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DUE DATE FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS: October 12, 2020 by close of business.
SUMMARY: The Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project) is a proposed Automated People
Mover (APM) mass-transit line connecting the City of Inglewood (City) to the greater southern California
region. The proposed Project will include a revised 1.6-mile transit guideway, three stations, APM trains,
and support facilities including a maintenance storage facility (MSF) and two traction power substations
(TPSSs). The City, as the Lead Agency, prepared an Initial Study (Original IS), which was published in July
2018 (SCH 2018071034).
The Original IS determined that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) would be prepared in compliance
with CEQA to assess for potentially significant impacts that may result from the proposed Project. A Notice
of Preparation (Original NOP) was circulated, and comments were received from the public and agencies
following a 30-day comment period that ended on August 15, 2018.
As a result of the comments received, in addition to refinements and modifications to the proposed Project
identified in the Original NOP and Original IS, this Revised NOP and IS are being re-circulated. Subsequent
to the circulation of the Original IS, the State of California Office of Planning and Research (OPR) updated
and revised the thresholds contained in the State CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. The Revised IS has been
updated to address the updated Appendix G checklist that became effective on December 28, 2018.
The proposed Project includes transit improvements that would be constructed in the City along the same
route and alignment as noted in the Original NOP and Original IS. The elevated guideway would be located
primarily within the public right-of-way from the intersection of Market Street and Florence Avenue
intersection, along Market Street to Manchester Boulevard, then to Prairie Avenue. The portions of the
elevated guideway not within the public right-of-way occur at the location of Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station where the elevated guideway leaves the right-of-way and enters into an existing
commercial center northeast of the intersection of Market Street and Regent Street. The existing uses
would be demolished.
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The proposed Project begins with a pedestrian walkway that connects to the Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line
across Florence Avenue in downtown Inglewood to the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, which will
be located at an existing commercial plaza. The proposed Project’s elevated guideway begins at the Market
Street/Florence Station, then proceeds southwest to Market Street, where it turns south onto the existing
right-of-way along Market Street. The elevated guideway alignment continues on Market Street until the
intersection with Manchester Boulevard, where it turns east onto Manchester Boulevard until the
intersection with Prairie Avenue. At this point, the elevated guideway alignment turns south onto Prairie
Avenue and continues south on Prairie Avenue until the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street,
where it terminates with the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station.
The proposed Project would also include a maintenance and storage facility (MSF) that would store and
maintain the trains and two traction power substations (TPSSs). The proposed MSF would be constructed
adjacent to the right-of-way at the proposed MSF site, south of the corner of Hillcrest Boulevard and
Manchester Boulevard, which is currently occupied by a commercial center and gas station; this site would
also include one of the proposed TPSS sites. The second TPSS site would be located at the City’s proposed
Intermodal Transportation Facility (ITF) located on Prairie Avenue south of Arbor Vitae Street; this TPSS
site would be to the east of Prairie Avenue, outside of the right-of-way within the ITF site. The existing
uses would be demolished. Anticipated construction duration for the proposed Project is 4 to 5 years.
The Revised NOP and Revised IS reflect the following refinements and modifications that have been made
to the proposed Project:
•

Changes to proposed Project’s from an approximately 1.8-mile long alignment with 5 stations to an
approximately 1.6-mile long alignment with 3 stations. The revised alignment follows the same route
as the original alignment from Market Street and Florence Avenue to Manchester Boulevard to Prairie
Avenue terminating at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street.

•

Refinements and modifications to the proposed stations as follows:
−

Modify the proposed Project to reduce the total number of stations from the five stations
previously considered to the three stations.

−

The new locations for the three stations are located at:

−

o

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station: at an existing commercial plaza on the southeast
corner of the intersection of Market Street and Florence Avenue between Market Street and
Locust Street;

o

Prairie Avenue/Arbor Vitae Street Station: at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Pincay
Drive; and

o

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station: at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street.

A pedestrian bridge linkage has been added to connect the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
with the Metro Crenshaw line on the northside of Florence Avenue.

•

Removal of the Intermodal Transportation Facilities as part of the proposed Project. The City is
proceeding with that project separately.

•

Reduce the potential number of traction power substations from three to two. One will be co-located
with the MSF facility and one will be located on the City’s ITF site on Prairie Avenue.
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This Revised NOP and Revised IS are being recirculated as a result of these Project refinements.
PROJECT LOCATION:
The proposed Project is located entirely in the central portion of the City, east of the San Diego Freeway
(I-405) and north of the Glen Anderson Freeway (I-105) in Los Angeles County, California (see Figure 1:
Regional Location Map).
The proposed Project is generally bounded by Florence Avenue to the north; Hardy Street to the south;
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (LASED) to the east; and La Brea Avenue to the west
(see Figure 2: Project Vicinity Map).
The proposed Project begins with a pedestrian walkway that connects to the Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line
across Florence Avenue in downtown Inglewood to the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, which will
be located at an existing commercial plaza. The proposed Project’s elevated guideway begins at the Market
Street/Florence Station, then proceeds from the intersection of Market Street and Florence Avenue
adjacent to the Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line in Downtown Inglewood, south through Market Street, then
east onto Manchester Boulevard, turning south on Prairie Avenue until its intersection with Hardy Street.
The elevated guideway will be located within the public rights-of-way along Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue; with the exception of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, which
will be located on a site that currently includes existing commercial use northeast of the intersection of
Market Street and Regent Street, and the proposed MSF that will be located on a site that currently has
commercial uses south of the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard outside of the
right-of-way (see Figure 3: Typical Automated People Mover). Construction staging is anticipated to be
contained within the footprint and easements of the proposed Project, at sites that will be demolished
(for other uses including the commercial Plaza at Regent Avenue and Market Streets, the commercial office
building at 150 S. Market Street, and the commercial plaza at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard).
DUE DATE FOR PUBLIC COMMENTS: October 12, 2020 by close of business.
Notice is hereby given that the City will prepare an EIR for the proposed Project as revised and described
in this Revised NOP and the Revised IS. The EIR to be prepared by the City will evaluate the potential
significant environmental effects of the proposed Project. The City is requesting comments related to the
proposed Project as revised.
Due to refinements and modifications to the proposed Project following the release of the Original NOP
and Original IS, this Revised NOP and Revised IS have been prepared to inform the public of the changes
to the proposed Project. The City is providing this Revised NOP and accompanying Revised IS to the
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR), any trustee or responsible agencies identified for the
Project, to adjacent cities and counties, all entities who submitted comments on the Original NOP and
Original IS, and to those entities requesting such notice regarding the proposed Project.
The Draft EIR will analyze the potential adverse impacts that are anticipated to result from the proposed
Project as discussed herein; identify potential mitigation measures that may be considered as reasonable
and feasible; and analyze a reasonable range of alternatives to the proposed Project that could reduce or
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avoid potential significant impacts that could result from the construction or operation of the proposed
Project while still feasibly achieving the Project‘s objectives.
The City encourages all parties to provide information regarding potentially significant environmental
issues, mitigation measures, and reasonable alternatives to be included in the EIR. Any agency submitting
comments on this Revised NOP and Revised IS shall also indicate if that agency would be a responsible
agency, or a trustee agency for the proposed Project in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15082(b).
A copy of the Revised Initial Study prepared for the proposed Project is available for review at the City of
Inglewood website at: https://www.cityofinglewood.org/1016/Environmental-Documents; and at the
locations listed below:
•

Inglewood City Hall, First Floor Lobby, One W. Manchester Blvd., Inglewood, CA 90301

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The proposed Project would include an automated people mover (APM) to transport riders to and from
the regional Metro Rail system (Crenshaw Line) to Downtown Inglewood, the Forum, the LASED, which
includes the new NFL stadium scheduled to open in the Fall of 2020, and the future Inglewood Basketball
and Entertainment Center (IBEC). The proposed Project would consist of elevated dual guideways to allow
for continuous APM trains to travel in each direction. The proposed Project is planned to have a ridership
capacity of 11,500 passengers per hour. Additionally, the transit system presents an opportunity for
integration with local economic activity, transit-oriented development, and other initiatives in the area.
The proposed Project will include support facilities to provide for maintenance, storage and system power
requirements that would be located adjacent to the elevated guideway but outside the street rights-ofway. These facilities include an approximately 78,000 square feet (SF) maintenance and storage facility
(MSF) to provide for maintenance activities and train storage, and two traction power substations (TPSS)
facilities to provide electrical power for system operation. The location of the proposed Project’s guideway,
stations, and the support facilities are shown on Figure 2.
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: As described more fully in the Revised Initial Study,
the Draft Environmental Impact Report will consider: Aesthetics, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural
Resources, Energy, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Land
Use and Planning, Noise and Vibration, Population, Employment and Housing, Transportation and
Circulation, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems impacts.
Agricultural and Forestry Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality, Mineral Resources, Public Services,
Recreation, and Wildfire impacts have been determined to have less than significant impacts on the
environment through the analysis in the Revised Initial Study and are not proposed for further analysis in
the EIR.
REQUESTED PERMITS/APPROVALS: The City of Inglewood has principal responsibility for approving and
carrying out the proposed Project. Approvals required for implementation of the proposed Project may
include, but are not limited to, the following:
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State and Regional Agency Approval and Actions:
•

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)—permit to operate a generator and Dust
Control Plan;

•

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)—administer regulations regarding water quality.
Permits or approvals required from the WQCB may include but are not limited to: (1) General
Construction Stormwater Permit; (2) Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan; and (3) Submittal
of a Recycled Water Report for the use of recycled water as a dust control measure for construction;
and

•

California State Transportation Agency (CalSTA)—oversight and consistency with grants funding from
the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP).

City of Inglewood Approvals and Actions:
•

Certification of the Final EIR for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project;

•

Updates/amendments to the City of Inglewood General Plan and municipal code. These changes relate
to conforming the plans, as necessary, to reflect the physical improvements within the Inglewood
Transit Connector Project and technical amendments necessary for the construction, operation and
maintenance of the Inglewood Transit Connector;

•

Preparation of a Project-specific Stormwater Management Plan or Standard Urban Stormwater
Mitigation Plan for approval;

•

County of Los Angeles (as the City’s contractor) Fire Department approval;

•

Grading permits, building permits, haul route approval, and other permits issued by the Department
of Building and Safety for the Project and any associated Department of Public Works permits for
infrastructure improvements;

•

Tree removal permits;

•

Noise permit for Construction and Building Hours extension;

•

Tract/parcel map and zone change approvals;

•

Eminent Domain approvals for acquisition of parcels outside of the City’s right-of-way;

•

Approvals for federal, State, or local financing plans or grants;

•

Approving contracts for the design and construction of the Project; and,

•

Other federal, State, or local approvals, permits, or actions that may be deemed necessary for the
Project.

Other agencies, such as the County of Los Angeles and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), may have approval authority or involvement depending on the financing
used to construct the proposed Project.
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Hyde Park Village HOA. The City also engaged the NCAAP Inglewood Chapter, Inglewood Airport Area
Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club of Inglewood, Inglewood Unified School District, local churches, and

This document is the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) for the

community-based nonprofits including the Social Justice Learning Center Institute, Move LA, The

Inglewood Transit Connector (ITC) Project (proposed Project). This Recirculated Draft EIR has been

Enrichment Center, and the Coalition for Clean Air.

prepared by the City of Inglewood (City or Inglewood) as the lead agency for the environmental review of
this proposed Project in conformance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

After the close of the public comment period on the Draft EIR, the City continued to keep elected officials,
community leaders and the general public informed of the status of the environmental review and

1.1

SCOPING AND PUBLIC OUTREACH

approval process for the proposed Project. The outreach program has been focused on increasing project

The City, as the Lead Agency, prepared a Notice of Preparation (Original NOP) and an Initial Study (Original

awareness and education, disseminating project information, soliciting public input, and supporting the

IS), which were published on July 16, 2018 (SCH 2018071034), identifying the environmental topics that

technical and legal environmental processes. To learn more about the local community’s needs for the

could have potential significant impacts from the construction and operation of the proposed Project. The

proposed Project, the City held over 100 community and stakeholder outreach meetings over the past 3.5

Original IS determined that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) would be prepared in compliance with

years during the planning, environmental and design process. The City further revised the design of the

the CEQA to assess potentially significant impacts that may result from the proposed Project. Comments

proposed to reflect the input received.

were received from the public and agencies during a 30-day comment period for the Original NOP that
ended on August 15, 2018.

In response to the public and stake holder input received, since the release of the Draft EIR, the design of
the proposed Project has changed. In particular, the Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) for the

As a result of the comments received and in response to refinements and modifications to the proposed

Automated Transit System (ATS) has modified to allow the Vons grocery store currently located on the

Project identified in the Original NOP and Original IS, a Revised NOP and IS were revised to provide an

proposed MSF site to remain on this site in a new building to continue to serve the community. Other

additional opportunity for comment on the potential environmental effects of the from September 10,

modifications to the Project include the realignment of the proposed ATS alignment on Prairie Avenue to

2020, to October 12, 2020. Subsequent to the circulation of the Original IS, the State of California Office

the west side of the street to allow for single column alignment and allow the street to be open to the

of Planning and Research (OPR) updated and revised the thresholds contained in the State CEQA

sky, as well as the relocation of one of the proposed stations to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue

Guidelines Appendix G. The Revised IS was updated to address the updated Appendix G checklist that

and Manchester Boulevard. Although the modifications to the proposed Project reduce, rather than

became effective on December 28, 2018. See Appendix A: Revised NOP and IS and Appendix B: Summary

increase, the Project’s potential for significant environmental effects, the City has decided to prepare and

of Comments on Second Recirculated NOP.

circulate this Recirculated Draft EIR to analyze the effects of the proposed Project as revised.

The Revised NOP and Revised IS reflected changing the project from an approximately 1.8-mile long

It should also be noted that, as discussed in Section 2.0: Introduction, the proposed Project is statutorily

alignment with 5 stations to an approximately 1.6-mile long alignment with 3 stations. The revised

exempt from CEQA compliance under Public Resources Code section 21080, subdivision (b)(12), which

alignment followed the same route as the original alignment from Market Street and Florence Avenue to

provides that CEQA does not apply to “[f]acility extensions not to exceed four miles in length which are

Manchester Boulevard to Prairie Avenue terminating at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy

required for the transfer of passengers from or to exclusive public mass transit guideway or busway public

Street.

transit services.” (See also State CEQA Guidelines, § 15275(b).) The Project meets this definition.
Therefore, the City’s preparation of the Recirculated Draft EIR is not required by CEQA. The City has

A Draft EIR for the proposed Project was released on December 23, 2020, for a 47-day public review and

nevertheless voluntarily prepared this Recirculated Draft EIR to provide a comprehensive environmental

comment period, ending on February 8, 2021. A robust public outreach effort was conducted over the

analysis of the proposed Project and to solicit public and agency input on the proposed Projects, its

two-year period starting in 2018 through the close of the public comment period on the Draft EIR. This

potentially significant environmental effects, and mitigation measures and/or alternatives to reduce or

effort included over 35 community and stakeholder outreach meetings with a variety of stakeholders

avoid any such effects. Following the completion of CEQA review, the City of Inglewood City Council will

including local Inglewood block clubs, neighborhood watch groups and homeownership associations

consider whether to approve the Project. Although not required to do so, if the City Council decides to

(HOA) such as the Renaissance HOA, Carlton Square HOA, Briarwood HOA, Regent Street HOA, and the

approve the Project, the City Council will certify the Final EIR and adopt CEQA Findings of Fact and, if
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1.0 Executive Summary

necessary, a Statement of Overriding of Considerations for the Project. If the Project is approved, the City

situations. Stations would provide pedestrian access to the elevated ATS from existing sidewalk and

will also file a CEQA Notice of Determination (NOD) and a CEQA Notice of Exemption (NOE) for the Project.

1.2
1.2.1

pedestrian travel areas adjacent to the station locations. Final station locations and configurations will be
determined during the design and procurement process.

SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Existing infrastructure along the Project alignment may need to be relocated or reconfigured to

Project Overview

accommodate new elevated transit guideway structures and stations. In addition to surface
The City proposes the Inglewood Transit Connector Project (ITC or proposed Project) to extend service
from the Metro K (Crenshaw/LASX) Line to the City’s activity centers. The ITC is a 1.6-mile, three station,

improvements, utility infrastructure under the roadway surface may need to be relocated to
accommodate the guideway columns, footings, and other components.

fully elevated, electrically powered Automated Transit System (ATS system) that will connect directly to
the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. The City proposes the ITC Project to address projected

The proposed Project is described in detail in Section 3.0: Project Description of this Recirculated Draft

future congestion, improve overall mobility and levels of service, and advance its sustainability goals.

EIR.

Providing transit access to the City’s activity centers would advance local and regional goals to increase
transportation choice, significantly reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, improve air quality and

1.2.2

Background

human health, reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled (VMT), reduce the growth of congestion on local

The City) is undergoing a transformation into a world-class sports and entertainment destination and a

and regional roads, and encourage sustainable development patterns.

major employment center within the greater Los Angeles region. First, in 2012, over $100 million was
invested in the Forum, making it one of the largest indoor concert venues and host of some of the largest

In March 2021, the Board of Directors of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) approved and voted to form a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) with the City of Inglewood to help
extend mass transit from the Metro K line at the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station to the City’s
sports and entertainment areas, and to help lend its partnership and expertise to assist with the design,
construction and financing, and operation and maintenance of this 1.6-mile ATS system to extend service
from the K Line. Metro recognizes the increase in ridership on the K line that will be created by the
proposed ITC Project and is working collaboratively with the City on all aspects of the project to extend
service from the K line to the City’s major employment, housing, commercial and entertainment centers.
If the City approves the proposed Project, the JPA would contract with a public private partner and select
a design/build/finance/operate/maintain (DBFOM) contractor to complete the proposed Project. With
the DBFOM approach, which is also being used by the Los Angeles World Airport (LAWA) for the LAX
Landside Access Modernization Program (LAMP), the responsibilities for designing, building, financing,
operating, and maintaining the Project are bundled together and transferred to private sector partners.
In this structure, the City will enter into an agreement with a private sector party to finalize the design,
build, finance, operate, and maintain the ATS system.

entertainment acts in the country. Next, the redevelopment of approximately 298 acres at Hollywood
Park includes thousands of new residential units and millions of SF of commercial and recreational uses
as part of the Los Angeles Stadium and Entertainment District (LASED) project. At the centerpiece of the
LASED is the new $5 billion-dollar, 70,240-seat SoFi Stadium shared by the Los Angeles Rams and Los
Angeles Chargers. SoFi Stadium will host Super Bowl LVI in Winter 2022, and the 2028 Summer Olympic
Games with the possibility of hosting many more events. In August 2020, the City approved the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC), which will be home to the Los Angeles Clippers of the
National Basketball Association (NBA) and includes the team’s arena, headquarters, and training facilities.
There are other exciting developments in the City including housing, office, retail commercial and hotel
projects under construction and in the application pipeline. Additionally, the new Los Angeles
Philharmonic music and cultural campus for the Youth Orchestra Los Angeles (YOLA) facility, designed by
architect Frank Gehry near Inglewood City Hall opened in September 2021.
Pivotal to the City’s transformation is the new 8.5-mile Metro K Line. Scheduled to begin service in 2022,
the Metro K Line will enhance transit access to the City and include stations at Aviation/Century,
Westchester/Veterans, Downtown Inglewood, Fairview Heights, Hyde Park, Leimert Park, MLK Jr., and

As currently proposed, the ATS system will have three stations including: Market Street/Florence Avenue
Station, Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station. Station
design capacity would be established by pedestrian demand volumes under typical peak conditions, in
addition to increased demand during special events, service disruptions, and emergency evacuation

Expo/Crenshaw. It will extend light-rail transit from the existing Metro E (Expo) Line station at
Crenshaw/Exposition Boulevards to the Metro C (Green) Line station at Aviation/Century Boulevards and
provide a transit connection to Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) via the City of Los Angeles’
automated people mover. Upon completion of the Metro K Line, patrons who wish to use the Metro rail
system to travel to events at the Forum, LASED including SoFi Stadium, the IBEC, or other existing and
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future commercial areas and residences in the City would face a “last-mile” gap of approximately 1.5 to 2
miles between the Metro K Line and the City’s new activity centers. This gap is longer than a convenient
walking distance for patrons traveling to the City’s activity centers.
As Inglewood transforms into a major regional housing, employment and activity center, the number of
vehicular trips associated with new jobs, retail, entertainment, and residential opportunities is anticipated
to increase. Based on historic traffic counts, traffic volumes have been increasing at the rate of 1.5 percent
per year, and many key intersections and highway corridors already experience congestion. According to
the Southern California Association of Government's (SCAG) Connect SoCal - 2020–2045 Regional

Project Regional Location Map

FIGURE ES-1

1.0 Executive Summary

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) Demographics and Growth Forecast,
substantial socioeconomic and demographic growth is projected in the region. The City is projected to be
one of the highest growing housing and employment centers in Los Angeles County.

1.2.3

Project Location

The proposed Project is located in the central and northern portions of the City of Inglewood east of the
San Diego Freeway (I-405) and north of the Glen Anderson Freeway (I-105) in Los Angeles County,
California (see Figure ES-1: Project Regional Location Map).
The ITC will be constructed in an area generally bounded by the Metro K Line to the north; Hardy Street
to the south; the NFL stadium and the Forum to the east; and La Brea Avenue to the west (see Figure ES2: City of Inglewood). The Project extends from the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station southwest
to the intersection of Market Street and Regent Street, continues south on Market Street, east on
Manchester Boulevard, and south on Prairie Avenue to Hardy Street (see Figure ES-3: Project Vicinity
Map). The ATS will be largely located within the public rights-of-way for the streets and sidewalk areas
along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and the west side of Prairie Avenue (See Figure ES-4:
Location of Alternative Alignments in the LPA Report). The entire Project is situated within the City of
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1.2.4

Project Objectives

Section 15124(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines states that the Project Description shall contain “[a]
statement of the objectives sought by the proposed project.” In addition, Section 15124(b) of the State
CEQA Guidelines further states, “[t]he statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of
the project.”
The City’s goals and objectives for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project are as follows:
x

Provide direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional transit system for local residents and
the region to access the City’s new major employment, commercial, and activity centers;

x
x

Close the “last mile gap” to the regional transit system by providing passengers with the ability to
transfer to or from destinations and the Metro K Line.
Provide sufficient transit connection capacity between the Metro regional transit system and the
City’s new major activity centers with enhanced travel time certainty and sufficient capacity to meet
peak ridership demands to encourage transit as a travel mode choice;

x

Maintain existing roadway capacity;

x

Reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network
on both major arterials and residential streets for both nonevent and event days;

x

Encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable time-certain transit;

x

Increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled to the
City’s major activity centers, with corresponding improvement in air quality, public health, and
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation sources in accordance with the City’s
goals, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS and State policies with respect to climate change and land use;

x

Support the ongoing economic revitalization, growth opportunities for transit-oriented development
(TOD) within the Downtown TOD Plan area, including commercial and residential uses, including
through the creation of public parking facilities;

x

Encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served by the proposed Project;

x

Provide safe, reliable, and convenient access to businesses in the City so that they are accessible to
their workforce and customers;

x

Connect the Inglewood community and citizens to jobs, education, services, and destinations within
the City and within the region by providing transit within safe and accessible walking distances; and

x

Support regional efforts to become more efficient, economically strong, equitable, and sustainable.

The ITC Project reflects the City’s commitment to providing adequate transportation connections to its
current and proposed major housing, employment, and activity centers, and to address the critical first/
last mile gap with a fixed-guideway transit connector.

251-003-20
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1.2.5

Construction Commitment Program

1.0 Executive Summary

Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles, including workers’ vehicles, trucks, and heavy

As part of the Project, the City of Inglewood has developed a Construction Commitment Program (CCP) to
pro-actively address the effects of the construction of the ATS project on the community. This program,
provided in Appendix D, includes the following programs and plans:

vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets at all times except in defined workspace areas defined in the
Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program.
Construction noise reduction measures in this Program require the use of construction equipment that

x

Business Community and Support Program

generates the least amount of noise, use of temporary noise barriers, and restrictions on the use of heavy

x

Business Interruption Assistance Program

equipment that create vibration near sensitive uses and buildings. Contact information for a Community

x

Transit Access and Circulation Program

Affairs Liaison will be posted throughout the construction area. This liaison shall respond to any noise

x

Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program

complaints within 24 hours.

x

Parking Management Plan

x

Air Quality Program

x

Visual Resources Program

x

Hazardous Materials Program

x

Tree Removal and Replacement Plan

The air emissions reduction measures require use of the best commercially available equipment meeting
the highest standard for minimizing air emissions and the use of electric powered equipment or
equipment not powered by diesel engines where possible.
To ensure that any hazardous materials encountered during construction are appropriately addressed,

To address the effects of the construction activities on traffic conditions, the City will establish a Project

building demolition, hazardous materials contingency, soils management, and health and safety plans will

Task Force for the ITC Project that will be develop a Construction Staging and Traffic Control Plan that will

be prepared and implemented during construction.

address the following topics: review worksite traffic control plans and other traffic management plans
developed by the Project contractor(s) for the Project to ensure these plans address:

All lighting needed to support construction activities will be required to meet defined standards to avoid
impacts to adjacent uses and all stockpile area will be required to be in the least visible areas as approved

x

Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within the City’s boundaries

x

Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, and traffic flow

x

Coordination of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special attention
during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center.

Removal of trees and other landscaping will be minimized and any trees removed will be replaced within

x

Coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of emergency
access and response times

address businesses financially affected by construction of the Project addressing:

x

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials deliveries

x

by the City.

6 months of work being completed in affected areas.
The Construction Commitment Program also includes business and community support programs to

x

Advertising support for local businesses in local or regional newspapers and social media.

Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming construction activities including but not limited
to the establishment of a website with project construction information, signage, and web-based
media.

x

Notice of plans to all affected property owners of the schedule for specific planned construction
activities, changes in traffic flow, and required short-term modifications to property access.

x

Notice of plans to all affected property owners if utilities would be disrupted for short periods of time
and ensuring major utility shut-offs are scheduled during low-use periods of the day.

All haul routes and activities will need to be reviewed and approved with truck deliveries of bulk materials

x

Methods by which business owners can convey their concerns about construction activities and the
effectiveness of measures during the construction period so activities can be modified to reduce
adverse effect.

x

Access plans that ensure that all businesses, service providers, and residents are provided with
adequate access during construction. Where there is a significant limited English population, signage
shall be provided in various languages (as appropriate).

and hauling of soil scheduled during off-peak hours to the extent feasible and on designated routes
including freeways and nonresidential streets.
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Funding for temporary signage during construction to help businesses that are partially blocked or
that have inconvenient access due to construction activity.

Impacts related to Agricultural and Forestry Resources, Hydrology and Water Quality, Mineral Resources,

The City will also create a $5 million dollar Business Assistance Fund (BAF) to provide financial assistance

Public Services, Recreation, and Wildfire and the Initial Study Mandatory Findings of Significance were
determined to be less than significant in the Revised Initial Study. These conclusions remain valid with
respect to the revised proposed Project and these environmental topics are not evaluated further in this

through grants to eligible businesses affected by construction of the Project.

Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.2.5

Project Characteristics
Table 1.0-4: Summary of Findings included at the end of this section presents a summary of findings for

The proposed Project includes the following components:

each of the resources analyzed in this Recirculated Draft EIR for the proposed Project. A summary of

x

ATS trains operating on an elevated dual-lane guideway with three stations;

impacts for each resource category is presented below. Detailed analysis is included in Section 4.0:

x

ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue to be constructed on the west side of Prairie Avenue;

Environmental Impact Analysis.

x

No more than three straddle bents north of Pincay Street along Prairie Avenue immediately south of
the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station;

1.3.1

x

Passenger walkway systems connecting the stations to the street, mezzanine areas, escalators, and
elevators;

x

Storage space, operations space, communications systems located within stations;

x

Wayfinding signage and amenities;

x

An MSF to provide regular and preventive maintenance of the ATS trains and equipment, as well as
space for storage of the vehicle fleet and the operations control center, among other functions;

x

Power Distribution System (PDS) substations located on the MSF and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
station sites to provide traction/propulsion power, auxiliary power, and housekeeping power;

Aesthetics

Existing Conditions
The proposed Project is located entirely within the City, approximately 5.5 miles east of the Pacific Ocean,
within a broad coastal plain surrounded by rising land to the south and north, and more-level terrain
extending east. The City is a highly developed urban area containing moderately dense development along
major corridors that consist of commercial, residential, and industrial uses. Street corridors in the City
provide the only long-range views available in the City, including limited views of Baldwin Hills to the north
and other urban areas in and surrounding the City. Overall, the views within and surrounding the City are

x

Utilities infrastructure—new, modified and/or relocated—to support the proposed Project;

consistent with the views of a highly developed urban area.

x

Surface public parking lots located at Market Street/Florence Avenue and Prairie avenue/Hardy Street
stations containing multimodal pick-up and drop-off areas, and at 150 S. Market Street to support
Downtown Inglewood; and

No designated or otherwise identified scenic views or vistas are located within or visible from the City. 1

x

Roadway, traffic devices, and streetscape modifications and improvements to accommodate the
guideway alignment and support structures.

x

Land acquisitions, acquisitions of air rights, easements and encroachment rights, subdivision of
parcels, and/or other reconfigurations of parcels, dedications, vacations and/or temporary closures
of public rights-of-way, as necessary.

1.3

SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The City’s General Plan states that no forest resources, wildlife, fisheries, shorelines, or agricultural land
are present in the City,2 nor does the General Plan designate any scenic vistas within the City or its vicinity.
Further, there are no designated or eligible State scenic highways within or adjacent to the Project area. 3
The nearest State scenic highway is Interstate 110 between mile post 25.7 and 31.9, which is located north
of downtown Los Angeles and south of Interstate 210 in Pasadena. The closest portion of this scenic
highway is approximately ten miles northeast of the Project boundary.
Additionally, the Project area is not near any designated wild or scenic rivers pursuant to the National

Based on the September 2020 Revised Initial Study, the City determined that preparation of an EIR was

Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 4 The nearest mountains, the Santa Monica Mountains, are more than 10

required to further evaluate potentially significant impacts of the Project related to the following
environmental topics: Aesthetics, Air Quality, Biology Resources, Cultural Resources, Energy, Geology and
Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Planning, Noise and

1
2
3

Vibration, Population, Employment, and Housing, Transportation, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities
4

and Service Systems.
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Google Earth, 2020.
City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), 1.
California Department of Transportation, California Scenic Highway Mapping System, Los Angeles County,
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/, accessed August 2018.
US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, available at https://www.rivers.gov/, accessed August
31, 2018.
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miles north of the Project boundary. No views of these mountains or of any other focal points or broad

Additionally, light and glare impacts during construction and operation would be less than significant with

panoramic view corridors are available from public rights-of-way along the proposed alignment.

the incorporation of lighting design standards in the CCP and Design Guidelines, respectively.

Visual Impacts

1.3.2

Overall, the ATS structure, including the stations, guideway, MSF, and support facilities, would

Emissions Thresholds

complement the existing surrounding visual environment by using transparent and neutral tones as part
of its design character. The design would be in the modernist style to enhance the aesthetically pleasing
quality of the structure. To prevent unsightly views and defacing of the structure, the exterior material
would be anti-graffiti and anti-vandalism. The final design of the stations would also reflect its
surroundings in Downtown Inglewood along Market Street and the new developments on Prairie Avenue.
Visual impacts associated with construction of the proposed Project would be less than significant with
the implementation of measures from the CCP (see Appendix D). These CCP measures provide measures
to minimize the visual impact of temporary lighting and of visually obtrusive erosion control devises and
stockpile and staging areas. Construction activities at each segment and overall would be temporary in
nature and visual impacts would be alleviated once the construction is completed.
The design of the ATS guideway would allow the continued expression of the buildings identified as
historic resources along Market Street in Downtown Inglewood. The design of the ATS guideway would
allow the continued expression of the buildings identified as historic resources. The height of the ATS
guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the buildings and the size and spacing of the
support columns have been designed in a manner that maintains important aspects of the existing setting

Air Quality

During operation, the proposed Project would generate emissions from various sources including
employee trips, deliveries, area sources, energy sources (natural gas), and motor vehicles. However,
operation of the proposed Project would reduce emissions from motor vehicles when compared to future
conditions without the proposed Project. As such, due to the reduction in motor vehicle emissions and
elimination of existing sources, the proposed Project would result in net negative emissions. Moreover,
during normal operation the proposed Project would not exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management
District (SCAQMD) operational thresholds.
Construction of the proposed Project has the potential to temporarily emit air pollutants through the use
of heavy-duty construction equipment, through vehicle trips generated from workers and haul trucks
traveling to and from the proposed Project area, from demolition and various soil-handling activities, and
from the use of diesel powered on-and off-road vehicles and equipment. In addition, fugitive dust
emissions would be generated. With implementation of the Air Quality Program of the CCP and the
mitigation measures recommended in this Recirculated Draft EIR, however, construction-related daily
emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD significance threshold for any criteria pollutant.

Exposure to Pollutants

for the historic resources located along the proposed alignment and ensures that the overall scale,
massing, composition, and design of these historic buildings would remain readily visible despite some
interruption of views. The ability of the buildings to convey their historic significance would not be
substantially impaired by the proposed Project as required by the CCP. Therefore, indirect impacts to

The analysis in the Recirculated Draft EIR evaluated the exposure of people to a range of specific
pollutants, including carbon monoxide (CO) and Nitrogen dioxide (NO2), both of which can contribute to
breathing disorders and compromised lung function. In all cases, the concentrations of these pollutants
with mitigation, even when combined with existing ambient concentrations and the effects of increased

identified historic resources would be less than significant.

activity in the vicinity from future off-site projects, are below the State and federal health-based
The proposed Project would be generally consistent with the existing zoning and planning regulations

thresholds. In addition, concentrations of small particulate matter would be less than the allowable

governing scenic quality. The proposed Project would be designed to be complementary with the visual

incremental increase thresholds established by the SCAQMD.

character defined in the City’s Downtown TOD Plan and the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) for areas
located adjacent to the proposed alignment to the extent feasible and consistent with the ITC Design
Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines). An amendment to General Plan Policy 2.3, Preservation of
Historic Fabric, is proposed as part of the Project to ensure the incorporation and implemented of the ATS
system into the historic fabric of the Inglewood historic core. This amendment would be consistent with

The analysis also examined the potential for sensitive receptors (residents, workers, school children, and
day-care children) in the Project vicinity to be exposed to toxic air contaminants which are known to cause
health risks, including cancer. The analyses concluded that, after mitigation, exposures to contaminants
that would increase cancer or non-carcinogenic risks would be below the established thresholds.

the goals of the General Plan.
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1.3.3

Biological Resources

1.0 Executive Summary

indicates a high degree of disturbance suggesting the likelihood of encountering intact archaeological

The proposed Project is located within a highly developed and urbanized area and potential biological
resources are limited to a few small parks. Sensitive animal and plant species and vegetation communities
identified in the California Natural Diversity Database as having the potential to occur within a 0.25 mile

deposits near the surface of the Project area to be very low. Implementation of mitigation measures
would reduce the potential impacts to archaeological resources to a less-than-significant level.

Human Remains

radius of either side of the proposed Project guideway, stations, and support facility sites are largely
absent. Biological resources that would be affected by development of the proposed Project are limited
to trees located along the Project alignment and within the property proposed for acquisition as part of
the Project. None of the trees potentially affected are native or considered to be rare, endangered, or
sensitive species, but 502 trees are protected under the City of Inglewood Tree Protection Ordinance
(Inglewood Municipal Code Chapter 12, Article 32), and these or others could serve as nesting habitat for

Implementation of mitigation measures would reduce the potential impacts to human remains to a lessthan-significant level. The measures would require the contractor to hire a qualified monitor on-site to
monitor any ground disturbing activities and monitors would be versed in locating and identifying human
remains.

1.3.5

Energy Resources

migratory or other protected bird species. The removal of these trees could create impacts, especially if
the trees are removed during the bird nesting season. These impacts would be mitigated to a less-thansignificant level through the conduct of preconstruction surveys prior to any nesting season tree removal,
protection of trees with active nest sites during construction, through obtaining necessary City permits to
remove existing trees, and through protection or replacement of removed trees at a 1:1 ratio minimum
as determined by the City. All trees removed to accommodate the Project will be replaced in accordance
with the City’s Tree Protection Ordinance. No permanent impacts to trees located along the alignment

Operation of the proposed Project would reduce annual VMTs under all scenarios and would therefore
reduce annual petroleum consumption. Specifically, under the Adjusted Baseline scenario, the proposed
Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from approximately 45.3 million gallons to 44.8 million
gallons, a decrease of approximately 584,300 gallons. Under the Future (2027) Non-Event scenario, the
proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from approximately 47.1 million gallons to 46.5
million gallons, a decrease of approximately 622,600 gallons. Under the Future (2027) All Event scenario,
the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from approximately 50.9 million gallons to

would, therefore, result from the Project.

49.5 million gallons, a decrease of approximately 1.4 million gallons. Under the Future (2045) Non-Event

1.3.4

Cultural Resources

scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from approximately 43.8 million
gallons to 43.2 million gallons, a decrease of approximately 580,950 gallons. Under the Future (2045) All

Historic Resources

Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from approximately 47.0
The Project area is located in a part of Inglewood known to contain historic-age buildings, which includes

million gallons to 45.6 million gallons, a decrease of approximately 1.4 million gallons.

ten identified historical resources. 5 Minimum visual clearances, including the height of the guideway, the
distance of the guideway from the edge of the building, and the size and spacing of the vertical supporting

During construction, the proposed Project would generate a demand for 165,115 kWh of electricity and

columns, would be incorporated into Project design as required by the Design Guidelines. The overall

up to 163.7 million gallons of petroleum each year. Electricity for operation of the proposed ATS system

scale, massing, composition, and design of the historic-age buildings located along the ATS alignment will

would be provided via two power distribution system substations (PDSs). One of the PDSs would be

remain readily discernable despite some intermittent obscuring of physical features from some views.

located on the MSF site. The second PDS substation would be located on the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

Thus, there will be no significant impacts to historical resources as a result of the Project.

station site. The electricity demand for the proposed Project during normal operation would be 27.1
million kWh (27.1 GWh) per year. 7

Archaeological Resources
The cultural resource records search and field visit conducted did not result in identifying any prehistoric

Because the proposed Project would support statewide efforts to improve transportation efficiency,

or historical archaeological resources within the Project study area.6 Further, the built nature of the area

comply with the CALGreen building code, and comply with other State and local plans and policies, the

5
6

7

Historical Resources Technical Report. Inglewood Transit Connector. October 4, 2021.
See Appendix K.1 of this Draft EIR.
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energy consumption from the proposed Project would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary, and
would impacts would be less than significant.

1.3.6

1.0 Executive Summary

1.3.7

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

By providing a new transit option in the City, the proposed Project will reduce VMTs and GHG emissions
generated by vehicular travel. Specifically, annual MTCO2e would be reduced by 5,503 metric tons of

Geology and Soils

carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) when compared to the Adjusted Baseline without proposed Project,
The proposed Project would be constructed consistent with the requirements of the California Building
Code. The Project study area is in a relatively level area with soils made up of artificial fill overlying native
alluvial and older alluvial deposits, liquefaction zone area, or within areas designated as having the
potential for seismically induced landslides and is not located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the proposed Project. The Project alignment is located in an

11,315 MTCO2e when compared to the 2027 opening year without proposed Project, and 11,455 MTCO2e
when compared to the 2045 future year without proposed Project. The proposed Project would be
consistent with State and local plans and policies to achieve Statewide goals for GHG reduction, including
Governor’s Executive Order S-3-05, the California Air Resources Board 2017 Scoping Plan, SCAG’s 20202045 RTP/SCS, and the City’s Energy and Climate Action Plan.

area that contains potentially active faults, including the Townsite, Centinela Creek, Cemetery Fault, and
Manchester Faults. The Townsite fault may intersect the Project alignment, stations, and near the MSF.

Construction of the Project is estimated to generate approximately 8,820 MTCO2e. Given the five-year

Although the Townsite, Centinela Creek, Cemetery, and Manchester faults are not presently mapped as

construction period, the annual construction GHG emissions for the proposed Project would be 2,205

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Zoning Act (APEFZ) faults, or situated within a delineated APEFZ, their location

MTCO2e. Operational emissions were estimated for the anticipated start of operations in late 2027 and a

within the active Newport-Inglewood fault zone and proximity to the Project alignment suggests these

milestone year of 2045. Due to advances in technology and regulations to reduce GHG emissions

faults should be considered active with the potential for fault rupture and impacts would be potentially

operational emissions would continue to decline by 2056, and thereafter. The normal operation of the

significant. Designing the Project in conformance with the 2019 CBC, 8 Caltrans guidance, and applicable

proposed Project would generate 3,672 MTCO2e per year from the operation of the MSF, stations, and

seismic design criteria identified in mitigation measures would reduce potential impacts to less than

other facilities. Each PDS substation will be equipped with backup power generators which are estimated

significant.

to generate 311 MTCO2e per year, bringing the total GHG emissions from operations to 3,983 MTCO2e per
year.

The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter mile to the east of the project study area; however,
compliance with the California Building Code would avoid the creation of seismic hazards. Construction
of the proposed Project would involve substantial grading and excavation that could leave soils exposed
for periods of time and susceptible to erosion. This potential impact would be reduced through the
preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which would describe best management

1.3.8

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Based on searches of environmental database and collection of on-site soil and soil gas samples, the
proposed Project is located in an area that includes historic land uses that used or stored hazardous
materials.

practices (BMPs) to ensure the proposed Project would not result in substantial erosion or loss of topsoil.
Operation of the Project would include the use and storage of hazardous materials typical of those used
As mentioned previously, the Project alignment is known to be underlain by artificial fill atop undisturbed
alluvial soils and geological formations in which Ice Age fossils have been found within several miles of
the Project alignment and that are considered paleontologically sensitive. Thus, it is possible that
previously unknown buried paleontological resources within the Project alignment could be impacted
during construction. To reduce potential impacts to less than significant, a qualified paleontologist would
be required to develop a program for monitoring of certain ground disturbing activities, and for handling
of paleontological materials if discovered.

in an industrial setting and would comply with federal, State, and local regulations governing the handling
of any hazardous materials, and applicable regulatory requirements to responding to accidental release
of such hazardous maintenance materials. Operation of the proposed Project would not interfere or
impair with the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency
services and warning systems. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety requirements, the
proposed Project would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan and impacts from operation of the Project would be less than significant.
Soil sampling confirms the potential for encountering contaminants of concern that could result in adverse
health effects if not handled appropriately during construction. In addition, structures within the ATS

8

2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24) published July 1, 2019.
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guideway footprint that would be demolished prior to construction of the proposed Project could contain

of the proposed Project would not exceed the threshold of significance of an increase in noise level of 3

hazardous building materials that would require appropriate identification, handling, and disposal. The

A-weighted decibel (dBA) equivalent continuous sound (Leq) to or within the “normally unacceptable” or

potential exposure of construction workers or nearby residents and workers to these existing hazards

“clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or result in an increase of 5 dBA or greater at the

would be reduced to a less-than-significant level through compliance with existing State and federal laws

sensitive land use when it would exceed 65 dBA day-night average sound level (DNL) or community noise

and regulations, and through implementation of plans addressing the handling of any hazardous materials

equivalent level (CNEL).

encountered during construction that would be required as part of the CCP prior to the start of
The proposed Project would either utilize large, automated monorail technologies or rubber-tire vehicles

construction.

operating along a fixed guideway. Operational noise level increases during the daytime would range from

1.3.9

Land Use and Planning

no change at the majority of the identified receptors listed below to a high of 2.1 dBA Leq (Lday) at the

Analysis of the potential for the proposed Project to physically divide the existing community and conflict
with applicable land use plans, policies, and regulations was conducted. The ITC guideway and support
system would primarily be contained within the existing public right-of-way of Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue with the MSF, stations, and other support facilities, including public
parking, located on adjacent properties to be acquired as part of the proposed Project. The ATS guideway,
stations, and associated facilities would not physically divide the community, nor disrupt existing patterns
of traffic connecting different parts of the community. While the proposed Project infrastructure would
be constructed over existing streets, these streets would be reconfigured to maintain the same number

residential uses along Spruce Ave across from the MSF. Taking into account the ambient environment,
exterior noise levels during the daytime period within this area would be 70.1 dBA. Increases in daytime
noise levels would not exceed the 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly
unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater when noise
levels remain within acceptable limits. Additionally, nighttime noise level increases would range from no
change at the majority of the identified receptors listed below to a high of 3.9 dBA Leq (Lnight) at the
residential uses along Spruce Ave across from the MSF. Taking into account the ambient environment,
exterior noise levels during the nighttime period would be 62.4 dBA. Although nighttime noise levels
would increase by more than 3 dBA Leq, nighttime noise levels would not result in an exterior

of lanes as currently exist.

environment that exceeds the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility
The proposed Project includes amendments to the City’s General Plan and the HPSP and the proposed

categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.

adoption of the Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone to reflect the integration of the ITC Project into the
area and into the City’s circulation system. The proposed Project is generally consistent with the City’s
General Plan, the New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development (TOD) Plan and
Design Guidelines, and the HPSP. The proposed Project is also consistent with the goals or transportation
planning in the SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Plan as the Project
will reduce VMT in the City and region. The proposed Project would not conflict with goals, objectives, or

The MSF will be designed in accordance with the Design Guidelines which address the massing, façade,
materials, colors, roof, and lighting for this facility, how the MSF will engage with the pedestrian and
vehicular circulation around it, and sustainability features. Building elements would include screens to
shield all exterior equipment including equipment at the rooftop and ground level, so that it is not visible
form the street or accessible areas of adjacent properties. Additionally, as described previously,
implementation of PDF NOISE-1 would require stationary noise source generated from mechanical

policies adopted for the purpose of mitigating environmental impacts.

equipment in the MSF to be enclosed within a shed or barrier that would further reduce noise levels.

1.3.10

Noise and Vibration
Noise impacts from operation of the proposed Project would be less than significant.

Noise

Construction

Operation
The ITC Project is designed to meet the City’s goals and objectives related to the reducing the City’s traffic
congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network by encouraging and providing
the use of intermodal transportation systems. The proposed Project is intended to reduce vehicle trips
and roadway noise levels. Under all operational scenarios, the roadway conditions with implementation

Construction noise impacts due to construction activities were determined by comparing the calculated
construction-related noise levels of the proposed Project to the measured existing ambient noise levels
(i.e., noise levels without construction noise from the proposed Project). Construction noise levels were
calculated for each phase of construction (Phases 1 through 8) at the adjacent land uses. PDF NOISE-1
includes implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential
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effects of noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can

The vibration sensitive land uses nearest to the guideway include commercial and residential uses along

reduce noise levels by 10 dBA or more. For example, optimal muffler systems would reduce construction

Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue which would be approximately 30 feet from the

noise levels by 10 dBA or more.9 Temporary abatement techniques such as the use of a noise barrier can

guideway centerline. Based on the adjusted vibration level curve, the estimated ground-borne vibration

achieve a 5-dBA noise level reduction when it is tall enough to break the line-of-sight to the receiver.

levels would be approximately 67 VdB for monorail trains (rapid transit or light rail vehicles) and 64 VdB

Modifications such as dampening of metal surfaces or the redesign of a particular piece of equipment can

for rubber-tired ATS trains. Consequently, the maximum vibration level of the uses along the guideway

achieve noise reduction of up to 5 dBA. 10 Moving stationary equipment away from sensitive receptors

would be below the FTA recommended maximum acceptable level threshold of 72 VdB.

will reduce noise levels at the receptor as every doubling of distance will reduce noise by 4 to 6 dBA. Thus,
with implementation of PDF NOISE-1, construction noise will not increase ambient noise levels by more

Construction

than 10 dBA. Furthermore, the Construction Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during

Estimated vibration levels from construction activities would exceed the building damage significance

demolition and construction activities to ensure noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With

threshold of 0.2 PPV inches per second (ips), and the human annoyance significance threshold of 72 PPV

implementation of PDF NOISE-1, construction noise levels during all phases would be less than significant.

ips at several locations in the vicinity of the proposed Project. implementation of PDF NOISE-2 would
require preparation of a Construction Vibration Reduction Plan to ensure minimization of construction

A variety of heavy trucks will travel to and from the proposed Project during various phases of
construction. As compared to adjusted baseline average daily traffic volumes along West Century
Boulevard, Manchester Boulevard, South Prairie Avenue and Florence Avenue the sound power generated
by the maximum anticipated number of construction trucks would not be equivalent or greater to a
doubling of both the minimum and maximum ADT along these segments and therefore would not result
in a 5 dBA (Leq-1hour) increase along those roadways.

vibration at nearby sensitive receptors from vibration created by construction activities. The Construction
Vibration Reduction Plan would require continuous monitoring and collection of vibration data to verify
vibration levels are below the warning level PPV. In the event the regulatory levels of PPV are triggered,
construction activities would halt to visually inspect sensitive buildings for damage. PDF NOISE-2 also
requires vibration-generating equipment to be located at specified distances from adjacent noise
receptors. More specifically, to limit the risk of potential structural and building damage, PDF NOISE-2
would limit the location of pile driving and vibratory roller activity to not be within 55 feet and 30 feet of

Vibration

the nearest off-site sensitive receptor, respectively. PDF NOISE-2 would limit the number of jackhammers

Operation

operating simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within 45 feet of off-site sensitive receptors.

The condition of the rails, type of guideway construction, other proposed Project components, and the

Implementation of these construction management practices would limit the potential for impacts from

mass and stiffness of the guideway structure would have an influence on the level of ground-borne

construction vibration to result in building damage with adjusted distance of construction equipment.

vibration. Jointed rail, worn rail, and wheel impacts at special track work can all cause substantial increases

Impacts would be less than significant and below the significance threshold for building damage of 0.2

in ground-borne vibration. It is rare for ground-borne vibration to be a problem with elevated railways

PPV IPS with implementation of PDF NOISE-2.

except when guideway supports are located within 50 feet of buildings. 11 For rubber-tired ATS trains, the
smoothness of the roadway/guideway is the critical factor; if the surface is smooth, vibration problems

In addition to on-site construction activities, construction delivery/haul trucks would generate groundborne vibration as they travel along the proposed Project’s anticipated off-site truck travel routes. Based

are unlikely.

on FTA data, 12 the vibration generated by a typical heavy-duty truck would be approximately 63 VdB
(0.00566 PPV) at a distance of 50 feet from the truck. Existing buildings along the proposed Project’s
anticipated off-site truck travel routes (Florence Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and
Century Boulevard) that are situated approximately 35 feet from the truck travel pathway would be
9

FHWA, Special Report—Measurement, Prediction, and Mitigation, updated June 2017,
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/Environment/noise/construction_noise/special_report/hcn04.cfm, Accessed January 2021.
10 FHWA, Special Report—Measurement, Prediction, and Mitigation, updated June 2017, accessed July 2019,
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/Environment/noise/construction_noise/special_report/hcn04.cfm.
11 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

1.0-23

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

exposed to ground-borne vibration levels of approximately 0.01 PPV. This forecasted vibration level would

12 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
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be below the most stringent building damage criteria of 0.12 PPV. 13 Therefore, vibration impacts with

Compared to the Future Opening Year (2027) with Event without Project scenario, the daily traffic

respect to building damage from off-site construction truck travel on public roadways would be less than

volumes under the Future Opening Year (2027) with Event with Project scenario would decrease daily

significant. In addition, vibration sensitive uses (e.g., residential, hotel uses) are located along Florence

traffic volumes between approximately 1,550 to 2,160 vehicle trips per day along Prairie Avenue between

Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard. Ground-borne vibration levels

Manchester Boulevard and Century Boulevard; approximately 840 to 1,210 vehicle trips per day along

generated by proposed Project off-site construction truck travel would be below the FTA 72 VdB

Manchester Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard; and approximately 1,120 to

significance threshold, 14 as these uses are located more than 25 feet from the truck travel pathway.

1,640 vehicle trips per day along Century Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard.

Therefore, vibration impacts with respect to human annoyance from off-site construction truck travel

Additionally, the estimated non-event daily ridership under Future Opening Year (2027) conditions is

would be less than significant for the vibration sensitive land uses located along these roadways.

3,574 daily pedestrians. The Future Opening Year (2027) with Event conditions includes a sold-out NFL

1.3.11

football game at the SoFi Stadium. The estimated daily ridership under Future Opening Year (2027) with

Transportation and Circulation

Event (NFL) conditions is 29,280 daily pedestrians.

The assessment of transportation and circulation system impacts considers the existing traffic conditions,
including existing street system, public transit service, and bicycle facilities, which may be affected by the
ITC Project. The transportation analysis evaluated seventy-five (75) key roadway segments within the
study area, identified fourteen (14) bus lines providing service in the study area, listed existing bicycle and

The daily traffic volumes under the Future Horizon Year (2045) with Event and Project scenario would
decrease between approximately 1,710 to 2,470 vehicles per day along Prairie Avenue between
Manchester Boulevard and Century Boulevard; approximately 980 to 1,410 vehicles per day along
Manchester Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard; and approximately 1,390 to

pedestrian facilities, and presented transit ridership data obtained from Metro.

1,870 vehicles per day along Century Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard when

Operational Impact Analysis

compared to the Future Horizon Year (2045) with Event without Project scenario. The ITC ridership

The analysis summarizes the ADT, ITC ridership, and VMT estimates for the following scenarios: Adjusted
Baseline Conditions Non-Event Weekdays without Project; Adjusted Baseline Conditions Non-Event
Weekdays with Project; Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event without Project; Future
Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event with Project; Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with Event
without Project; and Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with Event with Project.
Under the Adjusted Baseline Non-Event with Project Traffic scenario, the daily traffic volumes are
projected to decrease along key corridors including Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and Century
Boulevards within the study area, thereby improving traffic flows compared to the Adjusted Baseline NonEvent without Project daily traffic volumes. Overall, the analyzed corridors would experience less
congestion on a system-wide basis, particularly during the peak periods with implementation of the
proposed Project.

analysis for the Future Horizon Year (2045) with Event with Project estimated the non-event daily ridership
to be 4,462 daily pedestrians. The Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL Game Event conditions includes a
sold-out event with 70,240 attendees and 6,000 employees on a weekday at the Sofi Stadium. The daily
ridership under Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL Game Event with Project scenario is estimated at
approximately 34,650 daily pedestrians.
Based on the analysis of these scenarios, implementation of the proposed Project would reduce daily
traffic volumes along key roadway corridors on an average weekday basis. When an NFL game event at
the Sofi Stadium is evaluated, the reduction is more substantial. When other events occur at the
surrounding venues, it is anticipated the increase in ITC ridership would be more substantial. Therefore,
impacts during operation related to ADT and ITC ridership would be less than significant.
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 establishes that VMT is generally the most appropriate measure of
transportation impacts. The weekday daily VMT would be reduced by approximately 247,550 vehiclemiles (4.7%) with the implementation of the proposed Project under Future Opening Year (2027) with
Event conditions in comparison to the Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event without Project.

13 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
14 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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scenarios and would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b).

columns and station components that could affect Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard would

Therefore, impacts during operation related to VMT would be less than significant.

involve construction-related traffic occurring during the off-peak hours and night hours in order to
minimize effects to daily commuter traffic and potential event traffic. Delivery of construction materials

The proposed Project would connect the rest of the regional mass-transit system to and from major
housing, employment and activity centers and adjacent uses in the City of Inglewood. The proposed
Project would accommodate all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, drivers, transit users, and those
operating emergency vehicles. The proposed Project would also include pedestrian access improvements,

could occur during the night shift. Construction activities during the day shift would primarily consist of
work that could proceed without substantial disruption to daily commuter traffic and potential event
traffic along Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Additionally, some minor activity could potentially
occur during periods in between construction shifts for logistics, moving equipment, etc.

including mezzanine level at each station to provide connectivity to elevated passenger walkways over
adjacent streets. These elevated passenger walkways will be designed to improve both passenger access

PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5 would be implemented to ensure access and circulation remains

and comfort between the stations and the street level, in addition to providing multimodal access to

adequate for all modes of travel (vehicular, passenger, bicycle, and transit) and uses along the Project

adjacent bus facilities, pick-up and drop-off areas, and other adjacent resources. The proposed Project

alignment during construction. Implementation of PDF TRANS-2 would ensure adequate circulation and

will also upgrade the existing sidewalks to ensure consistent ADA appliance along the transit corridor.

access for all uses located along the proposed alignment of the ATS system, including providing adequate

These elevated passenger walkways and upgrades to existing sidewalks as part of the Project would

vehicular access to businesses at all times, and transportation related inconveniences would be reduced

minimize passenger-vehicle interactions. The City is proposing specific plan amendments and

to the extent feasible.

clarifications to the HPSP to address any potential conflict or inconsistency between the proposed Project
and the HPSP related to streetscape improvements as the proposed Project would be located along
approximately 0.5 miles of street frontage along Prairie Avenue within the HPSP area. Under the Design
Guidelines, which identify objectives for the various project components and provides design guidance to
help achieve the objectives, the streetscape in downtown Inglewood would be consistent with the street
furniture items which currently exists on Market Street and the historic core and in accordance with the
Downtown TOD Plan. 15 Accordingly, the proposed Project would not create or substantially increase
safety hazards due to a design feature or incompatible uses.

PDF TRANS-1 would also be implemented to ensure access to bus transit stops and bus circulation are
always maintained, unless infeasible and closure is approved by the City, and coordination with Metro
and any other transit service providers where the Project could affect transit services.
While access to some uses would be disrupted and detoured for short periods of time during construction,
through implementation of PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5, adequate access and circulation would
continue to be available at all times and construction of the Project would not conflict with a program,
plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and
passenger facilities. With implementation of PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5, the proposed Project

Construction

would result in less than significant transportation and circulation impacts during construction.
Assuming arrival patterns consistent with anticipated shift times at construction sites of this nature, most
of the manpower workforce trips would occur outside of the peak hours of adjacent street traffic.

The proposed Project is consistent with the goals of Senate Bill 743 for reduction of GHG emissions,

Construction activity would occur 24 hours a day, seven days a week. Heavy construction activities (those

developing multi-modal transportation networks; and encouraging and supporting mixed use

involving the use of large equipment on site) would over a 16-hour day schedule with two shifts, either a

development. The ITC Project is also consistent with Goals 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 identified in the 2020-2045

morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an evening shift from approx. 3:00 PM to 11:00

RTP/SCS.

PM, or a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and a night shift from approximately 11:00
PM to 7:00 AM. The night shift would be used for material deliveries, export of soil and debris, and other
light construction activities. However, certain heavy construction activities that necessitate temporary
road closures could occur at nighttime to minimize traffic impacts. Construction of the ATS guideway,

The proposed Project includes a proposed amendment to the Circulation Element of the City’s General
Plan to reflect the integration of the proposed ATS system into the City’s circulation system. With the
proposed amendments, the proposed Project would be consistent with the Circulation Element. The
proposed Project is consistent with the Land Use Element goals by increasing existing capacity and
providing additional access to public transportation within the City and the region by adding an extension

15 City of Inglewood. New Downtown And Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines.
http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/The-New-Downtown-Fairview-Heights-TOD-PlanDesign-Guidelines-lo-res.pdf. November 1, 2016.
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City to the regional light rail system. As such, the proposed Project would not conflict with Inglewood

Southern California Edison (SCE) estimates that normal operation of the proposed Project would have an

General Plan policies related to transportation.

estimated peak power load flow of 4,127 kilowatts (kW). SCE would complete electricity upgrades and

1.3.12

would be subject to its procedures and requirements for construction and environmental clearance.

Tribal Cultural Resources

Tribal cultural resources may include sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, or objects
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are listed or determined to be eligible for
listing in the California Register of Historic Places (CRHR) or included in a local register of historical
resources, or a resource determined by the CEQA lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant and eligible for listing on the CRHR.

Existing storm drains are located within the alignment along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and
Prairie Avenue. It is anticipated that the proposed Project would not interfere with these storm drains
during operation. Moreover, storm drains would be kept and maintained by the Los Angeles County Flood
Control District (LACFCD) and the City.
No new gas connections to serve the proposed Project elements would be required except at the

In accordance with Assembly Bill 52 ((Chapter 532, Statutes 2014), the City initiated the consultation
process and distributed notification letters on July 31, 2018, to the four tribes which has requested future
notification of proposed projects, including the Gabrielino–Tongva Tribe, Gabrielino Tongva Indians of
California Tribal Council, Gabrielino/Tongva Nation, and the Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of
Mission Indians. Additionally, the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians–Kizh Nation was identified as a
relevant party. One response requesting consultation were received from the Gabrieleno Band of Mission

proposed MSF. Natural gas would be used at the MSF to serve the pressure wash system, and for space
and water heating. It is anticipated that the MSF would connect to existing gas infrastructure along
Manchester Boulevard at the discretion of the Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas). Moreover,
as described under Section 1.3.5: Energy Resources, the proposed Project would result in a net decrease
in natural gas usage compared to the current uses.

Relocation or Construction of Utilities

Indians- Kizh Nation (Tribe).
There are several major utility lines identified within the Market Street segment of the proposed Project
As a result of consultation, the Tribe shared information including maps of the area that depict the historic

including water, sewer, stormwater, and electrical lines. Additionally, utility lines identified within the

and prehistoric trading routes, and suggested mitigation measures that may be considered to assist in

Manchester Boulevard segment of the alignment include water, sewer, wastewater, stormwater, and gas

reducing potential impacts from the proposed Project to any cultural resources that could be unearthed

lines. Utility lines within the Prairie Avenue segment of the alignment include water, sewer, wastewater,

during ground disturbing activities.

stormwater, electrical, and gas lines. Based upon preliminary review, it appears that several utility lines
within these segments would conflict with proposed Project columns. However, the location of utilities is

With implementation of the mitigation measures, potentially significant impacts to tribal cultural
resources, including related the unanticipated discovery of human remains, would be reduced to a level
that is less than significant. These measures would work to prevent the destruction and loss of sensitive
tribal cultural resources and ensure the proper disposition of human remains.

1.3.13

based on a review of existing documentation and the exact locations have not been field verified.
Additionally, several storm drains have been identified along these segments which may require
relocation due to column placement. In addition, SCE has determined that the proposed Project would
likely utilize the existing 16 kva circuit located within the right-of-way of Market Street to provide power
for the proposed. SCE has also noted that utilization of this existing circuit would require infrastructure

Utilities and Service Systems

upgrades to accommodate the proposed Project.

Operation
Existing water and sewer lines are located within the footprint of the proposed Project along Market
Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue. Project components including the MSF and stations
would connect to these existing water and sewer lines. The proposed Project stations and MSF would use

Because several utility lines within these segments would conflict with proposed Project columns.
Construction could require the potential relocation of utility lines to accommodate the support structure
foundations or columns. However, the utility relocations would be minor

approximately 71.86 afy less water than the existing uses located on the sites proposed for these facilities.
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ALTERNATIVES

1.0 Executive Summary

site, and then return via Prairie Avenue northbound to travel westbound along Manchester Boulevard to

Section 15126.6(e)(2) of the State CEQA Guidelines requires an EIR to identify an environmentally superior
alternative. If the environmentally superior alternative is the No Project alternative, the EIR must identify

Market Street to traverse northbound to Florence Avenue. The BRT would be located entirely within the
public right-of-way. This route is generally consistent with the route as described in the City’s New
Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines. 16

an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives.
As described in Section 5.0: Alternatives of this Recirculated Draft EIR, a range of alternatives to the

1.4.3

Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade

proposed Project were considered, with some alternatives initially considered determined to be not

Under the Market Street Pedestrian Promenade Alternative, the proposed Project and all of its

feasible. A summary of the alternatives evaluated is presented below.

components would be constructed and operate. With this alternative, Market Street between Florence

1.4.1.

Avenue and Manchester Boulevard would be entirely closed to vehicular traffic. Regent and Queen streets

Alternative 1: No Project

would have barricades to prevent traffic turning onto Market Street in both directions. East-west traffic

The No Project Alternative considers conditions if the proposed Project is not built. No new transportation

along Regent Street and Queen Street would be allowed without being able to turn on to Market Street.

infrastructure would be built within the Project study area, aside from transportation projects that are

Traffic would be diverted to surrounding streets including La Brea Avenue and Locust Street. The

currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by 2027. These projects include

establishment of this pedestrian promenade would encourage pedestrian activity by improving walkability

transit projects funded by Measure R, Measure M, and specified in SCAG’s RTP/SCS. Existing infrastructure

within Downtown Inglewood.

and future planned and funded projects assumed under the No Project alternative include:
x Metro K (Crenshaw/LAX) Line –Currently under construction (2021), operating start date (Fall 2022)
x Implementation of the Citywide Event Transportation Management and Operations Plan
x Street improvements being constructed as part of the Los Angeles International Airport Landside
Access Modernization Program and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC)
projects.
x Existing Bus Service – Metro Rapid and Metro Local

1.4.2

1.4.4

Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternative

This alternative considers the addition of a fourth station to the ATS as proposed at Manchester
Boulevard, east of the Market Street/Manchester Boulevard intersection as shown in Figure 5.0-3:
Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternative – Manchester Boulevard Station.
The station configuration would consist of a center platform with vertical circulation to a pedestrian bridge
located under the station platform level. Passengers would have the ability to access the station through
a pedestrian bridge. As with the other ITC stations, this additional station would consist of a center

Alternative 2: Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System

platform configuration with the platform located at level 3 (approximately 50 feet above the existing
Bus rapid transit (BRT) is a public transit system designed to provide improved capacity and reliability
relative to a conventional bus system. Typically, a BRT system includes roadway lanes that are dedicated
to buses, with signal priority to buses at intersections where buses may interact with other traffic, with

grade). Passengers would access the platform from a mezzanine (at level 2) connected by pedestrian
bridges to vertical circulation elements to provide access to the sidewalk (at level 1) on the north side of
Manchester Boulevard.

enhanced coordinated flow. BRT systems typically include design features to optimize passenger boarding
and alighting activities, as well as ticket purchases. A BRT corridor is a section of roadway or contiguous

1.4.5

roadways served by the uniquely branded buses along routes with a minimum length of approximately 1.5

The proposed Project modifies and relocates Prairie Avenue to the east to maintain the current roadway

to 2 miles.

capacity. The relocation of Prairie Avenue and the need for a passenger station connection on the

Under this alternative, the City would construct and operate a BRT system that would connect the Forum,
the SoFi Stadium, the Performance Arena, the IBEC and the Hollywood Park mixed uses to the K Line

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative

sidewalk/ground level affects properties located east of Prairie Avenue. This Alternative avoids affecting
these properties by consolidating the two proposed stations on Prairie Avenue into a single station that
would be located adjacent to the City’s Intermodal Transit Facility at the City’s Civic Center site. Passengers

Downtown Inglewood station. The proposed route of this alternative would be a loop route starting along
Florence Avenue to travel east to North Prairie Avenue where it would turn south along Prairie Avenue to
the Inglewood Transit Center Facility at Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae adjacent to the Hollywood Park
Meridian Consultants
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16 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016
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would connect to the ground/sidewalk level within the City-owned Civic Center site. Figure 5.0-4:

With the BRT System Alternative, the proposed Project would not be constructed. No demolition or

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative illustrates this alternative.

construction activities would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes along the
route are implemented. The BRT System Alternative would avoid all significant construction related

This Alternative maintains Prairie Avenue within its existing right-of-way; however, one to two lanes

effects and impacts identified for the proposed Project.

would be lost, thereby reducing the capacity of the roadway. Specifically, one travel lane in each direction
along Prairie Avenue between Arbor Vitae and La Palma, one lane in the southbound direction between

Unlike the No Project Alternative, the BRT System Alternative would meet some of the City’s objectives

La Palma and Pincay Drive, and one lane in each direction between Pincay Drive and Manchester

including providing a direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional transit system, encouraging

Boulevard would be lost under this Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative.

intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient transit, and providing safe, reliable, and

1.4.5

objectives to support the ongoing economic revitalization, growth opportunities within the Downtown

Alternative 6: Maintenance and Storage Facility Alternative

The proposed Project involves siting the MSF within the southeastern portion of the site at 500 E.

convenient access to businesses in the City. The BRT System Alternative would also meet the City’s
TOD Plan area, and encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served by the

Manchester Boulevard closest to the corner of Nutwood Street and Spruce Avenue that contains a Vons

proposed Project. The BRT System Alternative would not, however, create additional public parking to

grocery store and gas station, with other businesses, including a private gym, bank branch and coffee shop

support ongoing economic revitalization efforts. The proposed Project would create additional public

located in the building with Vons. This siting of the MSF requires removal of the gas station currently

parking facilities in three locations along the proposed Alignment. In addition, the objective to provide

located on the Vons site in order to provide for short-term construction staging to construct the MSF and,

sufficient transit connection capacity between Metro’s regional transit system and the City’s new major

thereafter, to provide parking. This Alternative moves the MSF to the northwestern portion of this

activity centers would not be met by this BRT alternative, resulting in limited increased transit mode split,

property closest to the south corner of Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard as shown in Figure

limited reduction in vehicle trips, and consequently, limited reduction in per-capita vehicle miles traveled

5.0-5: Alternative 6: Maintenance and Storage Facility Alternative. The site containing the MSF would be

to the City’s major activity centers. The estimated daily BRT ridership with Event Conditions would be

approximately 14,000 SF in size. This alternative would have the same elevated profile and footprint of

approximately 20 percent of the projected ridership for the proposed ATS, providing transit options,

the MSF and its supporting facilities (e.g., access, circulation, employee parking, etc.). With this

increasing transit mode split, reducing vehicle trips, and reducing per capita VMT to the City’s major

alternative, the existing gas station would remain on the site.

activity centers. The BRT System Alternative would also not meet the City’s objectives to maintain existing
roadway capacity, reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing

1.4.6

Environmental Superior Alternative

roadway network on both major arterials and residential streets for both nonevent and event days.

An EIR is required to identify the Environmentally Superior Alternative from among the range of
reasonable alternatives that are evaluated. CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6(e)(2) requires that an

1.5

AREAS OF KNOWN CONTROVERSY AND ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED

environmentally superior alternative be designated and states that if the Environmentally Superior

The State CEQA Guidelines 17 require that a Draft EIR summary identify areas of controversy known to the

Alternative is the No Project alternative, the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative

lead agency, including issues raised by other agencies and the public. Issues identified in comments on

among the other alternatives.

the Notice of Preparation (NOP), the revised NOP (see Appendix B), and on the 2020 Draft EIR include the
following topics:

Of the alternatives evaluated in this Recirculated Draft EIR, the Environmentally Superior Alternative
x

Impacts to historical buildings along Market Street

x

Land use conflicts with nearby residential uses and with the goals, policies, guidelines, and standards
of the HPSP

would not avoid any significant impact that would result from the Project as proposed. Alternative 2 is

x

Construction-related air quality impacts

considered the Environmentally Superior Alternative because it would lessen impacts to the greatest

x

Construction and operational noise impacts to nearby sensitive receptors

would be Alternative 2,BRT System Alternative.
With mitigation, the Project would not result in any significant impacts and, for this reason, Alternative 2

degree of the alternatives evaluated. The BRT System Alternative would, however, not meet the City’s
basic objectives for the proposed Project.
17 California Public Resources Code, tit. 14, Div. 6, ch. 3, State CEQA Guidelines, sec. 15123.
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x

Impacts to students and staff at Kelso Elementary School, including potential construction and
operational noise, air quality, and hazardous materials impacts

x

Increases in traffic congestion in downtown Inglewood during construction

x

Economic impacts to businesses along the Project alignment, including impacts caused by potentially
reducing access to businesses during construction and by potentially reducing the number of available
public parking spaces

x

Visual compatibility with adjacent land uses

x

Access for emergency vehicles

x

Potential closure of the existing Vons market at the site of the proposed MSF

1.0 Executive Summary

2. Level of significance without mitigation (“Significance Before Mitigation”).
3. Mitigation measures (“Mitigation Measure”).
4. The level of significance after implementation of mitigation measures (“Significance After
Mitigation”).
If an impact is determined to be significant or potentially significant, feasible mitigation measures are
identified, where appropriate. More than one mitigation measure may be required to reduce the impact
to a less-than-significant level. The analysis in the Recirculated Draft EIR assumes all applicable plans,
policies, and regulations would be implemented, including, but not necessarily limited to, City General

To the extent these topics implicate potential direct or indirect (secondary) environmental impacts of the

Plan policies, laws, and requirements or recommendations of the City of Inglewood. Applicable plans,

proposed Project, those topics are addressed in Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis.

policies, and regulations are identified and described in the Regulatory Setting of each issue area and
within the relevant impact analysis. A description of the organization of the environmental analysis, as

1.6

PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES

well as key assumptions regarding the approach to the analysis, is provided in Section 4.0.

Table 1.0-4: Summary of Mitigation Measures provides the mitigation program for the proposed Project
that has been identified to reduce potentially significant impacts to less than significant. In addition, the
proposed Project includes the CCP and the Design Guidelines to proactively address the potential effects
of the construction and operation of the proposed Project on the community. The CCP and the Design
Guidelines identify features and actions incorporated into the proposed Project to lessen or avoid
potential impacts.

1.7

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

As required by the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.2(b), this section identifies the significant
environmental effects that cannot be avoided if the proposed Project is implemented. The State CEQA
Guidelines require that an EIR “Describe any significant impacts, including those which can be mitigated
but not reduced to a level of insignificance. Where there are impacts that cannot be alleviated without
imposing an alternative design, their implications, and the reasons why the project is being proposed,
notwithstanding their effect, should be described.” 18 No significant impacts have been identified in the
analyses in the Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.8

SUMMARY TABLE

Table 1.0-4: Summary of Findings has been organized to correspond with the environmental issues
discussed in Section 4.0. The summary table is arranged in four columns:
1. Environmental impacts (“Impact”).

18

California Code of Regulations, tit. 14, div. 6, ch. 3, California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, sec. 15126.2(b).
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Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

LS

Temporary sidewalks and any sidewalk adjacent to construction activities
shall be illuminated to City Standards to protect public safety.
To minimize the visual effects of construction the following measures shall
be implemented:
Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground
cover, and straw bales should be removed as soon as the area is stabilized.
Stockpile areas should be located in less visibly sensitive areas and preapproved by the City. Stockpile locations, laydown, and staging areas shall
be accessed by construction vehicles with minimal disruption near
residential neighborhoods.

x
x
x
x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

LS

Significance
After
Mitigation

1.0 Executive Summary
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Light trespass shall not exceed one foot-candle above ambient light level as
measured at any adjacent residential and transient properties.

x

1.0-37

Temporary lighting will be limited to the amount necessary to safely perform
the required work and will be directed downwards and shielded. Care shall
be taken in the placement and orientation of portable lighting fixtures to
avoid directing lights toward sensitive receptors, including automobile
drivers. Motorists and sensitive receptors shall not have direct views of
construction light sources. Light sensitive receptors include but are not
limited to residential areas and transient occupancy uses.

x

Construction activities during evening and nighttime hours may require the use
of temporary lighting. To minimize the impact of temporary lighting on adjacent
properties, the following measures shall be implemented:

PDF AES-1 Construction (CCP)

Meridian Consultants
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New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of the same
species as those removed, if appropriate for the location and not in conflict
with new infrastructure. Alternative locations shall be approved by the City’s
Public Works Department.
New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum of 20 feet in
height.
The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within six (6) months of
restoration and completion of that portion of streets that may impact the
tree. To the extent feasible, the Contractor shall permanently replace trees
on an ongoing basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.
If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree species, the
pruning shall be performed in a manner that does not cause permanent
damage or adversely affect the health of the trees.
The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other landscaping
installed by the Contractor for a period of three (3) years from the date of
planting and shall warranty the trees and landscaping for one (1) year after
planting. Prior to the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the
Contractor will conduct an inspection of all permanent replacement trees

x

x
x

x

x

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be avoided where
feasible.

x

1.0-38

Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of Inglewood
Municipal Code and the Design Guidelines.

x

A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by members of the
Project Task Force, subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA,
and shall adhere to the following principles:

PDF AES-2 Tree Replacement (CCP)

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact
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Impact AES-1a: Would the
project
substantially
degrade the existing visual
character or quality of
public views of the site and
its surroundings. (Public
views are those that are
experienced from publicly
accessible vantage point). If
the project is in an
urbanized area, would the
project cause degradation
to visual character?

4.1 Aesthetics

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation

Table 1.0-4
Summary of Findings

1.0 Executive Summary

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

1.0 Executive Summary
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Code required lighting along the guideway will be designed to minimize
visibility from the ground level.

x

1.0-39

Light fixtures will be concealed or minimally visible.
Accent and functional lighting will be strategically placed to minimize
spillover.

x
x

Where provided, guideway indirect accent lighting will complement station
lighting design.

x

Accent and functional lighting controls will be programmable, and sensor
controlled to allow for energy efficiency and various settings such as
daytime, nighttime, and event lighting.
Guideway And Support Structure Design

Meridian Consultants
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Public uses on the ground plane of the MSF Site including any covered
parking areas will be well lit with particular attention paid to the comfort
and safety of the public.

x

Overall lighting design will not interfere with roadway traffic below.
Accent lighting will complement station lighting design.
Accent and general lighting controls will be programmable and sensor
controlled to allow for daytime, nighttime, and event settings.

x
x
x

An Approved Plant Palette based on the City’s approved street tree list will

x
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Existing flourishing trees (as identified in the arborist report) will remain,
where feasible.

x

1.0-40

An arborist report surveying the condition and extents of all existing trees in
the Project area will be provided to the developer for their use as a baseline
in order to produce a final report detailing the most current conditions and
proposed handling of all existing trees for the proposed Project.

x

PDF AES-4 Tree Placement (Design Guidelines)

Where provided, functional lighting will be placed to minimize spillover.

x

Elevated Passenger Walkway

Building entrances will be well lit.
Lighting will clearly highlight pedestrian paths including those to ramps,
stairs, escalators, and elevators

x

Where provided, functional lighting will be placed to minimize spillover
x

x

Street lighting will be supplemented as needed to provide a consistent light
level on the sidewalk and roadway along the project alignment
Maintenance And Storage Facility

x

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact
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Accent and functional lighting will be strategically placed to minimize
spillover.

x

x

Station canopies will have indirect accent lighting.
Lighting will clearly highlight pedestrian paths including those to stairs,
escalators, and elevators.

x

Station Design

PDF AES-3 Lighting (Design Guidelines)

and landscaping for general health as a condition of final acceptance by the
City. If, in the City’s determination, a permanent replacement tree or
landscaping does not meet the health requirements of the City, then the
Contractor shall replace that tree within thirty (30) days. For any permanent
trees or landscaping that must then be removed, the original warranty shall
be deemed renewed commencing from when the tree or landscaping is
replaced.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation

1.0 Executive Summary

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

City of Inglewood guidelines for tree spacing will be followed, considering
species of trees and the desired canopy coverage.
Trees will be planted on both sides of the roadway where feasible.
Trees will be positioned at regular intervals relative to the guideway column
supports to create a consistent rhythm.
On Market Street, trees will be planted at a rhythm and scale to create a
continuous visual canopy over the pedestrian realm, where feasible.
On Manchester Boulevard, trees will be planted at a rhythm consistent with
the street trees east and west of the Project, in alignment with the shape of
the roadway.
On Prairie Avenue, trees on the east side will continue the stately rhythm
from the Inglewood Cemetery north of Manchester Boulevard. Trees on the
west side will be spaced to match the rhythm of the east side and the
guideway support structure to the extent feasible.

x
x
x
x
x

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation
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All signage will be approved by City of Inglewood and the Authority Having
Jurisdiction (AHJ).

x

1.0-41

Physical Non-Digital Signage incorporated into the Project will have a distinct
visual graphic identity that is consistent across all physical design elements
of the project

x

Signage replaced that originated on private property will be approved by the
City of Inglewood and the sign/property owner.

x

LS

None Required
Threshold AES-2: Create a LS
new source of substantial
light or glare, which would
adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area.

Meridian Consultants
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LS

PDF AQ-1 Construction Air Quality Program (CCP)
Impact AQ-2: Result in a PS
cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria

1.0-42
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At a minimum, use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA)’s Final Tier 4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered

LS

See MM AQ-1

Impact AQ-1: Conflict with PS
or obstruct implementation
of the applicable air quality
plan.

4.2 Air Quality

LS

None Required

ImpactAES-1b:
If
the LS
project is in an urbanized
area, would the project be
consistent with applicable
zoning
and
planning
regulations
governing
scenic quality?

No mitigation measures required.

Existing signage along the entire ITC alignment, which are affected, will be
replaced, along with its infrastructure, and will meet its originally intended
design intent and function.

x

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact
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Protected species in the Inglewood Municipal Code, Tree Preservation will
remain.

x

PDF AES-5 Signage (Design Guidelines)

The quantity and species of existing trees removed by the ITC Project will be
replaced in accordance with the City’s current landscape guidelines.

x

be used as a basis for all sections of new trees.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation
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Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

1.0-43

Significance
After
Mitigation
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If any of the following circumstances listed below exist and the Contractor
provides written documentation consistent with project contract requirements,

Such equipment will be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology devices
including a California Air Resources Board (CARB)-certified Level 3 Diesel
Particulate Filters (DPF). Level 3 DPF are capable of achieving at least 85 percent
reduction in particulate matter emissions. Any emissions control device used by
the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what
could be achieved by Final Tier 4 emissions standards for a similarly sized engine,
as defined by the CARB’s regulations. Successful contractors must demonstrate
the ability to supply the compliant construction equipment for use prior to any
ground disturbing and construction activities. The proposed Project
representative will make available to the lead agency and Southern California Air
Quality Management District (SCAQMD) a comprehensive inventory of all offroad construction equipment, equal to or greater than 50 horsepower, which
will be used during construction. The inventory will include the horsepower
rating, engine production year, and certification of the specified Tier standard.
A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, best available control
technology (BACT) documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall
be maintained on site at the time of mobilization for each applicable piece of
construction equipment.

construction equipment with 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, for all phases of
construction activity, unless it can be demonstrated to the City Planning Division
with substantial evidence that such equipment is not available. To ensure that
Final Tier 4 construction equipment or better shall be used during the proposed
Project’s construction, the City shall include this requirement in applicable bid
documents, purchase orders, and contracts. The City shall also require periodic
reporting and provision of written construction documents by construction
contractor(s) and conduct regular inspections to the maximum extent feasible
to ensure and enforce compliance.

Meridian Consultants
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Contractor has ordered equipment or vehicle to be used on the construction
project in compliance at least 60 days before that equipment or vehicle is
needed at the Project alignment, but that equipment or vehicle has not yet
arrived due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and the
Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or
short-term rent the equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the
equipment or vehicle is not available for lease or short-term rent within 120
miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted documentation

x

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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The Contractor has been awarded funding by SCAQMD or another agency
that would provide some or all of the cost to retrofit, repower, or purchase
a piece of equipment or vehicle, but the funding has not yet been provided
due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and the Contractor
has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term
rent the equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or
vehicle is not available for lease or short-term rent within 120 miles of the
Project area, and the Contractor has submitted documentation to the City
showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

x

1.0-44

The Contractor does not have the required type of off-road construction
equipment within its current available inventory as to a particular vehicle or
equipment by leasing or short-term rent, and the Contractor has attempted
in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the
equipment or vehicle, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease
or short-term rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor
has submitted documentation to the City showing that the requirements of
this exception provision apply.

x

the Contractor shall submit an Alternative Compliance Plan that identifies
operational changes or other strategies that can reduce a comparable level of
NOx emissions as Tier 4-certified engines during construction activities.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact
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pollutant for which the
project
region
is
nonattainment under an
applicable federal or State
ambient
air
quality
standard.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation
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Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

At a minimum, require that construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul
truck operators commit to using 2010 model year trucks (e.g., material
delivery trucks and soil import/export with a gross vehicle weight rating of
at least 14,001 pounds), or best commercially available equipment, that
meet CARB’s 2010 engine emissions standards at 0.01 g/hp-hour of

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Equipment such as concrete/industrial saws, pumps, aerial lifts, light stands,
air compressors, and forklifts shall be electric or alternative-fueled (i.e.,
nondiesel). Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in
lieu of generators. If stationary construction equipment, such as dieselpowered generators, must be operated continuously, such equipment must
be Final Tier 4 construction equipment or better and located at least 100
feet from air quality sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools, childcare
centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

x

1.0-45

Documentation of good faith efforts and due diligence regarding the
previous exceptions shall include written record(s) of inquiries (i.e., phone
logs) to at least three leasing/rental companies that provide construction
on-road trucks and off-road equipment, documenting the
availability/unavailability of the required types of truck/equipment. The City
will, from time-to-time, conduct independent audit of the availability of such
vehicles and equipment for lease/rent within a 120-mile radius of the Project
area, which may be used in reviewing the acceptability of the Contractor’s
good faith efforts and due diligence.

x

Meridian Consultants
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All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., being installed as part of the Project
should be completed as soon as practicable; in addition, building pads
should be laid as soon as practicable after grading.
To the extent feasible, allow construction employees to commute during offpeak hours.
Make access available for on-site lunch trucks during construction, as
feasible, to minimize off-site construction employee vehicle trips.
Every effort shall be made to utilize grid-based electric power at any
construction site, where feasible.
Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment to minimize
exhaust emissions. All construction equipment must be properly tuned and

x

x
x
x
x
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A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the Community Affairs Liaison’s
contact information to contact regarding dust complaints. The Air District’s
phone number shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable
regulations.

x

1.0-46

Require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers
with high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters.

x

particulate matter and 0.20 g/hp-hour of NOx emissions or newer, cleaner
trucks, unless the Contractor provides written documentation consistent
with project contract requirements the circumstances exist as described
above and the Contractor submits the Plan. Operators shall maintain records
of all trucks associated with Project construction to document that each
truck used meets these emission standards. The City shall include this
requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts.
Operators shall maintain records of all trucks associated with Project
construction to document that each truck used meets these emission
standards and make the records available for inspection.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact
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Construction-related diesel equipment or vehicle will be used on the Project
for fewer than 20 calendar days per calendar year. The Contractor shall not
consecutively use different equipment or vehicles that perform the same or
a substantially similar function in an attempt to use this exception to
circumvent the intent of this measure.

x

to the City showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation
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Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

LS

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

1.0-47

Significance
After
Mitigation
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BIO-1 Conservation of Faunal Resources: Nesting Birds/Raptors: The City shall LS
require demolition and construction contractors to implement the following

See MM AQ-1
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movement of any resident
or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established
native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors or impede
the use of native wildlife
nursery sites.

x
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Prior to any vegetation disturbance between March 1 and September
15, and a least every six (6) months until the completion of construction
activities, a qualified biologist shall conduct a survey for nesting birds in
all breeding/nesting habitat within the construction or demolitions
areas and within 300 feet of all disturbance areas. The surveys shall be
conducted within trees and structures, wherever nesting bird species
may be located. Nesting bird surveys shall be conducted no earlier than
30 days prior to the initiation of ground or vegetation disturbance. If no
breeding/nesting birds are observed, site preparation, demolition and
construction activities may begin. If breeding activities and/or an active
bird nest is located, the breeding habitat/nest site shall be fenced by the
biological monitor a minimum of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) in all
directions, and this area shall not be disturbed until the nest becomes
inactive, the young have fledged, the young are no longer being fed by

-

1.0-48

Prior to any demolition and/or construction, and a least every six (6)
months during and prior to the raptor nesting season until the
completion of construction activities, January 1 to September 1, a
qualified biologist shall conduct a site survey for active nests 30 days
prior to any scheduled clearing, demolition, grading, or construction
activities. The survey shall be conducted within all trees, manmade
structures, and any other potential raptor nesting habitat.

-

Nesting bird survey shall include:

Prior to initiating any demolition and/or construction activities, a nesting
bird survey shall be conducted to determine the presence of any nesting
birds within 500 feet of demolition and/or construction activities. In
addition, nesting bird surveys shall be conducted at least every six (6)
months until the completion of construction activities, as specified below.

measures:

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact
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Impact BIO-1: Interfere PS
substantially with the

4.3 Biology Resources

Impact
AQ-3:
Expose PS
sensitive receptors to
substantial
pollutant
concentrations.

Require in all applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts of
the requirement to notify all construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul
truck operators that vehicle and construction equipment idling time will be
limited to no longer than five minutes, consistent with the CARB’s policy. For
any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine
should be shut off. Notify construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul
truck operators of these idling requirements at the time that the purchase
order is issued and again when vehicles enter the Project area. To further
ensure that drivers understand the vehicle idling requirement, post signs at
the proposed Project entry gates and throughout the Project alignment,
where appropriate, stating that idling longer than five minutes is not
permitted.

MM AQ-1: PDF AQ-1, Construction Air Quality Program, shall be implemented
during construction.

x

maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications and
documentation demonstrating proper maintenance, in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications, shall be maintained on site. Tampering with
construction equipment to increase horsepower or to defeat emission
control devices must be prohibited.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Impact

Significance
Before
Mitigation

1.0 Executive Summary

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation

Significance
Before
Mitigation

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures
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After
Mitigation
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The biologist shall submit weekly reports to the City’s Parks, Recreation and
Library Services Director, or designated representative, regarding the results
of the nesting bird surveys.

During the year prior to demolition and/or construction, a survey shall
be conducted by a qualified biologist for bat habitat areas within the
construction footprint of the proposed Project between March 1 and
September 30 and a least every six (6) months until the completion of
construction activities. The areas shall be characterized as to their
potential for supporting a bat maternal colony or nursery site. The
survey shall include all trees and any manmade structures, or other bat
habitat areas that could be affected. If bat maternal colony or nursery
sites are identified, then these areas shall be avoided by demolition
and/or construction during the bat breeding season, from March 1
through September 30. Each tree or structure supporting an active
maternity roost shall be inspected a week prior to disturbance to
determine the presence or absence of roosting bats.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Impact BIO-2: Conflict with LS
any local policies or
ordinances
protecting
biological resources, such
as a tree preservation policy
or ordinance.

Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be
avoided where feasible.
New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of
the same species as those removed, if appropriate for the
location and not in conflict with new infrastructure.
Alternative locations shall be approved by the City’s Public
Works Department.
New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum
of 20 feet in height.
The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within six (6)
months of restoration and completion of that portion of
streets that may impact the tree. To the extent feasible, the
Contractor shall permanently replace trees on an ongoing
basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.
If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree
species, the pruning shall be performed in a manner that does
not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the health

x
x

x
x

x

1.0-50

Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of
Inglewood Municipal Code and the Design Guidelines.

x

A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by
members of the Project Task Force, subject to review and
acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the
following principles:

PDF AES-2 Tree Replacement (CCP)

LS
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NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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x

-

the parents, the young have left the area, and/or the young shall no
longer be impacted. If the qualified biologist determines that a narrower
buffer between the demolition and/or construction activities and the
observed active nests is warranted, the biologist may submit a written
explanation as to why (e.g., species-specific information; ambient
conditions and bird’s habituation to them; terrain, vegetation, and birds’
lines of sight between the demolition and/or construction activities and
the nest and foraging areas) to the District and, upon request, the CDFW.
Based on the submitted information, the District, acting as the lead
agency (and CDFW, if CDFW requests) shall determine whether to allow
a narrower buffer.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Existing flourishing trees (as identified in the arborist report)
will remain, where feasible.
An Approved Plant Palette based on the City’s approved
street tree list will be used as a basis for all sections of new

x
x
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An arborist report surveying the condition and extents of all
existing trees in the Project area will be provided to the
developer for their use as a baseline in order to produce a
final report detailing the most current conditions and
proposed handling of all existing trees for the proposed
Project.

x

Significance
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Mitigation
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Protected species in the Inglewood Municipal Code, Tree
Preservation will remain.
City of Inglewood guidelines for tree spacing will be followed,
considering species of trees and the desired canopy coverage.
Trees will be planted on both sides of the roadway where
feasible.
Trees will be positioned at regular intervals relative to the
guideway column supports to create a consistent rhythm.
On Market Street, trees will be planted at a rhythm and scale
to create a continuous visual canopy over the pedestrian
realm, where feasible.
On Manchester Boulevard, trees will be planted at a rhythm
consistent with the street trees east and west of the Project,
in alignment with the shape of the roadway.
On Prairie Avenue, trees on the east side will continue the
stately rhythm from the Inglewood Cemetery north of
Manchester Boulevard. Trees on the west side will be spaced
to match the rhythm of the east side and the guideway
support structure to the extent feasible.

x
x
x
x
x

x

x

1.0-52

No mitigation measures required

The quantity and species of existing trees removed by the ITC
Project will be replaced in accordance with the City’s current
landscape guidelines.

x

trees.
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The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other
landscaping installed by the Contractor for a period of three
(3) years from the date of planting and shall warranty the
trees and landscaping for one (1) year after planting. Prior to
the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the
Contractor will conduct an inspection of all permanent
replacement trees and landscaping for general health as a
condition of final acceptance by the City. If, in the City’s
determination, a permanent replacement tree or landscaping
does not meet the health requirements of the City, then the
Contractor shall replace that tree within thirty (30) days. For
any permanent trees or landscaping that must then be
removed, the original warranty shall be deemed renewed
commencing from when the tree or landscaping is replaced.

of the trees.

PDF AES-4 Tree Placement (Design Guidelines)

x

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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At the former Fox Theatre, and for 100 feet on either side of
the resource, the guideway elevation (measured from the
ground plane to the underside of the guideway structure) will
be a minimum of 52 feet from grade in order to achieve
unobstructed views of this resource, including its
monumental sign pylon.

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures
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The guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the
historical resource will be sufficient for the guideway to
visually clear the top of the historical resources’ street-facing
façade(s) when viewed from the optimal viewpoints. The final
Project design is expected to achieve no visual obstruction of
any of the identified historical resources from the guideway.

x

The final Project design must consider design variables (elevation
of guideway, width of guideway, distance of the guideway from
the resources, and the dimensions, placement, and spacing of
support columns) and resource variables (building’s height, scale,
number of street-facing facades, width of primary façade, front
setback, project elements overhanding the sidewalk, and
viewpoints from which the resource can best be discerned in its
entirety). The final Project design shall ensure minimal impacts to
the setting of historical resources, and little or no visual
obstruction of the resource’s street-facing façades from the
optimal viewpoints. In order to meet these performance-based
standards, the following Project Design Features shall be
incorporated into the final Project design:

PDF CUL-1 Historic Resources (Design Guidelines)
LS
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After
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For five of the historical resources—the former Bank of
Inglewood, former J.C. Penney, Bank of America, the Forum,
and Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary Mortuary—views that
are completely unobstructed by support columns are not
necessary for the resource to convey its significance. A small
portion of the resources’ primary façades will be
intermittently obscured depending on the position of the
viewer. However, due to the scale and/or setback of these
resources, their primary façades will remain readily
discernable.

x

1.0-54

See MM TCR-1, MM TCR-3, MM TCR-5.

Impact CUL-3: Disturb any PS
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

See MM TCR-1 to MM TCR-4.

Impact CUL-2: Cause a PS
substantial adverse change
in the significance of an
archaeological
resource
pursuant
to
Section
15064.5?

No mitigation measures required.

The dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway
support columns will be such that the obstruction of views of
the historical resources’ street-facing façade(s) when viewed
from the optimal viewpoints will be minimized. For five of the
identified historical resources—Holy Faith Episcopal Church,
former United Bank of California (now Broadway Federal
Bank), former Fox Theatre, Professional Building, and
Inglewood Park Cemetery—the final Project design is
expected to completely avoid visual obstructions from
support columns.

x

LS

LS
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Impact CUL-1: Cause a LS
substantial adverse change
in the significance of a
historical
resource
as
defined in Section 15064.5.

4.4 Cultural Resources

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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LS

To achieve energy use reduction, passive strategies taking
advantage of the favorable local climate should be
considered where feasible. The use of solar canopies as shade
structures in addition to roof-mounted solar is another
energy saving strategy.
Water Efficiency - In order to reduce excessive water
consumption, the project should identify and implement
appropriate opportunities to reduce or eliminate potable
water use indoors and in landscape areas.
Material Conservation And Resource Efficiency - In order to
reduce the environmental impact from the use of
construction materials, the project should minimize the use
of virgin materials. This can be accomplished by increasing
the use of materials that are reused, recycled, rapidly
renewable, locally sourced, and durable. In order to

x

x

x
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Energy Efficiency - Where California Energy Efficiency
Standards apply, the project should be more energy efficient
than allowed. For energy-using equipment not governed by
California Energy Efficiency Standards, best available energy
efficient technologies should be used. Advanced
commissioning of building systems should be conducted to
ensure systems are operating as designed.

x

PDF ENERGY-1 (Design Guidelines)
LS

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact GEO-1: Directly or PS
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving
rupture of a known
earthquake
fault,
as
delineated on the most
recent
Alquist-Priolo

4.6 Geology

Impact E-2: Conflict with or LS
obstruct a State or local
plan for renewable energy
or energy efficiency.

Environmental Quality - In order to protect and enhance the
health and comfort of occupants, the project should provide
a high quality, sustainable indoor environment that is
designed to maximize natural daylighting and views of the
outdoors where feasible. Indoor spaces should use high
efficiency air filtration and should create a comfortable
indoor acoustical environment. Materials and systems should
be selected that will provide for a healthy indoor
environment.

LS

1.0-56

MM GEO-1: The proposed Project shall be designed to LS
accommodate fault rupture where present in accordance with
applicable Caltrans guidelines, including Memo to Designers 20-8
(Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults), dated January
2013; and Memo to Designers 20-10 (Fault Rupture), dated
January 2013, where any portion of a structure falls within an
APEFZ, or where any portion of a structure falls within
approximately 100 meters (330 feet) of well-mapped active
faults, or within 300 meters (1,000 feet) of an un-zoned fault (not

None Required

No mitigation measures required.

x

determine the best approach to reducing the overall
environmental impact from use of materials, a life cycle
assessment (LCA) could be used.
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Impact E-1: Result in a
potentially
significant
environmental impact due
to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption
of energy resources during
project construction or
operation.

4.5 Energy

human remains, including
those interred outside of
formal cemeteries.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Geophysical surveys (e.g., seismic reflection and/or seismic
refraction) to refine the identified geophysical anomaly

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

1.0-57

Aerial photograph analysis;

x

The investigation shall include the following surface and
subsurface methods:

The investigation shall include a supplemental fault investigation
conducted along the trace of the Townsite fault to further refine
the location of the feature and assess the activity level where it
crosses the proposed ATS alignment and any stations.

MM GEO-2: During site investigation prior to the start of
construction, the location of the anticipated trend of the
Townsite Fault shall be further defined via a phased investigation
process to identify and locate active fault traces in the Project
area to support adjustments to the proposed Project’s design.

Stations and elevated structures for the ATS Guideway shall be
located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present with
refinement of station and ATS Guideway placement worked into
final design as needed. As noted in Caltrans Memorandum to
Designers (MTD) 20-8, bridge type structures, such as the ATS
Guideway, must be designed for the displacement demand
resulting from a static fault offset, the dynamic response due to
ground shaking, and any other fault-induced hazards (e.g., creep)
that may occur at the site. Caltrans MTD 20-8 provides a method
for obtaining the displacements at columns and abutments at
fault crossings; all the requirements must also be followed.
Adequate bearing seats must be provided so the superstructure
can slide at the abutment, bent, or hinge seats without falling.

in an APEFZ) that is Holocene or younger in age.

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Exploratory drilling and sampling (e.g., hollow stem auger and
CPT borings), as necessary, if definitive information regarding
the trace of the Townsite fault cannot be adequately
delineated across the proposed ITC alignment within the
limits of fault trenching.

x

x

1.0-58

Probabilistic procedures shall follow those outlined in
Abrahamson [2008] and Petersen et al., [2011] of the Fault

Deterministically derived average displacement.
Probabilistically derived displacement consistent with a 5
percent in 50-years probability of exceedance.

x

Columns and foundations for the guideway and stations, as well
as any other ATS facilities shall be located to avoid the fault
rupture hazard where present. The design fault offset where
evaluating features crossing the ATS guideway alignment shall be
determined as the larger of the:

Based on the results of these investigations, column placements
and facility designs would be adjusted to accommodate geologic
conditions identified. Further, the facilities shall be designed in
accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines including Memo
to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults)
and 20-10 (Fault Rupture). Stations/structures shall be located to
avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.

Targeted fault trenching based on the findings of additional
geophysical studies to locate the potential Townsite fault
where it crosses the proposed ITC alignment; and

x

associated with the Townsite fault and inform subsequent
targeted fault hazard exploration as necessary;
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Earthquake Fault Zoning
Map, issued by the State
Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault.
Refer to Division of Mines
and
Geology
Special
Publication 42.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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MM GEO-4: A qualified paleontologist meeting the Society of LS
Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) Standards (SVP, 2010) shall be

Impact GEO-3: Directly or PS
indirectly destroy a unique

Significance
Before
Mitigation
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paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic
feature?

1.0-60

b) Conduct construction worker paleontological resources
sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior to the
start of ground disturbing activities (including vegetation
removal, pavement removal, etc.) and would present the Plan as
outlined in (a). In the event construction crews are phased or
rotated, additional training shall be conducted for new
construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities.
The training session shall provide instruction on the recognition
of the types of paleontological resources that could be
encountered within the Project area and the procedures to be
followed if they are found. Documentation shall be retained by
the qualified paleontologist demonstrating that the appropriate

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

retained by the project applicant and approved by the City prior
to the approval of grading permits. The qualified paleontologist
shall:

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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19 California Geological Survey, Note 49: Guidelines for Evaluating the Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture, https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/CGSNotes/CGS-Note-49.pdf

LS

None required.

Impact GEO-2: Directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, LS
injury, or death involving
strong seismic ground
shaking.

Probabilistic procedures also shall follow those outlined Caltrans
memo to Designers 20-10 -Fault Rupture, dated January 2013.

MM GEO-3: The proposed ATS system facilities shall be designed
in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines including
Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross
Faults) and 20-10 (Fault Rupture). The response spectra provided
in the Development of Seismic Design Criteria in Support of Draft
EIR - Seismic Design Criteria (Appendix K.2) shall be considered
applicable for both aerial guideway and ancillary structures
within each segment of the alignment under the guideway and
each station.

Rupture Hazard Evaluation (Appendix K.1). These procedures
allow for evaluation of offset based on the results of field
investigation. If further study of the fault rupture is conducted,
then procedures as outlined in CGS Note 49 19 shall be followed.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Impact HAZ-1: Create a LS
significant hazard to the
public or the environment
through
reasonably
foreseeable upset and
accident
conditions
involving the release of
hazardous materials into
the environment.

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan – Prior to
construction, prepare a plan addressing the potential for

x

1.0-62

Building Demolition Plan – Prior to any demolition occurring,
conduct an evaluation of all buildings built prior to 1980 to be
demolished to identify the presence of asbestos containing
materials (ACMs) and lead-based paint (LBP). Remediation
shall be implemented in accordance with the
recommendations of these evaluations to ensure that no
ACMs or LBP remain present and to ensure ACMs and LBP are
removed to levels established for public safety.

x

The following practices will be followed during construction to
address the potential for encountering hazardous materials
during construction of the Project.

PDF HAZ-1 Hazardous Materials Program (CCP)

None Required

Impact GHG-2: Conflict with LS
an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse
gases.
4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Waste

None Required

Impact GHG-1: Generate LS
greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly,
that may have a significant
impact on the environment.

4.7 Greenhouse Gas

LS

LS

LS
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e) Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal
to the City in order to document the results of the paleontological
monitoring. If there are significant discoveries, fossil locality
information and final disposition shall be included with the final
report which would be submitted to the appropriate repository
and the City. The final monitoring report shall be submitted to the
City within 90 days of completion of excavation and other ground
disturbing activities that could affect Older Quaternary Alluvium.

d) If fossils are encountered, determine their significance, and, if
significant, supervise their collection for curation. Any fossils
collected during Project-related excavations, and determined to
be significant by the qualified paleontologist, shall be prepared to
the point of identification and curated into an accredited
repository with retrievable storage.

c) Direct the performance of paleontological resources
monitoring by a qualified paleontological monitor (meeting the
standards of the SVP, 2010). Paleontological resources
monitoring shall be conducted pursuant to the monitoring and
mitigation program developed under (a). Monitoring activities
may be altered or ceased if determined adequate by the qualified
paleontologist. Monitors shall have the authority to and shall
temporarily halt or divert work away from exposed fossils or
potential fossils and establish a 50-foot radius temporarily halting
work around the find. Monitors shall prepare daily logs detailing
the types of ground disturbing activities and soils observed, and
any discoveries.

construction personnel attended the training.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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No mitigation measures required.

Health and Safety Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a
Health and Safety Plan to address the potential for exposure
to the constituents of concern identified in the limited Phase
II ESA.

x

LS
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Impact NOI-1: Generation PS
of a substantial temporary
or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in
excess
of
standards
established in the local
general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable
standards
of
other
agencies?

For any idling that is expected to take longer than five
minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

x

1.0-64

Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at
receptors;

x

A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in
coordination with an acoustical/vibration consultant approved by
the City and approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior
to construction. The Plan shall include measures demonstrating
that construction noise levels will be below Federal Transit
Administration (FTA)’s General Assessment Construction Noise
Criteria. The following construction noise reduction measures
shall be incorporated into the plan:

PDF-NOISE-1 Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)

None Required

Impact LU-2: Cause a LS
significant environmental
impact due to a conflict
with any land use plan,
policy,
or
regulation
adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect.
4.10 Noise and Vibration

None Required

Impact LU-1: Physically LS
divide
an
established
community.

4.9 Land Use

LS

LS

LS
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Impact HAZ-2: Impair LS
implementation
of
or
physically interfere with an
adopted
emergency
response
plan
or
emergency
evacuation
plan?

Soil Management Plan – After final construction plans are
prepared showing the lateral and vertical extent of soil
excavation during construction are prepared, prepare a Soil
Management Plan to establish soil reuse criteria, define a
sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the
disposition of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria,
and specify guidelines for imported materials.

x

discovery of unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs),
hazardous materials, petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous
or solid wastes encountered during construction. This Plan
shall address UST decommissioning, field screening and
materials testing methods, contaminant management
requirements, and health and safety requirements to ensure
no exposure to hazards or hazardous materials occurs on site
and to ensure any materials encountered during construction
are removed to levels established for public safety.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Locate stationary noise sources as far away from sensitive
receptors as feasible;
Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or gasolinepowered generators, with acoustical barriers where
necessary and required;

x
x

Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and
rock drills) used for project construction shall be hydraulically
or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise
associated with compressed air exhaust from pneumatically
powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is unavoidable,
an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust and
external jackets shall be used where feasible to lower noise
levels. Quieter procedures shall be used, such as drills rather
than impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures
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Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible
in lieu of generators.

x
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Coordinate with Inglewood Unified School District
administrators to avoid disruptive noise during school hours.

In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded, construction
activities shall be temporarily halted in the vicinity of the area
where the exceedance occurs. The source of the noise
exceeding the warning level shall be identified followed by
actions to be implemented to reduce noise levels below the
established standards. Noise measurements shall be
gathered after actions are taken to verify noise levels are
below the warning level before construction activities restart.
The following are examples of actions that can be taken to
reduce construction noise levels:

x

1.0-66

A monitoring plan shall be implemented during demolition
and construction activities. Warning thresholds shall be
defined that are 5 dBA below the specified noise limits to
allow sufficient time for the Contractor to take actions to
reduce noise. A monitoring record that documents all alarms
and actions taken to comply with these measures shall be
provided to the City upon request.

x

In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the
established standards, the following shall be incorporated into
the Plan:

x

of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as auger
displacement installation), where feasible in consideration of
geotechnical and structural requirements and conditions
shall be considered.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors as
feasible;

x

If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a shed
or barrier, such equipment must be muffled and located
at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g.,
residences, schools, childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or
similar uses), whenever possible.

Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment whenever
practical;

x



All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler
systems;

x

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Operate equipment at the lowest possible power levels.
Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal
surfaces or other redesign to minimize metal-to-metal
impacts.




x
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Photos of current conditions of buildings and structures
that could be damaged from construction activities. This
crack survey shall include photos of existing cracks and
other material conditions present on or at the surveyed
buildings. Images of interior conditions shall be included
if possible. Photos in the report shall be labelled in detail
and dated.

A Pre-Demolition and Construction Plan that includes but is
not limited to:

Prior to the issuance of any demolition or construction permit for
each phase of the Project, a Construction Vibration Reduction
Plan shall be prepared to minimize construction vibration at
nearby sensitive receptors from vibration created by construction
activities. The Plan shall be developed in coordination with a
certified acoustical/vibration consultant and shall be approved by
the City’s Director of Public Works. The Plan shall include but not
be limited to the following elements to ensure impacts from
ground borne vibration are less than significant:

PDF NOISE-2 Construction Vibration Reduction Plan (CCP)

No mitigation measures required

Reducing the speed or intensity of the of heavy-duty
construction equipment being operated simultaneously.



Significance
After
Mitigation
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x

Crack gauges shall be installed on multiple representative
cracks, particularly on sides of the building facing the
Project.
Determine the number and placement of vibration
sensors at the affected buildings in consultation with a
qualified architect. The number of units and the locations
of these sensors shall take into account proposed
demolition and construction activities to ensure that
adequate measurements can be taken illustrating
vibration levels during the course of the Project, and
if/when levels exceed the established threshold.
A line and grade pre-construction survey at the affected
buildings shall be conducted.







The vibration monitoring system shall measure and
continuously store the peak particle velocity (PPV) in
inches/second. Vibration data shall be stored on a onesecond interval. The system shall also be programmed for



1.0-68

Regularly inspect and photograph crack gauges,
maintaining records of these inspections to be included
in postconstruction reporting. Gauges shall be inspected
every two weeks, or more frequently during periods of
active project actions in close proximity to crack
monitors.



A Vibration Plan During Demolition and Construction that
includes the following:

Identify representative cracks in the walls of existing
buildings, if any, and install crack gauges on such walls of
the buildings to measure changes in existing cracks
during project activities.
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Impact NOI-2: Generation LS
of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne
noise levels?

Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in
certain locations;
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In the event work occurs in the proximity of identified
historic uses, the system shall be programmed for two
preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that represents
when PPV levels would exceed the FTA threshold of
significance 0.12 inch/second for a building given its
conditions, and a warning level that is 0.012 inch/second
(PPV) less than the regulatory level.
Collect vibration data from receptors and report
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In the event the regulatory level (PPV) is triggered, halt
the construction activities in the vicinity of the trigger
area and visually inspect the building for any damage.
Results of the inspection must be logged. Identify the
source of vibration generation and provide steps to
reduce the vibration level. Vibration measurement shall
be made with the new construction method to verify that
the vibration level is below the warning level (PPV).
Construction activities may then restart.



Significance
After
Mitigation
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x
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Perform repairs to buildings if damage is caused by
vibration or movement during the demolition and/or
construction activities. Repairs may be necessary to
address, for example, cracks that expanded as a result of
the Project, physical damage visible in post-construction
assessment, or holes or connection points that were
needed for shoring or stabilization. Repairs shall be
directly related to project impacts and will not apply to

Post-Construction Reporting and Repairs:
 Provide a report to the City Chief Building Official
regarding crack and vibration monitoring conducted
during demolition and construction. In addition to a
narrative summary of the monitoring activities and their
findings, this report shall include photographs illustrating
the post-construction state of cracks and material
conditions that were presented in the pre-construction
assessment report, along with images of other relevant
conditions showing the impact, or lack of impact, of
project activities. The photographs shall sufficiently
illustrate damage, if any, caused by the Project and/or
show how the Project did not cause physical damage to
the buildings. The report shall include analysis of
vibration data related to project activities, as well as
summarize efforts undertaken to avoid vibration impacts.
Finally, a postconstruction line and grade survey shall also
be included in this report.

vibration levels to the City Chief Building Official on a
daily basis. The reports shall include annotations
regarding project activities as necessary to explain
changes in vibration levels.
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In the event the warning level (PPV) is triggered, the
contractor shall identify the source of vibration impacts
and establish steps to reduce the vibration levels,
including but not limited to halting or staggering
concurrent activities and using lower vibratory
techniques.



two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that
represents when PPV levels would exceed the FTA’s
threshold of significance for a building given its
conditions, and a warning level that is 0.05 inch/second
(PPV) less than the regulatory level. The system shall also
provide real-time alert when the vibration levels exceed
either of the two preset levels.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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In the event impact pile driving is required, equipment
shall only be used from the hours of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM.
If feasible, pile driving should use alternative technology
such as vibration or hydraulic insertion.



Limit the location of large bulldozer to 85 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.
Limit the location of caisson drilling to 85 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.
Limit the location of loaded trucks to 75 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.
Limit the location of jackhammers to 45 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.
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Limit the location of vibratory roller to 150 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.



To minimize the risk of related to human annoyance:
 Limit the location of pile driving to 310 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

Limit the number of jackhammers operating
simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within 45 feet
of off-site sensitive receptors.



To minimize the risk of potential structural and building
damage:
 Limit the location of pile driving and vibratory roller
activity to not be within 55 feet and 30 feet of the nearest
off-site sensitive receptor, respectively.

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Impact T-1: Conflict with a
program, plan, ordinance,
or policy addressing the
circulation
system,
including transit, roadway,
bicycle, and pedestrian
facilities?

4.12 Transportation
LS

Impact POP-1: Induce LS
substantial
unplanned
population or employment
growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly
(for example, through
extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

Limit the location of small bulldozer to 25 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

1.0-72

Relocate bus stop(s) if necessary, during construction
with appropriate wayfinding signage and information

Coordinating with Metro and any other transit service
providers to:

x



Ensuring that access to bus transit stops and bus circulation
are always maintained, unless infeasible and closure is
approved by the City.

x

The Project Task Force (as identified in the Construction
Commitment Program) will be responsible for the following:

PDF TRANS-1 Transit Access and Circulation Program (CCP)

None Required

No mitigation measures required.



LS

LS
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x

x

general rehabilitation or restoration activities of the
buildings.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian,
business, bicycle, and traffic flow
Coordination of closures and restricted access during the
construction period with special attention during periods of
expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium
and other venues in the Los Angeles Sports and
Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center.
Coordination with the City, police, and fire services
department regarding maintenance of emergency access and
response times

x
x

x
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Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within
the City’s boundaries

x

A Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be
developed by members of the Project Task Force (as defined in
the Construction Commitment Program), subject to review and
acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will address the
following topics:

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming
construction activities including but not limited to the
establishment of a website with project construction
information, signage, and web-based media.

x

Establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester
Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and Prairie Avenue during
construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes
in the peak direction, and if feasible, one traffic lane in the
off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity
provided through appropriate detour routes. The directional
traffic lanes may be reversible to maintain the peak
directional capacity in either direction as necessitated by
traffic demands. For all other streets potentially affected by
construction, maintain at least one lane of traffic in each
direction unless otherwise approved by the City.
Maintain access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of
the alley when possible. If an alley is obstructed such that a
turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall
be provided to control access to/from the alley.
Maintain access for all public safety vehicles (such as police,
fire, and emergency response).
Maintain bicycle and pedestrian access within the Project

x

x

x
x

1.0-74

Minimize traffic impacts on residential streets.

x

The Traffic Control Program will be updated as needed based on
the following principals:

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials
deliveries

x

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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Reroute transit bus lines if necessary, during construction
with appropriate wayfinding signage and information
dissemination.

PDF TRANS-2 Construction Staging & Traffic Control Program
(CCP)



dissemination, with all temporarily relocated bus stops
located as close as feasible to the original bus stop
location.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to
minimize the degree and duration of impacts and maintain
safety.
Establish and maintain wayfinding signage.
Maintain vehicular and pedestrian access to all businesses
and residents impacted by construction activities including
roadway closures.
Hold quarterly community outreach meetings with
businesses and residents to provide updates on temporary,
full, or partial street closures necessary for construction.
Website will be updated 45 to 60 days prior to planned dates
of any street closures.
All closures, full or partial, are subject to City review and
approval which shall consider measures to minimize the
degree and duration of street and lane closures.

x

x
x

x

x

x
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Haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle routes are
subject to review and approval by the City.
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Truck deliveries and hauling of dirt, aggregate, bulk cement,
and all other materials and equipment, shall be on designated
routes only (freeways and nonresidential streets).

x

Maintain all crosswalks to the extent feasible. Whenever a
crosswalk is removed from service, establish, and maintain
temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as
practicable to the original crosswalk locations unless the City
determines that a replacement crosswalk is not necessary to
maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement
crosswalks shall be identified and controlled by wayfinding
signs approved by the City.
Establish and maintain pedestrian wayfinding signage.

x

x

1.0-76

Pedestrian access to buildings shall be maintained at all
times.

x

City and/or the JPA, and will adhere to the following principles:

Commitment Program), subject to review and acceptance by the

the Project Task Force (as defined in the Construction

A Pedestrian Access Program will be developed by members of

PDF TRANS-4 Pedestrian Access Program (CCP)

To the extent possible, truck deliveries and hauling of bulk
materials such as aggregate, bulk cement, dirt, etc. to the
Project area, and hauling of material from the Project area,
shall be scheduled during off-peak hours to avoid the peak
commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.

x
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Sidewalk closures should be avoided to the degree feasible
and are permitted only when approved by the City. Accessible
detours shall be provided if sidewalk closures are necessary.

x

PDF TRANS-3 Preliminary Haul and Overload Routes (CCP)

Provide adequate street access to City service vehicles,
including but not limited to trash pickup and street sweeping
service vehicles, during planned service times.

x

area or approved detours at all times.

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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Protect pedestrians from construction-related debris, dust,
and noise; such protection may include the use of dedicated
pedestrian barriers.
Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District and
the City to provide crossing guards at locations requested by
IUSD or the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed.
Identify temporary alternate routes to school, working
closely with IUSD and the City, and disseminate this
information to schools and stakeholders affected by
construction.

x

x

x

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

1.0-77

Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles,
including workers’ personal or project-assigned vehicles,

and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:

Project Task Force, subject to review and acceptance by the City

Commitment Program) will be developed by members of the

A Parking Management Plan (as defined in the Construction

Significance
After
Mitigation
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Provide public notice of the availability of the alternative
parking spaces through outreach to businesses and residents
with signage.

x

None Required

Impact T-3: Substantially LS
increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment)?

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

None Required

Impact T-2: Conflict or be LS
inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?

1.0-78

No mitigation measures required

Replace loss of metered parking spaces by making available
an equivalent number of parking spaces in an off-street
parking facility located near the lost parking. The parking
spaces shall be provided for public use at a rate no greater
than the metered parking rate.

x

trucks, and heavy vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets
at all times, outside of a permitted workspace unless
otherwise approved by the City. If the use of residential
permit parking spots is necessary for construction, provide
for equivalent overnight replacement parking for removed
residential permit parking spots at the nearest possible
location to the location where parking has been removed.

LS

LS
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Sidewalks that are being maintained in a temporary condition
shall meet all applicable safety standards, including but not
limited to the requirements of the Federal Americans with
Disabilities Act and similar California laws for sidewalks being
maintained in a temporary condition.

x

PDF TRANS-5 Parking Management Plan (CCP)

Maintain sidewalk access for pedestrians, including providing
temporary sidewalks if existing sidewalks are disrupted
during construction. Any sidewalk closures are subject to
review and approval by the City.

x

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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MM TCR-1: Retention of a Tribal Cultural Resources LS
Monitor/Consultant. Prior to the commencement of any ground
disturbing activity at the Project area, the project applicant shall
retain a qualified archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the
Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology
(US Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out all mitigation
related to cultural resources. In addition, a Native American
Monitor shall be designated by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission
Indians-Kizh Nation – the tribe that consulted on this project
pursuant to Assembly Bill A52 (the “Tribe” or the “Consulting
Tribe”). If no Native American Monitor is designated within a
reasonable period of time (not to exceed 30 days), the activity can
commence without the designated Monitor. A copy of the
executed contract shall be submitted to the City of Inglewood
Planning and Building Department prior to the issuance of any
permit necessary to commence a ground-disturbing activity. The
Tribal monitor will only be present on- site during the
construction phases that involve ground-disturbing activities.
Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe as activities
that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal,
potholing or auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading,
excavation, drilling, and trenching, within the project area. The
Tribal Monitor will complete daily monitoring logs that will
provide descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction

None Required
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ii) A resource determined
by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code § 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Code §
5024.1, the lead agency
shall
consider
the
significance of the resource
to a California Native
American tribe.

1.0-80

activities, locations, soil, and any cultural materials identified. The
on-site monitoring shall end when all ground-disturbing activities
on the Project area are completed, or when the Tribal
Representatives and Tribal Monitor have indicated that all
upcoming ground- disturbing activities at the Project area have
little to no potential for impacting Tribal Cultural Resources. Upon
discovery of any Tribal Cultural Resources, construction activities
shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find (not less than the
surrounding 50 feet) until the find can be assessed. All Tribal
Cultural Resources unearthed by project activities shall be
evaluated by the qualified archaeologist and Tribal monitor
approved by the Consulting Tribe. If the resources are Native
American in origin, the Consulting Tribe will retain it/them in the
form and/or manner the Tribe deems appropriate, for
educational, cultural and/or historic purposes. If human remains
and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized at the Project
area, all ground disturbance shall immediately cease, and the
county coroner shall be notified per Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98, and Health & Safety Code Section 7050.5.
Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per
California Public Resources Code section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2).
Work may continue on other parts of the Project area while
evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a non-Native American resource
is determined by the qualified archaeologist to constitute a
“historical resource” or “unique archaeological resource,” time
allotment and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of
avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be
available. The treatment plan established for the resources shall
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i) Listed or eligible for listing
in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical
resources as defined in
Public Resources Code
section 5020.1(k); or

Impact TCR-1: Cause a PS
substantial adverse change
in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code §
21074 as either a site,
feature, place, or cultural
landscape
that
is
geographically defined in
terms of size and scope of
the landscape, sacred place,
or object with cultural value
to a California Native
American tribe, and that is:

4.13 Tribal Cultural Resources

Impact T-4:
inadequate
access?

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable
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1.0-82

MM TCR-4: Archaeological and Native American Monitoring.
The qualified archaeologist will oversee archaeological and
Native American monitors who shall be retained to be present
and work in tandem, monitoring during construction excavations
such as grading, trenching, or any other excavation activity
associated with the Project and as defined in the Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan. If, after advanced notice, the Native American
representative declines, is unable, or does not respond to the
notice, construction can proceed under supervision of the
qualified archaeologist. The frequency of monitoring shall be
based on the rate of excavation and grading activities, the

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

MM TCR-3: Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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MM TCR-2: Monitoring and Mitigation Plan. Prepare, design, and
implement a monitoring and mitigation program for the Project.
The Plan shall define pre-construction coordination, construction
monitoring for excavations based on the activities and depth of
disturbance planned for each portion of the Project area, data
recovery (including halting or diverting construction so that
archaeological remains can be evaluated and recovered in a
timely manner), artifact and feature treatment, procurement,
and reporting. The Plan shall be prepared and approved by a
qualified archaeologist prior to the issuance of the first grading
permit.

MM TCR-4 and MM TCR-5 will supplement MM TCR-1.

Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical resources and PRC
Sections 21083.2(b) for unique archaeological resources.
Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of
treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may
include implementation of archaeological data recovery
excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent
laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological
material that is not Native American in origin shall be curated at
a public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the
materials, such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to
accept the material. If no institution accepts the archaeological
material, it shall be offered to a local school or historical society
in the area for educational purposes.

be in accordance with CEQA.
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1.0-84

scientifically consequential information contained in the
archaeological resource through laboratory processing and
analysis of the artifacts. The Treatment Plan will further make
recommendations for the ultimate curation of any
archaeological materials, which shall be curated at a public,
non-profit curation facility, university, or museum with a
research interest in the materials, if such an institution agrees
to accept them. If resources are determined to be Native
American in origin, they will first be offered to the Tribe for
permanent curation, repatriation, or reburial, as directed by
the Tribe. If no institution or Tribe accepts the archaeological
material, then the material shall be donated to a local school
or historical society in the area for educational purposes.
4. If the resource is identified as a Native American, the
qualified archaeologist and the City shall consult with
appropriate Native American representatives, as identified
through the AB 52 consultation process in determining
treatment for prehistoric or Native American resources to
ensure cultural values ascribed to the resource, beyond that
which is scientifically important, are considered.
5. Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal
to the City, and the South Central Coastal Information Center
(SCCIC), in order to document the results of the
archaeological and Native American monitoring. If there are
significant discoveries, artifact and feature analysis and final
disposition shall be included with the final report, which will
be submitted to the SCCIC and the applicant. The final
monitoring report shall be submitted to the applicant within
90 days of completion of excavation and other ground
disturbing activities that require monitoring.
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materials being excavated, and the depth of excavation, and if
found, the quantity and type of archaeological resources
encountered. Full-time monitoring may be reduced to part-time
inspections, or ceased entirely, if determined adequate by the
qualified archaeologist and the Native American monitor.
1. In the event of the discovery of any archaeological materials
during implementation of the Project, all work shall
immediately cease within 50 feet of the discovery until it can
be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist. Construction
shall not resume until the qualified archaeologist has made a
determination on the significance of the resource(s) and
provided recommendations regarding the handling of the
find. If the resource is determined to be significant, the
qualified archaeologist will confer with the project applicant
regarding recommendation for treatment and ultimate
disposition of the resource(s).
2. If it is determined that the discovered archaeological
resource constitutes a historical resource or a unique
archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA, avoidance and
preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigation.
Preservation in place may be accomplished by, but is not
limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into open
space, capping, or deeding the site into a permanent
conservation easement.
3. In the event that preservation in place is demonstrated to be
infeasible and data recovery through excavation is the only
feasible mitigation available, a Cultural Resources Treatment
Plan shall be prepared and implemented by the qualified
archaeologist in consultation with the project applicant, and
appropriate Native American representatives (if the find is of
Native American origin). The Cultural Resources Treatment
Plan shall provide for the adequate recovery of the
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This document is the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) for the
Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project). This Recirculated Draft EIR has been prepared by
the City of Inglewood (City), acting as the Lead Agency in conformance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). The City revised the Draft EIR as circulated for review in December 2020 to address

revised Project as described and evaluated in this Recirculated Draft EIR, avoids the significant impacts
identified in the December 2020 Draft EIR. All impacts of the revised Project are less than significant with
mitigation.

2.1

PURPOSE AND TYPE OF EIR

2.1.1

Statutory Authority

Under CEQA, public agencies are required to evaluate proposed development projects for their effect on

1.0-85

the physical environment and identify any feasible measures that would avoid or lessen significant
environmental effects. The EIR is an informational document used in the planning and decision-making
process and is intended to provide disclosure of the environmental consequences of a project to the public
and agency decision makers before action is taken to approve project permits.
The preparation of an EIR provides information to assist a lead agency in making decisions on the project
but does not control the lead agency’s exercise of discretion. Specifically, as noted in the State CEQA
Guidelines: 1
(a) An EIR is an informational document which will inform public agency decision-makers and
the public generally of the significant environmental effect of a project, identify possible
ways to minimize the significant effects, and describe reasonable alternatives to the
project. The public agency shall consider the information in the EIR along with other
information which may be presented to the agency.
(b) While the information in the EIR does not control the agency's ultimate discretion on the
project, the agency must respond to each significant effect identified in the EIR by making
findings under Section 15091 and if necessary, by making a statement of overriding
consideration under Section 15093.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

MM UT-2: Prior to the award of the DBFOM contract, and start of
construction, the City shall contact Southern California Edison
(SCE) and request an updated system Distribution Study to
determine the amount of load that SCE could accommodate and
required infrastructure upgrades in order to meet the proposed
Project’s recommended full redundancy design. Should SCE
determine that additional system upgrades are required, such
upgrades shall be the responsibility of the DBFOM contractor
and/or the City to complete (including design and any additional
environmental clearance), subject to the review and approval of
SCE and the City, as applicable.

Based on the information from the field investigations, the
DBFOM contractor shall be responsible for coordinating with the
appropriate utility owners/operators to determine specific set
back requirements for each utility line and the need for any
stabilization for protection in place or relocation measures.

of the Project was revised in response to comment and input from stakeholders in the community. The

Impact U-1: Require or PS
result in the relocation or
construction of new or
expanded
water,
wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage,
electric power, natural gas,
or
telecommunications
facilities, the construction
or relocation of which could
cause
significant
environmental effects.

MM UT-1: Prior to the award of the DBFOM contract, and start of LS
any demolition or construction activities, the City shall be
responsible identifying the locations of existing utilities
potentially affected by the Project. This shall include coordinating
with all existing utility providers for wet and dry utilities (water,
sewer, gas, electric, and telecommunications) to obtain
documentation of existing utility locations. Field verification (i.e.,
potholing and other methods as appropriate) shall be conducted
to document the locations of all utilities within 20 feet of the
proposed Project’s guideway and station foundations.

changes to the design of the Project, described below, made after circulation of the Draft EIR. The design

4.14 Utilities

Impact

NOTES: LS = less than significant; PS = potentially significant; S = Significant; SU = significant and unavoidable; NI = no impact; NA = not applicable

Project Design Features/Mitigation Measures

Significance
After
Mitigation
Significance
Before
Mitigation

1.0 Executive Summary

2.0 INTRODUCTION

(c) The information in an EIR may constitute substantial evidence in the record to support the
agency's action on the project if its decision is later challenged in court.

1

California Code of Regulations, tit. 14, div. 6, ch. 3, State CEQA Guidelines, sec. 15121.

Meridian Consultants
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2.0 Introduction

2.0 Introduction

The City of Inglewood is the Lead Agency for the proposed Project under CEQA2 and is responsible for the

of Fact and a Statement of Overriding of Considerations for the Project. If the Project is approved, the City

preparation of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

will also file a CEQA Notice of Determination (NOD) and a CEQA Notice of Exemption (NOE) for the Project.

The California State Legislature has determined that certain projects, and classes of projects, are excluded

2.1.2

Type of Environmental Document

from CEQA’s requirements. (See Cal. Pub. Resources Code, § 21080 et seq.). If a project fits within one of
the CEQA exemptions identified by the Legislature (known as “statutory exemptions”), the Lead Agency
may approve the project without conducting any CEQA review for the project. The proposed ITC Project
qualifies for a statutory exemption. In particular, CEQA provides a statutory exemption for “[f]acility
extensions not to exceed four miles in length which are required for the transfer of passengers from or to
exclusive public mass transit guideway or busway public transit services.” (Pub. Resources Code, § 21080,

As provided for in the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15161, this Recirculated Draft EIR is a project EIR.3 A
project EIR examines the direct and indirect environmental impacts of a specific development project. This
type of EIR should focus primarily on the changes in the environment that would result from the
development project and shall examine all phases of the proposed Project including construction and
operation.

subd. (b)(12); see also State CEQA Guidelines, § 15275(b).) The proposed Project meets this definition.

2.1.3

The proposed Project will operate as a “facility extension” of the existing Metro Crenshaw/LAX light-rail

As described in the CEQA Guidelines, an EIR is a public information document that assesses potential

line by providing light rail transit facilities, including a station (the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station)

environmental effects of a proposed project, and identifies mitigation measures and alternatives to a

and passenger walkway that connects the existing Crenshaw/LAX line’s Downtown Inglewood Station to

proposed project that could reduce or avoid substantial adverse environmental impacts. CEQA requires

the proposed Project’s fixed guideway line. At 1.6 miles in length, the proposed Project does not “exceed

that State and local government agencies to consider the environmental consequences of projects over

four miles in length.” The proposed Project is “required for the transfer of passengers” because the

which they have discretionary authority.

Purpose and Scope of the Recirculated Draft EIR

proposed Project is necessary to close the last-mile gap between the Crenshaw/LAX line and the City’s
new major housing, employment and activity centers. Finally, the proposed Project will transfer

The proposed Project, as defined in Section 3.0: Project Description, would require approval of

passengers “from or to exclusive public mass transit guideway” by transferring passengers both to and

discretionary actions as defined by CEQA and is the subject of this Recirculated Draft EIR. The EIR is used

from the Crenshaw/LAX light-rail line’s Downtown Inglewood Station to the City’s new major housing,

in the planning and decision-making process. The purpose of an EIR is not to advocate or recommend

employment and activity centers. The proposed Project is therefore exempt from CEQA under that

either approval or denial of a proposed project.

statutory exemption for facility extensions as set forth in Public Resources Code section 21080, subdivision
This Recirculated Draft EIR was prepared to provide information to public agencies, the general public, and

(b)(12).

decision makers regarding potential environmental impacts related to the components of the construction
Although the proposed Project is statutorily exempt from CEQA, the City has nevertheless voluntarily

and operation of the proposed Project.

elected to prepare this Recirculated Draft EIR to provide a comprehensive analysis of the proposed
Project’s potential environmental effects, to analyze alternatives to the proposed Project, to identify
mitigation measures to avoid or substantially reduce the proposed Project’s potentially significant
environmental impacts, and to obtain public and agency input regarding the proposed Project and its
potential impacts on the environment. Following the completion of CEQA review, the City of Inglewood
City Council will consider whether to approve the Project. Although not required to do so, if the City
Council decides to approve the Project, the City Council will certify the Final EIR and adopt CEQA Findings

2

environmental damage can be avoided or significantly reduced; (3) preventing significant, avoidable
damage to the environment by requiring changes in projects through the use of alternatives or mitigation
measures when the governmental agency finds the changes to be feasible; and (4) disclosing to the public
the reasons why a governmental agency approved the project in the manner the agency chose if significant
environmental effects are involved. 4

3 CEQA Guidelines, Section, 15161.
4 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15002; Public Resources Code, sec. 21002.1.

Public Resources Code, Section 21067

Meridian Consultants
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The objectives of CEQA include: (1) informing governmental decision makers and the public about the
potentially significant environmental effects of proposed activities; (2) identifying the ways that

2.0-2
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2.0 Introduction

According to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines, public agencies must avoid or lessen significant

transit connections to the City’s activity centers. In early 2018, the City also initiated stakeholder outreach

environmental impacts where feasible. Where impacts cannot be mitigated to less than significant levels,

to understand the City’s need for a comprehensive long-range mobility plan, potential project goals and

public agencies have an obligation to balance a project’s significant impacts on the environment against

objectives, potential project benefits and impacts, and stakeholder concerns.

other factors, including economic, social, technological, legal, and other benefits.

2.2.1

After circulating this Recirculated Draft EIR for public comment, the City will respond to written comments.
Responses to written comments and any changes to the Draft EIR will be included in a Final EIR. The City
must certify the Final EIR before approving the proposed Project. Upon certification, the Final EIR will serve
as the base environmental document for the City and will be used as a basis for decisions on
implementation of the proposed Project. Other agencies may also use this EIR in their review and approval
processes.

July 2018 Notice of Preparation

In July 2018, pursuant to the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City as
the Lead Agency prepared a Notice of Preparation (Original NOP) and an Initial Study (Original IS) (SCH
2018071034). The Original IS determined that an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) would be prepared
in compliance with CEQA to assess for potentially significant impacts that may result from the Project. The
Original NOP and IS were circulated and comments were received from the public and agencies following
a 30-day comment period that ended on August 15, 2018.

This Recirculated Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with Section 15151 of the State CEQA Guidelines,
which defines the standards for EIR adequacy as follows:

A scoping meeting was held on July 26, 2018, from 6 PM to 8 PM at the Inglewood Senior Citizens Center,
111 N. Locust Street, Inglewood, CA 90301. Over 80 attendees participated at the public scoping meeting.

An EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision
makers with information which enables them to make a decision which intelligently
takes account of environmental consequences. An evaluation of the environmental
effects of a proposed project need not be exhaustive, but the sufficiency of an EIR is to
be reviewed in the light of what is reasonably feasible. Disagreement among experts
does not make an EIR inadequate, but the EIR should summarize the main points of
disagreement among the experts. The courts have looked not for perfection; but for
adequacy, completeness, and good faith effort at full disclosure.

The City also provided the opportunity for comments to be submitted at the scoping meeting.

2.2.2 September 2020 Revised Notice of Preparation
After circulation of the July 2018 Notice of Preparation, the City collaborated with a myriad of key
stakeholders, including the City’s residential, commercial, and nonprofit stakeholders, and other
jurisdictions, including but not limited to the South Bay Cities Council of Governments, Caltrans, Metro,
other transit agencies, the City of Los Angeles, the County of Los Angeles, Inglewood Unified School
District, adjacent and nearby property owners, tenants and residents, and representatives from the LASED,

2.2

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC OUTREACH

IBEC, and Forum event venues, and refined the proposed Project. Based on these consultations, the City

As early as 2017, the City partnered with Metro to address the City’s critical mobility issues by analyzing

revised the Project after the Original NOP was issued and prepared; and circulated an updated IS and NOP

viable transit connection options from the Metro K Line to the LASED, which includes SoFi Stadium. With

addressing the revised Project.

5

the City’s input, Metro conducted a study to explore how best to extend the Metro Rail system via a highcapacity transit connection to the LASED. The Metro study analyzed (1) an interlined operability
connection from the Metro K Line in a subway under Prairie Avenue, which also would jointly operate on

As a result of the comments received and refinements and modifications to the proposed Project identified
in the Original NOP and Original IS, a Revised NOP and IS were circulated for public review and comment
from September 10, 2020 to October 12, 2020 (See Appendix A).

a portion of the Metro K Line; and (2) operability options for independent services that could provide
connections from the Metro Rail system at nearby Metro stations along the Metro K Line to SoFi Stadium.

The Revised NOP and Revised IS reflected the following refinements and modifications made to the

At the conclusion of the study, the City and Metro agreed that the interlined operability scenario is

proposed Project:

infeasible due to the cost, delay and complexity that would be created on the Metro Rail system.
Consistent with Metro’s recommendations, the City continued to analyze several independent operability

5

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, City of Champions/Inglewood (NFL) Focused
Analysis of Transit Connection (August 2017).

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

2.0-4

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

x

Changes to the proposed Project from an approximately 1.8-mile long alignment with 5 stations to an
approximately 1.6-mile long alignment with 3 stations. The revised alignment follows the same route
as the original alignment from Market Street and Florence Avenue to Manchester Boulevard to Prairie
Avenue terminating at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street.

Meridian Consultants
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2.0 Introduction

An elevated passenger walkway linkage was added to connect the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station

impacts to existing transit service during construction was also identified in comments. Utility providers

with the Metro K Line on the northside of Florence Avenue.

also commented on the potential for the Project to impact existing utilities along the proposed alignment.

In addition, the Intermodal Transit Facility (ITF) was removed from the proposed Project; the City

2.2.3

proceeded with the ITF project separately and this facility has been completed.

A part of the AB 52 process, the City notified tribes that may have interest in tribal cultural resources in

The City submitted both the Original and Revised NOPs and Initial Studies to the Governor’s Office of
Planning and Research (OPR); applicable trustee or responsible federal, State, regional, and local agencies
identified for the proposed Project, including adjacent cities and counties; the County of Los Angeles;
relevant Native American tribes; and all interested parties requesting such notice to allow for comment

Tribal Consultation

the region. Four tribes had previously notified the City and requested future notification of, with the
possibility of providing consultation on, any projects that proceed under CEQA. These tribes include the
Gabrielino–Tongva Tribe, Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council, Gabrielino/Tongva Nation,
and the Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. Additionally, the Gabrieleno Band of
Mission Indians–Kizh Nation was identified as a relevant party.

on the IS during the 30-day comment period. The Original and Revised NOP distribution lists indicating the
agencies, departments, tribes, and parties that were mailed certified copies of the Original and Revised

In accordance with AB 52, the City sent notification letters on July 31, 2018 notifying the four tribes

NOPs is provided in Appendix A.1: Revised NOP. In addition, copies of the Original and Revised NOPs and

identified above that the City was planning the proposed Project. Additionally, the Gabrieleno Band of

ISs were made available for review at Inglewood City Hall and the Inglewood Public library, as well as on

Mission Indians–Kizh Nation was mailed a Notice of Preparation of this Draft EIR. Each tribe notified has

the City’s website, to give the public the opportunity to comment during the respective 30-day comment

30 days from receipt of the letter to notify the City that they wish to engage in the AB 52 consultation

periods.

process on the proposed Project. As of December 6, 2018, the City had received only one response
requesting consultation vie email from Brandy Salas, Administrative Specialist, for the Gabrieleno Band of

Based on a preliminary review of the proposed Project as part of the Revised IS, the City determined that

Mission Indians–Kizh Nation (Tribe).6 The Tribe indicated that if there would be any ground disturbance

potentially significant effects could occur with respect to aesthetics; air quality; biological resources;

activity associated with the proposed Project, they would like to consult.

cultural resources; energy resources; geology and soils; greenhouse gas emissions; hazards and hazardous
materials; land use and planning; noise and vibration; transportation and traffic; tribal cultural resources;

Consultation between the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians–Kizh Nation Tribe and the City, and the

and utilities and service systems. These issues have been incorporated into the environmental analysis of

City’s consultant team was initiated vie conference call on February 6, 2019, and is described further in

the proposed Project contained within Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis of this Recirculated

Chapter 4.4 and in the following appendices:

Draft EIR.

2.2.2

Concerns and Issues Raised During Scoping

x

AB 52 Tribal Notification and Outreach Summary Memorandum, Meridian Consultants LLC,
December 6, 2018 (included as Appendix P.1); and

x

AB 52 Consultation Summary, Meridian Consultants LLC, February 6, 2019 (included as Appendix P.2).

The CEQA Guidelines require that an EIR summary identify areas of issues raised by other agencies and
the public. Issues related to the proposed Project were raised in the comments the City received in
response to the Original and Revised NOP and in the comments received on the December 2020 Draft EIR.
Comments were received raising issues associated with the proposed alignment of the ATS guideway and
locations of the stations. Comments were also received regarding the original proposed location of the

2.2.4

December 2020 Draft EIR

The City prepared and released a Draft EIR for public review in December 2020. Based on additional
feedback received during the Draft EIR circulation period the City continued further collaboration with
key stakeholders on the design of the Project. City also conducted additional technical analysis and due

MSF on the site of Kelso Elementary School and on the new proposed location on Manchester Boulevard

diligence on potential utility conflicts, property impacts, and potential impacts to historical resources, and

developed with a Vons Grocery store, which would require the closure of this store. The potential for

refined the project to reduce the project footprint where feasible.

impacts to the community, including businesses located along the proposed alignment during construction
was also raised. Comments were also received on the potential for direct and indirect impacts to historic
resources located along the proposed alignment in downtown Inglewood. The potential for temporary
6
Meridian Consultants
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See Appendix P.1 and its attachments therein of this Draft EIR.
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2.0 Introduction

As a result of this ongoing consultation process, the City has further refined the Project and revised the

stations are no longer required on both sides of Prairie Avenue, allowing greater light and air along Prairie

Draft EIR to evaluate these changes to the Project. The Project remains an approximately 1.6-mile long

Avenue and allowing for single columns to support the ATS guideway. The columns for the guideway and

alignment with 3 stations beginning at the intersection of Market Street and Florence Avenue, continuing

stations will now only be located on the western side of Prairie Avenue, and both the existing sidewalk

along Manchester Avenue and Prairie Avenue, and ending at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy

and street configuration, including the number of lanes, will continue to be maintained.

Street.

2.2.5
The configuration of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station has been further refined based on
coordination with Metro. The connection to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station and the
orientation of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station have been revised to locate the pedestrian
connection on the north side of Florence Avenue. The design of the guideway on Market Street in
Downtown Inglewood has also been refined to enhance the compatibility of the Project with existing and
planned development along Market Street, including historic buildings, such as the historic Fox Theater.
The City has also collaborated with the property and business owners along Market Street to refine the
Urban Design Guidelines and Standards to enhance harmony of the surrounding context and align with

Public Outreach and Community Engagement

As stated above, the City initiated a comprehensive outreach program for the proposed Project in 2018,
at the outset of the environmental clearance phase. As the Draft EIR was prepared, the City continued to
keep elected officials, community leaders and the general public informed of the status of the technical
analysis and schedule for completion of the environmental documents. The outreach program has been
focused on increasing project awareness and education, disseminating project information, garnering
public input, and supporting the technical and legal environmental processes. To learn more about the
local community’s needs for the proposed Project, the City held over 100 community and stakeholder

the City’s efforts to help revitalize the downtown Market Street area.

outreach meetings over the past 3.5 years during the planning, environmental and design process.

The design of the guideway on Manchester Boulevard has been refined to reduce the need for columns

Stakeholders have included local Inglewood block clubs, neighborhood watch groups and homeownership

on both sides of the street. The MSF for the system was proposed on Manchester Boulevard between E.

associations (HOA) such as the Renaissance HOA, Carlton Square HOA, Briarwood HOA, Regent Street

Hillcrest Boulevard and E. Spruce Avenue on a site developed with a Vons supermarket. In response to

HOA, and the Hyde Park Village HOA. The City also engaged the NCAAP Inglewood Chapter, Inglewood

stakeholder concerns about the removal of the local Vons market, the City collaborated with

Airport Area Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club of Inglewood, Inglewood Unified School District (IUSD),

representatives of Vons to develop a refined MSF plan that would allow a new Vons supermarket to

local churches, and community-based nonprofits including the Social Justice Learning Center Institute,

remain on this site. The City worked to address the parking, operational and facility needs identified by

Move LA, The Enrichment Center, and the Coalition for Clean Air. The City has also worked with

Vons to keep this grocery store offering high quality healthy food options in the center of the City. The

surrounding jurisdictions, including the City of Los Angeles and County of Los Angeles, conducted industry

current building on this site contains the Vons store and other businesses.

outreach, and worked with labor and construction trades to help develop a Project Labor Agreement and
local hire program.

To address concerns raised by stakeholders, including the Inglewood Unified School District, about station
locations, to improve design compatibility, to avoid potential utility conflicts, and to eliminate the need for

A complete listing of stakeholders and meetings is included in Appendix A: Revised NOP and IS and

straddle bent supports, with columns on both sides of the street to support the ATS guideway along Prairie

Appendix B: Summary of Comments on Revised NOP of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

Avenue, the City continued to refine the ITC segment along Prairie Avenue. The locations of the two
stations proposed on Prairie Avenue have been updated to complement existing and planned
development along Prairie Avenue. The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Station has been relocated to the west of
Prairie Avenue with an elevated passenger walkway over Prairie Avenue providing access to the LASED
development site. The Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station is no longer planned. This station has been

Through the use of focus groups, workshops, tours, participation in community events, social media
outlets, and webinars, project stakeholders have been involved in each of the major technical milestones
of the project development process that has occurred to date.

Public Engagement Process

relocated to the west of Prairie Avenue at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard
with an elevated passenger walkway over Prairie Avenue to the Forum. The alignment of the guideway on
Prairie Avenue has also been revised to reflect the changes to the location of these stations to the west
side of Prairie Avenue. As these stations no longer straddle Prairie Avenue, columns supporting these

The public engagement process included compilation of a stakeholder database, development of project
related meeting materials, and collateral materials, and an interactive project website. Proactive
outreach, public meetings, participation in community events and coordination meetings with public
agencies were also components of the public outreach process.

Meridian Consultants
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Stakeholder Database
To properly inform the public, the City compiled a list of key individuals located throughout and adjacent
to the proposed Project and public agencies that have jurisdiction in the area. In addition to key individuals
and/or groups identified as part of the initial due diligence, the database includes a listing of all
stakeholders who have attended public meetings, participated in a key stakeholder meeting, community
events or who have otherwise asked to be added to the database. It is used to notify stakeholders of
public meetings, to send out the electronic Newsletter, or other updates as needed. The stakeholder
database includes the following groups and individuals:

City Council
x
x
x
x
x

Mayor James T. Butts, Jr.
Councilman George W. Dotson, District No. 1
Councilman Alex Padilla, District No. 2
Councilman Eloy Morales, Jr., District No. 3
Councilman Ralph Franklin, District No. 4

City Commissions
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Parking & Traffic Commission
Parking Authority
Park & Recreation Commission
Planning Commission
Senior Center Advisory Committee
South Bay Cities Service Council
Citizen Advisory Committee
Community Development Committee
Inglewood Housing Authority – RAB Committee

Community Based Organizations and Religious Community Institutions
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Inglewood Teen Center
Lockhaven Community Center
Social Justice Learning Center Institute
The Enrichment Center
Amassi Center
Briarwood Community Center
Inglewood Cultural Arts Center
Uplift Inglewood Coalition
Inglewood Forward
We Can Help Foundation Inc.
Great Beginnings for Black Babies, Inc.
American Legion
Women Infant Children (WIC) Inglewood Chapter
South Bay Workforce Investment Board

Meridian Consultants
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x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Faithful Central Bible Church
Inglewood Ministerial Alliance
Brotherhood Crusade
Inglewood Community Church
Christ Centered Ministries
Coalition for Clean Air
Champions for Progress
St. John Chrysostom Church
Van Wick Block Club Community Groups
Holly Park Knolls Homeowners Association
Briarwood Homeowners Association
Carlton Square Homeowners Association
Rotary Club of Inglewood
Inglewood Around the Block Club
Inglewood Cultural Arts Center
Renaissance Homeowners Association
St John Chrysostom Church
Inglewood Chamber of Commerce
LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce
Thomas Safran & Associates
Hilltop Coffee + Kitchen
Aero Collective
Fast Signs
Glaser Well
Jamz Creamery
Three Weavers Brewery
Toragrafix
WLM Financial
Miracle Theater
A Toast to Artistry
Eye on Inglewood
The Sammiche Shoppe
R.Hickes Realty

Transit Advocacy Groups
x
x
x
x
x
x

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

LA County Bicycle Coalition
Alliance for Community Transit LA
Southern California Transit Advocates
Cherrywood-Leimert Block Club
Empowerment Congress West
Move LA
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x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Local and Regional Agencies
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

2.0 Introduction

Inglewood Unified School District
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Agency
Southern California Association of Governments
South Bay Cities Council of Government
Los Angeles World Airport
University of California, Los Angeles
Los Angeles/Orange Counties Building and Construction Trades Counci

Los Angeles County Supervisor Hilda L. Solis
Los Angeles City Councilmember Herb J. Wesson, Jr.
Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti
City of El Segundo Mayor Drew Boyles
City of Carson Mayor Cedric L. Hicks
Casey Wasserman (Los Angeles Olympics 2028 Committee Chairperson)
Los Angeles County Supervisor Holly Mitchell
California Senator Maria Elena Durazo

Regional Stakeholders
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

A.G. Spanos, Los Angeles Chargers, President of Los Angeles Chargers
Kevin Demoff, Los Angeles Rams, Chief Operating Officer and Executive Vice President
Steve Ballmer, Chairman, Los Angeles Clippers
Stadco LA, LLC, SoFi Stadium Owner
University of California, Los Angeles
Los Angeles/Orange Counties Building and Construction Trades Council
Southwest Regional Council of Carpenters
Los Angeles Cleantech (LACI)
The Inglewood Airport Area Chamber of Commerce
LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People
Ironworkers Local 433 – International Association of Bridge, Structural & Ornamental Iron Workers
A.F.L – C.I.O
Los Angeles Conservancy
California Public Utilities Commission

To inform and update stakeholders about the proposed Project’s progress, the outreach team developed
collateral materials for distribution through various channels and means of communication. These
included project related fact sheets, frequently asked questions, meeting notices, electronic
newsletters/e-bulletins, and other collateral materials. In addition, a complete set of collateral pieces was
developed and distributed at community meetings, stakeholder briefings, and public events, as well as
electronically when requested. These collateral materials were updated throughout the proposed
Project’s development process and were produced in English and Spanish.
The City’s project website served as the central point where stakeholders went to obtain a variety of
information about the proposed Project. The website is located at:
http://envisioninglewood.org/transportation-solutions/inglewood-transit-connector/
The website contains maps of the proposed Project, and other collateral materials and key documentation

Other Public Officials 7
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

Project Materials and Resources

such as the NOP, Initial Study Report, the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, planning

U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein
U.S Senator Alex Padilla
U.S Representative Maxine Waters
California Assemblymember Autumn Burke
California Assemblymember Sydney Kamlager
California Assemblymember Tom Lackey
California Senator Steven C. Bradford
Secretary of the California State Transportation Agency, David S. Kim
Executive Director of California Transportation Commission, Hilary Norton
Director of the Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Toks Omishakin
Director of Caltrans District 7 Director, Tony Tavares
Los Angeles County Supervisor Janice Hahn

workshops and working group presentations. The website also contains a “Contact Us” sections where
people can provide their input to the study, ask questions, and add themselves to the proposed Project
database to be notified of future meetings and project related updates.

2.2.6

Post Scoping Outreach

General Public
The City held over 100 community and stakeholder outreach meetings over the past 3.5 years during the
planning, environmental review, and design process. Stakeholders have included property and
landowners adjacent to the proposed Project including but not limited to business and property owners
along Market Street, Stadco LA, LLC (SoFi Stadium Owner), Steve Ballmer (owner of the Forum and
proposed Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center), the Rams and the Chargers. The City also
engaged with local Inglewood block clubs, neighborhood watch groups and HOAs such as the Renaissance

7

Note: It is envisioned that these public officials would be contacted and briefed by the City and/or the outreach team in
connection with the Inglewood Transit Connector project. At those meetings, information can also be provided on shorterrange planning efforts, which would include the TMOP.
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HOA, Carlton Square HOA, Briarwood HOA, Regent Street HOA, and the Hyde Park Village HOA. The City
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2.0 Introduction

also presented at local community groups and organizations including but not limited to the NCAAP

Table 2.0-3
Post Scoping Public Agency Outreach

Inglewood Chapter, Inglewood Airport Area Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club of Inglewood, Inglewood
Unified School District, local churches, and community-based nonprofits including the Social Justice
Learning Center Institute, Move LA, The Enrichment Center, and the Coalition for Clean Air.
At the meetings, residents expressed significant interest in and support for the proposed Project. The
overarching themes summarized below emerged as priority interests and needs the community would
like to see addressed by the proposed Project, including but not limited to creating economic
development opportunities along the corridor, specifically Downtown Inglewood; increasing transit
options for local residents and visitors; connecting communities and residents to jobs and educational
opportunities, services and destinations locally and regionally; reducing traffic congestion and the growing
demand on the existing roadway networks on both event and nonevent days; providing a transit system
that preserves existing traffic lanes along Prairie Avenue and Manchester Avenue for vehicular traffic;
reducing potential impacts to local businesses during construction; ensuring stations are designed to
promote safety, and be easy to access for multiple modes including pedestrians, bicyclists, and park-andride users. The City has embraced the stakeholder input received to date and addressed various
community needs identified into the design of the proposed Project, including supporting TOD
development in Downtown Inglewood, a direct transit connection to the Metro K Line, a fully elevated
transit system that does not remove any existing vehicular travel lanes, a phased construction approach
focused on helping local businesses, and designed state-of-the-art stations integrated into its surrounding
environment. The City will continue to host public workshops, design charettes and stakeholder meetings
throughout the CEQA, design, procurement, construction and project implementation process.
The City received a state funding allocation of $8.5 million to launch a comprehensive revitalization
program of Downtown Inglewood including streetscape improvements along Market Street between
Florence Avenue and Hillcrest Boulevard, a façade and tenant improvement program, and revitalization

Agency/Entity/Individual
Los Angeles Department of
Transportation
City of Hawthorne
City of Lawndale
South Bay Council of
Governments
Los Angeles County, Public
Works Department
Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation
Authority
Santa Monica Big Blue Bus
City of Gardena – GTrans
City of Santa Monica – Big Blue
Bus
City of Culver City – Culver City
Bus
City of Redondo Beach – Beach
Cities Transit
City of Long Beach Transit
Inglewood Unified School
District
Los Angeles County Fire
Department
California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans)
South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD)
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of the Fox Theatre. Through these renovation efforts, the City plans to help spur private investment into
Downtown Inglewood, help attract new tenants into vacant commercial spaces, and help boost the City’s

Public Agency

In addition to the outreach conducted as part of the environmental review process the City is conducting
to comply with CEQA, the City is also coordinating with the Federal Transportation Agency (FTA) and
environmental review of the Project in conformance with the National Environmental Quality Act (NEPA)
has also been initiated by the FTA.

In addition to the scoping meeting, the City also participated in various meetings with public agencies to

2.3

allow concerns to be identified and addressed early in the development process of the proposed Project.

This Recirculated Draft EIR is organized as follows:

local economy. In addition, the City has secured approximately $19 million congressionally directed
funding for the ITC Project from Congresswoman Maxine Waters and US Senator Alex Padilla..

ORGANIZATION OF THIS RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR

This effort was designed to present information on the proposed Project’s concept design, to discuss
relevant issues related to each agency’s jurisdiction and proactively consult with these agencies prior to
formal agency consultation. Agencies involved in these meetings are list in Table 2.0-3: Post Scoping
Public Agency Outreach.
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Section 1.0: Executive Summary provides a summary of the proposed Project. This chapter includes an
overview of the proposed Project description and areas of controversy, a discussion of key environmental
effects, a discussion of significant and unavoidable impacts, a discussion of cumulative effects, an overview
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2.0 Introduction

of alternatives, and a summary table that includes each environmental impact, level of impact, and all
applicable mitigation measures.
Section 2.0: Introduction provides information on the background of the proposed Project, the
environmental review process, and organization of the Recirculated Draft EIR, and describes the existing
physical setting of the proposed Project and the surrounding area.
Section 3.0: Description of the Proposed Project presents a description of the proposed Project that
addresses its location, the objectives, and the approvals being requested from the City.
Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis contains information and analysis of the potential for the
proposed Project to result in significant environmental effects for each of the following topics evaluated
in this Recirculated Draft EIR:
x

Section 4.1: Aesthetics

x

Section 4.9: Land Use and Planning

x

Section 4.2: Air Quality

x

Section 4.10: Noise and Vibration

x

Section 4.3: Biological Resources

x

x

Section 4.4: Cultural Resources

Section 4.11: Population, Employment, and
Housing

x

Section 4.5: Energy Resources

x

Section 4.12: Transportation

x

Section 4.6: Geology and Soils

x

Section 4.13: Tribal Cultural Resources

x

Section 4.7: Greenhouse Gas Emissions

x

Section 4.14: Utilities and Service Systems

x

Section 4.8: Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Section 7.0: List of Preparers, Organizations and Persons Consulted, and Parties to Whom Sent lists
persons involved in the preparation of this Recirculated Draft EIR or who contributed information
incorporated into this Recirculated Draft EIR.
Section 8.0: List of Terms, Definitions, and Acronyms includes specifically defined term, definitions, and
acronyms used throughout this Recirculated Draft EIR.
Section 9.0: List of References includes the principal documents, reports, maps, and other information
sources referenced in this Recirculated Draft EIR.
Appendices to this Recirculated Draft EIR include technical information and other materials prepared for
this Recirculated Draft EIR and the City’s environmental review of the proposed Project.

2.4

PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR

The Recirculated Draft EIR is available for public review and comment beginning November 12, 2021 and
concluding at 5 PM on December 27, 2021. The Recirculated Draft EIR is available for review at the
following locations:
x

City of Inglewood website at:
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/1016/Environmental-Documents

During the review and comment period, written comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR may be submitted
to Ms. Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager, at the following:

Section 5.0: Alternatives discusses alternatives to the proposed Project that have been developed and
analyzed to provide additional information on ways to avoid or lessen the impacts of the proposed Project.
The alternatives include the “No Project Alternative” as required by the CEQA Guidelines along with other
alternatives.

By mail:
City of Inglewood
Planning Division
One W. Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301

Section 6.0: Other Environmental Considerations is divided into five subsections.
By email: inglewoodtransitconnector@cityofinglewood.org

x

Section 6.1: Introduction;

x

Section 6.2: Significant Unavoidable Impacts;

x

Section 6.3: Significant Irreversible Environmental Changes discusses the significant irreversible and
irretrievable commitment of resources associated with the implementation of the proposed Project;

x

Section 6.4: Effects Found Not to Be Significant discusses the potential impacts of the proposed
Project that were determined not to be significant and were therefore not discussed in detail in this
Recirculated Draft EIR; and

x

6.5: Growth Inducing Effects.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

2.0-16

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines the City will be providing written responses to comments on this
Recirculated Draft EIR in the Final EIR. Comments submitted on the December 2020 Draft EIR will be
included in the administrative record for the Project. The City will not be providing written responses to
comments submitted on the December 2020 Draft EIR in the Final EIR as permitted by Section 15088.5 (f)
(1) of the CEQA Guidelines and is requesting that all parties submit new comments on this Recirculated
Draft EIR.
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

existing limited service, creating an off-site satellite parking program with event shuttle service, installing
a comprehensive intelligent transportation system, and implementing a City-wide permit parking program

3.1

BACKGROUND

to protect neighborhoods. The physical capacity of the existing local and regional roadway network may

The City of Inglewood (City) is undergoing a historic transformation into a world-class sports and

still challenge the ability of residents and visitors to access the City’s amenities easily in the future. Bus

entertainment destination and a major employment center within the greater Los Angeles region. First,

transit, shuttles, and other alternative modes still compete with existing traffic on the City’s roadway

in 2012, over $100 million was invested in the Forum, making it one of the largest indoor concert venues

network.

and host of some of the largest entertainment acts in the country. Next, the redevelopment of
approximately 298 acres at Hollywood Park includes thousands of new residential units and millions of
square feet (SF) of commercial and recreational uses as part of the Los Angeles Stadium and
Entertainment District (LASED) project. At the centerpiece of the LASED is the new $5 billion-dollar,
70,240-seat SoFi Stadium shared by the Los Angeles Rams and Los Angeles Chargers. SoFi Stadium will
host Super Bowl LVI in Winter 2022, and the 2028 Summer Olympic Games with the possibility of hosting
many more events. In August 2020, the City approved the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center
(IBEC), which will be home to the Los Angeles Clippers of the National Basketball Association (NBA) and
includes the team’s arena, headquarters, and training facilities. There are other exciting developments in
the City including housing, office, retail commercial and hotel projects under construction and in the

As Inglewood transforms into a major regional housing, employment and activity center, the number of
vehicular trips associated with new jobs, retail, entertainment, and residential opportunities is anticipated
to increase. Based on historic traffic counts, traffic volumes have been increasing at the rate of 1.5 percent
per year, and many key intersections and highway corridors already experience congestion. According to
the Southern California Association of Government's (SCAG) Connect SoCal - 2020–2045 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) Demographics and Growth Forecast,
substantial socioeconomic and demographic growth is projected in the region. The City is projected to be
one of the highest growing housing and employment centers in Los Angeles County, with growth rates of
approximately 20 percent in population, 27 percent in number of households, and 36 percent in
employment from 2016 to 2045. 1

application pipeline. Additionally, the new Los Angeles Philharmonic music and cultural campus for the
Youth Orchestra Los Angeles (YOLA) facility, designed by architect Frank Gehry near Inglewood City Hall

The City proposes the Inglewood Transit Connector Project (ITC or proposed Project) to extend service

opened in September 2021.

from the Metro K Line to the City’s activity centers. The ITC is a 1.6-mile, three station, fully elevated,
electrically powered Automated Transit System (ATS system) that will connect directly to the Metro K Line

Pivotal to the City’s transformation is the new 8.5-mile Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro) K (Crenshaw/LAX) Line. Scheduled to begin service in late 2021, the Metro K Line will
enhance transit access to the City and include stations at Aviation/Century, Westchester/Veterans,
Downtown Inglewood, Fairview Heights, Hyde Park, Leimert Park, MLK Jr., and Expo/Crenshaw. It will
extend light-rail transit from the existing Metro E (Expo) Line station at Crenshaw/Exposition Boulevards
to the Metro C (Green) Line station at Aviation/Century Boulevards and provide a transit connection to
Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) via the Los Angeles World Airports automated people mover
project, currently under construction. Upon completion of the Metro K Line, patrons who wish to use the

Downtown Inglewood Station. On March 29, 2021, Metro’s Board of Directors approved and voted to
form a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) with the City of Inglewood to help extend mass transit from the Metro
K line at the Metro Downtown Inglewood Station to the City’s sports and entertainment areas, and to help
lend its partnership and expertise to assist with the design, construction and financing, and operation and
maintenance of this 1.6-mile ATS system to extend service from the K Line. Metro recognizes the increase
in ridership on the K line that will be created by the proposed ITC Project and is now working
collaboratively with the City on all aspects of the project to extend service from the K line to the City’s
major employment, housing, commercial and entertainment centers.

Metro rail system to travel to events at the Forum, LASED including SoFi Stadium, the IBEC, or other
existing and future commercial areas and residences in the City would face a “last-mile” gap of

Over 80 percent of the Project corridor (defined as the area within ½ mile of the proposed Project stations)

approximately 1.5 to 2 miles between the Metro K Line and the City’s new activity centers. This gap is

is located within census tracts ranked in the top 25 percent of census tracts in California with the highest

longer than a convenient walking distance for patrons traveling to the City’s activity centers.
In response to the anticipated increases in traffic associated with these new sports and entertainment
venues, the City is updating its Mobility Plan, developing a Stadium Events Transportation Management
and Operations Plan (TMOP), working with transit agencies to improve transit operations to the City given
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1

SCAG. 2020-2045 RTP/SCS - ConnectSocal. Demographics and Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/fConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. September
1, 2020.
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3.0 Project Description

pollution burden and socioeconomic vulnerabilities based on the CalEnviroScreen Model 2 The proposed

projected peak ridership needs. The vehicles are smaller than traditional heavy rail technology and can

Ǥ

Project will offer the community a new transit connection to the Metro Rail system and regional

maneuver the tight curves required for the site-specific conditions. This type of technology is often times

employment opportunities including those at LAX. The Project would also ensure that long-time residents,

also referred to as automated guideway transit, automated people mover or simply monorail; regardless

employees, and business are provided a direct connection to the Metro Rail system while also providing

of the terminology used in the industry, it is a form of a light rail technology without an overhead catenary.

visitors with a seamless connection to event venues, which, in turn, would assist Inglewood’s
The ATS trains will operate in a pinched-loop mode on dual tracks along the alignment, wherein trains

transformation into a world-class city.

follow each other and switch back at the end-of-line stations to make the return journey on the other
The City proposes the Project to address projected future congestion, improve overall mobility and levels

track. As planned, the trains can be operated in multiple different configurations, ranging from a one-car

of service, and advance its sustainability goals. Providing transit access to the City’s activity centers would

train to multiple-car length trains with a maximum train length of approximately 200 feet. Depending on

advance local and regional goals to increase transportation choice, significantly reduce greenhouse gas

the technology (self-propelled or cable propelled), ridership demands, which will be time of day and event

(GHG) emissions, improve air quality and human health, reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled (VMT),

day dependent, multiple trains of up to the maximum train length can be operated at varying headways

reduce the growth of congestion on local and regional roads, and encourage sustainable development

for self-propelled systems, as close as 1.5 minutes apart, to provide the necessary peak and reserve

patterns. The City recognizes that an efficient and effective transportation network is essential to

capacity.

achieving the full benefits of ongoing and widespread investment. The proposed Project is designed to
support the City’s growth by serving an annual ridership of 13.9 million by 2076, reducing over 2.3 billion
VMT by 2076, and improving air quality throughout the South Coast Air Basin by reducing GHG emissions
by approximately 768,922 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) over the life of the Project.

Cable-propelled technologies have several operational differences from self-propelled ATS systems.
Because these systems have traditionally been limited to only one train at a time (per guideway lane)
located between any pair of stations, the minimum operational headway is controlled by the longest trip
time between stations. It is estimated that the minimum operational headway for cable propelled ATS

3.2

ITC PROJECT OVERVIEW

technology would be approximately 3.9 minutes, controlled by the trip time between Market

The proposed ATS would include an approximately 1.6-mile long, elevated, guideway located within
current and to-be-acquired public right-of-way along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie
Avenue. Three stations are proposed adjacent to the guideway on privately owned land that is proposed
to be acquired as part of the Project. The elevated guideway will contain dual lanes to allow trains to travel
continuously in each direction. Several trains would likely be operating at the same time, depending on

Street/Florence Avenue and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard stations. Use of larger vehicles,
innovations, and other technological advancements in cable-propelled ATS technologies may allow these
technologies to satisfy demands.
Scenarios for ridership demand, operating strategies and resultant capacities for self-propelled
technologies are provided in Table 3.0-3: Peak Period Ridership Headway Fleet Capacity.

ridership demand.
Three stations are proposed on private property proposed for acquisition as part of the Project. These
As part of the City’s collaboration and partnership with Metro, the Project is proposed as an extension of
the Metro regional rail system to the City’s activity centers, closing the critical first/last mile transit gap in
Inglewood, increasing passenger service along the Metro system by facilitating a seamless transfer of
passengers between the ITC and the Metro K Line.

stations are:
x

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station generally located between Market Street and Locust
Street providing connections to the Metro K Line and Downtown Inglewood;

x

The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station located on the southwest corner of the intersection
of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard providing service to the Forum and the LASED at
Hollywood Park including SoFi Stadium and existing and future local businesses and residences.

x

The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station located on the northwest corner of the intersection of Prairie
Avenue and Hardy Street providing service to the LASED at Hollywood Park, including SoFi Stadium,
the IBEC, and other existing and future local businesses and residences.

The ATS technology may be a self-propelled technology, including, rubber-tire ATS systems, monorails,
large steel-wheel ATS systems, also known as automated light rail transit (ALRT) or a cable propelled ATS
system. The system will be fully automated (i.e., driverless) to operate at the headways to meet the

2

California Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), CalEnviroScreen.
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen.
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These station locations were chosen to be near major employment, housing, and retail centers, including

3.0 Project Description

x

Approximately 80 parking spaces and a shuttle bus pick-up and drop-off area are proposed at the

the Forum, the LASED, including SoFi Stadium, and other employment, housing and retail commercial uses

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station. This lot would be used for public parking, TNCs and shuttle bus

in the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP), the IBEC, and employment, housing and retail commercial

pick-up and drop-off operations during events.

uses in Downtown Inglewood, which the City is seeking to enhance and activate.
These parking areas will provide public parking needed in the City to support use of the ITC Project,
Existing roadways and infrastructure along the transit alignment will require reconfiguration to
accommodate the new elevated transit guideway structures and stations. In addition to surface
improvements, utility infrastructure located under roadways may need to be relocated to accommodate
the guideway columns, footings, and other components. The roadway reconfigurations proposed along
Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue are necessary to assure that the existing
roadway travel capacity is not reduced to accommodate the proposed Project.

businesses, and the City’s efforts to help revitalize the historic retail areas along Market Street The ITC
Project is designed and intended to extend the transit service provided by the Metro K Line to the major
event venues and existing and planned residential and commercial uses in the City, and these parking
facilities are proposed to support transit use. On non-event days, the parking is designed to allow the
City’s residents to become transit riders and use the Metro Rail system, providing local convenient parking
adjacent to the ITC and Metro K Line. On event days, the City recognizes that many visitors may still drive

The proposed Project includes a Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) to provide regular and preventive
maintenance for the ATS trains, vehicle storage, and an operations control center. Figure 3.0-3: Vicinity
Map identifies the proposed location of the MSF on the eastern half of the block bound by Manchester
Boulevard, Hillcrest Boulevard, Nutwood Street and Spruce Avenue. An existing commercial building
containing a Vons grocery store, a fitness center, and a bank branch, is located on the southern portion
of this site. A gas station operated by Vons is located on the northeast portion of this site. Demolition of
the existing commercial building and gas station are proposed as part of the Project. A new Vons
replacement store is proposed on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard.
The MSF will be designed in accordance with the Inglewood Transit Connector (ITC) Design Standards and
Guidelines (Design Guidelines) (see section 3.5.8) which address the massing, façade, materials, colors,
roof, and lighting for this facility, how the MSF will engage with the passenger and vehicular circulation
around it, and sustainability features (see Appendix C: ITC Design Standards and Guidelines). The
proposed Project also includes two power distribution system (PDS) substations. These PDS substations
will provide the necessary power for the proposed Project including traction power, auxiliary power, and

to the City in search of convenient parking with proximity to commercial uses and access to a direct
transportation connection to the City’s major event venues. To help with overall traffic congestion and
improve circulation on local streets, and to help reduce visitors parking in residential areas, the City
proposes to provide parking in close proximity to the ITC Project stations and downtown Market Street
area. These parking areas will also provide replacement parking for public parking on streets that may be
removed as part of the ITC Project.
In addition, the City is considering building a parking structure on the City’s Inglewood Transit Facility (ITF)
site located on the southeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae Street within the HPSP area. This
parking structure would provide additional public parking near event venues in the LASED and for the
IBEC. The ITF site is currently improved as a surface parking lot and bus transit facility. This potential
parking structure would provide up to 2,500 parking spaces in a six-level building.
While this proposed parking facility would be located within the HPSP area and is not proposed as part of
the Project, it is analyzed herein as part of the potential circulation system in which the Project will
operate.

housekeeping power for the stations and related infrastructure. One of the PDS substations will be located
on the MSF site, where the Southern California Edison (SCE) service connection will be provided. The
second PDS substation will be located on the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station site.

3.3

PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed Project is located in the central and northern portions of the City, east of the San Diego

Additional public parking would be provided as part of the Project at three locations that are proposed

Freeway (I-405) and north of the Glenn Anderson Freeway (I-105) in Los Angeles County, California, as

for acquisition for use as construction staging areas. After construction, these sites will be improved as

shown in Figure 3.0-1: Regional Location.

public parking lots:
x

x

The Project would be constructed in an area generally bounded by the Metro K Line to the north; Hardy

Approximately 650 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at the Market

Street to the south; the LASED at Hollywood Park including SoFi stadium, and the Forum to the east; and

Street/Florence Avenue Station along with pick-up and drop-off areas on Locust Avenue and Regent

La Brea Avenue to the west, as shown in Figure 3.0-2: Project Location Map. The Project extends from

Street.

the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station southwest of the intersection of Market Street and Regent
Street, continues south on Market Street, east on Manchester Boulevard, and south on Prairie Avenue to

Approximately 50 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at 150 S. Market Street.
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Hardy Street, as shown in Figure 3.0-3: Project Vicinity Map.
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3.0 Project Description

M

The elevated guideway will be primarily located within the public rights-of-way for the streets and
   

sidewalk areas along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and the west side Prairie Avenue with some
limited encroachments on currently private property located adjacent to the public right of way for
vertical circulation features, such as stairways. The three proposed stations and the portions of the
guideway connecting to these stations are proposed to be located adjacent to the existing public rightof-way on private properties proposed for acquisition by the City by either voluntary agreements or
through eminent domain. Additionally, the MSF site is proposed to be located on currently private
property requiring a combination of a partial acquisition and an easement, as described further below.

3.4

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

Section 15124(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines states that the Project Description shall contain “[a]
statement of the objectives sought by the proposed project.” In addition, Section 15124(b) of the State
CEQA Guidelines further states, “[t]he statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of
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The City’s goals and objectives for the proposed Project are as follows:
x

Provide a direct and convenient extension of the Metro regional transit system for local residents and
the region to access the City’s new major housing, employment, commercial, and activity centers;

x

Close the “last mile gap” to the regional transit system by providing passengers with the ability to
transfer to or from destinations and the Metro K Line.

x

Provide sufficient transit connection capacity between the Metro regional transit system and the
City’s major activity centers with enhanced travel time certainty and sufficient capacity to meet peak
ridership demands to encourage transit as a travel mode choice;

x

Maintain existing roadway capacity to the extent feasible;

x

Reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network
on both major arterials and residential streets for both nonevent and event days;

x

Encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable time-certain transit;

x

Increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled to the
City’s major activity centers, with corresponding improvements in air quality, public health, and
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation sources in accordance with the City’s
goals, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, and State policies with respect to climate change and land use.

x

Support the ongoing economic revitalization and growth opportunities for transit-oriented
development (TOD) within the Downtown TOD Plan area, including commercial and residential uses,
including through the creation of public parking facilities;

x

Encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served by the proposed Project;
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x

Provide safe, reliable, and convenient access to businesses in the City so that they are accessible to
their workforce and customers;

x

An MSF to provide regular and preventive maintenance of the ATS trains and equipment, as well as
space for storage of the vehicle fleet and the operations control center, among other functions;

x

Connect the Inglewood community and citizens to jobs, education, services, and destinations within
the City and in the region by providing transit within safe and accessible walking distances; and

x

PDS substations located on the MSF and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station sites to provide
traction/propulsion power, auxiliary power, and housekeeping power;

x

Support regional efforts to become more efficient, economically strong, equitable, and sustainable.

x

Utilities infrastructure—new, modified and/or relocated—to support the proposed Project;

x

Surface public parking lots located at the Market Street/Florence Avenue and Prairie Avenue/Hardy
Street stations containing multimodal pick-up and drop-off areas, and at 150 S. Market Street to
support Downtown Inglewood; and

x

Roadway, traffic devices, and streetscape modifications and improvements to accommodate the
guideway alignment and support structures.

3.5

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The Project Description and analysis in this EIR are based on the Conceptual Plans for the ITC Project. 3
The Conceptual Plans identify the proposed alignment for the ATS, which is proposed to be predominantly
constructed in the public right-of-way to be acquired for the Project, with the three stations and MSF
proposed on private property proposed for acquisition as part of the Project located adjacent to the public
right-of-way as described further below. These Conceptual Plans will likely be refined as design of the

Table 3.0-1: ITC Project Component Locations and Sizes provides information on the components of the

Project progresses; however, for purposes of the analysis in this Recirculated Draft EIR, the Conceptual

proposed Project.

Plans, including, among other things, the ATS Guideway, columns, and other components of the Project,
are analyzed to disclose the potential maximum impacts of the Project.

Figure 3.0-4a to 3.0-4i: Proposed Project Alignment Plans and Profiles shows the proposed alignment
through the City and the locations of the three proposed stations and MSF. The alignment runs south for

The location, layout, and size of the proposed stations, PDS substations, and MSF as illustrated in the

approximately 0.35 miles on Market Street, turning east at Manchester Boulevard for another 0.50 miles

Conceptual Plans represent the potential maximum size of these facilities for the purpose of analyzing the

until turning south on Prairie Avenue. The alignment continues south on the west side of Prairie Avenue

potential impacts of the Project. The description of the proposed changes to streets described in this

for approximately 0.75 miles ending north of Century Boulevard at Hardy Street. The alignment profile

section are also illustrative and identify the potential maximum extent of changes to existing streets

was developed to provide a minimum clearance of 16 feet 6 inches above all roadways. The height of the

proposed as part of the Project. Engineering and design-level details of the Project will be refined as the

guideway is dictated by the elevations at the stations and the existing grades, which vary along the

Project moves through the environmental review, approval, procurement, and design phases.

alignment. Additional alignment profile provisions have been made to preserve views of the historic Fox
Theater Building on Market Street and other historic structures on Market Street.

Components of the Project include:
x

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station is proposed on Market Street, just south of Florence Avenue,

ATS trains operating on an elevated dual-lane guideway with three stations;

to provide a connection to and extension of the future Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station on

x

ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue to be constructed on the west side of Prairie Avenue;

x

No more than three straddle bents all north of Pincay Street along Prairie Avenue immediately south
of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station;

Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations – would be located on the west

x

Passenger walkway systems connecting the stations to the street, mezzanine areas, escalators, and
elevators;

minimize the visual impact to surrounding properties and to keep the entire length of Prairie Avenue open

x

Storage space, operations space, and communications systems located within stations;

x

Wayfinding signs and communication program;

Florence Avenue. The two proposed stations located along Prairie Avenue – the Prairie
side of Prairie Avenue to allow for the majority of the guideway to be supported by single columns to
to the sky.
The proposed Project will be a pinched-loop system, with ATS trains operating back and forth from the
Market Street/Florence Avenue station to the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station, stopping at each
station along the way and reversing at the end of the system. Trains will crossover to the adjacent
guideway prior to entering the Market Street/Florence Avenue station and reverse direction when leaving

3

Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition August
2021. (Appendix E)
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station and reverse direction when leaving the station. Where possible, the dual tracks are narrowed and

3.0 Project Description

Project
Component

configured to facilitate the use of single columns to support the structure, thus minimizing the
infrastructure needs.
Table 3.0-1
ITC Project Component Locations and Sizes (Conceptual)
Project
Component

Guideway

General Location
x Located predominantly within
the existing public right-of-way
of Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue
x The Prairie/Manchester and
Prairie Hardy stations are
proposed to be located on
private property located west
of Prairie Avenue proposed for
acquisition as part of the
Project.

Approximate Size
x Approximately 1.6 miles dual lane, end to end
x The guideway will vary in height from a minimum
of ~35 feet to a maximum of ~60 feet measured
from existing grade to top of guideway deck
x The dual-lane guideway width will vary from a
minimum of ~30 feet to a maximum of ~75 feet.
Maximum widths are at stations and approaches
to stations.

x Located on private property (to
be acquired by the City) at the
southeast corner of Market
Street/Florence Avenue

x Up to ~80 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of station canopy
x ~75 feet wide (station structure and guideway
only; not including vertical circulation)
x ~200foot long platform for train berthing
x ~420-foot long mezzanine level for back of house
and circulation
x Up to ~80 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of station canopy
x ~75 feet wide (station structure and guideway
only; not including vertical circulation)
x ~200-foot long platform for train berthing
x ~360-foot long mezzanine level for back of house
and circulation
x Up to ~80 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of station canopy
x ~75-foot wide (station structure and guideway
only, not including vertical circulation)
x ~200-foot long platform for train berthing
x ~340-foot long mezzanine level for back of house
and circulation
x Vertical circulation elements will exist at each
station to provide access from the platform level
to the mezzanine level and ground level

stations

Market Street/
Florence Avenue
Station

Prairie Avenue/
Manchester
Boulevard Station

Prairie Avenue/
Hardy Street
Station

Vertical
Circulation
Elements

Elevated
Passenger
Walkways

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

x Located on private property (to
be acquired by the City) at the
southwest corner of Prairie
Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard

x Located on private property (to
be acquired by the City) at the
northwest corner of Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street

x Located at each station within
the
public
right-of-way,
easements, or private property
to be acquired
x Locations will depend on
station specific requirements
to
connect
to
existing
sidewalk/passenger walkways.
x Location 1: above Florence
Avenue connecting the Market
Street/Florence
Avenue
Station to the Metro K Line
Downtown Inglewood Station.
x Location 2: above Prairie
Avenue
from

3.0-13

Maintenance and
Storage Facility
(MSF)

Power
Distribution
System (PDS)
Substation

Roadway
Improvements

Pick-Up/Drop-Off
Areas, Surface
Parking Lots and
Staging Areas
During
Construction

3.5.1

General Location
Prairie/Manchester station to
the Forum site
x Location 3: above Prairie
Avenue from Prairie/Hardy
station to the Hollywood Park
site
x Specific locations will be
determined at time of design
and
coordinated
with
stakeholders
x Primarily located on private
property to be acquired by the
City as part of the Project with
potential for portions of the
MSF to be located within an
at
500
E.
easement
Manchester Boulevard
x Two PDS substations; one
located at the MSF site and the
second at the Prairie/Hardy
Station site. the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street Station.
x Specific locations within each
site will be determined during
the design phase
x Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard and Prairie Avenue

x Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station site
x 150 S. Market Street

Approximate Size

x ~75,000 sf building area
x Up to ~75 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of roof
x Surface parking area under building containing
50 spaces for employees and visitors
x ~30 feet wide x ~100 feet long
x Up to ~20 feet clearance height measured from
floor to ceiling
x If located below grade, an additional space of
~30 feet wide x ~30 feet long for vertical
circulation
x ~20 feet wide x ~40 feet long additional space for
auxiliary equipment such as a backup generator,
if necessary
x New roadway striping, lane re-configurations,
partial
relocation,
on-street
parking
adjustments,
new
sidewalks,
lighting
improvements, traffic signal adjustments,
landscaping, and streetscape
Surface level parking at each site:
x ~650 spaces at Market Street/Florence Station
x ~50 spaces at 150 S. Market Street
x ~100 spaces at Prairie/Hardy Station
Pick-Up/Drop-Off Area:
x Market Street/Florence Avenue Station site on
Locust Street south of Florence Avenue, and
Regent Street between Locust Street and Market
Street
x Prairie/Hardy Street Station within the station
site

Operational Characteristics

The operating system for the proposed Project consists of various integrated subsystems including the
ATS train vehicles, automated train control, power distribution, guidance, propulsion, communications
systems, and other equipment to create a fully functional, automated, and driverless system.

x Height will be up to ~65 feet in height measured
from existing grade to top of structure
x ~30 feet wide maximum for passenger walkway
x ~280 feet long for location 1 and ~160 feet long
for locations 2 and 3
x Minimum vertical clearance of 10 feet within the
walkway interior

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Automated Transit System Technology
The physical requirements for the proposed Project including the turn radii required for the alignment,
guideway widths, station dimensions, power distribution system substations and MSF were developed
based on maximizing the types of automated transit system technologies that may be viable options for
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3.0 Project Description

the Project. Factors affecting the viability of available technology options include ridership capacity, ability

from venue locations, ticket purchase areas at each Station, passage through fare gates and passage

for the system guideway to fit within the physical limitations of the existing rights-of-way, ATS train

through designated exits. Riders were assumed to arrive at a fairly consistent rate throughout the hour.

requirements, operational flexibility, and noise during operations.
Table 3.0-2: Ridership Projections shows the projected ridership for the proposed Project.
The ATS transit technology is a form of light rail technology that can be steel-wheel/steel rail, rubber tired,
Table 3.0-2
Ridership Projections

magnetically levitated, or cable-propelled propulsion systems. The technical requirements for large,
automated monorail, rubber-tire ATS train, and automated steel-wheel/steel-rail, also known as

Event
Normal Weekday/Weekend

automated light rail transit (ALRT) were reviewed against the public rights of-way and property availability
to determine the technologies best applicable for the proposed Project. While rubber tired ATS trains

Projected Peak Ridership
414 peak hour passengers
11,450 passengers departing SoFi
Stadium within one hour after the end
of the event

Single Large Event (NFL game)

(including monorail systems) can meet the Project’s defined physical requirements, steel wheel/steel rail
and cable-propelled technologies may also be viable, provided these technologies can comply with the

_______________
Source: Lea & Elliott Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR
Project Definition -. August 2021. Table 4-1

established Project requirements including maximum limits on noise and the ability to fit within the
defined physical space available for the Project. Certain suppliers offer or are in the process of updating
their steel wheel/steel rail technologies, such that they may meet these requirements. For these reasons,

The proposed Project has been designed to accommodate a projected demand of approximately 8,910

it is prudent to allow the market to determine the best solution in terms of the proposed technology as

passengers per hour per direction (pphpd) for NFL events. 5 In addition, the operations to serve the normal

part of the procurement process so long as performance is demonstrated to meet the limits set
In addition, the proposed Project would include equipment to guide the movement of trains between
stations, emergency lighting, communications, and wayfinding systems, a command-and-control system,
a public information system, and security systems to monitor activity at station platforms, along the
guideway, and at the MSF.

weekday peak-hour demand of approximately 414 pphpd. 6 With a 2.1 minute headway, the system
capacity is approximately 11,450 pphpd (assuming operating fleet is increased by introducing a “spare
train” into service).

Fleet Size and Line Capacity
Line capacity is defined as the number of people per hour per direction (pphpd) that the system can carry
past any particular point. The estimated fleet size considers the operating fleet, which is the number of

Operation and Ridership

vehicles required to provide the necessary line capacity to meet the projected demand, as well as the
The operating system components are sized based on the projected future peak demand. Ridership
projections 4 were based on existing and future mode-share assumptions and future passenger volumes,

spare fleet, comprised of the “hot” standby and maintenance trains to ensure that the number of trains
required for operations is always available.

including demand from planned and approved related projects.
Operating Fleet: The proposed Project is designed to serve the most frequent, largest event, which is an

Ridership

NFL game at SoFi Stadium. Given that NFL games only occur approximately 20 days per year, and that the

Weekday and weekend ridership demand was estimated and used to determine the peak hour demands

demand for those games will typically not reach full stadium capacity, the ITC system is being proposed

to determine the required operations for the proposed Project. For event ridership, pre-and post-event

to provide a capacity of 11,000 pphpd. The shortfall from the 11,450 pphpd NFL game ridership projection

demand for small, medium, and large events at the Forum, the SoFi Stadium at LASED, and IBEC were

is less than 5 percent. To meet the 11,000 pphpd capacity, a fleet of six, 4-car trains operating at 2.0

estimated using an event-based travel demand model. It is anticipated and assumed that riders will be

minutes headways is required.

distributed at various points as they travel to the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street stations from the event venues, including through walking distances to the stations
5
4

Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
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Spare Fleet: For the ITC system it is assumed that one of the six-train fleet be used for hot standby or

capacity can be provided through the introduction of additional trains stored at the MSF. The stations are

maintenance for the ITC system.

sized to accommodate the maximum train lengths and, for this reason, no modifications to the station
configuration would be required if the reserve capacity is utilized.

For normal weekday and weekend service, the 4-car self-propelled ATS trains may be de-coupled into
smaller 1- or 2-car trains to provide service that is more optimized to the time-specific and lower projected
demands. Splitting one 4-car train into two 2-car trains and operating a headway of 6.3 minutes serves a
441 pphpd ridership demand with capacity up to 1,950 pphpd for both commuter and daily service and
optimizes the utilization of the fleet with respect to the lower demand. Large monorails and cable
propelled trains are more difficult to de-couple so would likely operate the full generic 4-car train length
for normal weekday/weekend operations.

technologies are shown in Table 3.0-3. For purposes of defining the train, a generic vehicle dimension has
been used with a maximum train length for a 4-car train of approximately 200 feet. Vehicle/car/train
capacities are based on a passenger space allocation of 2.7 SF per passenger; this is consistent with the
passenger space standards applied to urban transit systems.

typically be closed with no trains operating from 12:00 AM to 5:59 AM, for 6 hours per day; during this
time, maintenance activity would occur. As events at the venues along the proposed Project may occur

As event attendees travel from their event center to and from the nearest station, they would be metered
and distributed at various points, including through walking distances to the stations from venue
locations, ticket purchase areas at each station, passage through fare gates and passage through
designated exits. As noted above, riders were assumed to arrive for events at a fairly consistent rate
throughout the hour.

As stated above, the headways for cable-propelled technologies are generally greater than self-propelled
systems due to operational differences from self-propelled ATS systems. It is estimated that the minimum
operational headway for cable propelled ATS technology would be approximately 3.9 minutes, controlled
by the trip time between the Market Street/Florence Avenue and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard
stations.

At the start of service, the Central Control Operator (CCO) will issue a command to initiate the required
operations. The Automated Train Control (ATC) system will then automatically dispatch the necessary
number of trains to the mainline from the MSF. The ATC system will be designed so that the station dwell
times are adjusted until the trains are equally spaced at the required headway. To adjust the operating
fleet for special event service, the CCO will issue commands to inject trains onto the mainline guideway.
For removal of trains from the system, maintenance personnel will be staged at one or more stations to

Table 3.0-3
Peak Period Ridership Headway Fleet Capacity

Normal
Weekday

The ATS trains would typically operate daily for commuters, activity center visitors and employees 7 days
per week for 18 hours per day, from 6:00 AM to 11:59 PM (midnight). The proposed Project would

past midnight, the ATS trains may occasionally operate for extended periods.

The headways of the operating fleet to serve the projected number of passengers for self-propelled

Peak Period

Operations

Projected Ridership
(pphpd)
408

ensure that all passengers have deboarded the trains prior to the trains going out of service.
Total travel time from one end to the other of the proposed Project would be approximately 6.0 minutes

Headway
6.0 minutes

Fleet
2 x 2-car trains or
1 x 4-car trains

Capacity
1,900

for a self-propelled system and 7.4 minutes for a cable propelled system. Table 3.0-4: Forecasted
Northbound Station-to-Station In-Vehicle ATS Train Travel Times shows travel times between stations.
These travel times include 40 second dwells (stops) at each station. Top ATS train speed of 50 miles per

All Other
Events

Maximum
6,000

2.4 minutes

5 x 4-car trains

9,500 to 9,700

NFL Event

11,000

2.0 minutes

6 x 4-car trains

11,400 to 11,600

hour (mph) is achievable but the actual operational speed will be limited to a maximum of 45 mph for
passenger comfort.

___________
Source: Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition August 2021.
Table 5-2.

The proposed Project has the ability to provide even more additional capacity, should this be necessary
in the future to accommodate changes in demand levels, event sizes, event schedules, etc. This reserve
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Table 3.0-4
Forecasted Northbound Station-to-Station In-Vehicle ATS Train Travel Times (minutes)

Station

Market Street/
Florence Avenue
Station

Prairie Avenue/
Manchester Boulevard
Station

Prairie Avenue/
Hardy Street
Station

Market Street/Florence Avenue

N/A

2.9

4.6

Prairie Avenue/Manchester

2.7

N/A

1.7

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

4.7

2.1

N/A

___________
Source: Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition August 2021.
Table 5- 1.

3.0 Project Description

To minimize the overall footprint of the proposed Project, and therefore its impact on the adjacent
neighborhoods, the crossovers at the end stations, Market Street/Florence Avenue station on the
northern end and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station on the southern end, are located at the entrance
to each of the stations.
The alignment of the guideway and station locations is shown in Figures 3.0a through 3.0-4i.

Market Street/Florence Avenue Segment
The Market Street/Florence Avenue segment is approximately .35 miles in length. The proposed Project
would connect to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station at the northern end of this segment. The
guideway alignment is elevated and travels from the southeast corner of Market Street/Florence Avenue
southwest towards the corner of Market Street/Regent Street where it runs along the center of Market

3.5.2 ATS System Configuration and Alignment

Street until it turns east on Manchester Boulevard.

Along its length, the elevated guideway structure would have a minimum clearance height of

The guideway would begin at the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, situated diagonally over the

approximately 16 feet 6 inches above all roadways. The conceptual design of the alignment elevation was

current location of the retail commercial center on the northeast corner of Market Street and Regent

dictated by the elevation of the grade (that varies along the alignment) and the station platform elevations

Street, between the intersections of Florence Avenue/Locust Street and Market Street/Regent Street.

(that must be situated above the mezzanine level); the alignment elevation between stations was then
adjusted to ensure that the minimum roadway clearance is maintained while simultaneously lowering the

Exiting the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, the guideway would continue to extend south in the

guideway elevation to the extent feasible. The dual-lane guideway would include switches to allow trains

center of Market Street and within the public right-of-way, as shown in Figure 3.0-4a.

to crossover to the other track to begin return trips at the end-of-line stations. Additionally, switches
would be provided to allow a train to be guided from one track to another in the event of an emergency,
mechanical failure, or other event and enable sectional track bypass for failure management. The exact
switch configuration and whether the train switches tracks before or after entering the end of line station
will be optimized through the design process depending on the selected technology.
For the length of the alignment, the proposed Project would consist of an elevated guideway with dual
tracks for train travel in both directions. The train tracks will be spaced as close together as possible with
tracks diverging at approaches to/from stations and at stations. The elevated guideway would be

As shown in Figure 3.0-4b, at the northeast corner of the Market Street and Manchester Boulevard
intersection, the guideway would partially extend beyond the public right-of-way and into the private
property at 150 S. Market Street.
This parcel is currently occupied by a 2-story commercial building (World Hat and Boot Mart). Acquisition
of this parcel is proposed as part of the Project. This parcel would accommodate the guideway and public
parking that would extend to an adjacent parcel owned by the former Inglewood Redevelopment Agency.

Manchester Boulevard Segment

supported by single or double column/bents (depending on the train track separations and the guideway
location relative to potential column placements). While the final column locations and designs will be

The Manchester Boulevard segment of the guideway is approximately .50 miles in length. This segment

finalized by the selected DBFOM contractor, in consultation with the City, the conceptual alignment has

extends from the intersection of Market Street/Manchester Boulevard to the west, and the intersection

been optimized to minimize the number of columns and potential double column/bents to the extent

of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard to the east as shown in Figure 3.0-4c through 3.04e.

feasible while still accommodating all potential ATS system types. This approach optimizes the
construction costs while simultaneously reducing the visual impact of the guideway. It is expected that
during final designs, by the selected DBFOM Contractor, the Project infrastructure configuration will be

The MSF is located on this portion of the alignment to the southwest of Manchester Boulevard and will
be accessed by the ATS trains from the elevated guideway (see Figure 3.0-4d). The MSF houses functional
spaces required for the operation and maintenance.

optimized and refined to that indicated herein but will remain within the envelopes defined in this report
as they are expected to have the largest potential impact for this environmental analysis.
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At the southwestern corner of the Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue intersection, the edge of the
guideway would extend beyond the existing public right-of-way and onto the vacant property at 401
Prairie Avenue where the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station is proposed (see Figure 3.0-4e).
Acquisition of this property is proposed as part of the Project. The guideway would approach the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station with dual tracks straddling the center platform station and include
crossover rail switches located on the southern approach of the station. The Prairie Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard station is proposed on the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard on
private property to be acquired as part of the Project. This station would provide access to The Forum,
the LASED, including SoFi Stadium and other existing and future businesses and residences. The elevated
guideway extending south from the station would be located on the western side of Prairie Avenue with
no more than three straddle bent columns for a switch zone located immediately south of Nutwood
Street. These three straddle bents would span Prairie Avenue, and potentially require acquisition of
private property from the Forum. Passengers will be able to access the ground level below the station or
access the Forum site directly via an elevated passenger walkway over Prairie Avenue.
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The proposed MSF facility will be located on a site containing an existing retail commercial building at 500
E. Manchester Boulevard containing a Vons grocery store, a private fitness gym, and a bank branch, and
a gas station operated by Vons. The MSF is proposed on the eastern portion of this site and a new
replacement Vons store, which would include amenities similar to the existing store, is planned on the
corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. The guideway would include a side (tertiary)
track to access the MSF. Additional track switches would be needed to allow for the access of trains from
the guideway to and from the MSF; these switches would be located on the east side of the MSF near
Manchester Boulevard’s intersections with Hillcrest Boulevard and Spruce Avenue as shown in Figure 3.04d. The MSF is described further below in Section 3.5.4.
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PRAIRIE AVENUE

The Prairie Avenue segment is approximately .75 miles in length beginning at the intersection of Prairie
Avenue and Manchester Boulevard and provides access to the Forum, LASED including SoFi Stadium, the
IBEC and other existing and future businesses and residences. This segment extends from the intersection
of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard to the intersection of Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street to the south
as shown in Figure 3.0-4f through 3.04i.
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Upon exiting the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station and continuing south, the elevated
guideway would continue along the west side of Prairie Avenue until both tracks gradually transition
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The guideway would extend south along the west side of Prairie Avenue and cross the intersections of
Prairie Avenue with Nutwood Street, Kelso Street/Pincay Drive, La Palma Drive, Buckthorn Street, and
Arbor Vitae Street, before ending just north of Hardy Street. Between Arbor Vitae and Hardy Street the
guideway will turn west from the public right of way onto property that is proposed to be acquired a spart
of the Project for the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Station which will be located entirely west of the existing
Prairie Avenue right-of-way.
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3.0 Project Description

3.0 Project Description

together immediately north of Kelso Street and continue in this configuration south to Victory Street,
where the tracks diverge to enter into the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station, proposed on a site located
west of the Prairie Avenue right of way (see Figure 3.0-4i). The guideway would terminate at the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street station located on the northwest corner of the Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street.

single columns in a new median located in Manchester Boulevard. As the guideway approaches the MSF
it will widen and require straddle bents that will span across Manchester Boulevard. From the MSF to
Prairie Avenue, a combination of single column supports and straddle bents across Manchester Boulevard
will be used.

Columns and Structures

Straddle bent columns will be placed in sidewalks and/or parking lanes so as to not reduce the existing
roadway capacity of Manchester Boulevard. Single column supports will be located in a median within
Manchester Boulevard that will not restrict existing traffic capacity or turning movements at intersections
to other City Streets.

As previously discussed, over the length of the alignment, the Project has been configured to minimize
impacts on existing facilities, roadways and to create an alignment envelope that would minimize the
need for columns and double column/straddle bent support systems to the extent possible. The final
column locations will ultimately be defined by the selected contractor as part of the final design process
in consultation with the City. The columns, for the most part, will be required to be located within the
existing public right-of-way, either within sidewalks or parking lanes, except immediately south of the
Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue Station where three straddle bent columns will be located south
of Nutwood Street to support a switch zone that will space across Prairie Avenue.
Generally, support columns for the guideway would be single columns ranging from 6 feet to 9 feet in
diameter when centered under the supported guideway to approximately 6 feet by 12 feet oblong
columns when located off-center from the guideway. Columns for straddle type bents over the roadways
will range from 6 feet to 8 feet in diameter. Column foundation will likely be deep shafts with depths
ranging from approximately 60 to 100 feet.

Prairie Avenue Segment
No more than three straddle bent columns will support the guideway as it proceeds south onto Prairie
Avenue from the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station just past Nutwood Street, transitioning to
single column supports as the guideway converges after leaving the Manchester Boulevard/Prairie
Avenue station. As the guideways converge, it will transition to single column supports located on the
western side of Prairie. The guideway begins diverging south of Victory Street to the west of Prairie
Avenue on its approach to the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station and will be supported by straddle bents
in the sidewalk and west of the public right of way. There will be no straddle bents located across Prairie,
south of Pincay Street.

Maintenance and Emergency Access
Market Street/Florence Avenue Segment
This segment includes one center platform station on private property (to be acquired by the City) at the
southeast corner of Market Street/Florence Avenue; the station is connected to the Metro K Line
Downtown Inglewood station via an easily accessible elevated passenger walkway. This elevated
passenger walkway will connect passengers from the at-grade plaza at the Metro station to the mezzanine
level of the proposed ATS Market Street/Florence Avenue station to avoid the need for passengers to
cross Florence Avenue at-grade.
The Market Street/Florence Avenue station would be supported by columns below each guideway from
the northern terminus to just north of Regent Street. Here, the dual lane tracks would separate to
accommodate the station’s center platform and turn-back switches. As the guideway approaches Regent
Street, the dual lane tracks would converge and be supported by single columns until Manchester
Boulevard. The columns would be primarily located in a reconstructed median area along Market Street
between Regent Street to Manchester Boulevard. From Manchester Boulevard, the guideway turns
eastward towards Prairie Avenue.

A continuous walkway would be provided along the entire length of the guideway to provide emergency
egress for evacuating passengers and safe access for operations and maintenance personnel to access
guideway and wayside equipment.
Maintenance walkway considerations and requirements will comply with the applicable requirements
that generally include the following:
x

The walkway must be continuous through crossovers/switches or other elements that may act as
barriers.

x

The walkway should be located at or below the vehicle floor level under both normal and worst-case
vehicle suspension failure conditions. It is desirable to locate the emergency walkway not more than
12 inches below the vehicle floor level. The walkway must not be more than 40 inches below the
vehicle floor level under any circumstances.

x

Walkways without a railing should be at least 44-inches wide and walkways with a railing should be
at least 30-inches wide.

x

The walkway should provide a clear cross-sectional envelope at least 30 inches wide to a height of 6
feet-8 inches above the walkway surface.

x

Emergency walkway lighting is required along the entire walkway and egress route and will normally
be turned on only when passengers are required to evacuate a train or during maintenance activities.

Manchester Boulevard Segment
As the guideway turns east onto Manchester Boulevard, the guideway would transition from single
columns to a one-half straddle bent to support the turn onto Manchester Boulevard before going back to
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3.5.3

Stations

Vertical Circulation at the stations

The proposed Project includes three center platform stations located at Market Street/Florence Avenue,
Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street. The Market Street/Florence
Avenue station will provide connections to the Metro K Line and Downtown Inglewood. The Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station will include an elevated pedestrian walkway crossing over Prairie
Avenue to provide a connection to the Forum, local businesses, and residences, and the LASED. The Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street station will provide connections to the LASED including SoFi Stadium, the
commercial uses at Hollywood Park, the IBEC as well as existing and future local businesses and
residences.
Each station is designed in three levels including the ground, mezzanine, and platform levels. From the
ground level, each station includes vertical circulation (stairs/escalators/elevators) from grade at existing
sidewalks and passenger areas adjacent to the stations to the mezzanine and platform levels of the
station. The mezzanine level provides connections for passengers received from connecting elevated
passenger walkways to avoid at-grade passenger roadway crossings. The Market Street/Florence Avenue
station will include an elevated passenger walkway connecting to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood
station. The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station will include an elevated passenger walkway
connecting to the Forum property, and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station will include an elevated
passenger walkway connecting to the LASED properties on the east side of Prairie. Figure 3.0-5: Typical
Station Design shows the configuration that would be used for the stations; the typical design would be
modified as needed to address site specific conditions, and the elevated passenger walkways will be
located in consultation with affected property owners. With the exception of the elevated passenger
walkway, the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station will not encroach onto or over Prairie Avenue.
As noted, station design capacity would be established by passenger demand volumes under typical peak
conditions, service disruptions, and emergency evacuation situations. Queuing and circulation
requirements would be determined using the number of peak-hour passengers boarding and deboarding
the ATS trains defined by the long-range planning horizon. Like all public elements of the Project, stations
would be required to be fully accessible to passengers with disabilities. The station configurations would
be refined as necessary to be compatible with the designs of the major venues the system would serve,
and utility alignments.
Center platform configurations generally result in a smaller footprint and are proposed for the stations.
These platforms would be located between guideways and serve as both boarding and deboarding
platforms for passengers traveling in either direction.
Vertical circulation would be provided at either or both ends of station platforms, or within the length of
the platform. A mezzanine level is anticipated under the station platform to connect to the street level
through passenger walkways.
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The stations will provide vertical access to the various station levels (Platform, mezzanine, and street
level). The platform level where the ATS train will access the stations will be above the mezzanine and
street levels. The mezzanine level will allow ATS riders to reach the street level and access passenger
walkways to connect to other facilities such as the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station or areas
beyond the normal street level landing areas.
Vertical circulation to the platform may be at the ends or along the platform. The configurations with
access at the ends of the platform are referred to as “single-ended” and “double-ended” if they provide
access at one end or both ends, respectively. Several factors will determine where vertical circulation is
located on the platforms, including the station orientation in relation to the adjacent facility, physical and
geometric constraints, and the orientation of the station relative to adjacent facilities, such as the Metro
K Line, the Forum, the SoFi Stadium at LASED, and the IBEC.
The concentration of passenger demand will also influence the size and location of vertical circulation.
Vertical circulation for each station will address the concentration of passenger demands to minimize
congestion and long passenger queues. To the degree feasible, the passenger demand will be evenly
distributed throughout the station.
Design of the vertical circulation components will also address mobility requirements of passengers
(strollers, walkers, wheelchairs, mobility concerns, and all requirements of the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA). From a safety point of view, adequate passenger egress capacity will be provided to ensure
that the passengers alighting from the ATS trains to the platform can be dissipated through the available
vertical circulation prior to the next ATS train arrival. Consideration will be given to the fact that escalators
and elevators can be unavailable for use due to either unforeseen failures or preventative maintenance.
Based on analysis of passenger demands, each station platform will likely include 2 escalators in each
direction for boarding and deboarding, plus another reversible escalator to assist with peak ridership
events and redundancy. Additionally, 2 elevators and 6-foot-wide stairs to serve all levels will be provided.
Exact requirements will be established during the design phase of the Project.

3.5.4

Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF)

The MSF would be used for regular and preventive maintenance of the ATS trains and operating
equipment, as well as space for storage of the vehicle fleet. As shown in Figure 3.0-6: MSF Site Plan, the
75,000 SF MSF is proposed on the eastern portion of the block bounded by Manchester Boulevard,
Hillcrest Boulevard, Nutwood Street, and Spruce Avenue. The MSF building will be elevated to match the
track elevation.
This site is currently developed with a retail commercial building containing a Vons grocery store, a private
fitness gym and a gas station operated by Vons. The existing commercial building would be demolished
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and a new Vons store, approximately 46,400 SF in size, would be built in a more prominent location on
the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. Parking for the new Vons store, consisting
of approximately 205 spaces, will be provided east and south of the store on the site and will include
parking under the MSF building. Parking for MSF employees and visitors, consisting of approximately 50
spaces, will be provided in a gated surface parking lot located within the site. west of the MSF building. A
PDS substation is proposed on this site.
As shown in Figure 3.0-7: MSF Plan and Section Views, the MSF would be elevated from ground level,
with double height clearance over the maintenance tracks, and a largely unenclosed ground floor. The
maintenance level for ATS train cars would be located on the second floor to match the guideway track
elevation. The maintenance level will contain mezzanine administrative office space. The ground level
would include multiple rows of columns and support beams for structural support. The approximate
dimensions of the MSF are shown on Table 4.0-3.
The ground floor would consist of a generally unenclosed space containing public parking for the new
Vons store. A gated surface parking area containing approximately 50 parking spaces for employees and
visitors to the MSF will be provided west of the MSF building. A loading dock and circulation area for large
trucks, access driveways, and one of the two PDS substation (~30 feet by 100 feet) will be located on the
southern portion of this site.
The central area of the MSF would consist of two train docks for light maintenance of the trains. Finally,
near the northwestern side, the MSF would include two more train docks to be used for heavy vehicle
maintenance. The heavy maintenance docks would be located on top of a solid platform structure to
capture and contain any mechanical fluids or components during maintenance activities. The space
occupying the southeastern-most side of the MSF would be used for inventory, equipment storage,
mechanical/electrical shops, and employee facilities.
The mezzanine office space would be located above the inventory and storage area on the second floor.
This area would house the operations control center where automated train operations are monitored
and controlled. In addition, this level would include office space, conference room(s), employee locker
and break room(s), restrooms, and a technician workspace.
Vehicle and passenger access to the MSF would be provided via controlled gates. Security measures for
the MSF would include secured perimeter fencing, automated gates, electronic security card systems,
intercoms, security cameras, and exterior lighting.

3.0 Project Description

3.5.5

Power Distribution System Substations

Propulsion power which includes the power to run the train on the guideway and power for auxiliary and
housekeeping needs would we provided by two Power Distribution System (PDS) substations located
along the alignment. The two PDS substations would be located at the MSF and Prairie Avenue/Hardy
Street station sites. The SCE service connection for the system would be provided to the PDS substation
on the MSF site.
Each PDS substation is approximately 3,000 SF (approximately 30 feet by 100 feet) with 14 feet of
clearance above the finished floor (see Figure 3.0-8: Typical PDS Substation Layout). Each PDS substation
includes equipment to transform the medium- to high-voltage power feed provided from the power
companies to the typically required 750-volt direct current (VDC) needed to power the vehicles and power
for housekeeping and other ancillary equipment.
Based on a distribution study completed by SCE, upgrades to the existing distribution system are required
to accommodate the maximum power load for the Project. These upgrades consisting of approximately
1,500 feet of new civil work/duct banks, 1,860 feet of new 1000 jacketed concentric neutral (JCN) cable,
1,700 feet of upgrading/re-cabling of the existing SCE primary cable to 1000 JCN, and two new gas
switches, will be constructed as part of the Project.
To assure the ATS trains can reach the nearest stations to offload riders in the event of loss of electrical
supply, each PDS substation will be equipped with backup power generators. The backup generators
would be capable of supplying power to the ATS trains for either 100 percent or 50 percent electrical
capacity for a limited time to allow trains to complete their route so that riders can disembark at a station.

3.5.6

Roadway Improvements

To achieve the City’s goal of maintaining existing roadway capacity while accommodating the components
of the Project, a series of roadway improvements are proposed as described below.

Restriping and Lane Modifications
A brief description of the existing and proposed characteristics of these roadway segments including
number of lanes, intersection geometry, traffic control, on-street parking, sidewalks and crosswalks, and
speed limits is provided below. Roadway striping and cross-sections are included in Figures 3.0-9 to 3.023: Striping Plans, and Figures 3.0-24 to 3.0-31: Cross-Sections.

The MSF will be designed consistent with the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines)
(see section 3.5.8), whereby massing and height will be minimized, rooftop equipment will be fully
screened, color palette will be generally uniform and neutral in tone, and transparent glazing shall be
provided to maximize daylight to the extent feasible. Additionally, lighting will be placed to minimize
spillover to adjacent properties and building entrances and passenger paths will be clearly lit.
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Market Street Conceptual Roadway Striping Plan Overview
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FIGURE 3.0-11

FIGURE 3.0-12

Market Street Conceptual Striping Plan –
Queen Street to Manchester Boulevard
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FIGURE 3.0-20

Prairie Avenue Conceptual Striping Plan –
Manchester Boulevard to Nutwood Street
251-003-20
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Prairie Avenue Conceptual Striping Plan – Nutwood Street to Kelso Avenue
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FIGURE 3.0-22

Prairie Avenue Conceptual Striping Plan –
La Palma Drive to Buckthorn Street
251-003-20
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Prairie Avenue Conceptual Striping Plan – Victory Street to Hardy Street
251-003-20
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Market Street – Typical Cross Sections
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Manchester Boulevard –
Typical Cross Sections Market Street to Hillcrest Boulevard
251-003-20

Illustrative and subject to adjustments as part of finalization during final design

Manchester Boulevard –
Typical Cross Sections Hillcrest to Tamarack Avenue
251-003-20
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Manchester Boulevard –
Typical Cross Sections Tamarack Avenue to Prairie Avenue
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Prairie Avenue –
Typical Cross Sections Manchester Boulevard to Kelso Street/Pincay Drive
251-003-20
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Prairie Avenue – Typical Cross Sections Kelso Street/
Pincay Drive to Buckthorn Street/Touchdown Drive
251-003-20
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Typical Cross Sections Buckthorn Street/Touchdown Drive to Victory Street
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3.0 Project Description

Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard
Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard will include the same number of
lanes as existing conditions (one lane in either direction). No change to roadway throughput or capacity
is proposed as part of the Project. The speed limit along Market Street will remain at 25 mph, similar to
existing conditions. Conceptual roadway striping plans and typical cross-sections are included in
Attachment A-1.
At the intersections of Market Street/Florence Avenue and Market Street/Manchester Boulevard, lane
configurations and traffic controls will mostly remain similar to existing conditions, resulting in very little
to no changes to intersection capacities. At the intersections of Market Street/Regent Street and Market
Street/Queen Street, there would be changes to the lane configurations, but traffic controls proposed at
these intersections would not be changed. A brief description of the resulting lane configurations at the
intersections along this stretch of Market Street with the ITC Project is summarized below:
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Illustrative and subject to adjustments as part of finalization during final design

FIGURE 3.0-31

Prairie Avenue – Typical Cross Sections Victory Street to Hardy Street
251-003-20

x

Intersection of Market Street/Florence Avenue – There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control due to the Project at this signalized intersection, compared to
existing conditions. Similar to existing conditions, the northbound approach would provide a left-turn
lane and a right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide two through lanes and a shared
through/right-turn lane, while the westbound approach would provide a left-turn lane and two
through lanes.

x

Intersection of Market Street/Regent Street – The Project would result in the removal of the
northbound left-turn lane at this signalized intersection compared to existing conditions. The
northbound approach would provide a shared left-/through/right-turn lane. The adjacent D3 (Market
Gateway) Project (anticipated to be completed in 2022) would modify the southbound approach by
removing the right-turn lane, resulting in a shared left-/through/right-turn lane. The Project would
not change the southbound, eastbound, and westbound approaches. The eastbound and westbound
approaches would both provide a left-turn lane and a shared through/right-turn lane. No change to
traffic control (signal) at this intersection are proposed with the ITC Project compared to existing
conditions.

x

Intersection of Market Street/Queen Street – As a result of the Project, the northbound and
southbound approaches would provide a shared left-/through/right-turn lane, removing the separate
left-turn lanes, compared to existing conditions. The southbound approach would provide a shared
left-turn/through lane and a separate right-turn lane. The Project would not change the eastbound
and westbound approaches. The eastbound and westbound approaches would both provide a shared
left-/through/right-turn lane. No change to traffic control (signal) at this intersection are proposed
with the ITC Project compared to existing conditions.

x

Intersection of Market Street/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations or traffic control due to the ITC Project at this signalized intersection compared to
existing conditions. The northbound and southbound approaches would provide a left-turn lane and
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3.0 Project Description

a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound and westbound approaches would both provide a
left-turn lane, one through lane and a shared through/right-turn lane.

to existing conditions. The northbound approach would provide a shared left/through/right-turn lane
similar to existing conditions. The southbound approach is a driveway and would provide a right-turn
lane only. The eastbound approach would provide two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane
(in the evening peak period, on- street parking restriction allows this right turn lane to function as a
shared through/right- turn lane along eastbound Manchester at this intersection). The eastbound
approach left- turn lane to the small driveway would be removed. The westbound approach would
provide a left-turn lane, one through lane and a shared through/right-turn lane, similar to existing
conditions. Due to the low volume of traffic making the left-turn from the eastbound Manchester
Boulevard to the Driveway, removal of the left-turn pocket and restricting the eastbound left-turns
into that driveway would have minimal effect on the circulation at this intersection.

Manchester Boulevard between West of Market Street and Prairie Avenue
Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Prairie Avenue will include the same number of lanes
as existing conditions, i.e., two lanes in either direction with turn lanes at intersections between Market
Street and Hillcrest Boulevard; and two lanes / three lanes in the westbound / eastbound directions,
respectively, with turn lanes at intersections between Hillcrest Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. No change
to roadway capacity or traffic control is proposed as part of the Project. The speed limit along Manchester
Boulevard will remain at 35 mph, similar to existing conditions.

x

Intersection of Tamarack Avenue/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations or traffic control (stop-sign at Tamarack Avenue northbound approach) due to the
Project at this un-signalized intersection compared to existing conditions. The northbound approach
would provide a shared left-/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide two through
lanes and a separate right-turn lane (except in the evening peak period, when on-street parking
restriction allows this right turn lane to function as a shared through/right-turn lane along eastbound
Manchester at this intersection). The westbound approach would provide a left-turn lane and two
through lanes.

x

Intersection of Osage Avenue/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (stop-signs at Osage Avenue northbound and southbound
approaches) due to the Project at this un-signalized intersection compared to existing conditions. The
northbound and southbound approaches would provide a shared left-/through/right-turn lane. The
westbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, one through lane and a shared through/rightturn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, one through lane and a shared
through/right-turn lane during the morning peak hours and off-peak hours. During the evening peak
hours, with on-street parking restrictions, the eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two
through lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection compared
to existing conditions. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through lanes
and a separate right-turn lane. The southbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through
lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane,
two through lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach would provide a
left-turn lane, two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane.

Lane configurations at intersections will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at all locations within
that stretch, resulting in no changes to intersection capacities and little to no reductions in turn-lane
storage lengths would occur at any of the intersections within this stretch, as part of the ITC Project. Minor
modifications to lane configurations at the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue may
be required or desired based on prevailing demands at the time of construction of the Project. This could
be achieved by restriping at the time of implementation of the Project. A brief description of the resulting
lane configurations at the intersections along this stretch of Manchester Boulevard as a result of the ITC
Project is summarized below:
x

Market Street/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane configurations and
traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection compared to existing
conditions. The northbound and southbound approaches would provide a left-turn lane and a shared
through/right-turn lane. The eastbound and westbound approaches would provide a left-turn lane,
one through lane and a shared through/right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Locust Street/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection compared
to existing conditions. The northbound and southbound approaches would provide a shared
left/through/right-turn lane. The eastbound and westbound approaches would provide a left-turn
lane, one through lane and a shared through/right- turn lane.

x

x

Intersection of Hillcrest Boulevard/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection compared
to existing conditions. The northbound and southbound approaches would provide a left turn lane, a
through lane and a right-turn lane. The eastbound and westbound approaches would provide a leftturn lane, one through lane and a shared through/right-turn lane.
Intersection of Spruce Avenue/Manchester Boulevard - There would be small changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection compared
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Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy Street
Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy Street will include the same number of lanes
as existing conditions (three lanes in either direction with a central turn lane including the turn lanes at
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intersections). No change to roadway capacity is proposed as part of the Project. The speed limit along

3.0 Project Description

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Buckthorn Street-Touchdown Drive - There would be no changes to
the lane configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection,
compared to existing conditions. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, three
through lanes and a separate right-turn lane. The southbound approach would provide a left-turn
lane, two through lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide
a left-turn lane and a shared through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach would provide a leftturn lane, one through lane and a separate right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Arbor Vitae Street - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection, compared
to existing conditions. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, three through lanes
and a separate right-turn lane. The southbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through
lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane
and a shared through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, one
through lane and a separate right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Victory Street - There would be no changes to the lane configurations
and traffic control (stop sign at Victory Street westbound approach) due to the Project at this
unsignalized ‘T’ intersection, compared to existing conditions. The northbound approach would
provide two through lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The southbound approach would
provide three through lanes. The westbound approach would provide a right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street - There would be no changes to the lane configurations
and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection, compared to existing
conditions. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, three through lanes and a
separate right-turn lane. The southbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through lanes
and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane and a
shared through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, a shared
left-turn/through lane and a separate right-turn lane.

Prairie Avenue will remain at 40 mph, similar to existing conditions. No on- street parking will be allowed
along Prairie Avenue within this stretch similar to existing conditions.
Lane configurations and traffic control at intersections will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at
all locations within that stretch, resulting in no changes to intersection capacities. Additionally, no
reductions in storage lengths are proposed at the intersection turn lanes as part of the ITC Project. Minor
modifications to lane configurations at the Manchester Boulevard / Prairie Avenue intersection may be
required or desired, based on prevailing traffic demands at the time of implementation of the Project. A
brief description of the resulting lane configurations at the intersections along this stretch of Prairie
Avenue due to the ITC Project is summarized below:
x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection, compared
to existing conditions. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through lanes
and a separate right-turn lane. The southbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through
lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane,
two through lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach would provide a
left-turn lane, two through lanes and a separate right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Nutwood Street - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (stop-sign control at the eastbound Nutwood Street approach) due
to the Project at this unsignalized ‘T’ intersection. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn
lane (central turn lane), three through lanes. The southbound approach would provide two through
lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a shared left/right-turn lane.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Kelso Street-Pincay Drive - There would be no changes to the lane
configurations and traffic control (signal) due to the Project at this signalized intersection, compared
to existing conditions. The northbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, three through lanes
and a separate right-turn lane. The southbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, two through
lanes and a shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a left-turn lane
and a shared through/right- turn lane. The westbound approach would provide a left-turn lane, one
through lane and a separate right-turn lane.

x

Pick-Up /Drop-Off Areas and Parking Lots
Market Street Segment
A surface parking lot with approximately 650 parking spaces at the adjacent Florence Avenue and Market
Street Station site, would be provided after construction of the Project is completed. This site will be
initially used for construction staging. This public parking at Florence and Market Street is proposed to

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/La Palma Drive-Stadium Driveway - There would be no changes to
the lane configurations and traffic control (stop-signs at the LA Palma Drive- Stadium Driveway
approaches) due to the Project at this unsignalized intersection, compared to existing conditions. The
northbound and southbound approaches would provide a left-turn lane, two through lanes and a
shared through/right-turn lane. The eastbound approach would provide a shared left-/right-turn lane.
The westbound approachwould provide a right-turn lane.
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accommodate anticipated public parking demands, especially on event days, for those desiring to access
the event venues and mixed-use areas at the Forum, the LASED and IBEC areas. While the ITC is designed
to increase transit ridership along the Metro Rail system, the City anticipates that the provision of
additional public parking would support use of public transit and attract patrons to the downtown
Inglewood area along Market Street. Moreover, this surface parking lot at the Station site would provide
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3.0 Project Description

Under Construction

the replacement parking spaces for the reduced parking along Locust Street and Regent Street where Pickup/Drop-off areas are proposed.

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Pick-up and Drop-off areas would be provided along the west side of Locust Street south of Florence
Avenue, as well as along the north-side of Regent Street between Locust Street and Market Street. A
reduction in on-street parking spaces of approximately 13 spaces along Regent Street and 17 spaces along
Locust Street would occur due to the Pick-up / Drop-off areas and the surface parking lot driveways
proposed as part of the ITC Project. Additionally, the parking lot would provide replacement parking for
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

37 on-street parking spaces along Market Street that would be removed to accommodate the Project.
Conceptual roadway striping plans for the Locust Street segment between Florence Avenue and Regent
Street and for the Regent Street segment between Market Street and Locust Street indicating the Pickup/Drop-off areas and conceptual parking layout plans at the surface parking lots at the Market Street /
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

MARKET ST

Florence Avenue Station site are provided in Figure 3.0-32: Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
Proposed Parking Plan and Figure 3.0-33: 150 S. Market Street Proposed Parking Plan.
Under Construction

Manchester Boulevard Segment
There are currently 81 on-street parking spaces along Manchester Boulevard within this segment. The

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

proposed Project would result in reduction of approximately 48 metered on-street parking spaces. An off12.5'

17.5'

18.5'

11.0'

21.5'

18.5'

29.0'

18.5'

street surface parking lot would be provided at the northeast corner of Market Street and Manchester

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Boulevard. This surface parking lot is anticipated to provide approximately 50 parking spaces, replacing 6
existing spaces, and obtaining access off of the alley east of the site.

Prairie Avenue Segment

uction

22.5'

21.5'

9.0'

A surface parking lot is proposed at the Hardy Street Station located at the northwest corner of the
intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street as shown in Figure 3.0-34: Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
Station Proposed Parking Plan. This parking lot would have approximately 80 parking spaces and a shuttle

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

23.5'

21.5'

9.0'

32.0'

Under Construction

14.0'

bus pick-up and drop-off area. This lot would be used for public parking, TNCs and shuttle bus pick-up and

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

drop-off operations during events.

Sidewalks

REGENT ST

Sidewalks on both sides of the street segments along the alignment will be provided by the proposed

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Project consistent with the requirements of the ADA. The acquisition of temporary and/or permanent
2

1

easements may be required for these sidewalks. Crosswalks will be provided at intersections similar to
existing conditions.
NOT TO SCALE
SOURCE: Raju Associates - 2021

Illustrative and subject to adjustments as part of finalization during final design

FIGURE 3.0-32
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251-003-20

NOT TO SCALE

251-003-20
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Vegetation
Ground Obscured

18.0'

SOURCE: Raju Associates - 2021
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10.0'
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9

150 S. Market Street Proposed Parking Plan

FIGURE 3.0-33

Illustrative and subject to adjustments as part of finalization during final design

251-003-20

SOURCE: Raju Associates - 2021

Vegetation
Ground Obscured
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scured
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NOT TO SCALE

Illustrative and subject to adjustments as part of finalization during final design

FIGURE 3.0-34

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Station Proposed Parking Plan

3.0 Project Description

3.5.7

Utility Improvements, Upgrades, and Relocations

3.0 Project Description

3.5.9

Sustainability Features

The proposed Project would require utility systems improvements and upgrades. Based upon preliminary

The City has developed sustainability guidelines included in the Design Guidelines that are to be

review, it appears that some utility relocations will be required, but these relocations would be generally

incorporated into the design, construction, and operation of Project facilities. The ITC Project will be

minor in nature for a project of this size. The Project will not impact the existing utility substation located

designed and constructed to achieve a minimum of Silver Award Certification under the EnvisionTM

within the HPSP area that serves SoFi Stadium. The location of utilities is based on a review of existing

Sustainable Infrastructure Rating System or equivalent. The MSF will be designed and constructed to meet

documentation and non-evasive field confirmation methods. Physical utility pothole locating work will be

a LEED Silver Certification for BD+C (Building Design and Construction) under the category of Warehouses

conducted during the final design phase to supplement the pot-hole survey work completed to date. The

and Distribution Centers or equivalent. Sustainable measures achieved beyond Silver certification for both

design and construction of the elevated-guideway structures, stations, and support facilities would strive

Envision and LEED or equivalent are encouraged and recommended.

to avoid existing utility and other infrastructure to the extent possible. In addition to surface
improvements, some utility infrastructure that cannot be avoided may need to be relocated to
accommodate the guideway columns and foundations. Any affected utility infrastructure will be relocated

Standards and Guidelines are identified in the areas of site design, energy efficiency, water efficiency and
conservation, material conservation and resource efficiency, and environmental quality. These measures
illustrate the City’s sustainability considerations including, but not limited to, the measures necessary to

and replaced as needed.

meet the certifications referenced above. These guidelines apply to the ATS guideway and stations,

3.5.8

Design Guidelines

passenger walkways, parking areas, and all other components of the ITC.

The Design Guidelines (see Appendix C) establish the City’s comprehensive vision for the transit
experience for City residents and patrons of downtown Inglewood and the surrounding entertainment
and business venues. The guidelines are intended to integrate the design of new and existing facilities and

The design of the individual components of the overall ITC Project will be designed to facilitate the use of
other low impact forms of transportation such as walking, bicycling, carpooling, and the use of electric
and alternative fuel vehicles.

to create a passenger experience that reflects the City’s history and architecture, while providing design
guidance for the proposed ITC Project. The Design Guidelines apply to all components of the ITC Project,

To facilitate this objective, stairways and passenger pathways will be designed to be easily identified,

including the ATS system, guideways, stations, support facilities, and parking areas. These guidelines also

accessible, comfortable, and visually appealing. Similarly, bike parking, carpool parking, electric vehicle

apply to areas of the public realm built by the ITC Project including streetscapes, station plazas, roadways,

charging stations and public transportation connections should be convenient and easy to locate.

and landscape areas.
The ITC Project will also incorporate landscaped outdoor spaces to reduce heat island impacts and provide
The overall purpose of the Design Guidelines is to provide a framework for enhancing the experience in

stormwater detention and treatment, where possible by reducing hardscape areas and increasing

and around downtown Inglewood in a way that is consistent with both the existing urban context and

landscape. Other strategies for heat island reductions identified in the Design Guidelines include the use

future development vision. These guidelines encourage the development of sustainable and user-friendly

of cool-roof materials and light-colored construction materials.

spaces with a focus on unified, distinctive architecture and urban design. They will also shape a seamless
interaction between a variety of users including passengers, cyclists, transit riders, and automobile drivers

Where California Energy Efficiency Standards apply, the project will be more energy efficient than
required. For energy-using equipment not governed by California Energy Efficiency Standards, best

with an emphasis on the public experience.

available energy efficient technologies will be used. Advanced commissioning of building systems will be
The Design Guidelines also address the comprehensive wayfinding, sign and communications program

conducted to ensure systems are operating as designed. To achieve energy use reduction, passive

proposed as part of the Project. Signs will be designed and located to provide clear information and

strategies taking advantage of the favorable local climate will be considered where feasible. The use of

direction for both passengers and transit passengers along the ITC alignment and around station locations.

solar canopies as shade structures in addition to roof-mounted solar is another energy saving strategy

The signage guidelines include design and performance standards for both static and dynamic signage

that will be considered in the design of the individual components of the overall ITC Project.

systems. Approval of a Signage and Lighting Design Plan is required that demonstrates that lighting from
all proposed signs will not adversely affect nearby uses is required.
Meridian Consultants
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3.0 Project Description

x

Coordination of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special
attention during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and
other venues in the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum,
and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center.

x

Coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of
emergency access and response times

for opportunities to reuse materials.

x

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials deliveries

3.5.10

x

Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming construction activities including but not
limited to the establishment of a website with project construction information, signage, and
web-based media.

Water efficiency and conservation opportunities will be implemented to reduce or eliminate potable
water use indoors and in landscape areas.
Material conservation and resource efficiency guidelines are included to reduce the environmental impact
from the use of construction materials by minimizing use of virgin materials, increasing use of recycled
materials, using rapidly renewable materials, using local materials, using durable materials, and looking

Construction Commitment Program

As part of the Project, the City of Inglewood has developed a Construction Commitment Program to proactively address the effects of the construction of the Project on the community. This program, provided

All haul routes and activities will need to be reviewed and approved with truck deliveries of bulk materials

in Appendix D, includes the following programs and plans:

and hauling of soil scheduled during off-peak hours to the extent feasible and on designated routes
x

Business Community and Support Program

x

Business Interruption Assistance Program

x

Transit Access and Circulation Program

vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets at all times except in defined workspace areas unless otherwise

x

Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program

approved by the City.

x

Parking Management Plan

x

Air Quality Program

generates the least amount of noise (to the extent feasible), use of temporary noise barriers, and

x

Visual Resources Program

restrictions on the use of heavy equipment that create vibration near sensitive uses and buildings. Contact

x

Hazardous Materials Program

information for a Community Affairs Liaison will be posted throughout the construction area.

x

Tree Removal and Replacement Plan

The air emissions reduction measures require use of the best commercially available equipment meeting

including freeways and nonresidential streets.
Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles, including workers’ vehicles, trucks, and heavy

Construction noise reduction measures in this Program require the use of construction equipment that

To address the effects of the construction activities on traffic conditions, the City will establish a Project

the highest standard for minimizing air emissions as feasible and the use of electric powered equipment
or equipment not powered by diesel engines where possible.

Task Force to review implementation of the CCP.
The Transit Access and Circulation Program will include coordination with Metro and any other transit
service providers to ensure access to bus transit stops and bus circulation are always maintained, unless

All lighting needed to support construction activities will be required to meet defined standards to avoid
impacts to adjacent uses and all stockpile area will be required to be in the least visible areas as approved
by the City.

infeasible and temporary closure is approved by the City.
The Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be developed by members of the Project Task

3.6

PROPERTY ACQUISITIONS

The proposed Project would require a number of full and partial property and air rights acquisitions and

Force will address the following topics:

easements or leases for construction and operation of the guideway, stations, MSF, and other support

x

Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within the City’s boundaries

x

Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, and traffic flow
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facilities included in the Project as identified in Table 3.0-5: Anticipated Project Acquisitions and
otherwise described in this Section.
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Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Parking Lot

Parking Lot

Parking Lot

Parking Lot

Parking Lot

3.0-78

Full Acquisition

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition
O’Reilly Auto Parts

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition
Small Businesses and Restaurants House of Tacos, Water 4 U, Baja Inc.
Mailbox Rentals, Amar’s Wholesale
Flowers, New Orleans Breakfast Take
Out

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition
Restaurant- Fiesta Martin Bar and Grill

Full Acquisition
Restaurant - Antojitos Martin
(Snack & Juice Bar)

walkway

Easement or partial
acquisition
Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of K Line

maximum of 30 feet to the east of its current location, including frontage along the Forum property at
3900 W. Manchester Boulevard and frontage on the east side of Prairie Avenue in the HPSP area.

Easement or partial
acquisition

vertical circulation elements, ADA-compliant sidewalks, and landscaping. This relocation requires the
acquisition of private property for public right-of-way purposes to expand Prairie Avenue by up to a

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of K Line

proposed Project also requires moving one lane of Prairie Avenue to the east to maintain the existing
roadway capacity of Prairie Avenue while accommodating the columns to support the guideway, stations,

Easement or partial
acquisition

alignment. The acquisition associated with this is more fully described below in Section 3.6.2. The

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of K Line

Avenue as it transitions from the Manchester Boulevard stretch to the Prairie Avenue stretch of the

Easement or partial
acquisition

Further along the alignment, the guideway will also pass through a private property at 401 S. Prairie

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of K Line

described below in Section 3.6.4.

Easement or partial
acquisition

intersection of Manchester Boulevard and E. Spruce Avenue. This proposed acquisition is more fully

Table 3.0-5
Anticipated Project Acquisitions

The guideway will also need to pass from Manchester Boulevard to access the MSF just north of the

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of K Line

fully described below in Section 3.6.4.

Anticipated
Acquisition Type

intersection of Manchester Boulevard and E. Spruce Avenue. The acquisition associated with this is more

Existing Use/Primary Business

Project Needs

The guideway will also need to pass from Manchester Boulevard to access the MSF just north of the

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

demolition of the property at 150 S. Market Street is necessary to implement the proposed Project.

walkway

existing public surface parking lot (which currently contains 6 parking spaces). As a result, acquisition, and

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger

50-space surface public parking lot will be developed at this location as part of the proposed Project. This
lot will be created by combining the currently private property at 150 S. Market Street with an adjacent

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger

partially extend beyond the public right-of-way and into the private property at 150 S. Market Street which
currently is occupied by a 2-story commercial building (see Table 3.0-5). Additionally, an approximately

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger
walkway connection

At the northeast corner of the Market Street and Manchester Boulevard intersection, the guideway would

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger
walkway connection

Guideway

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger
walkway connection

3.6.1

3.0 Project Description

3.0 Project Description

319 E. Florence Ave

325 E. Florence Ave

327 E. Florence Ave

333 E. Florence Ave

310 E. Florence Ave

300 E. Florence Ave

254 N. Market St

250 N. Market St

236 N. Market St

234 N. Market St

Address Not Available

226 N. Market St

Address Not Available

4015-019-904

4015-019-905

4015-019-906

4015-019-907

4015-027-030

4015-027-031

4015-027-032

4015-027-033

4015-027-035

4015-027-020

4015-027-042

4015-027-022

4015-027-052

way onto currently private property, requiring the acquisition of some or all of 6 additional private parcels.

317 E. Florence Ave

Finally, to the south of Arbor Vitae Street, the guideway will expand beyond the existing public right-of-

4015-019-902

existing facilities will be necessary. Further details of these parcels are noted in Section 3.6.2 below.

Property Address

into properties west of Prairie. As a result, acquisition of these parcels is needed and demolition of some

APN #

The guideway along Prairie from south of Arbor Vitae to the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station extends

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Sreet Station. The property acquisition associated with these improvements are
more fully described below in Section 3.6.2.
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The guideway will ultimately pass-through private property at 1035 S. Prairie Ave. to terminate at the

200 N. Market St

240 N. Market St

230 N. Market St
224 N. Market St
222 N. Market St

210 N. Market St

Address Not Available
150 S. Market St.

500 E. Manchester Blvd.

401 S. Prairie Ave.
923 S. Prairie Avenue

937 S. Prairie Avenue

945 S. Prairie Avenue

1003 S. Prairie Avenue

4015-027-051

4015-027-038

4015-027-040
4015-027-041
4015-027-049

4015-027-050

4021-010-901
4021-010-015

4021-024-015
4021-036-049
4021-036-027
4024-008-015

4024-009-004
4024-009-003
4024-009-005
4024-009-007

1007 S. Prairie Avenue

1011 S. Prairie Avenue

1035 S. Prairie Ave.

3900 W. Manchester Blvd.

600 S. Prairie Ave.

600 S. Prairie Ave.

Address Not Available

Address Not Available

4024-009-008

4024-009-015

4024-009-033

4025-001-002

4025-011-064

4025-011-065

4025-011-901

4025-011-086

Meridian Consultants
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APN #
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Property Address

APN #

Partial Acquisition

Retail Commercial Center with Gas
Station, Planet Fitness, and Vons
grocery store (with Starbucks and US
Bank branch located inside Vons)

Project Needs

Guideway and construction staging

Easements or partial
acquisition

Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
acquisition, or easements

Guideway and construction staging

Easements or partial
acquisition

Prairie Ave./Manchester Blvd. Station, guideway, construction
staging, and future parking

Maintenance and Storage Facility, guideway, power
distribution system substation, construction staging, and
future parking

Guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Construction staging and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Project Needs

Roadway, sidewalks, and parkway
Up to 30’ for elevated passenger walkway connection to
Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station, roadway, sidewalks, and
parkway,

Easement or partial
acquisition
Easement or partial
acquisition

City of Inglewood Intermodal Transit
Facility
Parking Lot

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Up to 30’ for roadway, sidewalks, and parkway

Easement or partial
acquisition
Parking Lot

3.0-80

Up to 30’ for roadway, sidewalks, and parkway

Easement or partial
acquisition
Parking Lot

Roadway, sidewalks, and parkway, and elevated passenger
walkway connection from Prairie Ave./Manchester Blvd.
Station
Easement or partial
acquisition

The Forum (parking) Commercial
Recreation

Prairie Ave./Hardy St. Station, power distribution system
substation (potential), vertical circulation, guideway, columns,
construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition

Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
acquisition, or easements

Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
acquisition, or easements

Anticipated
Acquisition Type

3.0 Project Description
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Retail Commercial Center with several
restaurants, nail/hair salons, retail
commercial businesses, tax service,
medical office

Vacant Buildings/Surface Parking Lot

Vacant/Undeveloped

Existing Use/Primary Business

3.0-79

Office-Warehouse/Peak Performance Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
Training Center
acquisition, or easements

Retail Commercial/Restaurant

Vacant/Undeveloped

Vacant Buildings/Surface Parking Lot

Full Acquisition

Full acquisition

Vacant

Full Acquisition

Parking Lot

Full Acquisition

Westchester Dental Care, Randy’s
Donuts and Chinese Foot To-Go, Luxe
Gold Salon, Citifund Tax Financial &
Notary / Selwyn’s Jewelry / Senior
Korner
World Hat and Boot Mart /
Commercial

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

CVS Pharmacy

GMD Store (general department store)

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

Small Businesses – Silk Nails, Advance
America, Inglewood Optometric
Center, Inglewood Beauty Supply,
Inglewood Beauty Salon
Clothing Store - DD’s Discounts Store

Full Acquisition

Anticipated
Acquisition Type

No Existing Business; Abandoned
Building

Existing Use/Primary Business

3.0 Project Description

3.0 Project Description

3.6.2

Stations

3.0 Project Description

spaces will be provided at the MSF Facility site at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard, these spaces are will be

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station, along with the accompanying surface parking lot and
multimodal pick-up and drop-off area, is proposed on private property located between Florence Avenue

dedicated for used by Vons’s customers and MSF employees and visitors.

3.6.4

Maintenance and Storage Facility

and Regent Street. As shown in Table 3.0-5, acquisition of 15 parcels is proposed to accommodate the
Market Street/Florence Avenue Station and the accompanying parking and pick-up/drop-off areas.
Passenger access points to connect the station to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station would
extend outside the right-of-way and land in the adjacent properties where the Downtown Inglewood
Station is located. Easements or other property rights for columns, vertical circulation, and passenger
access points will likely be required; additional coordination with Metro will help define the exact rights

The MSF and adjacent surface public parking lot would occupy the eastern portion of the parcel at 500 E.
Manchester Boulevard, the southern portion of which is currently developed with a retail commercial
building containing a Vons grocery store and other commercial businesses. and the northeast portion of
which is currently developed with a gas station. The MSF Facility will be approximately 75,000 SF in size
and is proposed on the eastern half of this block to allow the Vons store currently located on the block to
remain on the site in a new building. A new Vons store is proposed to be built on the northwest corner of

needed.

this block on the corner of Manchester Boulevard. and Hillcrest Boulevard. Demolition of existing
The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station and accompanying surface parking lot is proposed on

structures and the gas station, along with a partial acquisition of this parcel, is proposed to implement the

two contiguous private parcels under common ownership that are on the southwest corner of the

proposed Project.

intersection of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Acquisition of these parcels is proposed. An
elevated passenger walkway across Prairie Avenue to provide access to the Forum would also require an

3.6.5

easement or partial acquisition on the Forum property for this passenger walkway connection.

Potential Permanent and Temporary Easements and Other Property
Acquisitions

In addition to the anticipated acquisitions listed in Table 3.0-5, additional permanent and/or temporary
The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station and accompanying surface parking lot is proposed on two
contiguous private parcels under common ownership located on the southwest corner of the intersection

easements may need to be acquired on private properties located immediately adjacent to existing street
right of way to accommodate the following Project improvement conditions:

of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street. Acquisition of these parcels is proposed. As shown in Table 3.0-5 and
discussed in Section 3.6.1 above, acquisition (partial or full) of 7 additional parcels north of 1035. S. Prairie

x

Grading repairs and adjustments due to roadway, sidewalk, and hardscape improvements.

Avenue is also proposed to accommodate the guideway north of this station.

x

Access and/or staging areas to construct guideway, columns, station, and roadway improvements.

3.6.3

x

Utility service line reconfiguration necessary from utility mainline relocation/modifications.

Construction Staging and Parking

As described above, the proposed Project includes providing additional public parking in certain locations
along the ITC alignment. These parking areas will be used as staging areas during construction but will
ultimately provide public parking needed to support use of the ITC Project and the revitalization of
Downtown Inglewood, and also replace public parking on streets and one existing public parking lot that
will be removed to implement the ITC Project. Additional properties identified in Table 3.0-5 or described
in Section 3.6.5 will also be used as staging areas during construction.

3.7

CONSTRUCTION

Construction of the proposed ATS System is planned to occur in multiple phases over approximately 46
months between January 2024 and November 2027. Construction of the new replacement Vons store
would occur prior to construction of the ATS System. The analysis of the potential impacts that would
result from the construction of the Project is based on the definition of the phases of construction as
defined in the Inglewood Transit Connector Project Baseline Construction Phasing Narrative, June 2021

Approximately 650 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at the Market

provided in Appendix F to this Recirculated Draft EIR. To meet the schedule objectives, multiple phases

Street/Florence Avenue Station. Approximately 50 public parking spaces would be provided in a surface

would occur concurrently. Construction of the proposed Project is contingent on Project approvals; it is

parking lot at 150 S. Market Street. Additional surface parking would be provided at the Prairie

anticipated that the Inglewood City Council will consider the Project for approval in late 2021/early 2022.

Avenue/Hardy Street Station. Acquisition of these sites is proposed for use as construction staging areas.

The general sequence of construction developed for analysis in this Draft EIR represents the best available

After construction is complete, these sites will be improved as public parking lots. While additional parking

information at the time of review. The following is a summary of the planned phases of the construction
of the Project.
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3.0 Project Description

3.7.1

Construction Phasing

3.0 Project Description

Hardy Street, the commercial building at 925 S. Prairie Avenue, and the commercial building at 1003 S.

The construction phasing as described below represents a reasonable set of assumptions for analysis of
the potential impacts from construction of the Project. The construction phasing described below will
likely be refined as design and implementation of the Project progresses and a contractor is selected.
Prior to Phase 1 construction activities being initiated on the MSF site, the owner/operator of the Vons
supermarket currently located on this site would demolish the existing Vons gas station on the corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue and pave this area for use as a parking area for the new Vons
store to be built on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. This construction would

Prairie Avenue.
After demolition, the remaining asphalt flatwork areas at the commercial plaza at Market Street and
Regent Street, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street, and the retail commercial center at
northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, will provide space for construction staging, including
but not limited to, space for equipment storage, material staging and storage, contractor jobsite trailers,
and on-site parking for construction staff throughout the entire project duration.

Phase 2

occur over an approximate 10-month period prior to Phase 1 of the ITC construction.
Phase 2 would include activities to enable the construction sequence of the guideway along Prairie

Phase 1

Avenue from Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard, and work at the MSF site. Phase 2 construction

Phase 1 would include demolition of buildings and site improvements on properties acquired for
construction of the project, the beginning of construction of the MSF, trenching and installation of

would occur in 2024 through 2025.
Phase 2 construction would include the following:

primary power duct bank, and preparatory work on the east side of Prairie Avenue to allow for the
roadway shift. Phase 1 construction would start in January 2024.

x

Removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition of other improvements as
needed along the guideway alignment. This work includes new or temporary pavement and asphalt
for road work and sidewalks.

x

Utility work including potential relocations, protection in place where feasible, and new utility
installations including but not limited to electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic
signals, and streetlights.

x

Drilling of the foundations for the MSF building.

x

Construct new pavement, sidewalks, streetlights, traffic signals, and other infrastructure on Prairie
Avenue, and shift the roadway east to its new alignment.

x

The installation of a K-Rail system on the west side of Prairie Avenue to delineate the construction
area. The K-Rail system will be installed approximately twenty-two feet into the public right-of-way
from the westerly face of curb on Prairie Avenue, excluding sidewalks, from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard and maintained until construction in this area is completed. The area within
the K-Rail system will be used for the mobilization of equipment, drilling, crane operations and
concrete pump outriggers for the excavation and installation of concrete foundations, concrete piles,
single and double concrete columns, beam girders and cantilevered bents for the aerial construction.

x

Installation of buildings for the electrical equipment and subsystems at each of the two PDS substation
sites.

Phase 1 construction would include the following:
x

Demolition of buildings and site improvements on property acquired for the project. As noted below,
portions of the areas to be demolished will be used for construction staging.

x

Utility locations for protection in place, possible utility relocations, and new utility installation for
utilities such as electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic signals, and streetlights.

x

Removal and disposal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscape, and medians as needed, including
the installation of new or temporary pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks, along the
east side of Prairie Avenue.

x

Site preparation for installation of the PDS substations, electrical equipment, and subsystems will
occur at the MSF site and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station Site.

x

Installation of the primary power duct bank along Prairie Avenue.

x

Installation of the power duct bank for the SCE power feed from the SCE Inglewood Substation to the
MSF site.

The properties where existing buildings and site improvements will be demolished include the existing
retail commercial center at Market Street and Regent Street, the commercial buildings located at 500
Manchester Boulevard, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street on the northeast corner of
Manchester and Market Street, the retail commercial center at northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and
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3.0 Project Description

Phase 3

Phase 4

Phase 3 would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, foundation work for the Market

Phase 4 construction would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, guideway column caps along

Street/Florence Avenue Station, and construction for the support structure of the MSF building. Phase 3

Market Street, and the MSF building deck and shell. Phase 4 activities will include utility relocation (if

work will include utility relocation (if necessary), foundations, cast-in-place (CIP) columns, and setting of

necessary), foundations, CIP columns, guideway column caps, and installation of equipment at the PDS

prefabricated buildings at the PDS substations. Phase 3 construction would occur in 2024 through 2025.

substations. Phase 4 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

Phase 3 of construction would include the following:

Phase 4 of construction would include the following:

x

Utility work including potential relocations, protection in place where feasible, and new utility
installations including but not limited to electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic
signals, and streetlights.

x

Removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition of other improvements on
Manchester as needed along the guideway alignment. This work includes new or temporary
pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks.

x

Removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition as needed. This work includes
new or temporary pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks.

x

Utility work including potential relocations, protection in place where feasible, and new utility
installations including but not limited to electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic
signals, and streetlights.

x

The installation of a K-Rail system on the south side of Manchester Boulevard to delineate the
construction area. The K-Rail system will be installed approximately twenty-two feet into the public
right-of-way from southerly face of curb, excluding sidewalks, along Manchester Boulevard from
Prairie Avenue to Market Street and maintained until construction in this area is completed. The area
within the K-Rail system will be used for the mobilization of equipment, drilling, crane operations and
concrete pump outriggers for the excavation and installation of concrete foundations, concrete piles,
single and double concrete columns, beam girders and cantilevered bents for the aerial construction.

x

Installation on of the building deck, shell, and steel roof members on the MSF building.

x

Construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders, for Market Street/Florence Avenue
Station.

x

Construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders, for Prairie Ave/Hardy Street
Station.

x

Construction of the guideway columns and column caps along Market Street.

x

Installation of electrical equipment in the PDS substation buildings.

x

Reconstruct sidewalk, curb, and gutter on the west side of Prairie Avenue and south side of
Manchester Boulevard.

x

After construction activities on the west side of Prairie Avenue are completed, construction of the
east side of Prairie Avenue would begin. A K-rail system would be installed to delineate the
construction area on the east side of Prairie Avenue. The K-Rail system will be installed approximately
fifteen-feet into the public right-of-way starting from the easterly face of curb, excluding sidewalk,
from Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard. If needed, a temporary easement or utility setback may
be utilized to secure staging areas. The area within the K-Rail system will be used for the installation
of foundations, CIP columns, single and double concrete columns, beam girders and cantilevered
bents for the aerial construction.

x

After construction activities on the south side of Manchester Boulevard are completed, construction
of the north side of Manchester Boulevard would begin. A K-rail system would be installed to delineate
the construction area on the north side of Manchester Boulevard. The area within the K-Rail system
will be used for the installation of foundations, CIP columns, single and double concrete columns,
beam girders and cantilevered bents for the aerial construction.

x

Drill foundations for the ATS guideway along the east side of Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard, and the north side of Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market
Street.

x

Installation of buildings for the electrical equipment and subsystems at each of the two PDS substation
sites.

x

Construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders for MSF building.

x

The installation of two rows of K-Rail system along Market Street to delineate the construction area.
The K-Rail system will be installed approximately twenty-five feet into the public right-of-way in the
center of Market Street, from Manchester Boulevard to Florence Avenue. The area within the K-Rail
system will be used for the mobilization of equipment, drilling, crane operations and concrete pump
outriggers for the excavation and installation of concrete foundations, concrete piles, single and
double concrete columns, beam girders and for supports directly under the guideway.

x

Drill foundations for the ATS guideway along the west side of Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard, the south side of Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
Market Street from Manchester Boulevard to Florence Avenue.

x

Drill foundations for the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station.

x

Drill foundations for the Prairie Ave/Manchester Boulevard Station.

x

Drill foundations for the Prairie Ave/Hardy Street Station.
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3.0 Project Description

Phase 5



During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

Phase 5 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy



During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be
necessary.



The staging and holding area for the delivery of girders and beams will be located in the MSF
staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
guideway girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Phase 5 activities will include
guideway girders, guideway straddle caps, and installation of equipment at the PDS substations. Phase 5
construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

x

Phase 5 construction would include the following:
x

Installation of electrical equipment in the PDS substation buildings.

Phase 6

Aerial construction of the guideway on Market Street, with precast segments and/or formwork with
precast trapezoidal troughs and girders. This work would include temporary closure of Market Street
during the following activities for safety measures:


During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.



Traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath precast segments while they are being moved
and set.



During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms, temporary lane closures would be
necessary.



The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments, girders, and beams will be
located in the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station staging area; delivery to the construction
area may require street closures.

Phase 6 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
completion of Pincay Station, completion of Hardy Station, and completion of the MSF building, and the
elevated passenger walkway to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. Phase 6 construction
would occur in 2025 through 2026.
Phase 6 construction would include the following:
x

Aerial construction of the guideway on Manchester Boulevard, with precast segments and/or
formwork with precast trapezoidal troughs and girders. This work would include temporary closure
of Manchester Boulevard during the following activities for safety measures:


During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.
Traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath precast segments while they are being moved
and set.

x

Construction on the interior of the MSF building.



x

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork for Pincay Station with precast trapezoidal troughs and
steel girders, and construction of platform, mezzanine, and vertical circulation elements.



x

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork for Prairie Ave/Hardy Station with precast trapezoidal
troughs and steel girders, and construction of platform, mezzanine, and vertical circulation elements.

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be
necessary.

x

Aerial construction of the guideway straddle cap formwork on Manchester Boulevard. This work
would include temporary closure of Manchester Boulevard during the following activities for safety
measures:



The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments, girders, and beams will be
located in the MSF staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

x

Completion of the MSF including building commissioning.



During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

x



During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be
necessary.

Aerial construction of the guideway on Prairie Avenue, with precast segments and/or formwork with
precast trapezoidal troughs and girders. This work would include temporary closure of Prairie Avenue
during the following activities for safety measures:


x

The staging and holding area for the delivery of girders and beams will be located in the MSF
staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

Aerial construction of the guideway straddle cap formwork on Prairie Avenue. This work would
include temporary closure of Prairie Avenue during the following activities for safety measures:
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x



During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.



Traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath precast segments while they are being moved
and set.

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the uses
of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be necessary.
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x

3.0 Project Description

The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments, girders, and beams will be located
in the MSF staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

x

Installation of the station platform equipment and systems, such as platform doors, passenger
information systems, and ticket vending.



Completion of the electrical equipment in the PDS substation buildings.

x

Installation, testing, and commissioning of the PDS substation and power systems.



Aerial construction of the guideway formwork with precast trapezoidal troughs and steel girders,
and completion of platform, mezzanine, and vertical circulation elements for Pincay Station.

x

Testing and commissioning of the ATS trains

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork with precast trapezoidal troughs and steel girders,
and completion of platform, mezzanine, and vertical circulation elements for the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street Station.

x

Station commissioning.

x

This work will involve periodic temporary lane closures as needed to allow access to the aerial
construction platforms, installation of equipment, completion of platforms, stations, and electrical
systems, and completing roadway improvements and modifications.





Construction of the overhead bridge across Florence Avenue, providing a passenger access
walkway from the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station to the Metro K Line Downtown
Inglewood Station.

Phase 7

The construction phases described above consist of tasks to occur in the pre-construction, surface
construction, aerial construction, and light construction sequences of construction. These associated
activities and tasks are described as follows.

Phase 7 construction would include final site work and completion of the stations. Phase 7 would occur
in 2026.

Pre-Construction
Pre-construction activities would consist of assembling/drawing design packages; commencing off-site
manufacturing; commencing acquisitions; relocating, modifying, or protecting in place utility lines, as
needed; identifying traffic lights and signals to be relocated during construction, including preparing
temporary signals and street lighting; commencing survey requirements; conducting confirmation
geotechnical investigations focusing on geological, groundwater, seismic, and environmental conditions;
developing a traffic control plan and determining detours and haul routes; erecting safety devices and
noise berries; identifying staging and employee parking areas for each construction phase; and mobilizing
construction equipment within designated staging areas.

Phase 7 construction would include the following:
x

Final site work and paving on Manchester Boulevard.

x

Completion of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station.

x

Completion of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station.

x

Completion of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station.

x

Final site work at the MSF site.

x

Final site work at the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station.

x

Construction of all surface parking lots.

x

Final roadway improvements and modifications, and re-striping of streets as required.

Surface Construction
The following surface construction activities will occur:
x

Inspections to define demolition activities for existing building structures, facilities and utilities
including open hardscapes and landscapes impacted by surface and aerial construction.

Phase 8 construction would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and primarily

x

Demolition of existing buildings where proposed.

incudes installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS trains. Phase 8

x

Removal of underground storage tanks associated with building demolition, and remediation of
contaminated soil, if necessary.

Phase 8

construction would occur in 2025 through 2027, with the primary construction activities occurring in 2026
and some installation of equipment starting towards the end of Phase 3 construction when sufficient

x

Separation of contaminated soils, if necessary, to be disposed of as soon as they are identified.

aerial structure is available for the installation of the equipment.

x

Demolition of sidewalks and streets. Removal of existing asphalt surfaces, concrete sidewalks, and
center medians.

Phase 8 construction would include the following:

x

Clearing and grubbing including removal of landscaping as needed.

x

Installation of the ATS track work.

x

Construction of foundations, cast-in-place (CIP) columns, and column caps for ATS guideway.

x

Installation, testing, and commissioning of the operation and control systems

x

Relocation and installation of streetlights and traffic signals.
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x

Construction of site improvements for the MSF, PDS substations, and adjoining infrastructure.

x

Construction of temporary or final concrete sidewalks, curbs, gutters, driveways, roadway
improvements, striping, traffic and passenger signage, parking meters, hardscape, and landscape.

Aerial Construction
Aerial construction activities would include:
x

Construction of columns and straddle bents for ATS guideway.

x

Construction of aerial ATS guideway. It is assumed that the aerial segments would be constructed as
precast trapezoidal troughs and/or using precast prestressed concrete “I” girder placed on CIP
concrete columns, with post-tensioning strands for the guideway.

3.0 Project Description

construction of the elevated guideway, columns and station components that could impact Prairie Avenue
and Manchester Boulevard would be primarily constructed during the off-peak hours and night hours to
minimize impacts to daily commuter traffic and potential event traffic.
Delivery of construction materials would occur during the night shift, as would most temporary lane
closures. Construction activities during the day shift would primarily consist of work that could proceed
without requiring lane closures or material disruption to daily commuter traffic and potential event traffic
along Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Additionally, it can be anticipated that some minor
activity would occur during periods in between construction shifts for logistics, moving equipment, etc.
Pursuant to the Inglewood Municipal Code, 7 any construction between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM
will require the approval of a permit from the Permits and License Committee of the City.

x

The aerial ATS guideway would be lifted and connected into place atop the cast-in-place pile cap
columns, and the top deck would be formed and poured.

3.7.3

x

Construction of columns, straddle bents and support structures for the above-grade stations.

Off-Road On-Site Equipment

x

Construction of the above-grade stations. The stations consist of three levels, with ground access
leading to a mezzanine level and a platform level. The station would consist of structural concrete
slabs with edge girders and post-tension concrete, a roof structure, and vertical circulation.

Construction Equipment

Light Construction

Off-road construction equipment would include impact pile drivers, auger drill rigs, excavators, backhoes,
loaders, cranes, drill rig trucks, compactors, and other heavy-duty construction equipment that is not
licensed for travel on public highways. Off-road equipment is inventoried based on equipment type,
model, and horsepower rating.

Light construction activities would consist of:

On-Road On-Site Equipment

x

Interior and exterior finishes for the MSF building.

x

Interior and exterior finishes for the stations.

x

ATS systems installation and testing, such as train control systems, communication systems, and
electrical and mechanical systems.

On-road on-site equipment would include shuttle vans transporting construction employees to and from
the site(s), on-site pick-up trucks, crew vans, water trucks, dump trucks, haul trucks, street sweepers, and
other on road-road vehicles licensed to travel on public roadways.

x

Minor roadway improvements.

On-Road Off-Site Equipment
On-road off-site vehicles would include personal vehicles for construction employees to come and go to
work, and delivery vehicles for materials and equipment.

Construction Hours
Construction activity would occur 24-hours a day seven days a week with primarily heavy construction
activities (those involving large equipment use on site) primarily occurring over a 16 hour/day schedule
with two shifts, either a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an evening shift from
approx. 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM, or a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and a night shift
from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM. The night shift would be used for material deliveries, export of
soil and debris and other light construction activities. However, certain heavy construction activities that
necessitate temporary road closures could occur at night-time to minimize traffic impacts.

3.7.4

Workforce Estimates

The proposed workforce estimate is based on the phases of construction, which may overlap in any
calendar year. Including all contractor staff and specialty on-site professionals, the approximate workforce
would be 50 to 100 for Phase 1, 100 to 140 for Phase 2, 165 to 200 for Phase 3, 210 to 240 for Phase 4,
210 to 240 for Phase 5, 165 to 200 for Phase 6, 90 to 125 for Phase 7, and 50 to 100 for Phase 8.

Due to site constraints, primarily along Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard, just-in-time deliveries
of construction materials would be required during off-peak hours and/or night hours. Additionally,
7
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City, Municipal Code, Section 5-41, Construction of Building and Projects Noise Regulated.
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Construction Staging Areas and Employee Contractor Parking
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At each construction staging area, the contractor would implement, as necessary, security and screen
fencing, surveillance cameras, security personnel, and the locking and securing of equipment.
Additionally, the proposed Project would incorporate various temporary construction fencing features to
screen much of the construction activities along major public approaches and perimeter roadways. If
necessary, contractor employees would be shuttled between construction sites and contractor employee
parking areas within 1 mile of the proposed Project as needed.
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Designated delivery and haul routes would be established for the proposed Project consistent with the
City’s General Plan roadway designations and the haul routes currently used for local projects. As noted
above, all haul routes would be reviewed and approved by the City as part of the Construction
Commitment Program (see Appendix D). As shown in Figure 3.0-35, the primary delivery and haul routes
proposed during construction of the proposed Project would utilize Florence Avenue, Manchester
Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard, which have been designated by the City as appropriate
for heavy truck use. 8 For materials delivered to and stored at designated construction staging areas, the
contractor haul routes to and from the proposed Project would be generally on public streets. These
routes would convey materials to and from regional routes, including the I-405 (Glen Anderson Freeway)
and I-405 (San Diego Freeway).
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For the MSF site, a portion of the site outside the active construction footprints of the MSF and PDS
substation would be used for minor construction staging, such as materials storage. Most of the site is
proposed to be occupied by the reconstructed Vons supermarket and associated parking. Additionally,
equipment and materials storage would also take place in the linear staging areas in the form of one lane
of roadway along the length of alignment separated by K-rail.

3.7.6
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To the extent possible, construction laydown, staging areas, and employee contractor parking for the
proposed Project would be located within the alignment for the proposed facilities. Proposed staging
areas are shown in Figure 3.0-35: Proposed Construction Staging Areas and Haul Routes. The potential
staging areas include the sites for all three stations, the MSF site, and the properties at 150 S. Market
Street, 401 S. Prairie Avenue, and 1035 S. Prairie Avenue proposed for acquisition as part of the Project.
Further, City-owned lots near the northeast corner of the Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, and
others near the proposed Project could be used for construction employee parking.

Doty Av

3.7.5
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3.0 Project Description

104th St

Legend:
Proposed ITC Alignment
Proposed ITC Station

N
8

City of Inglewood Municipal Code, Section 3-95, Truck Routes Established.
https://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=3-3-3_85&frames=on.
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It is anticipated that the haul routes closest to the respective work and staging areas of the Project

connecting the Downtown Inglewood Metro Rail station to the LASED including SoFi Stadium, the Forum,

alignment will be used. Excavated dirt materials may be hauled at night, where possible, due to the busier

and the IBEC with the ITC Project, and supporting the City’s goal to promote adequate public

freeways and surface streets around or near the excavation site during daytime hours. An excavation plan

transportation within the City and the region by adding the ITC Project.

would be prepared that defines haul routes, dust control, sweeping, and the location(s) for final disposal.
Second, a description of the proposed ITC Project would be added to the “Passenger Train Service”

3.8

APPROVALS

subsection under the “Development Factors-Transportation Network” section. The subsection provides a

The proposed Project includes an amendment to the City’s General Plan and an amendment to Chapter
12, Planning and Zoning, of the Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC) to create an overlay zone to allow the
construction and operation of the proposed Project. In addition, amendments to the City’s Medical
Enterprise Overlay Zone and the HPSP are proposed. The proposed Project would also include approvals
related to the demolition and reconstruction of the Vons market, the reconfiguration of existing parcels
through the approval of lot line adjustments, parcel maps, or tract maps and various other approvals as

list of passenger train services available in the City of Inglewood.
Third, the “Downtown Transit Oriented District” subsection in the “Future Land Uses” chapter would be
amended to identify the proposed Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone (TC Overlay Zone) as one of the
overlay zones in Downtown Inglewood. The TC Overlay Zone would supersede all other zones and overlay
zones in the Project area, including the concept plans and zoning and design guidelines outlined by the
Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights TOD Plan.

described below.

Circulation Element
3.8.1

General Plan Amendment
The amendment to the General Plan Circulation Element 11 would include changes to text and diagrams

The City’s General Plan consists of the elements required by State law, including the Land Use, Circulation,

related to the five components described below.

Safety, Noise, Housing, Open Space, and Conservation Elements. The City adopted an Environmental
Justice Element of the General Plan in June 2020.9 The proposed Project would include amendments to

First, Market Street, between Florence Avenue to the north and La Brea Avenue to the south currently

the Land Use, Circulation, and Safety Elements as described below.

has two lanes of traffic in each direction with a center turn lane. With the Project, the configuration of
Market Street will be changed to have one lane of traffic in each direction between Regent Street and

Land Use Element

Manchester Boulevard with a center island. The Circulation Element currently classifies Market Street as

The City’s General Plan Land Use Element, inclusive of amendments through 2020, addresses key issues

a Minor Arterial street. Minor Arterial streets contain two lanes of traffic in each direction.; this section

involving the use of land in the City; provides a framework of goals and objectives for decision makers as

of Market Street will be reclassified as a Collector street; Collector streets have one lane of traffic in each

they consider the long-term commitment of land resources; and analyzes population and land use

direction.

requirements into the future. 10
Second, the Circulation Element identifies typical street sections for common right-of-way widths and
The amendment to the General Plan Land Use Element would include changes to the text and diagrams

sections of streets planned for widening. The second component of the proposed amendment includes

related to the three components as described below.

defining the maximum right of way for Prairie Avenue, between Manchester Boulevard to the north and
Hardy Street to the south, as 132 feet.

First, the Goals and Objectives section would be modified to incorporate the ITC Project into the
subsections addressing Circulation and the Downtown Transit Oriented District. The modified objectives

Third, a description of the proposed Project, including its connection to the Metro K Line, would be added

address integration of the ATS system into the existing historic core area around Market Street,

to the description of light rail facilities in the City.

9
10

City of Inglewood, General Plan, Environmental Justice Element, Adopted June 2020.
City of Inglewood, General Plan, “Land Use Element” (adopted 1980, amended 1986, 2009, and 2016), accessed March
2019, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element-1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016PDF
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11

City of Inglewood, General Plan, “Circulation Element” (1992), accessed March 2019,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/128/Circulation-Element-1992-PDF.
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3.0 Project Description

Fourth, changes to the descriptions of the street environment, parkways, medians, and on-street parking

1. The construction, operation and maintenance of any at-grade or elevated fixed guideway
transportation system, including, without limitation, light rail (which may consist of an automated
people mover system, automated guideway transit, monorail, and/or any other comparable system
that may be steel-wheel/steel rail, rubber tired or magnetically levitated, supported on rail(s) from
below, straddling, or suspended from overhead beam(s) from above), trolley, busway (including rapid
transit), and/or comparable transit or transportation system, including public and private rights-ofway, easements, underground utilities, tracks, spurs, guideways, footings, support columns, support
beams, and any appurtenant facilities, improvements, and equipment, including stations (which may
be at-grade or elevated and comprise of one or multiple levels), maintenance facilities, storage
facilities, operations control centers, related administrative and office facilities, restrooms, vertical
and horizontal circulation elements (such as stairs, escalators, elevators, and passenger walkways),
plazas or similar open space areas, platforms, signals, utility and storage areas, power distribution
elements, electrical or traction power substations, rolling stock, and the like, that are necessary and
related to the operation, maintenance and security of the transportation system.

on Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue that would be affected by the Project would
be made.
Fifth, because insufficient right-of-way is available on Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and
Century Boulevard to accommodate a bicycle lane, modification of the Bike Route Plan is proposed to
preserve multimodal transportation options and connections for residents and employees along this
section of Prairie Avenue.

Safety Element
The Safety Element 12 would be amended to include descriptions of the proposed Project components
including the guideway, stations MSF and PDS substations. Specifically, the proposed Project will be added
to the element as a Critical Facility. The description of transportation routes would be updated to
incorporate the presence of proposed Project components along its alignment.

3.8.2

2. Parking facilities (surface, subsurface, or structured) for transportation facilities (including such
facilities’ employees and users) or for use by adjacent businesses or public facilities.

Municipal Code Amendment

An amendment to Chapter 12, Planning and Zoning, of the IMC is proposed to create a Transportation
Corridor Overlay Zone (TC Overlay Zone) that would apply to the proposed Project areas. A Zone Change
and a Zoning Code Amendment are both required to establish the TC Overlay Zone. The TC Overlay Zone
would modify the underlying zones to allow the development and operation of the proposed Project and
all components on the properties in the underlying zones that overlap with the Project. The TC Overlay
Zone would define the uses permitted in this overlay zone area and applicable supplemental development
standards for the ITC facilities, and the City’s design review process for the ITC Project.
The permitted uses for the TC Overlay Zone would be modeled upon, and expand on, the City’s existing
Transportation Corridor (T-C) Zone described in Section 12-38.5019Fof the IMC, which provides the zoning
framework for the Metro K Line within the City, with adjustments made to accommodate the elements
necessary for an above-grade guideway, the MSF, the PDS substations, the multilevel stations, vertical
circulation elements and connecting walkways and bridges, and all of the related supporting facilities and
infrastructure. The proposed T-C-O Zone would allow the following as permitted uses (the TC Overlay
Zone Uses):

3. Mobility hubs (which may be co-located with parking facilities) and multimodal pick-up and drop-off
facilities.
4. In conjunction with the uses permitted in subsections (1) - (3) of this Section, property in the TC
Overlay Zone may be landscaped and otherwise improved with ornamental fencing, ornamental
lighting, directional and informational signage, public information and communications signage
systems and all related facilities, fiber optics, emergency lighting, security systems, rest areas and
seating, café or food service carts, service kiosks or structures, retail, and other similar streetscape
improvements, public amenities or other uses typically found in public transit stations.
5. Station sites and maintenance or storage facility sites in the TC Overlay Zone may be jointly developed
with station facilities and commercial, residential, public facility, or mixed uses.
6. As interim uses only during periods of construction, construction staging and laydown (including
storage of all equipment and materials), fencing, construction-related office, and employee space
(which may include restrooms and a canteen and/or food vendor area), interim parking, and ancillary
temporary structures and any other temporary use approved by the Director of Public Works as
reasonably related to any of the foregoing temporary or permanent uses or otherwise in the public
interest.

12 City of Inglewood, General Plan, “Circulation Element” (1992), accessed March 2019,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/128/Circulation-Element-1992-PDF.
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The TC Overlay Zone would also define development standards applicable to these permitted uses

3.0 Project Description

x

including the following:
x

A height limit of 110 feet for station sites, 75 feet for the MSF site, and 75 feet for all other
improvements, structures, and elements of the proposed Project, which include the guideway. These
are height limits calculated above finished grade.

Planning Area Two: Properties that are zoned R-M and located to the south of Manchester Boulevard
and those C-2 zoned properties adjacent to the west side of Prairie Avenue that are located between
Manchester Boulevard to the north and Hardy Street to the south.

The Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone currently applies to the following properties where the following
Project Elements are proposed

x

No minimum setbacks (0’ setback).

x

Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station

x

No minimum street frontage requirements.

x

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

x

Parking and public art requirements as specified in the Design Guidelines.

x

Project elements proposed on the west side of Prairie not located within the public right-of-way

Additionally, development of the TC Overlay Zone Uses within the TC Overlay Zone will be subject to the
Design Guidelines.

As part of the ITC Project, the City will amend the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone in Chapter 12, Planning
and Zoning, Article 5.1. “R-M” Residential and Medical Zone Regulations of the IMC [IMC §12-22.29] to

The TC Overlay Zone would specify that where the zone is overlaid on a private property, or portions
thereof, any such area previously used to satisfy a minimum setback requirement in the underlying zone
will still continue to be treated as a legal setback area and shall continue to be counted within any density

exclude properties within the Project alignment from the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone is proposed.
The TC Overlay Zone would apply to these properties.

3.8.4

Hollywood Park Specific Plan Amendment

or Floor Area Ratio calculations under the underlying zone for existing and future development purposes,
To accommodate the ATS and to maintain the existing roadway capacity along Prairie Avenue, the ITC

regardless of whether such area is developed with the TC Overlay Zone Uses or ultimately dedicated as a

Project includes a relocation of an existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie Avenue. The relocated

public right-of-way.

lane would be accommodated within a variable easement for street purposes, to be acquired by the
The TC Overlay Zone boundaries would include the following:

City over private property that currently comprises the existing required 30-foot setback area along the

x

west edge of the HPSP area. While existing sidewalk widths along Prairie Avenue would be maintained,

x

x

All parcels on which property rights are anticipated to be acquired to site Project infrastructure
components, plus

following the property acquisition. To address any potential conflict or inconsistency with the HPSP, the

Along the portion of Prairie Avenue where roadway realignment is occurring, the additional width of
Prairie Avenue plus an additional 30’ of depth into the parcels directly east of those portions of Prairie
Avenue, plus
To the extent not covered by the above, an additional buffer of 30’ around the anticipated envelope
of Project infrastructure components

3.8.3

Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone

The Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone applies to R-M (Residential) and C-2 (General Commercial) zoned
properties located in the following Planning Areas:
x

landscaping, signs and other streetscape improvements would be reduced or eliminated in certain areas

Planning Area One: Properties that are zoned R-M and located to the north of Manchester Boulevard
and those C-2 zoned properties adjacent to the west side of Prairie Avenue that are located between
Florence Avenue to the north and Manchester Terrace to the south.
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City is proposing the following specific plan amendments and clarifications to the HPSP (which in
accordance with the requirements of the Hollywood Park Development Agreement, require the
concurrence of the property owner):
x

The elimination of the requirement for a 30-foot setback along the western edge of the HPSP to allow
zero-lot line development. Accordingly, future buildings and structures within the HPSP would be
permitted to be built along the existing property line without requiring any additional setback along
Prairie Avenue. Subterranean parking and certain structures, such as balconies, would be allowed to
encroach within City’s easement areas, to minimize the loss of the setback area on future
development. Consistent with the proposed TC Overlay Zone, any area previously used to satisfy the
minimum setback requirement shall continue to be counted within any density or Floor Area Ratio
calculations under the Specific Plan, for existing and future development purposes, even though it
may have been dedicated as a public right- of-way.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

3.0-100

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

3.0 Project Description

x

x

x

The landscape area within the 30-footsetback area on Prairie Avenue along the western edge of the
HPSP area will be reduced or eliminated in certain areas, as needed to accommodate the new street
easement.

3.0 Project Description

3.9

REQUIRED APPROVALS AND ACTIONS

The proposed Project would require a number of actions and reviews by the City, acting as Lead Agency,
and other local, regional, and state agencies acting as Responsible Agencies as described below.

New areas where signs will be allowed will be proposed to support the replacement and relocation of
existing monument and wayfinding signs currently located within the existing 30-foot setback area on
Prairie Avenue along the western edge of the HPSP.

3.9.1

Lead Agency–City of Inglewood

Pursuant to Section 15051 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the City is acting as Lead Agency for the
Lastly, to support the attractiveness of the ITC Project and increase the transit mode share to the HPSP
area, the City proposes to improve public safety, enhance the passenger circulation system and
passenger experience to the event and activity centers at Hollywood Park by allowing for routine
closures of 2 interior streets on event days to reduce passenger conflicts with vehicles within
designated areas. Accordingly, to facilitate passenger only pathways on event days, the City proposes
to amend the HPSP to designate Champions Way and Touchdown Drive as private streets and no
longer require their public dedication (excluding subsurface, wet, dry and fiber utilities) to the City.

3.8.5

500 and 510 East Manchester Boulevard

The MSF will be located on a parcel containing an existing retail commercial building at 500 E. Manchester

environmental review of the proposed Project. As such, it has responsibility for the approval of the Project
and a number of other related actions:
x

Certification of the Final EIR for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project and adoption of the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan, CEQA Findings of Fact, and, if necessary, a Statement of
Overriding Considerations;

x

Approval of the proposed General Plan Amendment, consisting of changes to the City General Plan
Land Use Element, Circulation Element, and Safety Element;

x

Approval of an amendment to Chapter 12 (Planning and Zoning) of the Inglewood Municipal Code to:

Boulevard and 510 E. Manchester, which includes a Vons supermarket store at 500 E. Manchester
Boulevard and Vons’s gas station at 510 E. Manchester Boulevard. This parcel is currently designated as
Historic Core (HC) and is proposed to be included as part of the TC Overlay. As part of the ITC Project, the
gas station is anticipated to be demolished and a new supermarket is proposed to be constructed at the

x

Approval of a Special Use Permit required for demolition of a gas station, Design Review for the new
supermarket, and any other discretionary approval required for a new supermarket at 500 and 510
East Manchester Boulevard;

x

Approval of amendments and clarifications to the Hollywood Park Specific Plan and associated
Development Agreement;

x

Preparation of a Project-specific Stormwater Management Plan or Standard Urban Stormwater
Mitigation Plan for approval;

x

Approvals of lot line adjustment(s), parcel map(s), and tract map(s) as needed;

x

Approval of agreements and/or resolutions necessary to acquire the property necessary for
construction and operation of the Project, in fee simple or through easements, licenses, air rights,
leases, or other means of access, including through eminent domain;

x

Approval of the ITC Design Guidelines;

x

Approval of a contract or contracts for the design, finance, construction, and operation of the
proposed Project;

x

Approvals for federal, State, or local financing plans or grants.

grocery store (IMC § 12.39-50 et seq.). Other discretionary permits and approvals may be necessary to

less than the amount of parking required by the City’s municipal code. In addition, any current legal nonconforming uses associated with the existing grocery store, including, but not limited to, alcohol sales
would be permitted to continue as legal non-conforming uses.

3.8.6

Subdivision Actions, including Lot Line Adjustments, Parcel Maps, and
Tract Maps

The proposed Project would require changes to the configuration and use of existing parcels owned by
the City or proposed to be acquired by the City where construction of the proposed Project is proposed.
Reconfiguration of existing parcels will occur as necessary either through lot line adjustments or through
review and approval of a parcel or tract map.
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Amend the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone to exclude properties within the Project alignment.

Approval of amendments to the Forum Development Agreement to reflect the acquisition of frontage
along Prairie (including loss of Forum parking);

support the construction and operation of a new supermarket store and/or the removal of the current
gas station. During construction, the City would permit the existing and new grocery store to operate with

Add the Transportation Corridor Overlay (T-C-O) Zone; and


x

site. A City Planning Commission approval of Design Review for new supermarket store (TOD Plan §4.5
and Site Plan Review approval by the Planning and Building Department Director is required for the new
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

In addition to the above, ministerial approvals may be required as follows:
x

Grading permits, building permits, haul route approval, and other permits issued by the Department
of Building and Safety for the Project and any associated Department of Public Works permits
(including encroachment permits) for infrastructure improvements;

4.0.1 INTRODUCTION

x

Tree removal permits; and

implementation of the proposed Project. The structure of the technical sections included in this section is

x

Noise permit for Construction and Building Hours extension.

x

Other federal, State, or local approvals, permits, or actions that may be deemed necessary for the
Project including, but not limited to, the following:

are typically considered under CEQA but are not analyzed in detail in this Recirculated Draft EIR because it



California Public Utilities Commission;

Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting and the identification of other past, present, or reasonably



Los Angeles County Fire Department.

foreseeable projects that are used in the analysis of cumulative impacts throughout this chapter.

3.9.2

This Recirculated Draft EIR evaluates the physical environmental effects that would potentially occur from
discussed below, and definitions of key terms that are used throughout this Recirculated Draft EIR are
provided. In addition, this section includes a description of certain possible environmental impacts that
was determined the proposed Project would have no impact. This section also provides a discussion of the

4.0.2 DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED IN THE EIR

Responsible Agencies

The following State, regional, and other agencies have jurisdiction or review authority over components

This Recirculated Draft EIR uses a number of terms that have specific meaning under CEQA. Among the
most important of the terms used in the Recirculated Draft EIR are those that refer to the significance of

included in the proposed Project:

environmental impacts. The following terms describe environmental effects of the proposed Project:

x

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) would review permits for equipment
regulated by SCAQMD;

Significance Criteria

x

County of Los Angeles (as the City’s contractor) Fire Department approval;

A set of criteria used by the lead agency (City of Inglewood) to determine at what level or threshold an

x

Permits or approvals required from the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
(LARWQCB), which may include, but are not limited to: (1) General Construction Stormwater Permit;
(2) Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan; (3) Industrial Stormwater General permit; and (4)
Submittal of a Recycled Water Report to the LARWQCB for the use of recycled water as a dust control
measure for construction;

impact would be considered significant. Thresholds of significance are identifiable quantitative,

x

The Los Angeles County Sanitation District has authority for a Sewer Main Re-Alignment Permit, if
applicable;

x

The Los Angeles County Flood Control
Realignment/Connection Permit, if applicable;

x

California State Transportation Agency (CalSTA) for oversight and compliance for the Transit and
Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) grant; and

x

The Southern California Edison Company for any changes to the electrical distribution and service
system.
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has

authority

for

a

Storm

qualitative, or performance levels of a particular environmental effect that are supported by substantial
evidence.1 Thresholds of significance used in this Recirculated Draft EIR include those standards provided
by the City, unless otherwise specifically defined.
x

No Impact: No impact means that the proposed Project would result in no direct or indirect adverse
changes (or impacts) to the environment, with respect to the applicable significance criterion. A
project impact with a no impact determination would also not contribute to a cumulative impact.
Where the proposed Project would not have an impact, the impact statement states this definitively.

x

Less-than-Significant Impact: A project impact is considered less than significant when the physical
change caused by the proposed Project would not exceed the applicable significance criterion.

x

Potentially Significant Impact: A potentially significant impact is identified where the proposed
Project may cause a substantial adverse change in the environment, depending on certain unknown
conditions related to the proposed Project or the affected environment. For CEQA purposes, a
potentially significant impact is treated as if it were a significant impact. A project impact is considered
potentially significant if the proposed Project is anticipated to exceed identified standards of

1

CEQA Guidelines section 15064.7.

Drain
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4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

significance thereby result in in a substantial adverse change in the physical conditions of the
environment. Significant impacts are identified by the evaluation of project-related physical change
compared to specified significance criteria.
x

x

x

A Significant Impact is defined as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of
the physical conditions within the area affected by the project including land, air, water, minerals,
flora, fauna, ambient noise, and objects of historic or aesthetic significance.” 2 In instances where
potentially significant impacts are identified, the EIR must consider whether mitigation measures (as
defined below) or alternatives to the proposed Project would reduce those impacts.
Significant and Unavoidable Impact: A project impact is considered significant and unavoidable if it
would result in a substantial adverse physical change in the environment that cannot be feasibly
mitigated to a less-than-significant level.
Cumulative Impact: Under CEQA, a cumulative impact refers to “two or more individual effects which,
when considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase other environmental
impacts.” 3 “[A] cumulative impact consists of an impact which is created as a result of the combination
of the project evaluated in the EIR together with other projects causing related impacts.” 4 A project
has “cumulatively considerable” environmental effects (i.e., is significant) when “the incremental
effects of [the] project are significant when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.” 5

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

4.0.3 SECTION FORMAT
This section is divided into technical sections (e.g., Section 4.1: Aesthetics) that present for each
environmental resource topic area the regulatory setting, the physical environmental setting, standards of
significance from which impacts are measured, analytical methods, an evaluation of potential impacts to
the environment, and, where required, potentially feasible mitigation measures for identified significant
impacts. Each section includes an analysis of project-specific and cumulative impacts for each topic area.
The following topic areas are addressed in this section:
x

Aesthetics

x

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

x

Air Quality

x

Land Use and Planning

x

Biological Resources

x

Noise and Vibration

x

Cultural Resources

x

Population, Employment, and Housing

x

Energy Resources

x

Transportation and Traffic

x

Geology and Soils

x

Tribal Cultural Resources

x

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

x

Utilities and Service Systems

The topical environmental sections each begin with a description of the proposed Project’s regulatory

Mitigation Measures

setting and the environmental setting (existing conditions) as it pertains to a particular topic. The
Where a potentially significant impact or significant and unavoidable impact is identified, feasible

environmental setting provides a point of reference for assessing the environmental impacts of the

mitigation measures that could minimize the identified significant adverse impact are required. 6 A

proposed Project.

mitigation measure is an action that could be taken that would avoid or reduce the magnitude of a
significant impact. CEQA Guidelines section 15370 defines mitigation as:
a. Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action;

x

The regulatory setting presents relevant information about federal, State, regional, and/or local laws,
regulations, plans or policies that pertain to the environmental resources addressed in each section.

x

The environmental setting describes existing conditions at the time the NOP was circulated for the
proposed Project (July 2018). An adjusted baseline is considered in this Recirculated Draft EIR (see
discussion below in Section 4.0.4) to account for nearby development in the Los Angeles Sports and
Entertainment District (LAESD), Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP).

x

Each technical environmental section includes a discussion of whether there are any inconsistencies
between the proposed Project and applicable general plans, specific plans, and regional plans.

b. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree of magnitude of the action and its implementation;
c. Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted environment;
d. Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations during the
life of the action; and
e. Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments,
including through permanent protection of such resources in the form of conservation easements.

Next, each section presents significance criteria, which identify the standards used by the City to
determine the significance of effects of the proposed Project. CEQA Guidelines state that “a lead agency
may consider thresholds of significance previously adopted or recommended by other public agencies or

2
3
4
5
6

2020 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statute and Guidelines (CEQA Guidelines) section 15382.
CEQA Guidelines section 15355.
CEQA Guidelines section 15130, subd. (a)(1).
CEQA Guidelines sections 15065, subd. (a)(3), 15130, subd. (a), 15064, subd. (h)(1).
CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4.
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4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

recommended by experts, provided the decision of the lead agency to adopt such thresholds is supported

significant and unavoidable, then the impact statement would say that the proposed

by substantial evidence.” 7

Project “would” affect a resource.

A methodology and assumptions description in each section presents the analytical methods and key

A discussion of the proposed Project’s impact is provided in paragraph form. A statement

assumptions used in the evaluation of effects of the proposed Project and is followed by an impacts and

level of significance before application of any mitigation measures is provided.

mitigation measures discussion.

Mitigation Measures
The impact and mitigation portion of each section includes one or more impact statements. Any Project

MM XX-X Mitigation measure presented in bolding and numbered to match the impact number.

Design Features relevant to the topic being analyzed are identified. An explanation of each impact is

Level of Significance After Mitigation

followed by an analysis of its significance. The impact discussion ends with a concluding statement
regarding the significance of the impact. Direct, indirect, short-term, long-term, on-site, and/or off-site

This paragraph describes how the mitigation measure(s) reduces the impact and identifies

impacts are addressed, as appropriate, for the environmental topic area being analyzed. Depending on

the residual level of impact.

the significance criteria, the impact analysis may consist of a qualitative discussion, a quantitative analysis,
or a combination of both. Detailed technical appendices are also provided for several technical sections,
where appropriate, and can be located at the end of the document.

Cumulative Impacts
A cumulative impact analysis is provided for each section. As previously noted, a cumulative impact

Mitigation measures pertinent to each individual impact, if necessary, appear after the impact discussion
section. The magnitude of reduction of an impact and the potential effect of that reduction in magnitude
on the significance of the impact is also disclosed. Potential mitigation measures for potentially significant
impacts are identified as appropriate. The description of mitigation measures concludes with the level of
the significance of the impact after application of the mitigation measure(s): either implementation of the
mitigation measure(s) would reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level, or the impact would remain
significant and unavoidable after implementation of all potentially feasible mitigation measures.

consists of an impact which is created as a result of the combination of the project evaluated in the EIR
together with other projects causing related impacts. The proposed Project’s impacts are evaluated
against other related projects that are within the same geographic area that is applicable to the topic (i.e.,
water service area, air basin, etc.). A project has a “cumulatively considerable” environmental effect (i.e.,
a significant impact) when “the incremental effects of [the] project are significant when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects.”

4.0.4 ADJUSTED BASELINE

An example of the format of each of the is shown below.

The CEQA Guidelines provides that an EIR must include a description of the physical environmental

Impact 4.X-1: Impact statement (significance conclusion)

conditions in the project vicinity. 8 It also allows for a lead agency to define existing conditions by conditions

Construction and/or Operation

expected when the proposed Project becomes operational, when supported by substantial evidence.

In the impact statement, terminology is used to indicate the level of significance of the

Development Projects

impact. If an impact is less than significant, then the impact statement would say that the
proposed Project “could” affect a resource. If an impact is potentially significant or

The proposed Project is not expected to be complete and operational until 2027. At this time, the City has
approved construction plans or issued building permits for, and construction has commenced on,
significant portions of the LASED and HPSP located immediately east of the proposed Project and stations
on Prairie Avenue.
These projects provide for substantial development that would occur since the release of the NOP and

7

CEQA Guidelines section 15064.7, subd. (c).
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CEQA Guidelines section 15125, subd. (a).
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prior to the start of construction and operation of the proposed Project. As such, the conditions of the
existing baseline would be different from when the NOP was released.

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

Transit
The Adjusted Baseline conditions transit network would differ considerably from existing conditions due

Construction and operation of the Adjusted Baseline projects would change the physical conditions that
currently exist in the vicinity of the proposed Project for most of the environmental topics addressed in
this EIR. Due to the reasonable certainty that the Adjusted Baseline projects would be constructed and in
operation prior to construction and operation of the proposed Project, the City has determined that
assuming the Adjusted Baseline projects in the baseline provides the most accurate picture of the
proposed Project’s impacts and that it would be misleading to disregard the Adjusted Baseline projects in

to completion of Metro’s K Line project prior to 2024. Ridership forecasts for a 2025 condition were used
to represent the Adjusted Baseline condition.
Metro is also studying changes to its bus system through the NextGen Bus study, but future changes to
bus service are not yet defined and so would be speculative to assume. Therefore, the Adjusted Baseline
conditions analysis assumes the existing bus routes that serve the area would remain in operation at
opening year of the proposed Project.

the establishing the baseline.

4.0.5 CUMULATIVE IMPACT METHODOLOGY
Accordingly, the changes associated with Adjusted Baseline projects are considered as part of the Adjusted
Baseline Environmental Setting, which is the baseline against which the proposed Project’s potential
impacts are measured. How these changes affect the environmental setting is further described in each

Cumulative Impacts
The CEQA Guidelines 9 require that an EIR discuss cumulative impacts of a project when a project’s
incremental effect is cumulatively considerable.10 As defined in the CEQA Guidelines, 11 a cumulative

topical section under the heading Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting.

impact consists of an impact that is created as a result of the combination of a project evaluated in the EIR
The Adjusted Baseline projects are listed in Table 4.0-1: Adjusted Baseline Projects.

together with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects causing related impacts. CEQA
Guidelines section 15130, subdivision (b) requires that the discussion of cumulative impacts shall “reflect

Table 4.0-1
Adjusted Baseline Projects

the severity of the impacts and their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great
detail as is provided for the effects attributable to the project alone.”

Land Use

Adjusted Baseline Projects

Estimated Operational Date

In each topical section of the EIR, an analysis of cumulative impacts follows the project-specific impacts

Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP)
Retail

518,077 SF

September 2021

Office

466,000 SF

September 2021

Residential
NFL Stadium

314 units
70,000 seats
(2,772,304 SF)

May 2021

and mitigation measures evaluation. An introductory discussion that identifies the cumulative impact
methodology and defines the cumulative context being addressed in each respective analysis (e.g., the
South Coast Air Basin, or the City) is included at the beginning of the cumulative impact analysis in each

Summer 2020 – Now Open

technical section. In some instances, a project-specific impact may be considered less than significant, but

Perform. Venue

6,000 seats

Fall 2020

its contribution to a larger impact may be determined to be potentially significant when considered in

Open Space

11.89 acres

Fall 2020

combination with other cumulative development of the surrounding area or in combination with regional

4 acres

Fall 2020

Civic Use

growth projections.

Roadways
A number of physical improvements are required as mitigations and/or conditions of approval of the
Hollywood Park Specific Plan, are related to the City’s ongoing Century Boulevard Improvement Plan or
are associated with the Metro K Line project. These improvements either are under construction or are
approved and funded and scheduled; the improvements would be in place under all adjusted baseline
condition scenarios. The full list of improvements is described further in Section 4.12: Transportation.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18
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Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

9 CEQA Guidelines section 15130.
10 Ibid.
11 CEQA Guidelines Section 15355.
Meridian Consultants
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Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

other surrounding jurisdictions, has assembled a list of other known past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable cumulative projects in the vicinity of the proposed Project. Projects on this list consist of

Project Description

development projects within the City or other identified surrounding jurisdictions that have a pending
development application, are approved, or are under construction, and transit and related infrastructure
improvement projects that have been approved or proposed and under review.

4.0.6 SENSITIVE RECEPTORS
Sensitive receptors include, but are not limited to, hospitals, schools, daycare facilities, elderly housing

8307 S. La Cienega Boulevard

333 N. Prairie Avenue
408 E. Warren Lane

401 W. Arbor Vitae Street

508 S. Eucalyptus Avenue
575 E. Hyde Park Boulevard

279 W. Beach Avenue

573 1/2 E. Hyde Park Place

234 W. Hyde Park Boulevard

125 E. Spruce Avenue

501 E. 99th Street
704 N. Market Street
111 N. Locust Street
664 E. Manchester Terrace
844 N. Centinela Avenue

quality sensitive land uses, i.e., air quality sensitive receptors. Sensitive receptors for noise include

2616-2878 W. Imperial Highway

hospitals, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement homes are considered to be air

329 E. Hazel Street

occupied by these population groups, such as residences, schools, playgrounds and childcare center,

721 N. La Brea Avenue

sensitive to the potential effects of air pollution than others. 12 As a result, certain land uses that are

1740 Centinela Avenue

acutely and chronically ill persons (especially those with cardio-respiratory diseases), are considered more

Address

toxic chemicals, pesticides, and other pollutants. Certain population groups, such as children, elderly, and

Table 4.0-2
Cumulative Projects List

convalescent facilities, and temporary housing (hotels and motels). These are areas where the occupants
are more susceptible to the adverse effects of adverse impacts, such as increased noise and exposure to

residences, schools, hospitals, libraries, and parks.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.0-9

To understand the proposed Project’s contribution to cumulative impacts, the City, in consultation with

243 units; 40,000 SF retail

2020. Figure 4.0-1: Cumulative Projects Map identifies the locations of these cumulative projects. Table
4.0-2: Cumulative Projects List provides a list of all past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects.

D3 SITE
(La Brea Avenue/Florence Avenue)

The City has identified cumulative projects focused on those projects that were proposed as of August

Construct 900 SF Starbucks drive-thru kiosk
Demolish 1,210 SF and add 1,312 SF to an existing
commercial building
Development of 4-unit Condo with 10 parking spaces per
SP-1229
Renovation and adding 13,000 SF, façade and parking lot
improvement of an existing shopping center
12 new condominiums
12 new residential apartment units
New Senior Center
Four (4) new residential condominiums
Four (4) new residential apartment units
Seven (7) new apartment units with semi-subterranean
parking
Construct new 140,185 SF manufacturing/warehouse
building including 7,500 SF of office space
Development of 190 parking spaces
Construct three townhomes with 6 enclosed parking
spaces
40-unit senior affordable housing development
Three-unit two-story residential building
Addition of four new offices in office complex and one new
bathroom, demolish existing bathroom and existing office
space, and add 4 new parking spaces
310 townhome units at the former Daniel Freeman site
New two-story 2,542 SF commercial building
Construct a new 3,636 SF structure (mini market and retail
space) at an existing gas station operation

Cumulative Project List

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.0-8

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Senior Housing
Residential Project

Office Project

Townhomes
Commercial Building

Gas Station w/ Mini-Mart

Mixed-Use Project

14
15

16

17
18

19

20

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Townhomes

Apartments
10

13

Condominiums
Apartments
Senior Center
Condominiums
Apartments
5
6
7
8
9

12

Parking Lot Improvement
4

11

Condominiums
3

Manufacturing/Warehouse w/
Office
Parking Lot

Commercial Building

No.
12 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 1993. CEQA Air Quality Handbook. November 1993.

City of Inglewood

Project

Sensitive receptors for noise are detailed further in Section 4.10: Noise.

Starbucks Drive-Thru Kiosk

61 sensitive receptors have been identified as shown in Figure 4.0-3a-c: Map of Sensitive Receptors.

2

sensitive receptors. Within one quarter mile of the proposed Project including the guideway, stations, MSF,

1

Figure 4.0-2: Project Area Quarter Mile Buffer identifies the area of quarter mile area used to identify the

Centinela Hospital

21

101 S. La Brea Avenue

Los Angeles Philharmonic
Association - Youth Orchestra
Program (YOLA)
44

Multifamily

50
51
Meridian Consultants
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Hotel
Senior Housing and Pre-school

49

General Plan Amendment to
Incorporate Environmental Justice
Element
48

47

45
46

Apartment Building
Self-Storage Facility
General Plan Amendment for
Rental Car Facility

814 N. Market Street

Congregate Living Facility

4.0-11

332 Stepney Street

3320 W. 85th Street

3900 W. Century Boulevard

Citywide

8911 Aviation Boulevard

3920 W. 108th Street
943-959 W. Hyde Park Boulevard

1050 S. Prairie Avenue
961 E. 68th Street
411 E. Hazel Street
222 W. Spruce Avenue
819 E. La Palma Drive
417 N. Market Street
43

36

Florence Avenue/West Boulevard

Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue

Address

37
38
39
40
41
42

(note; although proposed Project
includes development of a station at
this site with additional surface
parking; it does not preclude
development of the site as noted in
the Downtown TOD)

Downtown (Florence/La Brea) TOD

4.0-10

Imperial Highway/Crenshaw Boulevard
Florence Avenue/Hindry Avenue

Yukon Avenue/Century Boulevard

417-433 Centinela Avenue
3660 W. 107th Street
614 E. Hyde Park Boulevard
921 N. Edgewood Street
113-133 Plymouth Street
316 Hardy Street
705-715 N. Centinela Avenue
101,125,139,140,150 Market Street
11111 S. Prairie Avenue

1050 S. Prairie Avenue

555 W. Hardy Street

Address

Fairview Heights (Florence/West)
TOD
Hollywood Park Phase II
Condominium Development
Multifamily Development
Multifamily Development
Multifamily Development
Condominium Development

35

No.

Meridian Consultants
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33
34

Project

Apartments
Residential
Congregate Care
Apartments
Townhomes
Condominiums
Self-Storage Project
Retail
Hotel Project
Murphy Bowl Project (Clippers
arena)
Imperial/Crenshaw TOD
Westchester/Veterans TOD

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

(note; this project is also part of the
Adjusted Baseline)

22

Hollywood Park Project

Project

No.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Hotel renovation 4 units
65 unit senior housing and a 4,313 SF pre-school to replace
existing church, pre-school (serving 70 students)
8-unit multifamily building with 3 affordable housing units

General Plan Amendment to incorporate Environmental
Justice Element

General Plan Amendment for rental car facility (173,804 SF)

Approximately 5,250,000 SF of office
3-unit detached condominium
18-unit multifamily building
10-unit multifamily building
5-unit multifamily building
Two 6-unit condominium buildings
Construction of a new 12 unit, 5,163 SF congregate health,
residential care facility
Los Angeles Philharmonic Association - Youth Orchestra
Program that would serve students 6 - 18 yrs. Expand the
existing structure to a venue that is approximately 25,500
SF. The venue would serve as the home for YOLA
performances, special events showcasing guest artists and
LA Phil's national education programs, and some other
performances. There would be 350-500 students from
Monday to Saturday and around 150 on Sundays
3-unit apartment building
Five-story self-storage facility (159,498 SF)

Transit oriented development plan

Transit oriented development plan

Project Description

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Transit oriented development plan
Transit oriented development plan

18,500-seat venue with associated ancillary uses

1. West Tower: Upgrades including the remodel of the
main building entrance and the south elevation and
seismic upgrades in compliance with SB 1953
2. Electrical Upgrade: A campus-wide electrical upgrade
that includes construction of a new 5,900 SF repair shop
building and 4,200 SF electrical yard with three
emergency generators and a 16,000 gallon
underground fuel tank for 72 hour emergency power at
the northeast corner of the campus on Flower Street
3. Emergency Department: A new 2,400 SF addition and
redesigned front entrance to the Emergency
Department including new admitting, triage, and
waiting areas, and expanding the capacity of the
Emergency Department by eight beds (total of 52 beds)
4. Loading and Delivery Areas: Other upgrades that
includes the demolition of two building (totaling 6,200
SF), the partial demolition of a 4,670 SF building,
addition, or rehabilitation of various buildings and
relocation of the delivery and loading areas from the
emergency room area to the rear of the campus
70,240-seat sport stadium; 6,000-seat performance venue;
2,500 du residential; 890,000 SF retail; 780,000 SF office;
300-room hotel; 24.95 acres open space; 4 acres civic site
116-unit apartment
New 3 du with 6 car garage
18-bed congregate living facility
38-unit apartment
20-unit townhome development
5-unit condominium development
81,613 SF, approximately 400-unit, five-story self-storage
40,000 SF retail and 150 parking spaces
120-room hotel

Project Description

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

Centinela Grade Separation Project

Bakery with Retail & Restaurant
Mixed-Use: Condominium & Retail

80
81

Address

s/o Jefferson Boulevard/Westlawn
Avenue
10601 Washington Boulevard

Playa Vista Phase I

The Village at Playa Vista (Phase II)
Mixed-Use Apartment, Office,
Retail, and Restaurant
Mixed-Use Condominium and Retail

86

87
88
89

6719 Pacific Avenue

LADPW Maintenance Yard
Mixed-Use Apartment, Retail and
Restaurant

93
94

Meridian Consultants
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3233 Thatcher Avenue

Restaurant & Retail

92

11131 Rose Avenue
91

4.0-13

10612 National Boulevard

305 Ocean Front Walk

Condominium
Hotel & Restaurant Project

90

3115 S. Sepulveda Boulevard

Jefferson Boulevard b/t Lincoln
Boulevard and Centinela Avenue

5790 W. Jefferson Boulevard

Ballona Wetlands

5206 W. Thornburn Street

85

84

9800 S. Sepulveda Boulevard

Hotel
Sterling West School
Ballona Wetlands Ecological
Reserve Restoration Project
Wrapper Office Building Project

83

4363 S. Lincoln Boulevard

320 E. Sunset Avenue

3644 S. Overland Avenue

12575 Beatrice Street

5000 S. Beethoven Street

Address

4.0-12

601 S. Ocean Front Walk

11227 S. Prairie Avenue
Centinela Avenue/Florence Avenue
Intersection

317 S. La Brea

627 W. Hill Street
3362 Imperial Highway
4801 Century Boulevard
4049 Century Boulevard
334 Stepney Street

716 W. Beach Avenue

527 E. Hyde Park Boulevard
230 W. Arbor Vitae Street

1031 Manchester Boulevard

1013 E. La Palma Drive
608 E. Queen Street
455 N. Prairie Avenue
335 Glasgow Avenue
1001 N. Welton Way

970 W. Manchester Boulevard

220 E. Hazel Street

715 N. Marlborough Avenue

336 W. Hillcrest Boulevard
3700 102nd Street
423 E. Warren Lane
3820 W. 102nd Street

82

79

77
78

Project

Mixed-Use: Residential, Retail &
Office

Marina Island Mixed-Use:
Apartment & Office
Office Project
Mixed-Use: Apartment &
Restaurant

No.

Meridian Consultants
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76

City of Los Angeles

75

Multifamily

65
66

Mixed-Use Project

Multifamily
Fast Food Restaurant

64

74

Commercial Building

59
60
61
62
63

73

Apartments
Apartments
Commercial Building
Commercial Building
Apartments

58

Multifamily

Commercial Building

57

Townhomes
Multifamily
Starbucks
Hotel
Multifamily

Apartments

56

68
69
70
71
72

Multifamily

52
53
54
55

67

Project
Mixed-Use
Self-Storage Facility
Condominiums
Hotel

No.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Construct ten-story 150,761 SF office building
1. Include 3,246 du, 1,570,000 SF of office use, 25,000 SF of
retail use and 65,000 SF of community serving use
2. West site include 400,000 SF office use, 705 du
apartment, 80 du condominiums, 80 du senior apartments
Include 2,600 du, 175,000 SF of office use,150,000 SF of
retail use, and 40,000 SF of community serving uses
126-unit apartment, 23 kSF office, 9 kSF retail, 9 kSF
restaurant. Existing 10 kSF office to be removed
(Preliminary) 175-unit condominium and 28 kSF retail.
Existing 28 kSF discount store to be removed
227-unit condominium. Existing 89-unit apartment to be
removed
24-room hotel and 2 kSF high-turnover restaurant
1,726 SF coffee shop (Coffee Bean) including 250 SF
outdoor seating on existing vacant lot
Improve/expansion of the existing LADPW maintenance
yard plus addition of 30 new employees to site
Mixed-use 35-unit townhomes, 2 kSF specialty retail and 2
kSF restaurant uses

Restoration of wetlands/ecological reserve

250,000 SF office. Existing 23,000 SF office to be removed
New mixed-use: 92-unit apartment and 1,573 SF
restaurant use (110 spaces)
Change of use from 4,675 SF commercial office to 6,000 SF
bakery/retail/restaurant (4,737 SF indoor and 1,263 SF
indoor and outdoor seating area)
Consultation: proposed ten-story, 80 condominium units
and 15,100 SF supermarket
Change of use from 118,490 SF office (nine-story building)
to 178-room hotel with restaurant and spa ("O" Hotel)
New 50-student private school (grades 3-12)

Mixed-Use: 156-unit apartment and 33,484 SF office

Project Description

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Mixed-use: SFDU (joint live/work), 5,254 SF retail and
22,738 SF office

62 unit mixed use development
Five-story 79,415 SF self-storage facility
44 units condos with 5 V.L.I. units
300 room, fourteen-story hotel with 349 parking spaces
Conversion of 3 offices into residential units with one
affordable unit
7,161 SF, 4 unit apartment building with subterranean
parking
1,800 SF car/bus wash and above ground fueling station
within a car rental site
Three-story apartment unit, three unit
4-unit apartment building and parking
6,530 SF, two-story medical office building
Auto rental facility
New 11-unit apartment building
Construct restaurant with outdoor dining for existing
brewery
21-unit, four-story building with two affordable units
Construction of a new 899 SF fast food restaurant building
42,745 SF, 42 unit multifamily apartment (41 affordable
units)
8-unit new townhomes
3-unit three-story triplex
185 SF addition for drive-thru only Starbucks coffee shop
145-room hotel
4-unit condo subdivision
311 units (32 affordable and 5 live-work units); 22,000 SF
commercial/retail; 361 parking spaces
400 units
Conversion of at-grade Metro K Line crossing to abovegrade crossing

Project Description

4.0 Environmental Impact Analysis

7407 S. La Tijera Boulevard
1027 S. Abbot Kinney Boulevard

LMU Master Plan
Car Wash
Residential & Retail
Restaurant
Mixed-Use: Apartment & Office
Mixed-Use: Apartment & Retail
Mixed-Use: Hotel, Retail &
Restaurant uses
Apartment
Mixed-Use: Condominium & Office
Fast Food Restaurant w/ Drive-Thru

OTIS College of Arts & Design

Mixed-Use: Condominium & Office
Apartments
Office

96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105

106

107
108
109

LAUSD Elementary School

112

Manchester Urban Homes Project
South LA Redevelopment 5B Office
South LA Redevelopment 6A
Shopping Center
Bethany Square Mixed-Use
Mixed-Use
Convenience Store
Charter Middle School
Gas Station
Car Wash & Laundromat
Gas Station
Gas Station w/ Convenience Store
Apartments
Teledyne Office Project
Jandy Creative Office and Parking

120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
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118
119

LAX Northside Project

117

Mixed-Use: Apartment &
Automotive Dealership
Apartments

Los Angeles International Airport

116

4.0-15

6100 S. Hoover Street
10000 S. Vermont Avenue
505 W. Century Boulevard
6733 Sepulveda Boulevard
12964 W. Panama Street
5405 S. Jandy Place

5816 S. Western Avenue

9402 S. Broadway
7117 S. Vermont Avenue
8705 S. Western Avenue

8415 S. Hoover Street

8400 S. Vermont Avenue

1636 W. Manchester Avenue
5975 S. Western Avenue

8721 S. Broadway

3739 S. Cardiff Avenue

5747 S. Mesmer Avenue

Westchester Parkway b/t Pershing
Drive and Sepulveda Boulevard

6801 Center Drive
LAX Landside Access Modernization
Program (LAMP)

8540 S. La Tijera Boulevard

Charter Middle School
Howard Hughes Center

115

4040 S. Del Rey Avenue

Mixed-Use: Apartment, MiniWarehouse & Office

113
114

Address

Project

4.0-14

No.
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3221 S. La Cienega Boulevard

111

2224 S. Walgrove Avenue

8740 S. La Tijera Boulevard

Apartments
Jefferson & La Cienega Mixed-Use
Development Project

110

12777 W. Jefferson Boulevard

3822 S. Dunn Drive

4091 S. Redwood Avenue

9045 S. Lincoln Boulevard

8521 S. Sepulveda Boulevard

4210 S. Del Rey Avenue

4090 S. Del Rey Avenue

4140 S. Glencoe Avenue

1020 W. Venice Boulevard

1 LMU Drive
9204 Airport Boulevard
580 Venice Boulevard

138 Culver Boulevard

Mixed-Use Condominium and Retail

95

Address

Project

No.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

New 195-unit apartment; 15,000 SF office and 80,000 SF
mini-warehouse (option 1) or 235-unit apartment and
15,000 SF office (option 2 preferred)
Charter middle school for max enrollment of 525 students
600-unit apartment and 488,659 SF remaining
development potential
Landside Access Modernization Program in Manchester
Square
2.32 million SF of development including office, research
and development, community/civic uses, recreation and
open space
New 400-unit apartment and 250,000 SF automotive
dealership
New 74-unit building replaces existing 5 du
62 SF affordable and 46 affordable family units and 4 kSF
office
68,250 SF office
225,000 SF industrial
180-du apartments, 50,000 SF retail, boarding school 20
faculty rooms and 200 dorm rooms
142-unit condominiums; 57-unit apartment; 11.55 kSF
recreational center; 7.5 kSF retail; 1.5 kSF bank; 15.4 kSF
office
49-unit senior housing, 25,000 SF
3,000 SF retail
Middle school, 616 students
Fueling positions: 12; additional 4 fueling positions and
1,835 SF convenience store
6-stall car wash, 2,328 SF
Fueling positions: 8; and 2,830 SF convenience store
Fueling positions: 6
176 Units
159,000 SF office
93,950 SF office

Project Description
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Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

New four-story, 51-unit apartment building over 3-level
parking garage
Proposed 136 condominium Units and 20,000 SF
commercial office
New 3,999 SF Chick-fil-A fast food with drive-thru
restaurant
Relocation and consolidation of existing OTIS College
Campus students, faculty and staff. 91,000 SF development
(54,000 SF student housing with 240 total beds and 37,000
SF campus uses)
67 condominium Units and 7,525 SF commercial office
building providing 141 parking spaces
Seven-story, 86-unit apartment building over ground floor
parking garage
Commercial office expansion (49,950 SF)
New 137-unit apartment building to replace existing 215student Westchester Secondary Charter School
Converting existing ABC Lot to a mixed-Use: 1,218-unit
apartment, 200,000 SF office, 50,000 SF grocery store,
30,000 SF retail and 20,000 SF restaurant project
New 567-Student Elementary School (K-5) Immersive
Mandarin Language program

New 92-room hotel, 3,000 SF retail and 2,072 SF restaurant

Mixed-use with 72-unit condominium, 13 kSF retail space
and 1.5 kSF restaurant
Increase enrollment capacity to 7,800 students
15,380 SF car wash to replace existing car rental facility
(Preliminary) 5-unit residential plus 5.7 kSF retail space
Proposed House of Pies sit-down restaurant land use
(3,895 SF)
New four-story, 67-unit apartment and 3,211 SF office
building over 2-level parking garage
New 140-unit apartment and 2,600 SF retail over 241space parking garage

Project Description
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Mixed-Use
Theater and Education Center
Apartments
Mixed-use Development
Senior Housing
Middle School
Apartments
Mixed-use

141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160

Self-storage Facility & Apartment
Hotel

162
163
164
165

11198 Washington Place
5800 Bristol Parkway

Mixed Use
Pennylane Mixed-Use
Residential
Lorcan O'Herlihy Architects
Residential
Harbor Freight
Residential
Residential
Condominium/Townhome
Redevelopment
Residential
Residential
Commercial Building
Office and Retail Building (Culver
Pointe)

168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175

179
180
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177
178

176

Bentley Condos

4.0-17

4180 Duquesne Avenue
4234 Sawtelle Boulevard

4241 Duquesne Avenue

4109-4111 Duquesne Avenue

3832 Bentley Avenue

3906 Sawtelle Boulevard
4545 Sepulveda Boulevard

3434 Wesley Street

3837 Bentley Avenue

11924 Washington Boulevard

6221 Bristol Parkway

3873 Bentley Avenue

Entrada Creative Office
167

6161 W. Centinela Boulevard

5250 Century Boulevard

7366 Osage Avenue

8620 Western Avenue
3130 Slauson Avenue

6024 W. Jefferson Boulevard

Address
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5950 W. Jefferson Boulevard

4018 S. Buckingham Road
4115 W. Martin Luther King Boulevard
4252 S. Crenshaw Boulevard

3900 W. Martin Luther King Boulevard

10341 Graham Avenue
3831 W. Stocker Street

Bounded by Century Boulevard, La
Cienega Boulevard, Arbor Vitae Street
and Vicksburg Avenue

5208 W. Centinela Avenue
10501 S. Buford Avenue
10609 S. Inglewood Avenue
10907 S. Inglewood Avenue
10136 Felton Avenue
5053 E. 109 Street
5301 W. Centinela Avenue
6109 Overhill Drive
1034 W. 109th Place
10335 S. Vermont Avenue
10401 S. Vermont Avenue
1023 W. 107 Street

6855 S. La Cienega Boulevard

6711 S. Sepulveda Boulevard

11811 S. Teale Street

12870 W. Panama Street
12555 W. Jefferson Boulevard

4721 S. Alla Road

Address

166

City of Culver City

Mixed-use
CVS Pharmacy
Apartments

161

Project

No.
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New Smart & Final Supermarket
Chick-Fil-A Fast Food Restaurant
Townhomes
Apartments
Apartments
Apartments
Condominiums
Restaurant
Residential
Apartments
Church
Apartments
Apartments

140

Office
Apartments

Charter School
COU Office to Medical Office

136
137

139

COU Warehouse to office

135

138

Project

No.

281,400 SF office

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

281,209 SF office
3 new condominium dwelling units, resulting in 2 net new
dwellings
Includes 750 du apartments and 21,000 SF retail. Existing
60,157 SF retail to be removed
3,750 SF restaurant, 11,250 SF retail, and 98-unit
apartment. Existing 26,445 SF office/commercial to be
removed
Addition of 3 new attached condominiums (net addition of
two units)
New TOD Mixed Use project with 15 du, and 14,237 SF of
office/gallery on a vacant lot
Addition of one (1) new unit to an existing triplex
28,534 SF retail
Four (4) new attached two-story residential condominium
dwelling units (net addition of three (3) units) with
subterranean parking
Addition of 2 residential units to existing duplex
New three detached condominium/townhomes, resulting
in 2 net new residential dwelling units
New two-story, 4-unit condominium development
Three (3) unit condominium with subterranean parking
New 3,850 SF commercial building and 500 SF outdoor
dining

Office 123.572 kSF; manufacturing 64.206 kSF; coffee shop
with drive-thru 2.2 kSF
Construct 11,702 SF CVS pharmacy with drive-thru
Construct a net of 782 du apartments
Three-story, self-storage facility with 3 du apartment to
replace existing 8,945 mortuary building
Change of use from office to 452-room hotel with
restaurant (3 kSF) and office (8,225 SF)

Project Description
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1000-seat theater and 12.417 kSF education center
127-unit apartment
Office 50 kSF; condominiums 200 units; college 3,600
students
130-unit senior housing
500 middle school students
111-unit apartment
Office 64 kSF; retail 4 kSF; quality restaurant 2 kSF; highturnover restaurant 2 kSF

Office 300 kSF; hotel 400 rooms; retail 200 kSF; conference
center 100 kSF

118,352 gSF; COU warehouse (24,051 SF) to office with
7,926 SF office addition
Relocation of the Ocean Charter School; 532 students (K-8)
20,981 gSF medical office
10,925 gSF; addition of two mezzanines 2,450 SF within an
existing 8,475 SF building
180-unit apartment
New smart and final 22,590 SF on existing vacant parking
lot
New fast food restaurant with drive-thru 4,642 SF
11-unit townhouse
9-unit apartment
4-unit apartment
19-unit apartment
17-unit condominiums
1.640 kSF restaurant
2-unit duplex
9-unit apartment
1.324 kSF church
1-unit apartment and 0.25 kSF commercial use
8-unit apartment
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Globe Housing Project

Residential

Kayvon Mixed-Use Project
Retail/Restaurant Project
Residential
Residential and Nursing Home
Residential

Shell Car Wash
The Culver Studios
Residential
Mixed-Use
Costco Expansion

186

187

188
189
190
191
192

193
194
195
196
197

9919 Jefferson Boulevard

Helms Avenue & Washington
Boulevard

Office and Retail
Baldwin Site Mixed-Use Project
Office
Mixed-Use

Office Building

Washington & Helms Mixed-Use
Development

199
200
201
202

203

204

Corner of Washington
Boulevard/National Boulevard

Mixed-Use
Market Hall Project
Triangle Site - Washington/National
TOD

208

209
210

211

Meridian Consultants
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NW & NE corner of Centinela
Avenue/Washington Boulevard

Mixed-Use

207
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8888 Washington Boulevard

8777 Washington Boulevard

3603 Wesley Street

4115 Lincoln Avenue
Residential

206

12464 Washington Place

Residential
Residential

205

9735 Washington Boulevard

11012-11014 Washington Boulevard
12803 Washington Boulevard
12038 Washington Boulevard

3710 & 3750 S. Robertson Boulevard

Mixed-Use

198

Address

Project
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13463 Washington Boulevard

9355 Culver Boulevard

9336 Washington Boulevard
4118 Wade Street

11224 Venice Boulevard

3961 Tilden Avenue

3814 Lenawee Avenue

4034 La Salle Avenue

8511 Warner Drive

12712-12718 Washington Boulevard

4227 Ince Boulevard

4044-4068 Globe Avenue

11281 Washington Place

8770 Washington Boulevard

9300 Culver Boulevard
5450 Sepulveda Boulevard

11197 Washington Place

Address

No.
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TOD
Mixed-use

Parcel B
Retail/Office

182
183

185

Gas Station Car Wash

181

184

Project
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141-unit apartment, 30,000 SF retail, 64,200 SF office.
Existing FedEx distribution center to be removed
Two-story office and retail building totaling 3.385 kSF
Mixed-use project consisting of 37 du and 7,293 SF of retail
New 2,685 SF office building
New four-story 166,254 SF retail and office building, with
55,477 SF office, 12,379 SF retail and restaurant, and 228
parking spaces
New three-story, 62,558 SF, office and research and
development (laboratory) building, as well as a five (5) level
parking structure containing 398 parking spaces, and
associated site improvements
262-unit apartment, 69,500 SF office, 22,000 SF retail,
5,000 SF restaurant. Existing manufacturing, retail, auto
body, residential uses to be removed
New 3-unit residential condominium subdivision (net
addition of two (2) units) with on-grade parking garages
New 2-unit condominium
Two new units with reduced backup aisle from parking
spaces
Construct 4,500 SF of retail and 128,000 SF of office use.
Demolish existing 12,485 SF of retail use and 4,731 SF of
restaurant use
Construct new office building with 59,325 SF of office use,
2,878 SF of retail, and 3,184 SF of restaurant. Demolish
existing 9,992 SF auto repair shop
15,526 SF specialty retail, 14,680 SF quality restaurant and
5,210 SF high-turnover restaurant
Transit oriented development to include 200 du, mid-rise
apartments, 148-room hotel, 201,000 SF office, 24,000 SF
specialty retail, 10,000 SF of high-turnover restaurant and
10,000 SF quality restaurant

store/supermarket. Addition of two fuel pumps at existing
fueling station

Project Description
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Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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Conversion of existing vehicle repair and mini-mart into
drive-thru car wash and construction of new 2,500 SF
convenience store
118,000 gSF of office, retail, and restaurant space
14,000 SF commercial/retail building
Planned development/TOD mixed-use with 31,240 SF
retail/restaurant and 115 du two-story residential units
New four-story mixed-use project with 4,898 SF retail and
14 residential dwelling units
A total of 10 new residential dwelling units on existing
vacant land. The site was previously developed with 7
single family homes
Subdivision of one (1) parcel into three (3) lots with two (2)
units per lot, totaling six (6) du, resulting in five (5) net new
units
New four-story mixed-use building with 5 for lease
residential units, 3,414 SF retail, and subterranean parking.
Approximately 2,340 SF existing/previous commercial uses
Five level parking structure with retail/restaurant. 51,520
SF of retail/restaurant uses. Parking Structure -307,522 SF
New two-story, 4-unit condominium development
New 8 single family dwelling units and 95 unit, 110 bed,
assisted living and memory care
Five (5) new attached two-story residential condominium
dwelling units (net addition of two (2) units) with
subterranean parking
New 3,150 SF commercial building, which includes a 2,285
SF convenience store and 864 SF automated car wash
facility
Net increase of 413,127 SF of office and support facilities
New 4-unit townhome subdivision
Three-story mixed use building consisting of a ground level
salon, mezzanine, and office totaling 2,947 SF, and four
residential units on the third floor
A 31,023 SF expansion of an existing 142,152 SF retail
warehouse and demolition of an existing 63,213 SF grocery

Project Description
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12095 - 12101 Washington Boulevard

Caroline Condominiums
Modification to CUP, Enrollment
Increase (The Help Group)
Union 76
Stoneview Nature Center

Orchard Supply Hardware

Grandview Apartments
Retail Building
The Bridge
4-Unit Sawtelle Condo's
Wouldows School CUP Modification
Auto Repair Facility

214
215
216
217

218

219
220
221
222
223
224

13112-13114 Washington Boulevard

Washington/Tivoli Mixed Use
Project

Automated Parking

Stacked Parking - NFL Building

Jackson Condos

Jazz Bakery

Boutique Hotel

Park Century School

ECF Site

227

228

229

230

231

232

233

234
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3727 Robertson Boulevard

Robertson Mixed Use

226

4.0-21

8700, 8710, 8740, and 8750
Washington Boulevard

3939 Landmark Street

11469 Jefferson Boulevard

9814 Washington Boulevard

4051 and 4055 Jackson Avenue

10950 Washington Boulevard

5977 Washington Boulevard

5645 Sepulveda Boulevard

4-Story Commercial

225

Address

Project
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2926 La Cienega Boulevard

8509 Higuera Street; 8476 Warner
Drive

4041 Sawtelle Boulevard

6066 Washington Boulevard

3030 La Cienega Boulevard

4025 Grand View Boulevard

11441 Jefferson Boulevard

5950 Stoneview Drive

10638 Culver Boulevard

6002 Centinela Avenue

No.
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3440 Caroline Avenue

Airport Marina Ford

213

10000 Washington Boulevard

Office & Retail

212

Address

Project

No.
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New four-story office building approximately 3,193 SF
retail on ground floor and 38,712 SF medical office, 5-level
subterranean garage (198 parking spaces). Demolition of
approximately 5,000 SF of existing commercial building.
New four-story mixed-use development, including
approximately 8,135 SF of commercial floor area and eight
(8) du. Demolition of approximately 6,800 SF 1-story
commercial building and surface parking
Mixed-use project with 1,536 SF of retail/restaurant
(breakdown unknown at this time), 3,702 SF of office, and
two (2) residential dwelling units. Previous/existing uses:
vacant land
New 48 space stacked parking facility on a property with a
vacant commercial building, to serve as off-site parking for
commercial building at 5965 Washington Boulevard
Addition of approximately 150 parking spaces through
installation of two (2) to four (4) level parking stackers and
surface lot restriping for tandem parking to support
existing media offices. No additional square feet
New nine (9) unit residential condominium project
replacing six (6) existing units, for a net increase of three
(3) du
New 200 seat Performance Theatre with a museum and
bakery/café, 2-stories and estimated 7,500 SF, on a
property developed with a vacant residential structure
Demolition of 12,958 SF commercial shopping center. New
five-story hotel of 183 rooms with restaurant and outdoor
dining
New athletic field, 2,441 SF classroom building, and twolevel subterranean parking, to allow an increase in student
enrollment from 120 to 170 and increase of 20 staff people
Preliminary concept - Mixed-use TOD with approximately
199 residential units and 40,00 SF of commercial space
(17,250 SF of live/work space, 5,000 SF of restaurant, and
17,750 SF of retail), on a 3.06 to possibly 3.53 acre site,
currently developed with multiple uses

Project Description
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Renovation of existing nine-story office building. Convert
ground floor lobby space to office, retail and restaurant
space. New construction includes a new stand-alone 3,115
SF one-story restaurant building and a second floor within
the atrium to add 5,500 SF of office space
27,568 SF addition consisting of 29 service bays and
12,900 SF of parts and service on
vacant land
Two (2) new single family dwellings, resulting in one (1) net
new dwelling unit
Increase in enrollment from 600 to 650 students at an
existing private school for special needs students, grades
Pre-K through 12
Convenience store 2,676 gSF
A new four-acre park with a new one-story 4,000 SF
building, with a multi-purpose room, staff office, and
restrooms
Addition of 12,737 SF to an existing 19,406 SF commercial
space used as a retail office supply store, to be used as a
home improvement store, within an existing 36,538 SF
multi-tenant commercial building, and conversion of an
existing 4,988 SF paint store into an indoor nursery area
New three-story, for lease housing development,
consisting of 36 units, with subterranean parking.
Previous/existing use includes 20 mobile home units
Addition of 1,250 SF of retail floor area to an existing 8,338
SF retail building, and new tandem parking
Addition of 3,246 SF of commercial (office) floor area with
additional stacked/automated parking, to an existing 5,231
SF commercial building
Four (4) new condominium dwelling units, resulting in
three (3) net new dwelling units
Modification to previously approved CUP to allow a
playfield and increase student enrollment by 100, from 475
to 575, consistent with School Master Plan
Four (4) bay auto repair use within existing car rental
facility

Project Description
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Bristol Parkway Mixed Use

Office Building
Commercial Building
Residential

235

236
237
238

Hotel
Convert Warehouse to Office
Wiseburn School District H.S.
Convert Parking to Hotel
Condominiums
Office
Industrial Addition
Corporate Office and Athletic
Training Facility
New Office
Office
Office and Private Hotel
Office Boeing S-50 Building Addition
Condominiums

240
241
242
243
244
245
246

248
249
250
251
252

Data Center/Office
El Segundo Corporate Campus
Office
Hotel
Data Center/Office
Hotel
Residential
Condominiums
Condominiums
Mattel Grand Way Project - Phase II
Walgreens
Parking Structure
Mixed-Use Commercial
Warehouse, Office, Manufacturing
Senior Assisted Living Facility
Indoor Ice Rink
Office
In-N-Out Burger Fast-Food
Restaurant with Drive-Thru
Light Industrial
General Office
Research and Development
Restaurant
LA Air Force Base - Area A
Fast-food Restaurant with DriveThru

253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267
268
269

271
272
273
274
275
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276

270

Project
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247

Raytheon Campus Specific Plan
Office Park Expansion

239

City of El Segundo

Project

No.
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740 Pacific Coast Highway

2171-2191 Rosecrans Avenue
SE Aviation Boulevard

140 Sheldon Street

123 Lomita Street
2130 E. Maple Avenue

600-630 Sepulveda Boulevard

555 N. Nash Street
116 W. El Segundo Boulevard

540 E. Imperial Avenue

900, 950 Sepulveda Boulevard & 960,
901 - 915 Selby Street

1960 E. Grand Avenue
425-429 Indiana Street
616-620 W. Imperial Hwy
301, 303, 305 W. Palm Avenue
455 Continental Boulevard and 1955 E.
Grand Avenue
331 N. Pacific Coast Hwy
525 N. Sepulveda Boulevard
141 Main Street

444 N. Nash Street

1950 E. Grand Avenue
101 Continental Boulevard

710 N. Nash Street

445 N. Douglas Street

Address
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1700 E. Imperial Avenue
535 Indiana Street

2125 Campus Drive

123 Nevada Street

500 S. Douglas and 2330 Utah Avenue

2275 Mariposa Avenue

400 Duley Road
750 S. Douglas

711 Main Street

199 Continental Boulevard

201 N. Douglas

2265 E. El Segundo Boulevard

888, 892 and 898 N. Sepulveda
Boulevard

2100 El Segundo Boulevard

4333 Sepulveda Boulevard
9615 Lucerne Avenue

11259 Washington Boulevard

6201 Bristol Parkway

Address
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New 314,288 SF data center to replace 223,000 SF land use
(106,000 SF office and 117,000 SF warehouse industrial)
611,545 SF office plus 13,660 SF retail on an existing vacant
parcel
93.569 kSF office
167-room hotel
Demolition of 11,769 SF and construction of 75,435 SF data
center. New total: 180,422 SF data center
150-room hotel
8 residential units
12 unit condominiums
7 unit condominiums, replacing existing 9-unit apartments
New fourteen-story 300,000 SF R&D office tower and 810space parking structure (existing 55,000 SF office)
67 kSF retail
1,029 space 328.532 kSF parking structure
12.550 kSF mixed-use commercial
20.819 kSF warehouse, 139.558 kSF office, 14.025 kSF
manufacturing; from existing 80.165 kSF warehouse,
72.084 kSF office, 2.554 kSF manufacturing
304 senior housing residential units or 58 single and
multifamily (175,000 SF); previously 22.5 kSF school
17.315 kSF indoor ice rink
38 kSF office
Existing Sizzler (sit-down dining) to become 3.714 kSF fastfood restaurant with drive-thru
10.764 kSF light industrial
20.955 kSF general office
7.116 kSF research and development office, replacing
1.756 industrial building
13.57 kSF restaurant
Remove office 835 kSF; add 525 units condominiums
Existing Credit Union Bank (8,100 SF) to be replaced with
4,696 gSF fast-food restaurant with drive-thru

Project Description
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Existing 2,089 kSF light industrial to be replaced with 7.2
kSF retail, 3.5 kSF bank, 9 kSF full service restaurant, 7.3 kSF
fast food restaurant, and 43 kSF medical office
Five-story 190-room, 107,090 gSF hotel on vacant parcel
and operate airport park and ride facility on existing 840space parking structure
Convert 3,050 SF existing warehouse to office use
335,000 SF total for new high school after demo of 90,000
- 170,000 SF. New high school to contain 180,000 to
240,000 SF of building area and an enrollment of 1,200
students
152-room hotel, 71,000 SF, to replace existing parking lot
Existing 2-unit (2,758 SF) residential to be expanded to 4unit (6,963 SF)
73,000 SF office on vacant parcel
Additional 4,986 SF to existing 15,076 SF industrial building
120,380 SF total new - 52,000 SF corporate office plus
68,380 SF athletic training facility
New 80,000 SF office to replace existing 55,000 SF
industrial use
New 4-unit commercial office condominium converted
from 1,700 SF industrial uses
A 500-space parking structure, 49,111 SF office building
and 104,415 SF office building replacing vacant land
Addition of 96.898 kSF to existing 169,390 SF building
4-unit condominium to replace 1 single-family unit

New mixed-use project, including 16,000 SF of commercial
retail/restaurant space, 775 residential dwelling units, and
850 parking spaces on a six (6) acre site. Existing shopping
center (approximately 60,000 SF of commercial floor area)
to be demolished
New three-story, 3,682 SF office building with at-grade
parking, on an existing vacant site
Commercial building addition 2.971 kSF
New 2-unit condominium

Project Description
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Mixed-use
Pro Shop and Hitting-bay
Office Addition
Mixed-use
Mixed-use
Office

278
279
280
281
282
283

Address

Lennox Charter High School
Marina Expressway Homes

294
295

Apartments
Apartments
Apartments
Charter Middle School

316
317
318
319
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Mixed-Use
Residential
Residential
Hotel
School
Hotel
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Commercial
Residential
Auto Repair
Warehouse

Senior Housing
Laundromat
Residential
Office Addition to Child Care Center

297
298
299
300

302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315

Marina del Rey Local Coastal Plan

296

301

Project

No.
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Overland Avenue at Freshman Drive

West Los Angeles Community
College Master Plan

293

4.0-25

14733 S. Stanford Avenue
5343 S Mullen Avenue (or 3751 W 54th
Street)

10505 Hawthorne Boulevard

11824 Aviation Boulevard

13204 Salinas Avenue
1212 W. 107th Street
12000 S. Western Avenue
11130 S. Western Avenue
11814 Aviation Boulevard
1743 Imperial Highway
1423 W. 120th Street
1509 W. 102nd Street
1539 102nd Street
8910 S. Normandie Avenue
10601 S. Vermont Street
215 E. El Segundo Boulevard
9223 S. Vermont Avenue
12804 Spring Street

11810 Bandera Street

1252 W. 105th Street
11034 S. Western Avenue
5550 S. La Brea Avenue
3816 W. 54th Street

1 Marina Expressway

Address
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11044 and 11111 Freeman Avenue
Marina Expressway Eastbound &
Mindanao Way

11604 Aviation Boulevard

Proposed Aviation Station Project

14899 Aviation Boulevard
4430 W. 153rd Street
4741 & 4743 W. 165th Street
15133 Osage Avenue
16606 Hawthorne Boulevard
4212 W. 162nd Street
4720 & 4724 W. 164th Street
4136 W. 160th Street

2221 E. Park Place

212 Eucalyptus Drive

401-615 N. Pacific Coast Highway

140 Oregon Street

400 S. Pacific Coast Highway

2120 Rosecrans Avenue

707 Pacific Coast Highway

292

County of Los Angeles

284
285
286
287
288
289
290
291

Lawndale Annex
Grevillea Gardens
Condominiums
Duplex Development
Del Taco
Duplex Development
Condominiums
Duplex Development

Hotel

City of Lawndale

Project

No.
277

Charter middle school
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November 2021

Marina Del Rey Local Coastal Program (MDR LCP)
Amendment. Development includes residential: 2,044 du,
hotel: 505 rooms, retail: 273,741 SF, restaurant: 1,323
seats, congregate care: 129 du, office: 26,000 SF, dry
storage space: 375 spaces, and library: 3,000 SF
74-unit, 100% affordable senior housing in the R-2 Zone
New use laundromat for a total 4,983 SF
32-unit apartment
New 2-floor office space 1,196 SF
100-unit affordable housing apartment, 5,260 SF child care
center, 7,200 SF office
94-unit condominiums
22-unit apartment
44-room hotel
11,662 SF school
128-room hotel
39-unit apartment
57-unit condominiums
12-unit apartment
10-unit apartment
6-unit apartment
4,500 SF coin laundry and self-service car wash
9-unit single-family homes
2,858 SF auto mechanic shop
4,096 SF warehouse
36-unit apartment (20 three-bedroom units, 4 twobedroom units, 12 one-bedroom units), 58 parking spaces,
28 bicycle parking spaces; five-story
32-unit apartment complex, with 5 units set aside for lowincome tenancy
85-unit apartment

Project Description
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November 2021
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28 single family condominiums

Lot
1:
281-unit
condo/townhomes,
5
kSF
retail/commercial; Lot 2: 112-unit apartment and 21.5 kSF
retail/commercial
approximately 291,300 SF of new building and renovation.
Anticipate future student population of approximately
18,904 students and 1,248 employees by Fall 2022. Project
includes second access road, parking structures,
landscaping and development of athletic facilities
560 students

289-unit condominium
41-unit condo and mixed use
4-unit condominium
2-unit duplex
New fast food restaurant
2-unit duplex
4-unit condominium
2-unit duplex

116-room hotel replacing 7.82 kSF restaurant
240 kSF office; 66 kSF studio and production facilities; 7 kSF
retail on existing vacant land
Three-story (71 kSF) hitting-bay and accessory use
(restaurant, bar, meeting and event space) to replace
existing 2,500 SF pro shop and driving range
Additional 70 kSF office to existing office building
Replace existing parking lot with 263-unit apartments and
11 kSF retail/restaurant
Replace existing warehouse (5.35 kSF) with 13.485 kSF
office and 634 SF café/food-to-go
Additional 27.478 kSF office to existing office (56.6 kSF)

Project Description
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Downtown Hawthorne Specific Plan

331
332
333

334

Residential
Hotel
Costco Gas Station Expansion
Costco Gas Station
Residential
Mixed Use

357
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341

340

339

Residential

Hawthorne Mall Site

338

352
353
354
355
356

St. Joseph’s Plaza

337

351

South Bay Ford

336

342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350

Civic Center

335

Green Line Specific Plan Project
(Dinerstein Companies Residential)
Icon at Rosecrans
Marriott Hotels (Courtyard and
TownePlace Suites)
Hilton Hotel (Garden Inn)
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential

Project
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360 South Bay
Condominiums/Office
Prestige Villas
Single Family Homes

330

Residential

Apartments
Homeless Shelter
Apartments

329

City of Hawthorne

326
327
328

Mixed-Use

Residential

324

325

Apartments
Arco Gas Station

323

Dollar Tree Store

321
322

5101 S. Overhill Drive

multifamily Residence
Development

320

4.0-27

3670 Imperial Highway

14004 Doty Avenue
5151 El Segundo Boulevard
14501 Hindry Avenue
12530 Prairie Avenue
12021 Hawthorne Way

14105-14137 Chadron Avenue

11519 Acacia Avenue
11845 Grevillea Avenue
3222 W. 139th Street
3670 W. Imperial Highway
3857 W. 139th Street
13403 Kornblum Avenue
14128 Kornblum Avenue
14412 Yukon Avenue
11416 Inglewood Avenue

4427 El Segundo Boulevard

SE corner of Crenshaw Boulevard and
Jack Northrop Avenue
14135 Cerise Avenue

Avenue on the west. In addition to the
major north-south arterial Hawthorne
Boulevard, the DHSP area includes the
east-west segments of Imperial
Highway, 120th Street, El Segundo
Boulevard, and Rosecrans Avenue

Address
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Bounded by Ramona Avenue to the
west, 116th Street to the north, 118th
Street to the south, and Grevillea
Avenue to the east
SE corner of Aviation Boulevard and El
Segundo Boulevard
13806 Hawthorne Boulevard
4500 W. 116th Street
14000 Yukon Avenue
The area boundaries include the I-105
Freeway on the north, Prairie Avenue,
Freeman Avenue and its extension
through residential neighborhood to
the city limits on the south, and
Ramona Avenue and Inglewood

1854 E. 118th Street
13200 S. Avalon Boulevard
11735 Holmes Avenue

905 E. El Segundo Boulevard

2178 Firestone Boulevard

11408 S. New Hampshire Avenue

1240 W. 105 Street

3838 W. Slauson Avenue

Address

Project

No.
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119-room hotel
Condos 13 units
Condos 7 units
96 condominium units with 2,000 SF retail space
Condos 12 units
Condos 12 units
Condos 100 units
Condos 11 units
Condos 13 units
109 residential units (24 units affordable to moderate
income households)
22 residential units (6 units moderate income households)
129-room hotel with minimum of 125 parking spaces
Costco gas station expansion
Costco gas station
3 single family homes
approximately 13,938 SF of commercial and 48
condominiums

350 rooms and full-service restaurant

127 residential units (affordable housing)

230 du apartments and 3,700 SF of restaurant

Proposed outlet but no set date for development - existing
a shuttered mall

A public-private partnership opportunity that can have a
mix of civic, hotel, retail and housing uses that frame a
community gathering space
A mid-scale mixed-use development that helps catalyze the
southern portion of Hawthorne Boulevard. Medium and
higher density residential development
An underutilized corner that can become a new, dynamic
public space. No set dates. DT Hawthorne Specific Plan
design ideas suggest a local plaza for the community

Project Description
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171 units and 32,500 SF of office space
128 detached condominiums
6 units
The DHSP designates five land use areas (Residential,
Commercial, Hospitality, Mixed-Use and Public/Quasi
Public) and four opportunity sites known as Transformative
Projects. The four Transformative Projects in the DHSP are
sites identified for new and catalytic development and
investment and are listed below

610 condominiums

128 single family homes

Create one multifamily residence lot developed with 88
attached single-family residence condominium units on
1.875 acres
Convert commercial building into Dollar Tree Store;
approved for a 1,060 SF addition to an existing commercial
building; 9,877 SF total
42-unit apartment building
Construction of new Arco gas station with 2,900 SF
convenience store
Residential care 16 beds
Community center 1 kSF; amphitheater and lawn 1,100
seats; music center 1 kSF; nature lab 1 kSF; museum gallery
1 kSF; museum art storage 1 kSF; aquatic center 1 kSF;
gymnasium 1 kSF; multi-purpose stadium 3,000 seats;
outdoor athletic fields 3 fields; equestrian center 85 stables
100-unit apartment
Homeless shelter 79 rooms
61-unit apartment

Project Description
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1938 W. 146th Street
13615, 13619, 13633 Vermont Avenue
1621 W. 147th Street

6 du townhomes
84 du, 82 market rate units (2 du affordable)
6 du townhome, three-story

265 du, apartments/studio apartments

Final Environmental Impact Report, Green Line Mixed-Use Specific Plan, June 2017.
Traffic Study for the Landside Access Modernization Program (LAMP) DEIR, September 2016.

[8]
[9]
[10]
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Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Traffic Impact Study, Continental Grand Campus Specific Plan DEIR, September 2017.

[7]

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Project DEIR, December 2019.

City of Hawthorne, May 2020.
City of Gardena, Gardena Development Projects Website. (https://www.cityofgardena.org/development-and-planning/), May 2020; City of Gardena, May 2020.

[5]
[6]

[4]
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Source:

393
394
395
_____

12850 Crenshaw Boulevard

1528 W. 134th Street
2169 Redondo Beach Boulevard

113 du townhomes, three-story, including 15 live/work
with 3,969 SF commercial
New 62,960 SF industrial building
New 3, 486 SF drive-thru restaurant

City of Culver City, Active Projects Map Website. (https://www.culvercity.org/city-hall/city-government/city-departments/community-development/current-planning-division/activeprojects-map), May 2020.
City of El Segundo, Department of Planning and Building Safety website. (https://www.elsegundo.org/government/departments/planning-and-building-safety-department/planningdivision/cumulative-projects-list), May 2020; City of El Segundo, May 2020.

Industrial
Restaurant
Transit-Oriented Development SP
Project
Townhomes
Residential
Townhomes

390
391

2129 Rosecrans Avenue

City of Los Angeles, June 2020.

Mixed-Use

389

54 townhomes and 10 live/work, a total of 64 units

Restaurant, 4.053 kSF

Three-story townhomes, 63 units

12 apartment units and 3,986 SF of commercial space
New 114 unit townhomes on existing 105,036 SF
warehouse

Project Description
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[3]

Townhomes

388

1017 W. 141st Street and 14031 S.
Vermont Avenue
1420 Redondo Beach Boulevard
2315, 2401, 2403, 2415, 2421, & 2545
Marine Avenue

1515 W. 178th Street

1112 Gardena Boulevard

Address

4.0-28

14105 S. Vermont Avenue
1201 W. 155th Street
14504 S. Normandie Avenue
15350 Van Ness Avenue
16908 S. Normandie Avenue
1147 W. Gardena Boulevard
16958 S. Western Avenue
15927 S. Brighton Avenue
525 E. Rosecrans Avenue

15501 S. Normandie Avenue

1399 W. Artesia Boulevard

13919 Normandie Avenue
1341 W. Gardena Boulevard

15930 S Western Avenue

16210 Crenshaw Boulevard

15106 South Western Avenue

1720 W. 135th Street
16819 Normandie Avenue
14321 Van Ness Avenue
1715 W. 149th Street
1333 168th Street
1348 W. 168th Street
16016 S. Western Avenue

50 du townhomes, three-story
Construction of 73,600 SF industrial uses, 16,000 SF office
uses, and 147,200 SF storage uses
100,438 SF industrial building
Single room occupancy, 63 units
40 condos/townhomes and 1,835 SF retail
5-unit townhouse development
3-unit condo development
Small lot subdivision, 9-unit apartment
9,685 SF addition to existing commercial office building
Refacade of an existing 5,895 SF building and change use
from automotive repair to retail commercial
New 4,860 SF drive-thru restaurant
New two-story medical and professional office building,
6.43 kSF
Single room occupancy, 20 units
14 townhomes and 3,385 SF of retail/office
4,733 SF gas station at an existing Sam's Club retail store
(16 fuel positions)
Refacade existing shopping center and develop a new a
1,850 SF drive-thru restaurant
Construction of a new 1,500 SF restaurant
11,550 SF Dialysis Health facility
96 townhomes
42 townhomes
21 single family homes
multifamily (apartments), 4 units
46 townhomes
multifamily (apartments), 2 units
3.14 kSF of retail

City of Inglewood, Department of Economic & Community Development website (https://www.cityofinglewood.org/1016/Environmental-Documents), May 2020; City of Inglewood,
July 2020.

Restaurant

387

1335 W. 141st Street
1450 W. Artesia Boulevard

Seven-story parking structure - approximately 1,469 stalls

Project Description

[1]

KB Home Stonefield

386

Address
East side of Crenshaw Boulevard
(between 120th Street and Northrop
Avenue)

[2]

Townhomes

385

392

Project
Mixed-Use

No.
384
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Commercial
Commercial
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Retail

Residential
Residential

371
372

375
376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383

Commercial

370

Commercial

Commercial

369

Commercial

Commercial

368

374

Industrial
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Residential
Commercial

361
362
363
364
365
366
367

373

Mixed-Use

360

Townhomes

Parking Structure

358
City of Gardena
359

Project

No.
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4.1.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the
impacts of the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or ITC Project) on
aesthetics and visual character, obstruction of views, nighttime illumination, light and glare, and shading.
The evaluation of aesthetics and visual character impacts considers the existing visual character of the
area along the proposed alignment, and how implementation of the proposed Project would affect this
visual character. The evaluation of view impacts considers existing viewsheds and visual resources that
may be affected by the development of the Project alignment. The analysis of light and glare assesses the
effects of new sources of nighttime lighting and glare from the reflection of sunlight or artificial light from
any reflective surface that would be created by the Project. This section also evaluates patterns of shading
that would be created by the proposed Project and the effect on uses along the proposed alignment.
Prior to the preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR, a Recirculated Initial Study was prepared using
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Environmental Checklist Form to assess potential
environmental impacts associated with aesthetics. For two of these screening thresholds, the Initial Study
found that the proposed Project would result in a “Less than Significant Impact,” and thus, no further
analysis of these topics in an EIR was required. The following Initial Study screening criteria related to
aesthetics do not require any additional analysis in this Recirculated Draft EIR:
x

Impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista were evaluated and determined to be
“Less than Significant” in the Initial Study. As discussed therein, the City of Inglewood (City)’s General
Plan does not designate any scenic vistas within the City or its vicinity. Additionally, no views of
regional mountain ranges, focal points, or broad panoramic view corridors are available from public
rights-of-way along the proposed alignment. Therefore, impacts on scenic vistas from the proposed
Project would be less than significant.

x

Impacts related to substantial damage to scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway were evaluated and determined to
be “Less than Significant” in the Initial Study. As discussed therein, the Project alignment is not located
in the vicinity of a designated scenic highway. Thus, no trees or historic resources on the Project
alignment are located within a State scenic highway. Additionally, no rock outcroppings are present on
or near the Project alignment. Therefore, impacts on scenic resources within a State scenic highway
from the proposed Project would be less than significant.

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the Project
in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments received on the
December 2020 Draft EIR. Changes to the Project relevant to the potential effects on the aesthetic and
251-003-20
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visual character of the area include defining Project design features that address the visual characteristics
of the Project as described below in Section 4.1.7.1: Project Design Features. Specific changes to the
Project related to potential effects on the visual and aesthetic character of the areas surrounding the
proposed alignment include raising the height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve
existing views of historic buildings, relocating the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest

Scenic Resources
Scenic resources typically include natural open spaces, topographic formations, and landscapes that
contribute to a high level of visual quality. They also include ridgelines, parks, trails, nature preserves,
sculpture gardens, the built environment, and similar features that are critical in shaping the visual
character and scenic identity of a given area and surrounding region.

corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard to avoid impacts on Kelso School, redesign of the
proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a new Vons store, and
realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie Avenue.
The changes to the design of the Project do not create the potential for significant impacts related to
scenic vistas or scenic resources as described above. There are no designated scenic vistas within the City
or its vicinity nor would the revised Project be located within a State scenic highway.

Scenic Vistas
Scenic vistas are generally described in two ways: panoramic views which is visual access to a large
geographic area, for which the field of view can be wide and extend into the distance; and focal views
providing visual access to a particular object, scene, or feature of interest. In general, scenic vistas are the
range by which scenic resources may be observed. This definition combines visual quality with information
about view exposure to describe the level of interest or concern that viewers may have for the quality of

Impacts found to be less than significant are further discussed in Section 6.0: Other Environmental
Considerations.

a particular view or visual setting.

4.1.3 METHODOLOGY

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Draft EIR.

4.1.3.1

4.1.2 OVERVIEW

Impacts on visual character were determined by comparing existing visual conditions at and around the

4.1.2.1

Visual Character

proposed Project area alignment with the change in these conditions that would result from

Aesthetic Resources

implementation of the proposed Project. The study area for the aesthetics analysis comprises the Project
Aesthetic resources include a range of visual elements, including landforms, vegetation, water features,
the urban design characteristics of an area, and the architecture present in an area that define how an
observer experiences a place through sensory interaction. Factors considered include visual character,
scenic resources, and scenic vistas. These factors, which describe the aesthetic character of a particular

alignment and adjacent areas. The Project area includes the Automated Transit System (ATS) components,
including the guideway, stations, and support facility sites (maintenance and storage facility [MSF]
including the Vons supermarket, and power distribution system [PDS] substations ), and properties
adjacent to the ATS and proposed components.

area are described further below.
The methodology used to assess visual character impacts considers how the proposed Project would affect

Visual Character

views of the area. This assessment focuses on views of the proposed Project along major roadways and

Visual character describes the unique combination of aesthetic resources, scenic elements, and landscape

on other public viewpoints where visual change would occur with implementation of the proposed

characteristics that contribute to the identity of a particular place. These components provide for the

Project. Public viewpoints of the Project area available to the general public traveling to or near the Project

visual sensory interaction with a particular place by users who experience it. This interaction constitutes

are located along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue.

the basis of the overall impression a place has upon the observer. In urban settings, these characteristics
largely include land use type and density, urban landscaping and design, architecture, topography, and

Establishing the basis for the analysis also involved collecting and reviewing existing plans and guidelines
in effect within or adjacent to the Project area that address design, architecture, and landscaping. These

background setting.

plans include the Hollywood Park Specific Plan 1 (HPSP) and the New Downtown and Fairview Heights

1
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City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015.
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Transit-Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines (Downtown TOD). 2 These plans define the

policies of the City’s General Plan Land Use Element applicable to this aesthetics section of the Draft EIR

standards for development within these areas.

are outlined as follows:

4.1.3.2

Land Use Element

Light and Glare

Light and glare also influences the visual character of an area. The provision of adequate and appropriate

The Land Use Element sets forth Citywide policies for the general location and intensity of land uses, and

lighting and limiting glare and the potential for glare are fundamental safety requirements in the design

includes the following goals and policies that are relevant to the proposed Project in this section:

of any large facility or structure. The analysis focuses on light spillover effects, which involve light that
shines beyond the area intended for illumination that can be a source of annoyance to adjoining
properties, particularly for residences where light (e.g., direct illumination) might disturb sleep or privacy.

Downtown Transit Oriented District Goals and Policies (as amended September 2016)
Goal 1:

Glare—both daytime reflection of sunlight off large expanses of reflective surface (cars, buildings, or

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.
Policy 1.1:

Mixed Use Development. Encourage a range of residential, retail,

structures) and unshielded nighttime lighting (outdoor or indoor)—can also have adverse effects.

office, recreational, and institutional uses in the Historic

Accordingly, this section also addresses the potential for the proposed Project to: (1) introduce new light

Downtown to create a vibrant urban district and support local

sources that could adversely affect nearby light-sensitive receptors (e.g., residential uses, hotels, and

business.

natural areas); and (2) introduce new light or glare sources that could adversely affect day or nighttime

Policy 1.2:

views in this area.

pedestrian activity such as retail on major streets and plaza
frontages. Require that storefronts be historically-sensitive,

4.1.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
4.1.4.1

Ground Floor Uses and Storefronts. Require uses that activate

attractive, and transparent in the Historic Downtown.

State Regulations and Directives
Goal 2:

Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking gathering place for the community.

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Scenic Highway Program
Policy 2.1:
The Caltrans Scenic Highway Program3 protects and enhances the natural scenic beauty of California’s

Public Gathering Places. Create public spaces in key locations in
the public right-of-way and on privately-owned land. In particular,

highways and corridors through special conservation treatment. Caltrans defines a scenic highway as any

create a central plaza along Market Street between Florence

freeway, highway, road, or other public right-of-way that transverses an area of exceptional scenic quality.

Avenue and Regent Street and/or in the adjacent parcels suitable

Caltrans designates a scenic highway by evaluating how much of the natural landscape a traveler sees and

for eating, resting and people watching, but also for festivals,

the extent to which visual intrusions degrade the scenic corridor. No officially designated scenic highways

concerts, and events at special times.

are located within the City.
Policy 2.3:

4.1.4.2

Local Regulations and Directives

buildings that have been designated as historic and encourage
the reuse of other historic buildings. Maintain the sense of place

City General Plan

in areas with historic fabric and/or meaning such as Market Street

The City General Plan including the Land Use Element, 4 was adopted in August 1968 and was amended in

between Regent Street and Hillcrest Avenue and the Hillcrest

1980, with additional amendments, including the latest amendment in 2020. Goals, objectives, and
2
3
4

City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016.
Caltrans, Scenic Highways, https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lap-landscape-architecture-and-community-livability/lapliv-i-scenic-highways, accessed July 30, 2020.
City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (adopted 1980, last amended 2020),
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element-1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-PDF,.

Meridian Consultants
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neighborhood east of Locust Street.
Goal 6:

Downtown expresses the unique culture of Inglewood.
Policy 6.1:

Districts. Define the following unique districts within the
Downtown TOD area, each with their own unifying character or

Meridian Consultants
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identity that should be preserved and enhanced: Historic
Downtown, Civic Center, TechTown, Beach Avenue, Fairview
West, Hillcrest and Queen Street.
Policy 6.2:

New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit-Oriented Development Plan and
Design Guidelines
The New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines6

Performing Arts. Build on assets such as the Fox Theater, Forum

(Downtown TOD Plan) covers the Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights neighborhoods of the City

and Hollywood Park to establish Downtown Inglewood as part of

and works to implement the City’s vision for transforming the quality of the environment within these

an Inglewood entertainment and performing arts hub serving

areas. The Downtown TOD Plan area consists of approximately 585 acres located in the center of

both the City and the region.

Inglewood along the new Metro K line just east of the Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue intersection. This
TOD Plan area extends approximately one-half mile in all directions from the Metro K line Downtown

Policy 6.3:

Visual Arts. Commission public art to provide an attractive
environment for residents, employees, and visitors. Take steps to

Inglewood Station (Downtown Inglewood Station). The Downtown TOD Plan planning and zoning area also
extends approximately one-half mile in all directions from the Downtown Inglewood Station.

ensure a continuing role for the Inglewood art community in
Downtown’s visual and performing arts.

The Downtown TOD Plan includes concept plans, zoning, development standards and design guidelines,

Goals and Objectives (as adopted January 1980)

and an implementation action plan for consideration by applicants submitting any proposals for new

x

Promote Inglewood’s image and identity as an independent community within the Los Angeles
metropolitan area.

construction or rehabilitation within the Plan area, as well as for consultation by City Staff when making

x

Improve the visual appearance and economic condition of the existing arterial commercial
development along Inglewood’s major streets.

recommendations for project approvals. The Downtown TOD Plan addresses architectural detail, signage,
public art, and civic and cultural life. Further, the Downtown TOD Plan includes street tree concepts,
including recommended street tree locations and species along roadways within the Downtown and
Fairview Heights neighborhoods.

Open Space Element

Section 2.8: Street Trees and Furniture 7 of the Downtown TOD Plan establishes that street trees are

The Open Space Element 5 sets forth Citywide policies for current and future recreation needs of the

important elements of streetscapes and placemaking and provides guidelines on the character of trees

community for park land and recreation facilities. It is also a plan for the conservation or creation of open

placed within key areas of Downtown Inglewood. The Downtown TOD Plan recommends that Manchester

spaces to mitigate the effects of increasing urbanization of Inglewood. Since Inglewood lacks any natural

Boulevard be lined with London Plane (Platanus × acerifolia) trees, or a similar species. This tree’s ability

resource such as a lakeshore or riverbank, the Element focuses on two basic types of open space: the

to withstand air pollution, drought, as well as most diseases makes it a desirable street tree that would

traditional city park and the nonpark open space, including public plazas, landscaped boulevards, and

also provide some uniformity and connectivity for Downtown Inglewood. In the case of Florence Avenue,

greenbelts between buildings on private property. The following policy is relevant to the proposed Project

the Downtown TOD Plan calls for London Plane trees alternated with the California fan palm

in this section:
Policy 1:

(Washingtonia filifera). Market Street should retain its existing street trees. The smaller arterial streets
The City of Inglewood and its redevelopment agency, in reviewing and approving
development plans, shall require the provision of landscaped plazas and gardens
when possible, and the provision of landscaping within building setbacks and
parking lots.

near Market Street may alternate between the Brisbane box (Lophostemon confertus), an evergreen tree,
and the ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba), a deciduous tree. The Downtown TOD Plan states that these smaller street
trees bring down the scale of the streets and create a sense of place throughout the streets of Downtown
Inglewood.

6
5

City of Inglewood General Plan, “Open Space Element” (adopted 1973, last amended 1995),
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element-1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-PDF.
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7

City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016.
City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016, Section 2.8: Street Trees and Furniture, p. 19.
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Hollywood Park Specific Plan

The HPSP states that street trees along Prairie Avenue shall be substantial and continuous to achieve an

The HPSP 8 establishes development standards and design guidelines for the 238-acre Hollywood Park site
at the northeast corner of the Prairie Avenue and Century Boulevard intersection and provides an
overview of existing infrastructure and necessary improvements related to the site, including measures
for implementation measures of the plan. The site is currently under development and with SoFi Stadium
constructed and operating and ongoing development of a 6,000-seat entertainment venue, parks, and

appropriate scale for the street.12 Along the portion of Prairie Avenue north of Hardy Street, large
columnar evergreen trees such as Afghan pine (Pinus eldarica) or Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis)
would provide continuity with the retail development to the east and the cemetery to the north. This
arrangement is intended to visually reduce the scale of the street and provide ample shade as visitors
approach the HPSP site. Both Prairie Avenue south of Hardy Street and the northern side of Century
Boulevard would be similarly lined with large evergreen trees such as camphor trees (Cinnamomum

retail, office, housing, entertainment, gaming, hotel, and civic uses.

camphora) or Southern magnolia (Magnolia grandiflora). In addition, large canopy flowering trees and
The HPSP includes guidelines and standards for improvements in the public right-of-way within the plan

palms would mark key points near the HPSP site, including the retail corner and major entries, and

area, which includes approximately 0.5 miles of street frontage along South Prairie Avenue. The HPSP also

maintain adequate street visibility. Selected species include Date palm (Phoenix dactylifera), Chanticleer

provides integrated and coordinated landscape design guidelines for new development along the

Callery pear (Pyrus calleryana), and pink trumpet tree (Tabebuia impetignosa). Palm trees at the

perimeter of the Plan area with the objective of promoting land use compatibility, particularly along South

northeastern corner of Prairie Avenue and Century Boulevard are intended to provide a thematic

Prairie Avenue.

connection to Century Boulevard near the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).

The HPSP includes streetscape standards and provides integrated and coordinated landscape design

City Municipal Code

guidelines for new development along the perimeter of the HPSP area to integrate it with the adjoining
urban fabric, achieve a diverse urban forest, and assist in developing districts of distinctive and appropriate
character. 9 Sidewalk widths are intended to provide walking routes and parkway widths are designed to
provide sufficient area for urban tree growth. The HPSP guidelines and standard for streetscape include

The City Planning and Zoning Code Chapter 12, Planning and Zoning identifies zoning districts and land use
classifications, land use regulations, development standards, and environmental standards. The Zoning
Ordinance is intended to protect and promote the public’s health, safety, and general welfare, and to
implement the policies of the comprehensive General Plan.

identity elements that would differentiate Hollywood Park from nearby developments through
architectural features, landscaping (such as seasonal displays of color), graphic elements (such as signs or

Lighting and Signage

logos), special pedestrian or automobile paving, special night lighting effects, or other similar features.

Lighting and signage are also regulated by the Inglewood Municipal Code Chapter 12, 13 which defines

The HPSP, Section 3.2.2: Streetscape, identifies selected street trees and the desired locations for their
placement on internal roadways within the HPSP area as well as along major adjacent roadways, including
Prairie Avenue, Century Boulevard, and the intersection corner of those roadways.10 A majority of the tree
species listed in the HPSP were selected from the City’s approved tree list.11 Selections were based upon
recommendations from local arborists to create a palette of horticulturally successful, low maintenance,
and climate-appropriate tree species. Alternative selections can be proposed, subject to City approval.

8

City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/1347/Hollywood-Park-Specific-Plan.
City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, p. 3-28.
10 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, Exhibit 3-25—Landscape Street Sections Map, p. 3-28.
11 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, Exhibit 3-25—Landscape Street Sections Map, p. 3-28.

minimum standards to safeguard life, health, property, and the public welfare by regulating and controlling
the design, quality of materials, construction, size, height, location, and maintenance of all signs, sign
structures, and other exterior advertising devices.

Tree Preservation
The Municipal Code Tree Preservation14 recognizes the importance of both native and nonnative trees
within the City. Properly maintained trees increase property values, maintain the natural ecology, temper
the effects of extreme temperatures, reduce runoff, prevent erosion of topsoil, and help create and
maintain the identity and visual character of the City. Prior to removing or cutting a protected tree in the
City, a permit must be approved by the City’s Parks, Recreation, and Library Services Department.

9
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12 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, p. 3-29.
13 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Chapter 12, Article 23, Sign Regulation.
14 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Article 32, Section 12-110 (2012), Tree Preservation.
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City Design and Development Standards/Design Review Process

Further, there are no designated or eligible State scenic highways within or adjacent to the Project area.19

The City’s Design and Development Standards, 15 supplements the Municipal Code with design standards

The nearest State scenic highway is Interstate 110 between mile post 25.7 and 31.9, which is located north

and guidelines for development. The City has established a design review process and design standards to

of downtown Los Angeles and south of Interstate 210 in Pasadena. The closest portion of this scenic
highway is approximately ten miles northeast of the Project boundary.

accomplish the following:
To maximize freedom, creativity, and innovation in the architecture, landscape design and graphics of
each individual project within the framework of constraints imposed by the community’s need to
control development for the health, safety, and general welfare of its citizens.

Additionally, the Project area is not near any designated wild or scenic rivers pursuant to the National Wild

x

To promote a visually attractive, safe, and well-planned community through the use of sound design
techniques.

panoramic view corridors are available from public rights-of-way along the proposed alignment.

x

To protect citizens from unsafe or unsightly conditions.

x

To minimize potential nuisances to the uses surrounding the new development.

x

To preserve and maximize the image, character, and visual quality which is making Inglewood an
attractive place to live and work.

x

and Scenic Rivers System.20 The nearest mountains, the Santa Monica Mountains, are more than 10 miles
north of the Project boundary. No views of these mountains or of any other focal points or broad

Project Area
Market Street Segment
The Market Street Segment begins at the intersection of Market Street and Florence Avenue and
terminates at the intersection of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard. Aside from the shopping
center and the vacant lot immediately south of Florence Avenue, this section of Market Street is composed

Additionally, The Municipal Code outlines the design review process required for development in the “D”

primarily of low-rise commercial buildings and storefronts along a narrow two-lane roadway, with the

Supplemental Design Review Zone.16 This supplemental designation includes the TOD Mixed Use 1, TOD

exception of the former Fox Theater building, which includes structural components rising above most

Mixed Use 2, and Historic Core zones.

other nearby structures. Pedestrian sidewalks are landscaped with planters and street trees and street
amenities such as benches, decorative streetlights, and decorative street posts. Landscaped medians

4.1.5 EXISTING CONDITIONS

divide the slightly curving two-lane roadway to define an intimate setting and slow traffic, with metered

4.1.5.1

parking spots lining either side of the roadway to allow patrons to stop and shop at local businesses.

Aesthetics and Views

City of Inglewood

Manchester Boulevard Segment

The proposed Project is located entirely within the City, approximately 5.5 miles east of the Pacific Ocean,

The Manchester Boulevard Segment begins at the intersection with Market Street and ends at the

within a broad coastal plain surrounded by rising land to the south and north, and more-level terrain

intersection with Prairie Avenue. Low-rise commercial buildings are located on both sides of Manchester

extending east. The City is a highly developed urban area containing moderately dense development along

Boulevard with storefronts making up the majority of the building facades along the roadway. Two parking

major corridors that consist of commercial, residential, and industrial uses. The street corridors provide

lots approximately a block in length line the street adjacent to Hillcrest Boulevard on either side of the

the only long-range views available in the City, including limited views of Baldwin Hills to the north and

roadway, supporting two commercial shopping centers. Residential and church uses are also adjacent to

other urban areas in and surrounding the City. Overall, the views within and surrounding the City are

Manchester Boulevard in smaller numbers, appearing as low-rise buildings along the roadway.

consistent with the views of a highly developed urban area.
This segment of Manchester Boulevard includes two travel lanes in each direction with a median turn lane
No designated or otherwise identified scenic views or vistas are located within or visible from the City.17

throughout the entire segment. Occasional concrete medians with street signs divide the lanes going in

The City’s General Plan states that no forest resources, wildlife, fisheries, shorelines, or agricultural land

opposite directions and accommodate turn pockets. Metered parking spaces are located along the

are present in the City, 18 nor does the General Plan designate any scenic vistas within the City or its vicinity.
15
16
17
18

City of Inglewood, Technical Background Report (2006), Design and Development Standards, adopted January 30, 1979.
City of Inglewood, Municipal Code Ch. 12, art. 14 (2010).
Google Earth, 2020.
City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), 1.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.1-10

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

19 California Department of Transportation, California Scenic Highway Mapping System, Los Angeles County,
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/, accessed August 2018.
20 US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, available at https://www.rivers.gov/, accessed August
31, 2018.
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roadway. Sidewalks are provided on both sides of the street with palm trees, and streetlights on simple

designed incorrectly. Light sources located close to light-sensitive receptors, such as residential units at

gray. Street signs are attached to the poles of the streetlights to help direct traffic with arrows and speed

nighttime, are most relevant for this analysis.

limits. Billboards containing large advertising displays are located on sides of the street. Limited
landscaping is provided along this segment. Street benches and trash receptacles of simple design can be

As described below, existing light sources in the Project area are typical of a highly developed area
containing commercial and residential uses. The Project area does not contain any sources of light or glare

found at the bus stops along this segment.

that currently interfere with daytime or nighttime visibility. The existing levels of lighting are typical for a

Prairie Avenue Segment

mix of commercial and residential uses located in an urban area, and there are no existing sources of light

The Prairie Avenue Segment begins at the intersection with Manchester Boulevard and ends at the
intersection with Hardy Street. Low-rise commercial buildings, often with adjacent surface parking lots

or glare that affect existing uses along these street segments.

Market Street Segment

occupy the majority of the area to the west of Prairie Avenue. Located between Nutwood Street and Kelso
Street is the Kelso Elementary School with single story structures that are simple in design. The playground
and sports facility at the school is raised and located adjacent to Prairie Avenue. Single- and multifamily
residential buildings, one- to two-stories in height, are also located along this segment of Prairie Avenue.
The Forum is located on the east side of Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Pincay Drive.
The Forum is a large circular building surrounded by an expansive surface parking lot, with vehicle
entrances along Prairie Avenue. South of Pincay Drive is SoFi Stadium and a mixed-use community under
development in the HPSP area. SoFi Stadium, which opened in September 2020, is located southeast of

Sources of existing ambient light along the Market Street Segment includes streetlights, vehicle headlights,
traffic lights, and lighting from parking lots and commercial buildings. There are no existing light sensitive
uses located along this segment of Market Street, such as residential dwellings and hotels/motels.
The facades of buildings along Market Street primarily include non-reflective materials that do not create
glare. Existing nighttime sources of glare are primarily associated with vehicle headlights traveling
throughout the area.

Manchester Boulevard Segment

The Forum property and south of Pincay Drive. The SoFi stadium features a translucent roof which covers
the stadium proper, the adjacent pedestrian plaza, and the attached performance venue. The stadium

Sources of nighttime illumination on Manchester Boulevard consist of light sources commonly found in

bowl contains open sides as part of its design. The majority of the HPSP site is currently under construction

developed urban areas, including streetlights, vehicle headlights, traffic lights, and lighting from adjacent

and consists of vacant graded areas enclosed by windscreen fences. Temporary construction lighting is

buildings. This segment includes residential homes on the north side of the street between Manchester

visible throughout the site. Entrances to the construction site with security checkpoints are visible along

Drive and Osage Avenue which are currently exposed to these sources of light.

the west side of Prairie Avenue.

The facades of buildings along this segment primarily include non-reflective materials that do not

Prairie Avenue includes three travel lane lanes in each direction, with a turn lane at the center of the

contribute to glare. Existing nighttime sources of glare are primarily associated with vehicle headlights

roadway and additional right turn lanes in some locations Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Prairie

traveling on Manchester Boulevard and adjacent streets.

Avenue with limited landscaping and street trees. Traffic signs are affixed on gray traffic poles and gray

Prairie Avenue Segment

streetlight poles are located along the street. Multiple driveways are located along both sides of the street
to allow for vehicles to enter parking lots and construction sites. A stretch of landscaped median extends

Nighttime lighting on Prairie Avenue consists of light sources commonly found in developed urban areas,

from south of Arbor Vitae Street to just north of Hardy Street.

including streetlights, vehicle headlights, traffic lights, lighting from buildings located along the street and
lighting associated with billboards located along this segment of Prairie Avenue. Residential and motel

4.1.5.2

Light and Glare

uses located west of Prairie Avenue are currently exposed to these light sources.

The entire Project alignment is located in a highly urbanized area containing numerous light sources that
generate varying degrees of light. Nighttime lighting is necessary to provide and maintain safe, secure, and
attractive environments. However, these lights have the potential to produce spillover light and glare if

Meridian Consultants
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East of Prairie Avenue, nighttime lighting associated with the surface parking lots surrounding the Forum
and HPSP are also visible from the residential and motel uses west along Prairie Avenue. The parking lot
lights at the Forum and HPSP are similar in intensity to the adjacent streetlights. Although located
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throughout the large surface parking lots and along the perimeter, these lights are shielded and directed

the new buildings and site improvements in the HPSP area would substantially change the visual

and result in limited light spillover onto these light-sensitive uses.

environment east of Prairie Avenue, these changes would not conflict with nearby uses.23

The facades of buildings along this segment primarily consist of non-reflective materials that do not

4.1.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

contribute to glare conditions. Existing nighttime sources of glare are primarily associated with vehicle
headlights traveling on Prairie Boulevard and adjacent streets.

4.1.5.3

Criteria outlined in CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of aesthetics impacts.
The Project would have a significant impact in relation to aesthetics if it would result in the following

Adjusted Baseline Conditions

Threshold AES-1a

The Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis,

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of
the site and its surroundings.

4.0-5: Adjusted Baseline is considered in this analysis. The residential, office, retail, and entertainment
uses associated with the Adjusted Baseline projects would result in changes to the visual conditions east

Threshold AES-1b

Be inconsistent with applicable zoning and planning regulations governing
scenic quality.

of Prairie Avenue within the HPSP area.
Threshold AES-2
The Champion Park neighborhood planned between Arbor Vitae Street and Hardy Street west of Prairie

Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area.

Avenue would accommodate a range of housing types with a residential gateway constructed at the
intersection of Arbor Vitae Street and Prairie Avenue. Street trees along this segment of Prairie Avenue
would be primarily Afghan Pine (Pinus eldarica) planted along the sidewalks and the roadway median. 21

4.1.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
The project includes the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines) and Construction

At the intersection of Hardy Street and Prairie Avenue a primary point to the HPSP community is planned

Commitment Program (CCP) as described in Section 3.0: Project Description. The CCP addresses

as a gateway consisting of substantial structures and signage to introduce patrons to the retail and

temporary effects during construction of the Project. The Design Guidelines describe the design standards

entertainment located west of Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to Century Boulevard. Street trees south

and features of the proposed Project.

of Hardy Street would be Camphor (Cinnamomum camphora) trees. Street trees on the east side of Prairie
Avenue would be substantial in stature, ranging from 40 feet to 50 feet in height and create a buffer

4.1.7.1

between this area and Prairie Avenue.22

The following measures in the Design Guidelines and CCP address the potential effects on visual character

All exterior lighting at the HPSP would be directed onto the driveways, walkways, and parking areas and
shielded to minimize glare and light spill onto adjacent properties and streets. In addition to lighting on
vertical structures, specialty lighting would be used to highlight architectural elements, landscaping, and

Project Design Features

of the area along the proposed alignment, and how implementation of the proposed Project would affect
this visual character:
PDF AES-1

Construction (CCP)

building tenant and project signage. Security and safety lighting would also be provided as necessary in
parking areas, service passages, and common areas. All lighting would be directed toward the ground
wherever feasible or screened to minimize illuminating surrounding areas and minimize glare and
interference with vehicular traffic. Additionally, building facades and windows would be constructed of

Construction activities during evening and nighttime hours may require the use of temporary lighting. To
minimize the impact of temporary lighting on adjacent properties, the following measures shall be
implemented:

non-reflective materials to avoid glare impacts on surrounding residential properties and streets. While

x

21 City of Inglewood. Hollywood Park Specific Plan. Adopted July 8, 2009. Amended September 2014 and February 2015.
22 City of Inglewood. Hollywood Park Specific Plan. Adopted July 8, 2009. Amended September 2014 and February 2015.

23 City of Inglewood. Final Environmental Impact Report. I. Introduction Executive Summary.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/125/I-Introduction-Execitive-Summary-PDF. Accessed
November 30, 2020.
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Temporary lighting will be limited to the amount necessary to safely perform the required work and
will be directed downwards and shielded. Care shall be taken in the placement and orientation of
portable lighting fixtures to avoid directing lights toward sensitive receptors, including automobile
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x
x
x

drivers. Motorists and sensitive receptors shall not have direct views of construction light sources.
Light sensitive receptors include but are not limited to residential areas and transient occupancy uses.
Light trespass shall not exceed one foot-candle above ambient light level as measured at any adjacent
residential and transient properties.

must then be removed, the original warranty shall be deemed renewed commencing from when the
tree or landscaping is replaced.
PDF AES-3

Lighting (Design Standards and Guidelines)

Station Design
Temporary sidewalks and any sidewalk adjacent to construction activities shall be illuminated to City
Standards to protect public safety.

x

Station canopies will have indirect accent lighting.

To minimize the visual effects of construction the following measures shall be implemented:

x

Lighting will clearly highlight pedestrian paths including those to stairs, escalators, and elevators.

x

Accent and functional lighting will be strategically placed to minimize spillover.

x

Accent and functional lighting controls will be programmable, and sensor controlled to allow for
energy efficiency and various settings such as daytime, nighttime, and event lighting.




Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover, and straw
bales should be removed as soon as the area is stabilized.
Stockpile areas should be located in less visibly sensitive areas and pre-approved by the City.
Stockpile locations, laydown, and staging areas shall be accessed by construction vehicles with
minimal disruption near residential neighborhoods.

Guideway And Support Structure Design
x

Where provided, guideway indirect accent lighting will complement station lighting design.

x

Light fixtures will be concealed or minimally visible.

A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to

x

Accent and functional lighting will be strategically placed to minimize spillover.

review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:

x

Code required lighting along the guideway will be designed to minimize visibility from the ground
level.

x

Street lighting will be supplemented as needed to provide a consistent light level on the sidewalk and
roadway along the project alignment.

PDF AES-2

Tree Replacement (CCP)

x

Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of Inglewood Municipal Code and the ITC
Design Standards and Guidelines.

x

Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be avoided where feasible.

x

New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of the same species as those removed, if
appropriate for the location and not in conflict with new infrastructure. Alternative locations shall be
approved by the City’s Public Works Department.

x

New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum of 20 feet in height.

x

The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within six (6) months of restoration and completion
of that portion of streets that may impact the tree. To the extent feasible, the Contractor shall
permanently replace trees on an ongoing basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.

x

If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree species, the pruning shall be performed
in a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the health of the trees.

x

The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other landscaping installed by the Contractor
for a period of three (3) years from the date of planting and shall warranty the trees and landscaping
for one (1) year after planting. Prior to the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the
Contractor will conduct an inspection of all permanent replacement trees and landscaping for general
health as a condition of final acceptance by the City. If, in the City’s determination, a permanent
replacement tree or landscaping does not meet the health requirements of the City, then the
Contractor shall replace that tree within thirty (30) days. For any permanent trees or landscaping that
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Maintenance And Storage Facility
x

Where provided, functional lighting will be placed to minimize spillover.

x

Building entrances will be well lit.

x

Lighting will clearly highlight pedestrian paths including those to ramps, stairs, escalators, and
elevators.

x

Public uses on the ground plane of the MSF Site including any covered parking areas will be well lit
with particular attention paid to the comfort and safety of the public.

Elevated Passenger Walkways
x

Where provided, functional lighting will be placed to minimize spillover.

x

Overall lighting design will not interfere with roadway traffic below.

x

Accent lighting will complement station lighting design.

x

Accent and general lighting controls will be programmable and sensor controlled to allow for daytime,
nighttime, and event settings.

Meridian Consultants
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PDF AES-4
x

Tree Placement (Design Standards and Guidelines)

setback, project elements overhanding the sidewalk, and viewpoints from which the resource can best be
discerned in its entirety). The final Project design shall ensure minimal impacts to the setting of historical

An arborist report surveying the condition and extents of all existing trees in the Project area will be
provided to the developer for their use as a baseline in order to produce a final report detailing the
most current conditions and proposed handling of all existing trees for the proposed Project.

viewpoints. In order to meet these performance-based standards, the following Project Design Features

x

Existing flourishing trees (as identified in the arborist report) will remain, where feasible.

shall be incorporated into the final Project design:

x

An Approved Plant Palette based on the City’s approved street tree list will be used as a basis for all
sections of new trees.

x

x

The quantity and species of existing trees removed by the ITC Project will be replaced in accordance
with the City’s current landscape guidelines.

The guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the historical resource will be sufficient for
the guideway to visually clear the top of the historical resources’ street-facing façade(s) when viewed
from the optimal viewpoints. The final Project design is expected to achieve no visual obstruction of
any of the identified historical resources from the guideway.

x

Protected species in the Inglewood Municipal Code, Tree Preservation will remain.

x

x

City of Inglewood guidelines for tree spacing will be followed, considering species of trees and the
desired canopy coverage.

At the former Fox Theatre, and for 100 feet on either side of the resource, the guideway elevation
(measured from the ground plane to the underside of the guideway structure) will be a minimum of
52 feet from grade in order to achieve unobstructed views of this resource, including its monumental
sign pylon.

x

Trees will be planted on both sides of the roadway where feasible.

x

x

Trees will be positioned at regular intervals relative to the guideway column supports to create a
consistent rhythm.

x

On Market Street, trees will be planted at a rhythm and scale to create a continuous visual canopy
over the pedestrian realm, where feasible.

The dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns will be such that the
obstruction of views of the historical resources’ street-facing façade(s) when viewed from the optimal
viewpoints will be minimized. For five of the identified historical resources—Holy Faith Episcopal
Church, former United Bank of California (now Broadway Federal Bank), former Fox Theatre,
Professional Building, and Inglewood Park Cemetery—the final Project design is expected to
completely avoid visual obstructions from support columns.

x

On Manchester Boulevard, trees will be planted at a rhythm consistent with the street trees east and
west of the Project, in alignment with the shape of the roadway.

x

x

On Prairie Avenue, trees on the east side will continue the stately rhythm from the Inglewood
Cemetery north of Manchester Boulevard. Trees on the west side will be spaced to match the rhythm
of the east side and the guideway support structure to the extent feasible.

For five of the historical resources—the former Bank of Inglewood, former J.C. Penney, Bank of
America, the Forum, and Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary Mortuary—views that are completely
unobstructed by support columns are not necessary for the resource to convey its significance. A small
portion of the resources’ primary façades will be intermittently obscured depending on the position
of the viewer. However, due to the scale and/or setback of these resources, their primary façades will
remain readily discernable.

PDF AES-5

resources, and little or no visual obstruction of the resource’s street-facing façades from the optimal

Signage (Design Standards and Guidelines)

x

Physical Non-Digital Signage incorporated into the Project will have a distinct visual graphic identity
that is consistent across all physical design elements of the project.

Impact AES-1 a:

x

All signage will be approved by City of Inglewood and the Authority Having Jurisdiction (AHJ).

Alterations to visual quality and character can often be perceived as subjective. To better understand the

x

Existing signage along the entire ITC alignment, which is affected, will be replaced along with its
infrastructure, and will meet its originally intended design intent and function.

integration of the proposed Project into the existing environment, descriptions of the Design Guidelines,

x

Signage replaced that originated on private property will be approved by the City of Inglewood and
the sign/property owner.

Zone) proposed as part of the Project are provided below along with photographic visual simulations of

PDF CUL-1

Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of public views of the site and its surroundings?

Construction Commitment Program (CCP), and the Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone (TC Overlay
the Project.

Construction

Historic Resources (Design Standards and Guidelines)

The final Project design must consider design variables (elevation of guideway, width of guideway, distance

The proposed Project would include the construction of the ATS system including the stations, guideways,

of the guideway from the resources, and the dimensions, placement, and spacing of support columns) and

MSF and two PDS substations. A new Vons grocery store would also be built on the MSF site prior to

resource variables (building’s height, scale, number of street-facing facades, width of primary façade, front

construction of the MSF and other project components on this site. In addition, one of the existing travel

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.1-18

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.1-19

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

lanes on Prairie Avenue will be shifted to the east into the existing setback area along Prairie Avenue by

trees requiring removal would be replaced with the same species and planted in the same location as the

no more than thirty (30) feet to maintain the current roadway capacity.

tree being removed if feasible. If trees cannot be replaced at the same location with the same type of tree,
the City’s Public Works Department would designate an alternative location, type, and/or size to replace

During construction, exposed dirt, construction equipment, and demolition debris would be visible but

the original tree. All trees removed would also be replaced in a timely manner as long as the replacement

temporary. Construction would occur in eight phases over approximately four years, between 2024 and

does not conflict with any future construction activities or within six months of the completion of

2027, with the phases likely to overlap along the segments of streets along the Project alignment to

construction around the removal site. Lastly, post-planting maintenance of the trees would be required

provide the most efficient construction schedule. Phasing the construction activities in this manner would

for a period of three years from the date of the planting and the trees and landscaping would have a

reduce the duration of exposure by each segment. For detailed construction phasing timeframes and

warranty period of at least one year. The City would conduct an inspection of all replacement trees and

construction activities occurring during each phase, please refer to Section 3.0.

landscaping for general health as a condition of final acceptance by the City. These proposed tree

In order to lessen the temporary aesthetic impacts associates with construction of the Project, the CCP
identifies practices to be implemented during construction. Project Design Feature (PDF) AES-1

protection measures would ensure any tree replacement would be properly implemented and the
proposed Project area maintains a high level of aesthetic quality.

incorporates the visual resources program as defined in the CCP. This program addresses nighttime

PDF AES-4 would require tree placement to follow the Design Standards and Guidelines for tree spacing

lighting, removing erosion control devices as soon as stabilized, and locating stockpile areas in less visibly

and to consider the species of the trees and desired canopy coverage. Trees would be planted on both

sensitive areas. Specifically, PDF AES-1 addresses visually obtrusive erosion control devices such as silt

sides of the roadway as feasible. An arborist report surveying the condition and extents of all existing trees

fences, plastic ground cover, and straw bales and removal of these elements as soon as the area is

in the Project area will be provided to the developer for their use as a baseline in order to produce a final

stabilized. Stockpile areas would also be located in areas with the least visibility with minimal disruption

report detailing the most current conditions and proposed handling of all existing trees for the proposed

near residential neighborhoods and would be pre-approved by the City. Implementation of PDF AES-1

Project. Existing flourishing trees (as identified in the arborist report) will remain, where feasible and an

would reduce unsightly views of construction activities and, for this reason, visual impacts during

Approved Plant Palette based on the City’s approved street tree list will be used as a basis for all sections

construction would be less than significant.

of new trees. The quantity and species of existing trees removed by the ITC Project will be replaced in
accordance with the City’s current landscape guidelines and protected species in the Inglewood Municipal

Operation

Code, Tree Preservation will remain. Trees will be placed at regular intervals relative to the ATS guideway
After construction, the components of the proposed ATS system that would change the existing visual

column supports to create a consistent rhythm. These proposed tree placement measures would ensure

character along the proposed alignment would include the ATS guideway; stations including vertical

trees are properly placed and the proposed Project area maintains a high level of aesthetic quality.

circulation elements, elevated passenger walkways, parking and Pick-up/Drop-off sites; the MSF; two PDS
substations proposed on the MSF site and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station site; and the new Vons

The Project will additional sources of light. PDF AES-3 includes the lighting design standards in the Design

supermarket at the MSF site. The trains moving on the elevated ATS guideway, station structures, and

Standards and Guidelines. These guidelines address lighting for station design, guideway and support

associated signage would be visible from adjacent land uses and the surrounding neighborhoods. The shift

structures, the MSF, and elevated passenger walkways. Accent lighting at the stations would be indirect

of one of the existing travel lanes on Prairie Avenue by no more than thirty (30) feet into the existing

and all lighting would be strategically placed to minimize light spillover.

setback area would also affect the existing visual character of this portion of Prairie Avenue.
The Project will also include a comprehensive wayfinding and signage program. PDF AES-5 incorporates
The Project will ensure replacement of existing trees and will also create new landscaping. PDF AES-2

the design standards from the Design Standards and Guidelines. This program will apply to City of

incorporates the tree removal and replacement plan as defined in the CCP which addresses removal and

Inglewood wayfinding, ITC station wayfinding, advertising, and existing signs requiring relocation. Project

replacement of trees affected by construction of the Project. PDF AES-4 guides tree placement as called

signs will be designed and located to provide clear information and direction for both pedestrians and

for in the Design Standards and Guidelines.

transit passengers. As described in PDF AES-5, any existing signage along the entire ITC alignment

Tree removal during construction would be avoided to the extent feasible as defined in PDF AES-2. This

signs.

displaced by the Project will be replaced with signs that meet the original intent and function of these
Project Design Feature requires a tree removal and replacement plan to be prepared that would ensure
any landscaping removed during construction is returned to its original condition where appropriate. Any
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To illustrate the effect of the proposed Project, visual simulations showing the Project from the public
viewpoints on Florence Avenue, Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue as identified in
Figure 4.1-1: Viewpoint Location Map are provided below.

View 4–Manchester Boulevard at Spruce Avenue
The view in Figure 4.1-5: View 4 – Manchester Boulevard at Spruce Avenue shows the proposed elevated
MSF and the support columns for the MSF and a portion of the guideway in the foreground of the view
with the new Vons store visible in the background under the MSF when viewed from public right-of-way

View 1–Florence Avenue at Locust Street

near Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue looking southwest.
The view in Figure 4.1-2: View 1 – Florence Avenue at Locust Street shows the proposed ATS guideway
and the Market Street/Florence Avenue station as it would be viewed looking southwest from the public
right-of-way near Florence Avenue and Locust Street. The top of the station structure, the elevated
passenger walkway connecting the Market Street/Florence Avenue station to the Metro K line station,
support columns and portions of the guideway would be visible from this location.

View 5–Prairie Avenue north of Manchester Boulevard
The view in Figure 4.1-6: View 5 – Prairie Avenue north of Manchester Boulevard shows the proposed
guideway as seen from public right-of-way near just north of the intersection of Prairie Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard The views show the Forum on the east side of Prairie Avenue and the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station on the west side of Prairie Avenue. The guideway would be visible

View 2–Market Street at Florence Avenue

as it heads south on Prairie Avenue from the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station. Up to three
The view in Figure 4.1-3: View 2 – Market Street at Florence Avenue shows the proposed Project

straddle bent columns supporting a switch zone for the ATS trains immediately south of the station would

guideway as it would be viewed from the public right-of-way near Florence Avenue and Market Street.

also be visible from this location.

Portions of the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, associated pedestrian stairways, surface parking
and guideway would be visible as the guideway enters the public right-of-way on Market Street and heads

Views along Prairie Avenue include the Forum monument signage, and the ongoing construction within

south.

the HPSP entertainment district, surrounded by largely vacant land.

Under existing conditions, the ongoing construction of a mixed-use project on the west side of Market

View 6–Prairie Avenue at Pincay Drive

Street north of Regent is visible, along with portions of the existing commercial center located on the west
side of Market Street. Views along Florence Avenue and Market Street currently consist of low-rise
commercial development, surface parking, signs, mid-rise office buildings, and the ongoing construction

The view in Figure 4.1-7: View 6 – Prairie Avenue at Pincay Drive shows guideway viewed from the public
right-of-way along Pincay Drive near its intersection with Prairie Avenue looking west. The guideway
extends both north and south along Prairie Avenue.

of the Metro K line. Continuing south along Market Street, views include existing low-rise commercial
development with street parking and wide sidewalks.

The view includes the ongoing construction in the HPSP area to the south of Pincay Drive, as well as the
Forum to the north of the roadway. Future development in the HPSP area as described above in Section

View 3–Manchester Boulevard at Market Street

4.1.5.3: Adjusted Baseline would also change the visual character of a portion of Prairie Avenue described

The view in Figure 4.1-4: View 3 – Manchester Boulevard at Market Street shows the proposed guideway

in this view. All future development in the HPSP area would be required to be consistent with the design

as it would be viewed from the public right-of-way just west of Manchester Boulevard and Market Street.

guidelines in the HPSP.

The guideway, straddle bent columns and single support columns centered above the proposed median
would be visible looking east toward Manchester Boulevard and north toward Market Street as the

View 7–Prairie Avenue at 97th Street

alignment crosses the intersection and turns from Market Street onto Manchester Boulevard.

The view in Figure 4.1-8: View 7 – Prairie Avenue at 97th Street shows the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
station viewed from public right-of-way near Prairie Avenue and 97th Street looking north. The station

Existing commercial development along Manchester Boulevard on both the north and south side of the
street is visible. Views along Manchester Boulevard toward Prairie Avenue currently consist of low-rise
commercial and residential development, as well as street parking.

would be located on the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street. The proposed elevated
passenger walkway across Prairie Avenue is also visible. Future development in the HPSP area as described
above in Section 4.1.5.3: Adjusted Baseline would also change the visual character of a portion of Prairie
Avenue described in this view. All future development in the HPSP area would be required to be consistent
with the design guidelines in the HPSP.
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Analysis of the change in visual character is described below for each segment of the proposed ATS
alignment. The potential changes in visual character for individual project components are analyzed for

Project
Component

stairs), the MSF and street improvements, including the shift of one of the existing travel lanes on Prairie

Approximate Size

x Located on private property
(to be acquired by the City) at
the northwest corner of Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street

x Up to ~80 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of station canopy
x ~75-foot wide (station structure and guideway
only, not including vertical circulation)
x ~200-foot long platform for train berthing
x ~340-foot long mezzanine level for back of
house and circulation

Vertical
Circulation
Elements

x Located at each station within
the public right-of-way,
easements, or private property
to be acquired
x Locations will depend on
station specific requirements
to connect to existing
sidewalk/passenger walkways.

x Vertical circulation elements will exist at each
station to provide access from the platform level
to the mezzanine level and ground level

x Height will be up to ~65 feet in height measured
from existing grade to top of structure
x ~30 feet wide maximum for passenger walkway
x ~280 feet long for location 1 and ~160 feet long
for locations 2 and 3
x Minimum vertical clearance of 10 feet within
the walkway interior

Elevated
Passenger
Walkways

x Location 1: above Florence
Avenue connecting the Market
Street/Florence Avenue
Station to the Metro
Crenshaw/LAX Line Downtown
Inglewood Station.
x Location 2: above Prairie
Avenue from
Prairie/Manchester station to
the Forum site
x Location 3: above Prairie
Avenue from Prairie/Hardy
station to the Hollywood Park
site
x Specific locations will be
determined at time of design
and coordinated with
stakeholders

Maintenance and
Storage Facility
(MSF)

x Primarily located on private
property to be acquired by the
City as part of the Project with
potential for portions of the
MSF to be located within an
easement at 500 E.
Manchester Boulevard

x ~75,000 SF building area
x Up to ~75 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of roof
x Surface parking area under building containing
50 spaces for employees and visitors

x Two PDS substations; one
located at the MSF site and

x ~30 feet wide x ~100 feet long
x Up to ~20 feet clearance height measured from
floor to ceiling
x If located below grade, an additional space of
~30 feet wide x ~30 feet long for vertical
circulation

each segment. Specifically, the potential for the components of the Project, including the guideway,
stations, elevated passenger walkways and associated vertical circulation elements (i.e., elevators and

General Location

Prairie Avenue /
Hardy Street
Station

Avenue up to thirty (30) feet into the existing setback area along Prairie Avenue, to adversely affect the
existing visual character of the areas along the proposed alignment are addressed. Table 4.1-1: ITC Project
Component Locations and Sizes describes ITC Project components and their respective location and size.
Table 4.1-1
ITC Project Component Locations and Sizes (Conceptual)
Project
Component

Guideway

General Location

Approximate Size

x Located predominantly within
the existing public right-of-way
of Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue
x The Prairie
Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard and Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street Stations
are proposed to be located on
private property located west
of Prairie Avenue proposed for
acquisition as part of the
Project.

x Approximately 1.6 miles dual lane, end to end
x The guideway will vary in height from a
minimum of ~35 feet to a maximum of ~60 feet
measured from existing grade to top of
guideway deck
x The dual-lane guideway width will vary from a
minimum of ~30 feet to a maximum of ~75 feet.
Maximum widths are at stations and
approaches to stations.

x Located on private property
(to be acquired by the City) at
the southeast corner of
Market Street/Florence
Avenue

x Up to ~80 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of station canopy
x ~75 feet wide (station structure and guideway
only; not including vertical circulation)
x ~200foot long platform for train berthing
x ~420-foot long mezzanine level for back of
house and circulation

Stations

Market Street /
Florence Avenue
Station

Prairie Avenue /
Manchester
Boulevard Station

Meridian Consultants
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x Located on private property
(to be acquired by the City) at
the southwest corner of
Prairie Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard
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x Up to ~80 feet in height measured from existing
grade to top of station canopy
x ~75 feet wide (station structure and guideway
only; not including vertical circulation)
x ~200-foot long platform for train berthing
x ~360-foot long mezzanine level for back of
house and circulation
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Project
Component

Roadway
Improvements

Pick-Up/Drop-Off
Areas, Surface
Parking Lots and
Staging Areas
During
Construction

blend in with its surroundings. The platform and mezzanine guardrails would be as transparent as possible
General Location
the second at the
Prairie/Hardy Station .
x Specific locations within each
site will be determined during
the design phase
x Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard and Prairie Avenue

x Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station site
x 150 S. Market Street
x Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
Station

Approximate Size
x ~20 feet wide x ~40 feet long additional space
for auxiliary equipment such as a backup
generator, if necessary

x New roadway striping, lane re-configurations,
partial relocation, on-street parking
adjustments, new sidewalks, lighting
improvements, traffic signal adjustments,
landscaping, and streetscape
Surface level parking at each site:
x ~650 spaces at Market Street/Florence Station
x ~50 spaces at 150 S. Market Street
x ~100 spaces at Prairie/Hardy Station
Pick-Up/Drop-Off Area:
x Market Street/Florence Avenue Station site on
Locust Street south of Florence Avenue, and
Regent Street between Locust Street and
Market Street
x Prairie/Hardy Street Station within the station
site

to enhance the integration of the station with the surrounding environment. The Design Standards and
Guidelines call for the final design of this station to reflect the unique character of downtown Inglewood
to further integrate the structure into the existing public realm along Market Street.
A drop-off/pick-up area on Locust Avenue and Regent Street to facilitate multiple travel modes would be
located adjacent to this station along with a surface parking lot to accommodate ATS riders and consolidate
parking while reducing the need to park on adjacent streets and at nearby businesses. Consistent with the
Design Standards and Guidelines new landscaping and site improvements to provide shade and decorative
separation of parking spaces would be provided. The proposed surface parking lot would improve the
visual character of the existing surface parking lot at the same location.
Elevated Passenger walkway
An elevated passenger walkway would connect the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station with the Metro
K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. This passenger connection would be elevated and span over Florence
Avenue and would be visually integrated with the design of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
and Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. This walkway would be simple in design and form to
deliver functionality and protect passengers from inclement weather. The exterior of the walkway,
elevators and associated enclosures would be constructed with transparent material to the extent feasible
to provide a contemporary and appealing aesthetic while providing as much natural daylight and

Market Street Segment

unobstructed views for pedestrians. Neutral tones would be used in areas of the structure where
Market Street/Florence Avenue Station

transparent material cannot be used to further integrate the elevated passenger walkway with the

The Market Street/Florence Avenue Station would be a focal point of the proposed Project, connecting

surrounding structures. Visually unobstructive barriers would be integrated into the walkway design to

the ATS system to the Metro K line Downtown Inglewood Station. The Market Street/Florence Avenue

ensure both pedestrian and roadway safety.

station would replace the existing commercial center at 300 E. Florence Avenue. The station would be

ATS Guideway

designed in conformance with the Design Standards and Guidelines as a sleek and horizontal station design
with a distinctive, modern style. The lightly colored canopy over the platform would be the dominant

The guideway in this segment would exit the existing commercial center site at the intersection of Market

architectural feature, providing shade and protection from inclement weather while allowing for natural

Street and Regent Street and continue south above the Market Street right of way until Manchester

ventilation and daylight. Vertical circulation including escalators, stairs, and elevators would be included

Boulevard where the guideway would turn east. The guideway would be supported by single columns until

as part of the station. The elevators and associated enclosures would be constructed using transparent

it reaches Manchester Boulevard. The columns would be primarily located in the existing median area

glass to contribute to a modern exterior design while allowing unobstructed views from all sides. For

along Market Street between Regent Street to Manchester Boulevard.

approximate station dimensions, please refer to Table 4.1-1.
PDF CUL-1 would be incorporated into the project to minimize impacts to the historic buildings along
The station exterior would be composed of exposed concrete with a light colored canopy material. The

Market Street as called for in the Design Standards and Guidelines, discussed further below.

exposed exterior of the structure would be made with materials resistant to graffiti and vandalism to
reduce the potential for unsightly defaced properties. The neutral tone of the station would allow it to
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The design of the guideway would be streamlined and horizontal in expression. As required by PDF CUL-

a diameter of 8 feet. The elevation and distance of the guideway from the façades of these historic

1, columns would be positioned in the middle of the roadway with as much space in between columns as

buildings will be sufficient for the guideway to visually clear the top of the historical resources’ street-

is feasible, away from storefronts and adjacent buildings, to support the guideway structure. The drawings

facing façade. when viewed from the optimal viewpoints. The dimensions, placement, and spacing of the

in Appendix D: Conceptual Project Design of the Historical Resources Technical Report (Appendix I.2) show

guideway support columns will also avoid or minimize obstructions of the view of the facades of these

the relationship of these components of the Project to individual historic resources located along the

historic buildings along Market Street. The final Project design is expected to achieve no visual obstruction
of any of the identified historical resources along Market Street from the guideway.

proposed alignment.
Where possible, the dual-lane guideway would be narrowed and configured to facilitate the use of single
columns to support the structure to minimize the visual mass of the guideway. With the revised Project
design, the amount of the guideway that would be supported by single columns has been maximized along

The scale, massing, and overall composition of these historic buildings would remain readily discernable
to the viewer despite some interruption of views by the proposed Project and would still convey their
historic significance as historic resources. As such, the project would not substantially degrade the existing
visual character of these six historic resources and impacts would be less than significant.

Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue. Specifically, shifting the guideway to the west
side or Prairie Avenue allows for the guideway between the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and

Streetscape

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations to be supported by single columns to minimize changes to existing
visual character of Prairie Avenue. The conceptual guideway alignment plans and column placements are
shown in Appendix E: ITC Operating Systems. The guideway would be constructed of exposed neutral
colored concrete or similar with tapered edges to reduce perceived massing. Guideway transitions at
crossovers would be smooth and rounded with all conduits, guideway equipment, walkways, drainage
systems, and other utilities concealed from the ground view. Overall, the guideway would be simple, clean,
respectful of the surrounding environment and complimentary to the station designs.

The Design Standards and Guidelines include public realm guidelines addressing landscape and the
interface of the Project with the existing streets. Under the Design Standards and Guidelines, this segment
of the streetscape is designed to complement standards and guidelines outlined within the Downtown
TOD Plan24 while accommodating Project needs. Specifically, the existing streetscape design and
aesthetics as described in the existing conditions would be maintained to the extent feasible while
providing necessary upgrades such as ADA-compliant ramps. The sidewalks would be designed to be as
wide as possible to allow for comfortable pedestrian travel. Plazas with street furniture would provide
places to gather and encourage social interaction. The design of the street furniture would complement

Historic Resources and Character

the overall design of the proposed streetscape improvements. Separation of pedestrians from the roadway

Five historical resources were identified on Market Street along the proposed alignment for the ATS

using the recommended street trees per the Design Standards and Guidelines would be incorporated to

guideway:

maintain the character of the historic core along Market Street. Street trees and landscaping would be
provided where possible to provide shade and create a walkable pedestrian pathway. Trees would be

x

Former Bank of Inglewood (100 Market Street);

arranged to create a continuous canopy over the pedestrian realm where feasible. Trees would be planted

x

Former Fox Theater (115 Market Street);

on both sides of the roadway where feasible and would be positioned relative to the guideway columns

x

Former United Bank of California (158-170 Market Street);

to create a consistent visual rhythm. Street trees and new landscaping would be planted within the median

x

Former J.C. Penney (129-139 Market Street); and

x

Professional Building (149-155 Market Street)

below the ATS guideway along Market Street to enhance the aesthetic quality of the roadway. Street
furniture and street tree concepts would be consistent with the Design Standards and Guidelines, which
include consideration of the street furniture and street tree concepts set forth in the Downtown TOD Plan,
Section 2.8, Street Trees and Furniture. These streetscape improvements would enhance the visual

The elevation and distance of the guideway from the façade of these historical buildings on Market Street

character of Market Street in Downtown Inglewood and assist in visually integrating the guideway into

will be sufficient for the guideway to visually clear the top of the façades of these buildings when viewed

Market Street.

from Market Street as required by PDF CUL-1. At the Fox Theater, and for 100 feet on either side of the
Fox Theater building, the guideway elevation will be a minimum of 52 feet from grade in order to maintain
unobstructed views of pylon sign and front façade of the building. The guideway will have a width of
approximately 32 feet and will be supported by single round columns in the median of Market Street with
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24 City of Inglewood. New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines.
Adopted November 1st, 2016. http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/The-New-DowntownFairview-Heights-TOD-Plan-Design-Guidelines-lo-res.pdf.
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Shade and Shadow

The guideway would travel above the existing two-to-four-lane roadway. PDF CUL-1 would be incorporated
into the project to minimize impacts to the historic buildings along the Manchester Boulevard as called for

New shade and shadow patterns in the Market Street segment would be created by the ATS guideway

in the Design Standards and Guidelines, discussed further below.

structure and the Market Street/Florence Avenue station. Uses sensitive to shading along Market Street
include residential uses and outdoor spaces associated with residential or recreational uses and solar

The design of the guideway would be streamlined and horizontal in expression. As required by PDF CUL-

panels.

1, columns would be positioned in the middle of the roadway with as much space in between columns as
is feasible, away from storefronts and adjacent buildings, to support the guideway structure. The design

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station would be located on the southeast corner of Market Street
and Florence Avenue. The station’s shadow would be cast furthest during sunset on a summer evening
and on a winter morning as shown in Figure 4.1-12 and Figure 4.1-13. The shadow would be cast
northwest over Florence Avenue on a winter morning and southeast on a winter afternoon as shown in
Figure 4.1-13 and Figure 4.1-15. As the surrounding land uses are commercial, no sensitive receptors are
present and no shade and shadow impacts to surrounding uses are anticipated. There are no existing solar
panels in this segment identified through review of aerial photographs.25

of the guideway would continue to be streamlined and horizontal in expression for integration into the
existing built environment. Support columns would be spaced apart with as much distance in between as
is feasible to reduce aesthetic impacts to travelers on the ground level and nearby land uses. Where
possible, the dual lane guideway would be narrowed and configured to facilitate the use of single columns
to support the structure, thus minimizing visual massing. Conceptual guideway alignment plans and
column placements are detailed in Appendix E. The guideway would be constructed of exposed concrete
or similar with tapered edges to reduce perceived massing and would use neutral colors and lightly colored

The ATS guideway within the Market Street right of way would run the entirety of the segment from south

canopies to minimize urban heat island effect. Transitions at crossovers would be smooth and rounded

of Regent Street to Manchester Boulevard on single support columns above the roadway median. With

with all conduits, guideway equipment, walkways, drainage systems, and other utilities concealed from

single support columns spaced as far apart as feasible and the bottom of the guideway raised 40 feet

the ground view. Overall, the guideway would be simple, clean, respectful of the surrounding

above Market Street, the shadows created would be narrow and would not affect large areas at any point

environment.

during the day. The shadow from the guideway would be west of Market Street in the morning and east

Maintenance and Storage Facility

of Market Street in the afternoon. This narrow shadow pattern would also move throughout the day from
northwest to southeast. No areas would be shaded for long periods as shown in Figures 4.1-9 through 4.1-

The MSF is proposed on the southwest corner of Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue on a site

15. For these reasons, no adjacent properties will be substantially shaded for long periods of time during

developed with an existing Vons grocery store. A new replacement Vons grocery will be built on the

the day and impacts from shading will be less than significant.

northwest corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. The Design Standards and Guidelines

Manchester Boulevard Segment

possible while maintaining functionality and allowing roof access. All rooftop equipment would be fully

ATS Guideway

screened to prevent unsightly views from the ground and adjacent buildings. Building exterior would be

require the massing and height of the MSF to be minimized to be as unobtrusive to adjacent neighbors as

covered in a uniform and neutral color to allow proper integration of the structure with the adjacent
The guideway in this segment would travel the entire length of Manchester Boulevard between Market

aesthetic environment. To prevent unsightly graffiti and vandalism, and to reduce the required amount of

Street to Prairie Avenue. As the guideway turns east onto Manchester Boulevard, the guideway would

exterior maintenance, the exterior material of the MSF would be graffiti-resistant.

transition from single columns to one-half straddle bent to support the turn onto Manchester Boulevard
before going back to single columns in a new median located in Manchester Boulevard. The guideway

The MSF would be elevated to match the guideway height. The new Vons grocery store would be located

would widen as it approaches the MSF and require straddle bents that will span across Manchester

on the northwest portion of the MSF site near the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest

Boulevard. From the MSF to Prairie Avenue, a combination of single column supports and straddle bents

Boulevard. The maintenance level for ATS train cars would match the guideway track elevation and will

across Manchester Boulevard would be used to support the guideway.

contain mezzanine administrative office space. The ground level would include multiple rows of columns
and support beams for structural support. The ground level would consist of a generally unenclosed space
containing public parking for the new Vons store. The visual character of the new surface parking lot would
be similar to the existing parking lot at the proposed MSF site, with black asphalt and striped spaces

25 Google Earth, 2020.
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throughout the lot. The Design Standards and Guidelines would require trees and new landscaping as

and new landscaping would be planted within the median below the ATS guideway along Manchester

feasible to provide shade and decorative separation of parking spaces.

Boulevard to enhance the aesthetic quality of the roadway. Street furniture and street trees concepts
would be consistent with the Design Standards and Guidelines, which include coordinating street furniture

The MSF would include decorative security walls and fences along the edges of the facility to shield view

and street trees included in the ITC Project with the concepts defined in the Downtown TOD Plan, Section

of the MSF from public view as called for in the Design Standards and Guidelines. Decorative screening

2.8, Street Trees and Furniture.

walls and fences would be designed to completely enclose all mechanical equipment while allowing for
sufficient airflow. All solid fences or walls would be articulated with similar or complementary materials

Shade and Shadow

and colors to the building. Any long expanses of walls and fences would be broken up with projections or
recessed elements, landscape pockets and changes in materials or textures. Landscape elements, such as
vines to create a green wall or screen, would be used in combination with walls and fences to ensure the

New shade and shadow patterns along the Manchester Boulevard segment would be created by the ATS
guideway structures and the MSF. The PDS substation in this segment would be located at the MSF site
and, given its size it would not create shadow patterns large enough to encroach on adjacent uses at any

Project is visually compatible with adjacent uses.

point during the year or in the day. Shade and shadow sensitive uses in this segment include the residential
uses to the northeast of the segment, west of Osage Avenue. No existing solar panels in this segment that

Historic Resources and Character

were identified through review of aerial photography. 27
There is one identified historical resource, the Bank of America building located at 320 Manchester
Boulevard, on this segment. The scale, massing, and overall composition of this building would remain

The MSF would be located off the public right of way on the southeast corner of Manchester Boulevard

readily discernable to the viewer despite some interruption of views by three of the guideway columns.

and Hillcrest Boulevard. The building’s shadow would be cast furthest on a winter morning and during

Only a small portion of the primary façade of the building would be intermittently obscured depending on

sunset on a winter evening. Given the dimension of the building and its distance from surrounding uses,

the position of the viewer. As described in PDF CUL-1, views that are completely unobstructed by support

the shadow cast by the building would be entirely contained within the MSF site. As the shade and shadow

columns are not necessary for the Bank of America building to convey its significance due to its scale

of the building would be completely contained within the site, no sensitive receptors would be present

and/or setback.

and no shade and shadow impacts to the surrounding uses is anticipated.

Streetscape

The guideway would be located entirely within the public right of way of Manchester Boulevard. With
single support columns spaced as far apart as feasible and the bottom of the guideway raised 40 feet

Under the Design Standards and Guidelines, the Manchester Boulevard segment between Market Street
and Locust Street is designed to complement the standards and guidelines outlined within the Downtown
TOD Plan, 26 similar to the Market Street segment. Necessary upgrades such as ADA-compliant ramps
would be integrated within the Project area as applicable. The sidewalks would be designed to be as wide
as possible to allow for places to sit and gather and encourage social interaction which would enhance the

above Manchester Boulevard, the shadows created would be narrow and would not affect large areas at
any point during the day. This narrow shadow pattern would also move throughout the day, from
northwest to southeast. No areas would be shaded for long periods as shown in Figure 4.1-16 through
Figure 4.1-19. For these reasons, no adjacent properties will be substantially shaded for long periods of
time during the day.

attractiveness of the sidewalk. Integrated landscaping along the sidewalk would enhance the
attractiveness of the public realm and provide a walkable environment along Manchester Boulevard.

As the shadow of the guideway would not be extensive and no adjacent property would be shaded for a

Plazas with street furniture provide places to gather and encourage social interaction. The design of the

substantial portion of the day, the proposed Project would have a less than significant shade and shadow

street furniture would complement the overall design of the proposed streetscape improvements.

impact on the surrounding uses in this segment.

Separation of pedestrians from the roadway using street trees would be incorporated per the Guidelines.
Trees would be planted in a pattern and frequency consistent with existing street trees east and west of
the proposed Project in alignment with the shape of the roadway as required by PDF AES-4. Street trees
26 City of Inglewood. New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines.
Adopted November 1st, 2016. http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/The-New-DowntownFairview-Heights-TOD-Plan-Design-Guidelines-lo-res.pdf. Accessed November 30, 2020.
Meridian Consultants
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27 Google Earth, 2020.
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FIGURE 4.1-10

FIGURE 4.1-9

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, June 22 at 12:00 PM

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, June 22 at 9:00 AM
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FIGURE 4.1-12

FIGURE 4.1-11

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, June 22 at 5:00 PM

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, June 22 at 3:00 PM
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FIGURE 4.1-14

FIGURE 4.1-13

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, December 21 at 12:00 PM

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, December 21 at 9:00 AM
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FIGURE 4.1-16

FIGURE 4.1-15

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, June 22 at 9:00 AM

Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, December 21 at 3:00 PM
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Manchester Boulevard Segment and Prairie Avenue Segment
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251-003-21

Prairie Avenue Segment

ATS Guideway

Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

The guideway in this segment would travel the length of Prairie Avenue from Manchester Boulevard to
Hardy Street. Upon exiting the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station and continuing south, the

The design of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations would be
similar to the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, with a sleek, horizontal station design with a
distinctive, modern style to enhance the aesthetic appearance of the structures and the identity of the
proposed Project. The stations would include ground, mezzanine, and platform levels. The station exteriors
would be composed of exposed concrete with a light colored canopy material. The light colored canopies
would be the dominant architectural feature providing shade and protection from inclement weather
while allowing for natural ventilation and daylight. Vertical circulation elements including escalators, stairs,
elevators, and associated enclosures would be constructed using transparent glass to contribute to a
modern exterior while allowing unobstructed views from all sides. Wherever possible, transparent screen

elevated guideway would continue along the west side of Prairie Avenue until both tracks gradually
transition together immediately north of Kelso Street and continue in this configuration south to Victory
Street, where the tracks diverge to enter into the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station on the northwest
corner of the Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street intersection. Three Straddle bent columns would support
this segment of the guideway as it proceeds south onto Prairie Avenue just past Nutwood Street. As the
guideway converges, the structure would transition to single column supports located on the western side
of Prairie Avenue. This portion of the guideway would diverge south of Victory Street to the west of Prairie
Avenue as it approaches the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station and would be supported by straddle
bents in the sidewalk and west of the public right of way.

walls and railings of the appropriate height would be integrated as part of the stations to enhance the
appearance of the stations and integrate the structures with their surroundings. Where transparent

The design of the guideway would continue to be streamlined and horizontal in expression to support

materials cannot be used, a neutral color palette would be used to add to the modern style of the station.

integration into the existing environment and the anticipated new developments on the east side of Prairie

Surface materials used for the station would be resistant to graffiti and vandalism to prevent deterioration

Avenue. Columns would be spaced apart with as much distance in between as is feasible to reduce

and unsightly views of the exteriors. The final design of the station would complement the new

aesthetic impacts to travelers on the ground level and nearby land uses. Where possible, the dual lane

surrounding development along Prairie Avenue to visually integrate the proposed Project with the

guideway would be narrowed and configured to facilitate the use of single columns to support the

surrounding area.

structure, thus minimizing visual massing. For conceptual guideway alignment plans and column
placements, please refer to Appendix E. The guideway would be constructed of exposed concrete or

Elevated Passenger walkways

similar with tapered edges to reduce perceived massing. The guideway would use neutral colors and lightly

One elevated passenger walkway would be constructed to connect the Prairie Avenue/Manchester

colored canopies to minimize urban heat island effect. Transitions at crossovers would be smooth and

Boulevard station with the site of the Forum and another would be constructed to connect the Prairie

rounded with all conduits, guideway equipment, walkways, drainage systems, and other utilities concealed

Avenue/Hardy Street station with the east side of Prairie Avenue adjacent to the Hollywood Park Specific

from the ground view. Overall, the guideway would be simple, clean, respectful of the surrounding

Plan area located on the east side of Prairie Avenue. These passenger connections would be elevated and

environment.

span over Prairie Avenue and would be designed to visual integrate with their respective ATS stations.
These walkways would be simple in design and form to deliver functionality and protect passengers from

Historic Resources and Character

inclement weather. The exterior of the walkways, elevators and associated enclosures would be

There are two identified historical resources in this segment: the Forum located at 3900 Manchester

constructed with transparent material to the extent feasible to provide a contemporary and appealing

Boulevard and the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary located at 619 Prairie Avenue along this segment. The

aesthetic while providing as much natural daylight and unobstructed views for pedestrians. Neutral tones

scale, massing, and overall composition of the Forum and the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary would

would be used in areas of the structures where transparent material cannot be used to further integrate

remain readily discernable to the viewer despite some interruption of views by the stations, guideway and

the elevated passenger walkways with the surrounding stations and guideway structures. Visually

guideway columns and would still convey their historic significance as historic resources. As such, the

unobstructive barriers would be integrated into walkway design to ensure both pedestrian and roadway

project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character of these two historic resources and

safety.

impacts would be less than significant.

Meridian Consultants
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Streetscape

landscaping, signs and other streetscape improvements reduced or eliminated as a result of
implementation of the Project will be replaced consistent with the Design Standards and Guidelines.

The entire segment not directly adjacent to the HPSP development area would be governed by local
ordinances and the Design Standards and Guidelines. The sidewalk zones would be constructed as wide

Shade and Shadow

as possible on both sides of the street, with planting zones between the sidewalk and the street where
feasible. The sidewalks would be designed to be as wide as possible to allow for comfortable pedestrian
travel. Integrated landscaping along the sidewalk would enhance the attractiveness of the public realm
and provide a walkable environment along Prairie Avenue. Plazas with street furniture would provide
places to gather and encourage social interaction. The design of the street furniture would complement

New shade and shadow patterns in the Prairie Avenue segment would be created by the ATS guideway
structures, the Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue, and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations.
Nearby shade and shadow sensitive uses include residential uses west of Prairie Avenue. No existing solar
panels in this segment that were identified through review of aerial photographs. 29

the overall design of the proposed streetscape improvements. Street trees and landscaping would be

The Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations would both be

provided where possible to provide shade and create a walkable pedestrian pathway. Street trees on the

located immediately west of Prairie Avenue. The stations would cast shadows furthest on a winter morning

east side of Prairie Avenue would continue the existing placement of those from the Inglewood Cemetery,

as shown in Figure 4.1-20 and Figure 4.1-27, and during a winter evening as shown in Figure 4.1-22 and

north of Manchester Boulevard. Street trees on the west side of Prairie Avenue would be spaced to match

Figure 4.1-29. The winter morning shadows from the stations would be almost entirely contained on the

the placement of both the elevated guideway support columns and street trees on the east side of the

station sites and no uses sensitive to shading would be affected. Winter mid-day and afternoon shadows

roadway. The planting of street trees and integrated landscaping along the sidewalk on Prairie Avenue

would not affect any adjacent uses. The shorter shadows during summer and other times of year would

would enhance the attractiveness of the streets. Planting zones would also be incorporated into roadway

also not affect any adjacent uses sensitive to shading.

medians where feasible to enhance the aesthetic quality of the roadway.
The guideway would run the entirety of the segment from Manchester Boulevard to Hardy Street on the
To accommodate the proposed ATS while maintaining the existing roadway capacity along Prairie Avenue,

west side of Prairie Avenue adjacent to the roadway. With single support columns spaced as far apart as

the ITC Project includes the proposed relocation of one existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie

feasible and the bottom of the guideway raised 40 feet adjacent to the west side of the roadway, the

Avenue within a variable easement for street purposes, to be acquired by the City over private property

shadows created would be narrow and would not affect large areas at any point during the day. This

that currently comprises the existing 30-foot setback area along the west edge of the HPSP area. While

narrow shadow pattern would also move throughout the day from northwest to southeast. No areas

existing sidewalk widths along Prairie would be maintained, some of the existing landscaping, signs and

would be shaded for long periods as shown in Figure 4.1-17 through Figure 4.1-29. For these reasons, no

other streetscape improvements would be reduced or eliminated in certain locations.

adjacent properties will be substantially shaded for long periods of time during the day.

Adjacent to the HPSP on the east side of Prairie Avenue, between Arbor Vitae Street and Hardy Street, the

Uses adjacent to the planned location of the guideway along the west side of Prairie Avenue include

Design Standards and Guidelines define a streetscape design complementary to the streetscape design

commercial, residential, and institutional uses, including the Kelso Elementary School and the Daycare

guidelines for the HPSP project. 28 The HPSP streetscape plan is designed to create a diverse urban forest

Center. The recreational areas of these facilities are considered shade sensitive uses. Only the western

that will integrate development in Hollywood Park with the adjoining urban fabric and assist in developing

edge of the Kelso School campus would be shaded during mornings from the guideway and majority of

districts of distinctive and appropriate character. Tree selections on Prairie Avenue in the HPSP design

the campus would not be shaded during any portion of the day. No portion of the campus would be shaded

guidelines consist of Afghan Pine, Camphor Tree, Southern Magnolia, and Canary Island Pine trees. Prairie

in the afternoon. The impact of shading on the Kelso School campus, therefore, would be less than

Avenue adjacent to HPSP would include residential and retail gateways, with the goal of providing an

significant.

appealing environment for pedestrians and vehicles traveling along Prairie Avenue. All existing

28 Hollywood Park Lan Company, LLC. Hollywood Park Specific Plan.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/1347/Hollywood-Park-Specific-Plan. Adopted July 8, 2009,
Amended September 23, 2014, Amended February 24, 2015.
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29 Google Earth, 2020.
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FIGURE 4.1-18

FIGURE 4.1-17

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, June 22 at 3:00 PM

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, June 22 at 12:00 PM
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Manchester Boulevard Segment and Prairie Avenue Segment
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FIGURE 4.1-20

FIGURE 4.1-19

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, December 21 at 9:00 AM

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, June 22 at 5:00 PM
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Manchester Boulevard Segment and Prairie Avenue Segment
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FIGURE 4.1-22

FIGURE 4.1-21

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, December 21 at 3:00 PM

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, December 21 at 12:00 PM
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FIGURE 4.1-24

FIGURE 4.1-23

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, June 22 at 12:00 PM

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, June 22 at 9:00 AM
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Prairie Avenue Segment between La Palma Drive and Hardy Street
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FIGURE 4.1-26

FIGURE 4.1-25

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, June 22 at 5:00 PM

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, June 22 at 3:00 PM
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Prairie Avenue Segment between La Palma Drive and Hardy Street

SOURCE: Google Earth - 2021; Meridian Consultants LLC - 2021

FIGURE 4.1-28

FIGURE 4.1-27

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, December 21 at 12:00 PM

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, December 21 at 9:00 AM
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La Palma Drive

As the shadow of the guideway would not affect any specific location for an extended time due to its size

Buckthorn Street

surrounding uses in this segment.
Touchdown Drive

The addition of the components of the ITC Project including stations, elevated passenger walkways, ATS
guideway along the proposed alignment along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue

Prairie Avenue

Osage Avenue

and location, the proposed Project would have a less than significant shade and shadow impact on the

and the proposed street improvements, including the shift of one of the existing travel lanes on Prairie
Avenue up to thirty (30) feet into the existing setback area, the construction of the new Vons store on the
corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard, will not result in substantial adverse change of
the existing visual character of the surrounding developed urban area.

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Arbor Vitae Street

Level of Significance
While the proposed Project, inclusive of the ATS guideway, stations, MSF, PDS substations, street
improvements, and the new Vons store would result in changes to the existing visual character of the areas
located along the proposed alignment of the ATS system, the Project would not result in substantial
adverse changes to the existing visual character of these street corridors due to the design character of
the Project as defined in the Design Standards and Guidelines and the project design features, which would
Osage Avenue

result in the integration of the components of the Project into these street corridors.
Visual impacts associated with construction of the proposed Project would be less than significant with
the implementation of measures from the CCP. These CCP measures would reduce the visual duration of
the obtrusive erosion control devices to as short of a duration as feasible. The stockpile areas would be
limited to areas less visibly sensitive as approved by the City. These measures would minimize the visual
degradation impacts of the construction activities. The construction activities would also be phased to
limit the exposure of one segment from continual exposure to construction activities and unpleasant
views. Construction activities at each segment and overall would be temporary in nature and visual
impacts would be alleviated once the construction is completed.
Overall, the ATS structure, including the stations, guideway, MSF, and support facilities, would complement
the existing surrounding visual environment by using transparent and neutral tones as part of its design
character. The design would be in the modernist style to enhance the aesthetically pleasing quality of the

Hardy Street
N

structure. To prevent unsightly views and defacing of the structure, the exterior material would be anti-

Prairie Avenue Segment between La Palma Drive and Hardy Street

graffiti and anti-vandalism. The final design of the stations would also reflect the visual character of
Downtown Inglewood along Market Street and the new development occurring along Prairie Avenue.

SOURCE: Google Earth - 2021; Meridian Consultants LLC - 2021

FIGURE 4.1-29

Prairie Avenue, La Palma Drive to Hardy Street, December 21 at 3:00 PM
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The design of the ATS guideway would allow the continued expression of the buildings identified as historic

Unique Inglewood Historic Core elements may be incorporated to the extent provided for in the ITC Design

resources. The height of the ATS guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the buildings

Standards and Guidelines to further Downtown Inglewood’s expression of a unique culture. To ensure the

and the size and spacing of the support columns have been designed in a manner that maintains important

consistency of the ATS system with the historic fabric of downtown and the General Plan Land Use Element

aspects of the existing setting for the historic resources located along the proposed alignment and ensures

the proposed amendment is included as part of the Project:

that the overall scale, massing, composition and design of these historic buildings would remain readily
visible despite some interruption of views. The ability of the buildings to convey their historic significance
would not be substantially impaired by the proposed Project. Therefore, indirect impacts to identified

subsection of the “Goals and Objectives” section:


historic resources would be less than significant.
Impact AES-1 b:

The new text shown as underlined is proposed to be added to the goal below in the “Circulation”

If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project be consistent with
applicable zoning and planning regulations governing scenic quality?

As previously noted, the proposed Project is located entirely within a developed urban area containing

Policy 2.3: Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the preservation of buildings that have been
designated as historic and encourage the reuse of other historic buildings. Maintain the sense of place
in areas with historic fabric and/or meaning such as Market Street between Regent Street and Hillcrest
Avenue and the Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street, while also accommodating for the
development of the Inglewood Transit Connector along Market Street between Regent Street and
Manchester Boulevard.

commercial, residential, and industrial uses near major corridors.
The incorporation of the underlined language would allow for the implementation of the proposed Project

City General Plan

to be consistent with the existing General Plan.

The City’s General Plan includes the Land Use Element which identifies various goals and policies that
indirectly address the City’s aesthetic objectives. The Land Use Element includes the following applicable

For detailed consistency analysis of the Land Use goals and policies please see Table 4.1-2: Scenic Quality
Consistency with General Plan Land Use Element.

goals:
Goal 1:

Table 4.1-2
Scenic Quality Consistency with General Plan Land Use Element

Promote Inglewood’s image and identity as an independent community within
the Los Angeles metropolitan area.
Goals and Policies

Goal 2:

Goals and Policies added with 2016 Amendment

commercial development along Inglewood’s major streets.

Goal 1: Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, Consistent. The proposed Project would strengthen
Downtown Inglewood for commercial and residential
recreate, and be entertained.
uses by increasing accessibility to the downtown from
local activity centers and the regional light rail network.
This increased transit accessibility would promote local
economic development opportunities, and enhance
Downtown’s retail, recreation, and entertainment
offerings and range of housing and employment options.
Implementation of the proposed Project would activate
and complement development in the City, and enhance
social cohesion, equity, and community resilience. The
streetscape improvements proposed as part of the
Project will improve the pedestrian character of Market
Street in Downtown.

The Downtown TOD Plan in the Land Use Element contains the following goals:
Goal 1:

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.

Goal 2:

Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking gathering place for the community.

Goal 6:

Downtown expresses the unique culture of Inglewood.

The proposed Project would be consistent with the General Plan goals and policies by improving the
general visual appearance of Inglewood through the incorporation of aesthetically pleasing architectural
designs in the modern style for the guideway and stations. The structures of the ATS system, including the
stations, guideway, MSF, and support facilities, would utilize transparent material where feasible and
appropriate and neutral tones to better integrate the system into the existing surrounding community.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Project Consistency

Improve the visual appearance and economic condition of the existing arterial

4.1-68

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Goal 2: Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking Consistent. The proposed Project would promote
economic development opportunities in Downtown
gathering place for the community.
Inglewood and support the development of a revitalized
Downtown that serves as a gathering place for residents
and visitors by increasing transit accessibility.

Meridian Consultants
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Goals and Policies

Project Consistency

Goals and Policies

Policy 2.2: Pedestrian Network. Enhance sidewalks,
repurpose alleys and create mid-block passthroughs and
internal courtyards to serve as pedestrian passageways
and enjoyable public spaces.

Consistent. The proposed Project would maintain and
enhance sidewalks around the stations and guideway
which would enhance the pedestrian environment.
Sidewalks would be enhanced and widened at necessary
points adjacent to the support columns to meet
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) pedestrian
circulation requirements, including along Market Street.
Street trees would be integrated into sidewalks and
planted within the median beneath guideway support
columns along Market Street and Manchester Boulevard
New enjoyable public spaces would be created such as
plazas with integrated street furniture at each of the
proposed stations that would be designed in accordance
with the existing planning documents and the Design
Standards and Guidelines.

Goals and Policies

Consistent. The proposed Project would result in less
than significant impacts to historic buildings. For detailed
analysis, please refer to Section 4.4: Cultural Resources.
To properly incorporate the proposed Project into the
existing historic fabric of Downtown Inglewood, the
amendment to Policy 2.3 has been proposed to include
the ATS system. With the incorporation of the GP
amendment the proposed Project would be consistent
with the GP Land Use Element.
Additionally, the Design Standards and Guidelines
address the integration of the proposed Project into the
historic character of the Downtown along Market Street.
The guideway would have an integrated, clean design,
with round columns. The underside of the guideway
would be smooth, and color of the concrete would be
neutral with accents achieved through lighting. The
design standards and guidelines for the stations call for
sleek, modern style with canopies to provide shade and
allowing for natural ventilation and daylight.

Commercial

Policy 2.3: Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the
preservation of buildings that have been designated as
historic and encourage the reuse of other historic
buildings. Maintain the sense of place in areas with
historic fabric and/or meaning such as Market Street
between Regent Street and Hillcrest Avenue and the
Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street.

Consistent. The Design Standards and Guidelines provide
for a streetscape environment with complete streets and
Goal 6: Downtown expresses the unique culture of
furnishings that help define street character. The
Inglewood.
sidewalks would be designed to be as wide as possible to
facilitate the incorporation of street furniture.

Project Consistency

General
Promote Inglewood’s image and identity as an Consistent. The proposed Project would incorporate
independent community within the Los Angeles elements unique to Downtown Inglewood to facilitate
metropolitan area.
the promotion of Inglewood’s image and identity as an
independent and unique community. The proposed
Project would provide an integrated gateway to various
entertainment activities specific to the City. In addition,
the ATS system would encourage and facilitate greater
access to the City’s activity centers, including SoFi
Stadium, Forum, IBEC and Downtown Inglewood. These
activity centers contribute to the City’s status and identity
as an entertainment destination within the Los Angeles
metropolitan area.
Improve the visual appearance and economic condition Consistent. The proposed Project would be designed in
of the existing arterial commercial development along accordance with the Design Standards and Guidelines
and will enhance the visual appearance of the major
Inglewood’s major streets.
streets containing the ATS system by including
streetscape improvements including street trees,
landscaping, and street furniture. The appearance of the
ATS structure would be modern with transparent
materials and a natural color scheme to create an
appealing appearance. The color scheme is also chosen
to help better integrate the ATS structure with the
adjacent environment. The ATS system would facilitate
movement of greater numbers of residents and visitors
along major streets in the City, thereby having the
potential to activate existing commercial corridors,
particularly along Market Street.
_________________
Source: City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (2016).
*Proposed GP Amendment

Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone
The Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone (TC Overlay Zone) would apply to the Project area and
components of the ATS including stations and support facilities including the MSF and the PDS substations
within the Downtown TOD Plan and HPSP areas. The TC Overlay Zone would provide allowances for
encroachment into areas that may be used for the ATS system for columns, support structures, and other
ATS physical components, and establish height limits to accommodate for ATS structures. The TC Overlay
Zone would provide a design review process unique to the TC Overlay Zone for the construction of the ATS
system. The TC Overlay zone would take precedence over the requirements of the IMC in the event of a
conflict. The TC Overlay Zone is a permissive zone and would not change or restrict the current underlying
zoning of any parcel.
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With the implementation of the TC Overlay zone, implementation of the ATS system would be consistent
with the IMC and other local regulations.

The foregoing will apply to the portions of the proposed Project adjacent to the HPSP area that are covered
by the HPSP’s Plot Plan Review process, including the portions of the ATS guideway, the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street station, and various support structures and columns.

Downtown TOD Plan and Design Guidelines
Portions of the proposed Project are located in the Historic Core area designated by the Downtown TOD
Plan. While the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines address the Project and will not alter or change the
standards in the Downtown TOD Plan, the Design Standards and Guidelines were created to integrate all
Project elements with the Historic Core area vision set forth in the Downtown TOD Plan. Additionally, the
Design Standards and Guidelines require consideration of the Downtown TOD Plan guidelines during the
refinement of the design of the Project.
The Project would be designed in accordance with the Design Standards and Guidelines and would help
fulfill the relevant aesthetic goals and policies of the Downtown TOD Plan, as outlined in Table 4.1-2. For
analysis of goals and policies relevant to land use plans and planning, please refer to Section 4.9: Land Use
and Planning. As discussed above, the Downtown TOD Plan area includes the entire Market Street
segment and a portion of the Manchester Boulevard segment from Market Street to Locust Street.
Accordingly, streetscape design and street trees in these areas would complement the guidelines defined
within the Downtown TOD Plan. Section 4.10 of the Downtown TOD Plan details the visual design
guidelines for Historic Downtown which would be integrated into the design considerations of the
proposed Project.
With the incorporation of the General Plan amendment described above, the required consideration of
the Downtown TOD Plan guidelines into the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines, and the complementary
design and modern style of the ATS system, the proposed Project would be consistent with the Downtown
TOD Plan and Guidelines.

Hollywood Park Specific Plan
The Design Standards and Guidelines, and resulting design of the proposed Project, would not obstruct
the implementation of the HPSP policies related to visual character as shown in Table 4.1-3: ITC Design
Standards and Guidelines Consistency with the Hollywood Park Specific Plan below. The HPSP includes
visual guidelines and standards for the public right-of-way within the plan area, which includes areas north
of Hardy Street along Prairie Avenue. The HPSP also provides integrated and coordinated landscape design
guidelines for new development in areas subject to HPSP’s Plot Plan Review process along the perimeter
of the Plan area with the objective of promoting visual compatibility. Similar to the Design Standards and
Guidelines’ approach to the portions of the Project located in the Downtown TOD Plan area, while the
Design Standards and Guidelines will govern construction of the Project and therefore control over any
conflicting provisions contained in HPSP, the Design Standards and Guidelines were created to integrate
the Project elements with the HPSP streetscape. Additionally, the Design Standards and Guidelines require
consideration of the HPSP’s design guidelines where applicable during the refinement of Project plans.

The Project also includes a proposed amendment to the HPSP to address any potential conflict or
inconsistency with the HPSP that may result from the shift of one lane of Prairie Avenue thirty (30) feet
into the existing setback area on the east side of Prairie Avenue in the HPSP area and the associated
reconfiguration of the existing sidewalk, landscape and other improvements that would be affected. For
example, the amendment would eliminate the requirement for a 30-foot setback along the western edge
of the HPSP to allow zero-lot line development. Accordingly, future buildings and structures within the
HPSP area adjacent to Prairie Avenue would be permitted to be built along the existing property line
without requiring any additional setback along Prairie Avenue. The landscape area within the 30-foot
setback area on Prairie Avenue along the western edge of the HPSP area will be reduced or eliminated in
certain areas, as needed to accommodate the new street easement. With this amendment and the
replacement of existing streetscape features and signs that will be affected by street improvements to
Prairie Avenue, no significant effects on the visual character of the HPSP area as defined by the HPSP will
result from the Project.

Inglewood Municipal Code
For the portions of the ATS systems that are not in the Downtown TOD or the Hollywood Park Specific
Plan, the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines would prevail over the IMC, though IMC provisions relating
to streetscapes, landscapes and signage are incorporated as part of the design process.

Tree Preservation
The IMC Tree Preservation ordinance 30 recognizes the importance of both native and nonnative trees
within the City for the many benefits they provide. Prior to removing or cutting a protected tree in the
City, a permit must be obtained with the City’s Parks, Recreation, and Library Services Department. All
trees removed require replacement with like-size, like-kind trees or an equal value tree or trees as
determined by the City’s Mater Plan or the Parks, Recreation, and Library Services Department.
Compliance with the IMC Section 12-110, Tree Preservation requirements would ensure consistency and
compliance of the proposed Project to the existing policies and guidelines.
Additionally, the PDF AES-2 is consistent with the tree replacement ordinance in the IMC and also requires
avoidance of tree removal to the extent feasible along with additional measures pursuant to the CCP. Any
and all trees removed would be replace in kind and the same location if at all possible and in a timely
manner, if the replacement of the tree would not conflict with future construction activities of the
proposed Project.

30 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Article 32, Section 12-110 (2012), Tree Preservation.
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Table 4.1-3
ITC Design Standards and Guidelines Consistency with the Hollywood Park Specific Plan
Principles and Goals
Design Guideline Checklist
Pedestrian and vehicular circulation routes shall comply
with all requirements of the Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA), and include one or more of the following
design elements along all or a portion of all streets or
pedestrian pathways: (1) pedestrian pathway includes a
pattern, color, or paving material that is differentiated
from surrounding landscaping or paved areas; (2) wayfinding signage; (3) the streets and pathways are
oriented such that they include verifiable lines of sight
that would allow both pedestrians and vehicles to see
any one or more of the following: (a) Stadium, (b)
performance venue, casino, retail or residential gateway,
or (c) Champion Plaza, Lake Park, Arroyo Park, or Bluff
Park.
The exterior entryways of buildings shall include one or
more of the following: (1) a trim or border of a different
color or material than other portions of the façade; (2)
an integral porch; (3) an awning; (4) an articulated
entryway offset from the immediately adjacent façade
by not less than one foot; or (5) an arched opening.
When using more than one material on a façade (except
as a trim or offset portion of the façade or as an entry or
window treatment), the variation in materials shall
continue to all side and rear elevations that are visible
from the front or corner lot line.
Each building shall include one or more of the following:
 Entry or window trim/surrounds
 Horizontal banding
 Corner quoins
 Balconies (supported, cantilevered or Juliet)
 False, shuttered windows
 Awnings
 Change in material or color
Railings shall be constructed of wood, wrought iron, or
other material, such as stucco, which is used to construct
the façade or entry or window trim on the same building.

Exposed gutters and downspouts shall be colored or
painted, and shall not be constructed of unpainted
aluminum, copper, or zinc.
Stairs shall be constructed of the same material as the
deck and landing.

Columns and posts shall be constructed of stone, stucco,
or wood (or other material painted or molded to look
like one of the allowed materials) and shall be not less
than four inches in diameter if round, or four inches on
each side if rectangular.
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PDF AES-2also requires the Contractor to maintain any replacement trees for three years after the date of
planting and provide a warranty for such trees for at least one additional year post maintenance. The
contractor and the City would conduct an inspection of all replaced trees before the one-year warranty

Project Consistency

expires before the City accepts the tree. These requirements as described in PDF AES-2 would further the
Consistent. Pedestrian facilities along the guideway, and
adjacent to stations adjacent to the HPSP area would be
improved to comply with all ADA requirements. The
passenger walkway would be made of a different paving
material than those of the surrounding paved areas and
way finding signage would be installed where
appropriate. Passenger walkways to the east of the
guideway and stations will provide lines of sight to the
HPSP area and, depending on location, could include the
Stadium, the performance venue and/or the retail or
residential gateway.

goal of the City to protect and maintain City trees within its jurisdiction.

Design Review Process
The Public Works Director or his/her designee would, in consultation with the Planning Division Manager
or his/her designee, have the authority to review each ITC system project for compliance with all
applicable provisions of (i) the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines, (ii) all additional technical, aesthetic,
and other specifications contained in the procurement document(s) for the applicable ITC system
component(s), and (iii) all requirements of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program set forth in

Consistent. The proposed Stations would incorporate
distinguishing features, such as distinctive canopies that
do not detract from the surroundings, that are generally
consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines

the ITC’s Final Environmental Impact Report.
The Director of Public Works or her/his designee would in consultation with the Planning Division Manager
or her/his designee have the ability to update and/or revise the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines from

Consistent. As defined in the ITC Design Standards and
Guidelines, materials used on the stations would be
neutral in tone and would include color accents only
where appropriate. The façade of the stations would not
be incompatible with the HPSP.
Consistent. Stations will be visibly compatible with the
standards articulated in the HPSP Design Guidelines.
Under the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines, stations
will be identifiable, distinctive and streamlined.

time to time to include, among other things, alternate technologies, new or updated ITC Design Standards
and Guidelines, consistency determinations of ITC procurement document(s) and alternative mitigation
measures that achieve a comparable level of mitigation and/or, clarifications of existing provisions. The
Director of Public Works or her/his designee would have the final decision-making authority regarding the
interpretation of the Design Guidelines should there be an appeal ability to Council. This design process is
consistent with the IMC.

Summary
Consistent. The materials chosen for station railings
would be consistent with the other station materials as
defined in the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines in a
manner that is generally consistent with the HPSP Design
Guidelines.
Consistent. Exposed gutters along Prairie Avenue would
be painted or colored as defined in the ITC Design
Standards and Guidelines in a manner that is generally
consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines.
Consistent. Station stairs would be constructed of the
same material as the deck and landing as defined in the
ITC Design Standards and Guidelines in a manner that is
generally consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines.
Consistent. Columns and posts would be constructed of
materials used elsewhere in the station as defined in the
ITC Design Standards and Guidelines in a manner that is
generally consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

As described previously, the proposed Project would take into consideration and be consistent with visual
and materials-related guidelines from plans governing adjacent areas in the Downtown TOD Plan and the
HPSP areas, to the extent feasible and consistent with the Design Guidelines. An amendment to Policy 2.3
of the General Plan Land Use Element has been introduced to ensure consistency of the proposed Project
with the City’s General Plan. The amendment describes the incorporation and implementation of the ATS
system into the historic fabric of the Inglewood historic core.
The TC Overlay Zone would also be implemented to accommodate for the ATS system and its related
elements in the City. The introduction of the TC Overlay Zone would reduce the potential for the proposed
Project to conflict with the IMC since the TC Overlay Zone implements the Design Guidelines and applies
them to the construction of the ATS system and related components within the TC Overlay Zone. The TC
Overlay Zone will not have any impacts on other, non-Project elements that fall within the TC Overlay Zone,
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as those uses would continue to be governed by their existing, underlying zone and other provisions of

Permit. Temporary lighting at construction sites would be limited to the amount necessary to safely

the IMC.

perform the required work and would be directed downwards and shielded to avoid light spillage.
Placement and orientation of the portable lighting fixtures would be placed in a manner to avoid directing

With the implementation of the TC Overlay Zone and the amendment to the City’s General Plan, the

lights toward sensitive receptors, including vehicle drivers on the roadway. The placement, shielding, and

proposed Project would be generally consistent with existing zoning and planning regulations governing

direction of the lighting would be purposeful and reduce the illumination outside of the intended area to

scenic quality. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

the extent possible. The limited time duration of lighting would also limit the amount of illumination
impact on nearby uses to the extend feasible.

Mitigation Measures

In the event where lighting is required near the edge of the construction area, light trespass shall not

No mitigation is required.

exceed one foot-candle above ambient light level as measured at any adjacent residential and transient

Level of Significance

properties as outlined in the CCP. This measure would ensure lighting does not extend outside of the limits

The impacts associated with applicable zoning and planning regulations governing scenic quality would be

of the construction site in any significant manner. To ensure safety, temporary sidewalks, and any sidewalk

less than significant.

adjacent to construction activities would be illuminated to City Standards to protect public safety. The
illumination would be equivalent to those of street lighting and would not significantly contribute to visual

Impact AES-2:

Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would

impacts through significant light spillage or glare.

adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?
In addition to minimizing light spill, the CCP would ensure sensitive receptors and motorists on public

Construction

streets would not have direct views of construction light sources to limit potential effects of glare. Sound

Under existing conditions, the area surrounding the proposed Project has a relatively high level of ambient

barriers and temporary construction barriers that would be built in the initial phase of project

lighting, particularly along Florence Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue, as those streets

construction, and, as construction progresses, newly constructed intervening structures would also

are well-lit, active transportation corridors. Nighttime construction activities would add to the existing

incrementally block light and obscure views of construction sites from nearby residences and local streets,

ambient light levels on and in the area surrounding the proposed Project for the duration of construction.

further restricting the potential for spillover lighting as construction progresses.

Over the course of the construction of the proposed Project, the length of workdays would vary with the

Any nighttime construction activities would require a permit from the Permits and License Committee of

level of activity fluctuating throughout any given day. This would influence the nighttime work hours in a

the City. The proposed Project would comply with any conditions identified by the City to reduce nighttime

day which would influence the amount of lighting required at a site for a given day. The daily duration of

construction lighting.

nighttime construction lighting would also vary based on the season, with the longest duration of
construction lighting occurring during winter months, when there are fewer hours of daylight, and the

With the incorporation of the CCP measures the potential impact for construction lighting and glare on

shortest duration of construction lighting during the summer months, when there are the most hours of

surrounding land uses and sensitive receptors would be reduced to the extent feasible. Lighting and glare

daylight. Nighttime lighting sources during construction would consist mainly of floodlights that would be

impacts during construction would be less than significant.

focused on the work area. Security lighting could also be used on construction sites but would be focused

Operation

on the Project alignment. Because this lighting is intended to light the Project alignment to allow for
nighttime construction and to provide security to the site, it would tend to be directed away from nearby

Market Street Segment

adjacent properties, reducing the potential for spillover lighting effects.

The Market Street segment contains existing ambient lighting conditions typical for a highly developed
urban setting. Sources of existing light in this segment include streetlights, vehicle headlights, traffic lights,

Nighttime construction lighting would be temporary in nature. The CCP outlines measures to be taken to
limit nighttime light spillage and glare to adjacent uses. Prior to the start of construction, light plans and
mitigation measures would be drafted in accordance with the standards for the City issued Construction
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and lighting from parking lots, offices, and storefronts. As described under existing conditions, there are
no existing light sensitive uses on Market Street such as residential dwelling and hotels/motels. Existing
sources of daytime and nighttime glare in the area include mostly headlights of traveling cars in the area.
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PDF AES-3 includes the lighting design standards in the Design Guidelines. These guidelines address

of the parking lots and limit glare. All parking lots are located at sites with existing light sources such as

lighting for station design, guideway and support structures, the MSF, and elevated passenger walkways

streetlights and interior lighting from buildings. As such, the security lighting at surface parking lots would

as described below.

not have a significant impact on surrounding uses beyond the existing light sources. The light and glare
impact of surface parking lot lighting would be less than significant.

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
Streetscape
The station would be located on a site at 300 Florence Avenue currently developed with a retail
commercial center. Lighting at the station would include accent lighting, lighting for security placed on

Roadway lighting would follow the requirements of the City of Inglewood per the Design Guidelines and

pedestrian paths, and interior lighting within the station. Canopy lighting at the station would utilize

would, therefore, be comparable to existing lighting on the roadway and not contribute to additional light

indirect accent lighting to avoid glare and light illumination on adjacent properties. Additional accent

spillage or glare. Pedestrian lighting in this segment would be provided on sidewalks, in elevated passenger

lighting at the station would be less prominent than the accent lighting on the canopy and be of lesser

walkways, at public places, and in all pedestrian pathways under ATS guideway to ensure safety and

visual impact to surrounding uses. Pedestrian friendly lighting would be functional and placed in a manner

security for pedestrians. Along primary circulation routes, light fixtures and incident light sources would

to minimize negative impacts on adjacent property. Care in the placement of the lighting would further

provide an average of 3-foot candles to help pedestrians better distinguish color, size, and shape of their

reduce light spillage and glare to nearby uses. Additionally, all lighting facilities at the station would be

surroundings. The streetscape lighting would not significantly contribute to existing lighting at the Project

programmable and sensor controlled to conserve energy and allow control for various settings such as

area where existing lighting as described above is consistent with the level of lighting at a highly developed

daytime, nighttime, and event lighting. These settings would further ensure lighting at the property would

urban area. Therefore, lighting and glare impacts of roadway and street lighting in this segment would be

be actively controlled and contained, and the level of lighting would be appropriate for the time of the day

less than significant.

or events held at the City as required by PDF AES-3. The station would occupy a site already illuminated
by nighttime lighting; the impact of the station lighting would be less than significant.

Manchester Boulevard Segment
The Manchester Boulevard segment contains existing ambient lighting characteristic typical for a highly

ATS Guideway

developed urban setting. Sources of existing light in this segment includes streetlights, vehicle headlights,

The ATS Guideway may include lighting fixtures for accent lighting. The light fixtures would be concealed
or minimally visible within the guideway structure by design. Care would be taken to place lighting in a

traffic lights, and lighting from parking lots, offices, storefronts, and interior illumination from residences.
ATS Guideway

manner to limit the illumination impact on adjacent properties and lighting would not be visible from the
ground level per the Design Guidelines. The limited visibility of the lighting and lighting fixture would

Similar to the Market Street segment, the ATS guideway may include accent lighting along the guideway.

reduce the chance of glare to passersby and adjacent uses. Illumination of the surrounding uses would

Care would be taken to place accent and functional lighting in a manner to limit the illumination impact

also be limited by the reduced visibility of the light source. The guideway material used would be non-

on adjacent properties and lighting would not be visible from the ground level per the Design Guidelines.

glare to eliminate potential for introducing glare to the surrounding uses. Because of the manner in which

The limited visibility of the lighting and lighting fixtures would reduce the chance of glare to passersby and

the lighting and the light fixtures would be designed as required by PDF AES-3, and the use of non-glare

adjacent uses. Illumination of the surrounding uses would also be limited by the reduced visibility of the

materials, lighting, and glare impacts of the ATS Guideway would be less than significant to surrounding

light source. The guideway material would be non-glare to eliminate potential for introducing glare to the

uses and passersby.

surrounding uses.

Surface Parking Lots

Light sensitive receptors along this segment consist of the homes located on the north side of Manchester

Surface parking lots in the Market Street segment would be provided at the Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station and at the existing site. Functional security lighting for the sites would be provided to
ensure safety of the lots. Street trees surrounding the parking lot would be provided for aesthetic purposes
separating the parking stalls from sidewalks which would also limit light spillage to adjacent areas outside
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Boulevard between Manchester Drive and Osage Avenue. In addition to the design measures mentioned
previously to avoid light spillage and glare to nearby uses, the guideway along the segment with residential
uses would be positioned towards the south side of the guideway. The positioning of the guideway would
allow approximately 30 feet between the closest residential buildings and the edge of the guideway. The
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elevated guideway would also be substantially above the height of the residential home and the lighting

Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue Station and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

would not be in direct line of sight of the residents at the ground level.
Similar to the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, lighting at the stations would include accent lighting,
Overall, because of the manner in which the lighting and the light fixture would be designed, the non-

lighting for security placed on pedestrian paths, and interior lighting within the station. Canopy lighting at

glare exterior material of the guideway as required by PDF AES-3, and the positioning and height of the

the station utilize indirect accent lighting to avoid glare and light illumination on adjacent properties.

guideway, lighting, and glare impacts of the ATS Guideway on surrounding uses and sensitive receptors

Additional accent lighting would at the station would be less prominent than the accent lighting on the

would be less than significant.

canopy and be of lesser visual impact to surrounding uses. Pedestrian friendly lighting would be functional
and placed in a manner to minimize negative impacts on adjacent property. Care in the placement of the

Maintenance Storage Facility

lighting would further reduce light spillage and glare to nearby uses as required by PDF AES-3. Additionally,

The MSF would be built on a site currently developed with a retail commercial center. Lighting would be
provided and placed in a manner to limit light spillage and glare on the residential uses across Spruce
Avenue from the proposed MSF site. The building entrances to the MSF site would be lit to maintain safety
and security of workers and passersby and primary walkways, steps, or ramps along the pedestrian routes
would also be illuminated per PDF AES-3 and ITC Design Standards and Guidelines. Security lighting in the

all lighting facilities at the station would be programmable and sensor controlled to conserve energy and
allow control for various settings such as daytime, nighttime, and event lighting. These settings would
further ensure lighting at the property would be actively controlled and contained, and the level of lighting
would be appropriate for the time of the day or events held at the City.
ATS Guideway

parking lot would also be installed to maintain the safety of staffs and visitors.
Similar to the other segments, the ATS guideway may include accent lighting along the guideway. Care
The MSF would be separated from adjacent uses by the public right of way where existing sources of

would be taken to place lighting in a manner to limit the illumination impact on adjacent properties and

ambient light and glare includes vehicles, streetlights, and light sources from the interior of other adjacent

lighting would not be visible from the ground level in conformance with PDF AES-3 from the Design

buildings, including the new Vons store located on the northwest portion of the site. Lighting used by the

Guidelines. The limited visibility of the lighting and lighting fixture would reduce the chance of glare to

MSF is would not result in any substantial increase in the level of the existing lighting by surrounding uses.

passersby and adjacent uses. Illumination of the surrounding uses would also be limited by the reduced

Additionally, street trees would surround the MSF site for aesthetic appeal on the sidewalks and would

visibility of the light source. The guideway material would be non-glare to eliminate potential for

further obstruct the lighting associated with the MSF. Therefore, lighting and glare impacts from the MSF

introducing glare to the surrounding uses.

site on surrounding uses would be less than significant.
Light sensitive receptors along this segment are residential homes located on the west side of Prairie
Streetscape

Avenue just north of Buckthorn Street, a motel just north of Arbor Vitae Street, and a motel approximately

Similar to the Market Street segment, roadway lighting would follow the requirements of the City of
Inglewood per the Design Guidelines and would, therefore, be comparable to existing lighting on the
roadway and not contribute to additional light spillage or glare. Pedestrian lighting in this segment would
be provided similarly to the Market Street segment with the same guidelines and design features.
Therefore, lighting and glare impacts of roadway and street lighting in this segment would be less than
significant.

400 feet south of Arbor Vitae Street. However, in addition to the design measures mentioned previously
to avoid light spillage and glare to nearby uses, the guideway would be substantially above the height of
the sensitive receptors and the lighting would not be in direct line of sight of the residents at the ground
level. The positioning of the guideway would allow approximately 10 feet between the closest sensitive
receptor and the edge of the guideway.
Because of the manner in which the lighting and the light fixture would be designed, the non-glare exterior
material to be used, and the height of the guideway, lighting, and glare impacts of the ATS Guideway would

Prairie Avenue Segment

be less than significant to surrounding uses and sensitive receptors.
The Prairie Avenue segment contains existing ambient lighting characteristic typical for a highly developed
urban setting. Sources of existing light in this segment includes streetlights, vehicle headlights, traffic
lights, and lighting from parking lots, offices, billboards, and storefronts, security lighting at construction
sites, and interior illumination from residences and hotels.
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Streetscape

Level of Significance

Roadway lighting would follow the requirements of the City of Inglewood per the Design Guidelines and

The impacts associated with light and glare would be less than significant.

would, therefore, be comparable to existing lighting on the roadway and not contribute to additional light

4.1.8 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

spillage or glare. Pedestrian lighting in this segment would be provided on sidewalks, in elevated passenger
walkways, at public places, and in all pedestrian pathways under ATS guideways to ensure safety and

4.1.8.1

Visual Character

security for pedestrians. Along primary circulation routes, light fixtures and incident light sources would

Overall, the components of the proposed ITC Project, including the ATS guideway, stations, and MSF and

provide an average of 3-foot candles to help pedestrians better distinguish color, size, and shape of their

associated Project Design Features, designed in accordance with the Design Guidelines, would not

surroundings. The streetscape lighting would not significantly contribute to existing lighting at the Project

adversely affect the visual character of the surrounding areas. The ITC facilities will be designed in a

area where existing lighting as described above is consistent with the level of lighting at a highly developed

modern style with a neutral tone and transparent materials wherever feasible. The color scheme and

urban area. Therefore, lighting and glare impacts of roadway and street lighting in this segment would be

transparent materials would result in an appealing appearance while integrating the components of the

less than significant.

ATS system into its surroundings. The design of these new transportation facilities would also complement
existing and future surrounding development as discussed above. The proposed Project would

Summary

complement its present and future surroundings and would not contribute significant impacts on the

Overall, light and glare impacts would be less than significant with the incorporation of CCP measures

visual character of the areas located along the proposed alignment.

during construction, incorporation of PDF AES-3, compliance with the Design Guidelines. As discussed, the
Project is proposed within a highly developed neighborhood with high levels of existing ambient lighting.

The proposed Project would also have a less than significant impact on the visual character of the historical

Measures outlined in the CCP would limit light spillage and glare onto adjacent uses through the use of

buildings located along the proposed alignment area.

downward directed and shielded lighting and positioning the lighting in a manner that limits the
illumination of light outside of the construction area. Construction lighting plans, which would comply
with the CCP mitigation measures be developed prior to construction. Any light trespass outside of the
construction site would be limited to one foot-candle above light level as measured at any adjacent
residential and transient properties, thereby limiting the potential exposure to light spillage of any

The City is currently planning to build a parking structure, containing up to 2,500 spaces in six-level
structure, on the City’s Inglewood Transit Facility (ITF) site located on the southeast corner of Prairie
Avenue and Arbor Vitae Street. This new structure would replace the existing ITF on this site, which is an
improved surface parking lot. The Project includes the proposed relocation of one travel lane on Prairie
Avenue east into the existing setback area along Prairie Avenue. This component of the Project would

construction site adjacent uses to a less than significant level.

impact existing streetscape improvements on the east side of Prairie Avenue including sidewalk,
PDF AES-3 and Design Guidelines would require ATS system lighting to be positioned in a manner to

landscaping, and other improvements in the HPSP area. These improvements would be replaced as part

minimize negative impacts to adjacent properties. Lighting at the station would be programmable to allow

of the Prairie Avenue street improvements. Together, this new parking structure and the proposed street

adjustments for the best use of the lighting at any specific time of the day or event in the City. Accent

improvements would change the existing visual character of the eastern side of Prairie Avenue. These

lighting fixtures on the ATS guideway would be hidden by project design to the extent feasible in order to

improvements would be designed in a manner that is compatible with the existing improvements on

minimize light spillage and glare from lighting used at the system. As shown from the analysis discussed,

Prairie Avenue and existing and planned development in the HPSP area and no cumulative impact on the

surface parking lot lighting and street lighting are anticipated to be comparable to the level of lighting

visual character of the HPSP area would result.

currently provided by the City on its roadways and sidewalks. Therefore, light and glare impact during
For these reasons, implementation of the Project would not contribute to any significant impact on the

operation to the surrounding land uses would be less than significant.

visual character of the areas located along the proposed alignment.

Mitigation Measures

4.1.8.2

No Mitigation Measures Needed.

Lighting and Glare

Temporary lighting associated with construction of the proposed Project would be less than significant.
This lighting would be temporary in nature and with the incorporation of requirements in the CCP would
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4.2 AIR QUALITY

be less than significant. Nearby construction projects such as the HPSP would also introduce construction
lighting near the site. However, the increase in ambient nighttime lighting levels in these areas would only
rise minimally because a significant amount of ambient lighting currently exists due to the urbanized

4.2.1 INTRODUCTION

nature of the Project area as a whole. Additionally, construction activities on Prairie Avenue for the

This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) examines air

proposed Project is anticipated to take place from the year 2024 to 2027 which would coincide with the

quality emissions that would result from construction and operations associated with the proposed

end of the construction of the HPSP development which anticipates completion of construction by 2025.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or ITC Project).

Cumulative impacts from nighttime lighting would be reduced as the HPSP development completes its
construction as the proposed Project continues construction in the Prairie Avenue segment.

The proposed Project would relieve traffic congestion within the Project area and the surrounding street
network; improve access options and the travel experience for passengers to the City of Inglewood (City)’s

Operationally, cumulative lighting impacts would be less than significant as the HPSP development would
reduce lighting and glare impacts from the site’s previous use as determined by HPSP’s EIR and the
proposed Project would have a less than significant impact overall impact on lighting and glare. Both the
Project and HPSP projects would utilize non-glare and non-reflective exterior materials for the proposed
structures and would not contribute to glare of the surrounding area.

major activity centers and provide a connection to the regional Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) rail system. The proposed Project includes an Automated Transit System
(ATS) train, which would provide access to the City’s major activity centers, including The Forum, the Los
Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (LASED) including SoFi Stadium, and the Inglewood Basketball
and Entertainment Center (IBEC) including the Intuit Dome. The ATS trains would transport passengers

Therefore, no significant cumulative lighting impacts are expected and the Project’s contribution would

between the Metro rail system and the City’s activity centers. Air quality emissions were analyzed using a

not be cumulatively significant. The Project’s incremental impact associated with ambient nighttime

variety of modeling techniques and are detailed within the following appendices to this Recirculated Draft

lighting and glare effects would not be cumulatively considerable.

EIR:

4.1.9 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY GENERAL PLAN

x

Air Quality and Heath Risk Assessment Technical Report for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project,
Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix G.1)

x

Vons Replacement CalEEMod Output Sheets, Meridian Consultants LLC, October 2021 (Appendix G.2)

As noted under Impact AES-1b, the proposed Project does not conflict with the City’s General Plan.

Prior to the preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR, a recirculated Initial Study (included as Appendix
A.2 of this Recirculated Draft EIR) was prepared to assess potential environmental impacts associated with
air quality. For one of these impacts, the Initial Study found that the proposed Project would have a less
than significant impact, thus, no further analysis of this topic is required in this EIR. The Initial Study
concluded:
x

Potential impacts related to objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people were
evaluated and determined to have a less than significant impact. Though the proposed Project may
produce discernable odors during construction, these odors would decrease, dilute, and become
unnoticeable. Moreover, operation of the proposed Project would not include any odor producing
land uses.

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the
proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments
received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the
height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating
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4.2 Air Quality

the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester

including tailpipe and evaporative emissions, and are classified as either on-road or off-road. On-road

Boulevard, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a

sources may be legally operated on roadways and highways. Off-road sources include aircrafts, ships,

new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie

trains, and self-propelled construction equipment. Air pollutants can also be generated by the natural

Avenue.

environment, such as when fine dust particles are pulled off the ground surface and suspended in the air
during high winds.

Additionally, the construction phasing plan has been refined. As it relates to air quality impacts, these
changes include updated construction and operational details which resulted in reductions of air quality

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the California Air Resources Board (CARB)

emissions compared to the December 2020 Draft EIR. Moreover, the previous significant and unavoidable

designate air basins where air pollution levels exceed the State or federal ambient air quality standards

impact related to construction emissions disclosed in the December 2020 Draft EIR has been reduced to a

(AAQS) as “nonattainment” areas. These pollutants are referred to as “criteria air pollutants” as a result of

less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

the specific standards, or criteria, that have been adopted for them. The federal and State standards have
been set at levels considered safe to protect public health, including the health of “sensitive” populations,

These changes to the design of the proposed Project do not create the potential for significant impacts
related to objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly with a margin of safety; and to protect public welfare,
including protection against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings.

Other impacts found to be less than significant are further discussed in Section 6.4: Effects Found Not to

If standards are met, the area is designated as an “attainment” area. If there is inadequate or inconclusive
data to make a definitive attainment designation, an area is considered “unclassified.” Federal

Be Significant.

nonattainment areas are further designated as marginal, moderate, serious, severe, or extreme as a
Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft

function of deviation from standards. Transportation conformity for nonattainment and maintenance

EIR.

areas is required under the federal Clean Air Act (CAA) to ensure federally supported highway and transit
projects conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP). The USEPA approved California’s SIP revisions for

4.2.2 OVERVIEW OF AIR QUALITY

attainment of the 1997 8-hour ozone (O3) National AAQS for the Basin in October 2019.

The proposed Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), named so because its
geographical formation is that of a basin, with the surrounding mountains trapping the air and pollutants
in the valleys below. The Basin includes all of Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles,
San Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. The regional climate within the Basin is considered to be semiarid and is characterized by warm summers, mild winters, infrequent seasonal rainfall, moderate daytime
onshore breezes, and moderate humidity. The air quality within the Basin is primarily influenced by a wide

Ambient air pollution can cause public health concerns and can contribute to increases in respiratory
illness and death rates. Air pollution can affect the health of both adults and children. The adverse health
effects associated with air pollution are diverse and include cardiovascular effects, premature mortality,
respiratory effects, cancer, reproductive effects, neurological effects, and other health outcomes. 1

4.2.2.1

Criteria Air Pollutants

range of emissions sources—such as dense population centers, heavy vehicular traffic, industry, and
The criteria air pollutants that are most relevant to current air quality planning and regulation in the Basin

weather.

include ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), respirable particulate matter (PM10),
Air pollutant emissions within the Basin are generated by stationary and mobile sources. Stationary

fine particulate matter (PM2.5), sulfur dioxide (SO2), and lead (Pb). In addition, volatile organic compounds

sources can be divided into two major subcategories: point sources and area sources. Point sources occur

(VOC) and toxics air contaminants (TACs) are a concern in the Basin but are not classified under AAQS. The

at an identified location and are usually associated with manufacturing and industry. Examples of point

characteristics of each of these pollutants are briefly described below.

sources are boilers or combustion equipment that produce electricity or generate heat. Area sources are
widely distributed and produce many small emissions. Examples of area sources include residential and
commercial water heaters, painting operations, lawn mowers, agricultural fields, landfills, and consumer
1

products, such as barbeque lighter fluid and hair spray. Mobile sources are emissions from motor vehicles,
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South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, Appendix I: Health Effects
(March 2017), https://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-airquality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/appendix-i.pdf?sfvrsn=14. Accessed September 2021.
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Ozone (O3)

4.2 Air Quality

chemical plants and refineries. When SO2 oxidizes in the atmosphere, it forms sulfates (SO4). Collectively,

Ozone is a highly reactive and unstable gas that is formed when reactive organic gases (ROGs), sometimes
referred to as VOCs, and nitrogen oxides (NOx), byproducts of internal combustion engine exhaust,

these pollutants are referred to as sulfur oxides (SOx).

Lead (Pb)

undergo slow photochemical reactions in the presence of sunlight. Ozone concentrations are generally
highest during the summer months when direct sunlight, light wind, and warm temperature conditions

Lead occurs in the atmosphere as particulate matter and is also considered a TAC. The combustion of
leaded gasoline is the primary source of airborne lead in the Basin. The use of leaded gasoline is no longer

are favorable to the formation of this pollutant.

permitted for on-road motor vehicles, so the majority of such combustion emissions are associated with

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

off-road vehicles. However, because leaded gasoline was emitted in large amounts from vehicles when

CO is a colorless, odorless gas produced by the incomplete combustion of carbon-containing fuels, such
as gasoline or wood. Carbon monoxide concentrations tend to be the highest during the winter morning,
when little to no wind and surface-based inversions trap the pollutant at ground levels. Because carbon
monoxide is emitted directly from internal combustion engines, unlike ozone, motor vehicles operating at
slow speeds are the primary source of carbon monoxide in the Basin. The highest ambient carbon
monoxide concentrations are generally found near congested transportation corridors and intersections.

leaded gasoline was used for on-road motor vehicles, lead is present in many urban soils and can be
resuspended in the air. Other sources of lead include the manufacturing and recycling of batteries, paint,
ink, ceramics, ammunition, and the use of secondary lead smelters. While the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) CEQA Air Quality Handbook contains numerical indicators of significance
for lead, project construction and operation would not include sources of lead emissions and would not
exceed the numerical indicators for lead. Unleaded fuel and unleaded paints have virtually eliminated lead
emissions from infrastructure projects.

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2)

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

NO2 is a reddish-brown, highly reactive gas that is formed in the ambient air through the oxidation of nitric
oxide (NO), similar to O3. NO2 is also a byproduct of fuel combustion. NO and NO2 are collectively referred
to as NOx and are major contributors to O3 formation. NO2 also contributes to the formation of PM10.

VOCs include any compound of carbon, excluding CO, carbon dioxide (CO2), carbonic acid, metallic carbides
or carbonates, and ammonium carbonate, which participates in atmospheric photochemical reactions and
thus, a precursor of ozone formation. VOC emissions often result from the evaporation of solvents in

Particulate Matter (PM10) and Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5)

architectural coatings. Reactive organic gases are any reactive compounds of carbon, excluding methane,

Particulate Matter (PM) consists of small liquid and solid particles floating in the air, including smoke, soot,
dust, salts, acids, and metals and can form when gases emitted from industries and motor vehicles
undergo chemical reactions in the atmosphere. Sources of PM10 emissions include dust from construction
sites, landfills and agriculture, wildfires and brush/waste burning, industrial sources, and wind-blown dust

CO, CO2 carbonic acid, metallic carbides or carbonates, ammonium carbonate, and other exempt
compounds. ROG emissions are generated from the exhaust of mobile sources. 3 Both VOCs and ROGs are
precursors to ozone and the terms can be used interchangeably. 4

Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs)

from open lands. 2 Sources of PM2.5 emissions include combustion of gasoline, oil, diesel fuel, or wood.
PM10 and PM2.5 may be either directly emitted from sources (primary particles) or formed in the
atmosphere through chemical reactions of gases (secondary particles) such as SO2, NOx, and certain

TACs refer to a diverse group of “non-criteria” air pollutants that can affect human health but have not
had ambient air quality standards established for them. This is not because they are fundamentally
different from the pollutants discussed previously, but because their effects tend to be local rather than

organic compounds.

regional. TACs are classified as carcinogenic and noncarcinogenic, where carcinogenic TACs can cause

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)
SO2 is a colorless, extremely irritating gas or liquid. It enters the atmosphere as a pollutant mainly as a
result of burning high sulfur-content fuel oils and coal, as well as from chemical processes occurring at
3
2

California Air Resources Board, Inhalable Particulate Matter and Health (PM2.5 and PM10),
https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/common-pollutants/pm/pm.htm. Accessed September 2021.
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SCAQMD, Appendix A: Calculation Details for CalEEMod (October 2017), http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/defaultsource/caleemod/02_appendix-a2016-3-2.pdf?sfvrsn=6. Accessed September 2021.
Both VOC and ROGs are precursors to ozone so they are summed in the CalEEMod report under the header ROG. For the
purposes of comparing the ROG value to a VOC significance threshold, the terms can be used interchangeably.
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cancer and noncarcinogenic TACs can cause acute and chronic impacts to different target organ systems

inflame and damage the airways; aggravate lung diseases such as asthma, emphysema, and chronic

(e.g., eyes, respiratory, reproductive, developmental, nervous, and cardiovascular).

bronchitis; increase the frequency of asthma attacks; make the lungs more susceptible to infection;
continue to damage the lungs even when the symptoms have disappeared; and cause chronic obstructive

CARB and the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) determine if a substance should

pulmonary disease. 7

be formally identified, or “listed,” as a TAC in California. 5 Diesel Particulate Matter (DPM), which is emitted
in the exhaust from diesel engines, was listed by the State as a TAC in 1998. DPM has historically been

Long-term exposure to ozone is linked to aggravation of asthma and is likely to be one of many causes of

used as a surrogate measure of exposure for all diesel exhaust emissions. DPM consists of fine particles

asthma development. Long-term exposures to higher concentrations of ozone may also be linked to

(fine particles have a diameter less than 2.5 micrometer [m]), including a subgroup of ultrafine particles

permanent lung damage, such as abnormal lung development in children. 8 According to CARB, inhalation

(ultrafine particles have a diameter less than 0.1 m). Collectively, these particles have a large surface

of ozone causes inflammation and irritation of the tissues lining human airways, causing and worsening a

area, which makes them an excellent medium for absorbing organics. The visible emissions in diesel

variety of symptoms, and exposure to ozone can reduce the volume of air that the lungs breathe in and

exhaust include carbon particles or “soot.” Diesel exhaust also contains a variety of harmful gases and

cause shortness of breath. 9

cancer-causing substances.

4.2.2.2

The USEPA states that people most at risk from breathing air containing ozone include people with asthma,
children, older adults, and people who are active outdoors, especially outdoor workers.10 Children are at

Health Effects of Pollutants

greatest risk from exposure to ozone because their lungs are still developing and they are more likely to
Elevated concentrations of certain air pollutants in the atmosphere have been recognized to cause health

be active outdoors when ozone levels are high, which increases their exposure. 11 According to CARB,

problems and consequential damage to the environment either directly or in reaction with other

studies show that children are no more or less likely to suffer harmful effects than adults; however,

pollutants. In the United States, such pollutants have been identified and are regulated as part of the

children and teens may be more susceptible to ozone and other pollutants because they spend nearly

overall endeavor to prevent further deterioration and facilitate improvement in air quality. The following

twice as much time outdoors and engaged in vigorous activities compared to adults. 12 Children breathe

pollutants are regulated by the USEPA and are subject to emissions control requirements adopted by

more rapidly than adults and inhale more pollution per pound of their body weight than adults and are

federal, State, and local regulatory agencies. These pollutants are referred to as “criteria air pollutants” as

less likely than adults to notice their own symptoms and avoid harmful exposures. Further research may

a result of the specific standards, or criteria, which have been adopted pertaining to them.

be able to better distinguish between health effects in children and adults.

The EPA established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) to “provide public health

Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) and Nitrogen Oxides (NOx)

protection, including protecting the health of ’sensitive’ populations such as asthmatics, children, and the
elderly,” allowing “an adequate margin of safety.” California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) were
“established to protect the health of the most sensitive groups in our communities” and “defines the
maximum amount of a pollutant averaged over a specified period of time that can be present in outdoor

According to the USEPA, short-term exposures to NO2 can potentially aggravate respiratory diseases,
particularly asthma, leading to respiratory symptoms (such as coughing, wheezing or difficulty breathing),
hospital admissions and visits to emergency rooms. Longer exposures to elevated concentrations of NO2
may contribute to the development of asthma and potentially increase susceptibility to respiratory

air without any harmful effects on people or the environment.”6

Ozone

7

According to the USEPA, ozone can cause the muscles in the airways to constrict potentially leading to
wheezing and shortness of breath. Ozone can make it more difficult to breathe deeply and vigorously;
cause shortness of breath and pain when taking a deep breath; cause coughing and sore or scratchy throat;
5
6

The complete list of such substances is located at https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/carb-identified-toxic-aircontaminants.
California Air Resources Board, California Ambient Air Quality Standards, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/californiaambient-air-quality-standards. Accessed September 2021.
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US Environmental Protection Agency, Health Effects of Ozone Pollution, https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozonepollution/health-effects-ozone-pollution. Accessed September 2021.
US Environmental Protection Agency, Health Effects of Ozone Pollution. https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozonepollution/health-effects-ozone-pollution. Accessed September 2021.
9 California Air Resources Board, Ozone & Health, Health Effects of Ozone, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/ozone-andhealth. Accessed September 2021.
10 US Environmental Protection Agency, Health Effects of Ozone Pollution, https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozonepollution/health-effects-ozone-pollution. Accessed September 2021.
11 US Environmental Protection Agency, Health Effects of Ozone Pollution, https://www.epa.gov/ground-level-ozonepollution/health-effects-ozone-pollution, Accessed September 2021.
12 California Air Resources Board, Ozone & Health, Health Effects of Ozone, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/ozone-andhealth. Accessed September 2021.
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infections. According to CARB, controlled human exposure studies that show that NO2 exposure can

anemia or with a history of heart or respiratory disease are most likely to experience health effects with

intensify responses to allergens in allergic asthmatics. 13

exposure to elevated levels of CO.

In addition, a number of epidemiological studies have demonstrated associations between NO2 exposure

Sulfur Dioxide (SO2)

and premature death, cardiopulmonary effects, decreased lung function growth in children, respiratory
symptoms, emergency room visits for asthma, and intensified allergic responses. 14 Infants and children
are particularly at risk from exposure to NO2 because they have disproportionately higher exposure to NO2
than adults due to their greater breathing rate for their body weight and their typically greater outdoor
exposure duration while in adults, the greatest risk is to people who have chronic respiratory diseases,

According to the USEPA, short-term exposures to SO2 can harm the human respiratory system and make
breathing difficult. 18 According to CARB, health effects at levels near the State one-hour standard are
those of asthma exacerbation, including bronchoconstriction accompanied by symptoms of respiratory
irritation such as wheezing, shortness of breath and chest tightness, especially during exercise or physical
activity and exposure at elevated levels of SO2 (above 1 parts per million [ppm]) results in increased

such as asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary disease.

incidence of pulmonary symptoms and disease, decreased pulmonary function, and increased risk of
CARB states that much of the information on distribution in air, human exposure and dose, and health

mortality. 19 Children, the elderly, and those with asthma, cardiovascular disease, or chronic lung disease

effects is specifically for NO2 and there is only limited information for NO and NOx, as well as large

(such as bronchitis or emphysema) are most likely to experience the adverse effects of SO2. 20,21

uncertainty in relating health effects to NO or NOx exposure. 15

Particulate Matter (PM10 and PM2.5)

Carbon Monoxide (CO)

According to CARB, both PM10 and PM2.5 can be inhaled, with some depositing throughout the airways;

According to the USEPA, breathing air with a high concentration of CO reduces the amount of oxygen that

PM10 is more likely to deposit on the surfaces of the larger airways of the upper region of the lung, while

can be transported in the blood stream to critical organs like the heart and brain and at very high levels,

PM2.5 is more likely to travel into and deposit on the surface of the deeper parts of the lung, which can

which are possible indoors or in other enclosed environments, CO can cause dizziness, confusion,

induce tissue damage, and lung inflammation. 22 Short-term (up to 24 hours duration) exposure to PM10

unconsciousness and death. 16 Very high levels of CO are not likely to occur outdoors; however, when CO

has been associated primarily with worsening of respiratory diseases, including asthma and chronic

levels are elevated outdoors, they can be of particular concern for people with some types of heart disease

obstructive pulmonary disease, leading to hospitalization and emergency department visits. The effects of

since these people already have a reduced ability for getting oxygenated blood to their hearts and are

long-term (months or years) exposure to PM10 are less clear, although studies suggest a link between long-

especially vulnerable to the effects of CO when exercising or under increased stress. In these situations,

term PM10 exposure and respiratory mortality. The International Agency for Research on Cancer published

short-term exposure to elevated CO may result in reduced oxygen to the heart accompanied by chest pain

a review in 2015 that concluded that particulate matter in outdoor air pollution causes lung cancer.

also known as angina.
Short-term exposure to PM2.5 has been associated with premature mortality, increased hospital
According to CARB, the most common effects of CO exposure are fatigue, headaches, confusion, and

admissions for heart or lung causes, acute and chronic bronchitis, asthma attacks, emergency room visits,

dizziness due to inadequate oxygen delivery to the brain. 17 For people with cardiovascular disease, short-

respiratory symptoms, and restricted activity days. Long-term exposure to PM2.5 has been linked to

term CO exposure can further reduce their body’s already compromised ability to respond to the increased

premature death, particularly in people who have chronic heart or lung diseases, and reduced lung

oxygen demands of exercise, exertion, or stress; inadequate oxygen delivery to the heart muscle leads to
chest pain and decreased exercise tolerance. Unborn babies, infants, elderly people, and people with
13 California Air Resources Board, Nitrogen Dioxide & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/nitrogen-dioxide-and-health.
Accessed September 2021.
14 California Air Resources Board, Nitrogen Dioxide & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/nitrogen-dioxide-and-health.
Accessed September 2021.
15 California Air Resources Board, Nitrogen Dioxide & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/nitrogen-dioxide-and-health.
16 US Environmental Protection Agency, Carbon Monoxide (CO) Pollution in Outdoor Air, https://www.epa.gov/copollution/basic-information-about-carbon-monoxide-co-outdoor-air-pollution, Accessed September 2021.
17 California Air Resources Board, Carbon Monoxide & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/carbon-monoxide-andhealth. Accessed September 2021.
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18 US Environmental Protection Agency, Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) Pollution, https://www.epa.gov/so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxidebasics. Accessed September 2021.
19 California Air Resources Board, Sulfur Dioxide & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/sulfur-dioxide-and-health.
Accessed September 2021.
20 California Air Resources Board, Sulfur Dioxide & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/sulfur-dioxide-and-health.
Accessed September 2021.
21 US Environmental Protection Agency, Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) Pollution.
22 California Air Resources Board, Inhalable Particulate Matter and Health (PM2.5 and PM10),
https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/common-pollutants/pm/pm.htm. Accessed September 2021.
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function growth in children. 23 According to CARB, populations most likely to experience adverse health

particular public health concern because many scientists currently believe that there is no "safe" level of

effects with exposure to PM10 and PM2.5 include older adults with chronic heart or lung disease, children,

exposure to carcinogens. Any exposure to a carcinogen poses some risk of contracting cancer.25

and asthmatics. Children and infants are more susceptible to harm from inhaling pollutants such as PM10
and PM2.5 compared to healthy adults because they inhale more air per pound of body weight than do

The public’s exposure to TACs is a significant public health issue in California. In the wake of publicity
surrounding planned and unplanned releases of toxic chemicals into the atmosphere, he Air Toxics

adults, spend more time outdoors, and have developing immune systems.

“Hotspots” Information and Assessment Act was enacted in September 1987 and is a State law requiring

Lead (Pb)

facilities to report emissions of TACs to air districts.26 The program is designated to quantify the amounts

Lead can adversely affect the nervous system, kidney function, immune system, reproductive and
developmental systems, and the cardiovascular system, and affects the oxygen carrying capacity of blood.
The lead effects most commonly encountered in current populations are neurological effects in children,
such as behavioral problems and reduced intelligence, anemia, and liver or kidney damage. 24 Excessive
lead exposure in adults can cause reproductive problems in men and women, high blood pressure, kidney
disease, digestive problems, nerve disorders, memory and concentration problems, and muscle and joint
pain.

of potential TACs released, the location of the release, the concentrations to which the public is exposed,
and the resulting health risks. The State Air Toxics Program (AB 2588) identified over 200 TACs, including
the 188 TACs identified in the CAA.27
The USEPA has assessed this expansive list and identified 21 TACs as Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs). 28
MSATs are compounds emitted from highway vehicles and nonroad equipment. Some toxic compounds
are present in fuel and are emitted to the air when the fuel evaporates or passes through the engine
unburned. Other toxics are emitted from the incomplete combustion of fuels or as secondary combustion
products. Metal air toxics also result from engine wear or from impurities in oil or gasoline. USEPA also

Toxic Air Contaminants

extracted a subset of these 21 MSAT compounds that it now labels as the nine priority MSATs: 1,3Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs) are defined as those contaminants that are known or suspected to cause
serious health problems, but do not have a corresponding ambient air quality standard. TACs are also
defined as an air pollutant that may increase a person’s risk of developing cancer and/or other serious
health effects. TACs are emitted by a variety of industrial processes such as petroleum refining, electric

butaidene, acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene, diesel particulate matter (DPM)/diesel exhaust organic gases,
ethylbenzene, naphthalene, and polycyclic organic matter (POM). While these nine MSATs are considered
the priority transportation toxics, USEPA stresses that the lists are subject to change and may be adjusted
in future rules.29

utility and chrome plating operations, commercial operations such as gasoline stations and dry cleaners,
and motor vehicle exhaust. TACs may exist as PM10 and PM2.5 or as vapors (gases). TACs include metals,
other particles, gases absorbed by particles, and certain vapors from fuels and other sources. The emission
of a TAC does not automatically create a health hazard. Other factors, such as the amount of the TAC, its
toxicity, how it is released into the air, the weather, and the terrain, all influence whether the emission
could be hazardous to human health. Emissions of TACs into the air can be damaging to human health and

Diesel Exhaust
According to the California Almanac of Emissions and Air Quality, the majority of the estimated health risks
from TACs can be attributed to relatively few compounds, the most important being particulate matter
from the exhaust of diesel-fueled engines (i.e., DPM differs from other TACs in that it is not a single
substance, but rather a complex mixture of hundreds of substances).

to the environment. Human exposure to TACs at sufficient concentrations and durations can result in
cancer, poisoning, and rapid onset of sickness, such as nausea or difficulty in breathing. Other less

Diesel exhaust is composed of two phases, gas and particle, and both phases contribute to the health risk.

measurable effects include immunological, neurological, reproductive, developmental, and respiratory

The gas phase is composed of many of the urban TACs, such as acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene, 1,3-

problems. TACs deposited onto soil or into lakes and streams affect ecological systems and eventually
human health through consumption of contaminated food. The carcinogenic potential of TACs is a

23 California Air Resources Board, Inhalable Particulate Matter and Health (PM2.5 and PM10),
https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/common-pollutants/pm/pm.htm. Accessed September 2021.
24 California Air Resources Board, Lead & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/lead-and-health. Accessed September
2021.
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25 US Environmental Protection Agency, Hazardous Air Pollutants, https://www.epa.gov/haps. Accessed September 2021.
26 California Air Resources Board, General Information About “Hot Spots.” https://www.arb.ca.gov/ab2588/general.htm.
Accessed September 2021.
27 California Air Resources Board. AB 25188 Air Toxics “Hot Spots” Program. https://www.arb.ca.gov/ab2588/ab2588.htm.
Accessed September 2021.
28 US Environmental Protection Agency, Air Toxics Risk Assessment Reference Library, Volume 1 Technical Resource Manual.
April 2004.
29 US Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration, 2016. Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air
Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents. October 18, 2016.
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butadiene, formaldehyde, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. The particle phase is also composed of

emitted from light-duty passenger vehicles. The compounds in the gas and particles phases can cause

many different types of particles by size or composition. Fine and ultra-fine diesel particulates are of the

health effects from short- and long-term exposures similar to those described under the TAC and

greatest health concern and may be composed of elemental carbon with adsorbed compounds such as

particulate matter discussions above.

organic compounds, sulfate, nitrate, metals, and other trace elements. Diesel exhaust is emitted from a
broad range of diesel engines; the on-road diesel engines of trucks, buses and cars and the off-road diesel

Visibility Reducing Particles

engines that include locomotives, marine vessels, and heavy-duty equipment. Although DPM is emitted

Visibility-reducing particles are any particles in the atmosphere that obstruct the range of visibility by

by diesel-fueled internal combustion engines, the composition of the emissions varies depending on

creating haze. 31 These particles vary in shape, size, and chemical composition, and come from a variety of

engine type, operating conditions, fuel composition, lubricating oil, and whether an emission control

natural and manmade sources including windblown metals, soil, dust, salt, and soot. Other haze-causing

system is present.

particles are formed in the air from gaseous pollutant (e.g., sulfates, nitrates, organic carbon particles)
which are the major constituents of fine PM, such as PM2.5 and PM10, and are caused from the combustion

The most common exposure to DPM is breathing air that contains diesel exhaust. The fine and ultra-fine
particles are respirable (similar to PM2.5), which means that they can avoid many of the human respiratory
system defense mechanisms and enter deeply into the lungs. Exposure to DPM comes from both on-road

of fuel. CARB’s standard for visibility reducing particles is not based on health effects, but rather on welfare
effects, such as reduced visibility and damage to materials, plants, forests, and ecosystems. The health
impacts associated with PM2.5 and PM10 are discussed above under Particulate Matter.

and off-road engine exhaust that is either directly emitted from the engines or lingering in the atmosphere.
Diesel exhaust causes health effects from long-term chronic exposures. The type and severity of health
effects depends upon several factors including the amount of chemical exposure and the duration of
exposure. Individuals also react differently to different levels of exposure. There is limited information on

4.2.3

METHODOLOGY

4.2.3.1

Emissions Inventory Modeling

Development of the proposed Project would generate air pollutants from a number of individual sources

exposure to only DPM, but there is enough evidence to indicate that inhalation exposure to diesel exhaust

during both construction and post-construction (operational) use. Intermittent, short-term construction

causes chronic health effects as well as having cancer-causing potential.

emissions that occur from activities such as demolition, site-grading, concrete construction, and other
activities are evaluated. Emissions from operation of the Project, including any reductions in emissions are

Because it is part of PM2.5, DPM also contributes to the same noncancer health effects as PM2.5 exposure.

also evaluated. Regulatory models used to estimate air quality and health impacts include:

These effects include premature death, hospitalizations, and emergency department visits for exacerbated
chronic heart and lung disease, including asthma, increased respiratory symptoms, and decreased lung

x

CARB’s EMFAC2017 32 emissions inventory model. EMFAC2017 is the latest emission inventory model
that calculates emission inventories and emission rates for motor vehicles operating on roads in
California. This model reflects CARB’s current understanding of how vehicles travel and how much
they emit. EMFAC2017 can be used to show how California motor vehicle emissions have changed
over time and are projected to change in the future.

x

CARB OFFROAD2017 emissions inventory model. OFFROAD 33 is the latest emission inventory model
that calculates emission inventories and emission rates for off-road equipment such as loaders,
excavators, and off-road haul trucks operating in California. This model reflects CARB’s current
understanding of how equipment operates and how much they emit. OFFROAD can be used to show

function in children. Several studies suggest that exposure to DPM may also facilitate development of new
allergies. Those most vulnerable to noncancer health effects are children whose lungs are still developing
and the elderly who often have chronic health problems. 30

Gasoline Exhaust
Similar to diesel exhaust, gasoline is composed of two phases, gas and particle, and both phases contribute
to the health risk. The gas phase is composed of the same TACs, such as acetaldehyde, acrolein, benzene,
1,3-butadiene, formaldehyde, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. The particle phase is also composed
of many different types of particles by size or composition. Fine and ultra-fine diesel particulates are of
the greatest health concern and may be composed of elemental carbon with adsorbed compounds such
as organic compounds, sulfate, nitrate, metals, and other trace elements. Gasoline exhaust is primarily
30 California Air Resources Board, Overview: Diesel Exhaust & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/overview-dieselexhaust-and-health. Accessed September 2021.
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31 California Air Resources Board, Visibility Reducing Particles and Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/vinyl-chlorideand-health. Accessed September 2021.
32 California Air Resources Board, EMFAC2017 User’s Guide, March 1, 2018,
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/msei/downloads/emfac2017-volume-i-users-guide.pdf and https://www.arb.ca.gov/emfac/2017/.
Accessed September 2021.
33 California Air Resources Board, OFFROAD Instructions, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/mobile-sourceemissions-inventory/road-documentation/msei-documentation-road. Accessed September 2021.
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how California off-road equipment emissions have changed over time and are projected to change in
the future.
x

x

American Meteorological Society/USEPA Regulatory Model (AERMOD). AERMOD (Version 19191) is
an atmospheric dispersion model which can simulate point, area, volume, and line emissions sources
and has the capability to include simple, intermediate, and complex terrain along with meteorological
conditions and multiple receptor locations. 34,35 AERMOD is commonly executed to yield 1-hour
maximum and annual average concentrations (in parts per million or ppm and micrograms per cubic
meter or μg/m3) at each receptor. AERMOD is used to estimate air concentrations at nearby receptors
resulting from the activities associated with an air emission source (such as construction equipment).
The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), 36 is the CARB-approved computer program
model recommended by SCAQMD for use in the quantification of air quality emissions. CalEEMod was
developed under the auspices of SCAQMD, with input from other California air districts. CalEEMod
utilizes widely accepted models for emissions estimates combined with appropriate data that can be
used if site-specific information is not available. For example, CalEEMod incorporates USEPAdeveloped emission factors; CARB’s on-road and off-road equipment emission models, such as EMFAC
and OFFROAD; and studies commissioned by other California agencies, such as the California Energy
Commission and CalRecycle.

4.2.3.2

4.2 Air Quality

Construction Schedule
The construction phasing as described below represents a conservative set of assumptions for analysis of
the maximum potential impacts from construction of the proposed Project. It is likely that these
construction phases will overlap to provide the most efficient construction schedule and be refined as
design and implementation of the Project progresses once a contractor is selected for the delivery of the
proposed Project. Prior to construction of the proposed Project, reconstruction of the existing Vons store
proposed to be demolished to allow construction of the MSF is proposed on the corner of Manchester
Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard.
x

Phase 1 would include demolition of buildings and site improvements on properties acquired for
construction of the project, the beginning of construction of the maintenance and storage facility
(MSF), trenching and installation of primary power duct bank, and preparatory work on east side of
Prairie Avenue to allow for the roadway shift. Additional work in the area will occur in Phase 4 for the
installation of drilled shafts and columns along Prairie Avenue for the guideway. The properties where
existing buildings and site improvements will be demolished include at the existing retail commercial
center at Market Street and Regent Street, the commercial buildings located at 500 Manchester
Boulevard, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street on the northeast corner of Manchester
and Market Street, the retail commercial center at northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy
Street, the commercial building at 401 S. Prairie Avenue, the commercial building at 945 S. Prairie
Avenue, and the commercial building at 1003 S. Prairie Avenue. After demolition, the remaining
asphalt flatwork areas at the commercial plaza at Market Street and Regent Street, and the
commercial building at 150 S. Market Street, and the retail commercial center at northwest corner of
Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street will provide suitable space for construction staging, including but not
limited to, space for equipment storage, material staging and storage, contractor jobsite trailers, and
on-site parking for construction staff throughout the entire project duration. Phase 1 construction
would start in January 2024.

x

Phase 2 would include activities to enable the construction sequence of the guideway along Prairie
Avenue from Hardy Street to Manchester Avenue, and work at the MSF site. Phase 2 construction
would occur in 2024 through 2025.

x

Phase 3 would include foundation work for the Automated Transit System (ATS) guideway, foundation
work for the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, and construction for the support structure of
the MSF building. Phase 3 work will include utility relocation (if necessary), foundations, cast-in-place
(CIP) columns, and setting of prefabricated buildings at the two (Power Distribution System
Substations [PDS]) substations. Phase 3 construction would occur in 2024 through 2025.

x

Phase 4 would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, guideway column caps along Market
Street, and the MSF building deck and shell. Phase 4 activities will include utility relocation (if
necessary), foundations, CIP columns, guideway column caps, and installation of equipment at the
PDS substations. Phase 4 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

Construction

The proposed Project Construction Phasing Narrative provided in Appendix F.1: Construction Phasing
Narrative was used to estimate construction air quality emissions associated with the proposed Project.
Construction of the proposed Project would have the potential to temporarily emit criteria air pollutant
emissions through the use of heavy-duty construction equipment and through vehicle trips generated
from workers and haul trucks traveling to and from construction areas. In addition, fugitive dust emissions
would result from demolition and various soil-handling activities. Construction emissions can vary
substantially from day to day, depending on the intensity and specific type of construction activity. The
maximum daily regional emissions are predicted values for the worst-case day and do not represent the
emissions that would actually occur during every day of construction. The maximum daily emissions of
pollutants were compared to the respective SCAQMD thresholds.

34 United States Environmental Protection Agency Preferred/Recommended Models, AERMOD Modeling System,
https://www.epa.gov/scram/air-quality-dispersion-modeling-preferred-and-recommended-models#aermod. Accessed
September 2021.
35 Title 40 CFR Part 51, Revision to the Guideline on Air Quality Models: Adoption of a Preferred General Purpose (Flat and
Complex Terrain) Dispersion Model and Other Revisions; Final Rule,
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/scram/guidance/guide/appw_05.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
36 CalEEMod, http://www.caleemod.com/. Accessed September 2021.
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x

x

4.2 Air Quality

Phase 5 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Avenue and Manchester Avenue from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
guideway girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Phase 5 activities will
include guideway girders, guideway straddle caps, and installation of equipment at the PDS
substations. Phase 5 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

On-Road Vehicles

Phase 6 would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street, completion
of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, completion of Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station,
and completion of the MSF building, and the elevated passenger walkway to the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. Phase 6
construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

as gasoline and diesel light heavy-duty trucks. Haul trucks were modeled using the diesel combination

x

Phase 7 would include final site work and completion of the stations. Phase 7 would occur in 2026.

x

Phase 8 would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and primarily incudes
installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS trains. Phase 8
construction would occur in 2025 through 2027, with the primary construction activities occurring in
2026 and some installation of equipment starting towards the end of Phase 3 construction when
sufficient aerial structure is available for the installation of the equipment.

Vehicular on-road emissions were computed using the CARB’s emission factor model, EMFAC2017. 37
Construction worker trips were modeled using the light-duty auto/truck classification. Construction
worker trips are a composite of gasoline and diesel vehicles. Foreman trucks used on-site were modeled
long-haul truck classification, which is a heavy-duty truck emission factor for public vehicles. Construction
worker commutes were assumed to be 12 miles per one-way trip per day. Distance traveled is
conservatively assumed to be 20 miles per one-way trip per day for delivery trucks and concrete trucks. 38
Distance traveled is assumed to be 29 miles per one-way trip per day for asphalt removal trucks, asphalt
pavement trucks, and soil spoils dump trucks.39
The total annual truck trips within each phase were assumed to be evenly distributed on any given day.
The usage factor 40 for haul trucks is approximately 25 percent. Paved road dust, brake wear, and tire wear
particulate emissions were also accounted for and included in the analysis using EMFAC2017 emission
factors and methodologies. For haul trucks, exhaust particulate emissions are approximately 14 percent
of the total particulate emissions.

Construction activity would occur 24 hours a day, seven days a week with activities occurring over a 16-

Criteria pollutant emissions associated with on-road vehicles were calculated for each construction year

hour/day schedule with two shifts, either a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an

(2024 to 2027) by combining the activity information with emissions factors, in grams per mile, derived

evening shift from approximately 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM, or a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to

using the EMFAC2017 emissions model. The EMFAC2017 emissions factors are summarized in Appendix

3:00 PM and a night shift from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM. The night shift would be used for

G.1: Air Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment for employee vehicles, pickup trucks, delivery trucks,

material deliveries, export of soil and debris and other light construction activities. Certain heavy

and haul trucks for construction years 2024 through 2027.

construction activities that necessitate temporary road closures could occur at night-time to minimize

Off-Road Equipment

traffic impacts.
Combinations of these shifts would be referred to “Morning/Evening” or “Morning/Night.” Other minimal
construction work could occur during other hours at a reduced intensity. The analysis of pollutant

Construction of the proposed Project would require the use of heavy-duty equipment, such as excavators,
loaders, forklifts, backhoes, cranes, and off-road haul trucks.

concentrations and Health Risk Assessment (HRA) results are presented for both the Morning/Evening and

Emissions from construction activities were estimated based on the projected construction activity

Morning/Night construction scenarios.

schedule, the number of vehicles/pieces of equipment, the types of equipment/type of fuel used,

Air Emission Calculation Methodology

vehicle/equipment utilization rates, equipment horsepower, and the construction year. This data was
based on the Inglewood Transit Connector Project: Baseline Construction Phasing Narrative by Gannett

Air emission sources include combustion exhaust from on-road vehicles such as construction worker
vehicles, pickup/delivery trucks, and haul trucks, as well as off-road construction equipment such as
backhoes, loaders, and graders. Fugitive dust emissions from vehicles from handling of soils and
entrainment of dust in vehicle tires are also sources of PM10 and PM2.5.
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Fleming (dated October 4, 2021).

37 California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2016.3.2
38 The maximum distance from four supporting facilities to the proposed Project is 20 miles: CalPortland, Catalina Pacifica
Concrete, Cemex-Inglewood, and Robertson's Read Mix.
39 The distance to Whittier Landfill from the proposed Project is 29 miles.
40 Activity level (or usage factor) are defined as the percent of operation for a piece of equipment over a given time.
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Emissions from construction activities were also estimated based on load factor (throttle setting) 41 and

heating and water heaters) usage rates provided in CalEEMod. Natural gas usage factors in CalEEMod were

usage factor. 42

based on the California Energy Commission California Commercial End Use Survey 45 (CEUS) data set,
which provides energy demand by building type and climate zone. Default parameters were used when

For the daily emission estimates and short-term ambient concentration analysis (1-hour to 24-hour

project-specific data was not available.

averaging periods), a usage factor of 100 percent was applied (i.e., full-time operation) to produce a
conservative analysis. For the long-term ambient concentration analyses and the health risk assessment,
the usage factor of less than 100 percent was applied by equipment type, as not all of the equipment can
be used every hour of the day and every day of the year due to safety issues and manpower constraints.
This information was applied to criteria pollutant emissions factors, in grams per horsepower-hour,
primarily derived using the OFFROAD emissions model. Off-road construction equipment emissions were
computed, and the emissions factors used in this assessment are summarized, by equipment type within

Mobile
Operation of the proposed Project would generate criteria air pollutant emissions from mobile sources
from Project-generated vehicle trips traveling to and from the MSF and associated facilities, including the
parking lots at the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, at 150 S. Market Street, and at the MSF Facility
site. Mobile emissions were calculated based on the data provided in the proposed Project’s
Transportation Study (see Appendix O: Transportation Assessment Study) which is further discussed in
Section 4.12: Transportation. Under the Transportation Study, vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is the primary

Appendix G.1 for 2024 through 2027, respectively.

performance metric used to identify impacts. VMT associated with trips to and from all areas within the

4.2.3.3

Operation

City were included in the Transportation Study and were utilized to calculate operational air quality

Analysis of the proposed Project’s operational emissions considers three types of sources: 1) area; 2)
energy; and 3) mobile. A description of the proposed Project’s various operational components is detailed

emissions from mobiles sources. Emissions from motor vehicles are dependent on vehicle type. Thus, the
emissions were calculated using a representative motor vehicle fleet mix for the proposed Project and
EMFAC2017 default fuel type.

in Section 3.0: Project Description, 3.5: Project Characteristics.

The Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting is described in Section 4.0: Environmental Analysis. Project

Area

operations are expected to commence in 2027. Regulatory models used to estimate air quality from
Operation of the proposed Project would generate criteria air pollutant emissions from area sources such
as operation of landscaping equipment and use of consumer products, including solvents used in
nonindustrial applications which emit VOCs during their product use, such as cleaning supplies. The

proposed Project operations include the CARB EMFAC201746 emissions inventory model. Consistent with
the Transportation Study, six operational scenarios were analyzed to evaluate the proposed Project’s
indirect operational emissions, as follows:

operational area emissions from the proposed Project were estimated using the CalEEMod43 software.
Area source emissions are based on architectural coatings, landscaping equipment, and consumer product

1. Adjusted Baseline,

usage rates provided in CalEEMod.

2. Adjusted Baseline with the proposed Project,

Natural Gas

3. Year 2027 with Event Weekday without the proposed Project,
4. Year 2027 with Event Weekday with the proposed Project,

Operation of the proposed Project would generate criteria air pollutant emissions from natural gas
combustion. Energy source emissions are generated as a result of activities in buildings which utilize
natural gas utility infrastructure. The operational energy emissions from the proposed Project were

5. Year 2045 with Event Weekday without the proposed Project, and
6. Year 2045 with Event Weekday with the proposed Project.

estimated using the CalEEMod44 software. Energy source emissions were based on natural gas (building

41 Load factor (or throttle setting) are the engine performance demands, as a percent of maximum power; based on values
within OFFROAD and typically ranging from 30 to 80 percent depending on equipment type.
42 Activity level (or usage factor) are defined as the percent of operation for a piece of equipment over a given time.
43 CalEEMod, http://www.caleemod.com/. Accessed September 2021.
44 CalEEMod, http://www.caleemod.com/. Accessed September 2021.
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45 California Energy Commission, California Commercial End Use Survey,
https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/surveys/california-commercial-end-usesurvey#:~:text=The%20California%20Commercial%20End%2DUse,Commission%27s%20commercial%20sector%20forecast
%20model. Accessed September 2021.
46 California Air Resources Board, EMFAC2017 User’s Guide, March 1, 2018,
https://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/downloads/emfac2017-volume-i-users-guide.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
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Details of each of the above scenarios are provided in Section 4.12 and in Appendix O.

4.2 Air Quality

x

All backup generators would be selected from the SCAQMD certified generators list and meet
applicable federal standards for diesel emissions. For after-treatment of engine exhaust air, a diesel
particulate filter would be provided to meet the emission level requirements of SCAQMD;

x

The proposed Project would have two standby generators, each could operate up to two hours per
day and a total of 50 hours per year for testing and maintenance (per SCAQMD Rule 1470 limit) to
ensure reliability in the case of a power outage; and

x

The proposed Project would conduct maintenance and/or testing on the two standby generators on
separate days.

The proposed Project would also produce criteria air pollutant emissions from on-site diesel-fueled
emergency generators and delivery trucks. Daily maximum criteria air pollutant emissions were compared
with SCAQMD thresholds for operation to determine the operational impacts of the proposed Project.
Regional operational air quality impacts were assessed based on the incremental increase/decrease in
emissions compared to the Adjusted Baseline. Air pollutant emissions from the existing uses to be
demolished were removed from the estimated emissions for the proposed Project’s operational

As such, each standby generator would operate for 2 hours per day during 24 days per year (twice a month)

emissions.

for a total of not more than 50 hours per year. Each standby generator would be tested during different

Backup Generators

days; if needed for emergency operation, both generators would operate up to 2 hours each and could

To assure the ability to allow ATS trains to reach the nearest stations to offload riders in the event of loss
of electrical supply, each PDS substation will be equipped with backup power generators. The proposed
Project would include up to two stationary standby generators, one at each of the two PDS substations,
with an estimated total capacity rated at approximately 4,000 kilowatts (kW) to provide emergency power

occur simultaneously.

4.2.3.4

Health Risk Assessment

A health risk assessment (HRA) estimates the health impacts to be expected from a project’s TAC
emissions. The greatest potential for TAC emissions during Project construction would be related to diesel

primarily for ATS train operation, lighting, and other emergency systems. Emergency generator emissions

particulate matter emissions associated with heavy-duty equipment. Although construction would be

were calculated based on compliance with applicable federal emissions standards and compliance with

temporary, construction health impacts associated with TACs were addressed quantitatively in an HRA.

SCAQMD Rule 1470 47 (Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other

Potential impacts to human health associated with TAC emissions may include increased cancer risks and

Compression Ignition Engines) mandated emission limits and operating hour constraints. This analysis also

increased chronic (long-term) and acute (short-term) non-cancer health hazards from inhalation of TACs.

assumed that the standby generators would operate up to two hours per day and a total of 50 hours per

An HRA also assesses cancer burden which is the estimated increase in the occurrence of cancer cases in

year for testing and maintenance (per SCAQMD Rule 1470 limit). SCAQMD requires that all internal

a population as a result of exposure to TAC emissions. The proposed Project’s HRA was conducted

combustion engines (ICE) greater than 50 brake horsepower (bhp) and gas turbines greater than 2,975,000

following the methodologies in OEHHA’s Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for Preparation

Btu per hour obtain a permit to construct prior to installation of the engines at a site.

of Health Risk Assessments 49 and SCAQMD’s Risk Assessment Procedures for Rule 1401, 1401.1 and 212. 50
In accordance with SCAQMD guidance, modeled receptors for the HRA were placed at locations in which

A standby ICEs greater than 50 bhp or turbine for nonutility power generation that does not operate more

people are typically located for a period of time. The receptors for the HRA within one quarter of a mile of

than 200 hours a year and is only operated in the event of an emergency power failure or for routine

the proposed Project are as follows:

testing and maintenance is considered an emergency backup generator for power generation. The

x

Single and multifamily residences along the proposed Project length.

x

Off-site workers within industrial and commercial areas surrounding the proposed Project area.

The proposed Project would implement the following operational equipment requirements and operation

x

Recreational facilities such as Queen Park.

protocols for operating backup generators. These would include the following:

x

Medical facilities such as Hillcrest Medical Center and Centinela Hospital Medical Center.

SCAQMD allows for the use of backup generators thru specific permits prior to installation. 48

47 SCAQMD, Rule 1470 - Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other Compression Ignition
Engines.
48 SCAQMD, Permits, Emergency Generators. http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits/emergency-generators. Accessed
September 2021.
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49 Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for Preparation of
Health Risk Assessments, February 2015, http://oehha.ca.gov/air/hot_spots/hotspots2015.html. Accessed September
2021.
50 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Risk Assessment Procedures for Rule 1401, 1401.1 and 212, September 1,
2017, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/permitting/rule-1401-risk-assessment/riskassessproc-v81.pdf?sfvrsn=12. Accessed September 2021.
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x

Educational facilities such as Inglewood High School, Inglewood Junior Academy, George W Crozier
Middle School, and Kelso Elementary School.

x

Off-site daycare/childcare such as South Bay Child Development Center, Tender Care Child
Development Center, A Bright Beginning Child Development Center, and Debbie’s Child Development
Center.

4.2 Air Quality

4.2.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
4.2.4.1

Federal Regulations

Clean Air Act
The USEPA is responsible for the implementation of portions of the CAA of 1970, which regulates certain

Sensitive receptors located within a quarter-mile of the proposed Project are shown in Figure 4.0-3a-c:

stationary and mobile sources of air emissions and other requirements. The 1990 amendments to the CAA

Map of Sensitive Receptors. All receptors were set so that only ground-level concentrations were analyzed

identify specific emission reduction goals for areas not meeting the NAAQS. These amendments require

as that is where the sensitive receptors are located.

both a demonstration of reasonable further progress toward attainment and incorporation of additional

OEHHA’s Guidance Manual 51 ensures that the greater sensitivity of children to cancer and other health
risks is reflected in an HRA. For example, OEHHA recommends that risks be analyzed separately for

sanctions for failure to attain or to meet interim milestones. The sections of the CAA that are most
applicable to the proposed Project include Title I, Nonattainment Provisions, and Title II, Mobile Source
Provisions.

multiple age groups, focusing especially on young children and teenagers, rather than the past practice of
analyzing risks to the general population, without distinction by age. OEHHA also recommends that

Charged with handling global, international, national, and interstate air pollution issues and policies, the

statistical "age sensitivity factors" be incorporated into an HRA, and that children's relatively high

USEPA sets national vehicle and stationary source emission standards, oversees the approval of all State

breathing rates be accounted for. On the other hand, the Guidance Manual revisions also include some

Implementation Plans, 52 provides research and guidance for air pollution programs, and sets national

changes that would reduce calculated health risks. For example, under the former guidance, OEHHA

AAQS (NAAQS). 53 NAAQS for the six common air pollutants (ozone, PM10 and PM2.5, NO2, CO, Pb, and SO2)

recommended that residential cancer risks be assessed by assuming 70 years of exposure at a residential

are identified in the CAA.

receptor; under the Guidance Manual, this assumption is lessened to 30 years.
The NAAQS were amended in July 1997 to include an 8-hour standard for O3 and to adopt a NAAQS for
Terrain elevations for emission source locations were based on AERMAP (Version 11103). Hourly

PM2.5. The NAAQS were amended in September 2006 to include an established methodology for

meteorological data from Los Angeles International Airport, located approximately four miles to the west-

calculating PM2.5 and to revoke the annual PM10 threshold. More stringent area requirements now apply

southwest of the proposed Project was used in the dispersion modeling analysis and HRA. Once the

including implementation of Best Available Control Measures/Best Available Control Technology

dispersion modeling estimated TAC concentrations at the receptors, the risk assessment applied

(BACM/BACT), a lower major source threshold (from 100 tons per year to 70 tons per year), and an update

established cancer risk estimates and acceptable reference concentrations for noncancer health effects to

to the reasonable further progress (RFP) analysis. 54 Title I (Nonattainment Provisions) 55 requirements are

determine carcinogenic and non-carcinogenic human health impacts, respectively.

implemented for the purpose of attaining NAAQS for the following criteria air pollutants: O3; NO2; CO; SO2;
PM10; and lead. Table 4.2-1: Federal and State Ambient Air Standards shows the NAAQS currently in effect

Appendix G.1 provides additional methodologies and assumptions used within the HRA.

for each criteria air pollutant.

51 Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for Preparation of
Health Risk Assessments, February 2015, http://oehha.ca.gov/air/hot_spots/hotspots2015.html. Accessed September
2021.

52 A State Implementation Plan is a document prepared by each state describing existing air quality conditions and measures
that will be followed to attain and maintain National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS).
53 The NAAQS were established to protect public health, including that of sensitive individuals; for this reason, the standards
continue to change as more medical research becomes available regarding the health effects of the criteria pollutants. The
primary NAAQS defines the air quality considered necessary, with an adequate margin of safety, to protect the public
health.
54 SCAQMD, “Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan” (2017), http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-airplans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/final2016aqmp.pdf?sfvrsn=15.
Accessed September 2021.
55 USEPA, Clean Air Act Title I - Air Pollution Prevention and Control, Parts A through D.
https://19january2017snapshot.epa.gov/clean-air-act-overview/clean-air-act-title-i-air-pollution-prevention-and-controlparts-through-d_.html. Accessed September 2021.
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____________
Notes:
a California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (except 8-hour Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (1 and 24 hour), nitrogen dioxide, and particulate matter (PM10, PM2.5, and visibility reducing
particles), are values that are not to be exceeded. All others are not to be equaled or exceeded. CAAQS are listed in the Table of Standards in section 70200 of Title 17 of the California Code
of Regulations.
b National standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The ozone standard is attained when
the fourth highest 8-hour concentration measured at each site in a year, averaged over three years, is equal to or less than the standard. For PM10, the 24-hour standard is attained when the
expected number of days per calendar year with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 micrograms/per cubic meter (g/m3) is equal to or less than one. For PM2.5, the 24-hour standard
is attained when 98 percent of the daily concentrations, averaged over three years, are equal to or less than the standard.
c Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in parentheses are based upon a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760
torr. Most measurements of air quality are to be corrected to a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr; ppm in this table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles
of pollutant per mole of gas.
d Any equivalent procedure which can be shown to the satisfaction of the CARB to give equivalent results at or near the level of the air quality standard may be used.
e National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety to protect the public health.
f National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from any known or anticipated adverse effects of a pollutant.
g Reference method as described by the USEPA. An “equivalent method” of measurement may be used but must have a “consistent relationship to the reference method” and must be approved
by the USEPA.
h On October 1, 2015, the national 8-hour ozone primary and secondary standards were lowered from 0.075 to 0.070 ppm.
i To attain the 1-hour national standard, the 3-year average of the annual 98th percentile of the 1-hour daily maximum concentrations at each site must not exceed 100 ppb.
j On June 2, 2010, a new 1-hour SO2 standard was established and the existing 24-hour and annual primary standards were revoked. To attain the 1-hour national standard, the 3-year average
of the annual 99th percentile of the 1-hour daily maximum concentrations at each site must not exceed 75 ppb. The 1971 SO2 national standards (24-hour and annual) remain in effect until
one year after an area is designated for the 2010 standard, except that in areas designated nonattainment for the 1971 standards, the 1971 standards remain in effect until implementation
plans to attain or maintain the 2010 standards are approved.
k On December 14, 2012, the national annual PM2.5 primary standard was lowered from 15 g/m3 to 12.0 g/m3.
l CARB has identified lead and vinyl chloride as 'toxic air contaminants' with no threshold level of exposure for adverse health effects determined. These actions allow for the implementation
of control measures at levels below the ambient concentrations specified for these pollutants.
m The national standard for lead was revised on October 15, 2008, to a rolling 3-month average. The 1978 lead standard (1.5 g/m3 as a quarterly average) remains in effect until one year
after an area is designated for the 2008 standard, except that in areas designated nonattainment for the 1978 standard, the 1978 standard remains in effect until implementation plans to
attain or maintain the 2008 standard are approved.
n In 1989, CARB converted both the general statewide 10-mile visibility standard and the Lake Tahoe 30-mile visibility standard to instrumental equivalents, which are "extinction of 0.23 per
kilometer" and "extinction of 0.07 per kilometer" for the Statewide and Lake Tahoe Air Basin standards, respectively.
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Federal and State Ambient Air Standards
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4.2.4.2

State Regulations

4.2 Air Quality

Through its Mobile Sources Program, CARB has developed programs and policies to reduce emissions from
on-road heavy-duty diesel vehicles. Specifically, the On-Road Heavy-Duty Diesel Vehicle Regulation

California Clean Air Act

requires diesel trucks and buses that operate in the State to be upgraded to reduce emissions. By January
The California CAA, 56 signed into law in 1988, requires all areas of the State to achieve and maintain the
CAAQS by the earliest practicable date. 57 CARB, a part of the California EPA (CalEPA), is responsible for the
coordination and administration of both State and federal air pollution control programs within California.
In this capacity, CARB conducts research, sets State ambient air quality standards, compiles emission
inventories, develops suggested control measures, and provides oversight of local programs. CARB
establishes emissions standards for motor vehicles sold in California, consumer products, and various
types of commercial equipment. It also sets fuel specifications to further reduce vehicular emissions and
the CAAQS currently in effect for each of the criteria pollutants, as well as for other pollutants recognized
by the State. The CAAQS are more stringent than the NAAQS.

1, 2023, nearly all vehicles must have engines certified to 2010 model year engines or equivalent. The
Innovative Clean Transit Program (ICT) sets emissions reduction standards for new public transit vehicles
and requires major transit agencies to only purchase zero emission (ZE) buses after 2029. The Solid Waste
Collection Vehicle Regulation requires solid waste collection vehicles and heavy diesel-fueled on-road
single engine cranes to be upgraded. The Rule for On-Road Heavy-Duty Diesel-Fueled Public and Utility
Fleets requires fleets to install emission control devices on vehicles or purchase vehicles that run on
alternative fuels or use advanced technologies to achieve emissions requirements by specified
implementation dates. CARB also establish an In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation to impose
limits on idling and require fleets to retrofit or replace older engines. Stationary sources can be divided
into two major subcategories: point and area sources. Point sources are permitted facilities with one or

Air Quality and Land Use Handbook

more emission sources at an identified location (e.g., power plants, refineries). These facilities generally
CARB published the Air Quality and Land Use Handbook 58 on April 28, 2005, to serve as a general guide
for considering health effects associated with siting sensitive receptors proximate to sources of TAC
emissions. The recommendations provided therein are voluntary and do not constitute a requirement or
mandate for either land use agencies or local air districts. The goal of the guidance document is to protect

have annual emissions of 4 tons or more of either VOC, NOx, SOx, or total Particulate Matter (PM), or
annual emissions of over 100 tons of CO. Facilities are required to report their criteria pollutant emissions
pursuant to Rule 301 and selected air toxics to the SCAQMD on an annual basis, subject to audit, if any of
these thresholds are exceeded.

sensitive receptors, such as children, the elderly, acutely ill, and chronically ill persons, from exposure to
Area sources consist of many small emission sources (e.g., residential water heaters, architectural coatings,

TAC emissions.

consumer products and permitted sources that are smaller than the above thresholds) which are
Some examples of CARB’s siting recommendations include the following: (1) avoid siting sensitive
receptors within 500 feet of a freeway, urban road with 100,000 vehicles per day, or rural road with 50,000

distributed across the region and are not required to individually report their emissions. There are about
400 area source categories for which emission estimates are jointly developed by CARB and the SCAQMD.

vehicles per day; (2) avoid siting sensitive receptors within 1,000 feet of a distribution center (that
accommodates more than 100 trucks per day, more than 50 trucks with operating transport refrigeration
units per day, or where transport refrigeration unit operations exceed 300 hours per week); and (3) avoid
siting sensitive receptors within 300 feet of any dry cleaning operation using perchloroethylene and within

Regulation to Reduce Emissions of Diesel Particulate Matter, Oxides of Nitrogen and Other
Criteria Pollutants from In-Use Heavy-Duty Diesel-Fueled Vehicles
The purpose of this regulation is to reduce emissions of diesel particulate matter (PM), NOx and other

500 feet of operations with two or more machines.

criteria pollutants from in-use diesel-fueled vehicles. 59 This regulation applies to any person, business,

California Air Resources Board (CARB)

federal government agency, school district or school transportation provider that owns or operates, leases,
or rents, affected vehicles that operate in California. Affected vehicles are those that operate on diesel-

Mobile sources are a significant contributor to the air pollution in California. CARB has established exhaust
emission standards for automobiles, which are more stringent than the federal emissions standards.

fuel, dual-fuel, or alternative diesel-fuel that are registered to be driven on public highways, were originally
designed to be driven on public highways whether or not they are registered, yard trucks with on-road
engines or yard trucks with off-road engines used for agricultural operations, both engines of two-engine

56 California Air Resources Board (CARB), California Clean Air Act (1988),
https://arb.ca.gov/bluebook/bb05/HEA[14]16/HEA_[14]_16.htm. Accessed September 2021.
57 CARB, “CAAQS” (August 10, 2017), https://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/caaqs/caaqs.htm. Accessed September 2021.
58 CARB, Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (April 2005),
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
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59 Title 13, California Code of Regulations Division 3: Air Resources Board Chapter 1: Motor Vehicle Pollution Control Devices.
§ 2025. Regulation to Reduce Emissions of Diesel Particulate Matter, Oxides of Nitrogen and Other Criteria Pollutants from
In-Use Heavy-Duty Diesel-Fueled Vehicles. https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/msprog/onrdiesel/documents/tbfinalreg.pdf. Accessed
September 2021.
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4.2 Air Quality

sweepers, school buses, and have a manufacturer’s gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR) greater than

compliance schedule requires that BACT turn overs or retrofits be fully implemented by 2023 in all

14,000 pounds (lbs.).

equipment in large and medium fleets and across 100 percent of small fleets by 2028.

California Air Resources Board Truck and Bus Regulation

CARB Rule 2449, General Requirements for In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets

In 2008, CARB approved the Truck and Bus Regulation to reduce NOx, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions from

Requires off-road diesel vehicles to limit nonessential idling to no more than 5 consecutive minutes.60

existing diesel vehicles operating in California. The requirements were amended in December 2010 and
apply to nearly all diesel fueled trucks and busses with a gross vehicle weight rating greater than 14,000
pounds. For the largest trucks in the fleet (i.e., those with a gross vehicle weight rating greater than 26,000

CARB Rule 2480 Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit School Bus Idling and Idling at
Schools

pounds), there are two methods to comply with the requirements. The first method is for the fleet owner

CARB Rule 2480 requires school busses, transit busses, and commercial vehicles (gross vehicle weight

to retrofit or replace engines, starting with the oldest engine model year, to meet 2010 engine standards,

greater than 10,001 pounds except for pickup trucks and zero emission vehicles) to limit nonessential idling

or better. This is phased over eight years, starting in 2015 and would be fully implemented by 2023,

to no more than 5 consecutive minutes when within 100 feet of a school. 61

meaning that all trucks operating in the State subject to this option would need to meet or exceed the
2010 engine emission standards for NOx and PM by 2023. The second option, if chosen, requires fleet
owners, starting in 2012, to retrofit a portion of their fleet with diesel particulate filters achieving at least

CARB Rule 2485, Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor
Vehicle Idling

85 percent removal efficiency, so that by January 1, 2016, their entire fleet is equipped with diesel

The Airborne Toxic Control Measure (ATCM) to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor Vehicle Idling 62

particulate filters. However, diesel particulate filters do not typically lower NOx emissions. Thus, fleet

measure includes regulations that pertain to air quality emissions. Specifically, Section 2485 states that

owners choosing the second method must still comply with the 2010 engine emission standards for their

during construction, the idling of all diesel-fueled commercial vehicles weighing more than 10,000 pounds

trucks and busses by 2020. Beginning January 1, 2020, this requirement will be enforced by the California

shall be limited to 5 minutes at any location. In addition, Section 93115 in Title 17 of the California Code

Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV). Senate Bill 1 (SB1), the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017,

of Regulations (CCR) 63 states that operation of any stationary, diesel-fueled, compression-ignition engines

was signed into law on April 28, 2017. SB1 authorizes the DMV to check that vehicles are compliant with

shall meet specified fuel and fuel additive requirements and emission standards.

or exempt from CARB’s Truck and Bus Regulation. If a vehicle is not compliant with the rule, DMV will no
longer register that vehicle starting January 1, 2020.

California Building Standards Code
California Energy Code

In addition to limiting exhaust from idling trucks, CARB promulgated emission standards for off-road diesel
construction equipment of greater than 25 horsepower such as bulldozers, loaders, backhoes, and
forklifts, as well as many other self-propelled off-road diesel vehicles. The regulation adopted by CARB on

California’s Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings 64 were established in
1978 in response to a legislative mandate to reduce California’s energy consumption. Title 24 requires the

July 26, 2007, aims to reduce emissions by installation of diesel soot filters and encouraging the
retirement, replacement, or repower of older, dirtier engines with newer emission-controlled models.
Implementation is staggered based on fleet size (which is the total of all off-road horsepower under
common ownership or control), with the largest fleets to begin compliance by January 1, 2014. Each fleet
must demonstrate compliance through one of two methods. The first option is to calculate and maintain
fleet average emissions targets, which encourages the retirement or repowering of older equipment and
rewards the introduction of newer cleaner units into the fleet. The second option is to meet the Best
Available Control Technology (BACT) requirements by turning over or installing Verified Diesel Emission
Control Strategies (e.g., engine retrofits) on a certain percentage of its total fleet horsepower. The
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60 CARB, General Requirements for In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets, https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/regs/t13regulations/s2449-2449_3.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
61 CARB, Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit School Bus Idling and Idling at Schools, https://www.arb.ca.gov/regs/t13regulations/s2480-2485.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
62 CARB, CARB Rule 2485, https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/truck-idling/13ccr2485_09022016.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
63 CARB, Final Regulation Order: Amendments to the Airborne Toxic Control Measure For Stationary Compression Ignition
Engines (May 19, 2011), Accessed June 2020,
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/classic/diesel/documents/finalreg2011.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
64 California Energy Commission, 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards, https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-andtopics/programs/building-energy-efficiency-standards/2019-building-energy-efficiency. Accessed September 2021.
64 California Energy Commission, 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards, https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-andtopics/programs/building-energy-efficiency-standards/2019-building-energy-efficiency. Accessed September 2021.
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design of building shells and components to conserve energy. The standards are updated periodically to
allow consideration and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and methods.
The California Energy Commission (CEC) adopted 2019 Title 24 standards, which became effective on
January 1, 2020, and are applicable to the proposed Project. 65 The 2019 standards will continue to
improve upon prior Title 24 standards for new construction of, and additions and alterations to, residential
and nonresidential buildings. 66

4.2 Air Quality

South Coast Air Quality Management District Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP)
The proposed Project lies within the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD, and compliance with SCAQMD rules and
guidelines is required. SCAQMD is responsible for controlling emissions primarily from stationary sources.
The SCAQMD approved a Final 2016 AQMP on March 3, 2017.68 The 2016 AQMP includes transportation
control measures developed by SCAG from the 2016 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS), as well as the integrated strategies and measures needed to meet the
NAAQS. The 2016 AQMP demonstrates attainment of the 1-hour and 8-hour ozone NAAQS as well as the

California Green Building Code

latest 24-hour and annual PM2.5 standards.
The California Green Building Standards Code, which is Part 11 of the CCR, is commonly referred to as the
CALGreen Code. 67 The most current version of the CALGreen building code went into effect in January

Under the Federal CAA, SCAQMD has adopted federal attainment plans for O3 and PM10. The SCAQMD

2020. The purpose is to establish minimum standards to safeguard the public health, safety, and general

reviews projects to ensure that they would not (1) cause or contribute to any new violation of any air

welfare through structural strength, means of egress facilities, and general stability by regulating and

quality standard; (2) increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation of any air quality standard;

controlling the design, construction, quality of materials, outdoor lighting standards, use and occupancy,

or (3) delay the timely attainment of any air quality standard or any required interim emission reductions

location, and maintenance of all building and structures within its jurisdiction.

or other milestones of any federal attainment plan.

4.2.4.3

Regional Regulations

The SCAQMD is responsible for limiting the number of emissions that can be generated throughout the

South Coast Air Quality Management District

Basin by various stationary, area, and mobile sources. Specific rules and regulations have been adopted by
the SCAQMD Governing Board. These rules and regulations limit the emissions that can be generated by

SCAQMD shares responsibility with CARB for ensuring that all State and federal ambient air quality

various uses or activities and identify specific pollution reduction measures, which must be implemented

standards are achieved and maintained over an area of approximately 10,743 square miles. This area

in association with various uses and activities. These rules not only regulate the emissions of the federal

includes the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) and portions of the Salton Sea and Mojave Desert Air Basins

and State criteria pollutants, but also toxic air contaminants and acutely hazardous materials. The rules

(MDAB), all of Orange County, and the nondesert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino

are also subject to ongoing refinement by SCAQMD.

counties. It does not include the Antelope Valley or the nondesert portion of western San Bernardino

South Coast Air Quality Management District Rules and Regulations

County.
SCAQMD is responsible for controlling emissions primarily from stationary sources. SCAQMD maintains air
quality monitoring stations throughout the Basin. SCAQMD, in coordination with the Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG), is also responsible for developing, updating, and implementing the
AQMP for the Basin. An AQMP is a plan prepared and implemented by an air pollution district for a county
or region designated as nonattainment of the national and/or California ambient air quality standards.

Among the SCAQMD rules applicable to the proposed Project are Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust), and Rule 1113
(Architectural Coatings). Rule 403 requires the use of stringent best available control measures to minimize
PM10 emissions during grading and construction activities. Rule 1113 will require reductions in the VOC
content of coatings, with a substantial reduction in the VOC content limit for flat coatings to 50 grams per
liter (g/L) in July 2008.69 Additional details regarding these rules and other potentially applicable rules are
presented as follows.

65 See California Energy Commission, 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards for additional information.
66 See California Energy Commission, 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards for additional information.
67 California Buildings Standards Commission, California Green Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 11),
http://www.bsc.ca.gov/Home/CALGreen.aspx. Accessed September 2021.
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68 SCAQMD, Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (2016), https://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/clean-air-plans/airquality-mgt-plan/final-2016-aqmp. Accessed September 2021.
69 SCAQMD, Rule 1113 Architectural Coating (amended September 6, 2013), http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/defaultsource/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-1113.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
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4.2 Air Quality

Rule 201 Permit to Construct
Rule 201 requires a permit for installation of any equipment which releases air pollutants. 70

4.2 Air Quality

Rule 1146.2 Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Large Water Heaters and Small Boilers and
Process Heaters
Rule 1146.2 75 requires manufacturers, distributors, retailers, refurbishers, installers, and operators of new

Rule 401–Visible Emissions

and existing units to reduce NOx emissions from natural gas-fired water heaters, boilers, and process

This rule states that a person shall not discharge into the atmosphere from any single source of emission

heaters as defined in this rule.

whatsoever any air contaminant for a period or periods aggregating more than three minutes in any one

Rule 1186, PM10 Emissions from Paved and Unpaved Roads, and Livestock Operations

hour which is as dark or darker in shade as that designated No. 1 on the Ringelmann Chart or of such
Rule 1186 requires control measures to reduce fugitive dust from paved and unpaved roads in addition to

opacity as to obscure an observer's view. 71

livestock operations. 76

Rule 402 Nuisance Odors
Regulation XIII – New Source Review (NSR)
Rule 402 prohibits the discharge of odors that cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to a
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast AQMD) adopted its New Source Review

considerable number of people. 72

(NSR) program in October 1976. 77 The current NSR regulation is codified by South Coast AQMD Regulation

Rule 403 Fugitive Dust

XIII–New Source Review.

Rule 403 73 requires fugitive dust sources to implement Best Available Control Measures for all sources
and prohibits all forms of visible particulate matter from crossing any property line. This may include
application of water or chemical stabilizers to disturbed soils, covering haul vehicles, restricting vehicle
speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph), sweeping loose dirt from paved site access
roadways, cessation of construction activity when winds exceed 25 mph, and establishing a permanent
ground cover on finished sites. SCAQMD Rule 403 is intended to reduce PM10 emissions from any
transportation, handling, construction, or storage activity that has the potential to generate fugitive dust

NSR is a preconstruction review required under both federal and State statutes for new and modified
sources located in areas that do not meet the Clean Air Act standards for healthy air (nonattainment
areas). NSR applies to both individual permits and entire facilities. Any permit that has a net increase in
emissions is required to apply BACT (equivalent to federal Lowest Achievable Emission Rate). Facilities with
a net increase in emissions are required to offset the emission increase by use of Emission Reduction
Credits (ERCs). The regulation provides for the application, eligibility, registration, use and transfer of ERCs.
For low emitting facilities, the South Coast AQMD maintains an internal bank that can be used to provide

(see also Rule 1186).

the required offsets. In addition, certain facilities are subject to provisions that require public notice and

Rule 1113 Architectural Coatings

modeling analysis to determine the downwind impact prior to permit issuance.

Rule 1113 74 requires manufacturers, distributors, and end users of architectural and industrial

Regulation XIV – Toxics and Other Noncriteria Air Pollutants

maintenance coatings to reduce VOC emissions from the use of these coatings, primarily by placing limits
Regulation XIV 78 sets requirements for new permit units, relocations, or modifications to existing permit

on the VOC content of various coating categories.

units which emit toxic air contaminants or other noncriteria air pollutants. The following is a list of rules
which may apply to the proposed Project:

70 SCAQMD, “Rule 201: Permit to Construct” (amended December 3, 2004), http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rulebook/reg-ii/rule-201.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
71 SCAQMD, “Rule 401: Visible Emissions, http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/rules/scaqmd-rule-book. Accessed
September 2021.
72 SCAQMD, “Rule 402: Nuisance”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-402.pdf. Accessed
September 2021.
73 SCAQMD, “Rule 403: Fugitive Dust”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-403.pdf. Accessed
September 2021.
74 SCAQMD, “Rule 1113: Architectural Coatings”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule1113.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
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75 SCAQMD, “Rule 1146.2: Emissions of Oxides of Nitrogen from Large Water Heaters and Small Boilers and Process Heaters,”
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-1146.2.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
76 SCAQMD, “Rule 1186: PM10 Emissions From Paved and Unpaved Roads, and Livestock Operations” (amended July 11,
2008), http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/reg-xi/rule-1186.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
77 SCAQMD, Regulation XIII – New Source Review. October 2016. http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits/new-source-review.
Accessed September 2021.
78 SCAQMD, Regulation XIV – Toxics and Other Noncompliance Air Pollution. http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rulescompliance/rules/scaqmd-rule-book/regulation-xiv. Accessed September 2021.
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4.2 Air Quality

Rule 1401 – New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaminants

4.2 Air Quality

avoid or reduce air quality impacts on the Guidance Handbook website. Although the Governing Board of

This rule regulates new or modified facilities to limit cancer and noncancer health risks from facilities

the SCAQMD has not adopted the Guidance Handbook and is in the process of developing the Guidance
Handbook, the SCAQMD does not, nor does it intend to, supersede a local jurisdiction’s CEQA

located within SCAQMD jurisdiction.

procedures.81

Rule 1402 – Control of Toxic Air Contaminants from Existing Sources
Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study
This rule regulates facilities that are already operating in order to limit cancer and noncancer health risks.
Rule 1402 incorporates the requirements and methodology of the AB 2588 Air Toxics "Hot Spots" program.

To date, the most comprehensive study on air toxics in the Basin is the Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study
(MATES IV), 82 conducted between July 2012 and June 2013. The monitoring program measured more than

Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities

30 air pollutants including both gases and particulates. The study concluded that the average of the

This rule requires owners and operators of any demolition or renovation activity and the associated
disturbance of asbestos-containing materials, any asbestos storage facility, or any active waste disposal
site to implement work practice requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building demolition and
renovation activities, including the removal and associated disturbance of asbestos-containing materials

modeled air toxics concentrations measured at each of the monitoring stations in the Basin equates to a
background cancer risk of approximately 418 in one million primarily due to diesel exhaust. Subsequent
to SCAQMD’s risk calculation estimates, the OEHHA updated the methods for estimating cancer risks. 83
The updated method utilizes higher estimates of cancer potency during early life exposures and uses
different assumptions for breathing rates and length of residential exposures. However, DPM remains the

(see Section 4.8: Hazards and Hazardous Materials).

largest component of air toxics estimated risk.

Rule 1470 – Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other
Compression Ignition Engines

SCAQMD is in the process of conducting the MATES V study.84 This would involve the addition of an
advanced monitoring network which would include account flight-based measurements, a mobile

SCAQMD Rule 1470 79 applies to stationary compression ignition (CI) engine greater than 50 brake

laboratory, an optical tent, sensor networks, and community engagement.

horsepower and sets limits on emissions and operating hours. In general, new stationary emergency
standby diesel-fueled engines greater than 50 brake horsepower are not permitted to operate more than

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)

50 hours per year for maintenance and testing.

SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2020-2045
RTP/SCS)

South Coast Air Quality Management District CEQA Air Quality Handbook
In 1993, the SCAQMD prepared its CEQA Air Quality Handbook (CEQA Handbook) to assist local
government agencies and consultants in preparing environmental documents for projects subject to
CEQA; 80 the SCAQMD is in the process of developing its Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook (Guidance
Handbook) to replace the CEQA Handbook. The Guidance Handbook describes the criteria that SCAQMD
uses when reviewing and commenting on the adequacy of environmental documents. Although the

SCAG is the metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura, Riverside, San
Bernardino, and Imperial Counties and serves as a forum for the discussion of regional issues related to
transportation, the economy, community development, and the environment. As the federally-designated
MPO for the Southern California region, SCAG is mandated by the federal government to research and
develop plans for transportation, hazardous waste management, and air quality. Pursuant to California

Guidance Handbook is still being prepared, the Guidance Handbook provides the most up-to-date
recommended thresholds of significance in order to determine if a project will have a significant adverse
environmental impact. SCAQMD provides additional supplementation information including
methodologies for estimating project emissions and mitigation measures that can be implemented to
79 SCAQMD, Rule 1470 - Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other Compression Ignition
Engines
80 SCAQMD, Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook, http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/hdbk.html. 2010. Accessed September
2021.
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81 SCAQMD, “Frequently Asked CEQA Questions,” http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/ceqa/air-quality-analysishandbook/frequently-asked-questions. Accessed September 2021.
82 SCAQMD, Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study (MATES-IV) in the South Coast Air Basin, May 1, 2015,
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/air-quality-studies/health-studies/mates-iv. Accessed September 2021.
83 California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), Air Toxics Hot Spots Program (February 2015),
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/crnr/2015guidancemanual.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
84 SCAQMD, MATES V Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study, http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/air-quality-studies/healthstudies/mates-v. Accessed September 2021.
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4.2 Air Quality

4.2 Air Quality

Health and Safety Code Section 40460(b), 85 SCAG has the responsibility for preparing and approving the

Circulation Goal:

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the
region.

Circulation Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier
free for the handicapped.

portions of the AQMP relating to regional demographic projections and integrated regional land use,
housing, employment, and transportation programs, measures, and strategies. SCAG is also responsible
under the CAA for determining conformity of transportation projects, plans, and programs with applicable
air quality plans.

Conservation Element

With regard to air quality planning, SCAG has prepared and adopted the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS, 86 which

The City’s General Plan Conservation Element addresses the conservation, development, and use of

includes a SCS that addresses regional development and growth forecasts, including the development of
the ITC project. The SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS is a long-range visioning plan that balances future mobility
and housing needs with economic, environmental, and public health goals, with a specific goal of achieving
an 8 percent reduction in passenger vehicle GHG emissions on a per capita basis by 2020, 19 percent

natural resources. 89 Five specific areas of conservation and/or protection that are identified in the
Conservation Element include (1) oil and gas production, (2) water production and provision for domestic
use, (3) storm water runoff and wastewater, (4) hazardous waste and solid waste disposal, and (5) air
pollution. The Conservation Element notes the following pollution-reducing measures:

reduction by 2035, and 21 percent reduction by 2040 compared to the 2005 level. Although the RTP/SCS

x

reducing volatile emissions from factories and refineries;

is not technically an air quality plan, consistency with the RTP/SCS has air quality implications, including

x

reducing airborne particulate matter from factories and construction sites;

x

reducing numbers of vehicles being driven while increasing the utilization of high occupancy vehicles
and alternative transportation;

x

requiring improvements to engine efficiency to decrease emissions; and

x

increasing the use of clean fuel vehicles.

the reduction of VMT which reduces air quality emissions.

4.2.4.4

Local Regulations

City
General Plan
California State law requires every city and county to adopt a comprehensive General Plan to guide its

Environmental Justice Element

future development. The proposed Project is located entirely within the City. The City General Plan87

The following goals from the Environmental Justice Element 90 of the City General Plan are relevant to air

includes the following elements: Land Use, Circulation, Safety, Noise, Housing, Open Space, and

pollutant emissions.

Conservation.
Policy EJ-2.4:

Land Use Element

Create land use patterns and public amenities that encourage
people to walk, bicycle and use public transit.

The following goals from the Land Use Element 88 of the City General Plan are relevant to air pollutant
Policy EJ-2.9:

emissions.

Work with the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD), the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) and other
appropriate agencies to monitor and improve air quality in the
City of Inglewood.

Policy EJ-2.10:
85 California Health and Safety Code, Division 26. Air Resources, PART 3. Air Pollution Control Districts, Chapter 5.5. South
Coast Air Quality Management District, ARTICLE 5. Plan, Section 40460(b). Accessed September 2021.
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=40460.&lawCode=HSC
86 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx. Accessed September 2021.
87 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, General Plan. January 1980
88 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Land Use Element of the Inglewood
General Plan. January 1980. Amended September 14, 2016.
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Implement and periodically update the City’s Energy and Climate
Action Plan to improve air quality and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

89 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), General Plan. January 1980.
90 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Environmental Justice Element of the
Inglewood General Plan. April 2020.
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4.2 Air Quality

Energy and Climate Action Plan

4.2.5 EXISTING CONDITIONS

The City adopted an Energy and Climate Action Plan 91 (ECAP) in 2013 to guide Citywide GHG emissions

4.2.5.1

reduction efforts. The ECAP established four primary compliance paths which projects may choose to
adhere to, including: ministerial and exempt project status, implementation of a combination of
sustainable development standards, performance-based compliance, or payment of an in-lieu fee. These
measures were developed on a points-based system, which were chosen because they have been
demonstrated by various studies to directly reduce GHG emissions or support changes in activities that

Regional Meteorology

Air quality is affected by the rate, amount, and location of pollutant emissions and the associated
meteorological conditions that influence pollutant movement and dispersal. Atmospheric conditions,
including wind speed, wind direction, stability, and air temperature, in combination with local surface
topography (i.e., geographic features such as mountains, valleys, and Pacific Ocean), determine the effect
of air pollutant emissions on local air quality.

lead to GHG emissions reductions. Each Climate-Ready Development Standard has a point value
associated with it that reflects its general effectiveness at reducing GHG emissions. The standards apply

In general, Southern California has a warm, dry Mediterranean climate; hot in the summer and mild in the

to various types of projects, and a qualifier is included denoting which types of projects may implement

winter. Temperatures are cooler near the coast and hotter near inland areas. Most of the precipitation

the standard. Applicants have discretion regarding which measures that they would want their project to

occurs as rain during the winter months, although rain showers are common during the summer in higher-

comply with; however, for a project to be fully compliant with the goals of the ECAP it must incorporate

elevation desert areas. Average annual precipitation is approximately 19 inches and temperatures reach

features meeting the standards sufficient to accrue a total of 20 points. The following two of the five

90 degrees Fahrenheit 100 days of the year on average. August daily highs average 95 degrees while daily

strategies and their related actions included in the ECAP also have the potential for co-benefits of reducing

lows average 64 degrees Fahrenheit. January typically exhibits average daily highs of 68 degrees and

criteria air pollutants and TACs:

average daily lows of 43 degrees Fahrenheit. The predominant wind directions are either out of the

x

northwest or southeast. Gusts greater than 15 miles per hour occur infrequently, less than two percent of

x

Strategy 1: Lead by Example with Municipal Government Actions

the time.



Accelerate city vehicle fleet replacement



Continue commute trip reduction program



Planning for electric vehicle infrastructure

Basin climate increases the potential to create air pollution problems. Air quality within the Basin generally
rates from fair to poor. Sinking or subsiding air from the Pacific High-Pressure System creates a
temperature inversion (known as a subsidence inversion), which acts as a lid to vertical movement of air

Strategy 4: Improve Transportation Options and Manage Transportation Demand

masses and dispersion of pollutants. The lower bound of this inversion at any given time is known as the



Make roadways more efficient

“mixing height.” Restricted maximum mixing heights are 3,500 feet above sea level or less. Weak



Improve transit



Improve bicycle facilities

summertime pressure gradients suppress winds and further limit horizontal dispersion of pollutants in the
mixed layer below the subsidence inversion. Poorly dispersed anthropogenic (human-made) emissions,
combined with strong sunshine, lead to photochemical reactions that create ozone (O3) in this surface



Make parking more efficient

layer. Daytime onshore air flow (i.e., sea breeze) and nighttime offshore flow (i.e., land breeze) are quite



Reduce commute trips

common in Southern California. The sea breeze helps to moderate daytime temperatures and leads to air



Encourage land use intensification and diversity

pollutants being blown out to sea at night and returning to land the following day.

4.2.5.2

91 City of Inglewood, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan, March 2013,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/148/Inglewood-Energy-and-Climate-Action-Plan-ECAP-Adopted2013-PDF. Accessed September 2021.
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Existing Ambient Air Quality

The proposed Project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) which covers approximately 6,745
square miles and is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and south and the San Gabriel, San
Bernardino, and San Jacinto Mountains to the north and east. The Basin includes all of Orange County; the
nondesert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties; and the San Gorgonio Pass
area in Riverside County.
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4.2 Air Quality

4.2 Air Quality

The Basin has some of the worst air pollution in the country. The air pollution problems are a consequence
of the combination of emissions from the nation’s second largest urban area, meteorological conditions
unfavorable to the dispersion of those emissions, and mountainous terrain surrounding the Basin that
traps pollutants as they are pushed inland with the sea breeze. Southern California also has abundant
sunshine, which drives the photochemical reactions that form pollutants such as ozone (O3) and a
significant portion of particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 2.5 (PM2.5). 92

significantly compared to the worst years and are expected to continue to trend downward in the future
despite increases in the economy and population in the Basin. 95

The City has been ranked in the 8th percentile of cities for the best overall mild weather. 93 Average
temperatures in the vicinity range from the mid-60s to mid-70s Fahrenheit to the upper 40s to low 60s
Fahrenheit. The warmest periods tend to be from June to October. Winter precipitation usually consists of
low-pressure systems dependent up the size and location of the upper-level jet stream. Summer rainfall
usually consists of periodic and short-term scattered thunderstorms that are formed by an extension of
the North American monsoon pattern that dominates over the southwestern United States.
The SCAQMD maintains a network of monitoring stations within the Basin that monitor air quality and
compliance with applicable ambient standards. The nearest air monitoring station which measures CO,
NO2, SO2, and PM10 is located near Los Angeles International Airport (7201 West Westchester Parkway,
Southwest Coastal LA County, Station 820), four miles to the west of the proposed Project. The nearest air
monitoring station which measures PM2.5 is located in central Los Angeles (1630 North Main Street, Central
LA, Station 087), ten miles to the northeast of the proposed Project.

Regional Air Quality
The Basin’s meteorological conditions, in combination with regional topography, are conducive to the
formation and retention of ozone. Pollutant concentrations in the Basin vary with location, season, and
time of day. Concentrations of ozone, for example, tend to be lower along the coast, higher in the near
inland valleys, and lower in the far inland areas of the Basin and adjacent desert. 94 The worst air pollution
conditions throughout the Basin typically occur from June through September.
Attainment Status
California Health and Safety Code section 39607(e) requires CARB to establish and periodically review area
designation criteria. Table 4.2-2: South Coast Air Basin Attainment Status (Los Angeles County) provides
a summary of the attainment status of the Los Angeles County portion of the Basin with respect to the
federal and State standards. As shown, the Basin is designated under federal or State ambient air quality
standards as nonattainment for ozone, PM10, and fine particulate matter PM2.5. It is noteworthy to mention
that air quality in the Basin has improved substantially over the years, primarily due to the impacts of air
quality control programs at the federal, State, and local levels. The ozone and PM levels have fallen
92 SCAQMD, Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (2016), https://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/clean-air-plans/airquality-mgt-plan/final-2016-aqmp. Accessed September 2021.
93 City of Inglewood, “About the City,” https://www.cityofinglewood.org/493/About-the-City. Accessed September 2021.
94 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. March 2017.
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Table 4.2-2
South Coast Air Basin Attainment Status (Los Angeles County)
Pollutant

Federal Standards

California Standards

O3 (1-hour standard)
O3 (8-hour standard)
CO
NO2
SO2
PM10
PM2.5

N/Aa
Nonattainment – Extreme
Attainment
Attainment
Attainment
Attainment
Nonattainment
Nonattainment
(Partial, Los Angeles County)b
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Nonattainment
Nonattainment

Lead
Visibility Reducing Particles
Sulfates
Hydrogen Sulfide
Hydrogen Sulfide
___________

Attainment
Attainment
Attainment
Nonattainment
Nonattainment
Attainment
Unclassified
Attainment
Unclassified
N/Ac

Notes:
N/A = not applicable
a The NAAQS for 1-hour ozone was revoked on June 15, 2005, for all areas except Early Action Compact areas.
b Partial Nonattainment designation – Los Angeles County portion of the Air Basin only for near-source monitors.
c In 1990, CARB identified vinyl chloride as a TAC and determined that it does not have an identifiable threshold. Therefore, CARB does not
monitor or make status designations for this pollutant.
Source: USEPA, The Green Book Nonattainment Areas for Criteria Air Pollutants, https://www.epa.gov/green-book; CARB, Area
Designations Maps/State and National, http://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm.

With respect to the State-identified criteria air pollutants (sulfates, hydrogen sulfide, visibility reducing
particles, and vinyl chloride) present in Table 4.2-2, the proposed Project would either not use these
pollutants in the day to day operations or during construction and therefore would not have emissions of
those pollutants (hydrogen sulfide, vinyl chloride, and lead), or such emissions would be accounted for as
part of the pollutants estimated in this analysis (visibility reducing particles are associated with particulate
matter emissions, and sulfates are associated with SO2). Vinyl chloride is used in the process of making
polyvinyl chloride (PVC) plastic and vinyl products and is primarily emitted from industrial processes.96
Vinyl chloride would not be emitted directly during operations or during construction; therefore, there
would be no project emissions of vinyl chloride. In addition, CARB determined there is not sufficient
scientific evidence available to support the identification of a threshold exposure level for vinyl chloride,
therefore, CARB does not monitor or make status designations for this pollutant.97

95 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. March 2017, p. 1-6.
96 California Air Resources Board, Vinyl Chloride & Health, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/vinyl-chloride-and-health.
Accessed September 2021.
97 California Air Toxics Board, Toxic Air Contaminant Board, Toxic Air Contaminant Identification List,
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/carb-identified-toxic-air-contaminants. Accessed September 2021.
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4.2 Air Quality

Table 4.2-3: Air Quality Data Summary summarizes the most recent three years of data (2017 through
2019) from the nearby air monitoring stations (SCAQMD Station Nos. 091 and 820). The ozone standard
was not exceeded. The State annual PM10 standard was exceeded in 2018 and the State24-hour PM10
standard was exceeded in 2019. The State annual PM2.5 standard was exceeded in 2018 and the State24hour PM2.5 standard was exceeded in 2019. No other exceedances were observed at the nearby air
monitoring stations in 2017 through 2019.

the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) Adjusted Baseline projects, currently under development and
anticipated to be operational prior to construction of the proposed Project, include operational air
emissions associated with new uses in the HPSP area.
The HPSP projects in the Adjusted Baseline would emit air pollutants associated with vehicle trips,
maintenance operations, energy consumption, etc., from all of its operational land uses. Specifically,
vehicle trips associated with activities at the HPSP would take place during 2020 and would have an impact

Table 4.2-3
Air Quality Data Summary (2017–2019)

on local and regional air quality. Accordingly, the air pollutant emissions associated with this development
within the HPSP area are considered as part of the Adjusted Baseline. No other changes to the existing

Monitoring Data by Year
Pollutant
Ozone
Highest 1 Hour Average (ppm)
Days over State Standard
Highest 8 Hour Average (ppm)
Days over National Standard
Days over State Standard
Nitrogen Dioxide
Highest 1 Hour Average (ppm)
Days over State Standard
Annual Average (ppm)
Carbon Monoxide
Highest 1 Hour Average (ppm)
Days over State Standard
Highest 8 Hour Average (ppm)
Days over State Standard
Particulate Matter (PM10)
Highest 24 Hour Average (Pg/m3)
Days over State Standard
State Annual Average (Pg/m3)
Particulate Matter (PM2.5)
Highest 24 Hour Average (Pg/m3)
Days over National Standard
State Annual Average (Pg/m3)

environmental setting related to air quality would occur under the Adjusted Baseline.

Standard

2017

2018

2019

0.09
—
0.070
—
—

0.086
0
0.070
0
0

0.074
0
0.065
0
0

0.082
0
0.067
0
0

4.2.5.4

property and air rights acquisitions and easements or leases for construction and operation of the
guideway, stations, MSF, and other support facilities included in the proposed Project (See Section 3.0 for
a detailed discussion of the existing land uses that would be demolished as part of the proposed Project).

0.180/0.100
—
0.030/0.053

0.072
0
0.009

0.060
0
0.009

0.057
0
0.010

Presently, a variety of commercial, restaurant, and retail uses that exist where the components of the
proposed Project would be constructed. These existing uses currently generate air quality emissions from
building operation.

20.0
—
9.0
—

2.1
0
1.6
0

1.8
0
1.5
0

1.8
0
1.3
0

50
—
20

46
0
19.8

45
0
20.5

62
2
19.2

35
—
12

27.8
0
11.9

30.5
0
12.6

43.5
1
10.9

___________
Notes: Values in bold are in excess of at least one applicable standard.
Generally, State, and national standards are not to be exceeded more than once per year.
ppm = parts per million; Pg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter.
PM10 is not measured every day of the year. Number of estimated days over the standard is based on 365 days per year.
Source:
South Coast Air Quality Management District, Annual Air Quality Summaries, http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/air-qualitydata-studies/historical-data-by-year. Accessed September 2021.

4.2.5.3

Existing Emissions

Implementation of the proposed Project would require the acquisition of a number of full and partial

Table 4.2-4: Existing Emissions for Existing Uses identifies the existing emissions from the existing uses
that would be removed as part of the proposed Project.
Table 4.2-4
Existing Emissions for Existing Uses (lb./day)
Source
Area (Consumer Products, Landscaping)
Energy (Natural Gas)
Motor Vehicles
Total

VOC
6.77
0.20
38.9
45.9

CO
0.03
1.56
1,327
1,329

NOx
<0.01
1.85
141
143

PM10
<0.01
0.14
55.8
55.9

PM2.5
<0.01
0.14
23.6
23.7

SO2
<0.01
0.01
3.78
3.79

___________
Source: See Appendix G.1.

In addition to mobile emissions for the Adjusted Baseline projects, emissions for existing uses that will be
removed have been estimated. This includes mobile, area and energy emissions for existing uses that will

Adjusted Baseline

be removed.
The Air Quality analysis assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0;
see Table 4.0-1 for the details of the Adjusted Baseline. Related to air quality, the changes associated with
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4.2.5.5

Sensitive Receptors

4.2 Air Quality

Daily Emissions Thresholds

Within one quarter mile of the proposed Project guideway, stations, and the MSF site, 61 sensitive

SCAQMD has identified thresholds to determine the significance of regional air quality emissions for

receptors have been identified as shown in Figure 4.0-2.

construction activities and project operation, as shown in Table 4.2-5: Mass Daily Emissions Thresholds.

Land uses such as schools, children’s daycare centers, hospitals, and convalescent homes are considered

Construction Emissions

to be more sensitive than the general public to poor air quality because the population groups associated
with these uses have increased susceptibility to respiratory distress. Persons engaged in strenuous work

In addition to the mass daily thresholds, a project would result in a significant construction air quality

or exercise also have increased sensitivity to poor air quality. The CARB and SCAQMD have identified the

impact if the Project exceeds the concentration significance thresholds set forth in Table 4.2-6: Ambient

following people as most likely to be affected by air pollution: children less than 14 years of age, the elderly

Air Quality Significance Thresholds for Criteria Pollutants. Per SCAQMD guidance, the evaluated

over 65 years of age, athletes, and those with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. These

concentrations of CO, NO2, and SO2 includes both the project contribution plus background
concentrations. The total concentration is then compared to the significance thresholds. For CO, NO2, and

groups are classified as sensitive population groups.

SO2, these significance thresholds are reflective of the CAAQS and NAAQS. Background concentrations
Residential areas are considered more sensitive to air quality conditions than commercial and industrial
areas because people generally spend longer periods of time at their residences, resulting in greater
exposure to ambient air quality conditions. Recreational uses are also considered sensitive, due to the

were based on existing air monitoring stations near the proposed Project and represent existing air
emissions sources within the Basin. Per SCAQMD guidance, the Project contribution of PM10 and PM2.5 is
compared to the significance thresholds without adding background concentrations.

greater exposure to ambient air quality conditions and because the presence of pollution detracts from
the recreational experience. Off-site workers within industrial and commercial areas surrounding the

Table 4.2-5
Mass Daily Emissions Thresholds

proposed Project area are also considered sensitive receptors by the SCAQMD.

4.2.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Pollutant

The proposed Project would have a significant impact in relation to air quality if it were to:

Construction
Operation
Significant Threshold (pounds/day)
55

Volatile organic compounds (VOCs)

Threshold AQ-1:
Threshold AQ-2:

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.
Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is nonattainment under an applicable federal or State
ambient air quality standard.

100

55

Carbon monoxide (CO)

550

550

Sulfur dioxide (SOx)

150

150

Respirable particulate matter (PM10)

150

150

55

55

Fine particulate matter (PM2.5)

Threshold AQ-3:

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

___________
Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, “SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds” (last revised
March 2015).

The following criteria was used to evaluate air quality impacts:

4.2.6.1

55

Nitrogen dioxide (NOx)

SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook

Operational Emissions

Because of the SCAQMD’s regulatory role in the Basin, the significance thresholds and analysis
methodologies in the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook 98 are used in evaluating project impacts for
construction, operations, and air toxics. 99

In addition to the mass daily thresholds above, a project would normally have a significant impact on air
quality from project operations if any of the following would occur:

98 SCAQMD, Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook, http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/hdbk.html. Accessed September 2021.
99 South Coast Air Quality Management District, SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds, March 2015,
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/hdbk.html. Accessed September 2021.
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x
x

4.2 Air Quality

Operational emissions were to exceed 10 tons per year of VOCs or any of the daily thresholds
presented above in Table 4.2-5 (as reprinted from the CEQA Air Quality Handbook):100

4.2.6.2

Either of the following conditions would occur at an intersection or roadway within one-quarter mile
of a sensitive receptor:

RTP/SCS, 102 and policies included within the City’s General Plan103 and ECAP. 104




The project causes or contributes to an exceedance of the California 1-hour or 8-hour CO
standards of 20 or 9.0 parts per million (ppm), respectively; or

Consistency with Applicable Plans and Policies

The consistency analysis addresses consistency with the SCAQMD’s AQMP,101 the 2020-2045 SCAG

4.2.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Impact AQ-1:

Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

The incremental increase due to the project is equal to or greater than 1.0 ppm for the California
1-hour CO standard, or 0.45 ppm for the 8-hour CO standard.

The proposed Project includes ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines) and a
Table 4.2-6
Ambient Air Quality Significance Thresholds for Criteria Pollutants

Construction Commitment Program (CCP) as described in Section 3.0: Project Description. The CCP
addresses temporary effects during construction of the proposed Project. The Guidelines describe the
design features of the proposed Project.

Pollutant
CO

Averaging Period
1-hour /8-hour

1-hour
NO2
Annual
24-hour
PM10
PM2.5
SO2
Lead

Annual
24-hour
1-hour
24-hour
30-day Average
Rolling 3-month Average

Pollutant Concentration Threshold
SCAQMD is in attainment (federal and State); project is significant if
it causes or contributes to an exceedance of the attainment
standards of 20 ppm (1-hour) and 9 ppm (8-hour)
SCAQMD is in attainment (federal and state); project is significant if
it causes or contributes to an exceedance of the following
attainment standard 0.18 ppm (state)
0.03 ppm (state) and 0.0534 ppm (federal)
3

4.2.7.1

Project Design Features

The proposed Project includes the following features that address air quality emissions during
construction of the ATS:
PDF AQ-1 Construction Air Quality Program

3

10.4 μg/m (construction) and 2.5 μg/m (operation)

At a minimum, use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final Tier

3

1.0 μg/m (construction and operation)
3

3

10.4 μg/m (construction) and 2.5 μg/m (operation)
0.25 ppm (state) and 0.075 ppm (federal)
0.04 ppm (state)
3

1.5 μg/m (state)

4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 horsepower (hp) or
greater, for all phases of construction activity, unless it can be demonstrated to the City Planning Division
with substantial evidence that such equipment is not available. To ensure that Final Tier 4 construction
equipment or better shall be used during the proposed Project’s construction, the City shall include this

3

0.15 μg/m (federal)

requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. The City shall also require
Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District, SCAQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds, March 2015,
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/hdbk.html. Accessed September 2021.

periodic reporting and provision of written construction documents by construction contractor(s) and
conduct regular inspections to the maximum extent feasible to ensure and enforce compliance.

Health Risk Assessment (Toxic Air Contaminants)

Such equipment will be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology devices including a California Air

Per SCAQMD, a project would result in a significant health impact if the carcinogenic or toxic air

Resources Board (CARB)-certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters (DPF). Level 3 DPF are capable of

contaminants individually or cumulatively are equal to or exceed the maximum individual cancer risk of

achieving at least 85 percent reduction in particulate matter emissions. Any emissions control device used

ten in one million persons or a chronic and acute hazard index of 1.0, or the cancer burden of 0.5 excess
cancer cases (in areas greater than or equal to one in one million).

101 SCAQMD, Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook, http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/hdbk.html. Accessed September
2021.101
SCAQMD, Final Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Approved March 3, 2017.
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/air-quality/clean-air-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan/final-2016-aqmp. Accessed September 2021.
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101 SCAQMD, Final Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Approved March 3, 2017. http://www.aqmd.gov/home/airquality/clean-air-plans/air-quality-mgt-plan/final-2016-aqmp. Accessed September 2021.
102 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Final Plan, https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx,
Accessed September 2021.
103 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, General Plan. January 1980
104 City of Inglewood, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan, March 2013,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/148/Inglewood-Energy-and-Climate-Action-Plan-ECAP-Adopted2013-PDF. Accessed September 2021.
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by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by Final

vehicles that perform the same or a substantially similar function in an attempt to use this exception
to circumvent the intent of this measure.

Tier 4 emissions standards for a similarly sized engine, as defined by the CARB’s regulations. Successful
contractors must demonstrate the ability to supply the compliant construction equipment for use prior to

x

Documentation of good faith efforts and due diligence regarding the previous exceptions shall include
written record(s) of inquiries (i.e., phone logs) to at least three leasing/rental companies that provide
construction on-road trucks and off-road equipment, documenting the availability/unavailability of
the required types of truck/equipment. The City will, from time-to-time, conduct independent audit
of the availability of such vehicles and equipment for lease/rent within a 120-mile radius of the Project
area, which may be used in reviewing the acceptability of the Contractor’s good faith efforts and due
diligence.

x

Equipment such as concrete/industrial saws, pumps, aerial lifts, light stands, air compressors, and
forklifts shall be electric or alternative-fueled (i.e., nondiesel). Pole power shall be utilized to the
maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators. If stationary construction equipment, such as dieselpowered generators, must be operated continuously, such equipment must be Final Tier 4
construction equipment or better and located at least 100 feet from air quality sensitive land uses
(e.g., residences, schools, childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

x

At a minimum, require that construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to
using 2010 model year trucks (e.g., material delivery trucks and soil import/export with a gross vehicle
weight rating of at least 14,001 pounds), or best commercially available equipment, that meet CARB’s
2010 engine emissions standards at 0.01 g/hp-hour of particulate matter and 0.20 g/hp-hour of NOx
emissions or newer, cleaner trucks, unless the Contractor provides written documentation consistent
with project contract requirements the circumstances exist as described above and the Contractor
submits the Plan. Operators shall maintain records of all trucks associated with Project construction
to document that each truck used meets these emission standards. The City shall include this
requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. Operators shall maintain
records of all trucks associated with Project construction to document that each truck used meets
these emission standards and make the records available for inspection.

x

Require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers with high-efficiency
particulate air (HEPA) filters.

x

A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the Community Affairs Liaison’s contact information to
contact regarding dust complaints. The Air District’s phone number shall also be visible to ensure
compliance with applicable regulations.

x

All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., being installed as part of the Project should be completed as
soon as practicable; in addition, building pads should be laid as soon as practicable after grading.

x

To the extent feasible, allow construction employees to commute during off-peak hours.

x

Make access available for on-site lunch trucks during construction, as feasible, to minimize off-site
construction employee vehicle trips.

x

Every effort shall be made to utilize grid-based electric power at any construction site, where feasible.

any ground disturbing and construction activities. The proposed Project representative will make available
to the lead agency and Southern California Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) a comprehensive
inventory of all off-road construction equipment, equal to or greater than 50 horsepower, which will be
used during construction. The inventory will include the horsepower rating, engine production year, and
certification of the specified Tier standard. A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, best available
control technology (BACT) documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be maintained
on site at the time of mobilization for each applicable piece of construction equipment.
If any of the following circumstances listed below exist and the Contractor provides written documentation
consistent with project contract requirements, the Contractor shall submit an Alternative Compliance Plan
that identifies operational changes or other strategies that can reduce a comparable level of NOx
emissions as Tier 4-certified engines during construction activities.
x

The Contractor does not have the required type of off-road construction equipment within its current
available inventory as to a particular vehicle or equipment by leasing or short-term rent, and the
Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the
equipment or vehicle, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease or short-term rent within
120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted documentation to the City showing
that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

x

The Contractor has been awarded funding by SCAQMD or another agency that would provide some
or all of the cost to retrofit, repower, or purchase a piece of equipment or vehicle, but the funding
has not yet been provided due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and the Contractor
has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the equipment or
vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease or short-term rent
within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted documentation to the City
showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

x

x

Contractor has ordered equipment or vehicle to be used on the construction project in compliance at
least 60 days before that equipment or vehicle is needed at the Project alignment, but that equipment
or vehicle has not yet arrived due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and the
Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the
equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease or
short-term rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted
documentation to the City showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.
Construction-related diesel equipment or vehicle will be used on the Project for fewer than 20
calendar days per calendar year. The Contractor shall not consecutively use different equipment or
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Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment to minimize exhaust emissions. All
construction equipment must be properly tuned and maintained in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications and documentation demonstrating proper maintenance, in accordance
with the manufacturer’s specifications, shall be maintained on site. Tampering with construction
equipment to increase horsepower or to defeat emission control devices must be prohibited.

The 2016 AQMP represents a thorough analysis of existing and potential regulatory control options,

Require in all applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts of the requirement to notify
all construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators that vehicle and construction
equipment idling time will be limited to no longer than five minutes, consistent with the CARB’s policy.
For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine should be shut off. Notify
construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators of these idling requirements at the
time that the purchase order is issued and again when vehicles enter the Project area. To further
ensure that drivers understand the vehicle idling requirement, post signs at the proposed Project
entry gates and throughout the Project alignment, where appropriate, stating that idling longer than
five minutes is not permitted.

The following analysis addresses consistency of the proposed Project with applicable plans and policies
that regulate air quality. In particular, the analysis addresses consistency with SCAQMD’s AQMP, which as
discussed above, is an air quality plan that includes strategies for achieving attainment of applicable ozone,
PM10, and PM2.5 standards. The analysis also includes consistency with SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS which

includes available, proven, and cost-effective strategies, and seeks to achieve multiple goals in partnership
with other entities promoting reductions in greenhouse gases and toxic risk, as well as efficiencies in
energy use, transportation, and goods movement. The 2016 AQMP recognizes the critical importance of
working with other agencies to develop funding and incentives that encourage the accelerated transition
to cleaner vehicles, and the modernization of buildings and industrial facilities to cleaner technologies in
a manner that benefits not only air quality, but also local businesses and the regional economy.
SCAQMD recommends that, when determining whether a project is consistent with the relevant AQMPs,
the lead agency should assess whether the project would directly obstruct implementation of the plans
by impeding SCAQMD’s efforts to achieve attainment with respect to any criteria air pollutant for which it
is currently not in attainment of the NAAQS and CAAQS (e.g., ozone, PM10, and PM2.5) and whether it is
consistent with the demographic and economic assumptions (typically land use related, such as
employment and population/residential units) upon which the plan is based. 107 SCAQMD guidance
indicates that projects whose growth is included in the projections used in the formulation of the 2016
AQMP are considered to be consistent with the plan and would not interfere with its attainment. 108

Construction

establishes strategies for achieving improvements in air quality. In addition, consistency with the air quality
related policies in the City General Plan Land Use Element, Conservation, and Environmental Justices are

Control Strategies

also addressed. Finally, this analysis addresses consistency with the City’s ECAP, which includes strategies

During construction, the proposed Project would comply with CARB’s requirements to minimize short-

to mitigate the City’s impacts on air quality and climate change.

term emissions from on-road and off-road diesel equipment, including the ATCM to limit heavy duty diesel
motor vehicle idling to no more than 5 minutes at any given time, and with SCAQMD’s regulations such as

2016 Air Quality Management Plan

Rule 403 109 for controlling fugitive dust and Rule 1113 110 for controlling VOC emissions from architectural

As discussed above, SCAQMD has adopted a series of AQMPs to lead the Basin into compliance with

coatings. Furthermore, the proposed Project would use vehicles from vendors that comply with fleet rules

several criteria air pollutant standards and other federal requirements, while taking into account

to reduce on-road truck emissions under CARB’s Truck and Bus regulation.111 Compliance with these

construction and operational emissions associated with population and economic growth projections

measures and requirements would be consistent with and meet or exceed the 2016 AQMP requirements

provided by SCAG’s RTP/SCS. 105

for control strategies intended to reduce emissions from construction equipment and activities.

The current AQMP is the Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (2016 AQMP) 106 and is the regional

Even though the proposed Project would be consistent with local and State construction regulations, and

blueprint for achieving air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin, an area that includes Orange

other voluntary measures designed to reduce nonattainment pollutants, regional emissions during

County and the nondesert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside and San Bernardino counties.

105 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx, Accessed September 2021.
106 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, March 2017.
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107 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Air Quality Analysis Handbook, pp. 12-2, 12-3,
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook. Accessed September 2021.
108 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 1993. CEQA Air Quality Handbook, p. 12-1. November 1993
109 SCAQMD, “Rule 403: Fugitive Dust”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-403.pdf. Accessed
September 2021.
110 SCAQMD, “Rule 1113: Architectural Coatings”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule1113.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
111 California Air Resources Board, Truck and Bus Regulation. https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/truck-and-busregulation/about. Accessed September 2021.
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construction would exceed the significance threshold for NOx prior to application of mitigation.

and HPSP including SoFi stadium, and IBEC. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide an

Specifically, as shown in Table 4.2-8, emissions during construction for 2024 (146 lbs./day), 2025 (128

alternate mode of transportation within the City and reduce VMT.

lbs./day), and 2026 (118 lbs./day) would exceed the SCAQMD’s mass threshold of 100 lbs./day. Other
criteria pollutants are not predicted to exceed regional mass emission thresholds during construction.

As further discussed in Section 4.12, in 2027 the proposed Project would have a daily weekday ridership
of 3,574 passengers on a non-event day, and a daily weekday ridership of 29,280 passengers on an NFL

Growth Strategies

event day. Moreover in 2045 the proposed Project would have a daily weekday ridership of 4,462

The proposed Project would result in an increase in short-term employment compared to existing
conditions (see Section 4.11: Population, Employment, and Housing). Although the proposed Project
would generate construction jobs during the construction process, construction-related jobs generated
would likely be filled by employees within the construction industry within the City and the greater Los
Angeles County region. Construction industry jobs generally have no regular place of business, as
construction workers commute to job sites throughout a given region, which may change several times a
year. Moreover, these jobs would be temporary in nature. Therefore, the construction jobs generated by

passengers on a non-event day, and a daily weekday ridership of 34,650 passengers on an NFL event day.
As these increases in public transit ridership reduce potential vehicle trips and air quality emissions, VMT
estimates for the six operational scenarios are derived from travel demand modeling in the Transportation
Study (see Appendix O) and are further discussed in Section 4.12. The proposed Project would reduce
daily and annual VMT compared to a no-Project scenario. Implementation of the proposed Project would
increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce VMT accordingly when compared to the
baseline scenarios without the proposed Project.

the proposed Project would not conflict with the long-term employment or population projections upon
The proposed Project will help manage and support the City’s projected growth by providing transit within

which the 2016 AQMP is based.

a safe and accessible walking distance to thousands of new residents, housing units and jobs. The
However, as the proposed Project would exceed the NOx SCAQMD threshold, construction impacts would
be potentially significant.

proposed Project’s connection from the City’s new housing and employment centers, and sports and
entertainment venues, to the Metro K Line and larger regional and State rail system will result in significant

Operation

benefits for both the City and southern California region.

Transportation Strategies

Growth Strategies

The 2016 AQMP includes land use and transportation strategies from the SCAG RTP/SCS that are intended

As noted, the 2016 AQMP indicates that the region is projected to see a 12 percent growth in population,

to reduce VMT and resulting regional mobile source emissions. The majority of the transportation

16 percent growth in housing units, and 23 percent growth in employment. 113 According to SCAG’s 2020-

strategies are to be implemented by cities, counties, and other regional agencies such as SCAG and

2045 RTP/SCS, approximately 8,389,000 jobs were available in 2016 across industries in the region and the

SCAQMD, although some can be furthered by individual development projects.

number of jobs available will increase to 10,050,000 by 2045, an increase of approximately 0.62 percent
annually in jobs. 114 Similarly, SCAG projects that the population in the region will increase from

The 2016 AQMP forecasts emissions inventories up to the year 2031 ‘‘with growth’’ through a detailed
consultation process with SCAG.112 The region is projected to see a 12 percent growth in population, 16

approximately 18,832,418 in 2016 to 22,507,188 in 2045, resulting in an increase of approximately 0.61
percent annually.

percent growth in housing units, 23 percent growth in employment, and 8 percent growth in vehicle miles
As discussed previously, implementation of the proposed Project would require the acquisition of a

traveled between 2012 and 2031.

number of full and partial property and air rights acquisitions and easements or leases for construction
The proposed Project is a transit system that spans the length of approximately 1.6 miles and would be
located near existing residential, office, retail, and commercial land uses which generate vehicle trips on

and operation of the guideway, stations, MSF, and other support facilities included in the proposed Project.
As such, the proposed Project would result in a reduction of jobs from existing uses. However, the

local roadways within the City. The proposed Project would provide direct connections between the Metro
K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as The Forum, the LASED
112 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, March 2017. P. 3-10.
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113 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, March 2017. P. 3-10.
114 SCAG. Draft 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 2021.
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reduction of jobs at existing commercial and retail uses to accommodate the proposed Project would not

networks, between planning strategies and between the people whose collaboration can improve the

result in a reduction in jobs in the local job market. Other ongoing and proposed developments and

quality of life for Southern Californians. Connect SoCal builds upon and expands land use and

construction in downtown Inglewood and the nearby area, such as the HPSP and the LASED, which are

transportation strategies established over several planning cycles to increase mobility options and achieve

both adjacent to the proposed Project, would provide additional job and employment opportunities.

a more sustainable growth pattern. To augment Connect SoCal’s Core Vision, Connect SoCal includes new
initiatives at the intersection of land use, transportation, and technology to close the gap and reach our

An adequate workforce exists and is projected to remain in existence, creating capacity to meet the
employment needs of the proposed Project during operation. Further, with the current development of
new employment opportunities in the City as well as the region, displacement of any existing workers can
be absorbed. Therefore, this growth would not conflict with the 2016 AQMP.

greenhouse gas reduction goals. As part of the planning vision, Connect SoCal looks to complete “last mile”
mobility as part of its sustainability goals, Connect SoCal builds upon with regional initiatives that link the
built environment and transportation system with policies, projects and programs that strengthen and
enhance each other beyond what each would accomplish in isolation. 118

As such, operation of the proposed Project would not conflict with the 2016 AQMP and impacts would be
less than significant.

As part of the state’s mandate to reduce per-capita GHG emissions from automobiles and light trucks,
Connect SoCal presents strategies and tools that are consistent with local jurisdictions’ land use policies
and incorporate best practices for achieving the state-mandated reductions in GHG emissions at the

2020-2045 RTP/SCS

regional level through reduced per-capita vehicle miles traveled. These strategies identify how the SCAG
SCAG has prepared and adopted the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS,115 which includes an SCS that addresses
regional development and growth forecasts. The SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS is a long-range visioning plan
that balances future mobility and housing needs with economic, environmental, and public health goals,

region can implement Connect SoCal and achieve related GHG reductions. SCAG works to support local
jurisdictions and partnerships by identifying ways to implement the SCS in a way that fits the vision and
needs of each local community.

with a specific goal of achieving an 8 percent reduction in passenger vehicle GHG emissions on a per capita
basis by 2020, 19 percent reduction by 2035, and 21 percent reduction by 2040 compared to the 2005

The following Connect SoCal strategies are intended to be supportive of implementing the regional SCS

level. Although the RTP/SCS is not technically an air quality plan, consistency with the RTP/SCS has air

and are applicable to the proposed Project:

quality implications, including the reduction of VMT which reduces air quality emissions.

Focus Growth Near Destinations & Mobility Options
Currently, the City contains roughly 8,900 housing units and 14,414 employees within one half mile of the

x

Focus on a regional jobs/housing balance to reduce commute times and distances and expand job
opportunities near transit and along center-focused main streets.

x

Encourage design and transportation options that reduce the reliance on and number of solo car trips.

proposed Project. By 2040, these areas are projected to increase to roughly 12,875 households, and
38,326 employees.116 These increases represent a growth rate of approximately 45 percent in households
and 166 percent in employment. In comparison to the SCAG region, these projections translate into the
City (within a ½ mile of the proposed Project) experiencing almost twice as much growth rate in housing,

Support Implementation of Sustainability Policies

and more than seven times as much growth rate in employment by 2040.

x

Pursue funding opportunities to support local sustainable development implementation projects that
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

As part of its vision, the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS includes Connect SoCal;117 Connect SoCal charts a path
toward a more mobile, sustainable, and prosperous region by making connections between transportation

As noted previously, the proposed Project’s is approximately 1.6 miles in length and would be located near
existing residential, office, retail, and commercial land uses which generate vehicle trips on local roadways

115 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Final Plan, https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx.
Accessed September 2021.
116 City if Inglewood, Transit and Intercity Rail Program (TIRCP) Application for the City of Inglewood Transit Connector Project,
January 16, 2020.
117 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments,
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx. Accessed September 2021.
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within the City. The proposed Project would provide direct connections between the Metro K Line, and
other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as The Forum, the LASED and HPSP

118 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments, p. 4
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx. Accessed September 2021.
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including SoFi stadium, and IBEC. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide an alternate

use, (3) storm water runoff and waste water, (4) hazardous waste and solid waste disposal, and (5) air

mode of transportation within the City and decrease VMTs.

pollution. 122 The Conservation Element notes the following pollution-reducing measures:

The 2020-2045 RTP/SCS states that expanding the transit network is central to the region’s plan for

x

Reducing airborne particulate matter from factories and construction sites;

meeting mobility and sustainability goals while continuing to grow the regional economy. 119 The proposed

x

Reducing numbers of vehicles being driven while increasing the utilization of high occupancy vehicles
and alternative transportation;

2045 RTP/SCS. Further, the proposed Project is consistent with and assisting in achieving Connect SoCal

x

Requiring improvements to engine efficiency to decrease emissions; and

strategies and incorporates best practices for achieving the state-mandated reductions in GHG emissions

x

Increasing the use of clean fuel vehicles.

Project provides connection to the Metro K Line and achieves the last mile/first mile goals of the 2020-

at the regional level through reduced per-capita VMT.

Environmental Justice Element
As such, the proposed Project would not conflict with the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS and impacts would be less
The following goals from the Environmental Justice Element 123 of the City General Plan are relevant to air

than significant.

pollutant emissions.

Inglewood General Plan
Policy EJ-2.4:
The City General Plan includes the following elements: Land Use, Circulation, Safety, Noise, Housing, Open

Create land use patterns and public amenities that encourage
people to walk, bicycle and use public transit.

Space, and Conservation.
Policy EJ-2.9:

Land Use Element

Work with the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD), the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) and other

The following goals from the Land Use Element 120 of the City General Plan are relevant to air pollutant

appropriate agencies to monitor and improve air quality in the

emissions.

City of Inglewood.

Circulation Goal:

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the

Policy EJ-2.10:

region.

Implement and periodically update the City’s Energy and Climate
Action Plan to improve air quality and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

Circulation Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier free
for the handicapped.

The proposed Project would comply with CARB’s requirements to minimize short-term emissions from onroad and off-road diesel equipment, including the ATCM to limit heavy duty diesel motor vehicle idling to

Conservation Element

no more than 5 minutes at any given time, and with SCAQMD’s regulations such as Rule 403 124 for

The City’s General Plan Conservation Element addresses the conservation, development, and use of

controlling fugitive dust and Rule 1113 125 for controlling VOC emissions from architectural coatings.

natural resources. 121 Five specific areas of conservation and/or protection that are identified in the

Furthermore, the proposed Project would comply with fleet rules to reduce on-road truck emissions under

Conservation Element include (1) oil and gas production, (2) water production and provision for domestic

CARBs Truck and Bus regulation. 126 Compliance with these measures and requirements would be

119 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments, Chapter 3.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx, Accessed September 2021.
120 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Land Use Element of the Inglewood
General Plan. January 1980. Amended September 14, 2016.
121 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), General Plan. January 1980.

122 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), General Plan. January 1980.
123 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Environmental Justice Element of the
Inglewood General Plan. April 2020.
124 SCAQMD, “Rule 403: Fugitive Dust”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-403.pdf. Accessed
September 2021.
125 SCAQMD, “Rule 1113: Architectural Coatings”, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule1113.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
126 California Air Resources Board, Truck and Bus Regulation. https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/truck-and-busregulation/about. Accessed September 2021.
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consistent with and meet or exceed the AQMP requirements for control strategies intended to reduce

Manchester and Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, would improve transit by connecting the Downtown area

emissions from construction equipment and activities.

with other employment and entertainment areas of the City, and would provide efficient parking within
the Downtown area nearby transit options.

Once in operation, the proposed Project would result in a decrease in emissions for criteria pollutants (see
Impact AQ-2). This would include reductions in 2027 for VOC of 10.8 lbs./day, CO of 378.0 lbs./day, NOx

The proposed Project would be consistent with the City ECAP, and impacts would be less than significant.

of 77.0 lbs./day, PM2.5 of 28.6 lbs./day, PM10 of 12.0 lbs./day and SO2 of 1.63 lbs./day. As discussed
previously, the proposed Project would provide direct connections between the Metro K Line, and other
transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP
including SoFi stadium, and IBEC. Implementation of the proposed Project would increase transit mode
split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita VMT.

Summary
Construction
The proposed Project would comply with CARB’s requirements to minimize short-term emissions from onroad and off-road diesel equipment, including the ATCM to limit heavy duty diesel motor vehicle idling to

For these reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with Inglewood General Plan policies related

no more than 5 minutes at any given time, and with SCAQMD and CARB regulations. Compliance with
these measures and requirements would be consistent with and meet or exceed the 2016 AQMP

to air quality and impacts would be less than significant.

requirements for control strategies intended to reduce emissions from construction equipment and

Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan

activities.

As described above, the City’s ECAP includes strategies to mitigate the City’s impacts on air quality and
climate change. While these strategies are primarily directed towards GHG emission reductions, the
measures in the City’s ECAP would also achieve co-benefits of reducing criteria air pollutants and TACs.
The strategies that apply to the proposed Project include:
x

x

Even though the proposed Project would be consistent with applicable local and State construction
regulations, and other voluntary measures designed to reduce nonattainment pollutants, regional
emissions during construction of the proposed Project would exceed the significance threshold for NOx,
an ozone precursor. Other criteria pollutants are not predicted to exceed regional mass emission

Strategy 1: Lead by Example with Municipal Government Actions

thresholds during construction. However, as the proposed Project would exceed the NOx SCAQMD



threshold during construction, impacts would be potentially significant.

Continue commute trip reduction program

Strategy 4: Improve Transportation Options and Manage Transportation Demand

Operation



Make roadways more efficient

The proposed Project will help manage and support the City’s projected growth by providing transit within



Improve transit



Make parking more efficient



Reduce commute trips

a safe and accessible walking distance to thousands of new residents, housing units and jobs. The
proposed Project’s connection from the City’s new housing and employment centers, and sports and
entertainment venues, to the Metro K Line and larger regional and State rail system will result in significant
air quality benefits for both the City and southern California region.

As discussed, the proposed Project would provide direct connections between regional transit provided

The proposed Project provides a transit connection and is consistent with the last mile/first mile goals of

by Metro, specifically at the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity

the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS.127 The proposed Project would provide direct connections between the Metro K

centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP including SoFi stadium, and IBEC. Implementation of the

Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as The Forum, the LASED

proposed Project would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita VMT. The

and HPSP, and IBEC; as such, implementation of the proposed Project would provide an alternate mode of

proposed Project would be consistent with Strategy 1 as City would provide local transit that would

transportation within the City and decrease vehicle ridership and thereby VMT. The proposed Project is

connect to regional transit thereby allowing for commuters to reduce vehicle travel. The proposed Project
would be consistent with Strategy 4 in that roadway improvements would provide for efficient travel along
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127 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments, Chapter 3.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx, Accessed September 2021.
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consistent with and assisting in achieving Connect SoCal strategies and incorporate best practices for

4.2 Air Quality

Impact AQ-2:

Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any

achieving the State-mandated reductions in GHG emissions at the regional level through reduced per-

criteria pollutant for which the project region is nonattainment under an

capita VMT.

applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard?

Once in operation, the proposed Project would result in a decrease in emissions for criteria pollutants (see

The region is designated as a nonattainment area for several pollutants, including O3, PM10, and PM2.5.

Impact AQ-2). This would include reductions in 2027 for VOC of 10.8 lbs./day, CO of 378.0 lbs./day, NOx

Construction and operation of the Project would result in direct and indirect impacts that could

of 77.0 lbs./day, PM2.5 of 28.6 lbs./day, PM10 of 12.0 lbs./day and SO2 of 1.63 lbs./day.

cumulatively affect air quality for nonattainment pollutants, namely PM10 and PM2.5.

For these reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with the goals and policies of relevant regional

A cumulatively considerable increase in emissions would occur if the proposed Project’s impacts

plans or the Inglewood General Plan policies related to air quality.

substantially contributed to air quality violations when considering other projects that may undertake
construction activities at the same time. SCAQMD recommends that any construction-related emissions

Mitigation Measures

and operational emissions from individual development projects that exceed the project-specific mass

MM AQ-1:

daily emissions thresholds identified above in Table 4.2-5 also be considered cumulatively considerable.128

PDF AQ-1, Construction Air Quality Program, shall be implemented during construction
of the ITC Project.

Construction

As described above, the proposed Project’s CCP includes PDF AQ-1 which would reduce air quality
emissions during construction of the proposed Project. Mitigation Measure MM AQ-1 incorporates PDF
AQ-1 into the post-mitigated modeling for construction of the proposed Project.

Prior to construction of the proposed Project, reconstruction of the existing Vons store proposed for
demolition to accommodate construction of the MSF is planned on the corner of Manchester Boulevard
and Hillcrest Boulevard. This proposed replacement Vons store would include amenities similar to the
existing store, including a pharmacy and bank branch. Table 4.2-7: Daily Unmitigated Construction

Level of Significance after Mitigation

Emissions for Vons Replacement below shows the construction emissions that would occur during

Construction

development of the Vons store replacement prior to construction of the proposed Project.

As shown in Table 4.2-14, below, regional emissions during construction of the proposed Project would
Table 4.2-7
Daily Unmitigated Construction Emissions for Vons Replacement

not exceed the significance threshold for NOx after implementation of MM AQ-1
Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation.

Operation
As previously explained, the proposed Project is consistent with the 2016 AQMP, the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS,
and the City’s General Plan and ECAP. Impacts relative to the operation of the proposed Project with these

Source
Maximum
SCAQMD Mass Daily Threshold
Threshold exceeded?

VOC

CO

6.51
75
No

16.35
550
No

NOx
PM10
pounds/day
15.22
1.30
100
150
No
No

PM2.5
0.78
55
No

SO2
0.04
150
No

Refer to Appendix G.2.
Notes: CO = carbon monoxide; NOx = nitrogen oxides; PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns; PM2.5 = particulate matter less than
2.5 microns; SOx = sulfur oxides; VOC = volatile organic compounds.

plans is less than significant.

128 White Paper on Regulatory Options for Addressing Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution Emissions, SCAQMD Board
Meeting, September 5, 2003, Agenda No. 29, Appendix D, p. D-3.
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As shown in Table 4.2-7, construction of the Vons store replacement would not exceed regional VOC, NOx,

Table 4.2-8
Daily Unmitigated Construction Emissions for Proposed Project

CO, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5 concentration thresholds. Moreover, these emissions would be temporary and
would occur prior to construction of the proposed ITC Project.

VOC

Construction of the proposed ITC Project has the potential to temporarily emit criteria air pollutant
emissions through the use of heavy-duty construction equipment, and through vehicle trips generated

CO

NOx

Construction Year

PM10

PM2.5

SO2

pounds/day
Grand Total

2024

14.7

227

146

8.01

5.72

0.59

2025

13.0

196

128

7.70

5.23

0.61

emissions would result from demolition and various soil-handling activities. Mobile source emissions,

2026

11.1

205

118

7.77

5.00

0.51

primarily NOx and PM emissions (i.e., PM10 and PM2.5), would result from the use of diesel powered on-

2027

0.41

23.1

7.22

0.60

0.28

0.03
150

from workers and haul trucks traveling to and from the proposed Project. In addition, fugitive dust

and off-road vehicles and equipment.

Significance Thresholds
Employee Vehicles
2024

Intermittent (short-term) Construction Emissions Analysis
Intermittent (short-term) construction emissions that occur from construction of the proposed Project
were evaluated for each construction year (2024 through 2027). The air quality analysis focuses on
maximum daily emissions from construction activities (mobile, area, stationary, and fugitive sources) and
compares the emission estimates to thresholds of significance identified by the SCAQMD and based on

75

550

100

150

55

0.63

19.3

1.73

1.19

0.50

0.07

2025

0.54

16.7

1.42

1.09

0.45

0.06

2026

0.79

24.1

1.98

1.66

0.69

0.09

2027

0.12

3.52

0.28

0.25

0.10

0.01

Pickup/Delivery Trucks
2024

0.33

8.06

3.82

0.80

0.35

0.05

2025

0.41

9.62

4.48

1.05

0.46

0.07

2026

0.58

15.0

6.88

1.80

0.78

0.11

Table 4.2-8: Daily Unmitigated Construction Emissions for Proposed Project shows the estimated daily

2027

0.10

2.74

1.02

0.29

0.13

0.02

unmitigated emissions for construction related emissions (including combustion engine and fugitive dust

Haul Trucks
2024

0.11

0.77

13.4

1.40

0.63

0.08

2025

0.12

0.94

16.3

1.71

0.77

0.10

2026

0.07

0.51

8.89

0.94

0.42

0.05

2027

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

the SCAQMD Air Quality Handbook. 129

emissions) for the proposed Project. The grand total construction emissions as well as the contribution
from employee vehicle trips, pickup/delivery trucks, haul trucks, and off-road equipment are presented.
The off-road equipment represents the largest contribution to the total construction emissions. The daily
unmitigated NOx construction emissions could potentially exceed the SCAQMD thresholds of significance

Off-road Equipment
2024

during 2024 through 2026.
As shown on Table 4.2-8, daily emissions for criteria pollutants during construction would exceed
significance thresholds for NOx (100 lbs./day) in 2024 (146 lbs./day,) 2025 (128 lbs./day), and 2026 (118

13.6

199

127

4.61

4.24

0.38

2025

11.9

169

105

3.85

3.54

0.38

2026

9.65

166

100

3.37

3.10

0.26

2027

0.19

16.9

5.92

0.06

0.05

<0.01

lbs./day) prior to the application of PDF AQ-1. As such, proposed Project construction impacts for NOx
emissions would be potentially significant. Based on SCAQMD’s policy, this would be a cumulatively

Note: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: See Appendix G.1.

considerable increase in emissions that could increase future exceedances of ozone, a nonattainment
pollutant. For all other criteria pollutants, the construction impact would be less than significant.

Operation
As discussed previously, reconstruction of the existing Vons store to be removed is proposed on the corner
of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. Table 4.2-9: Operational Air Quality Emissions – Vons
Replacement below shows the operational emissions that would be generated by the Vons store

129 South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rulescompliance/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook. Accessed September 2021.
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Regional air emissions from the proposed Project were assessed based on the incremental

Table 4.2-11: Estimated Daily Operational Emissions/Reductions for Proposed Project Motor Vehicles

increase/decrease in emissions compared to Adjusted Baseline conditions (i.e., existing on-site or off-site

presents the daily criteria air pollutant emissions for the six operational scenarios based on VMTs with and

Project-related emissions), consistent with SCAQMD methodology.

without the proposed Project. As shown, the proposed Project daily criteria air pollutant emissions are
less than the daily criteria air pollutant emissions without the proposed Project.

Operational emissions are based on the estimates for operation of the station components of the
proposed Project (ATS trains, stations, and MSF). Operation emissions also include mobile emissions that

Impacts related to proposed Project operation would be less than significant.

would result from worker commute trips and deliveries for supplies, maintenance, and other needs.
Table 4.2-11
Estimated Daily Operational Emissions/Reductions for Proposed Project Motor Vehicles

Table 4.2-9
Operational Air Quality Emissions – Vons Replacement

VOC

VOC
Source
Total Emissionsa

1.04

CO

NOx

PM10

PM2.5

pounds/day
0.26
0.02

0.24

SO2

0.02

<0.01

Refer to Appendix G.2.
Notes: CO = carbon monoxide; NOx = nitrogen oxides; PM10 = particulate matter less than 10 microns; PM2.5 = particulate matter less
than 2.5 microns; SOx = sulfur oxides; VOC = volatile organic compounds.
a Total emissions do not include mobile emissions which are analyzed separately utilizing VMT estimates from the Transportation Study
(Appendix O)

As discussed, the proposed Project would include operations at the MSF facility which would generate air
quality emissions from both area and stationary sources. Table 4.2-10: Operational Air Quality Emissions

Scenario
Adjusted Baseline (2020) Nonevent Weekday without
the proposed Project
Adjusted Baseline (2020) Nonevent Weekday with the
proposed Project
Year 2027 with Event Weekday without the proposed
Project
Year 2027 with Event Weekday with the proposed
Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday without the proposed
Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday with the proposed
Project

– Normal Conditions identifies the operational emissions from the MSF, stations, and other stationary
components of the proposed Project. As shown, all emission for criteria pollutants emissions from
operation of the proposed Project under normal operating conditions would be less than the existing
emissions.
Table 4.2-10
Operational Air Quality Emissions – Normal Conditions
Source

VOC

CO

NOx

Incremental Change
Year 2027 with Event Weekday with the proposed
Project vs Year 2027 with Event Weekday without the
proposed Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday with the proposed
Project vs Year 2045 with Event Weekday without the
proposed Project

CO

NOx

PM10

PM2.5

SO2

pounds/day
473

12,315

3,088

403

194

28.3

467

12,156

3,048

398

191

28.0

230

8,060

1,642

609

255

34.7

219

7,682

1,565

581

243

33.0

185

6,728

1,532

653

269

31.5

175
VOC

6,352
CO

1,447
616
NOx
PM10
pounds/day

254
PM2.5

29.7
SO2

(10.8)

(378)

(77.0)

(28.6)

(12.0)

(1.63)

(10.4)

(377)

(85.8)

(36.5)

(15.0)

(1.76)

Source: See Appendix G.1.

PM10

PM2.5

SO2

Vendor specifications were used to determine air pollutants emission factors for the standby generators.

Employee Trips

0.27

8.50

0.46

0.60

0.25

0.03

Deliveries

0.03

0.27

0.34

0.08

0.04

0.00

Emission factors are 5.27 g/hp-hour for NOx, 0.5 g/hp-hour for CO, 0.18 g/hp-hour for VOC, and 0.4 g/hp-

Area (Consumer Products, Landscaping)

2.56

0.04

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

hour for PM10/PM2.5. The estimated annual fuel usage assuming each generator operates for 50 hours per
year (2 hours per day) is 27,440 gallons of diesel fuel. 130

Energy Source (Natural Gas)

0.07

0.53

0.63

0.05

0.05

0.00

Subtotal Project (Typical Operations)

2.92

9.34

1.42

0.73

0.33

0.04

As shown in Table 4.2-12: Estimated Daily Emissions for Proposed Project Backup Generators, current

Source: See Appendix G.1.

estimated emissions for each of the criteria pollutants are noted. As shown, daily emissions for each of
130 Vender Specifications for Standby Generator, https://www.cat.com/en_US/products/new/power-systems/electricpower.html. Accessed September 2021.
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the backup generators are estimated to be 4.26 lbs./day for VOC, 11.8 lbs./day for CO, 125 lbs. day for

O&M for the standby generators (one generator tested per day for 2 hours) associated with the proposed

NOx, 0.95 lbs./day for PM10, 0.95 lbs./day for PM2.5 and 8.68 lbs./day for SO2.

Project operations (e.g., 126 pounds of NOx). As shown, the typical daily emissions associated with the
proposed Project operations would result in a net negative emissions. Therefore, the proposed Project

Because the backup generators would only run for emergency conditions when the main electrical power
was not available, and for regular testing, the emissions would be limited to only those periods and would

operations would have a less than significant (and beneficial) impact on air quality and would not result in
cumulatively considerable increases that for nonattainment pollutants ozone, PM10, and PM2.5.

not be an ongoing operational activity. Nevertheless, their emissions are included in the overall
assessment of operational emissions to ensure a conservative analysis. Further, because the emissions

Table 4.2-13
Estimated Total Daily Emissions for Proposed Project

from the operation of the proposed Project would regularly be less than the significance thresholds for
NOx, and in fact would result in net negative emissions, the long-term impacts would be less than

Source

significant from the use of the backup generators.
Table 4.2-12
Estimated Daily Emissions (pounds) for Proposed Project Backup Generators
Source
Emergency Generator1

VOC
4.26

CO

NOx

11.8

(lbs. per day)
125
0.95

PM10

PM2.5
0.95

SO2
8.68

______________
Source: See Appendix G.1.
Notes:
Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
1 Emissions are for each generator operating up to 2 hours per day for either emergency power needs or testing
proposes.

Employee Trips
Deliveries
Area (Consumer Products, Landscaping)
Energy Source (Natural Gas)
Subtotal Project (Normal Operations)
Emergency Generators
Subtotal Project (Normal Operations + O&M)
Motor Vehicles
Subtotal (Project with Motor Vehicle Reductions)
Existing Condition
Vons Replacement Store
Grand Total (Project)
Significance Threshold
Exceeds Threshold?

VOC
0.27
0.03
2.56
0.07
2.92
4.26
7.18
-10.8
-3.62
-45.9
1.04
-44.9
55
No

CO
8.50
0.27
0.04
0.53
9.34
11.8
21.2
-378
-357
-1,329
0.24
-1,328.8
550
No

PM10

PM2.5

SO2

(lbs. per day)
0.46
0.60
0.34
0.08
0.00
0.00
0.63
0.05
1.42
0.73
125
0.95
126
1.67
-77.0
-28.6
49.0
-26.9
-143
-55.9
0.26
0.02
-142.7 -55.9
55
150
No
No

NOx

0.25
0.04
0.00
0.05
0.33
0.95
1.28
-12.0
-10.7
-23.6
0.02
-23.6
55
No

0.03
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.04
8.68
8.72
-1.63
7.09
-3.79
<0.01
-3.8
150
No

Source: See Appendix G.1.
Notes: Standby generator values based on vendor specifications. Employee trips and deliveries values based on EMFAC. Area sources and
energy (Natural Gas) values based on CalEEMod. Existing Condition values based on Table 4.2-4.

Health Impacts
A description of adverse health effects from pollutants is provided above under 4.2.2.2: Health Effects of
Pollutants. In terms of correlating the emissions of regional pollutants to health impacts, it takes a very
large amount of additional precursor emissions to cause a modeled increase in ambient ozone levels over

Mitigation Measures

an entire region. As shown in Table 4.2-13 below, the proposed Project would result in a net reduction in

As described above, the proposed Project’s CCP includes PDF AQ-1 which would reduce air quality

air quality emissions. Therefore, operation of the Project will not contribute to adverse health impacts

emissions during construction of the proposed Project. MM AQ-1 incorporates PDF AQ-1 into the post-

related to emissions of criteria pollutants on a regional basis. A discussion of the potential for the Project

mitigated modeling for construction of the proposed Project. PDF-AQ 1 describes a number of specific

to expose sensitive receptors to a substantial increase in pollutant concentrations and the Health Risk

actions to reduce construction NOx emissions from on-road vehicles and off-road equipment used in

Assessment for emissions during construction are discussed below in Impact AQ-3.

construction activities.

Summary
Table 4.2-13: Estimated Total Daily Emissions for Proposed Project presents the daily criteria air pollutant
operational emissions under normal operations including employee trips, deliveries, area sources, energy
sources (natural gas), motor vehicle, while accounting for the reduction in motor vehicle as a result of the
proposed Project and elimination of existing sources. Also presented are the typical daily emissions plus
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4.2 Air Quality

MM AQ-1:

4.2 Air Quality

PDF AQ-1, Construction Air Quality Program, shall be implemented during construction

Table 4.2-14
Daily Mitigated Construction Emissions for Proposed Project

of the ITC Project.

VOC

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Construction
MM AQ-1 incorporates PDF AQ-1 from the proposed Project’s CCP and was included in the post-mitigation
modeling for construction of the proposed Project. Specifically, PDF AQ-1 would require the use
equipment that meets the USEPA’s Final Tier 4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered
construction equipment with 50 hp or greater, for all phases of construction activity, or the use of
equipment that would achieve equivalent emissions reductions. Additionally, PDF AQ-1 would require
construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators to commit to using 2010 model year, or
equivalent, trucks. PDF AQ-1 would also require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural
gas) sweepers with HEPA filters. Compliance with these mitigation measures would result in substantial
reductions in emissions of VOC, NOx PM10, and PM2.5 compared to fleet-wide average emissions for heavyduty construction equipment and trucks in the southern California region.
Table 4.2-14: Daily Mitigated Construction Emissions for Proposed Project shows the estimated daily
mitigated emissions for construction related emissions (including combustion engine and fugitive dust
emissions) for the proposed Project including MM AQ-1.
The total construction emissions including the contribution from employee vehicle trips, pickup/delivery
trucks, haul trucks, and off-road equipment are presented. The daily mitigated construction emissions
would not exceed the SCAQMD thresholds of significance. The mitigation measures represent a reduction
of approximately 3926 percent of the NOx emissions, approximately 3620 percent of the PM10 emissions,
and approximately 4831 percent of the PM2.5 emissions. As such, construction of the proposed Project
would not result a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions. Impacts would be less than significant

Construction Year
Grand Total
2024
2025
2026
2027
Significance Thresholds
Employee Vehicles
2024
2025
2026
2027

9.81
10.0
7.80
0.31

CO

NOx
PM10
pounds/day

393
383
333
25.2
75

550

81.2
79.7
76.1
7.80
100

4.53
5.03
5.21
0.55

PM2.5

2.61
2.85
2.71
0.24
150

55

SO2

0.49
0.52
0.45
0.03
150

0.63
0.54
0.79
0.12

19.3
16.7
24.1
3.52

1.73
1.42
1.98
0.28

1.19
1.09
1.66
0.25

0.50
0.45
0.69
0.10

0.07
0.06
0.09
0.01

Pickup/Delivery Trucks
2024
2025
2026
2027

0.33
0.41
0.58
0.10

8.06
9.62
15.0
2.74

3.82
4.48
6.88
1.02

0.80
1.05
1.80
0.29

0.35
0.46
0.78
0.13

0.05
0.07
0.11
0.02

Haul Trucks
2024
2025
2026
2027

0.11
0.12
0.07
<0.01

0.77
0.94
0.51
<0.01

13.4
16.3
8.89
<0.01

1.40
1.71
0.94
<0.01

0.63
0.77
0.42
<0.01

0.08
0.10
0.05
<0.01

Off-road Equipment
2024
2025
2026
2027

8.74
8.95
6.37
0.09

365
356
293
18.9

62.2
57.5
58.3
6.50

1.14
1.17
0.81
0.01

1.14
1.17
0.81
0.01

0.29
0.30
0.20
<0.01

Note: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: See Appendix G.1.

with mitigation.
As shown in Table 4.2-13, the daily emissions for a backup generator would exceed the NOx SCAQMD

Operation

threshold. Backup generators would only run for emergency conditions when the main electrical power
Operational emissions are based on the estimates for both stationary/area and energy sources for
operation of the station components of the proposed Project (ATS trains, stations, and MSF) and mobile
sources from worker commute trips and deliveries for supplies, maintenance, and other needs).
As shown in Table 4.2-13, the typical daily emissions associated with the proposed Project operations
would result in a net negative emissions. Moreover, daily emissions under normal operations would be

4.2-68

and would not be an ongoing operational activity. Moreover, the overall reductions in emissions from
operation of the Project would more than offset emissions from operation of the generators. Therefore,
the proposed Project operations would have a less than significant (and beneficial) impact on air quality
and would not result in cumulatively considerable increases that for nonattainment pollutants ozone,
PM10, and PM2.5. Pursuant to SCAQMD guidance, the proposed Project's operations would not result in a

below the SCAQMD operational thresholds for all emissions.
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4.2 Air Quality

be 2.42 μg/m3, which would be below the 24-hour PM2.5 threshold of 10.4 μg/m3. Therefore, unmitigated

Impacts related to proposed Project operation would be less than significant.

construction activities would result in a less than significant air quality impact of PM10 and PM2.5 on nearby
Impact AQ-3:

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

receptors due to construction activities.

concentrations?
CO and SO2

Construction

Concentrations of CO and SO2 during the Morning/Evening scenario would not exceed significance

Air Dispersion Analysis

thresholds on nearby receptors as shown in Table 4.2-15. Impacts of CO and SO2 would be less than

A dispersion modeling analysis was conducted to assess related impacts to air concentrations of CO, NO2,

significant.

PM10, PM2.5, and SO2 for nearby receptors within one quarter mile of the proposed Project. These receptors
are designed to represent off-site locations where a person has access and can be situated for an hour or

Morning/Night Construction Activities

longer at a time (which is different from the HRA receptors discussed below, which are designed to

As shown in Table 4.2-16: Estimated Unmitigated Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for

represent specific residences, schools, daycares, off-site worker locations).

Morning/Night Scenario, estimated emissions for the various criteria pollutants for the Morning/Night
scenario.

The ambient air quality standards analysis results are presented for both the Morning/Evening and
Morning/Night construction scenarios identified in the Construction Phasing Narrative (see Appendix F.1).

NOx

Concentrations were compared to SCAQMD’s significance thresholds and California/federal ambient air

For the nearby receptors during construction for the Morning/Night scenario, the maximum construction

quality standards as identified in Table 4.2-6.

incremental annual NO2 impacts including background concentrations would be 0.01 ppm, which is below
the thresholds of 0.03 ppm (State) and 0.0534 ppm (federal). However, the maximum construction

Morning/Evening Construction Activities

incremental 1-hour NO2 impacts to a receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.20 ppm,

Estimated emissions for the various criteria pollutants for the Morning/Evening scenario are shown in

which is above the State threshold of 0.18 ppm. Additionally, the maximum incremental 98th percentile 1-

Table 4.2-15: Estimated Unmitigated Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for

hour NO2 impacts to nearby receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.14 ppm, which is

Morning/Evening Scenario.

above the federal threshold of 0.10 ppm. As such, impacts would be potentially significant for the 1-hour
NO2 State threshold of 0.18 ppm and the 1-hour NO2 federal threshold of 0.10 ppm without mitigation.

NOx
For the nearby receptors during construction for the Morning/Evening scenario, the incremental 1-hour

Particulate Matter

NO2 impacts to a receptor, including background concentrations, would be a maximum of 0.16 ppm, which

As shown in Table 4.2-16, for the nearby receptors, the construction maximum incremental 24-hour and

is below the State threshold of 0.18 ppm. The maximum construction incremental annual NO2 impacts to

annual PM10 impacts to a receptor would be 3.75 μg/m3 and 0.10 μg/m3, respectively. Impacts would be

a nearby receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.01 ppm, which is below the

below the 24-hour PM10 threshold of 10.4 μg/m3 and below the annual PM10 threshold of 1.0 μg/m3. The

thresholds of 0.03 ppm (State) and below the threshold of 0.0534 ppm (federal). However, the maximum

construction maximum incremental 24-hour PM2.5 impacts would be 3.30 μg/m3, which would be below

percentile 1-hour NO2 impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background

the 24-hour PM2.5 threshold of 10.4 μg/m3. Therefore, unmitigated construction activities would result in

concentrations, would be 0.12 ppm, which is above the federal threshold of 0.10 ppm. As such, impacts

a less than significant air quality impact of PM10 and PM2.5 on nearby receptors due to construction

would be potentially significant for the 1-hour NO2 federal threshold of 0.10 ppm without mitigation.

activities.

th

incremental 98

Particulate Matter

CO and SO2

As shown in Table 4.2-15, for the nearby receptors during construction, the maximum incremental 24-

Concentrations of CO and SO2 during the Morning/Night scenario would not exceed significance

hour and annual PM10 impacts to a sensitive receptor would be 2.79 μg/m3 and 0.11 μg/m3, respectively;

thresholds on nearby receptors as shown in Table 4.2-16. Impacts of CO and SO2 would be less than

impacts would be below the 24-hour PM10 threshold of 10.4 μg/m3 and below the annual PM10 threshold

significant.

of 1.0 μg/m3. The construction maximum incremental 24-hour PM2.5 impacts to a sensitive receptor would
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0.12
0.10

0.16

No

Yes

0.01

0.02

0.18

0.06
0.05

0.07
0.07

No

0.03

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

CAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)

No

0.0534

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

NAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)

No

10.4

2.79

2.79

(μg/m3)

24-Hour
PM10

No

1.00

0.11

0.11

Annual
PM10
(μg/m3)

No

10.4

2.42

2.42

24-Hour
PM2.5
(μg/m3)

No

0.25

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

CAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)

No

0.075

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

NAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)

No

0.04

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

24Hour
SO2
(ppm)

No

20.0

4.27

1.80

2.10

0.37

1Hour
CO
(ppm)

4.2-72

No

0.03

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

CAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)

No

0.0534

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

NAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)

No

10.4

3.75

No

1.00

0.10

0.10

(μg/m3)

(μg/m3)

3.75

Annual
PM10

24-Hour
PM10

No

10.4

3.30

3.30

(μg/m3)

24-Hour
PM2.5

No

0.25

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

CAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)

No

0.075

0.01

<0.01

0.01

<0.01

NAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)

No

0.04

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

<0.01

24Hour
SO2
(ppm)

No

20.0

4.59

1.80

2.10

0.69

1-Hour
CO
(ppm)

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.2-73

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

No

9.00

2.46

0.80

1.60

0.06

8Hour
CO
(ppm)

4.2 Air Quality

______________
Source: See Appendix G.1.
Total concentrations reflect rounding of values (Project Increment plus background concentration). Per SCAQMD guidance, PM10 and PM2.5 impacts do not include background concentrations.

Yes

Yes

0.14
0.10

0.20
0.18

0.05
0.01

0.02

0.07

0.11
0.07

98%
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)
Maximum
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)

No

9.00

2.45

0.80

1.60

0.05

8Hour
CO
(ppm)
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Table 4.2-16
Estimated Unmitigated Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM)

Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant
(Yes or No)?

Criteria
Off-site Receptor
(Project Increment)
Background
Concentration
Adjusted Baseline
Concentration
Total Concentration

Meridian Consultants
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______________
Source: See Appendix G.1.
Total concentrations reflect rounding of values (Project Increment plus background concentration). Per SCAQMD guidance, PM10 and PM2.5 impacts do not include background concentrations.

Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant
(Yes or No)?

Criteria
Off-site Receptor
(Project Increment)
Background Concentration
Adjusted Baseline
Concentration
Total Concentration

98%
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)

Maximum
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)

Table 4.2-15
Estimated Unmitigated Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Evening Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM)

4.2 Air Quality

4.2 Air Quality

4.2 Air Quality

Noncarcinogenic Health Risk (Chronic and Acute)

Health Risk Assessment
An HRA was conducted for the proposed Project to address the potential for human health impacts
associated with construction of the proposed Project. The SCAQMD thresholds of significance applied to
assess project-level health impacts are the exposure of persons to substantial levels of air toxics resulting
in (a) a cancer risk level greater than 10 per one million persons; or (b) a noncancerous risk (chronic or
acute) hazard index greater than 1; or (c) a cancer burden of greater than 0.5 excess cancer cases. 131 For
this threshold, sensitive receptors include residential uses, schools, daycare centers, nursing homes,

The HRA also evaluates the risk of potential noncarcinogenic negative health outcomes related to TACs
exposure from airborne emissions during the construction of the proposed Project. For construction, the
potential TAC emission sources are heavy-duty equipment used during demolition, grading and excavation,
and building construction activities. The HRA followed the procedures and methods provided in the
Guidance Manual for Preparation of Health Risk Assessments issued by the OEHHA in 2015 133 as well as
the methods in the SCAQMD’s Risk Assessment Procedures134 used in conjunction with the associated
SCAQMD Permit Application Package “N.” 135 Noncancer effects of chronic (i.e., long- term) and acute (i.e.,

medical centers, and off-site workers.

short-term) TAC exposure were evaluated using the Hazard Index (HI) approach consistent with the OEHHA

Lifetime Cancer Risk

and SCAQMD guidance.

The proposed Project would constitute a new emission source of DPM due to its construction activities.

A chronic health impact equal to or greater than 1.0 represents a significant chronic health hazard. A

Studies have demonstrated that DPM from diesel-fueled engines is a human carcinogen and that chronic

chronic health effect could include irritation to eyes, throat, lungs, or neurological damage. The proposed

(long-term) inhalation exposure to DPM poses a chronic health impact. Health effects from carcinogenic

Project related TACs with known or suspected chronic health effects emitted during construction could

air toxics are usually described in terms of individual cancer risk. Individual cancer risk is the likelihood

include DPM, acetaldehyde, benzene, 1,3-butadiene, formaldehyde, and nickel. 136 An acute health impact

that a person exposed to air toxic concentrations over a 70-year lifetime will contract cancer, based on the

equal to or greater than 1.0 represents a significant acute health hazard. An acute health effect could

use of standard risk-assessment methodology and a 30-year exposure duration. The maximally exposed

include irritation to eyes, throat, or lungs, sensory irritation, or coughing, chest pain or vomiting.

individual (MEI) represents the worst–case risk estimate, based on a theoretical person being exposed for
a period of 30 years at the highest concentration. This is a highly conservative assumption since most

Morning/Evening Construction Activities

people do not remain in place all day and on average residents change residences every 11 to 12 years

Table 4.2-17: Estimated Unmitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Evening

and do not stay in the same place of work for 25 years. In addition, this assumes that individuals are

Scenario provides the proposed Project’s unmitigated health impacts from construction activities for

experiencing outdoor concentrations for the entire exposure period (even when indoors). A school child

existing residences, schools, daycares, and off-site workers, and proposed residences. A large majority of

exposure duration is between ages 2 and 16 years old, which again, is conservative because the

the health impacts are due to off-road construction equipment operating within the proposed Project

elementary, middle, and high school are not often located at the same location. This theoretical 30-year

construction areas with a minimal contribution from off-site construction truck travel along nearby

exposure duration also does not apply to temporary exposure during construction of the project, which

roadways.

will have a duration of approximately 46 months.
As shown in Table 4.2-17, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction
If incremental individual cancer risk from the proposed Project would exceed the SCAQMD regulatory

emissions for existing residential receptors would be 21.9 per one million persons. Moreover, the

threshold of an incremental increase of 10 in one million, then an estimated determination of population

maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction emissions for proposed residential

level risks is required (a cancer burden analysis). For the cancer burden analysis, the proposed Project risks

receptors would be 18.1 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for residential receptors due to

from construction and operation impacts are evaluated for a 70-year residential scenario.132

131 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. Risk Assessment Procedures for Rule 1401, 1401.1, and 212, Version
8.1, September 1, 2017.
132 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. Risk Assessment Procedures for Rule 1401, 1401.1, and 212, Version
8.1, September 1, 2017.
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133 Office of Environmental Health Assessment, Air Toxic Hotspots Program, Risk Assessment Guidelines – Guidance Manual
for Preparation of Health Risk Assessment, February 2015.
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/crnr/2015guidancemanual.pdf
134 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. Risk Assessment Procedures for Rule 1401, 1401.1, and 212, Version
8.1, September 1, 2017.
135 SCAQMD, Permit Application Package “N”, for Use in Conjunction with the Risk Assessment Procedures for Rules 1401,
1401.1, and 212, Draft Version 8.1.
136 Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment. Determination of Noncancer Chronic Reference Exposure Levels.
February 2000.
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construction activities would be potentially above the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per one million persons

one million persons and would be less than significant for all off-site school/daycare receptors due to

and would be potentially significant for residential receptors due to construction activities. The cancer

construction activities.

burden due to construction activities would be 0.03137 and below the SCAQMD threshold of 0.5 excess
cancer cases and would therefore be less than significant for all residential receptors due to construction

The maximum unmitigated chronic health impact for an off-site school/daycare receptor would be 0.01.
Thus, the chronic health impact due to construction activities for all off-site school/daycare receptors

activities.

would be below the project-level threshold of 1 and the chronic health impact would be less than
Table 4.2-17
Estimated Unmitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities
for Morning/Evening Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM)

significant for all off-site school/daycare receptors due to construction activities.
As shown in Table 4.2-17, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction
emissions for an off-site worker receptor (such as office buildings, retail centers, hotels, hospitals) would
be 0.43 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for an off-site worker receptor due to construction

Criteria
Existing Residence
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

Cancer Risk
21.9
10
Yes

Chronic/Acute Impact
0.01
1.0
No

Off-site School/Daycare
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

1.05
10
No

0.01
1.0
No

Off-site Worker
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

0.43
10
No

0.02
1.0
No

Proposed Residence

18.1
10
Yes

0.01
1.0
No

Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?
______________
Note: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: See Appendix G.1.

activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per one million persons and would be less than
significant for all off-site worker receptors due to construction activities.
The maximum unmitigated chronic health impact for an off-site worker receptor would be 0.02. Thus, the
chronic health impact due to construction activities for all off-site worker receptors would be below the
project-level threshold of 1 and the chronic health impact would be less than significant for all off-site
worker receptors due to construction activities.

Morning/Night Construction Activities
Table 4.2-18: Estimated Unmitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Night
Scenario provides the proposed Project’s unmitigated health impacts from construction activities for
existing residences, schools, daycares, and off-site workers, and proposed residences. A large majority of
the health impacts are due to off-road construction equipment operating within the proposed Project
construction areas with a minimal contribution from off-site construction truck travel along nearby

The unmitigated chronic health impact would be 0.01, based on a proposed Project-related maximum

roadways.

annual diesel concentration of 0.07 μg/m3 (per dispersion modeling analysis) or 0.07 μg/m3/5.0 μ g/m3,
which is 0.01. The chronic health impact due to construction activities would be below the project-level

As shown in Table 4.2-18, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction

threshold of 1 and would therefore be less than significant for all residential receptors due to construction

emissions for a residential receptor would be 24.7 per one million persons. Moreover, the maximum

activities.

cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction emissions for proposed residential receptors
would be 27.8 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for residential receptors due to construction

As shown in Table 4.2-17, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction

activities would be potentially above the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per one million persons and would be

emissions for a school/daycare receptor would be 1.05 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for

potentially significant for residential receptors due to construction activities. The cancer burden due to

school/daycare receptors due to construction activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per

construction activities would be 0.02 138 and below the SCAQMD threshold of 0.5 excess cancer cases and
would therefore be less than significant for all residential receptors due to construction activities.

137 Cancer burden is the total cancer risk for all receptors divided by the estimated population within the modeling domain.
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138 Cancer burden is the total cancer risk for all receptors divided by the estimated population within the modeling domain.
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The unmitigated chronic health impact would be 0.01, based on a proposed Project-related maximum

be 0.28 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for off-site worker receptors due to construction

annual diesel concentration of 0.08 μg/m3 (per dispersion modeling analysis) or 0.08 μg/m3/5.0 μ g/m3,

activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per one million persons and would be less than

which is 0.01. The chronic health impact due to construction activities would be below the project-level

significant health impacts for all off-site worker receptors due to construction activities.

threshold of 1 and would therefore be less than significant for all residential receptors due to construction
The maximum unmitigated chronic health impact modeled to occur at an off-site worker receptor would

activities.

be 0.01. Thus, the chronic health impact due to construction activities at all off-site worker receptors
Table 4.2-18
Estimated Unmitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM)

would be below the project-level threshold of 1 and would be less than significant for all off-site worker
receptors due to construction activities.

Summary
Criteria
Existing Residence
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

Cancer Risk
24.7
10
Yes

Chronic/Acute Impact
0.01
1.0
No

Off-site School/Daycare
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

1.62
10
No

0.01
1.0
No

The proposed Project, without mitigation, would result in noncarcinogenic health risk that would be below

Off-site Worker
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

0.28
10

0.01
1.0

school (child), and early childhood education (child) receptors and, this, this impact would be less than

No

No

significant.

Proposed Residence
Significance Threshold
Potentially Significant (Yes or No)?

27.8
10
Yes

0.02
1.0
No

Operation

______________
Note: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: See Appendix G1: Air Quality and Human Health Risk Assessment.

As a result of emissions from TACs for both the Morning/Evening and Morning/Night scenarios, the
proposed Project, without mitigation could result in an incremental cancer risk that exceeds applicable
standards, the impacts related to such exposures are potentially significant.

the significance threshold of a chronic health impact of 1.0 for the maximum impacted resident, worker,

As discussed in Impact AQ-2, the typical daily emissions associated with the proposed Project operations
would result in net negative emissions. As a result, the proposed Project would not expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts from operation would be less than significant.

As shown in Table 4.2-18, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction

Mitigation Measures

emissions for a school/daycare receptor would be 1.62 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for

Construction Mitigation

school/daycare receptors due to construction activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per
one million persons and would be less than significant for all off-site school/daycare receptors due to

As described above, the proposed Project’s CCP includes PDF AQ-1 which would reduce air quality
emissions during construction of the proposed Project. Mitigation Measure MM AQ-1 incorporates PDF

construction activities.

AQ-1 into the post-mitigated modeling for construction of the proposed Project.
The maximum unmitigated chronic health impact for an off-site school/daycare receptors would be 0.01.
Thus, the chronic health impact due to construction activities for all off-site school/daycare receptors

Operation Mitigation

would be below the project-level threshold of 1 and the chronic health impact would be less than

As there are no significant impacts resulting from operation of the proposed Project, no mitigation

significant for all off-site school/daycare receptors due to construction activities.

required.

As shown in Table 4.2-18, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction
emissions for an off-site worker receptor (such as office buildings, retail centers, hotels, hospitals) would
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construction activities for the Morning/Night Scenario.
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0.18
No

No

0.01
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2.48

9.00
No
20.0
No
0.04
No
0.075
No
0.25
No
10.4
No
1.00
No
10.4
No

0.05
0.83
0.01

<0.01

0.0534
No
0.03
No

0.80
1.80

4.56
<0.01

<0.01
<0.01

0.01
0.01
0.64

<0.01

1.60

0.08
0.66

2.10
<0.01

<0.01
<0.01

0.01
0.01

<0.01

1Hour
CO
(ppm)
24Hour
SO2
(ppm)
NAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)
(μg/m3)

0.64
0.05
0.83
<0.01

0.01

4.2-81
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Impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation for NO2 on nearby receptors during

______________
Source: See Appendix G.1.
Total concentrations reflect rounding of values (Project Increment plus background concentration). Per SCAQMD guidance, PM10 and PM2.5 impacts do not include background concentrations.
a This value was rounded up from 0.098 and would be below the threshold of 0.10.

annual NO2 impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.01 ppm,
which is below the thresholds of 0.03 ppm (State) and 0.0534 ppm (federal).

Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

0.099 ppm, which is below the federal threshold of 0.10 ppm. The maximum construction incremental

<0.01

percentile 1-hour NO2 impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background concentrations, would be

0.09
0.10

0.14 ppm, which is below the State threshold of 0.18 ppm. Moreover, maximum incremental 98th

0.01

incremental 1-hour NO2 impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background concentrations, would be

0.02

the federal threshold of 0.10 ppm. As shown in Table 4.2-20: Estimated Mitigated Concentration Impacts
from Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario, for the air quality receptors, the maximum

0.12

impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.14 ppm, which is above

<0.01

the State threshold of 0.18 ppm. Moreover, unmitigated maximum incremental 98th percentile 1-hour NO2

0.01

impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.20 ppm, which is above

0.05

As noted above, during the Morning/Night scenario the unmitigated construction incremental 1-hour NO2

0.03

Morning/Night Scenario

0.07

construction activities for the Morning/Evening Scenario.

Criteria
Off-site Receptor
(Project Increment)
Background Concentration
Adjusted Baseline
Concentration
Total Concentration

Impacts would be less than significant with incorporation of mitigation for NO2 on nearby receptors during

(μg/m3)

threshold of 0.0534 ppm (federal). Therefore, mitigated construction activities would not exceed the 1hour and annual NO2 thresholds.

(μg/m3)

of 0.10 ppm. The maximum construction incremental annual NO2 impacts including background
concentrations would be 0.01 ppm, which is below the thresholds of 0.03 ppm (state) and below the

CAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)

receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.09 ppm, which is below the federal threshold

24-Hour
PM2.5

receptors during construction, the maximum incremental 98th percentile 1-hour NO2 impacts to a sensitive

Annual
PM10

Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Evening Scenario, for the air quality

24-Hour
PM10

ppm, which is above the federal threshold of 0.10 ppm. As shown in Table 4.2-19: Estimated Mitigated

NAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)

percentile 1-hour NO2 impacts to a sensitive receptor, including background concentrations, would be 0.12

Table 4.2-19
Estimated Mitigated Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Evening Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM)

As noted above, during the Morning/Evening scenario the unmitigated maximum incremental 98th

CAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)

Morning/Evening Scenario

98%
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)
0.03

Air Dispersion Analysis

Maximum
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)

Level of Significance after Mitigation

8-Hour
CO
(ppm)

4.2 Air Quality
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Health Risk Assessment
Morning/Evening Scenario
As noted above, during the Morning/Evening scenario the maximum cancer risk from the unmitigated
construction emissions from the proposed Project for existing residential receptors would be 21.9 per one
million persons. The maximum cancer risk from unmitigated construction emissions from the proposed
Project for proposed residential receptors would be 18.1 per one million persons. Table 4.2-21: Estimated
Mitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Evening Scenario provides the
mitigated proposed Project health impacts from construction activities for existing residences, schools,
daycares, and off-site workers, and proposed residences. A large majority of the health impacts are due to
off-road construction equipment operating within the proposed Project construction areas with a minimal
contribution from off-site construction truck travel along nearby roadways.

4.2-82

Table 4.2-21
Estimated Mitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Evening Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM)
Criteria
Existing Off-site Residence
Significance Threshold

Cancer Risk
7.21
10
No

Chronic/Acute
<0.01
1.0
No

Off-site School/Daycare
Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

0.34
10
No

<0.01
1.0
No

Off-site Worker
Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

0.14
10

0.01
1.0

No

No

Proposed Residence
Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

5.94
10
No

<0.01
1.0
No

Threshold Exceeded?

______________
Notes: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: See Appendix G.1.

Residential Receptors
As shown in Table 4.2-21, the maximum cancer risk from mitigated construction emissions from the
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

______________
Source: See Appendix G.1.
Total concentrations reflect rounding of values (Project Increment plus background concentration). Per SCAQMD guidance, PM10 and PM2.5 impacts do not include background concentrations.
a
This value was rounded up from 0.099 and would be below the threshold of 0.10.

Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

0.18
No

No

2.51

9.00
No
20.0
No
0.04
No
0.075
No
0.25
No
10.4
No
1.00
No
10.4
No
0.0534
No
0.03
No

0.80
1.80

5.17
<0.01

<0.01
<0.01

0.01
0.01
0.88
0.05
0.01

0.01

<0.01

0.10a
0.10

0.02

0.14

0.01

<0.01

1.07

<0.01

1.60

0.11
1.27

2.10
<0.01

<0.01
<0.01
<0.01

0.01
0.07

0.05

0.01

0.01

(μg/m3)

0.88

(μg/m3)

0.05

(μg/m3)

Criteria
Off-site Receptor
(Project Increment)
Background Concentration
Adjusted Baseline
Concentration
Total Concentration

0.06

0.04

<0.01

<0.01

1.07

0.01

24Hour
SO2
(ppm)
NAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)
CAAQS
1-Hour
SO2
(ppm)
24Hour
PM2.5
Annual
PM10
24-Hour
PM10

NAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)
CAAQS
Annual
NO2
(ppm)
98%
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)
Maximum
1-Hour
NO2
(ppm)

Table 4.2-20
Estimated Mitigated Concentration Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM)

1-Hour
CO
(ppm)

8-Hour
CO
(ppm)

4.2 Air Quality

4.2 Air Quality

proposed Project for existing residential receptors would be 7.21 per one million persons. The maximum
cancer risk from mitigated construction emissions from the proposed Project for residential receptors
would be 5.94 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for residential receptors due to construction
activities would be less than significant for all residential receptors due to construction activities. The
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18
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cancer burden due to construction activities would be 0.01 139 and below the SCAQMD threshold of 0.5

Impacts for chronic health issues would be less than significant for all off-site worker receptors during

excess cancer cases.

construction activities.

The mitigated chronic health impact would be less than 0.01, based on a proposed Project-related

Morning/Night Scenario

maximum annual diesel concentration of 0.02 μg/m3 (per dispersion modeling analysis) or 0.02 μg/m3/5.0
μ g/m3, which is 0.01. The chronic health impact due to construction activities would be below the projectlevel threshold of 1.

As noted above, the maximum cancer risk from unmitigated construction emissions from the proposed
Project for existing residential receptors would be 24.7 per one million persons. The maximum cancer risk
from unmitigated construction emissions from the proposed Project for proposed residential receptors

Impacts for chronic health issues would be less than significant for all residential receptors due to

would be 27.8 per one million persons. Table 4.2-22: Estimated Mitigated Health Impacts from
Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario provides the mitigated proposed Project health

construction activities.

impacts from construction activities for existing residences, schools, daycares, and off-site workers, and
School/Daycare Receptors

proposed residences. A large majority of the health impacts are due to off-road construction equipment

As shown in Table 4.2-21, the maximum cancer risk from mitigated proposed construction emissions for a

operating within the proposed Project construction areas with a minimal contribution from off-site

school/daycare receptor would be 0.34 per one million persons. 140 Thus, the cancer risk for

construction truck travel along nearby roadways.

school/daycare receptors due to construction activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per
one million persons and would be less than significant health impacts for all school/daycare receptors due
to construction activities. The maximum mitigated chronic health impact for a school/daycare receptor
would be less than 0.01. The chronic health impact due to construction activities for all school/daycare
receptors would be below the project-level threshold of 1.

Table 4.2-22
Estimated Mitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM)

construction activities.

Criteria
Existing Off-site Residence
Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

Off-site Worker Receptor

Off-site School/Daycare
Significance Threshold

As shown in Table 4.2-21, the maximum cancer risk from mitigated proposed Project construction

Threshold Exceeded?

0.52
10
No

Off-site Worker
Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

0.09
10
No

<0.01
1.0
No

Off-site Worker
Significance Threshold
Threshold Exceeded?

9.17
10

0.01
1.0

No

No

The chronic health impact would be less than significant for all school/daycare receptors during

emissions for an off-site worker receptor would be 0.14 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for
off-site worker receptors due to construction activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per
one million persons.
Impacts would be less than significant health impacts for all off-site worker receptors during construction

Cancer Risk

Chronic/Acute Impact

8.18
10
No

<0.01
1.0
No
<0.01
1.0
No

______________
Note: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: Appendix G.1.

activities.
The maximum mitigated chronic health impact modeled to occur at an off-site worker receptor would be
0.01. Thus, the chronic health impact due to construction activities at all off-site worker receptors would

Residential Receptors

be below the project-level threshold of 1.

As shown in Table 4.2-22, the maximum cancer risk from mitigated construction emissions from the
proposed Project for existing residential receptors would be 8.18 per one million persons. The maximum
139 Cancer burden is the total cancer risk for all receptors divided by the estimated population within the modeling domain.
140 Primarily due to construction activities during year 2 (2025) and 3 (2026) within Phases 1 through 8.
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4.2 Air Quality

receptors would be 9.17 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for residential receptors due to

4.2 Air Quality

Impacts would be less than significant for all off-site worker receptors during construction activities.

construction activities would be less than significant for all residential receptors due to construction
activities. The cancer burden due to construction activities would be 0.01 141 and below the SCAQMD
threshold of 0.5 excess cancer cases.

Summary
The SCAQMD thresholds of significance applied to assess project-level health impacts are the exposure of
persons to substantial levels of air toxics resulting in (a) a cancer risk level greater than 10 per one million

The mitigated chronic health impact would be 0.01, based on a proposed Project-related maximum annual
diesel concentration of 0.02 μg/m3 (per dispersion modeling analysis) or 0.02 μg/m3/5.0 μ g/m3, which is

persons or (b) a noncancerous risk (chronic or acute) hazard index greater than 1 or (c) a cancer burden of
greater than 0.5 excess cancer cases. 143

0.01. The chronic health impact due to construction activities would be below the project-level threshold
of 1.

Localized impacts from criteria pollutants would be a less than significant with incorporation of mitigation
measures designed to reduce NO2 on nearby receptors during construction activities for the

Impacts for chronic health issues would be less than significant for all residential receptors during

Morning/Evening and Morning/Night Scenarios during construction.

construction activities.
The proposed Project would result in carcinogenic health risk that would be below the significance

School/Daycare Receptors

threshold for the maximum impacted resident, worker, school (child), and early childhood education
As shown in Table 4.2-22, the maximum cancer risk from mitigated proposed Project construction
emissions for a school/daycare receptor would be 0.52 per one million persons. 142 Thus, the cancer risk

(child) receptors and, this, this impact would be less than significant with the implementation of
mitigation.

for school/daycare receptors due to construction activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10
per one million persons.

Emissions of TACs would result in acute and chronic noncarcinogenic health risks below applicable
standards, the impacts related to such exposures are less than significant. Therefore, the impacts related

The maximum mitigated chronic health impact for all school/daycare receptors would be less than 0.01.
Thus, the chronic health impact due to construction activities for all school/daycare receptors would be

to exposing air quality sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant emissions would be less than significant
with the implementation of mitigation.

below the project-level threshold of 1.

4.2.8

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The chronic health impact would be less than significant for all school/daycare receptors during
The following cumulative impact analysis is based on the recommendations provided by SCAQMD in the

construction activities.

Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution White Paper. 144 SCAQMD’s
Off-site Worker Receptor

guidance for assessing a project’s cumulative impacts recommends the use of two alternative

As shown in Table 4.2-22, the maximum cancer risk from mitigated proposed Project construction

methodologies: (1) that project-specific air quality impacts be used to determine the project’s potential

emissions for an off-site worker receptor would be 0.09 per one million persons. Thus, the cancer risk for

cumulative impacts to regional air quality; or (2) that a project’s consistency with the AQMPs are used to

off-site worker receptors due to construction activities would be below the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per

determine its potential cumulative impacts. Under SCAQMD’s guidance, “[p]rojects that exceed the

one million persons.

project-specific significance thresholds are considered by SCAQMD to be cumulatively considerable. This
is the reason project-specific and cumulative significance thresholds are the same. Conversely, projects

The maximum mitigated chronic health impact modeled to occur at an off-site worker receptor would be

that do not exceed the project-specific thresholds are generally not considered to be cumulatively

less than 0.01. Thus, the chronic health impact due to construction activities at all off-site worker receptors
would be below the project-level threshold of 1.

141 Cancer burden is the total cancer risk for all receptors divided by the estimated population within the modeling domain.
142 Primarily due to construction activities during year 2 (2025) and 3 (2026) within Phases 1 through 8.
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143 South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. Risk Assessment Procedures for Rule 1401, 1401.1, and 212, Version
8.1, September 1, 2017.
144 SCAQMD, White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution, August 2003.
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Environmental-Justice/cumulative-impacts-workinggroup/cumulative-impacts-white-paper.pdf. Accessed September 2021.
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significant.” Consistent with this guidance, the potential for the proposed Project to results in cumulative

and proposed residential receptors due to construction activities would be less than significant with

impacts from regional emissions is assessed based on SCAQMD thresholds.

mitigation for all residential receptors due to construction activities.

According to the SCAQMD, individual development projects that exceed the SCAQMD-recommended daily

Based on SCAQMD methodology, the proposed Project construction emissions would represent a

thresholds for project-specific impacts would cause a cumulatively considerable increase in emissions for

considerable contribution to a cumulative impact, resulting in a potentially significant and unavoidable

those pollutants for which the Basin is in nonattainment.

cumulative impact.

4.2.8.1

4.2.8.2

Construction

The SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook 145 states: “[f]rom an air quality perspective, the impact of a

Operation

Modeling of daily criteria air pollutant emissions for the six operational scenarios includes consideration

project is determined by examining the types and levels of emissions generated by the project and its

of VMT with and without the proposed Project. The 2027 and 2045 scenarios include the development of

impact on factors that affect air quality. As such, projects should be evaluated in terms of air pollution

the related projects identified in Section 4.0, 4.0.6: Cumulative Assumptions. In addition, the

thresholds established by the District.” According to the SCAQMD, if an individual project results in air

Transportation Study (see Appendix O) the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS 146 Socio-economic data (SED) for

emissions of criteria pollutants that exceed the SCAQMD’s recommended daily thresholds for project-

base year (2016) and Future baseline (2045) constrained conditions were utilized as the basis for

specific impacts, then the project would also result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of these

developing the socio-economic data for use with the Inglewood Travel Demand Forecast (TDF) model.

criteria pollutants.

Updates to the socioeconomic data include those associated with known related projects from various
cities and adjacent jurisdictions. Opening year (2027) SED database was used for the Inglewood TDF

During construction, the proposed Project’s unmitigated daily criteria pollutant emissions would not
exceed SCAQMD thresholds, with the exception of NOx. Implementation of MM AQ-1 would reduce
potential construction-related proposed Project’s daily emissions. Construction-related daily emissions

developed using interpolation of the 2016 and 2045 databases from SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data
updated for related projects. Therefore, the 2027 and 2045 scenarios account for the growth associated
with related project and future growth as provided by SCAG.

would not exceed the SCAQMD’s regional significance threshold for NOx with mitigation. As such, impacts
from the proposed Project would be less than significant with mitigation and would not result in a

With the proposed Project, emissions would result in decreases for all criteria pollutants (VOC, CO, NOx,

cumulatively considerable increase of NOx during the construction period.

PM10, PM2.5 and SO2) compared to existing conditions, as well as the 2027 and 2045 scenarios without the
proposed Project. Thus, operations would not have a significant cumulative regional air quality impact due

Unmitigated construction activities would potentially exceed the 1-hour NO2 State threshold and the 1hour NO2 federal threshold at nearby receptors. However, implementation of MM AQ-1 would reduce

to criteria pollutant emissions. In fact, emissions would be reduced from existing and future 2027 and
2045 No Project scenarios. As such, cumulative impacts from Project operations would be beneficial.

potential construction-related daily emissions for the proposed Project below the 1-hour NO2 State
threshold and the 1-hour NO2 federal threshold., As such, the construction related activities would be less
than significant with mitigation. All other pollutant emissions during construction would fall below the
thresholds and cumulative impacts would be less than significant.

4.2.9

CONSISTENCY WITH CITY GENERAL PLAN

As discussed previously under Impact AQ-1, the proposed Project would provide direct connections
between the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as

The maximum cancer risk from unmitigated proposed Project construction emissions for existing and
proposed residential receptors would be potentially above the SCAQMD threshold of 10 per one million
persons. However, implementation of MM AQ-1 would reduce potential construction-related emissions

The Forum, the LASED and HPSP including SoFi stadium, and IBEC. Implementation of the proposed Project
would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita VMT. For these reasons, the
proposed Project would not conflict with Inglewood General Plan policies related to air quality.

for the proposed Project below the 10 per one million persons threshold. Thus, the cancer risk for existing

145 SCAQMD, Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook, http://www.aqmd.gov/CEQA/hdbk.html. Accessed September 2021
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146 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx. Accessed September 2021.
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4.3 Biological Resources

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

x

A substantial adverse effect on State or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means.

This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the

x

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan.

4.3
4.3.1 INTRODUCTION

impacts of the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project) on nesting or migratory
birds/raptors and trees afforded protection pursuant to Federal, State of California (State), and local

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the

statues and regulations. The existing biological resource conditions in the area of the proposed Project

proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments

are described, along with the methodology and the regulatory framework that guided the evaluation of

received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the

biological resources. Potential impacts to biological resources that would result from the proposed Project

height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating

are identified, along with any measures to mitigate significant effects of the proposed Project. The

the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester

following information is incorporated into this section:

Boulevard, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a

x

Preliminary Tree Survey of ATS Alignment, Meridian Consultants LLC, June 11, 2018 (Appendix H.1);

new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie

x

Preliminary Tree Survey of Potential Support Facility Sites, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 20,
2018 (Appendix H.2);

x

Preliminary and Supplemental Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Incorporated, September 10, 2021
(Appendix H.3); and

The changes to the design of the proposed Project do not create the potential for significant impacts

x

CNDBR Survey, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 10, 2021 (Appendix H.4)

acquisitions that would require demolition prior to construction of the proposed Project. Additionally, the

Avenue. These changes include updated construction and operational details which resulted in similar
impacts to biological resources compared to the December 2020 Draft EIR.

related to the impacts above. The revised proposed Project would result in additional property
revised proposed Project would include a Vons store replacement which would be developed prior to

The existing biological resources within the footprint of the proposed Project and immediate surrounding

construction of the proposed Project. These changes would not affect the potential level of significance

area have been evaluated based on existing published information and database research. The existing

for the impacts discussed above.

resources have been identified, along with the methodology and the regulatory framework that guided
the evaluation thereof. Direct and/or indirect impacts to biological resources that would result from the

Impacts found to be less than significant are further discussed in Section 6.0: Other Environmental

demolition and clearing of existing vegetation, and construction and operation of the proposed Project

Considerations.

were identified and evaluated as part of the Revised Initial Study prepared prior to the preparation of the
December 2020 Draft EIR, and it was determined that the proposed Project would result in a “Less than
Significant Impact.” Additionally, for three of these thresholds, the Initial Study found that the proposed

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft
EIR.

Project would have “No Impact.”

4.3.2 METHODOLOGY

The following impacts were determined to be less than significant:

The methodology used to evaluate impacts to biological resources entails a review of the appropriate

x

x

A substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or
by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).
A substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS.

biological resources databases to determine which threatened or endangered plant or animal species
have the potential to occur within the 7.5-minute quadrangles in which the proposed Project, including
the guideway and stations, and support facility sites are located. The visual surveys were conducted to
determine whether biological resources, including sensitive ecological areas, wetlands, wildlife migratory
corridors, and/or habitat conservation areas, occur within 0.25 mile radius of the proposed guideway,
stations, and other support facility sites to support these sensitive species. If the proposed Project could
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potentially impact biological resources that exist within this area, there would be a potential for adverse

4.3.3.1

impacts.

Federal Regulations

Federal Endangered Species Act

An intensive tree survey was completed to identify and categorize the existing street trees and

The Federal Endangered Species Act 2 (FESA) of 1973, as amended, was promulgated to protect, and

landscaping that may be impacted (see Appendix H.1). This tree inventory covered the entire guideway

conserve any species of plant or animal that is endangered or threatened with extinction and the habitats

alignment and locations of stations, including the public rights-of-way along the proposed Project with an

in which these species are found.

approximately 50-foot buffer, as well as sites for potential support facilities. As the proposed Project has
been refined, some of these potential locations have been eliminated from further consideration and
were not analyzed in this section. Additionally, as the 50-foot buffer area included in the Tree Inventory
provided a considerably conservative analysis for potential impacts of the proposed Project on biological
resources, this section only addresses trees identified in the report that have been reasonably inferred to
be within or near the footprint for the proposed guideway, stations, and support facilities.

Section 4(a) of the FESA3 requires that critical habitat be designated by the USFWS “to the maximum
extent prudent and determinable, at the time a species is determined to be endangered or threatened.”
Critical habitat is formally designated by USFWS to provide guidance for planners/managers and biologists
with an indication of where suitable habitat may occur and where high priority of preservation for a
particular species should be given. “Take” of endangered species is prohibited under Section 9 4 of the
FESA. Take, as defined under FESA, means to “harass, harm, pursue, hunt, wound, kill, trap, capture,

The Tree Inventory collected information on all trees meeting the specifications for protected tree status

collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct.” Section 7 of the FESA requires federal agencies to

as described by the City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance. 1 Data collection included a

consult with the USFWS on proposed federal actions that may affect any endangered, threatened or

determination of species, geographic positioning system (GPS) coordinates, tree diameter at breast height

proposed (for listing) species or critical habitat that may support the species.

(DBH) at 54.5 inches above the ground, and a description of tree health (poor, fair, or good as determined
in the field). The information included in this tree inventory was reported in accordance with accepted
scientific and technical standards that are consistent with the requirements of the USFWS and the CDFW.
Based on the results of this inventory and the proposed improvements, loss of biological resources and
their resulting impacts were identified. Construction of the guideway and stations would include
equipment staging areas that may reach 22 feet from the guideway. As such, this analysis conservatively
assumed that all existing trees within 25 feet of the proposed guideway and stations, and the MSF and

Section 10 5 of the FESA provides the regulatory mechanism that allows the incidental take of a listed
species by private interests and nonfederal government agencies during lawful activities. Habitat
conservation plans (HCPs) for the impacted species must be developed in support of incidental take
permits for nonfederal projects to minimize impacts to the species and develop viable mitigation
measures to offset the unavoidable impacts.

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

PDS substation sites could be removed during construction. Additionally, potential measures to mitigate
The Migratory Bird Treaty Act 6 (MBTA) of 1918 is the domestic law that affirms or implements the United

significant impacts have been identified for the proposed Project, as necessary.

States’ commitment to four international conventions with Canada, Japan, Mexico, and Russia for the

4.3.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

protection of shared migratory bird resources. The MBTA governs the taking, killing, possession,

A review of the various federal, State, regional, and local government regulatory requirements was
conducted to identify regulations that provide protections of biological resources. This section
summarizes the various regulatory requirements that are relevant to the proposed Project.

transportation, and importation of migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, and prohibits the take,
possession, import, export, transport, sale, purchase, barter, or offering of these activities, except under
a valid permit or as permitted in the implementing regulations.

2
3
4
5
6

1

Inglewood Municipal Code Chapter 12, Article 32, Tree Preservation.
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United Sate Code (USC), Title 16, Sections 1531-1544, Endangered Species Act.
USC Title 16, Section 1533. [ESA Section 4] Determination of endangered species and threatened species.
USC Title 16, Section 1538. [ESA Section 9] Prohibited acts.
USC Title 16, Section 1539. [ESA Section 10] Exceptions.
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (16 U.S.C. 703-712; Ch. 128; July 3, 1918; 40 Stat.
755) as amended by: Chapter 634; June 20, 1936; 49 Stat. 1556; P.L. 86-732; September 8, 1960; 74 Stat. 866; P.L. 90-578;
October 17, 1968; 82 Stat. 1118; P.L. 91-135; December 5, 1969; 83 Stat. 282; P.L. 93-300; June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 190; P.L.
95-616; November 8, 1978; 92 Stat. 3111; P.L. 99-645; November 10, 1986; 100 Stat. 3590 and P.L. 105-312; October 30,
1998; 112 Stat. 2956
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As with the FESA, the MBTA also authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to issue permits for take. The

receive formal legal protection, the use of the term does not necessarily ensure that the species will be

procedures for securing such permits are found in Title 50 of the Code of Federal Regulations, together

proposed for listing as a threatened or endangered species.

with a list of the migratory birds covered by the act. This law is generally protective of migratory birds but
does not specify the type of protection required. USFWS administers permits to take migratory birds in

California Native Plant Protection Act

accordance with the regulations promulgated by the MBTA. Nesting raptors, such as red-tailed hawks and

The California Naïve Plant protection Act8 (NPPA) was enacted in 1977 and allows the Fish and Game

burrowing owls, are protected under the MBTA. In common practice, USFWS places restrictions on

Commission to designate plants as rare or endangered. There are 64 species, subspecies, and varieties of

disturbances allowed near active raptor nests.

plants that are protected as rare under the NPPA. The NPPA prohibits take of endangered or rare native

4.3.3.2

plants, but includes some exceptions for agricultural and nursery operations; emergencies; and after

State Regulations

properly notifying CDFW for vegetation removal from canals, roads, and other sites, changes in land use,

California Endangered Species Act (CESA)

and in certain other situations (see Fish and Game Code section 1900 et seq. for more information).

In addition to federal laws, the State implements the California Endangered Species Act,7 (CESA) which is

California Fish and Game Code

enforced by CDFW. The CESA program maintains a separate listing of species beyond the FESA, although

Section 3500-3516 – Birds

the provisions of each act are similar.

California Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, 3511, and 35139 are applicable to natural resource
State-listed threatened and endangered species are protected under provisions of the CESA. Activities
that may result in “take” of individuals (defined in CESA as; “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or
attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill”) are regulated by CDFW. Habitat degradation or
modification is not included in the definition of “take” under CESA. Nonetheless, CDFW has interpreted

management. Section 3503 of the Code makes it unlawful to destroy any birds’ nest or any birds’ eggs
that are protected under the MBTA. Further, any birds in the orders Falconiformes or Strigiformes (Birds
of Prey, such as hawks, eagles, and owls) are protected under Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code
which makes it unlawful to take, possess, or destroy their nest or eggs.

“take” to include the destruction of nesting, denning, or foraging habitat necessary to maintain a viable
breeding population of protected species.

A consultation with CDFW may be required prior to the removal of any bird of prey nest that may occur
on a project site. Section 3511 of the Fish and Game Code lists fully protected bird species, where the

The State of California considers an endangered species as one whose prospects of survival and
reproduction are in immediate jeopardy. A threatened species is considered as one present in such small
numbers throughout its range that it is likely to become an endangered species in the near future in the

CDFW is unable to authorize the issuance of permits or licenses to take these species. Pertinent species
that are State fully protected by the State include golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) and white-tailed kite
(Elanus leucurus).

absence of special protection or management. A rare species is one that is considered present in such
small numbers throughout its range that it may become endangered if its present environment worsens.

Section 3513 of the Fish and Game Code makes it unlawful to take or possess any migratory nongame bird

State threatened and endangered species are fully protected against take, as defined above.

as designated in the MBTA or any part of such migratory nongame bird except as provided by rules and
regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior under provisions of the MBTA.

The CDFW has also produced a species of special concern list to serve as a species watch list. Species on
this list are either of limited distribution or their habitats have been reduced substantially, such that a
threat to their populations may be imminent. Species of special concern may receive special attention
during environmental review, but they do not have formal statutory protection. At the federal level,
USFWS also uses the label species of concern, as an informal term that refers to species which might be
in need of concentrated conservation actions. As the Species of Concern designated by USFWS do not
8
9
7

California, Fish and Game Code, Section 2050 et. seq. California Endangered Species Act.
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California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA), accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Plants/Laws.
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Fish and Game Code (FGC), Division 4. Birds and Mammals, [3000 - 4904](
Division 4 enacted by Stats. 1957, Ch. 456), Part 2. Birds [3500 - 3864] ( Part 2 enacted by Stats. 1957, Ch. 456)
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California Fish and Game Code Sections 1900–1913 – Rare and Endangered Plants

California Environmental Quality Act

California Fish and Game Code Sections 1900–1913 10 were developed to preserve, protect, and enhance

Section 15380 of the CEQA Guidelines12 independently defines “endangered” and “rare” species

Rare and Endangered plants in the State. The act requires all State agencies to use their authority to carry

separately from the definitions of the CESA.13 Under CEQA, “endangered” species of plants or animals are

out programs to conserve Endangered and Rare native plants. Provisions of the Native Plant Protection

defined as those whose survival and reproduction in the wild are in immediate jeopardy, while “rare”

Act prohibit the taking of listed plants from the wild and require notification of the CDFW at least ten days

species are defined as those who are in such low numbers that they could become endangered if their

in advance of any change in land use which would adversely impact listed plants. This allows the CDFW to

environment worsens.

salvage listed plant species that would otherwise be destroyed.

Special-Status Species

California Native Plant Society Rare and Endangered Plant Species

Special-status species are those animal and plant species that, in the judgment of the resource agencies,

The California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants is a widely-recognized

trustee agencies, and certain nongovernmental organizations, warrant special consideration in the CEQA

resource that directly guides rare plant protection, conservation planning, and land acquisition and

process. This includes the following:

management in California. CNPS published the first edition of its Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants

x

Officially designated “threatened,” “endangered,” or “candidate” species federally listed by the
USFWS and protected under the Federal Endangered Species Act.

x

Officially designated “rare,” “threatened,” “endangered,” or “candidate” species listed by the CDFW
and protected under the California Endangered Species Act. CDFW also maintains a list of “Fully
Protected” species as well as “California Species of Special Concern” that are also generally treated as
special-status species under CEQA.

x

Species considered rare, threatened, or endangered under the conditions of Section 15380 of the
CEQA Guidelines, such as plant species identified on lists 1A, 1B, and 2 in the CNPS Inventory of Rare
and Endangered Vascular Plants of California, which may include species not found on either State or
federal endangered species list.

x

Other species considered sensitive, such as birds protected under the MBTA, which includes most
native birds. A species may also be designated as special concern at the local level.

in 1974, with the Inventory currently in its 8th edition. 11
The CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants ranks plants and threats as follows:

California Rare Plant Rank
x

1A – Plants Presumed Extirpated in California and either Rare or Extinct Elsewhere

x

1B – Plants Rare, Threatened, or Endangered in California and Elsewhere

x

2A – Plants Presumed Extirpated in California, But More Common Elsewhere

x

2B – Plants Rare, Threatened, or Endangered in California, But More Common Elsewhere

x

3 – Plants about Which More Information is Needed - A Review List

x

4 – Plants of Limited Distribution - A Watch List

Threat Ranks

4.3.3.3

x

.1 – Seriously threatened in California (over 80 percent of occurrences threatened/high degree and
immediacy of threat)

General Plan

x

.2 – Moderately threatened in California (20-80 percent occurrences threatened/moderate degree
and immediacy of threat)

Conservation Element

x

.3 – Not very threatened in California (less than 20 percent of occurrences threatened/low degree and

conservation, development, and use of natural resource including water, soils, lakes, and mineral

Local Plans and Regulations

The Conservation Element of the City’s General Plan was adopted in October 1997 and addresses the
deposits. 14 The Conservation Element notes that resources which are typically addressed in conservation

10 California Fish and Game Code, Fish and Game Code (FGC), Division 2, Department of Fish and Wildlife, (700-1940),
Chapter 10, Sections 1900-1913, Native Plant protection.
11 California Native Plant Society (CNPS), Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (V. 6) 2001, Note - the Inventory switched
to being online (V. 7, developed and maintained by Larry Levine), and is currently in its 8th edition.
https://www.cnps.org/rare-plants/cnps-inventory-of-rare-plants, accessed September 2021.
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12 California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, Article 20, § 15380.
13 California, Fish and Game Code, Section 2050 et. seq. California Endangered Species Act.
14 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997).
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elements, including biological resources such as forests, wildlife, fisheries, shorelines, and agricultural

including recommended street tree locations and species along roadways within the Downtown and

land, are not found in Inglewood.

Fairview Heights neighborhoods.

Land Use Element

Section 2.8: Street Trees and Furniture 17 of the Downtown TOD Plan establishes that street trees are

The Land Use Element of the City’s General Plan describes tree masses as an important component of the
physical environment of the

City.15

The Land Use Element states that trees are not merely aesthetic

elements of the urban setting, but also provide beneficial effects such as noise attenuation, amelioration
of air pollution and dust, and temperature control. As such, landowners are encouraged to plant trees to
realize these benefits. The following policy from the Land Use Element is applicable to the proposed

important elements of streetscapes and placemaking and provides guidelines on the character of trees
placed within key areas of Downtown Inglewood. The Downtown TOD Plan recommends that Manchester
Boulevard be lined with London Plane (Platanus × acerifolia) trees, or a similar species. This tree’s ability
to withstand air pollution, drought, as well as most diseases makes it a desirable street tree that would
also provide some uniformity and connectivity for Downtown Inglewood. In the case of Florence Avenue,
the Downtown TOD Plan calls for London Plane trees alternated with the California fan palm

Project:

(Washingtonia filifera). Market Street should retain its existing street trees. The smaller arterial streets
Policy 3.2:

near Market Street may alternate between the Brisbane box (Lophostemon confertus), an evergreen tree,

Green Boulevards
Create Green Boulevards that protect cyclists, infiltrate stormwater and use vegetation
to create a sense of place on Florence Avenue, La Brea Avenue, Manchester Boulevard

and the ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba), a deciduous tree. The Downtown TOD Plan states that these smaller street
trees bring down the scale of the streets and create a sense of place throughout the streets of Downtown
Inglewood.

and Prairie Avenue.

Hollywood Park Specific Plan
New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and
Design Guidelines

The Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP)18 establishes development standards and design guidelines for
the 238-acre Hollywood Park site at the northeast corner of the Prairie Avenue and Century Boulevard

The New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines 16
(Downtown TOD Plan) provides guidelines and standards for design, including landscaping, within the
Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights neighborhoods of the City and works to implement the City’s

intersection and provides an overview of existing infrastructure and necessary improvements related to
the Hollywood Park site, including measures for implementation measures of the HPSP. Portions of the
area within the HPSP site have either been developed (SoFi Stadium) or are under development.

vision for transforming the quality of the environment within these areas. The Downtown TOD Plan area
consists of approximately 585 acres located in the center of Inglewood along the Metro K Line just east of

The HPSP provides guidelines and standards for improvements in the public right-of-way within the

the Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue intersection. This Downtown planning and zoning area extends

Specific Plan area, which includes approximately 0.5 miles of street frontage along Prairie Avenue. The

approximately one-half mile in all directions from the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station. The

HPSP includes streetscape standards and provides integrated and coordinated landscape design

Fairview Heights TOD Plan area consists of approximately 328 acres located near the intersection of

guidelines for new development along the perimeter of the HPSP area to integrate it with the adjoining

Florence Avenue and West Boulevard. This Fairview Heights planning and zoning area also extends

urban fabric, achieve a diverse urban forest, and assist in developing districts of distinctive and

approximately one-half mile in all directions from the Metro Station.

appropriate character.19 Sidewalk widths are intended to provide walking routes and parkway widths are
designed to provide sufficient area for urban tree growth. The HPSP guidelines and standard for

The Downtown TOD Plan includes concept plans, zoning, development standards and design guidelines,
and an implementation action plan for consideration by applicants submitting any proposals for new

streetscape include identity elements that will differentiate Hollywood Park from nearby developments
through architectural features, landscaping (such as seasonal displays of color), graphic elements (such as

construction or rehabilitation within the Plan area, as well as for consultation by City Staff when making
recommendations for project approvals. The Downtown TOD Plan addresses architectural detail, signage,
public art, and civic and cultural life. Further, the Downtown TOD Plan includes street tree concepts,
15 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (adopted 1980, amended 1986, 2009, and 2016).
16 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines.
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17 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines, ,
Section 2.8: Street Trees and Furniture, p. 19.
18 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015.
19 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, p. 3-28.
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signs or logos), special passenger or automobile paving, special night lighting effects, or other similar

Prior to removing or cutting a protected tree in the City, a permit must be obtained with the City’s Parks,

features.

Recreation, and Library Services Department. Protected trees are specified by IMC include: 24

The HPSP, Section 3.2.2: Streetscape, identifies selected street trees and the desired locations for their

(A) Trees having a minimum trunk diameter of eight inches measured fifty-four inches above the ground.
When measuring a multitrunk tree, the diameters of the largest three trunks shall be added together.

placement on internal roadways within the HPSP area as well as along major adjacent roadways, including
Prairie Avenue, Century Boulevard, and the intersection corner of those roadways. 20 A majority of the
tree species listed in the HPSP were selected from the City of Inglewood’s approved tree list. 21 Selections

(B) Street trees or other required trees such as those required as a condition of approval, Use Permit, or
other zoning requirement, regardless of size.

low maintenance, and climate-appropriate tree species. Alternative selections can be proposed, subject

(C) All memorial trees dedicated by an entity recognized by the City, and all specimen trees that define a
neighborhood or community.

to City approval.

(D) Trees of the following species that have reached a minimum of four inches diameter trunk size:

were based upon recommendations from local arborists to create a palette of horticulturally successful,

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

The HPSP states that street trees along Prairie Avenue shall be substantial and continuous to achieve an
appropriate scale for the street. 22 Along the portion of Prairie Avenue north of Hardy Street, large
columnar evergreen trees such as Afghan pine (Pinus eldarica) or Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis)
will provide continuity with the retail development to the east and the cemetery to the north. This
arrangement is intended to visually reduce the scale of the street and provide ample shade as visitors
approach the HPSP site. Both Prairie Avenue south of Hardy Street and the northern side of Century
Boulevard will be similarly lined with large evergreen trees such as camphor trees (Cinnamomum
camphora) or Southern magnolia (Magnolia grandiflora). In addition, large canopy flowering trees and
palms will mark key points near the HPSP site, including the retail corner and major entries, and maintain
adequate street visibility. Selected species include Date palm (Phoenix dactylifera), Chanticleer Callery
pear (Pyrus calleryana), and pink trumpet tree (Tabebuia impetignosa). Palm trees at the northeastern

Big Leaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum)
California Buckeye (Aesculus californica)
Madrone Arbutus (menziesii)
Western Dogwood (Cornus nuttallii)
California Sycamore (Platanus racemose)
Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia)
Canyon Live Oak (Quercus chrysolepis)
Blue Oak (Quercus douglassii)
Oregon White Oak (Quercus garryana)
California Black Oak (Quercus kelloggii)
Valley Oak (Quercus lobata)
Interior Live Oak (Quercus wislizenii)
California Bay (Umbellularia californica)

corner of Prairie Avenue and Century Boulevard are intended to provide a thematic connection to Century
(E) A tree or trees of any size planted as a replacement for a protected tree.

Boulevard near the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX).

Pursuant to the provisions of City Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12, 25 no person shall remove, destroy, perform

City of Inglewood Municipal Code

cutting of branches over one inch in diameter, or disfigure or cause to be removed, destroyed, or

The City of Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC), Tree Preservation. 23 recognizes the importance of both

disfigured any protected tree without having first obtained a permit to do so. Moreover, an application

native and nonnative trees within the City for the many benefits they provide. Properly maintained trees

for a Protected tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for removal of the protected trees along with

increase property values, maintain the natural ecology, temper the effects of extreme temperatures,

the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee Schedule. 26 All protected trees shall require a

reduce runoff, prevent erosion of topsoil, and help create and maintain the identity and visual character

permit for removal, relocation, cutting or reshaping. All removed or disfigured trees shall also require

of the City.

replacement with like-size, like-kind trees or an equal value tree or trees as determined by the Parks,
Recreation and Library Services Department. 27 If a replacement tree is unavailable in like size or kind, the

20 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, Exhibit 3-25—Landscape Street Sections Map, p. 3-28.
21 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, Exhibit 3-25—Landscape Street Sections Map, p. 3-28.
22 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Section 3.2.2, Streetscape, p. 3-29.
23 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Article 32, Section 12-110 (2012), Tree Preservation.
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value of the original protected tree shall be determined using the latest edition of Guide for Plant
24
25
26
27

Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Chapter 12, Article 32, Section 12-117 (2012).
City of Inglewood, “Master Fee Schedule,” September 2016.
Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Chapter 12, Article 32, Section 12-117 (2012).
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Appraisal by the International Society of Arboriculture. 28 The valuation is used to determine the number

substations) consist of developed or disturbed areas adjacent to active roadways. Disturbed land are areas

and size of replacement trees required. The replacement trees must be located on site wherever

that have been previously disturbed by grading, vehicle use, and/or vegetation clearing and maintenance

possible.29 Where there is not sufficient room on site for the replacement trees in the judgment of the

while urban/developed land are areas that consist of buildings, roadways, and other built infrastructure.

City’s Parks, Recreation and Library Services Department, another site may be designated that is mutually
agreeable. 30

4.3.4.1

Database Review

California Natural Diversity Database
Inglewood and Lennox Greening Plan
The California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) 33 is an inventory of the status and locations of rare
The Social Justice Learning Institute and TreePeople joined forces in 2009 to improve the environmental

plants and animals in California maintained by CDFW. CNDDB staff collaborate with partners to maintain

and health conditions in the City of Inglewood and the adjacent unincorporated community of Lennox in

current lists of rare species, as well as to maintain an ever-growing database of GIS-mapped locations for

developing the Inglewood and Lennox Greening Plan (Greening Plan).31 The Greening Plan was completed

these species.

via a grant provided by the State Strategic Growth Council Urban Greening and Sustainable Communities
Planning Grant Program, under the authority of the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood

As part of the environmental review for the Initial Study of the proposed Project completed in 2018, a

Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84).32

review of the CNDDB found that the only plant species consist of ornamental landscaping and street trees
as well as weeds and ruderal vegetation. A subsequent review of the CNDDB 34 was completed in

The Greening Plan is meant to serve as a master document to guide and coordinate greening efforts within

September 2021 for the nine quadrangles (the Inglewood Quadrangle in which the prospect is located

Inglewood and Lennox. Priority actions include increasing tree canopy cover, building community gardens

and the surrounding eight quadrangles including Beverly Hills, Hollywood, Los Angeles, Venice, South

and implementing practices to capture and conserve rainwater on select sites identified in the Plan.

Gate, Redondo Beach, Torrance, and Long Beach) that encompass the proposed Project.35 The review

Strategies have also been developed that will increase opportunities for active living and enhanced

indicated that 193 species were identified for the nine quadrangles; this includes 29 species located within

community health. In the Greening Plan, the term “greening” encompasses a comprehensive suite of

the Inglewood quadrant. Of these, five species were previously identified within approximately one mile
of the proposed Project. These consisted of two wildlife species, crotch bumble bee (Bombus crotchii) and

objectives, activities, and strategies outlined throughout the plan.

pocketed free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus), and three plant species, southern tarplant
(Centromadia parryi ssp. australis), spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis), and prostrate vernal pool

4.3.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

navarretia (Navarretia prostrata). Spreading navarretia and prostrate vernal pool navarretia are
The proposed Project is located in the central and northern portions of the City of Inglewood, east of the
San Diego Freeway (I-405) and north of the Glen Anderson Freeway (I-105) in Los Angeles County,

presumed extirpated from the area. The other species are presumed extant, but only occur in specific
habitats that are not located within the footprint of the proposed Project. 36

California. The proposed Project would begin along Market Street near the Metro K Line and proceed
south through downtown Inglewood, east on Manchester Boulevard, and south on Prairie Avenue until

The CNDDB does not list any recently recorded observations of sensitive plant or animal species or

its intersection with Hardy Street.

sensitive habitats protected by State or federal law. However, it should be noted that a lack of records in
CNDDB should not be construed to mean that no rare plants or animals occur in a given area.

As shown in Section 3.0: Project Description, Figure 3.0-3: Project Vicinity Map, the proposed Project
would be located along the public rights-of-way within the City and upon several developed properties
adjacent to the proposed Project which would accommodate the guideway, stations, and support
facilities. The alignment of the guideway and locations of stations, and support facility sites (MSF and PDS
28
29
30
31
32

International Society of Arboriculture, Guide for Plan Appraisal, 10th Edition, 2018.
Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Chapter 12, Article 23, Section 12-116 (2012).
Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, Chapter 12, Article 23, Section 12-116 (2012).
TreePeople, Inglewood and Lennox Greening Plan, December 2016.
California Code of Regulations, Division 43. The Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and
Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006.
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33 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), California Natural Diversity Database, accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.
34 CDFW, California Natural Diversity Database, “Maps and Data,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.
35 See Appendix H.4: CNDDB Survey to this Recirculated Draft EIR.
36 CDFW, California Natural Diversity Database, “Maps and Data,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.
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eBird Database

existing mature trees during migration but would not be supported as residents within this urbanized

The eBird37 is the world’s largest biodiversity-related citizen science project, with more than 100 million

setting.

bird sightings contributed each year by eBirders around the world. eBirders are a collaborative enterprise
with hundreds of partner organizations, thousands of regional experts, and hundreds of thousands of
users, and is managed by the Cornell Lab of Ornithology.

With the exception of the small pond located within the Inglewood Park Cemetery, there are no wetland
areas within 0.25-mile radius of either side of the guideway, stations, support facility sites. Vegetation
around this pond is nonnative, landscaped vegetation, but waterfowl were observed utilizing the small

A review of the eBird database was completed in September 2021. 38 Common bird species noted in the
eBird database historically observed within the area near the proposed Project include Brewer’s Blackbird
(Euphagus cyanocephalus), Black-bellied Plover (Pluvialis squatarola), Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius
tricolor), Canada Goose (Branta canadensis), Northern Rough-winged Swallow (Stelgidopteryx
serripennis), American Coot (Fulica americana), Western Bluebird (Sialia mexicana), Lincoln's Sparrow

amount of open water there. No wildlife corridors exist within this area to support movement of wildlife
species other than birds.
There are no Habitat Conservation Plans (HCPs) for this area. Further, there are no Significant Ecological
Areas (SEAs) as designated by Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning located within 0.25mile radius of either side of the guideway, stations, support facility sites.41

(Melospiza lincolnii), Brown-headed Cowbird (Molothrus ater), Cliff Swallow (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota),
Bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus), white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys), house finch (Carpodacus

Visual surveys were conducted in May 2018. The surveys consisted of visual observation and photographic

mexicanus), and the common house sparrow (Passer domesticus). 39 None of these species are sensitive

documentation of all parks and open space areas along the guideway, stations, and support facility sites.

or protected by State or federal law with the exception of the Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) which

During the surveys, mature trees existing in roadway medians directly within the footprint of the proposed

is listed as a threated species under CESA.40

Project were also observed.

While the proposed Project does not include native habitat areas that are used for wildlife movement or

4.3.4.3

migration corridors, various roadways and proposed support facility sites include and are lined with street
trees and other landscaping that could harbor native birds or raptors and their nests.

4.3.4.2

Trees and Landscaping

The Tree Inventory was conducted by Pax Environmental on November 15, 16, 18, 19, and December 6,
2018, and an additional survey was conducted in August 2021 based on the changes to the alignment
boundary. The Tree inventory covers the entire footprint of the proposed Project, including the public

Biological Setting

rights-of-way along the length of the guideway, locations of stations and the support facilities (MSF and
This section identifies areas within 0.25-mile radius of either side of the proposed Project guideway,
stations, and support facility sites for the MSF and PDS substations that may be considered to have
biological resources. The proposed Project is located within a highly developed and urbanized area and
potential biological resources are limited to a few small parks. These parks are primarily landscaped areas
and wildlife species utilizing the parks are mostly those adapted to living in an urban environment.
Sensitive animal and plant species and vegetation communities identified by the CNDDB as having the
potential to occur within 0.25-mile radius of either side of the proposed Project’s guideway, stations, and
support facility sites are largely absent. Due to their mobility, some sensitive bird species may utilize

PDS substation sites) with an approximately 50-foot buffer. This inventory involved an intensive effort to
identify and categorize the existing street trees and landscaping within the proposed Project and
identified trees determined to qualify as protected according to the provisions of the City’s Tree
Preservation Ordinance. The 50-foot buffer area included in the Tree Inventory (refer to Appendix H.3)
provided a conservative analysis potential impacts to biological resources. See Figure 4.3-1: Potential Tree
Impacts – Market Street/Florence Avenue Station(a) through Figure 4.3-18: Potential Tree Impacts –
Prairie Avenue(f) (see end of this section) which shows the exiting tree locations along the guideway and
within the acquisition sites. A breakdown of these trees by Project component is provided below.

Guideway
The proposed Automated Transit System (ATS) guideway would be approximately 1.6-miles long and
37
38
39
40

Cornell Lab of Ornithology, eBird, accessed September 2021, https://ebird.org/about.
Cornell Lab of Ornithology, eBird, “Hotspot Map,” accessed September 2021, https://ebird.org/home.
Cornell Lab of Ornithology, eBird, “Hotspot Map,” accessed September 2021, https://ebird.org/home.
California Endangered Species Act (CESA), Listing of Species Under the California Endangered Species Act,
https://fgc.ca.gov/CESA#tcbb2015, accessed September 2021.
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would have a minimum clearance height of approximately 16 feet 6 inches above all roadways. The
41 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, Significant Ecological Areas Program, GIS Web Application, accessed
September 2021, http://rpgis.isd.lacounty.gov/Html5Viewer/index.html?viewer=GISNET_Public.GIS-NET_Public.
Meridian Consultants
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elevated guideway will be primarily located within the public rights-of-way for the streets and sidewalk

Table 4.3-2
Summary of Protected Trees Along Manchester Boulevard

areas along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue with some encroachments on
private property located adjacent to the public right of way for stations and vertical circulation features,

Common Name

Scientific Name

Callery pear

Pyrus calleryana

tree species which are commonly used in ornamental landscaping. Protected tree species within these

Carrotwood

Cupaniopsis anacardioides

2

areas predominantly consist of Mexican fan palm, little-leaved fig, narrow-leaved eucalyptus, Jacaranda,

Fern pine

Podocarpus gracilior

2

Italian stone pine

Pinus pinea

1

Jacaranda

Jacaranda mimosifolia

1

Leyland Cypress

Cupressus leylandii

20
1

such as stairways and escalators. All protected trees identified along the guideway consist of nonnative

Canary Island pine, and Queen palm. See below for more detail.

Market Street
Figure 4.3-2 through Figure 4.3-5 identify the existing trees along Market Street from Florence Avenue to
Manchester Boulevard. Table 4.3-1: Summary of Protected Trees Along Market Street summarizes the
types of trees located along and within the vicinity of the Market Street segment.
Table 4.3-1
Summary of Protected Trees Along Market Street
Common Name

Scientific Name

Quantity

Jacaranda

Jacaranda mimosifolia

10

Little-leaved Fig

Ficus microcarpa

13

Mexican fan palm

Washingtonia robusta

2

Narrow-leaved eucalyptus

Magnolia grandiflora

20

Total

Quantity
3

Liquidambar

Liquidambar styraciflua

Little-leaved Fig

Ficus microcarpa

Mexican fan palm

Washingtonia robusta

101

Queen palm

Syagrus romanzoffiana

6

Tulip Tree

Liriodendron tulipifera

5

Water Gum

Tristaniopsis laurina

2

Western Sycamore

Platanus racemosa

1

Total

7

152

Source: Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Inc., September 10, 2021. Included as
Appendix H.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
a
Unidentified tree species not included in the Tree Inventory but may qualify as protected.

As shown in Table 4.3-2, a total of 152 protected trees were identified for the Manchester Boulevard

45

segment. All 152 trees are located within the Downtown TOD Plan and qualify as protected by meeting
Source: Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Inc., September 10, 2021. Included as
Appendix H.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
a Unidentified tree species not included in the Tree Inventory but may qualify as protected.

the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC.43

Prairie Avenue
As shown in Table 4.3-1, a total of 45 protected trees were identified for the Market Street segment. All

Figure 4.3-12 through Figure 4.3-18 identify the existing trees along Prairie Avenue from Manchester

45 trees are located within the Downtown TOD Plan and qualify as protected by meeting the minimum

Boulevard to Hardy Street. Table 4.3-3: Summary of Protected Trees Along Prairie Avenue summarizes

trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC. 42

the types of trees located along and within the vicinity of the Prairie Avenue segment.

Manchester Boulevard
Figure 4.3-5 through Figure 4.3-7, and Figure 4.3-9 through Figure 4.3-12 identify the existing trees along
Manchester Boulevard from Market Street to Prairie Avenue. Table 4.3-2: Summary of Protected Trees
Along Manchester Boulevard summarizes the types of trees located along and within the vicinity of the
Manchester Boulevard segment.

42 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

43 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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Stations and MSF

Table 4.3-3
Summary of Protected Trees Along Prairie Avenue

The proposed Project would require a number of full and/or partial property and air rights acquisitions

Common Name

Scientific Name

Quantity

Callery Pear

Pyrus calleryana

2

Carrotwood

Cupaniopsis anacardioides

4

and easements or leases for construction and continued operation of the guideway, stations, MSF, and
other support facilities.

Chinese elm

Ulmus parvifolia

3

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station

Crape-Myrtle

Lagerstro emia speciosa

2

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station site is located along a portion of Market Street and Florence

Evergreen ash

Fraxinus uhdei

1

Fern pine

Podocarpus gracilior

2

Giant yucca

Yucca gigantea

2

Liquidambar

Liquidambar styraciflua

1

Little-leaved Fig

Ficus microcarpa

12

Magnolia

Magnolia grandiflora

2

Mexican Ash

Fraxinus berlandieriana

18

Mexican fan palm

Washingtonia robusta

10

Naked Coral Tree

Erythemacorallodendron

1

Queen palm
Red Gum

Syagrus romanzoffiana
Eucalyptus camaldulensis

Total

Avenue generally located between Market Street and Locust Street.
Figure 4.3-1 through Figure 4.3-3 identify the existing trees associated the Market Street/Florence Avenue
station site. Table 4.3-4: Summary of Protected Trees Within the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
Site summarizes the types of trees associated with the Market Street/Florence Avenue station site.
Table 4.3-4
Summary of Protected Trees Within Market Street/Florence Avenue Station Site

13
1
74

Source: Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Inc., September 10, 2021. Included as
Appendix H.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Quantity

Brazilian pepper

Schinus terebinthifolius

23

California fan palm

Washingtonia filifera

2

Callery pear

pyrus taiwanensis

2

Canary Island pine

Pinus canariensis

2

Coral tree

Erythrina caffra

10

As shown in Table 4.3-3, a total of 74 protected trees were identified along Prairie Avenue. These trees

Date Palm

Phoenix dactylifera

14

are not located within a City plan but remain within the jurisdiction of the IMC and qualify as protected

European hackberry

Celtis australis

1

Little-leaved Fig

Ficus microcarpa

17

Mexican fan palm

Washingtonia robusta

by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC.44
The guideway and stations would be developed within areas included in the Downtown TOD Plan and

Total

7
78

adjacent to the western portion of the HPSP area. The remainder of the guideway would be subject to the
requirements of the IMC. While the Downtown TOD Plan and HPSP contain provisions regarding the

Source: Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Inc., September 10, 2021. Included as
Appendix H.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

removal of trees or protected trees beyond the requirements of the IMC, they do contain unique
provisions and recommendations for the location of tree placement and types of tree species to be used.

As shown in Table 4.3-4, a total of 78 protected trees are associated with the Market Street/Florence
Avenue station site. Of these, 58 are located within the site and are considered private property. The
remaining 20 trees are public street trees located throughout the perimeter of the site along Florence
Avenue, Locust Street, and Regent Street. All protected trees identified within this area and adjoining
parcels consist of nonnative, ornamental tree species which are commonly used in ornamental
landscaping. Protected tree species within this site predominantly consist of Little-leaved Fig, Brazilian
44 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
Meridian Consultants
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pepper, and Coral tree. As no protected tree species were identified, the 78 trees identified as protected

Table 4.3-5
Summary of Protected Trees Within Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station Site

qualified as such by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC Section 12-113.45
This site would be developed within an area included in the Downtown TOD Plan. While the Downtown
TOD Plan does not contain provisions regarding the removal of trees or protected trees beyond the
requirements of the IMC, it does contain unique provisions and recommendations for the location of tree
placement and types of tree species to be used.

Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station
The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station site is proposed on the southwest corner of the Prairie
Avenue and Manchester Boulevard intersection.

Common Name

Scientific Name

Bird of Paradise

Strelitzia reginae

Quantity
1

Carrotwood

Cupaniopsis anacardioides

1

Chinese Elm

Ulmus parvifolia

1

Mexican Ash

Washingtonia robusta

12

Mexican Fan Palm

Syagrus romanzoffiana

2

Queen palm

Syagrus romanzoffiana

15

Total

Figure 4.3-12 identifies the existing trees associated the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station

32

Source: Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Inc., September 10, 2021. Included as
Appendix H.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

site. However, as indicated in Figure 4.3-12, the trees identified within the Prairie Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard station site have been removed since the 2018 Tree Inventory was conducted. The
supplemental 2021 Tree Inventory identified two additional trees located adjacent to the site along

Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF)

Nutwood Street. These trees are identified at Mexican Ash (Ulmus parvifolia) and qualify as protected by
The MSF is proposed on a site developed with an existing retail commercial building. The MSF building is

meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC. 46

proposed on the southern half of this site and the new replacement Vons store on the eastern half of the

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

site.

The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station site is located west of Prairie Avenue on the northwest corner of
the Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street intersection.

Figure 4.3-7 through Figure 4.3-9 identify the existing trees associated the MSF/Vons site. Table 4.3-6:
Summary of Protected Trees Within the MSF/Vons Site summarizes the types of trees associated with

Figure 4.3-17 and Figure 4.3-18 identify the existing trees associated with the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

the MSF site. As shown in Table 4.3-6, a total of 119 protected trees are associated with the MSF/Vons

station site. Table 4.3-5: Summary of Protected Trees Within the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

site. Of these, 116 are located within the site and are considered private property. The remaining 3 trees

Site summarizes the types of trees associated with the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station site. As shown

are public street trees located along Nutwood Street. All protected trees identified within the MSF/Vons

in Table 4.3-7, a total of 32 protected trees are associated with the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station

site consist of nonnative, ornamental tree species which are commonly used in ornamental landscaping.

site. All 32 trees located within the site are considered private property. All protected trees identified

Protected tree species within this site predominantly consist of Mexican fan palm, River red gum, and

within this area and adjoining parcels consist of nonnative, ornamental tree species which are commonly

Chinese elm. As no protected tree species were identified, the 119 trees identified as protected qualified

used in ornamental

landscaping. 47 These

trees are not located within a City plan but remain within the

as such by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size of 1.5 inches pursuant of the IMC Section 12-113. 49

jurisdiction of the IMC and qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size

The entirety of the MSF and new replacement Vons store would be developed within an area included in

requirements of the IMC. 48

the Downtown TOD Plan. While the Downtown TOD Plan does not contain provisions regarding the
removal of trees or protected trees beyond the requirements of the IMC, it does contain unique provisions
and recommendations for the location of tree placement and types of tree species to be used.

45
46
47
48

City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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49 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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of the Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), which is listed as a threated species under CESA. 53 The

Table 4.3-6
Summary of Protected Trees Within the MSF/Vons Site

Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) primarily nests in grasslands and freshwater wetlands and is not
likely to nest in street trees. 54

Common Name

Scientific Name

Quantity

Chinese elm

Ulmus parvifolia

10

Given the nature that birds will nest in a variety of trees and other locations, the possibility exists that

Liquidambar

Liquidambar styraciflua

8

these species listed above, as well as others, may be present and nest in existing trees within the footprint

Little-leaved Fig

Ficus microcarpa

3

Mexican fan palm

Washingtonia robusta

66

River Red Gum

Eucalyptus camaldulensis

Total

of the proposed Project.

32

Other Wildlife Species

119

Wildlife species identified during the most recent review of the CNDDB crotch bumble bee (Bombus
Source: Tree Inventory, Pax Environmental, Inc., December 10, 2018. Included as
Appendix H.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

crotchii) and pocketed free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus). However, observation of neither
species has been recently recorded on site; observation of the pocketed free-tailed bat was last recorded

Power Distribution System Substations

in 1994 and the crotch bumble bee in 1953. 55

The proposed Project would include two power distribution system (PDS) substations. These PDS

Additionally, the CDFW describes the habitat used by the pocketed free-tailed bat as including rock

substations will provide the necessary power for the proposed Project including traction power, auxiliary

crevices in cliffs in pinyon-juniper woodlands, desert scrub, desert succulent shrub, desert riparian, desert

power, and housekeeping power for the stations and related infrastructure. One of the PDS substations

wash, alkali desert scrub, Joshua tree, and palm oasis. 56 Habitat used by the crotch bumble bee consists

will be located on the MSF site and the second PDS substation will be located on the Prairie Avenue/Hardy

of shrubland and grassland. 57 None of these habitats occur within or are adjacent to the proposed Project.

Street station site. As discussed above, the MSF site which includes the first PDS substation would be
developed within an area included in the Downtown TOD Plan and would be subject to the tree

Wildlife in the area predominantly consists of domesticated animals and pets, though wild animals that

requirements for this plan. The second PDS substation would be located within the Prairie Avenue/Hardy

are capable of living in close proximity to man, such as birds, skunks, and squirrels, are found in the area.

Street station site which is not located within a City plan but is subject to the provisions of the IMC.

4.3.4.4

4.3.5 ADJUSTED BASELINE

Wildlife

As discussed previously, the street trees along Prairie Avenue have since been removed for the
development of the HPSP. The HPSP area would be fully developed per the design guidelines of the HPSP,

Birds
Common bird species historically observed near the proposed Project as noted in the

CNDDB 50

and

eBird 51 database include Brewer’s Blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus), Black-bellied Plover (Pluvialis
squatarola), Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), Canada Goose (Branta canadensis), Northern Rough-

prior to the construction of the proposed Project. 58 The HPSP calls for large columnar evergreen trees
such as Afghan pine (Pinus eldarica) or Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis) along Prairie Avenue north
of Hardy Street. This arrangement will visually reduce the scale of the street and will provide ample shade

winged Swallow (Stelgidopteryx serripennis), American Coot (Fulica americana), Western Bluebird (Sialia
mexicana), Lincoln's Sparrow (Melospiza lincolnii), Brown-headed Cowbird (Molothrus ater), Cliff Swallow
(Petrochelidon pyrrhonota), Bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus), white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia
leucophrys), house finch (Carpodacus mexicanus), and the common house sparrow (Passer
domesticus). 52 None of these species are sensitive or protected by State or federal law with the exception
50 CDFW, California Natural Diversity Database, “Maps and Data,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.
51 Cornell Lab of Ornithology, eBird, “Hotspot Map,” accessed September 2021, https://ebird.org/home.
52 Cornell Lab of Ornithology, eBird, “Hotspot Map,” accessed September 2021, https://ebird.org/home.
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53 California Endangered Species Act (CESA), Listing of Species Under the California Endangered Species Act,
https://fgc.ca.gov/CESA#tcbb2015, accessed September 2021.
54 California Endangered Species Act (CESA), Listing of Species Under the California Endangered Species Act,
https://fgc.ca.gov/CESA#tcbb2015, accessed September 2021.
55 CDFW, California Natural Diversity Database, “Maps and Data,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.
56 CDFW, California Interagency Wildlife Task Group, California Wildlife Habitat Relationships System, "Pocketed Free-Tailed
Bat,” accessed September 2021, https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=2353.
57 International Union for Conservation of Nature, “Crotch bumble bee,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.iucnredlist.org/species/44937582/46440211.
58 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Chapter 3, Design Guidelines.
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as visitors approach the Hollywood Park entries. In addition, large-canopy flowering trees and palms will

x

Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be avoided where feasible.

mark major entry points and maintain adequate street visibility.

x

New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of the same species as those removed, if
appropriate for the location and not in conflict with new infrastructure. Alternative locations shall be
approved by the City’s Public Works Department.

x

New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum of 20 feet in height.

x

The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within six (6) months of restoration and completion
of that portion of streets that may impact the tree. To the extent feasible, the Contractor shall
permanently replace trees on an ongoing basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.

x

If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree species, the pruning shall be performed
in a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the health of the trees.

x

The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other landscaping installed by the Contractor
for a period of three (3) years from the date of planting and shall warranty the trees and landscaping
for one (1) year after planting. Prior to the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the
Contractor will conduct an inspection of all permanent replacement trees and landscaping for general
health as a condition of final acceptance by the City. If, in the City’s determination, a permanent
replacement tree or landscaping does not meet the health requirements of the City, then the
Contractor shall replace that tree within thirty (30) days. For any permanent trees or landscaping that
must then be removed, the original warranty shall be deemed renewed commencing from when the
tree or landscaping is replaced.

Landscaping along Prairie Avenue would also include a setback area which would serve as a primary
welcoming edge of Hollywood Park. The Prairie Avenue setback will feature drought-tolerant plantings
which will add a lush Mediterranean character to the spaces. Specifically, plant materials within the formal
entrances will include hedges, colorful flowering groundcovers, and various flowering trees. Taller
evergreen hedges and shrubs will be used to create strong entry drives and to screen undesirable views.

4.3.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Criteria outlined in the CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of biological
resource impacts. Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines indicates that a project would have a
significant impact in relation to biological resources if it were to:
Threshold BIO-1:

Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

Threshold BIO-2:

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance.

PDF AES-4 Tree Placement

4.3.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

x

An arborist report surveying the condition and extents of all existing trees in the Project area will be
provided to the developer for their use as a baseline in order to produce a final report detailing the
most current conditions and proposed handling of all existing trees for the proposed Project.

x

Existing flourishing trees (as identified in the arborist report) will remain, where feasible.

x

An Approved Plant Palette based on the City’s approved street tree list will be used as a basis for all
sections of new trees.

x

The quantity and species of existing trees removed by the ITC Project will be replaced in accordance
with the City’s current landscape guidelines.

PDF AES-2 Tree Replacement

x

Protected species in the Inglewood Municipal Code, Tree Preservation will remain.

A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to

x

City of Inglewood guidelines for tree spacing will be followed, considering species of trees and the
desired canopy coverage.

x

Trees will be planted on both sides of the roadway where feasible.

The proposed Project includes ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines) and a
Construction Commitment Program (CCP) as described in Section 3.0: Project Description. The CCP
addresses temporary effects during construction of the Project. The Design Guidelines describe the design
features of the proposed Project.

4.3.7.1

Project Design Features

The proposed Project includes the following features that address impacts to trees during development
of the proposed Project:

review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:
x

Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of Inglewood Municipal Code and the Design
Guidelines.
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x

Trees will be positioned at regular intervals relative to the guideway column supports to create a
consistent rhythm.

x

On Market Street, trees will be planted at a rhythm and scale to create a continuous visual canopy
over the pedestrian realm, where feasible.

4.3 Biological Resources

Construction
Common bird species historically observed in the area of the proposed Project as noted in the CNDDB and
eBird database include Brewer’s Blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus), Black-bellied Plover (Pluvialis
squatarola), Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), Canada Goose (Branta canadensis), Northern Rough-

x

On Manchester Boulevard, trees will be planted at a rhythm consistent with the street trees east and
west of the Project, in alignment with the shape of the roadway.

x

On Prairie Avenue, trees on the east side will continue the stately rhythm from the Inglewood
Cemetery north of Manchester Boulevard. Trees on the west side will be spaced to match the rhythm
of the east side and the guideway support structure to the extent feasible.

winged Swallow (Stelgidopteryx serripennis), American Coot (Fulica americana), Western Bluebird (Sialia
mexicana), Lincoln's Sparrow (Melospiza lincolnii), Brown-headed Cowbird (Molothrus ater), Cliff Swallow

The environmental impact analysis presented below is based on determinations made in the Initial Study
for impacts considered to be potentially significant.
Impact BIO-1:

(Petrochelidon pyrrhonota), Bushtit (Psaltriparus minimus), white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia
leucophrys), house finch (Carpodacus mexicanus), and the common house sparrow (Passer
domesticus). 59 None of these species are sensitive or protected by State or federal law with the exception
of the Tricolored Blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) which is listed as a threated species under CESA. 60
The review of the CNDDB notes that the pocketed free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops femorosaccus) and crotch

Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or

bumble bee (Bombus crotchii) have been observed within a one-mile area of the proposed Project,

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or

including the guideway and stations, and support facility sites. However, observations of neither species

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

have been recently recorded in the area; the last recorded observation of the pocketed free-tailed bat
was in 1994 and the crotch bumble bee in 1953. 61 Additionally, the CDFW describes the habitat used by

Sensitive animal and plant species and vegetation communities identified by the CNDDB as having the

the pocketed free-tailed bat as including rock crevices in cliffs in pinyon-juniper woodlands, desert scrub,

potential to occur within 0.25 mile radius of either side of the proposed Project, including the guideway

desert succulent shrub, desert riparian, desert wash, alkali desert scrub, Joshua tree, and palm oasis. 62

stations, and MSF sites are largely absent. Due to their mobility, some sensitive bird species may utilize

Habitat used by the crotch bumble bee consists of shrubland and grassland. 63 Given that these species

existing mature trees during migration but would not be supported as residents within this urbanized

occur in specific habitats that do not occur within or near the proposed Project, including the guideway

setting. With the exception of the small pond located within the Inglewood Park Cemetery, there are no

and stations, and support facility sites, as the area is completely developed and paved with no natural

wetland areas within 0.25 mile radius of either side of the proposed Project, including the guideway,

plant communities, the pocketed free-tailed bat or crotch bumble bee are not anticipated to be

stations, and MSF sites. Vegetation around this pond is nonnative, landscaped vegetation, but waterfowl

encountered within the proposed Project, including the guideway and stations, and support facility sites

were observed utilizing the small amount of open water there. No wildlife corridors exist within this area

during demolition and clearing of existing vegetation, and construction.

to support movement of wildlife species other than birds.
The removal of trees will require that the proposed Project meet the requirements of the City’s Municipal
Code relative to tree preservation. In accordance with the IMC, the proposed Project will be required to
plant replacement trees for every protected tree that would be removed within the areas subject to IMC
provisions, after having obtained a permit to do so from the City. 64 Replacement trees are required to be
59 Cornell Lab of Ornithology, eBird, “Hotspot Map,” accessed September 2021, https://ebird.org/home.
60 California Endangered Species Act (CESA), Listing of Species Under the California Endangered Species Act,
https://fgc.ca.gov/CESA#tcbb2015, accessed September 2021.
61 CDFW, California Natural Diversity Database, “Maps and Data,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB.
62 CDFW, California Interagency Wildlife Task Group, California Wildlife Habitat Relationships System, "Pocketed Free-Tailed
Bat,” accessed September 2021, https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=2353.
63 International Union for Conservation of Nature, “Crotch bumble bee,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.iucnredlist.org/species/44937582/46440211.
64 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum and with a tree of like-size and species or an equal value tree (or trees)

Operation of the proposed Project, including ATS trains using the guideway and stations, would be within

as determined by the City. To comply with the requirements of the Tree Preservation Ordinance, an

an urbanized area of the City. Operation of the guideway and stations would not create a significant

application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit must be filed for removal of the protected

change in habitat value or nesting sites. The guideway and stations would involve the construction of new

trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee Schedule.65 The application must

buildings and structures, some of which would have windows that could pose obstacles to migratory birds.

be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting, per City Ordinance.66

However, compared to the existing commercial uses to be removed, the guideway and stations would not
include an increased number of windows which may impede migratory birds within the vicinity. During

Several common bird species were historically observed in the area as noted in the CNDDB and eBird
database. As discussed previously, a total of approximately 502 trees have been recorded along the ATS.
Given the nature that birds will nest in a variety of trees and other locations, the possibility exists that
trees located within the ATS may provide habitat for wildlife.

operation of the guideway and stations, it is possible that migratory or nesting birds would build nests
within the structure or near the area. However, operation of the guideway and stations would not
substantially interfere with these nests once built as the majority of the Project components would remain
stationary with exception of the ATS train cars.

Demolition and clearing of existing vegetation, and construction of the guideway and supporting facilities
would result in removal and/or trimming of trees and other ornamental vegetation along the ATS. As such,
removal and/or trimming of trees along the ATS could result in impacts to migratory or nesting birds, or
raptors protected under the MBTA, 67 CESA, 68 and/or California Fish and Game Code. 69
Impacts to biological resources from demolition and clearing of existing vegetation, and construction of
the proposed Project are potentially significant because tree and vegetation trimming or removal could
interfere with the movement of resident or migratory wildlife species that could occur within the area.

The Design Guidelines, contained in Appendix C, include sustainability guidelines included that define a
list of green measures to be incorporated into the design, construction, and operations of the ITC facilities.
Exterior lighting associated with these structures would be consistent with the Design Guidelines for the
proposed Project. The Design Guidelines would serve to provide for well designed, energy efficient site
lighting that contributes to a safe and inviting atmosphere without casting light into the night sky or
adjacent properties. This would be accomplished through measures such as light shielding, automatic
controls, and architectural compatibility in design, among others. These measures would have the
additional effect of minimizing the potential for lighting of the guideway and stations to attract or

Summary of Construction Impacts

disorient nocturnal migrating birds.

The loss of trees along the proposed Project, including the guideway and stations, and support facility
sites could reduce nesting opportunities for birds. While preservation of the existing trees will be
prioritized, in the case where trimming and tree removal is unavoidable, loss of these trees could be
considered a potentially significant impact that could affect wildlife movement.

The guideway and stations would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of bird species or their
habitats. Throughout operation vegetation maintenance and abatement would be performed as needed
for City street trees and landscaping on the station and MSF sites. No additional tree and/or ornamental
vegetation removals are planned and, as such, no significant impacts to nesting birds/raptors would occur

Operation

from the operation of the guideway and stations.

Guideway and Stations

Support Facilities
Maintenance and Storage Facility
Operation of the MSF would be within an existing retail plaza which is located within an urbanized area

65 City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
66 City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
67 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (16 U.S.C. 703-712; Ch. 128; July 3, 1918; 40 Stat.
755) as amended by: Chapter 634; June 20, 1936; 49 Stat. 1556; P.L. 86-732; September 8, 1960; 74 Stat. 866; P.L. 90-578;
October 17, 1968; 82 Stat. 1118; P.L. 91-135; December 5, 1969; 83 Stat. 282; P.L. 93-300; June 1, 1974; 88 Stat. 190; P.L.
95-616; November 8, 1978; 92 Stat. 3111; P.L. 99-645; November 10, 1986; 100 Stat. 3590 and P.L. 105-312; October 30,
1998; 112 Stat. 2956
68 California, Fish and Game Code, Section 2050 et. seq. California Endangered Species Act.
69 California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Fish and Game Code (FGC), Division 4. Birds and Mammals, [3000 - 4904](
Division 4 enacted by Stats. 1957, Ch. 456), Part 2. Birds [3500 - 3864] ( Part 2 enacted by Stats. 1957, Ch. 456)
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of the City. As mentioned previously, a replacement Vons store would be developed on the MSF site prior
to construction of the proposed Project. The replacement Vons store would be reduced in size compared
to the existing Vons store. Operation of the MSF site would not create a significant change in habitat value
or nesting sites. The MSF site would include the construction of an approximately 75,000 square-foot
building which would have windows that could pose obstacles to migratory birds. However, compared to
the existing commercial uses, the MSF would not include an increased number of windows which may
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impede migratory birds in the vicinity. During operation of the MSF site, it is possible that migratory or

minimizing the potential for lighting of the PDS substations to attract or disorient nocturnal migrating

nesting birds would build nests within the structure or near the area. However, operation of the MSF site

birds.

would not substantially interfere with these nests once built as the majority of the Project components
The PDS substations would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of bird species or their

would remain stationary with exception of the ATS train cars.

habitats. Throughout operation vegetation maintenance and abatement would be performed as needed
Exterior lighting associated with this site would be consistent with the lighting already in place in this area

for City street trees and proposed Project’s landscaping. No additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation

and any new or remodeled lighting would be consistent with the Design Guidelines for the proposed

removals are planned and, as such, no significant impacts to nesting birds/raptors would occur from the

Project. The Design Guidelines would serve to provide for well designed, energy efficient site lighting that

operation of the PDS substations.

contributes to a safe and inviting atmosphere without casting light into the night sky or adjacent
properties. This would be accomplished through measures such as light shielding, automatic controls, and

Summary of Operational Impacts

architectural compatibility in design, among others. These measures would have the additional effect of

As described, the 0.25-mile radius area surrounding the proposed Project, including the guideway and

minimizing the potential for lighting of the MSF site to attract or disorient nocturnal migrating birds.

stations, and support facility sites, is heavily urbanized. Due to lack of suitable habitat, no listed sensitive
species are anticipated to occur. Further, there are no sensitive ecological areas, wetlands, or wildlife

The MSF site would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of bird species or their habitats.

migratory corridors within the 0.25-mile radius area of the proposed Project.

Throughout operation vegetation maintenance and abatement would be performed as needed for City
street trees and the proposed Project’s landscaping. No additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation

Operation of the proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to such biological resources with

removals are planned and, as such, no significant impacts to nesting birds/raptors would occur from the

respect to interfering with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with

operation of the MSF site.

established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or impeding the use of native wildlife nursery
sites.

Power Distribution System Substations
As discussed previously, the PDS substations would be located within the MSF site and the Prairie

Mitigation Measures

Avenue/Hardy Street station site which are analyzed above. The PDS substations would involve the

The following Mitigation Measures (MMs) have been identified to mitigate the impacts of the Project to

construction of new buildings and structures, some of which would have windows that could pose

less than significant.

obstacles to migratory birds. However, as there are no native or nonnative vegetated corridors in the
proximity of the proposed Project, the potential impact of these structures on migratory birds is
anticipated to be minimal. During operation of the PDS substations, it is possible that migratory or nesting

Construction
MM BIO-1:

Conservation of Faunal Resources: Nesting Birds/Raptors. The City shall require

birds would build nests within or near the area. However, operation of the PDS substations would not

demolition and construction contractors to implement the following measures:

substantially interfere with these nests once built as the majority of the Project components would remain

x

stationary with exception of the ATS train cars.
Exterior lighting associated with these sites would be consistent with the lighting already in place in this
area and any new or remodeled lighting would be consistent with the Design Guidelines for the proposed

Prior to initiating any demolition and/or construction activities, a nesting bird survey
shall be conducted to determine the presence of any nesting birds within 500 feet of
demolition and/or construction activities. In addition, nesting bird surveys shall be
conducted at least every six (6) months until the completion of construction activities,
as specified below.

Project. The Design Guidelines would serve to provide for well designed, energy efficient site lighting that
contributes to a safe and inviting atmosphere without casting light into the night sky or adjacent

Nesting bird survey shall include:

properties. This would be accomplished through measures such as light shielding, automatic controls, and

x

architectural compatibility in design, among others. These measures would have the additional effect of
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January 1 to September 1, a qualified biologist shall conduct a site survey for active
nests 30 days prior to any scheduled clearing, demolition, grading, or construction
activities. The survey shall be conducted within all trees, manmade structures, and
any other potential raptor nesting habitat.
x

4.3 Biological Resources

Impact BIO-2:

Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

As detailed under existing conditions, approximately 502 trees exist along the proposed Project, including
the guideway and stations, and support facility sites. Loss of these trees would be considered a significant

Prior to any vegetation disturbance between March 1 and September 15, and at least
every six (6) months until the completion of construction activities, a qualified
biologist shall conduct a survey for nesting birds in all breeding/nesting habitat within
the construction or demolitions areas and within 300 feet of all disturbance areas and
submit the results of these surveys to the City. The surveys shall be conducted within
trees and structures, wherever nesting bird species may be located. Nesting bird
surveys shall be conducted no earlier than 30 days prior to the initiation of ground or
vegetation disturbance. If no breeding/nesting birds are observed, site preparation,
demolition and construction activities may begin. If breeding activities and/or an
active bird nest is located, the breeding habitat/nest site shall be fenced by the
biological monitor a minimum of 300 feet (500 feet for raptors) in all directions, and
this area shall not be disturbed until the nest becomes inactive, the young have
fledged, the young are no longer being fed by the parents, the young have left the
area, and/or the young shall no longer be impacted. If the qualified biologist
determines that a narrower buffer between the demolition and/or construction
activities and the observed active nests is warranted, the biologist may submit a
written explanation as to why (e.g., species-specific information; ambient conditions
and bird’s habituation to them; terrain, vegetation, and birds’ lines of sight between
the demolition and/or construction activities and the nest and foraging areas) to the
City and, upon request, the CDFW. Based on the submitted information, the City,
acting as the lead agency (and CDFW, if CDFW requests) shall determine whether to
allow a narrower buffer.

impact if removal and replacement of these trees does not comply with the City’s tree preservation
ordinance. To comply with the requirements of the Tree Preservation Ordinance, an application for a
Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit is required to be filed for removal of the protected trees along
with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee Schedule.70 This application is required to be
filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting, per City Ordinance. 71

Construction
This section discusses the potential impacts to trees that may be impacted as a result of the proposed
Project. As previously noted, construction of the guideway and stations would include equipment staging
areas that may reach 22 feet from the guideway. As such, this analysis conservatively assumed that all
existing trees within 25 feet of the proposed guideway and stations, and the MSF and PDS substation sites
could be removed during construction. The locations of trees with respect to the proposed Project are
shown in Figure 4.3-1: Potential Tree Impacts – Market Street/Florence Avenue Station(a) through
Figure 4.3-18: Potential Tree Impacts – Prairie Avenue(f) and are available at the end of this section.

Guideway
Market Street
As discussed previously, a total of approximately 45 trees exist along Market Street. All of these trees are
located within the Downtown TOD Plan and qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk diameter
size requirements of the IMC. 72 The proposed guideway along Market Street in relation to the existing

Operation

trees is shown in Figure 4.3-2, Figure 4.3-4, and Figure 4.3-5. As shown, 35 trees are located within the
No mitigation is required for biological resources during operation of the proposed Project.

path of the guideway or within the 25-foot construction equipment staging zone. As such, these trees may

Level of Significance after Mitigation

be removed during construction.

Construction

In accordance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, replacement trees will be planted for every

With implementation of MM BIO-1, significant impacts to nesting birds/raptors would be reduced to a

protected tree that would be removed within areas after a permit is approved for tree removal. 73

level that is less than significant. These measures would prevent substantial interference with the

Replacement trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum with a tree of like-size and species or an equal

movement of resident or migratory wildlife species through protecting nesting birds/raptors.

value tree (or trees) as determined by the City. Due to compliance with the requirements of the Tree

Operation

70
71
72
73

Impacts to biological resources would be less than significant.
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City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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Preservation Ordinance, an application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for

per City Ordinance. 79 In addition to being subject to the IMC, the trees along Manchester Boulevard would

removal of the protected trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee

be developed within the Downtown TOD Plan area, as shown in Figure 3.0-2. While the Downtown TOD

Schedule. 74 This application will be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting,

Plan does not contain provisions regarding the removal of trees or protected trees beyond the

per City Ordinance. 75

requirements of the IMC, it contains unique provisions and recommendations for the location of tree
placement and types of tree species.

In addition to being subject to the IMC, the trees along Market Street would be developed within the
Downtown TOD Plan area, as shown in Figure 3.0-2. While the Downtown TOD Plan does not contain

In particular, the Downtown TOD Plan identifies Manchester Boulevard as a Green Boulevard which would

provisions regarding the removal of trees or protected trees beyond the requirements of the IMC, it

have green dividers that separate bike lanes from traffic lanes. The Downtown TOD Plan states that Green

contains unique provisions and recommendations for the location of tree placement and types of tree

Boulevards should be lined with London Plane trees, or a similar species.

species.
As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AESIn particular, the Downtown TOD Plan calls for Market Street to retain its existing street trees, and the

4, impacts will be less than significant.

smaller arterial streets including Regent Street and Locust Street may alternate between the Brisbane box
(Lophostemon confertus), an evergreen tree, and the ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba), a deciduous tree.
As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES4, impacts will be less than significant.

Prairie Avenue
As discussed previously, a total of approximately 74 trees have been recorded along Prairie Avenue and
qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC.80 The
proposed guideway along Prairie Avenue in relation to the existing trees is shown in Figures 4.3-12
through 4.3-18. As shown, 28 trees are located within the path of the guideway or within the 25-foot

Manchester Boulevard

construction equipment staging zone. As such, these trees may be removed during construction.
As discussed previously, a total of approximately 152 trees exist along Manchester Boulevard. All of these
trees are located within the Downtown TOD Plan and qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk

In accordance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, replacement trees will be planted for every

diameter size requirements of the IMC.76 The proposed guideway along Manchester Boulevard in relation

protected tree that would be removed within areas after a permit is approved for tree removal. 81

to the existing trees is shown in Figure 4.3-5 through Figure 4.3-7, and Figure 4.3-9 through Figure 4.3-

Replacement trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum with a tree of like-size and species or an equal

12. As shown, 64 trees are located within the path of the guideway or within the 25-foot construction

value tree (or trees) as determined by the City. Due to compliance with the requirements of the Tree

equipment staging zone. As such, these trees may be removed during construction.

Preservation Ordinance, an application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for
removal of the protected trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee

In accordance with the IMC, the proposed Project shall plant replacement trees for every protected tree
that would be removed within areas subject to IMC provisions, after having obtained a permit to do so. 77

Schedule. 82 This application will be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting,
per City Ordinance. 83

Replacement trees shall be replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum and shall be like-size and species or an equal
value tree (or trees) as determined by the City. Due to compliance with the requirements of the Tree

The HPSP area is located adjacent to the approximately 0.5-mile portion of the Prairie Avenue segment of

Preservation Ordinance, an application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for

the guideway. The east side of Prairie Avenue is subject to the HPSP while the west side is subject to the

removal of the protected trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee

IMC. The guideway and support columns would be located on the west side of Prairie Avenue and would

Schedule. 78 The application shall be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting,

not directly impact the setback of the HPSP area along Prairie Avenue. The relocation of the travel lanes

74
75
76
77
78

79
80
81
82
83

City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
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City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
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for Prairie Avenue into the setback area would impact existing landscaping. installed in accordance with

Schedule. 87 This application will be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting,

the design guidelines in the HPSP.84 The HPSP calls for large columnar evergreen trees such as Afghan

per City Ordinance. 88

pine (Pinus eldarica) or Canary Island pine (Pinus canariensis) along Prairie Avenue north of Hardy Street.
This arrangement will visually reduce the scale of the street and will provide ample shade as visitors
approach the Hollywood Park entries. In addition, large-canopy flowering trees and palms will mark major

In addition to being subject to the IMC, the trees within the Market Street/Florence Avenue station site
would be developed within the Downtown TOD Plan area, as shown in Figure 3.0-2. While the Downtown
TOD Plan does not contain provisions regarding the removal of trees or protected trees beyond the

entry points and maintain adequate street visibility.

requirements of the IMC, it contains unique provisions and recommendations for the location of tree
Landscaping along Prairie Avenue would also include a setback area which would serve as a primary

placement and types of tree species. 89 In particular, the Downtown TOD Plan calls for Market Street to

welcoming edge of Hollywood Park. The Prairie Avenue setback will feature drought-tolerant plantings

retain its existing street trees, and the smaller arterial streets including Regent Street and Locust Street

which will add a lush Mediterranean character to the spaces. Specifically, plant materials within the formal

may alternate between the Brisbane box (Lophostemon confertus), an evergreen tree, and the ginkgo

entrances will include hedges, colorful flowering groundcovers, and various flowering trees. Taller

(Ginkgo biloba), a deciduous tree.

evergreen hedges and shrubs will be used to create strong entry drives and to screen undesirable views.
As the Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES-4, impacts
As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES4, impacts will be less than significant.

will be less than significant.
Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station

Stations

As discussed previously, the trees identified within the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station site

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station

have been removed since the 2018 Tree Inventory was conducted. The supplemental 2021 Tree Inventory
identified two additional trees located adjacent to the site along Nutwood Street. These trees qualify as

As discussed previously, a total of approximately 78 trees are associated with the Market Street/Florence
Avenue station site. Of these, 58 are located within the site and are considered private property. The
remaining 20 trees are public street trees located throughout the perimeter of the site along Florence
Avenue, Locust Street, and Regent Street. These trees are located within the Downtown TOD Plan and
qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC. 85 The
proposed Market Street/Florence Avenue station in relation to the existing trees is shown in Figure 4.3-1

protected by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC. 90 The proposed Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station in relation to the existing trees is shown in Figure 4.3-12. The area
within the site boundaries of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station site would be disturbed
during construction. As such, these trees may be removed during construction.
In accordance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, replacement trees will be planted for every

through Figure 4.3-3. The area within the site boundaries of the Market Street/Florence Avenue station

protected tree that would be removed within areas after a permit is approved for tree removal. 91

site would be demolished during construction. As such, these trees may be removed during construction.

Replacement trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum with a tree of like-size and species or an equal
value tree (or trees) as determined by the City. Due to compliance with the requirements of the Tree

In accordance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, replacement trees will be planted for every
protected tree that would be removed within areas after a permit is approved for tree removal. 86

Preservation Ordinance, an application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for
removal of the protected trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee

Replacement trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum with a tree of like-size and species or an equal
value tree (or trees) as determined by the City. Due to compliance with the requirements of the Tree
Preservation Ordinance, an application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for
removal of the protected trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee
84 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Chapter 3, Design Guidelines.
85 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
86 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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87 City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
88 City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
89 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016.
90 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
91 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
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Schedule. 92 This application will be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting,

the street and will provide ample shade as visitors approach the Hollywood Park entries. In addition, large-

per City Ordinance. 93

canopy flowering trees and palms will mark major entry points and maintain adequate street visibility.

As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES-

Landscaping along Prairie Avenue would also include a setback area which would serve as a primary

4, impacts will be less than significant.

welcoming edge of Hollywood Park. The Prairie Avenue setback will feature drought-tolerant plantings
which will add a lush Mediterranean character to the spaces. Specifically, plant materials within the formal

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

entrances will include hedges, colorful flowering groundcovers, and various flowering trees. Taller
As discussed previously, a total of approximately 32 private trees are associated with the Prairie

evergreen hedges and shrubs will be used to create strong entry drives and to screen undesirable views.

Avenue/Hardy Street station site. These trees qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk
diameter size requirements of the IMC.94 The proposed Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station in relation to
the existing trees is shown in Figure 4.3-17 and Figure 4.3-18. The area within the site boundaries of the
Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station site would be demolished during construction. As such, these trees

As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES4, impacts will be less than significant.

Support Facilities

may be removed during construction.
Maintenance and Storage Facility
In accordance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, replacement trees will be planted for every
protected tree that would be removed within areas after a permit is approved for tree removal. 95
Replacement trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio minimum with a tree of like-size and species or an equal
value tree (or trees) as determined by the City. Due to compliance with the requirements of the Tree
Preservation Ordinance, an application for a Protected Tree Removal or Cutting Permit shall be filed for
removal of the protected trees along with the inspection fee as specified in the City’s Master Fee
Schedule. 96 This application will be filed and approved prior to any tree removal, relocation or cutting,

As discussed previously, a total of approximately 119 trees are located on the MSF site and the adjacent
site for the new Vons replacement store. Of these, 116 are located within the site and are considered
private property. The remaining 3 trees are public street trees located along Nutwood Street. These trees
qualify as protected by meeting the minimum trunk diameter size requirements of the IMC.99 The
proposed MSF site in relation to the existing trees is shown in Figure 4.3-7 through Figure 4.3-9. All uses
within the MSF site would be demolished prior to construction. As such, these trees may be removed
during construction.

per City Ordinance. 97
The HPSP area is located adjacent to the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station site. The east side of Prairie
Avenue is subject to the HPSP while the west side is subject to the IMC. The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
station would not be situated within the setback of the HPSP area along Prairie Avenue. Moreover, the
street trees along the east side of Prairie Avenue have since been removed for the development of the

The MSF site is located within an area bound by the Downtown TOD Plan which supersedes the provisions
within the IMC. While the Downtown TOD Plan does not contain provisions regarding the removal of trees
or protected trees beyond the requirements of the IMC, it does contain unique provisions and
recommendations for the location of tree placement and types of tree species.

HPSP area. The HPSP area would be fully developed prior to the construction of the proposed Project.

In particular, the Downtown TOD Plan recommends that Manchester Boulevard be lined with London

Specifically, Prairie Avenue would be developed per the design guidelines of the HPSP. 98 The HPSP calls

Plane trees, or a similar species.

for large columnar evergreen trees such as Afghan pine (Pinus eldarica) or Canary Island pine (Pinus
canariensis) along Prairie Avenue north of Hardy Street. This arrangement will visually reduce the scale of

As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES4, impacts will be less than significant.

92
93
94
95
96
97
98

City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
City of Inglewood, Master Fee Schedule, September 2016.
City of Inglewood, Ordinance 12-06 5-8-12 and Ordinance 13-04 11-5-13.
City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Chapter 3, Design Guidelines.
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99 City of Inglewood, IMC Section 12-113, Protected Trees.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.3-58

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.3 Biological Resources

PDS Substations

4.3 Biological Resources

nighttime lighting and would be located in highly urbanized, active locations. Because the proposed

The proposed Project would include two PDS substations located at the MSF site and the Prairie

Project is located in a highly urbanized area with existing light, noise, and activity, increased lighting, noise,
and activity associated with the guideway and stations would not significantly affect the activities of birds

Avenue/Hardy Street station site which are analyzed above.

within the area. Additionally, birds that occur within the existing area are highly adapted to living within
As discussed previously, the MSF site is located within an area bound by the Downtown TOD Plan which

urbanized areas; the guideway and stations would be consistent with the urbanized developments in the

supersedes the provisions within the IMC. While the Downtown TOD Plan does not contain provisions

vicinity.

regarding the removal of trees or protected trees beyond the requirements of the IMC, it does contain
unique provisions and recommendations for the location of tree placement and types of tree species.

As previously noted, the City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance governs the removal or
modification of protected trees within the City.101 The proposed Project would follow the applicable

In particular, the Downtown TOD Plan recommends that Manchester Boulevard be lined with London

program (Downtown TOD, HPSP, and IMC as applicable) for the area the guideway and stations it is under.

Plane trees, or a similar species.

Operation of the guideway and stations would require landscaping maintenance activities; however, no
additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals are planned. As such, no significant impacts

The HPSP area is located adjacent to the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station site. The east side of Prairie

regarding conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources would occur from the

Avenue is subject to the HPSP while the west side is subject to the IMC. The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

operation of the guideway and stations.

station would not be situated within the setback of the HPSP area along Prairie Avenue. The HPSP area
would be fully developed prior to the construction of the proposed Project. Specifically, Prairie Avenue

Support Facilities

would be developed per the design guidelines of the HPSP. 100

Maintenance and Storage Facility

As the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES-

Operation of the MSF site would be within an urbanized area of the City. As mentioned previously, a

4, impacts will be less than significant.

replacement Vons store would be developed on the MSF site prior to construction of the proposed
Project. The operation of the MSF site would introduce different land uses within the public rights-of-way

Summary of Construction Impacts

and adjacent properties along Manchester Boulevard. The MSF site would introduce new ornamental
As discussed above, the proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF

landscaping, as well as new lighting associated with passenger access areas and support facilities. The new

AES-2, and PDF AES-4. Impacts from the removal of trees to construct the proposed Project will be less

ornamental trees and landscaping could be illuminated by nighttime lighting and would be located in

than significant.

highly urbanized, active locations. Because the proposed Project is located in a highly urbanized area,
increased lighting, noise, and activity associated with MSF site would not significantly affect the activities

Operation

of birds within the area. Additionally, birds that occur within the existing area are highly adapted to living

Guideway and Stations

within urbanized areas; the MSF would be consistent with the urbanized developments in the vicinity.

Operation of the proposed Project, including the guideway and the three proposed stations, support
facility sites, including trains using the guideway and stations, would be within an urbanized area of the
City. The operation of the guideway and stations would introduce different land uses within the public
rights-of-way and adjacent properties co-located with the proposed Project. The guideway and stations
would introduce new ornamental landscaping, as well as new lighting associated with the guideway,
stations, and passenger access areas. The new ornamental trees and landscaping could be illuminated by

100 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015., Chapter 3, Design Guidelines.
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As discussed previously, the City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance governs the removal or
modification of protected trees within the City. 102 Operation of the MSF site would require landscaping
maintenance activities similar to existing uses; however, no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation
removals are planned. As such, no significant impacts regarding conflict with local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources would occur from the operation of the MSF site.

101 City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance (IMC Section Chapter 12, Article 32).
102 City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance (IMC Section Chapter 12, Article 32).
Meridian Consultants
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PDS Substations

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The proposed Project would include two PDS substations located at the MSF site and the Prairie

Construction

Avenue/Hardy Street station site which are analyzed above.

Impacts due to conflicts existing policies or ordinances protecting biological resources would be less than

As discussed previously, these sites could introduce new ornamental landscaping, as well as new lighting
associated with p access areas and support facilities. The new ornamental trees and landscaping could be

significant.

Operation

illuminated by nighttime lighting and would be located in highly urbanized, active locations. Because the
proposed Project is located in a highly urbanized area, increased lighting, noise, and activity associated
with these sites would not significantly affect the activities of birds within the area. Additionally, birds that
occur within the existing area are highly adapted to living within urbanized areas; these sites would be

Impacts due to conflicts existing policies or ordinances protecting biological resources would be less than
significant.

4.3.8 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

consistent with the urbanized developments in the vicinity.
Cumulative development projects in the vicinity of the proposed Project, described in Section 4.0:
As previously noted, the City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance governs the removal or

Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0.6: Cumulative Assumptions, would result in potentially significant

modification of protected trees within the City. 103 Operation of these sites would require landscaping

impacts to biological resources.

maintenance activities similar to existing uses; however, no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation
removals are planned. As such, no significant impacts regarding conflict with local policies or ordinances

The City of Inglewood is located within a highly developed and urbanized area and potential biological
resources are limited to a few small parks and the Inglewood Park Cemetery. These parks are primarily

protecting biological resources would occur from the operation of these sites.

landscaped areas and wildlife species utilizing the parks are mostly those adapted to living in an urban
environment. The geographic scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to biological resources

Summary of Operational Impacts
Operation of the proposed Project including the guideway and stations, support facility sites, would not
conflict with any existing policies or ordinances protecting biological resources including the City’s Tree
Preservation Ordinance, or the provisions identified in either the Downtown TOD or HPSP. Impacts would
be less than significant.

varies for each resource. Regarding the movement of wildlife species, which are limited to common
species found in urban environments as identified above, it is considered to be the vicinity surrounding
the proposed Project.
The proposed Project is located entirely in a disturbed and/or developed area and supports limited
biological resources, with the exception of trees and ornamental shrubs that may provide nesting habitat

Mitigation Measures

for birds, including trees that are protected in accordance with the local municipal code. The geographic

Construction

scope of analysis for cumulative impacts related to protected trees is the City. While migratory birds may

No mitigation is required due to conflicts existing policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

occur within the proposed Project, including the guideway and stations, support facility sites, the quality
of the habitat is low due to the absence of native habitat and open space, the level of disturbance (existing

Operation

levels of urban activity and lighting from adjacent uses), and a lack of suitable habitat in the vicinity. As

No mitigation is required due to conflicts existing policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

such, migratory bird habitat within the footprint of the proposed Project and vicinity is limited to mainly
nonnative ornamental trees.
It is likely that the common, urbanized species, including migratory species, would continue to use the
vegetation that exists within the urbanized areas that surround the proposed Project. Therefore, the loss
of trees from demolition and construction of the proposed Project would not result in a substantial or
significant decline of bird nesting habitat in the region. Implementation of mitigation measures would

103 City of Inglewood Tree Preservation Ordinance (IMC Section Chapter 12, Article 32).
Meridian Consultants
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4.4

ensure that bird nests are avoided during the demolition or construction phases of the proposed Project.
Compliance with the IMC would require that replacement trees and landscaping that would ensure that
the urban habitat for birds is maintained.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.4.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the

The proposed Project, in conjunction with cumulative development within the vicinity of the proposed

potential for the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or ITC Project) to impact

Project, demolition, construction or operational activities would not interfere substantially with the

cultural resources within the proposed Project area.

movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident
Cultural resources include places, objects, and settlements that reflect group or individual religious,

or migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

archaeological, architectural, or paleontological activities. Such resources provide information on scientific
Therefore, the Project’s potential to contribute to a significant cumulative impact related to biological

progress, environmental adaptations, group ideology, or other human advancements. Information from

resources would not be cumulatively considerable.

the following studies of the Project area is incorporated into this section:

4.3.9 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN

x

Cultural Resource Investigation, Roberta Thomas, M.A., RPA, and Gena Granger, M.A., RPA, PaleoWest
Archaeology (PaleoWest), December 4, 2018 (Appendix I.1);

x

Historic Resources Technical Report, Paul Travis, AICP, and Kari Fowler, Historic Resources Group (HRG),
October 4, 2021 (Appendix I.2); and

x

Historic Preservation Memo, Teresa Grimes, October 7, 2021 (Appendix I.3).

The proposed Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation ordinance, PDF AES-2, and PDF AES-4.
The Conservation Element of the City’s General Plan was adopted in October 1997 and addresses the
conservation, development, and use of natural resource including water, soils, lakes, and mineral
deposits. 104 The Conservation Element notes that resources which are typically addressed in conservation
elements, including biological resources such as forests, wildlife, fisheries, shorelines, and agricultural

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the Project
in response consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments received on the

land, are not found in Inglewood.

December 2020 Draft EIR. The Historic Resources Technical Report (see Appendix I.2) was peer reviewed
The Land Use Element of the City’s General Plan describes tree masses as an important component the

in a Historic Preservation Memo (see Appendix I.3) and updated in response to comments received

physical environment of the City. 105 The Land Use Element states that trees are not merely aesthetic

addressing historic buildings. Changes to the Project relevant to the potential effects of the Project on

elements of the urban setting, but also provide beneficial effects such as noise attenuation, amelioration

historic buildings include defining Project features addressing the physical design of the Project as

of air pollution and dust, and temperature control. As such, landowners are encouraged to plant trees to
realize these benefits. The General Plan does not address biological resources any further.

described below in Section 4.4.6.1: Project Design Features. Specific changes to the proposed Project
include raising the height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic
buildings in downtown Inglewood, relocating the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest

The proposed Project would comply with the requirements of the IMC Tree Preservation Ordinance, PDF

corner of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to

AES-2, and PDF AES-4. Implementation of incorporated features and actions of the CCP would address

be located on the proposed site with a new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on

the removal of trees and the requirements for the replacement of the loss of protected trees at a 1:1 ratio

Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie Avenue. These changes to the Project reduced the impacts of

per City requirements. As such, the proposed Project would help ensure the maintenance of a robust
urban forest in the City and would not conflict with any goal, objective, or policy of the City’s General Plan

the Project on historic resources. In addition, the information and analysis in the historic resources report
was updated and expanded and a peer review of this report was performed. The updated historic
resources report determined the revised Project will not result in any significant impacts to historic

related to biological resources.

resources.
See Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft EIR.

104 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997).
105 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (adopted 1980, amended 1986, 2009, and 2016).
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4.4.2 METHODOLOGY
4.4.2.1

Historic Architectural Resources

The analysis of impacts to historic architectural resources is based on the Historic Preservation Memo
(Appendix I.3) and Historic Resources Technical Report (Appendix I.2) prepared by qualified personnel
who meet or exceed the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards in history and
architectural history.
Figure 4.4-1: Historic Resource Study Area identifies the Project Area and Expanded Study Area defined
for purposes of the historic resource investigation. The Project Area includes all areas and parcels where
new construction will occur. This includes the public rights-of-way along Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue where the elevated ATS guideway will be constructed; the block bounded
by Market Street, Florence Avenue, Locust Street, and Regent Street where the Market Street/Florence
Avenue station would be constructed; parcels north of Florence Avenue where a pedestrian bridge from
the Market Street/Florence Avenue station to the existing Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station will
land; the block bounded by Manchester Boulevard, Hillcrest Boulevard, Nutwood Street, and Spruce
Avenue where the MSF and a PDS substation will be built; the parcel at the corner of southwest corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue where a station will be located; parcels at the northwest corner
of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street where a station and a PDS substation will be located; and parcels east
of Prairie Avenue between Manchester and Hardy where the travel lanes will be relocated to the east.
The Expanded Study Area encompasses what is expected to be the maximum extent within which Project
impacts will occur. The Expanded Study Area includes all parcels fronting the alignment right-of-way on
both sides. In addition, where there will be substantial new construction outside of the alignment rightof-way, parcels immediately adjacent to or across from the new construction have been included in the
Expanded Study Area. This includes parcels adjacent to or across from the block where the Market
Street/Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations
would be constructed; parcels adjacent to or across from the MSF site; and sites where the pedestrian
bridges will land.
Where historical resources exist within the Project Area or Expanded Study Area, evaluation of the
potential for the Project to result in an adverse change in the significance of identified historic resources
was completed. Review of previous studies and reference materials on June 4, 2018, and February 21,
2019, were conducted to evaluate the eligibility of properties for listing in the National Register and the
California Register. This investigation used primary and secondary sources related to the history and
development of the City with an emphasis on the early 20th-century, central business district that
comprises much of the Project footprint and Expanded Study Area.
SOURCE: Historic Resources Group, September 2021

FIGURE 4.4-1
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Documents that were consulted included previous historical resources surveys and assessments; previous

identify any areas of open ground surface and any areas likely to contain or exhibit archaeologically or

environmental reviews; the City’s historical building permits; Los Angeles County Tax Assessor records;

historically sensitive cultural resources. Identified areas were inspected to ensure that if any visible,

Sanborn Fire Insurance maps; historical photographs and aerial images; historical newspapers and other

potentially significant archaeological resources were discovered that they were documented. The area of

periodicals; local histories and historic context statements; and the California State Historic Resources

the proposed Project was recorded with digital photographs and a photo log was maintained to include,

Inventory, Los Angeles County.

at a minimum, photo number, date, orientation, photo description, and comments.

The California State Historic Resources Inventory for Los Angeles County, records housed at the California

As part of the Cultural Resource Investigation, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was

Historic Resources Information System (CHRIS) South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), was

contacted on June 15, 2018, for a review of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) in addition to five Native American

consulted to identify any previous evaluations of potential historic resources on, or immediately adjacent

individuals and/or tribal groups to elicit information regarding cultural resource issues related to the

to, the Project alignment.

proposed Project. Detailed information describing the City’s formal tribal consultation process and the

Detailed field surveys of the Project Area and Expanded Study Area were conducted on June 4, 2018,
February 21, 2019, and August 1, 2021. These field surveys were supplemented by property-specific and
contextual research to identify additional properties that may be considered historical resources under

proposed Project’s potential impacts to tribal cultural resources are discussed in Section 4.13: Tribal
Cultural Resources of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

4.4.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

CEQA.
Cultural historic resources are regulated at the Federal, State, and local levels of government. Federal laws

4.4.2.2

Archaeological Resources

establish broad frameworks for cultural historic resource identification and protection, while State and

A Cultural Resource Investigation (see Appendix I.1) was performed for the area for the proposed Project

local jurisdictions actively identify, document, and protect resources within their boundaries. The National

consisting of both desktop-level review and a field investigation. This investigation effort included the

Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 1 the California Register, the California Public Resources Code (Sections

Project footprint and a half-mile radius beyond the footprint. The objective of this investigation was to

5020-5029.5, 2 5079-5079.65, 3 and 5097.9-5097.998), 4 and the California Environmental Quality Act

identify prehistoric or historical cultural and archaeological resources that have been previously recorded

(CEQA) are the primary federal and State laws regulating the preservation of cultural historic resources of

within the study area during prior cultural resource investigations and through field investigation.

national and State significance.

As part of the Cultural Resource Investigation, literature, and records searches were conducted at the
SCCIC housed at California State University, Fullerton on June 20, 2018. The objective of this records search
was to identify prehistoric or historical cultural resources that have been previously recorded within the
study area during prior cultural resource investigations. The research component of the investigation was
also used to describe the development history of the City and its surrounding area. Additional sources
consulted during the literature review and records search included published local histories, previous

4.4.3.1

Federal Regulations

National Historic Preservation Act
The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) authorized formation of the National Register and
coordinates public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the nation’s historic and
archaeological resources. The National Register includes districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects
that are significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture. 5

environmental review documents for the City and region, the National Register of Historic Places, the
Office of Historic Preservation Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility, and the Office of Historic

Section 106 (Protection of Historic Properties) of the NHPA requires federal agencies to consider the

Preservation Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File.

effects of their undertakings on historic properties. A Section 106 review refers to the federal review
process designed to ensure that historic properties are considered during federal project planning and

The Cultural Resource Investigation also included a windshield/reconnaissance field survey conducted by
a qualified PaleoWest archaeologist on July 20, 2018. The purpose of the survey was to observe and note
the conditions of the area, including the extent of the hardscape, the overall degree of ground disturbance,
and the character and nature of the area. This included a survey along the length of the ATS alignment to
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1
2
3
4
5

US Code, Title 54, Section 300101 et seq., National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Sections 106 and 110.
California Public Resources Code (PRC), Sections 5020-5029.5, Historic Resources.
California PRC, Sections, 5079-5079.65. Parks and Monuments.
California PRC, Sections 5097.9-5097.998, Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites.
US Code, Title 54, Section 300101 et seq., National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Sections 106 and 110.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.4-5

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021
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implementation. The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, an independent federal agency,
administers the review process, with assistance from State Historic Preservation Offices (SHPOs). If any
impacts are identified, the agency undergoing the project must identify the appropriate SHPO to consult
with during the process.6

4.4 Cultural Resources

Historic Districts
The NPS defines a historic district as “a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites, buildings,
structures, or objects united historically or aesthetically by plan or physical development.” 9 A historic
district derives its significance as a single unified entity. According to the NPS:

National Register of Historic Places

A district can comprise both features that lack individual distinction and individually
distinctive features that serve as focal points. It may even be considered eligible if all of
the components lack individual distinction, provided that the grouping achieves
significance as a whole within its historic context. In either case, the majority of the
components that add to the district's historic character, even if they are individually
undistinguished, must possess integrity, as must the district as a whole.

The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 7 is the official list of the Nation's historic places worthy of
preservation. Authorized by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, the National Park Service's
(NPS) National Register of Historic Places is part of a national program to coordinate and support public
and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect America's historic and archeological resources.
Section 106 of the NHPA requires federal agencies to consider the effects of an undertaking on historic

Some examples of districts include business districts, college campuses, large estates, farms, industrial

properties, which are defined as cultural resources included in or eligible for listing in the National Register.

complexes, residential areas, and rural villages. 10 Properties that have been found to contribute to the

Determination of National Register eligibility for cultural resources is made according to the following

historic significance of a district are referred to as district contributors. Properties located within the

criteria:

district boundaries that do not contribute to its significance are identified as non-contributors.

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture is

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards

present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design,

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Standards) are intended

setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and

to promote responsible preservation practices that help protect irreplaceable cultural resources. 11 They

a. that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or
b. that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
c. that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or
d. that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.8

cannot be used to make essential decisions about which features of the historic building should be saved

If cultural resources do not meet the above criteria, they are not historic properties and are not further
considered in the Section 106 process. In addition to having significance, resources must have integrity for
the period of significance. The period of significance is the date or span of time within which significant

and which should be changed. Choosing the appropriate treatment Standard, or approach, requires careful
decision making and depends on a number of considerations, including level of historical significance,
physical condition, proposed use, and code or regulatory requirements. Once the Standard is selected—
whether it is preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, or reconstruction—the Standards provide
philosophical consistency when treatment work is undertaken.
Rehabilitation, the most common treatment approach, is the process of making possible a compatible use
for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which
convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values. The Standards for Rehabilitation are as follows:

events transpired or significant individuals made their important contributions.

9

6
7
8

US Code, Title 54, Section 300101 et seq., National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Section 106
U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service (NPS), Nation Register of Historic Places.
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/what-is-the-national-register.htm
US Code, Title 54, Section 300101 et seq., National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, Section 106
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National Register Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation. Washington D.C.: National Park
Service, U.S. Department of Interior, 1995, 5.
10 National Register Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation. Washington D.C.: National Park
Service, U.S. Department of Interior, 1995, 5.
11 U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Services, Technical Preservation Services, The Secretary of The Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring & Reconstructing
Historic Buildings, 2017, accessed June 2018 at https://www.nps.gov/tps/standards/treatment-guidelines-2017.pdf.
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1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change
to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.

resources by ensuring that projects and programs carried out or sponsored by federal, State, and local

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create
a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural elements
from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.

agencies comply with federal and State historic preservation laws.

California Register of Historical Resources
The State Historical Resources Commission has designed the California Register of Historic Places
(California Register) for use by State and local agencies, private groups, and citizens to identify, evaluate,
register, and protect California's historical resources. The California Register is the authoritative guide to

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their own
right shall be retained and preserved.

the State's significant historical and archeological resources. 13

5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property shall be preserved.

The California Register program encourages public recognition and protection of resources of

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.

local planning purposes, determines eligibility for State historic preservation grant funding and affords

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials shall
not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible.

resources. It closely follows the eligibility criteria of the National Register but deals with State and local-

architectural, historical, archeological, and cultural significance, identifies historical resources for State and
certain protections under the California Environmental Quality Act.
The California Register is the authoritative guide to the State’s significant archaeological and historical
level resources. The California Register serves to identify, evaluate, register, and protect California’s
historical resources. For purposes of CEQA, a historical resource is any building, site, structure, object, or

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.

historic district listed in or eligible for listing in the California Register. 14 A resource is considered eligible
for listing in the California Register if it meets any of the following criteria:

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials
that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of
the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.

4.4.3.2

State Regulations

a. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage.
b. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past.
c. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.
d. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history [PRC Section
5024.1(c)].
Historical resources meeting one or more of the criteria listed above are eligible for listing in the California
Register. In addition to significance, resources must have integrity for a period of significance-the date or

Office of Historic Preservation

span of time within which significant events transpired or significant individuals made important
The California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) administers federally and State-mandated historic
preservation programs to further the identification, evaluation, registration, and protection of California's
irreplaceable resources. 12 As an office of the California Department of Parks and Recreation, the OHP

contributions. Important archaeological resources are required to be at least 50 years old to be considered.
“Integrity is the authenticity of a historical resource’s physical identity evidenced by the survival of
characteristics that existed during the resource’s period of significance.” Simply put, resources must

implements the policies of the NHPA on a Statewide level. OHP works to preserve California’s heritage
13 State of California, Office of Historic Preservation, California Register of Historic Places,
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=21238.
14 California PRC, Division 13. Environmental Quality, Section 21084.1.

12 State of California, Office of Historic Preservation. https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/.
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“retain enough of their historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to
convey the reasons for their significance.”

4.4 Cultural Resources

California Public Resources Code Sections 5020-5029.5 – Historical Resources
The California Public Resources Code 17 addresses the protection of archaeological, paleontological, and

CEQA also requires the lead agency to consider whether there is a significant effect on unique
archaeological resources that are not eligible for listing in the California Register. As defined in CEQA, a
unique archaeological resource is:

historical sites. In addition, cultural and paleontological resources are recognized as a nonrenewable
resource and, therefore, receive protection under the statue as follows:
x

California Public Resources Code Sections 5020-5029.5 established the Historical Landmarks Advisory
Committee as the State Historical Resources Commission (SHRC). The SHRC oversees the
administration of the California Register of Historical Resources and is responsible for the designation
of State Historical Landmarks and Historical Points of Interest.

x

Defines the functions and duties of the OHP. OHP is responsible for the administration of federally and
State mandated historic preservation programs in California and the California Heritage Fund.

x

Provides protection to Native American historical and cultural resources and sacred sites and identifies
the powers and duties of NAHC. These sections also require notification of discoveries of Native
American human remains, descendants and provide for treatment and disposition of human remains
and associated grave goods.

an archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that,
without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that
it meets any of the following criteria:
1. Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and
that there is a demonstrable public interest in that information.
2. Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best
available example of its type.
3. Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic
event or person.15
If an archaeological resource is found eligible for listing in the California Register, then it is considered

California Environmental Quality Act

under CEQA to be a historic resource that needs to be protected. This may also apply to unique

The State CEQA Guidelines 18 require that environmental protection be given significant consideration in

archaeological resources. If a historic resource may be impacted by activity, under CEQA, avoidance and

the decision-making process. Historical resources are included under environmental protection. Thus, any

preservation in place is the preferred alternative. If that is not possible, then a data recovery plan would

project or action which constitutes a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource

need to be created and enacted to lessen impacts to the environment to a less-than-significant-level. If

also has a significant effect on the environment and shall comply with the State CEQA Guidelines.

the archaeological resource is not eligible for listing in the California Register, and it is not a unique
archaeological resource, then no further action is required to protect or mitigate possible impacts to it.

CEQA clarifies which cultural resources are significant, as well as which project impacts are considered to
be significantly adverse. A “substantial adverse change” means “demolition, destruction, relocation, or

California Health and Safety Code

alteration such that the significance of a historical resource would be impaired.”

The discovery of human remains is regulated per California Health and Safety Code, 16 which addresses

CEQA defines a historical resource as a resource listed in, or determined eligible for listing, in the California

dead bodies and requires the County Coroner to be notified in the event of the discovery of human

Register of Historical Resources. All properties on the California Register are to be considered historic

remains. If the human remains discovered are determined to be Native American in origin, the Coroner

resources under CEQA. However, because a property does not appear on the California Register does not

will contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours.

mean it is not significant and therefore exempt from CEQA consideration. All resources determined eligible
for the California Register are also to be considered under CEQA.

17 California PRC, Sections 5020-5029.5, Historic Resources.
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&division=5.&title=&part=&chapter=1.&art
icle=2.
18 State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5. Determining the Significance of Impacts to Archaeological and Historical Resources.

15 California PRC, Division 13. Environmental Quality, Section 21083.2.
16 California, Health and Safety Code sec. 7050.5, “Dead Bodies.”
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The courts have interpreted CEQA to create three categories of historical resources:

considered historical resources. A review of properties that are potentially affected by a project for historic

x

Mandatory historical resources are resources “listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in, the
California Register of Historical Resources.”

eligibility is also required under CEQA.

x

Presumptive historical resources are resources “included in a local register of historical resources, as
defined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1 or deemed significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (g) of Section 5024.1” of the Public Resources Code, unless the preponderance of the
evidence demonstrates that the resource is not historically or culturally significant.

x

Discretionary historical resources are those resources that are not listed but determined to be eligible
under the criteria for the California Register of Historical Resources.19

City of Inglewood General Plan
The City’s General Plan Land Use Element presents a long-range plan for the distribution and future use of
land within the City. The Land Use Element analyzes population, existing and future land use requirements,
and proposed implementation techniques. It provides a framework upon which the development of public
and privately owned land can be based. 20

Land Use Element

To simplify the first three definitions provided in the CEQA statute, a historical resource is a resource that

The City’s Land Use Element 21 was adopted in 1980 and subsequently amended in 1986, 2009, 2016, and

is:

2020. Applicable goals to the Cultural Resources section were added in 2016 to the Land Use Element with
the adoption of the New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design

x

Listed in the California Register of Historical Resources;

x

Determined eligible for the California Register by the State Historical Resources Commission; or

x

Included in a local register of historical resources.

Guidelines described below.

New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design
Guidelines

The CEQA Guidelines provide two additional definitions of historical resources, which may be simplified in
the following manner. A historical resource is a resource that is:

The New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines22
(Downtown TOD Plan) covers the Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights neighborhoods of the City

x

Identified as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements of Public Resources
Code 5024.1(g);

and works to implement the City’s vision for transforming the quality of the environment within these

x

Determined by a Lead Agency to be historically significant or significant in the architectural,
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals
of California. Generally, this category includes resources that meet the criteria for listing on the
California Register (Pub. Res. Code SS5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852).

Inglewood along the Metro K line just east of the Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue intersection. This

areas. The Downtown TOD Plan area consists of approximately 585 acres located in the center of
Downtown planning and zoning area extends approximately one-half mile in all directions from the Metro
Downtown Inglewood Station.
The Downtown TOD Plan planning goals were incorporated into the Land Use Element with its 2016

The fact that a resource is not listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the California Register, not

update. Relevant goals and policies in the Downtown TOD are listed as follows:

included in a local register of historical resources, or not deemed significant pursuant to criteria set forth
in subdivision (g) of Section 5024.1, does not preclude a lead agency from determining that the resource
may be an “historical resource” for purposes of CEQA.

Goal 1:

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.
Policy 1.2:

Ground Floor Uses and Storefronts. Require uses that activate pedestrian
activity such as retail on major streets and plaza frontages. Require that

Properties formally determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places are
automatically listed in the California Register. Properties designated by local municipalities can also be

19 League for the Protection of Oakland’s Architectural and Historic Resources vs. City of Oakland, 52 Cal. App. 4th 896, 906-7
(1997).
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20 City of Inglewood, General Plan- Related Documents, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/209/General-Plan. Accessed June
12, 2020
21 City of Inglewood. Land Use Element. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-PDF. Accessed July 22, 2020.
22 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016.
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storefronts be historically-sensitive, attractive, and transparent in the

indigenous people by California’s Spanish missionaries. The Tongva occupied the area now encompassed

Historic Downtown.

by the Los Angeles basin, San Fernando Valley, San Gabriel Valley, San Bernardino Valley, and the local
California coastline. The South Bay region was home to a number of small Tongva (Gabrieleño) villages,

Goal 2:

Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking gathering place for the community.
Policy 2.3:

Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the preservation of buildings that
have been designated as historic and encourage the reuse of other

with notable settlements at Suangna near the present-day city of Carson, near Point Fermin in San Pedro,
and near Malaga Cove in Palos Verdes. 24

Spanish Colonial and Mexican Periods

historic buildings. Maintain the sense of place in areas with historic fabric
and/or meaning such as Market Street between Regent Street and
Hillcrest Avenue and the Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street.

In 1542, Spanish explorer Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo led the first European expedition to explore what is now
the west coast of North America. Explorers with Cabrillo’s expedition encountered native people on land
and sea voyages, making what is thought to be the first known contact with Alta California’s indigenous

Goal 6:

tribes, including the Tongva of the Suangna area. 25 While Cabrillo claimed California for the Spanish Crown

Downtown expresses the unique culture of Inglewood.

at this time, Spanish settlement would not reach this territory for another two hundred years.
Policy 6.1:

Districts. Define the following unique districts within the Downtown TOD
area, each with their own unifying character or identity that should be

On July 14, 1769, Don Gaspar de Portolá, governor and military leader of Baja California, led the first

preserved and enhanced: Historic Downtown, Civic Center, TechTown,

expedition to colonize Alta California. Accompanied by Franciscan friars Junípero Serra and Juan Crespí,

Beach Avenue, Fairview West, Hillcrest and Queen Street.

Portolá took a group of 64 men northward from San Diego toward Monterey. On August 2, the expedition
camped along the east bank of the Los Angeles River just south of where it is joined by the Arroyo Seco.

Additionally, the Downtown TOD states that the Historic Downtown is the heart of Downtown Inglewood,
characterizing it as pedestrian-oriented and human scaled neighborhood. The element further states that
Downtown Inglewood is intended to function as a regional destination and gathering space for all in the
City that links residents with the community’s past, present, and future. The district should include public

Fr. Crespí named the spot “El Pueblo de Nuestra Señora la Reina de los Ángeles del Río Porciúncula
(translating as “town of Our Lady the Queen of Angels of the River Porciúncula”). As the expedition crossed
the river and continued to the south and west approximately one mile, they encountered the Tongva
village of Yang-na, believed to be near the current site of El Pueblo de Los Angeles.

space, restaurants, entertainment, residential uses, hotel, and office uses.
On September 8, 1771, Spanish colonists established Mission San Gabriel, the fourth of an eventual 21

City of Inglewood Municipal Code

Spanish missions in California, and the first in this area. Much of the area’s native population would be

The City of Inglewood’s General Plan does not identify any goals or policies related specifically to cultural

recruited to work the San Gabriel Mission lands. Seven years later, in 1778, Governor Felipe de Neve

or historical resources. Permitted uses in the Historic Core Zone are those identified in the Downtown

received approval for the creation of a civil pueblo along the Río la Porciúncula. Persuaded by Crespi’s

TOD. 23

earlier descriptions of a well-watered valley with good soils for growing crops and an ample native
population to work the land, the Spanish colonial government ordered Governor Neve to establish a

4.4.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS
4.4.4.1

settlement at this location and name the new pueblo La Reina de los Angeles (“Queen of the Angels”).

Regional Ethnographic Setting
In 1821, Mexico won its independence from Spain and Alta California became a territory of the new

Pre-History

Mexican Republic, marking an end to Spanish colonial rule in the region. The political and social control of

In the pre-historical period, the fertile coastal plain between present-day Los Angeles and Long Beach was

the military and religious leadership began to shift toward the secular and private sector, and to native-

enriched by the periodic flooding of the Los Angeles River over millennia. It was home to the Tongva

born Californios. The new Mexican government sought to diminish the influence of Spain in the region, as

people, also referred as the Gabrieleño, Fernandeño, or Nicoleño, the names given to the region’s

the Spanish missions largely remained loyal to the Roman Catholic Church in Spain. At the same time,

23 City of Inglewood, Municipal Code, Section 12-31.46 (Ord. 17-01 11-01-16).

24 Sam Gnerre, “The Suangna Native American Village in Carson,” South Bay Daily Breeze, January 17, 2015.
25 Sam Gnerre, “The Suangna Native American Village in Carson,” South Bay Daily Breeze, January 17, 2015.
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there was a need for more grazing lands to increase commerce in the hide and tallow trade. Thus,

become the coastal communities of Playa del Rey, El Segundo, Manhattan Beach, Hermosa Beach, and

beginning in 1834, the Mexican government began to secularize the missions, confiscating mission lands

Redondo Beach; as well as the inland communities of Westchester, Inglewood, Hawthorne, and Lawndale.

to be distributed in large land grants called “ranchos.” Pío Pico, the last governor of Alta California,
subdivided the former mission lands into large tracts, granting them to various prominent “Californios.”

In 1873, Burnett returned to his native Scotland, leasing the combined rancho lands to Canadian attorney
Daniel Freeman and his wife, Catherine, with an agreement that they could eventually purchase the

American Period

property outright. 28 The Freeman family moved to the ranch, which Burnett had been using to graze sheep

United States troops began occupying Alta California in 1846, at the advent of the Mexican-American War,
and soon gained possession of Los Angeles itself. However, Alta California would not officially come under
American rule until February 2, 1848, with the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which ceded
the California territory to the United States and ended the war. Importantly, the treaty also provided that

nut trees. Following a drought that led to the death of some 22,000 of his sheep, Freeman turned to dry
farming, eventually producing a million barrels of barley annually. Ultimately Freeman would amass a
fortune farming barley, olives, citrus fruits, and almonds. He named his ranch “Inglewood,” after his
birthplace in Ontario.

the existing land grants would be honored.

4.4.4.2

and cattle. Daniel Freeman continued to graze the stock, while also planting more than 10,000 fruit and

Following Catherine’s death, Daniel Freeman began to pursue the commercial development of his

History of Inglewood

expansive holdings. He first established the Centinela Land Company, which proved unsuccessful. Then in
The origin of today’s City of Inglewood dates back to the mid-1800s and a dispute between two prominent
California families: the Ávilas and the Machados. José Manuel Orchado Machado was a Spanish soldier
and mule tender who was sent west of Los Angeles in 1781 to graze his livestock. He found the area around
the Centinela Springs to be excellent grazing lands and settled there with a group of ranchers. 26 In 1834,

1887, as the California Central Railway laid tracks to Redondo Beach, Freeman sold some 11,000 acres of
his ranch to the Centinela-Inglewood Land Company, which would subdivide the extent into small parcels
for the settlement of the new town of Inglewood. The parcels sold quickly and attracted crowds traveling
in from far and wide to make land purchases.

Machado’s son Ygnacio built the Centinela Adobe.27 During this same period, Francisco Ávila and his family
had established grazing lands near the Centinela. As the claims of the two families clashed, they took their

In 1888, Freeman began work on a large mansion for himself and his family, with bricks provided by his

dispute to the local council in 1837, which gave official title of the area around Centinela Springs to the

own newly-established Continuous Brick Kiln Company of Inglewood, and lumber from the recently-

Machado family as the 2,219-acre Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela. The Ávila family was granted the much

acquired local planning mill. 29 In 1889, he built the Land Company office next to the train depot, moving

larger Rancho Sausal Redondo. At 22,458 acres, this land encompassed much of what is now the South

it to the grounds of his estate in 1895 where it served as his office until his death in 1918. 30 Ultimately, all

Bay region of Los Angeles County. In 1845, Bruno Ygnacio Ávila arranged a trade with the Machados: a

25,000 acres of the Centinela Ranch would be subdivided and developed, with the only remaining portion

small tract in the Pueblo de Los Ángeles for Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela. The grant for Rancho Sausal

of the ranch being the one-acre site on which the Centinela Adobe is situated.

Redondo was officially patented to Antonio Ygnacio Ávila in 1855; Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela was
officially granted to Bruno Ávila in 1872.
Ultimately the Ávila family would lose both of the ranchos. Bruno Ávila lost Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela
through foreclosure in 1857; the property was subsequently acquired by Scotsman Sir Robert Burnett in
1860. In 1868, the heirs of Antonio Ávila were forced to sell Rancho Sausal Redondo to pay probate costs,
and Burnett acquired it. By 1872, Burnett combined the total area of some 25,000 acres into the Centinela
Ranch, thus reuniting the extent of the original land grant. This ranch included what would ultimately

26 The site of Centinela Springs is today’s Edward Vincent Junior Park, just northeast of the Project Area.
27 The Centinela Adobe is located in the Los Angeles community of Westchester and is the oldest building in the area.
Considered the “birthplace of Inglewood,” it is operated as a house museum by the Historical Society of Centinela Valley.
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28 The Freeman family officially acquired this land from Burnett in 1885.
29 Gladys Waddingham, The History of Inglewood (Inglewood, CA: Historical Society of Centinela Valley, 1994), 8.
30 Gladys Waddingham, The History of Inglewood (Inglewood, CA: Historical Society of Centinela Valley, 1994), 11. Daniel
Freeman is considered the founder of the City of Inglewood. Among his various pursuits, he is said to have been the first
farmer to engage extensively in wheat cultivation in Southern California. Upon discovering a deposit of brick clay on his
property, he established the Continuous Brick Kiln Company of Inglewood in 1888, manufacturing the building materials for
many of the business blocks on Spring Street and Broadway in downtown Los Angeles, including his own building, the
Freeman Block at 6th and Spring streets. He was the first president of the California Club of Los Angeles, president of the Los
Angeles Chamber of Commerce in 1893-1894, and director of the Southern California Railway Co. Freeman lived in the
Centinela Adobe before erecting his own residence in beginning in 1891, which was demolished 1972 to make way for the
Daniel Freeman Memorial Hospital (now closed). In 1975, the Land Company office was moved from his estate to the
grounds of the Centinela Adobe, where it now stands.
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Inglewood Townsite

have been laid to rest at Inglewood Park Cemetery, including a number of Civil War veterans. 36 Other

The townsite of Inglewood was platted by the Centinela-Inglewood Land Company in 1888, by which time
the town already had a population of

4.4 Cultural Resources

300. 31

The plan divided the town into northern and southern

sections on either side of the newly completed Inglewood Division of the California Central Railroad line,
a subsidiary of the Atchison Topeka & Santa Fe Railway, which ran along Florence Boulevard as it made its
way from Los Angeles to Redondo Beach. The major north-south street leading into Inglewood was
Grevillea Avenue. Development during this period was sparse, and most buildings were of impermanent
wood-frame construction. The first few business buildings clustered on narrow uniform lots along Grevillea

notable residents include former Los Angeles Mayor Tom Bradley, Chet Baker, Ray Charles, Ella Fitzgerald,
Etta James, boxer Sugar Ray Robinson, and architect Paul Williams.37
By 1912, Inglewood’s commercial core was beginning to take shape along Commercial Street between Los
Angeles Street/Inglewood Avenue (now Florence Avenue) and Queen Street. Deep, narrow lots were being
developed with various commercial uses, from restaurants and boarding houses to plumbers and
hardware stores. Market Street remained primarily residential during this period, with a few commercial
buildings, including a jeweler, a milliner, a confectioner, an undertaker, a bank, and a Methodist church. 38

Avenue and Commercial Street (now La Brea Avenue) between Regent and Queen streets.
By 1920, the South Bay’s local economy was booming due to the region’s fertile agricultural lands,
By 1892, the town of Inglewood was home to several small businesses, including a grocery, post office, a
barber, a restaurant, and a large two-story hotel on Queen Street between Commercial and Market.32 At
this time, Inglewood also had a post office, a railroad depot, and a large grain storage building situated
along the Redondo Branch of the AT&SF railroad, as well as a handful of single-family residences. Market
Street was predominantly residential during this period, before the opening of a streetcar line along its
length in 1904, which would lead to its gradual transition to a commercial corridor.
By 1907, downtown Inglewood had several dozen dwellings. Commercial establishments included a drug
store, general merchandise store, grocery, meat market, tailor, print shop, and various lodging buildings
and offices. Institutional properties included a public school and a Presbyterian church. Industrial uses
were clustered along the rail lines and included a greenhouse, planning mill, lumber yard, cement storage,
gain mills and storage, and several warehouses. 33 The City of Inglewood was officially incorporated on
February 14, 1908.

productive oil fields, and emerging aviation industry. The City of Inglewood was growing exponentially, as
hundreds of new homes were being built. At the same time, the city’s commercial development was
coalescing into a downtown business district. Commercial Street between Regent and Queen streets was
now solidly commercial, boasting many of the business enterprises needed by any growing town, from
banks and automobile showrooms to furniture stores and a movie theater. South of Queen, Commercial
Street was still largely undeveloped but for a few single-family residences and an apartment house. At this
point, Market Street was more sparsely developed overall and displayed a combination of commercial and
residential uses. 39
The commercial structures erected in downtown Inglewood at this time were typical of those being built
in downtowns throughout Southern California. These were what have since been termed “taxpayer
blocks,” speculative investments to generate tax benefit until more valuable development could be carried
out. Early examples were multiunit two-story buildings, frequently with retail units on the ground floor

Also, by this time, Inglewood was home to an expansive cemetery. In 1905, a group of local businessmen
formed the Inglewood Park Cemetery Association, acquiring a large plot of land just east of what would
become downtown Inglewood. A total of 32 internments took place in the cemetery’s first year of
operation, with funerals often arriving by rail from Los Angeles in a private funeral car. 34 In 1907, the
cemetery erected the Romanesque-style Grace Chapel, a three-quarters replica of a church in Edinburgh,
Scotland. Within a decade, the cemetery would erect the Neoclassical-style Inglewood Mausoleum, the

and offices or apartments above. These buildings were typically unreinforced brick in construction, with
applied ornament of cast stone or terra cotta at the entrance or along the parapet. Depending on the size
of the building, it may contain one or more retail storefronts, with flexible interiors to accommodate the
ever-changing needs of individual tenants. While many of these buildings were vernacular in design, in
Southern California they were often overlaid with details of the Spanish Colonial Revival style, including
tile roofs or parapet edges, arched doors and window openings, and decorative wall tile and cast-stone

first community mausoleum in the State of California. 35 Many of the South Bay region’s earliest settlers

31 Gladys Waddingham, The History of Inglewood (Inglewood, CA: Historical Society of Centinela Valley, 1994), 6.
32 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, Inglewood CA, 1892. The Inglewood Hotel is labeled on this map as “not open” and occupied
by four families as a dwelling.
33 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, Inglewood CA, 1907.
34 Portions of the original railroad waiting station have been incorporated into the main entrance.
35 The Inglewood Mausoleum was erected over the course of three years, from 1913 to 1915.
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36 Inglewood Park Cemetery, http://www.inglewoodparkcemetery.com/heritage.html (accessed February 2019).
37 Mike Sonksen, “On Location: Inglewood,” KCET: History and Society, https://www.kcet.org/history-society/on-locationinglewood (accessed February 2019).
38 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, Inglewood CA, 1912.
39 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, Inglewood CA, 1923.
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detailing. With the advent of the personal automobile, a single-story version of the form became popular,

businesses were being established on Market Street and its cross-streets during this period. At least seven

with surface parking behind. 40

new buildings were constructed in the 100 block of North Market Street alone. The local financial
institution the People’s Federal Building & Loan Association was established at this time, first in a unit of

Inglewood also had a number of churches by this time, including the First Methodist Episcopal Church, St.
John’s Catholic Church, Church of the Brethren, and Christian Church. 41 The only church that survives from
this period is Holy Faith Episcopal Church, located at the southeast corner of Locust Street and Grace
Avenue. 42 The church was first established in 1911, with services held in the Inglewood Masonic Hall. In
1912, Grace Freeman Howland 43 and her husband Charles donated the funds to erect a religious complex
consisting of a church, a rectory (the dwelling to the south), and parish hall (now a school at the rear).

the building at 314 S. Market Street, before constructed their own building at the northeast corner of
Market Street and Pimiento Street (now Manchester Boulevard) in 1927.47 That same year, the Bank of
Inglewood erected a two-story mixed-use building at the northeast corner of Market and Queen streets,
at a cost of $140,000. Designed by local architect William L. Campbell in the Mediterranean Revival style,
the reinforced concrete building was touted as the “first steel frame business block in this city” and as
“practically fire and earthquake proof.” 48

They hired a young architect, Philip Frohman, to design what would be hailed as “the most perfect example
of true Gothic architecture in the West.” Frohman would go on to become nationally renowned,

On May 18, 1927, some 15,000 locals came out to celebrate the “Festival of Light,” which marked the

particularly for his work on the National Cathedral in Washington, D.C. The church was officially

opening of a new ornamental lighting system installed along Market Street. In addition to providing much

consecrated on November 8, 1914, and dedicated to Catherine Freeman and Mathilda Howland, the

needed illumination, the standards also supported the trolley wires of the Los Angeles Railway, allowing

mothers of Grace and Charles. The church lost its original bell tower in the 1933 Long Beach Earthquake,

for the removal of the wooden poles from the middle of the street and the sidewalk. 49 In 1928, a two-

but soon thereafter gained the Stations of the Cross, imported from Italy; the pulpit, lectern, and choir

story mixed-use structure called the Professional Building was constructed at Market Street and

stalls from England; and the reredos carved and imported from Bavaria. The stained-glass windows were

Manchester Boulevard’s northwest corner. The building was designed in the Spanish Colonial Revival style

crafted by Judson Studios in Highland Park. 44

with Churrigueresque details. 50 Also constructed in downtown Inglewood during this period were a new
City Hall building (1923, demolished), the Granada Theater (1923, demolished), an S.H. Kress Variety Store

On the evening of June 21, 1920, the Los Angeles Basin was rattled by an estimated 5.0 earthquake
centered near Inglewood. While tremors were felt as far away as Ventura and Riverside, almost all of the

(1927), and a United Artists Theater (1931, demolished), as well as a number of auto-related businesses
such as gas stations and repair garages.

damage took place in Inglewood, and specifically to the unreinforced brick buildings along Commercial
Street (now La Brea Avenue), where exterior walls fell into the street and plate glass windows shattered. 45

Toward the end of the 1930s, Inglewood’s economic base began to expand outside the downtown core. In

The Inglewood Hotel was also badly damaged and subsequently demolished. The City recovered quickly

1937, the City of Los Angeles purchased the Mines Field just southwest of the City to serve as its municipal

however, and the population grew from 3,286 according to the 1920 census to double of that number in

airport, bringing many new jobs to the region. In 1938, the Hollywood Park, an “ultra-modern”

two years. 46

thoroughbred racetrack, opened on 314 acres just southeast of downtown, effectively making Inglewood
a destination for the first time. 51 In addition to attracting the typical racing fan, Hollywood Park brought

The 1920s was a boom period for the City, both in terms of population and development. While
Commercial Street continued to be the primary artery of the downtown business district, many more

in celebrated personalities associated with the entertainment industry from studio executives Jack Warner,
Walt Disney, and Samuel Goldwyn to A-list actors like Al Jolson and Bing Crosby, of whom were also
investors in the operation.

40 Lauren Weiss Bricker, Marion Mitchell-Wilson, and Janet L. Tearnen, Inglewood Downtown District Main Street Project Area,
Historic Design Guidelines, report (Inglewood, CA: Main Street Inglewood, 2000), 9-10.
41 Lauren Weiss Bricker, Marion Mitchell-Wilson, and Janet L. Tearnen, Inglewood Downtown District Main Street Project Area,
Historic Design Guidelines, report (Inglewood, CA: Main Street Inglewood, 2000), 9.
42 Holy Faith Episcopal Church is located at 260 N. Locust Street.
43 Grace Freeman was the daughter of Daniel Freeman, considered the founder of the City of Inglewood.
44 “Holy Faith Episcopal Church: One Hundred Years of Ministry,” Holy Faith Episcopal Church, https://www.holyfaithla.org/
(accessed February 2019).
45 Paul R. Spitzzeri, “Shake, Rattle and Roll: The Inglewood Earthquake of 21 June 1920,” Homestead Museum,
https://homesteadmuseum.wordpress.com/2018/06/21/shake-rattle-and-roll-the-inglewood-earthquake-of-21-june1920/ (accessed February 2019).
46 Gladys Waddingham, The History of Inglewood (Inglewood, CA: Historical Society of Centinela Valley, 1994), 26.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.4-20

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

47 The former People’s Federal Building & Loan Association building is located at 150 S. Market Street. It is currently occupied
by the World Hat & Boot Mart.
48 “Two-Story Business Structure: Work for Inglewood Bank Let,” Los Angeles Times, May 15, 1927. The former Bank of
Inglewood building is located at 100 N. Market Street/307 E. Queen Street.
49 “Inglewood Glows Under New Lights,” Los Angeles Times, May 20, 1927.
50 The Professional Building is located at 149-155 S. Market Street/231-239 E. Manchester Boulevard.
51 Bricker, 15.
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Wartime and Postwar Growth

Mortuary on Prairie Avenue at La Palma Drive, across the street from Hollywood Park. Flanagan built a

As the likelihood of war increased in the early 1940s, a number of aviation-related and other wartime

number of mortuaries around the Los Angeles area using the same American Colonial Revival design.

manufacturing facilities set up shop around the Los Angeles Airport. North American Aviation, Inc., and

In 1959, the business was purchased by the McCormick family and renamed McCormick Mortuary. 56 The

the Northrup Company both established airplane manufacturing plants in the vicinity. Due to the
emergence of these new facilities, this area would not only be important to the defense industry during
World War II, but in the postwar years would evolve into a center of the nation’s aerospace industry.
The presence of wartime and postwar manufacturing jobs added to the local population and financially
supported a growing middle class throughout the South Bay region, including in Inglewood. In 1938, the
City had a population of 26,000; by 1956, that number had grown to 64,000. 52 Housing construction
responded to the increased demand, and commercial development followed, leading to a pattern of
postwar decentralization. By the mid-1950s, the City had three retail business areas – in North Inglewood,
Morningside Park, and Crenshaw – in addition to the downtown.

following year, the building was expanded with a two-story north wing, adding a new lobby with offices
above. Today, the business is operated as Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary.57 The other area for new
development during the postwar period was La Brea Avenue, a wide auto corridor which previously served
as the western border of downtown Inglewood. 58
Despite these examples of new construction in and around downtown during this period, the primacy of
the City’s downtown as a commercial district was substantially diminished by increased competition from
outlying commercial areas. The removal of the Market Street trolley line in 1957 added further stress to
already struggling businesses. The City responded by adding municipally owned off-street parking lots
located throughout the district to draw car-dependent shoppers. The Chamber of Commerce and

Despite this overall growth, new development in downtown Inglewood was limited during this period. In

Downtown Inglewood Retail Merchants Association coordinated to organize various promotional

1941 a J.C. Penney department store opened on Market Street between Queen Street and Manchester

activities, as well as physical improvements like tree planting in the center strip and along sidewalks, which

Boulevard. Originally constructed as a one-story building, in 1954 it was expanded with a second story and

were in place by the early 1960s. 59 However, these effects of these efforts were soon eclipsed by the

remodeled in its exiting Mid-Century Modern style, with a deep front canopy and glazed terra cotta tile

continued loss of customers to new shopping malls in communities throughout Los Angeles. Inglewood

columns. 53

considered, but ultimately rejected, plants to build a mall of its own on a large parcel at Prairie Avenue
and Manchester Boulevard, a proposal largely defeated by the Market Street merchants. The site would

The Fox Theater opened on March 31, 1949, on Market Street between Regent and Queen streets. Erected

instead become the home of the Forum. 60

on the site of the Granada Theater, which burned down in 1945, it was the last theater constructed by the
Fox West Coast Theater chain. Designed by theater architect S. Charles Lee in the Late Modern style, it

By the late 1960s, downtown Inglewood needed reinvention. To this end, the City contemplated a

was the first theater in Inglewood to have air conditioning. Other features included automatic lobby doors,

wholesale redevelopment scheme for the Market Street corridor that would expand and remodel existing

CinemaScope widescreen projections, assistance for the hearing impaired, and a soundproof “crying

stores, construct two high-rise office and apartment towers, introduce a landscaped arcade, and build a

room.” The Fox Inglewood was often used for Fox Pictures’ premiers and sneak previews. 54

four-square block parking deck above shops to quadruple parking capacity. 61 However, this plan would go
unrealized. The United Bank of California at the southeast corner of Market and Regent streets would be

During this same period, two noteworthy institutions opened near downtown Inglewood. In 1948, Bank

the first new structure to be added to the Market Street corridor in nearly two decades, replacing several

of America erected a 22,000-SF branch at the southwest corner of Manchester Boulevard and Locust

early 20th-century commercial buildings. 62 Constructed in 1967 in the Late Modern style, it was joined

Street. 55

That same year, funeral director John Flanagan opened Hardin & Flanagan Colonial Chapel &

nine years later by a stand-alone drive-thru automated teller building situated across Regent Street from

52 Bricker, 15.
53 The former J.C. Penney building is located at 129-139 S. Market Street.
54 “Inglewood Fox Theatre,” Los Angeles Historic Theatre Foundation, http://www.lahtf.org/inglewoodfox/ (accessed February
2019); “Fox Theater,” Inglewood Public Art, http://www.inglewoodpublicart.org /Fox_Theater.html (accessed February
2019). The former Fox Theater is located at 115 N. Market Street.
55 The Bank of America building is located at 320-330 E. Manchester Boulevard.

56 The McCormick family operated various locations throughout the South Bay, including Westchester, Hawthorne, Redondo
Beach, Manhattan Beach, Gardena, and Whittier.
57 The Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary is located at 619-635 S. Prairie Avenue.
58 Also built during this period was a Sears department store at Manchester and Hillcrest boulevards. Opened in 1947, this was
an early indicator that the future of retail in Inglewood would not be downtown. Sears was demolished in 1993 and replaced
by a Vons supermarket.
59 “Downtown Center of Many Activities,” Los Angeles Times, March 18, 1962.
60 “The Changing Face of South Bay: Downtowns,” Los Angeles Times, January 4, 1987.
61 “$11 Million Center Assured in Inglewood,” Los Angeles Times, March 31, 1968.
62 The former United Bank of California is located at 158-170 N. Market Street.
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the bank. Both buildings are believed to have been designed by Los Angeles modernist architect Richard

into the 1980s. In October 1986, Market Street merchants brought downtown business activity to a halt

Dorman. 63

as they closed their shops and picketed in a City-owned parking lot in a final effort to save it from
redevelopment. The parking lot at La Brea Avenue and Queen Street provided 80 metered parking spaces

Beyond Downtown

which local shopkeepers saw as critical to continued viability of the downtown business district, which was

In the late 1960s, nationally prominent businessman Jack Kent Cooke selected the site of a former golf

already suffering from a parking shortage. Ultimately, however, the protests were unsuccessful, and the

course at the southeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard to erect a new venue for his

parking lot was soon replaced by a five-story office building. 68 Yet another sign of downtown’s economic

three professional sports franchises – the Los Angeles Lakers NBA basketball team, the Los Angeles Kings

decline, the Fox Theater, then owned by the Mann theater chain, closed its doors in 1988.

NHL hockey team, and the short-lived Los Angeles Wolves professional soccer team. The Forum, a
multipurpose indoor arena, was designed by the prominent Los Angeles architectural firm Charles

Since the late-1970s, at least four City-sponsored revitalization programs have focused on improving

Luckman & Associates and completed in 1967. 64 Designed in the New Formalist architectural style, it was

Market Street’s commercial viability, introducing street landscaping and furniture as well as façade

intended as a modern and highly-stylized version of the Coliseum of ancient Rome. Nicknamed “the
Fabulous Forum,” it would host tennis matches, boxing matches, ice shows, rodeos, the circus, award
shows, and political events. In 1972, the Forum was the site of the Lakers’ first NBA championship since
moving to Los Angeles; five additional titles would follow in the 1980s. From the mid-1970s through the
1990s, the Forum would serve as the premier large-scale concert venue for the Los Angeles area and would
be influential in the birth of “arena rock.” During the 1984 Olympics, the Forum was the venue for men’s

improvements to the existing buildings. Efforts have included a façade improvement program designed by
architectural firm Kahn, Kappe, Lotery, Boccato (1979); a $250,000 façade improvement program,
including signs and awnings (1984); a California Main Street Community Project (1990s); and the Market
Street Renaissance program (2000). However, despite these efforts, Market Street has largely remained
an underutilized asset.

Present Day Inglewood

and women’s basketball. 65
In 1994, Hollywood Park underwent a $100 million expansion into Hollywood Park Casino, which extended
By the early 1970s, Market Street had been neglected as shoppers abandoned the downtown business

the facility’s economic viability. However, in May of 2013, it was announced that the Hollywood Park

center for suburban malls, and key tenants like J.C. Penney closed their doors. In an effort to reinvigorate

racetrack would be closing at the end of the fall racing season. In 2015, the Inglewood City Council

the core of the City, from 1971 to 1976 Inglewood spent about $50 million in local, County, and federal

approved a plan to build an 70,000-seat football stadium on the site in anticipation of the St. Louis Rams

funds to erect a new civic center complex along La Brea Avenue, just one block west of downtown. This

moving back to Los Angeles.

new complex combined City Hall, a courthouse, library, fire and police facilities, public health complex,
and a major new parking garage onto a single super-block, surrounded by expanses of lawn and public art.
As hoped, this new construction sparked a flurry of new commercial development in the larger In-Town
Redevelopment Area 66—bounded by Florence, Locust, Manchester, and Fir—the vast majority of which
was office space and not retail. Several residential projects were built at this time as well, most notably
the 200-unit Inglewood Meadows housing complex on Locust Street, just east of downtown. 67
While these projects brought large numbers of people into the vicinity of Market Street, their presence
did not raise the corridor’s fortunes, and the vitality of the downtown business district continued to wain

The Forum remained the home of the Lakers and Kings until 1999, when both teams relocated to the newly
constructed Staples Center in downtown Los Angeles. Beginning in 2012, the Forum underwent a $50
million renovation, reopening in 2014. Later that year, the Forum was listed in the National Register. The
venue is inextricably tied to the identity of the City, which adopted the moniker “City of Champions.” The
Forum is slated to host the gymnastics events for the 2028 Summer Olympics.
Over the past decade, the City of Inglewood has been acquiring select parcels throughout the City for
redevelopment, including along Market Street. Various planning studies have been conducted to develop
standards for transit-oriented development, mixed-use development, and parking, with the goal of

63 Although an original building permit for the 1967 bank building is not available from the City of Inglewood, the permit for
the similarly-styled drive-thru automated teller building lists Richard Dorman as its architect.
64 The Forum is located at 3900 W. Manchester Boulevard.
65 “Forum,” National Register of Historic Places Form. Prepared by Historic Resources Group, April 29, 2014.
66 The In-Town Redevelopment Area was one of six redevelopment project areas adopted by the Inglewood Redevelopment
Agency between 1970 and 1973.
67 Dean Murphy and Michele L. Norris, “Government Money Becomes Urban Lifeblood: Innovation and Optimism Thrive on
Public Funds in Inglewood, San Pedro,” Los Angeles Times, January 4, 1987.
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revitalizing downtown Inglewood. Local advocacy organization the Inglewood Historic Preservation
Alliance (IHPA, formerly the Inglewood Historic Site Preservation Committee) continues to work toward
the protection of the City’s historic structures and places of interest, including the Fox Theater, which was

68 “Merchants Protest Proposal to Build on Parking Lot,” Los Angeles Times, October 16, 1986.
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successfully listed in the National Register in 2013. 69 Currently, the City is utilizing The New Downtown

At the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, the Inglewood Park Cemetery is located

and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines, adopted November 1,

to the northeast. Turning south on Prairie Avenue until Century Boulevard, the ATS system would primarily

2016, as the controlling document for future development activity along Market Street and downtown

be bordered by one- and two-story mixed-use commercial, office, and multifamily development to the

Inglewood.

west, with substantial portions of single-family residences and surface parking intermixed. Kelso
Elementary School and the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary building are also located along the western

On January 12, 2016, the National Football League (NFL) voted to move the St. Louis Rams back to Los
Angeles, with the San Diego Chargers to follow. In October 2016, the last part of the former racetrack, the
Casino, was demolished, and a new Hollywood Park Casino was opened next door. Construction of the

side of Prairie Avenue. To the east of Prairie Avenue are major commercial and recreation venues such as
the Forum, which is surrounded by surface parking, and the SoFi stadium, entertainment, retail, and
residential uses under construction as part of the LASED at Hollywood Park.

new SoFi Stadium was completed in July 2020 and is the new home of the NFL Los Angeles Rams and Los
Angeles Chargers. The SoFi Stadium is slated to host Super Bowl LVI in 2022, the College Football National
Championship in 2023, and the opening and closing ceremonies and soccer events for the 2028 Summer

4.4.4.4

Cultural and Historical Resources

Archaeological Resources

Olympics. Construction at the adjacent Hollywood Park Specific Plan development area is ongoing. In
September 2020, the City of Inglewood approved the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center

The cultural resource records search and field visit conducted in support of the Cultural Resource
Investigation (see Appendix I.1) did not result in identifying any prehistoric or historical archaeological

(IBEC).

resources within the Project study area. 70 The Cultural Resource Investigation states that the highly

4.4.4.3

Historic Setting

developed status of the Project area limits ground visibility and the ability to assess surface conditions for

The proposed Project is located entirely within the City and would connect downtown Inglewood near the

cultural resources. Further, the built nature of the area indicates a high degree of disturbance suggesting

Metro K Line to the City’s major activity centers, including the Forum, the Los Angeles Stadium and

the likelihood of encountering intact archaeological deposits near the surface of the Project area to be

Entertainment District (LASED) at Hollywood Park and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center

very low.

(IBEC).

Historical Resources

Beginning on Market Street and Locust Street, land uses bordering the proposed ATS system include a

Listed Historic Resources

commercial shopping center with surface parking, single-family and multi-family residences, and vacant
land. These land uses transition to one- and two-story mixed-use commercial development further south
on Market Street, including the former Fox Theater, with little to no front or side setbacks. Shifting east on

There are two properties along the proposed Project alignment that are listed in the National Register and
are, therefore, automatically listed in the California Register. Accordingly, these properties are considered
historic resources as defined by CEQA. These resources consist of the following:

Manchester Boulevard, the ATS system would similarly be bordered by one- and two-story mixed-use
commercial/office development with little to no front or side setbacks. Proceeding further east on

3900 W. Manchester Boulevard (The Forum). This property, located at the southeastern corner of

Manchester Boulevard, adjacent buildings include a strip mall and commercial shopping center with

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, contains the Forum, a multipurpose indoor arena, surrounded

surface parking. Continued one- and two-story commercial and mixed-use development, surface parking,

by an expansive surface parking lot. It was built by nationally prominent businessman Jack Kent Cooke as

and limited areas of single- and multifamily uses round out the remainder of Manchester Boulevard.

a venue for his three professional sports franchises, the Los Angeles Lakers NBA basketball team, the Los

Surrounding the proposed MSF site along Manchester Boulevard are one-story commercial development

Angeles Kings NHL hockey team, and the short-lived Los Angeles Wolves professional soccer team.

to the northwest, five-story office, and one-story educational uses to the southwest, and two-story

Completed in 1967, it was designed by prominent Los Angeles architectural firm Charles Luckman &

multifamily uses to the southeast.

Associates in the New Formalist style. From 2012 to 2014, it underwent an extensive historic renovation.

69 Anne Cheeck La Rose, “Inglewood Fox Theatre: Bringing Back the Inglewood Fox Theatre,” Los Angeles Historic Theatre
Foundation, http://www.lahtf.org/inglewoodfox/ (accessed February 2019).

70 See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.4-26

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.4-27

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.4 Cultural Resources

4.4 Cultural Resources

The Forum was listed in the National Register on September 24, 2014, under Criterion C as an excellent

260 N. Locust Street (Holy Faith Episcopal Church). This property, located at the southeast corner of

example of a 1960s New Formalist-style arena building.

Locust Street and Grace Avenue, contains the Holy Faith Episcopal Church complex. The congregation was
first established in 1911, with services held in the Inglewood Masonic Hall. In 1912, funds were donated

115 N. Market Street (former Fox Theater). This property, located on the western side of Market Street
between Regent and Queen streets, contains a 12,090-SF-neighborhood movie theater building. Originally
constructed in 1949 for Fox West Coast Theaters, it was designed by prolific theater architect S. Charles
Lee in the Late Modern style. The building is currently unoccupied and its storefront windows and doors
are boarded up. The Fox Theater was listed in the National Register on January 14, 2013.

to erect a complex consisting of a church, a rectory (the dwelling to the south), and parish hall (now a
school at the rear). The complex of buildings designed by architect Philip Frohman would go on to become
nationally renowned, particularly for his work on the National Cathedral in Washington, D.C. The church
building was officially consecrated on November 8th, 1914. It lost its original bell tower in the 1933 Long
Beach Earthquake, but continued to be improved throughout the 1930s, with the Stations of the Cross,
imported from Italy; the pulpit, lectern, and choir stalls from England; and the reredos carved and

Previous Historic Resources Study

imported from Bavaria. The stained-glass windows were crafted by Judson Studios in Highland Park. Due
An investigation to inform the preparation of the “Inglewood Downtown District, Main Street Project Area,
Historic Design Guidelines” prepared for the City of Inglewood in May 2000 included an effort to identify
historic resources. The 2000 Historic Design Guidelines document included an investigation of historic
resources located in the Inglewood Downtown District/Main Street project area, which was bounded by
La Brea Avenue to the west, Locust Street to the east, Florence Avenue to the north, and Hillcrest
Boulevard to the south. The upper portion of the Downtown District/Main Street area includes the Market
Street portion of the Project Area and Expanded Study Area.

to its growing congregation, in the late 1950s architect Philip Frohman returned to design an addition to
the church building. The church was extended to the west and an interior balcony added, doubling its
capacity from 200 to 400. The newly expanded church building was dedicated in 1959. The parish hall,
which now serves as a school, has been expanded multiple times from the 1950s to the 1980s, now
extending nearly the full width of the lot. The rectory appears largely intact, with some windows replaced.
In 2000, the property was assigned a status code of 4S1 (may become eligible for the National Register
when it becomes old enough).

The 2000 Historic Design Guidelines investigation does not meet the requirements in Public Resources
Code 5024.1(g) for historic resource surveys. This investigation did not include an intensive-level historic
resources survey. Instead, preparation of the Historic Design Guidelines was limited to a reconnaissancelevel survey only; properties were not fully evaluated or documented on inventory forms. These
preliminary evaluations were summarized and entered into a database. Several properties were identified
as eligible for local listing only, but the City of Inglewood does not have a local landmark designation
program with codified eligibility standards and criteria for local listing. For these reasons, as well as the
fact that it is now over 20 years old, the 2000 Historic Design Guidelines investigation is not considered an
authoritative or definitive source for this report and is utilized only for research and informational
purposes. There are ten properties adjacent to the Project alignment identified in the 2000 investigation
as potentially eligible for listing in the National Register or California Register. Each of these properties was

This property was re-evaluated and appears substantially intact, including the main church building, the
rectory, and the school. Character-defining features of the church building include its double-cruciform
plan; gabled roofs with capped parapets and decorative crosses; copper steeple; stucco exterior walls with
cast-stone stepped buttresses; base with cast-stone molding; pointed-arch openings with decorative caststone surrounds; leaded stained-glass windows; cast-stone Gothic tracery and quoining; wood plank doors
with exposed iron hardware; metal scuppers and downspouts; and decorative wrought-iron wall sconces.
The church expansion was designed by the original architect to respect and complement the original
church—with features such as wood entry doors and stained-glass windows retained and incorporated
into the expanded design—and thus is considered to have acquired significance in its own right. Similarly,
additions to the school building are compatible with yet differentiated from the original extent, which
remains evident.

re-examined and re-evaluated for its eligibility for listing in the National Register or California Register.
Because this is a religious property, in order to be eligible for listing in the National Register it must meet

Properties Evaluated as Eligible for Historic Listing

Criterion Consideration A. Criterion Consideration A states that a religious property must “[derive] primary

During field surveys, eight properties were re-evaluated and were determined to appear eligible for listing

significance from architectural or artistic distinction or historical importance. Indeed, the Holy Faith

in the National Register and/or California Register and, for this reason, are considered historical resources

Episcopal Church complex was found eligible for both of these reasons, thus meeting the Criterion

for the purposes of CEQA.

Consideration.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.4-28

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.4-29

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.4 Cultural Resources

4.4 Cultural Resources

According to National Park Service guidance on Criterion Consideration A as applied to eligibility under

building is currently occupied by Broadway Federal Bank. In 2000, the property was assigned a status code

National Register Criterion A, a religious property can meet this criterion if it is significant under a historical

of 6Z (appears ineligible for the National Register).

theme not related to religion, such as patterns of settlement. Because the complex originated with the
main church building constructed in 1914, the property meets Criterion Consideration A and appears

This property was re-evaluated and found to be substantially unaltered since its original construction.

eligible under National Register Criterion A as an excellent, intact example of early institutional

Character-defining features include its cruciform roof plan; projecting trapezoidal volumes; battered walls;

development in Inglewood.

heavy wood beams; smooth exterior surfaces of brick and stucco; and large expanses of tinted glass.
Alterations, such as contemporary signage, and the addition of an in-wall ATM with an access ramp and

According to NPS guidance on Criterion Consideration A as applied to eligibility under National Register

projecting canopy, are minor in relation to the building’s overall appearance, and do not substantially

Criterion C, a religious property can meet this criterion for its architectural or artistic values. 71 This

diminish its integrity. At the time of its previous evaluation, the bank building was well below the 50-year

property represents the work of nationally-renowned architect Philip Frohman, who would become best

age threshold used in standard preservation practice for evaluating eligibility for historic designation. 72

known for his work on the National Cathedral in Washington, D.C. As noted above, Frohman was not only

Additionally, since the 2000 survey there has been substantial new scholarship on the built environment

responsible for the church’s original design but also for its mid-20th century expansion. In addition to its

of the mid-20th century, with new historic contexts developed to provide guidance for evaluating such

architecture, the church incorporated the work of various artisans, including the Stations of the Cross,

properties. In light of this new scholarship, this property appears to be significant as a 1960s Late Modern-

imported from Italy; the pulpit, lectern, and choir stalls from England; and the reredos carved and

style bank building in Inglewood, representing the work of a noted architect. It remains highly intact and

imported from Bavaria. The stained-glass windows were crafted by the world-renowned Judson Studios in

thus retains sufficient integrity to convey its significance as a good example of its architectural style.

the Los Angeles neighborhood of Highland Park. Thus, the property meets Criterion Consideration A and

Therefore, the property appears eligible for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3 for its

appears eligible under National Register Criterion C as an outstanding example of Late Gothic Revival

architectural merit. As such, it is considered a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

architecture, and as representing the work of master designers and artisans, including a nationally
100 N. Market Street/307 E. Queen Street (former Bank of Inglewood). This property, located at the

significant architect.

northeast corner of Market and Queen streets, contains a two-story, 9,258 SF mixed-use commercial
This property appears substantially intact, including the main church building, the rectory, and the school.

building constructed in 1927. The building was originally constructed for the Bank of Inglewood at a cost

The church expansion was designed by the original architect to respect and complement the original

of $140,000. Designed by local architect William L. Campbell in the Mediterranean Revival style, the

church and thus is considered to have acquired significance in its own right. Similarly, additions to the

reinforced concrete building was the first steel frame business block in the city. The building was sold to

school building are compatible with yet differentiated from the original extent, which remains evident. As

Bank of America National Trust & Savings Association in 1936; in 1950 it became Southwest Bank. It now

such, the property as a whole retains sufficient integrity to convey its significance. Therefore, the Holy

serves as a retail space occupied by Vajra Books & Gifts. In 2000, the property was assigned a status code

Faith Episcopal Church complex meets Criterion Consideration A for Religious Properties and thus appears

of 3S (appears eligible for the National Register as an individual property through survey evaluation) under

eligible for listing in the National Register.

Criterion C as an excellent example of a 1920s Mediterranean Revival-style bank building in Inglewood.

158-170 N. Market Street (former United Bank of California). This property, located at the southeast

This property was re-evaluated and found to be substantially unaltered since its original construction. The

corner of Market and Regent streets, contains a 9,000 SF branch bank building and rear surface parking

building retains the majority of its original exterior features, including its form and massing, roof material,

lot. Originally constructed in 1967 for United Bank of California, it was designed by noted Los Angeles

exterior wall cladding, fenestration patterns, elaborated arched main entrance and ground-story windows,

architect Richard Dorman in the Late Modern style. Richard Dorman was a prolific modernist architect and

upper-story windows, and various decorative elements. Alterations—such as replaced front doors and the

designer who worked throughout the Los Angeles region from the 1950s through the 1970s. Over the

addition of tile cladding on the ground story—are minor in relation to the building’s overall appearance,

course of his career, he designed dozens of high-end residences, as well as various commercial and

and do not substantially diminish its integrity. The building remains highly intact and continues to display

institutional buildings such as offices, churches, and banks. In 1976, the bank added a similarly designed

the characteristic features of a Mediterranean Revival bank building from the 1920s. Thus, this building

drive-thru automated teller building across Regent Street to the north, also designed by Dorman. The

retains sufficient integrity to convey its significance as a good example of its architectural style, and

71 National Register Bulletin 15, 26.

72 According to National Park Service guidance, 50 years is a general estimate of time needed to develop sufficient historical
perspective to evaluate historic significance.
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therefore appears eligible for listing in the National Register and the California Register. As such, this

Register under Criterion 3 for its architectural merit. As such, this property is considered a historical

property is considered a historical resource herein for the purposes of CEQA.

resource for the purposes of CEQA.

129-139 S. Market Street (former J.C. Penney). This property, located on the west side of Market Street

320-330 E. Manchester Boulevard (Bank of America). This property, located at the southwest corner of

between Queen Street and Manchester Boulevard, contains a two-story, 62,583 SF commercial retail

Manchester Boulevard and Locust Street, contains a 21,976-SF bank building and a rear surface parking

building which originally housed a J.C. Penney department store. The building was initially constructed as

lot. Originally constructed in 1948, the building was erected for Bank of America and designed in the Late

one story in 1941. In 1954, it was expanded with a second story and remodeled in the Mid-Century

Moderne style. Bank of America continues as its current tenant. The smaller adjacent building at 320 E.

Modern style. The Inglewood Marketplace currently occupies the building. In 2000, the property was

Manchester Boulevard was originally constructed in 1920 and remodeled as part of the Bank of America

assigned a status code of 5S1 (eligible for local listing) under Criterion C as a good example of a 1950s Mid-

in 1954. In 2000, the property was assigned a status code of 3S (appears eligible for the National Register

Century Modern-style department store building.

as an individual property through survey evaluation) under Criterion C as a good example of a 1940s PWA
Moderne-style bank building in Inglewood.

This property was re-evaluated and found to be substantially unaltered since its 1950s remodel. The
building retains the majority of its exterior features from this period, including its form and massing,

This property was re-evaluated and found to be substantially unaltered since its original construction. The

exterior wall cladding, angled storefronts, recessed entry with terrazzo flooring, entry doors, canopy,

building retains the majority of its original exterior features, including its form and massing, exterior wall

upper-story ribbon windows, and applied decoration. Alterations—such as contemporary signage and the

cladding, fenestration patterns, and decorative elements. The framing of the windows and doors may have

distinctive paint job—are minor in relation to the building’s overall appearance, and do not substantially

been updated. However, the replacement material appears to be in keeping with what would have been

diminish its integrity. The building remains highly intact and continues to display the characteristic features

in place historically, such that this change does not substantially diminish the building’s integrity. Other

of a Mid-Century Modern department store building from the 1950s. Thus, this building retains sufficient

changes—including lighting, signage, and the addition (and subsequent removal) of an in-wall ATM—are

integrity to convey its significance as a good example of its architectural style, and therefore appears

minor in relation to the building’s overall appearance. The building remains largely intact and continues to

eligible for listing in the California Register. As such, this property is considered a historical resource for

display the characteristic features of a PWA Moderne bank building from the 1940s. Thus, this building

the purposes of CEQA.

retains sufficient integrity to convey its significance as a good example of its architectural style, and
therefore appears eligible for listing in the California Register. As such, this property is considered a

149-155 S. Market Street/231-239 E. Manchester Boulevard (Professional Building). This property,

historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

located at the northwest corner of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, contains a two-story, 6,000square-foot (SF) mixed-use commercial building. Constructed in 1928 as the Professional Building, it was

720 E. Florence Avenue (Inglewood Park Cemetery). This property, located at the northeast corner of

designed in the Spanish Colonial Revival style with cast-stone Churrigueresque details. In 2000, the

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue, contains a large cemetery. In 1905, a group of local

property was assigned a status code of 4S7 (may become eligible for the National Register when integrity

businessmen formed the Inglewood Park Cemetery Association and acquired a large plot of land just east

is restored).

of what would become downtown Inglewood. In 1907, the cemetery erected the Romanesque-style Grace
Chapel, a three-quarters replica of a church in Edinburgh, Scotland. In these early days, funerals often

This property was re-evaluated and despite alterations on the ground story, the upper story appears

arriving by rail from Los Angeles in a private funeral car; portions of the original railroad waiting station

substantially unaltered since its original construction. The building retains the majority of its original

have been incorporated into the main entrance. The Neoclassical-style Inglewood Mausoleum was

exterior features, including its red clay tile shed roofs with exposed rafter tails; smooth stucco exterior

completed in 1915 and was the first community mausoleum in the State of California. The Mausoleum of

cladding; wood tripartite upper-story windows; decorative cast-stone details at the roofline; and a canopy

the Golden West was built over several decades from the 1930s to the 1960s and features stained-glass

with decorative wrought-iron supports at the secondary entrance. Alterations, including replacement of

representations of early California by Judson Studios. Various notable persons have been laid to rest at

ground-story storefronts and entry doors, somewhat diminish the building’s integrity. Overall, however,

Inglewood Park Cemetery, including some of the South Bay region’s earliest settlers, a number of Civil War

the building remains largely intact and continues to display the characteristic features of a Spanish Colonial

veterans, and famous figures such as former Los Angeles Mayor Tom Bradley, Chet Baker, Ray Charles, Ella

Revival commercial building from the 1920s. Thus, it retains sufficient integrity to convey its significance

Fitzgerald, Etta James, boxer Sugar Ray Robinson, and architect Paul Williams. At the time of this report,

as a good example of its architectural style, and therefore appears eligible for listing in the California

both Grace Chapel and the Inglewood Mausoleum were undergoing renovation.
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This property was re-evaluated and while it has evolved over time, it remains substantially intact. The

property meets Criterion Consideration D and appears eligible under National Register Criterion A as the

property appears to retain the majority of its original features, such as its overall form and configuration,

burial place of persons of transcendent importance.

landscape design, and main entrance, as well as multiple excellent examples of cemetery architecture,
including Grace Chapel, Inglewood Mausoleum, and Mausoleum of the Golden West. Alterations, such as

Per NPS guidance, a cemetery property can meet Criterion Consideration D and be eligible under National

the addition of more recent buildings, do not substantially diminish the integrity of the property overall.

Register Criterion C on the basis of distinctive design values, including “aesthetic or technological
achievement in the fields of city planning, architecture, landscape architecture, engineering, mortuary art,

The property as a whole retains sufficient integrity to convey its significance as an excellent and rare early

and sculpture.” 76 As noted above, the cemetery contains several excellent examples of architecture styles,

20th-century cemetery in Inglewood. Additionally, Grace Chapel, Inglewood Mausoleum, and Mausoleum

most notably the Romanesque-style Grace Chapel and the Neoclassical-style Inglewood Mausoleum.

of the Golden West appear to be excellent examples of their architectural style. Therefore, the property

Additionally, the Mausoleum of the Golden West features scenes of early California rendered in stained-

appears eligible the California Register under Criterion 1 as early institutional development in Inglewood,

glass by the world-renowned Judson Studios in Highland Park. For these reasons, the property meets

and Criterion 3 and for the quality of its architectural and landscape design.

Criterion Consideration D and appears eligible under National Register Criterion C for the quality of its
architecture and design.

Because this is a cemetery property, in order to be eligible for listing in the National Register it must meet
Criterion Consideration D. Criterion Consideration D states that a cemetery property must “[derive] its

Although this property has evolved over time, it remains substantially intact. The property appears to

primary significance from graves of persons of transcendent importance, from age, from distinctive design

retain the majority of its original features, and the addition of more recent buildings do not substantially

features, from association with historic events. 73

diminish the integrity of the property overall. Thus, the property as a whole retains sufficient integrity to
convey its significance. Therefore, the Inglewood Park Cemetery meets Criterion Consideration D for

National Park Service guidance on the application of Criterion Consideration D explains that a cemetery

Cemetery Properties and thus appears eligible for listing in the National Register in addition to being

property can meet this criterion and be eligible under National Register Criterion A on the basis of age if

eligible for the California Register. As such, this property is considered a historical resource for the

it has “achieved historic significance for [its] relative great age in a particular geographic or cultural

purposes of CEQA.

context.” 74 As described in the Historical Resources Technical Report, Inglewood Park Cemetery was
originally established in 1905, three years prior to the City of Inglewood’s incorporation in 1908. Grace

619-635 S. Prairie Avenue (Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary). This property, located at the northwest

Chapel, built in 1907, is one of the oldest, if not the oldest, remaining religious buildings in Inglewood. As

corner of Prairie Avenue and La Palma Drive, contains a two-story, 9,352-SF chapel and mortuary building.

noted above, the Inglewood Mausoleum was the first community mausoleum in the State of California

Designed in the American Colonial Revival style, the building was initially constructed in 1948 as the Hardin

when it was erected in 1915. For these reasons, the property meets Criterion Consideration D and appears

& Flanagan Colonial Chapel & Mortuary. In 1959, the business was acquired by the McCormick family and

eligible under National Register Criterion A as an excellent example of early institutional development in

renamed McCormick Mortuary. Around 1960, the building was expanded with a new two-story wing to

Inglewood.

the north. It is currently operated as Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary.

According to NPS guidance, a cemetery property can also meet Criterion Consideration D and be eligible

This property was re-evaluated and found to be substantially unaltered since its 1960s expansion. The

under National Register Criterion A as the burial place of persons of transcendent importance, defined as

building retains the majority of its exterior features from this period, including its form and massing;

persons “of great eminence in their fields of endeavor or [who] had a great impact upon the history of

hipped and gable roofs with boxed eaves; decorative cornice with return; two-story porticos with slender

their community, State, or nation. 75 Inglewood Park Cemetery contains the graves of numerous notable

full-height columns; stucco and wood clapboard exterior cladding; fluted pilasters; divided-light double-

persons, including some of the South Bay region’s earliest settlers, and a number of Civil War veterans.

hung wood windows with louvred wood shutters; wood paneled doors; round and rounded-arch openings;

Additionally, the cemetery serves as the final resting place for a number of the region’s most prominent

elaborated entrances including fanlights, sidelights, and decorative wood surrounds; and hanging lanterns.

African American residents, including singers Ray Charles, Ella Fitzgerald, and Etta James; boxer Sugar Ray

Alterations, such as replacement of an original window with a vinyl slider, are minor in relation to the

Robinson; architect Paul R. Williams; and former Los Angeles Mayor Tom Bradley. For these reasons, the

building’s overall appearance, and do not substantially diminish its integrity. The mortuary’s expansion
was designed to respect and complement that of the original chapel and office and is considered to have

73 National Register Bulletin 15, 25.
74 National Register Bulletin 15, 35.
75 National Register Bulletin 15, 34.
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acquired significance in its own right. The building remains highly intact and continues to display the

light fixtures, and contemporary signage. Taken together, these alterations have completely transformed

characteristic features of a mid-20th century American Colonial Revival mortuary building. It retains

the building’s only publicly visible façade, such that it no longer displays any elements of its original 1930s

sufficient integrity to convey its significance as an excellent example of its architectural style, and therefore

design, nor does it represent a comprehensive mid-century façade remodel. Thus, this building does not

appears eligible for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3 for its architectural merit. As such,

retain sufficient integrity to convey its significance as a good example of its architectural style, and

this property is considered a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.

therefore does not appear eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register. As such, it
is not considered a historical resource herein for the purposes of CEQA.

Properties Evaluated as Eligible for Historic Listing
Six (6) properties that had been previously identified as potentially eligible for historic listing in the 2000
Historic Design Guidelines investigation we re-evaluated and were found to appear ineligible for historic
listing due to substantial alteration. Each of these properties has been evaluated for its eligibility for listing

132 S. Market Street. This property, located on the east side of Market Street between Queen Street and
Manchester Boulevard, contains a two-story mixed-use commercial building constructed in 1925. The
building is currently occupied by Smoove Fashion World. In 2000, the property was assigned a status code
of 5S1 (eligible for local listing) but no reason for significance was provided.

in the California Register below.
124-126 N. Market Street. This property, located on the east side of Market Street between Regent and
Queen streets, contains a two-story, 2,750-SF mixed-use commercial building constructed in 1920. In 2000,
the property was assigned a status code of 5S1 (eligible for local listing); no reason for significance was

The property was re-evaluated and found to have been substantially altered over time. The building’s
original retail storefront has been replaced with a floor-to-ceiling aluminum storefront, and brick veneer
wall cladding and an awning have been added, thereby completely altering the building’s ground story. On
the upper story, original fenestration has been replaced with metal or vinyl sliders. Some original

provided.

decorative features remain on the upper story. Overall, the building does not display the characteristic
The property was re-evaluated and found to have been substantially altered over time. The original retail

features of a particular architectural style and is not known to be the work of a master; it does not appear

storefronts have been replaced with floor-to-ceiling aluminum storefronts, thereby completely altering

to be a notable example of its building type from a particular period; and it has no known important

the ground story on the building’s only publicly visible façade. On the upper story, original fenestration

historic associations that would qualify it for historic listing or designation. Therefore, the building does

has been replaced with metal sliders. The building does not display the characteristic features of a

not appear eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register. As such, it is not considered

particular architectural style and is not known to be the work of a master; it does not appear to be a

a historical resource herein for the purposes of CEQA.

notable example of its building type from a particular period; and it has no known important historic
associations that would qualify it for historic listing or designation. Therefore, the building does not appear
eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register. As such, it is not considered a historical

150 S. Market Street (former People’s Federal Building & Loan Association Building). This property,
located at the northeast corner of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, contains a two-story, mixeduse commercial building originally constructed in 1927 as the People’s Federal Building & Loan Association.

resource for the purposes of CEQA.

It was remodeled in the Late Modern style, likely sometime in the 1960s, and is currently occupied by
125 S. Market Street. This property, located on the west side of Market Street between Queen Street and

World Hat & Boot Mart. The 2000 historic resources investigation for the “Inglewood Downtown District,

Manchester Boulevard, contains a one-story commercial building constructed in 1938. The building is

Main Street Project Area, Historic Design Guidelines,” assigned the property a status code of 5S1 (eligible

currently occupied by Basket Beauty Supply. In 2000, the property was assigned a status code of 5S1

for local listing) under Criterion C as a good example of a 1960s Late Modern-style commercial building.

(eligible for local listing) under Criterion C as an intact example of a mid-century remodeled façade.

As noted above, the 2000 historic resources investigation was limited to a reconnaissance-level survey

The property was re-evaluated and found to have been substantially altered over time, including

effort identified 150 S. Market Street as eligible for local listing only, but the City of Inglewood did not

alterations since its previous evaluation. The 2000 survey referred to this building as “among the more

then, and does not currently, have a local landmark designation program with codified eligibility standards

visually interesting” mid-century façade remodels along Market Street, noting a “metal pylon sign [that]

and criteria for local listing.

only and did not include an intensive-level historic resources survey. The 2000 Historic Design Guidelines

juts above the building's parapet at a sufficient height and angle to be seen by the pedestrian” and “framed
[display] cases that cantilever beyond their built-in bases.” None of these features remain extant.

A more detailed investigation of the building indicates 150 S. Market Street is not an eligible historic

Alterations include the replacement of the exterior wall cladding on both stories, the replacement of all

resource. The building was originally constructed in 1927 and later acquired its Late Modern-style

retail storefronts and entry doors, the addition of applied decorative features above the canopy, added

appearance in the mid-1960s. Visible elements of the underlying original 1920s building include its overall
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form and massing, pedestrian orientation set at the sidewalk, clipped corner entrance, and the overall

The property was re-evaluated and found to have been substantially altered over time. The building’s

fenestration pattern including primary and secondary door openings and upper-story window openings.

exterior wall cladding has been replaced with rough-textured stucco, and exaggerated stucco-clad window

In the 1960s, additional design elements were applied to the primary facades of the building. These

surrounds have been added throughout. These changes are incompatible with the building’s American

include stucco and stone panel cladding; metal-framed doors, windows, and storefronts, a flat, curved

Colonial Revival style, and thereby substantially alter the building’s overall appearance. The building is no

canopy over the ground story; and stylized piers on the upper story which support a flat, curved canopy

longer a good example of its architectural style and is not known to be the work of a master; it does not

suspended above the roofline. No architect was identified with this remodel. The end result is a 1920s-era

appear to be a notable example of its building type from a particular period; and it has no known important

building in mass and form with 1960s-era design elements applied to its facades. As such, 150 S. Market

historic associations that would qualify it for historic listing or designation. Therefore, the building does

Street is not a fully realized and cohesive example of Late Modern architecture from the 1960s.

not appear eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register. As such, it is not considered
a historical resource herein for the purposes of CEQA.

Re-evaluation of 150 S. Market Street determined the building is not a significant example of Late Modern
architecture and is, therefore, not eligible for listing in the National Register under criterion C or the
California Register under Criterion 3. It is not listed in a local register of historical resources and is not
identified as significant in a historical resources survey which meets state criteria. Based upon this reevaluation, the former People’s Federal Building & Loan Association at 150 S. Market Street is not a
historical resource for purposes of CEQA.

Potential Historic District
No historic districts have been identified within the Project area and/or Expanded Study Area. The extent
of Market Street within the Project area and Expanded Study Area appears significant as a historic district
for its association with early- and mid-20th century commercial development in the City of Inglewood.
This extent comprises a significant concentration of historically related properties from a specific historic

302 E. Manchester Boulevard/200-204 S. Market Street (Cox Menswear). This property, located at the
southeast corner of Manchester Boulevard and Market Street, contains a two-story commercial retail
building. Originally constructed in 1941, the building was designed in the Streamline Moderne style and
was historically occupied by Scotty’s Men’s Shop. The building’s current tenant is Cox Menswear. In 2000,
the property was assigned a status code of 3S (appears eligible for the National Register as an individual
property through survey evaluation) under Criterion C as a good example of the Streamline Moderne style
in Inglewood.

period, and thus is an identifiable entity that is distinguishable from the surrounding area. However, due
to substantial changes to individual properties over time, this extent does not convey a visual sense of the
overall historic environment.
A total of 42 parcels were examined and researched in detail, including parcels along both sides of Market
Street, between Florence Avenue on the north and Manchester Boulevard on the south, and including all
four corner parcels at the intersection of Market and Manchester. While downtown Inglewood originated
in the 1920s, the period of significance for a potential historic district was extended through the 1960s to

The property was re-evaluated and found to have been substantially altered over time. On the ground
story, the existing stone veneer and projecting aluminum-frame display windows appear to be the result
of a mid-century remodel, replacing all of the original retail storefronts and wall cladding along both streetfacing façades. On the upper story, original fenestration has been replaced with vinyl sliders. Also, the
neon sign that originally adorned the corner tower has been removed. Due to these alterations, the
building no longer displays the characteristic features of the Streamline Modern style, nor does it
represent a comprehensive or wholesale stylistic remodel from a particular historic period. Thus, this
building does not retain sufficient integrity to convey its significance as a good example of its architectural

include postwar development and façade improvements that remain evident in the downtown area
today. 77
Of the 42 parcels that were examined, twelve were evaluated as potential district contributors (DC) if a
historic district was identified, 78 while the remaining 30 parcels were evaluated as non-contributors (NC).
Most of the non-contributing parcels were evaluated due to extensive alterations over time. Some parcels
contain more recent infill development, while others are vacant lots or parking lots. With 12 of 42 parcels
evaluated as potential district contributors, this results in a contribution rate of just 29 percent, which is
below the requirement for an eligible historic district.79 Due to this low ratio of district contributors, it was

style, and therefore does not appear eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register.
As such, it is not considered a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA.
333 E. Nutwood Street. This property, located at the northwest corner of Locust and Nutwood streets,
contains a one-story commercial office building constructed in 1940. The building is currently occupied by
Anphon Medical Center. In 2000, the property was assigned a status code of 5S1 (eligible for local listing);
no reason for significance was provided.
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77 Of the six properties evaluated as individually eligible, three are postwar resources.
78 Six of these twelve were also evaluated as individually eligible for historic listing and comprise the six identified CEQA
resources discussed in the DEIR for this project.
79 For a geographical area to be considered eligible for listing as a historic district, standard preservation practice requires
that the majority of properties be contributors to the district.
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Appears eligible for listing in CR

Listed in NR and CR

Appears eligible for listing in NR and
CR

Appears eligible for listing in CR

Appears eligible for listing in CR

City of Inglewood as it includes a significant concentration of historically related properties from a specific

Appears eligible for listing in CR

potentially significant for its association with early- and mid-20th century commercial development in the

Appears eligible for listing in NR and
CR

the smaller area described above, this larger segment of the Market Street corridor is considered

Listed in NR and CR

to determine if this larger area retained sufficient integrity to qualify as a potential historic district. As with

Appears eligible for listing in CR

The full extent of the Market Street corridor in downtown Inglewood, extending an additional two-and-ahalf blocks south of the Project Area and Expanded Study Area to Hillcrest Boulevard, was also evaluated

Current Evaluation

significance, and therefore does not meet the criteria to qualify as a historic district.

Appears Eligible for listing in NR and
CR

determined that this extent of Market Street does not retain sufficient integrity to convey its historic
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_____________
Source: Historic Resources Technical Report, HRG, O 2021 (refer to Appendix I.2).
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Two-story chapel and
mortuary building
Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary
(former Hardin & Flanagan
Colonial Chapel and Mortuary)
4021038027
619-635 S Prairie
Avenue

1948,
addition c.
1960

Multipurpose indoor
arena, surrounding
parking lot
The Forum
1967
4025001002

1905
720 E Florence Avenue 4012031930

3900 W Manchester
Boulevard

Cemetery

Branch bank, rear
parking lot
Bank of America
1948
4021013018
320-330 E Manchester
Boulevard

(8) were evaluated as appearing eligible for listing in the California Register and/or National Register. All

Meridian Consultants
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Two-story mixed-use
commercial building
4021009017
149-155 S Market
St/231-239 E
Manchester Boulevard

Resources below. Of these, two (2) are listed in the National Register and the California Register, and eight

the Project to impact properties is evaluated below.

Professional Building

4021009031
129-139 S Market
Street

Area as shown in Table 4.4-1: Summary List of Historical Resources and Figure 4.4-2: Map of Historic

of these properties are considered as historical resources for the purposes of CEQA and the potential for

1927
4021007024
100 N. Market St/307
E. Queen Street

1949
4021008006
115 N Market Street

Summary of Historical Resources
In summary, ten (10) historical resources have been identified in the Project Area and/or Expanded Study

1967
4021007012
158-170 N. Market
Street

Date
APN

4015026039

Address

not constitute historic district and is not a historical resource under CEQA.

260 N Locust Street

2000 reviewed 112 buildings and did not identify a historic district. For these reasons, Market Street does

1914

prepared to support the preparation of design guidelines. The reconnaissance-level survey completed in

Two-story retail
commercial building

Two-story mixed-use
commercial building

Neighborhood movie
theater

Branch bank, rear
parking lot

Description

a previous evaluation of the Market Street corridor completed in a 2000 historic resources investigation

Inglewood Park Cemetery

significance and does thus not meet the criteria to qualify as a historic district. This determination confirms

1928

significance, Market Street in downtown Inglewood does not retain sufficient integrity to convey its

Former J.C. Penney (now
Inglewood Marketplace)

retain the ability to convey a sense of time and place from its historic period. Despite its historic

1941,
addition and
remodel
1954

Street largely retains its overall scale, massing and pedestrian orientation, incremental changes over time
have substantially compromised the cohesion of the area as a whole. As such, Market Street does not

Former Bank of Inglewood (now
Vajra Books & Gifts)

historic significance, and therefore does not meet the criteria to qualify as a historic district. While Market

Former Fox Theater

determined that this larger segment of Market Street does not retain sufficient integrity to convey its

Former United Bank of California
(now Broadway Federal Bank)

as non-contributors (NC). This results in a contribution rate of just 36 percent, still well below what would
typically be required for an eligible historic district. Due to this low ratio of district contributors, it was

Table 4.4-1
Summary List of Historical Resources

parcels that examined along the full extent of the Market Street corridor, 23 were evaluated as potential
district contributors (DC) if a historic district was identified, while the remaining 41 parcels were evaluated

Name

district contributors, but not enough to offset the lower concentration in the northern blocks. Of the 64

Holy Faith Episcopal Church

southern blocks found a somewhat higher concentration of buildings with sufficient integrity to qualify as

Religious complex
(Church, rectory, and
School)

historic period. However, due to substantial changes to individual properties over time this corridor no
longer conveys a visual sense of the overall historic environment. A reconnaissance-level review of these

4.4 Cultural Resources

4.4.5 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
The project would have a significant impact in relation to cultural resources if it were to:
Threshold CUL-1:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
as defined in Section 15064.5.

Threshold CUL-2:

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

Threshold CUL-3:

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries

The CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5 (b) states that “a project that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the
environment.” A “substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource” means the
physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings
such that the significance of a historical resource would be materially impaired. The CEQA Guidelines go
on to state that:
The significance of a historical resource is materially impaired when a project...[d]emolishes or
materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics of a historical resource that
convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the
California Register of Historical Resources…local register of historical resources… or its identification in
a historical resources survey. 80
The significance of a historical resource may be materially impaired through both direct and indirect
project impacts. Thus, the Historic Resources Technical Report (see Appendix I.2) analyzed the potential
for the proposed Project to impact a historical resource either directly or indirectly.

4.4.6 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
4.4.6.1

Project Design Features

The Project includes the following feature, identified in the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design
Guidelines), that address the potential effects of the Project on historic resources located along the
proposed alignment:

SOURCE: Historic Resources Group, September 2021

FIGURE 4.4-2

Map of Historic Resources
251-004-21

80 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(b).
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PDF CUL-1

Historic Resources (Design Standards and Guidelines)

4.4 Cultural Resources

Impact CUL-1:

historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5?

The final Project design must consider design variables (elevation of guideway, width of guideway, distance
of the guideway from the resources, and the dimensions, placement, and spacing of support columns) and

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a

Impacts

resource variables (building’s height, scale, number of street-facing facades, width of primary façade, front
setback, project elements overhanding the sidewalk, and viewpoints from which the resource can best be
discerned in its entirety). The final Project design shall ensure minimal impacts to the setting of historical
resources, and little or no visual obstruction of the resource’s street-facing façades from the optimal
viewpoints. In order to meet these performance-based standards, the following Project Design Features

within the proposed Project area, 81 as identified in Table 4.4-1 and Figure 4.4-2. Two of these are listed in
the National Register and the California Register, and eight have been re-evaluated as appearing eligible
for listing in the National Register and/or California Register. All of these properties are considered as
historical resources as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5.

shall be incorporated into the final Project design:
x

The Historic Resources Technical Report identified a total of ten historical built-environment resources

The guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the historical resource will be sufficient for
the guideway to visually clear the top of the historical resources’ street-facing façade(s) when viewed
from the optimal viewpoints. The final Project design is expected to achieve no visual obstruction of
any of the identified historical resources from the guideway.

Direct Impacts
A direct adverse environmental impact would involve an immediate physical change in the built
characteristics of a resource or its immediate surroundings that convey its historical significance. While
the proposed ATS guideway and stations would largely be constructed within the public right-of-way,

x

x

x

At the former Fox Theater, and for 100 feet on either side of the resource, the guideway elevation
(measured from the ground plane to the underside of the guideway structure) will be a minimum of
52 feet from grade in order to achieve unobstructed views of this resource, including its monumental
sign pylon.
The dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns will be such that the
obstruction of views of the historical resources’ street-facing façade(s) when viewed from the optimal
viewpoints will be minimized. For five of the identified historical resources—Holy Faith Episcopal
Church, former United Bank of California (now Broadway Federal Bank), former Fox Theater,
Professional Building, and Inglewood Park Cemetery—the final Project design is expected to
completely avoid visual obstructions from support columns.
For five of the historical resources—the former Bank of Inglewood, former J.C. Penney, Bank of
America, the Forum, and Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary Mortuary—views that are completely
unobstructed by support columns are not necessary for the resource to convey its significance. A small
portion of the resources’ primary façades will be intermittently obscured depending on the position
of the viewer. However, due to the scale and/or setback of these resources, their primary façades will
remain readily discernable.

several properties along the ATS alignment would be affected through the development of the ATS
guideway and stations on adjacent properties.
The proposed ATS guideway would result in direct physical impacts on the following resource:
x

3900 W. Manchester Boulevard (The Forum), AIN 4025-001-002.

The Forum property is located within the Project Area on the east side of Prairie Avenue. The ATS guideway
and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station are proposed on the west side of Prairie Avenue. The
elevated ATS guideway will be primarily supported by columns located on the west side of Prairie Avenue
within the public right-of-way. A few straddle bent columns may be necessary along this section of the
alignment near the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue immediately south of the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station to support a switch zone for this station. Traffic lanes on Prairie
Avenue would also be relocated to the east to accommodate the ATS columns on the west side of the
street and maintain a sufficient sidewalk width. The relocation of the lane along Prairie Avenue will result
in an encroachment into the Forum property along its western boundary. Straddle bent support columns
may land on the east side of the ATS guideway in what is now the Forum parking lot. An elevated passenger
walkway will be constructed from the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, with vertical
circulation elements (stairs, escalators, elevators) landing on the east side of Prairie in the current Forum
parking lot.

81 Historical Resources Technical Report. Inglewood Transit Connector. October 4, 2021.
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The Project will not physically alter the Forum building itself. The building will remain in its original location

arena in Inglewood. Therefore, direct, and indirect impacts to the Forum as a result of the revised Project

and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. The Project will alter a portion of the

would be less than significant.

Forum’s surface parking lot, which is defined in the National Register nomination for the Forum as one of
the Forum’s character-defining features. The Project will encroach into the Forum parking lot along its

Indirect Impacts

western edge between Manchester Boulevard and Pincay Drive no more than 30 feet to accommodate

An indirect impact is distinguished in this evaluation as a physical change which is not immediately related

the relocation of one of the traffic lanes on Prairie Avenue. This encroachment will alter the original

to the Project, but which is caused indirectly by the Project. An indirect adverse environmental impact

dimensions of the property. Because this encroachment will only affect the westernmost 30 feet of the

would involve a substantial alteration in how a resource is viewed and experienced by pedestrians and

large parking lot around the Forum building, the parking lot will retain its overall character as an expansive,

motorists through obscuring, interfering, or blocking the view of a resource from the public right-of-way.

on-grade, asphalt-paved parking area surrounding the Forum building on all sides.

An example would be new construction that diminishes the ability of a historical resource to convey its
significance by blocking or obscuring character-defining features after the project has been completed.

The stairway and elevator components from the elevated passenger walkway from the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station will land on what is currently the Forum property. These elements
would be constructed within the public right-of-way of the newly relocated sidewalk on the east side of
Prairie Avenue. These features would be situated along the property’s western edge and there will remain
a substantial physical distance of over 300 feet between these new features and the Forum building itself.
The Project, therefore, will not alter the relationship between the Forum building and its immediate

These indirect impacts may materially impair and adversely affect the significance of a historical resource
if the historical resource can no longer convey its historical significance and justify its inclusion in the
California Register, local register, or historical resource survey. Built-environmental historical resources
identified along the proposed Project’s footprint, including those adjacent the proposed ATS guideway
alignment and stations, have been determined to convey their historical significance through physical
characteristics such as design, construction, and/or form.

surroundings in any meaningful way.
The Project could potentially result in indirect impacts on the following seven resources as discussed
The view for motorists of the Forum building from Prairie Avenue looking east and pedestrian views from

below:

the west sidewalk will be intermittently obstructed by the straddle-bent support columns supporting the
ATS guideway and the stairs and elevators from the elevated passenger walkway. However, pedestrian

x

158-170 N. Market Street (former United Bank of California)

views from the new sidewalk on the east side of Prairie Avenue will remain largely unobstructed with only

x

115 N. Market Street (former Fox Theater)

minimal impairment. Views of the Forum building looking south from Manchester Boulevard and north

x

100 N. Market St/307 E Queen Street (former Bank of Inglewood)

from Pincay Drive will also remain unobstructed. Overall, the new construction will not block or obscure

x

129-139 S. Market Street (former J.C. Penney)

building can be observed without obstruction. The Forum property will retain its essential character as a

x

149-155 S. Market Street/231-239 E Manchester Boulevard (Professional Building)

large circular building set at the center of a sprawling, generally open site with largely unobstructed views

x

320-330 E. Manchester Boulevard (Bank of America)

from all sides. Important features of the Forum’s setting are limited mainly to the property itself, the most

x

619-635 S. Prairie Avenue (Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary)

important views of the Forum building, as there will remain multiple vantage points from which the

important of which is the expansive surface parking area surrounding the building on all sides. Although
the Project will encroach on the Forum property along the eastern edge of the parking lot, the important

The ATS guideway and stations would follow Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue

aspects of the Forum’s historical setting will remain intact.

and pass directly in front of these resources. The ATS guideway and support structure would not physically
alter these buildings in any way and the buildings would remain in their original locations, retaining all

Because the Project will not physically alter the Forum building; will not block or obscure important views

their significant character-defining features and materials. The proposed Project would erect substantial

of the Forum building; and will only alter a small portion of the Forum parking lot; the revised Project will

new physical structure features in the form of the ATS guideway and support structures within proximity

not result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of the historical resource. After construction

to these buildings along Market Street and Manchester Boulevard. However, the guideway structure and

of the Project, the Forum will continue to convey its historic significance as a 1960s New Formalist-style

the support columns would only obscure a limited portion of the facades for five of the six historical
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resources, depending on the position of the viewer. Additionally, the ATS guideway would be elevated

dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns be optimized to minimize the

above the roadway and sidewalks, and often substantially higher than the historic structures. For these

obstruction of views of the street facing facades of historical buildings.

reasons, the proposed Project would have a less than significant indirect impact on the former United
Bank of California building, the former Fox Theater building, the former Bank of Inglewood building, the
former J.C. Penney building, the Professional Building, the Bank of America building, and the Lighthouse

These elements will allow for a substantial distance between the ATS guideway and the United Bank of
California building, maintaining a substantial portion of the existing open sidewalk and street area that
partly defines the building’s setting. The United Bank of California building measures approximately 23

McCormick Mortuary. Impacts to each of these resources is described below.

feet in height and the guideway will clear the top of the building by approximately 17 feet. Because the
158-170 N. Market Street (former United Bank of California)

guideway will be a substantial distance away from the façade of the United Bank of California building’s
and positioned a substantial distance higher than the building, it will not obscure important physical

The former United Bank of California building is located on the east side of Market Street, immediately

features of the primary façade when viewed from the west side of Market Street.

adjacent to the proposed location of the ATS guideway. 82
Because two columns will sit in front of or immediately adjacent to the United Bank of California building,
The Project will not physically alter the former United Bank of California building in any manner. The
building will remain in its original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features.
However, the Project will erect a substantial new physical structure in front of and within close proximity
of the building along Market Street, altering its setting and potentially interfering with the visual and
spatial relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. Because the United Bank of
California building is set back slightly from the property line, important setting features are limited to the
building parcel and the configuration of the street and sidewalk fronting the building’s east-facing façade.
New construction has the potential to encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street
and sidewalk that partly defines the building’s setting. The Project also has the potential to limit the ability
of the building to convey its historic significance by substantially obscuring its primary façade when viewed
from the west side of Market Street which is an important vantage point from which to understand the

a portion of the building’s primary façade will be intermittently obscured depending on the position of the
viewer. However, due to the dimensions and spacing of the columns, only a very limited portion of the
United Bank of California building’s primary façade will be obstructed when viewed from the west side of
Market Street. The north façade facing Regent Street will remain unobstructed. Those portions of the
building’s façade that will be obscured will be minor in comparison to the overall size of the building, the
majority of which will remain visible. Because the ATS guideway would be located approximately 17 feet
above the top of the United Bank of California building and the center support columns carrying the
guideway will only obscure a small portion of the building’s primary façade, the Project will not obscure
its primary façade such that its physical form and architectural style cannot be discerned. Ultimately, the
building’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily discernable despite some
intermittent obscuring of physical features from some views.

building’s overall scale, massing composition, and design. The building’s secondary façade along Regent
The Project will alter the historic setting of the United Bank of California building by placing new

Street will not be obscured by the Project.

construction along Market Street. However, this alteration to setting will not substantially interfere with
The ATS guideway will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the United
Bank of California building. As shown in the updated conceptual Project plans, the edge of the guideway
will be approximately 38 feet from the building’s façade and approximately 24 feet from the projecting
canopy. The bottom of the guideway will be elevated a minimum of 40 feet above the roadway.
Additionally, the guideway will be carried by single columns positioned in the center of Market Street, one
of which will be located in front of or immediately adjacent to the United Bank of California. The support
columns will be a round shape approximately 8 feet in diameter and spaced a minimum of 120 feet apart
on center. Moreover, PDF CUL-1 has been incorporated into the Project that requires the elevation and
distance of the guideway from the façade of the historical resource to be sufficient for the guideway to
visually clear the top of the historic resources’ street facing façade. PDF CUL-1 also requires the

the visual and spatial relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1
requires the height of the guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the building, and the
size and spacing of the vertical supporting columns to be designed in a manner that maintains important
aspects of the existing setting of this resource and ensures that the overall scale, massing, composition,
and design of the building will remain readily discernable. For architecturally significant historical
resources like the United Bank of California building, the most important aspects of integrity are design,
workmanship, and materials. Although integrity of setting will be altered along Market Street, all of the
other aspects of integrity including location, design, materials, workmanship, feeling and association will
remain and, for these reasons, the historical resource will retain overall integrity. The United Bank of
California building will continue to convey its historic significance after implementation of the Project and
as such, the impact of the Project to the historic resource will be less than significant.

82 The drive-thru automated teller building across the street is not considered part of the bank building.
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Project would not obscure important physical features of the primary façade, including the vertical sign
pylon, when viewed from the east side of Market Street.

The former Fox Theater building is located on the west side of Market Street, immediately adjacent to
where the new ATS guideway will be located in the center of Market Street.

The Project will alter the historic setting of the Fox Theater building by placing new construction along
Market Street. However, this alteration to the setting will not substantially interfere with the visual and

The Project will not physically alter the Fox Theater building in any way. The building will remain in its
original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. The Project will, however,
erect a substantial new physical structure in front of, and within close proximity to, the Fox Theater,
altering its setting and potentially interfering with the visual and spatial relationships between the
buildings and their immediate surroundings. Because the Fox Theater building is built to the property line,
important features of the building are limited to the scale of the surrounding development and
configuration of the street and sidewalk fronting the building’s west and south façades. New construction
has the potential to encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street and sidewalk that
defines the building’s setting. New construction also has the potential to limit the building’s ability to
convey its historic significance by substantially obscuring its primary east-facing façade when viewed from
the west side of Market Street, an important vantage point from which to understand the building’s overall
scale, massing, composition, and design.

spatial relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1 requires minimum
visual clearances; including the height of the guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the
building, and the size and spacing of the vertical supporting columns, to be incorporated into project
design. The Project will be designed in a manner that maintains important aspects of the resource’s
existing setting and ensures that it’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily
discernable. For architecturally significant historical resources like the Fox Theater building, the most
important aspects of integrity are design, workmanship, and materials. Although integrity of setting will
be altered along Market Street, all of the other aspects of integrity, including location, design, materials,
workmanship, feeling and association will remain, and therefore the historical resource will retain integrity
overall. The Fox Theater building will continue to convey its historic significance as a 1940s Late Modernestyle movie theater building after implementation of the Project and as such, indirect impacts to the Fox
Theater building would be less than significant.

The former Fox Theater building conveys its historical significance through its only public façade on Market

100 N. Market St/307 E Queen Street (former Bank of Inglewood)

Street, an important vantage point from which to observe the building’s primary façade. The ATS guideway
will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the Fox Theater building.

The former Bank of Inglewood building is located on the west side of Market Street, immediately adjacent

The main volume of the Fox Theater building measures approximately 38 feet tall, with its vertical sign

to where the new ATS guideway will be located.

pylon, an important feature of the front facade, rising to a height of approximately 70 feet.
The Project will not physically alter the former Bank of Inglewood building in any manner. The building will
As shown in the conceptual Project plans, the horizontal distance from the edge of the guideway to the

remain in its original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. The Project

marquee will be approximately 17 feet; the horizontal distance from the edge of the guideway to the

will, however, erect a substantial new physical structure in front of and within close proximity of the

building façade would be approximately 28 feet, based on a maximum guideway width of 42 feet. The

buildings along Market Street, altering their setting and potentially interfering with the visual and spatial

guideway along the frontage of the building would be supported by single columns positioned in the

relationships between the buildings and their immediate surroundings. Because the Bank of Inglewood

center of Market Street, with no columns located directly in front of, or immediately adjacent to, the Fox

building is built to the property line, important setting features are limited to the scale of the surrounding
development and configuration of the street and sidewalk fronting the building’s west and south façades.

Theater building.

New construction has the potential to encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street
In order to allow continued views of the sign pylon, the height of the guideway will be raised so that the

and sidewalk that defines the building’s setting. New construction also has the potential to limit the

bottom is a minimum of 53 feet from grade above the roadway. This minimum elevation will be maintained

building’s ability to convey its historic significance by substantially obscuring its primary façade when

for approximately 100 feet to the north and south of the Fox Theater. This would allow for a greater

viewed from the west side of Market Street, which is an important vantage point from which to understand

distance between the ATS guideway and the Fox Theater building, maintaining much of the existing open

the building’s overall scale, massing composition, and design. The building’s façade along Queen Street

sidewalk and street that define the building’s setting. The height of the guideway in front of the Fox

will not be obscured by the Project.

Theater building, the stipulation that no support columns will be located in front of or adjacent to the Fox
Theater and the horizontal separation between the Fox Theater and the guideway would ensure that the
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The ATS guideway will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the Bank

existing setting of the building, which will ensure that the overall scale, massing, composition, and design

of Inglewood building. The edge of the guideway will be approximately 29 feet from the façade of the Bank

of this building will remain readily discernable.

of Inglewood building (assuming a maximum guideway width of 42 feet). Additionally, the guideway will
be supported by single columns positioned in the center of Market Street, one of which will likely be
located in front of or immediately adjacent to the Bank of Inglewood building. The support columns will
be round in shape, approximately 8 feet in diameter, and spaced a minimum of 120 feet apart on center.
This will allow for a substantial distance between the ATS guideway and the Bank of Inglewood building,
maintaining much of the existing open sidewalk and street that define the setting of the building. The Bank
of Inglewood building measures approximately 33 feet in height; thus, the guideway will be higher than
the building by approximately 7 feet. Because the guideway will be a substantial distance away from the
Bank of Inglewood building’s façade, and positioned a substantial distance higher than the building, it will

For architecturally significant historical resources like the Bank of Inglewood building, the most important
aspects of integrity are design, workmanship, and materials. Although integrity of setting will be altered
along Market Street, all of the other aspects of integrity including location, design, materials,
workmanship, feeling and association will remain, and therefore the historical resource will retain integrity
overall. Thus, the Bank of Inglewood building will continue to convey its historic significance after
implementation of the revised Project and as such, the indirect impact of the Project to this historic
resource would be less than significant.
129-139 S. Market Street (former J.C. Penney)

not obscure important physical features of the primary façade when viewed from the west side of Market
Street.

The former J.C. Penney building is located on the west side of Market Street adjacent to where the new
ATS guideway will be located. The former J.C. Penney building conveys its historical significance through

With a single column located adjacent to the Bank of Inglewood building, a portion of the building’s
primary façade will be intermittently obscured depending on the position of the viewer. However, due to

its only public façade on Market Street, an important vantage point from which to observe the building’s
primary façade and main entry.

the dimensions and spacing of the columns, only a very limited portion of the Bank of Inglewood building’s
primary façade will be obstructed when viewed from the west side of Market Street. The larger south

The Project will not physically alter the former J.C. Penney building in any way. The building will remain in

façade facing Queen Street will remain unobstructed. Additionally, columns will be placed so that the

its original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. However, the Project

important corner view of the building, which takes in the entirety of both publicly visible façades, will be

will erect a substantial new physical structure in front of and within close proximity of the buildings along

maintained. Those portions of the building’s façade that will be obscured will be minor in comparison to

Market Street, altering their setting and potentially interfering with the visual and spatial relationships

the overall size of the building, the majority of which will remain visible. Because the ATS guideway would

between the buildings and their immediate surroundings. Because the J.C. Penney building is built to the

be located at least 7 feet higher than the Bank of Inglewood building and the center support columns

property line, important setting features are limited to the scale of the surrounding development and

carrying the guideway will only obscure a small portion of the building’s primary façade, the Project will

configuration of the street and sidewalk fronting the building’s east façade. New construction has the

not obscure its primary facade such that its physical form and architectural style cannot be discerned.

potential to encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street and sidewalk that defines

Moreover, PDF CUL-1 requires the guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the historical

the building’s setting. New construction also has the potential to limit the building’s ability to convey its

resource to be sufficient for the guideway to visually clear the top of the historic resources’ street facing

historic significance by substantially obscuring its primary façade when viewed from the east side of

façade. PDF CUL-1 also requires the dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns

Market Street—an important vantage point from which to understand the building’s overall scale, massing

will be such that the obstruction of views of historical resources’ street facing facades will be minimized.

composition, and design.

Ultimately, the building’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily discernable
The ATS guideway will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the J.C.

despite some intermittent obscuring of physical features from some views.

Penney building. The edge of the guideway will be approximately 21 feet to the building’s projecting
The Project will alter the historic setting of the Bank of Inglewood building by placing new construction

canopy and approximately 28 feet to the building façade at its closest point, after which the guideway pulls

along Market Street. However, this alteration to setting will not substantially interfere with the visual and

further away from the building as it turns the corner onto Manchester Boulevard. The bottom of the

spatial relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1 requires the height

guideway will be approximately of 40 feet above the roadway. Additionally, the guideway will be carried

of the guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the building, and the size and spacing of

by single columns positioned in the center of Market Street, one of which will be located in front of or

the vertical supporting columns to be designed in a manner that maintains important aspects of the

immediately adjacent to the J.C. Penney building. The support columns will be round in shape,
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approximately 8 feet in diameter, and spaced a minimum of 120 feet apart when measured from the center

feeling and association, will remain, and therefore the historical resource will retain integrity overall. Thus,

of the column.

the J.C. Penney building will continue to convey its historic significance as a 1950s Mid-Century Modernstyle department store building after implementation of the Project and the impact of the Project to this

This will allow for distance between the ATS guideway and the J.C. Penney building, maintaining a

historic resource will be less than significant.

substantial portion of the existing open sidewalk and street that define the building’s setting. The J.C.
Penney building measures approximately 30 feet in height so the guideway will clear the top of the building

149-155 S. Market Street/231-239 E Manchester Boulevard (Professional Building)

by approximately 10 feet. Because the guideway will be a substantial distance away from the J.C. Penney
building façade, and positioned a substantial distance higher than the building, it will not obscure
important physical features of the primary façade when viewed from the east side of Market Street.
Additionally, PDF CUL-1, incorporated into the Project, requires the guideway’s elevation and distance
from the façade of the historical resource to be sufficient for the guideway to visually clear the top of the
historic resources’ street facing façade. PDF CUL-1 also requires the dimensions, placement, and spacing
of the guideway support columns will be such that the obstruction of views of historical resources’ street
facing facades will be minimized.

new ATS guideway will be located. The Professional Building conveys its historical significance through its
two publicly visible facades, on Market Street (primary) and Manchester Boulevard (secondary).
The Project will not physically alter the Professional Building in any way. The building will remain in its
original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. However, the Project will
erect a substantial new physical structure in front of and within close proximity of the building along
Market Street, altering its setting and potentially interfering with the visual and spatial relationships

With a single column located in front of or adjacent to the J.C. Penney building, a portion of the building’s
primary façade will be intermittently obscured depending on the position of the viewer. However, due to
the dimensions and spacing of the columns, only a very limited portion of the J.C. Penney building’s
primary façade will be obstructed when viewed from the east side of Market Street. The portion of the
building’s façade that will be obscured will be minor in comparison to the overall size of the building, the
majority of which will remain visible. Because the ATS guideway would be located approximately 10 feet
higher than the J.C. Penney building and the support columns carrying the guideway will only obscure a
small portion of the building’s primary façade, the Project will not obscure its primary facade such that its
physical form and architectural style cannot be discerned. Ultimately, the building’s overall scale, massing,
composition, and design will remain readily discernable despite some intermittent obscuring of physical
features from some views.

between the building and its immediate surroundings. Because the Professional Building is built to the
property line, important setting features are limited to the building parcel and the configuration of the
street and sidewalk fronting the building’s east- and south-facing façades. New construction has the
potential to encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street and sidewalk that partly
defines the building’s setting. New construction also has the potential to limit the building’s ability to
convey its historic significance by substantially obscuring its primary façade when viewed from the east
side of Market Street—an important vantage point from which to understand the building’s overall scale,
massing composition, and design. The building’s secondary façade along Manchester Boulevard will not
be obscured by the Project.
The ATS guideway will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the
Professional Building. The edge of the guideway will be approximately 47 feet from the building’s façade

The Project will alter the historic setting of the J.C. Penney building by placing new construction along
Market Street. However, this alteration to setting will not substantially interfere with the visual and spatial
relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1 requires that the height of
the guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the building, and the size and spacing of the
vertical supporting columns, have been designed in a manner that maintains important aspects of the
resource’s existing setting and ensures that it’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain

at its closest point, after which the guideway pulls further away as it turns the corner onto Manchester
Boulevard. The bottom of the guideway will be elevated approximately 40 feet above the roadway.
Additionally, as the guideway makes its turn at Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, the columns will
be placed on the opposite (east) side of the Market Street and on Manchester Boulevard. Because no
columns will sit in front of or immediately adjacent to the Professional Building, the building’s primary
facade will not be obscured when viewed from the east side of Market Street. The south façade facing
Manchester will also remain unobstructed.

readily discernable.
For architecturally significant historical resources like the J.C. Penney building, the most important aspects
of integrity are design, workmanship, and materials. Although integrity of setting will be altered along
Market Street, all of the other aspects of integrity, including location, design, materials, workmanship,
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the building by approximately eight feet. Because the guideway will be a substantial distance away from

encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street and sidewalk that defines the building’s

the Professional Building’s façade, and positioned a substantial distance higher than the building, it will

setting. New construction also has the potential to limit the building’s ability to convey its historic

not obscure important physical features of the primary façade when viewed from the east side of Market

significance by substantially obscuring its primary façade when viewed from the north side of Manchester

Street. Ultimately, the building’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily

which is a critical vantage point from which to understand the building’s overall scale, massing,

discernable. Moreover, PDF CUL-1 has been incorporated into the Project that requires the guideway’s

composition, and design.

elevation and distance from the façade of the historical resource to be sufficient for the guideway to
visually clear the top of the historic resources’ street facing façade. PDF CUL-1 also requires the
dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns will be such that the obstruction of

The ATS guideway will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the Bank
of America building. The edge of the guideway will be approximately 30 feet from the façade of the Bank
of America building (assuming a maximum guideway width of 42 feet). The bottom of the ATS guideway

views of historical resources’ street facing facades will be minimized.

would be elevated a minimum of 40 feet above the roadway.
The Project will alter the historic setting of the Professional Building by placing new construction along
Market Street. However, this alteration to setting will not substantially interfere with the visual and spatial
relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1 requires the height of the
guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the building, and the size and spacing of the
vertical support columns, to be designed in a manner that maintains important aspects of the resource’s
existing setting and ensures that it’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily
discernable. Although integrity of setting will be altered along Market Street, all of the other aspects of
integrity, including location, design, materials, workmanship, feeling and association, will remain, and
therefore the historical resource will retain integrity overall. For these reasons, the Professional Building
will continue to convey its historic significance as a 1920s Spanish Colonial Revival-style commercial
building after implementation of the Project and as such, the indirect impact of the Project to the historic
resource would be less than significant.

The guideway along Manchester Boulevard would be supported by single columns in a new center median.
Each column will be approximately 8 feet in diameter and spaced a minimum of 120 feet apart on center.
As a result, the support columns will be located away from the Bank of America building façade with
substantial space between columns, maintaining much of the existing open sidewalk and street that define
the building’s setting. The Bank of America building measures approximately 28 feet in height; the
guideway will clear the top of the building by approximately 12 feet. Because the guideway will be a
substantial distance away from the Bank of America building’s façade, and positioned a substantial
distance higher than the building, it will not obscure important physical features of the primary façade
when viewed from directly across the street on the north side of Manchester.
With single columns located within the center of Manchester Boulevard in the vicinity of the Bank of
America building, portions of the building’s primary facade will be intermittently obscured depending on
the position of the viewer. However, due to the planned dimensions and spacing of the columns, only very

320-330 E. Manchester Boulevard (Bank of America)

limited portions of the Bank of America building’s primary façade will be obstructed when viewed from
The Bank of America building is located on the south side of Manchester Boulevard, adjacent to where the

the north side of Manchester Boulevard. Those portions of the building’s façade that will be obscured will

new ATS guideway will be located. The Bank of America building conveys its historical significance through

be minor in comparison to the façade’s total size, the majority of which will remain unobstructed. Because

its two publicly visible facades, on the south side of Manchester Boulevard (primary), and Locust Street

the ATS guideway would be located approximately 12 feet above the top of the Bank of America Building

(secondary).

and the center support columns carrying the guideway will only obscure small portions of the building’s
primary façade, the Project will not obscure its primary facade such that its physical form and architectural

The revised Project will not physically alter the Bank of America building in any manner. The building will
remain in its original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. However, the
revised Project will erect a substantial new physical structure in front of this resource, altering its setting
and potentially interfering with the visual and spatial relationships between the building and its immediate
surroundings. The setting of a historical resource includes features within its boundaries as well as its
immediate surroundings. Because the Bank of America building is built to the property line, important
setting features are limited to the scale of the surrounding development and configuration of the street

style cannot be discerned. The building’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain
readily discernable despite some intermittent obscuring of some views. The revised Project will alter the
historic setting of the Bank of America building by placing new construction along Manchester Boulevard.
However, this alteration to the setting will not substantially interfere with the visual and spatial
relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1, incorporated into the
Project, requires the guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the historical resource to be
sufficient for the guideway to visually clear the top of the historic resources’ street facing façade. PDF CUL-

and sidewalk fronting the building’s north and east façades. New construction has the potential to
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1 also requires the dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns will be such that

The Project will alter the immediate surroundings of the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary by encroaching

the obstruction of views of historical resources’ street facing facades will be minimized. PDF CUL-1 ensures

on the existing open sidewalk and street area that partly defines the building’s setting. ATS support

that the Bank of America building’s overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily

columns will also partially obscure the mortuary building’s primary façade from some vantage points on

discernable.

the east side of Prairie Avenue. Because three columns will sit in front of the Lighthouse McCormick
Mortuary property, a portion of the building’s primary façade will be intermittently obscured depending

For architecturally significant historical resources like the Bank of America building, the most important
aspects of integrity are design, workmanship, and materials. Although integrity of setting will be altered
along Manchester Boulevard, all of the other aspects of integrity, including location, design, materials,
workmanship, feeling and association, will remain, and therefore the historical resource will retain
integrity overall. The Bank of America building will continue to convey its historic significance after
implementation of the revised Project and as such, the indirect impact of the revised Project to the
historical resource would be less than significant.

on the position of the viewer. However, due to the dimensions and spacing of the columns, only a very
limited portion of the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property’s primary façade will be obstructed when
viewed from the west side of Prairie Avenue. More importantly, the mortuary’s primary façade is set back
from the sidewalk behind a front lawn, physically separating between the mortuary building and the new
construction. Due to this separation, the mortuary building’s primary façade will not be obscured from
vantage points on the east side of Prairie Avenue. The south façade facing La Palma Drive will remain
unobstructed. Those portions of the building’s façade that will be obscured will be minor in comparison
to the overall size of the building, the majority of which will remain visible.

619-635 S. Prairie Avenue (Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary)
The Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property is located on the west side of Prairie Avenue, adjacent to
where the new ATS guideway will be located. The Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary building conveys its
historical significance through its main public façade on Prairie Avenue, an important view from which to

Because the ATS guideway would be located approximately 10 feet higher than the Lighthouse McCormick
Mortuary property and the center support columns carrying the guideway will only obscure a small portion
of the building’s primary façade, the Project will not obscure its primary facade such that its physical form
and architectural style cannot be discerned. In addition, PDF CUL-1 has been incorporated into the Project

observe the building’s primary east-facing façade and main entry.

which requires the guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the historical resource to be
The Project will not physically alter the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property. The building will remain

sufficient for the guideway to visually clear the top of the historic resources’ street facing façade. PDF CUL-

in its original location and will retain all of its significant character-defining features. However, the Project

1 also requires the dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway support columns will be such that

will erect a substantial new physical structure in front of the mortuary property, altering its setting and

the obstruction of views of historical resources’ street facing facades will be minimized. The building’s

potentially interfering with the visual and spatial relationships between the building and its immediate

overall scale, massing, composition, and design will remain readily discernable despite some intermittent

surroundings to the east. The Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property is set back from the property line

obscuring of physical features from some views.

behind a front lawn. Important setting features are limited to the property itself and the configuration of
the street and sidewalk fronting the building’s east-facing façade. New construction has the potential to
encroach upon and reduce the generally open area of public street and sidewalk that partly defines the
building’s setting. New construction also has the potential to limit the building’s ability to convey its
historic significance by substantially obscuring its primary façade when viewed from Prairie Avenue. The
building’s secondary façade along La Palma Drive will not be obscured by the revised Project.

The Project will alter the historic setting of the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property by placing new
construction along Prairie Avenue including the placement of three support columns within the Prairie
Avenue sidewalk in front of the Mortuary building. This alteration to setting will not substantially interfere
with the visual and spatial relationships between the building and its immediate surroundings. PDF CUL-1
requires the height of the guideway, the distance of the guideway from the edge of the building, and the
size and spacing of the vertical supporting columns, to be designed in a manner that maintains important

The ATS guideway will be elevated above the roadway and sidewalks, passing directly in front of the

aspects of the resource’s existing setting and ensures that it’s overall scale, massing, composition, and

Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property. The bottom of the guideway will be elevated approximately 40

design will remain readily discernable.

feet above the roadway, meaning the ATS guideway will clear the top of the mortuary building by
approximately 10 feet. Additionally, the guideway will be carried by three support columns positioned on

For architecturally significant historical resources like the Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property, the
most important aspects of integrity are design, workmanship, and materials. Although integrity of setting

the Prairie Avenue sidewalk in front of the mortuary building.

will be altered along Market Street, all of the other aspects of integrity, including location, design,
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Impact CUL-2:

retain integrity overall. The Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary property will continue to convey its historic

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

significance after implementation of the Project and the indirect impact of the Project to the historic

Impacts

resource will be less than significant for this reason.

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines generally defines a historic or archeological resource as a resource

Summary of Impacts

that is (1) listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources

The Project will result in both direct and indirect impacts to historical resources under CEQA. Of the ten

(California Register); (2) included in a local register of historical resources (pursuant to Section 5020.1(k)

(10) historical resources identified in the Project Area and/or Expanded Study Area, the Project will have

of the PRC); or (3) identified as significant in an historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in Section

a less than significant impact on eight (8) resources, and no impact on two (2) resources. There will be no

5024.1(g) of the PRC) in addition to maintaining a sufficient level of physical integrity.

significant impacts to historical resources as a result of the Project as summarized below in Table 4.4-2:
Further, CEQA considers unique archaeological resources including archaeological artifact, object, or site

Historical Resources Impact Summary.

which can clearly demonstrate the following criteria: (1) Contains information needed to answer important
scientific research questions and that there is a demonstrable public interest in that information; (2) Has

Table 4.4-2
Historical Resources Impact Summary

Address
260 N Locust St

APN

Name

4015026039 Holy Faith Episcopal Church

a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of its type;
Less Than
No
Significant Significant
Impact Impact
Impact
9

or (3) Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or
person. 84 Unique archaeological resources include material evidence of past human life and culture of
previous ages.

158-170 N Market St

4021007012

Broadway Federal Bank
(former United Bank of
California)

9

A literature review and records search were conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center

115 N Market St

4021008006

Former Fox Theater

9

proposed Project footprint and an area of a half-mile surrounding the Project area. The records search

100 N Market St/
307 E Queen St

4021007024 Vajra Books & Gifts (former
Bank of Inglewood)

9

indicated there are no prehistoric or historical archaeological resources recorded within a half-mile radius

129-139 S Market St

4021009031

Former J.C. Penney

9

conducted on July 20, 2018, also resulting in negative findings of prehistoric or historic archaeological

149-155 S Market St/
231-239 E Manchester Bl

4021009017

Professional Building

9

resources identified. However, ground visibility surrounding the proposed Project footprint is very poor

320-330 E Manchester Bl

4021013018

Bank of America

9

difficult to observe.

720 E Florence Ave 83

4012031930

Inglewood Park Cemetery

3900 W Manchester Bl

4025001002

The Forum

9

During construction, the proposed Project would require excavation, grading, drilling, and other related

619-635 S Prairie Ave

4021038027

Lighthouse McCormick
Mortuary (former Hardin &
Flanagan Colonial Chapel
and Mortuary)

9

construction activities that involve extensive ground disturbance that could expose undiscovered

housed at California State University, Fullerton on June 20, 2018. 85 The records search included the

of the area. In addition to the records search, a reconnaissance survey of the proposed Project area was

due to a high level of urbanization and development and any resources buried below ground would be
9

archaeological artifacts. As much of the area has experienced prior development, the potential for such
discoveries is considered low. Deeper ground disturbing activities, such as drilling for columns, would

_____________
Source: Historic Resources Technical Report, HRG, October 2021 (refer to Appendix I.2).

involve techniques that would not provide for successful recovery of any artifacts as they would be

83 The parcel situated within the Expanded Study Area (APN 4012031930) has no address and contains only a small portion of
the Inglewood Park Cemetery property. The vast majority of the cemetery occupies the adjacent parcel at 720 E Florence
Avenue (APN 4012031027).

84 California PRC, Sections 21083.2, Archeological Resources.
85 Cultural Resource Investigation, Roberta Thomas, M.A., RPA, and Gena Granger, M.A., RPA, PaleoWest Archaeology
(PaleoWest), December 12, 2018.
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destroyed during drilling. Therefore, there is a potential significant impact for unearthing or destroying

4.4 Cultural Resources

Impact CUL-3:

previously unknown archaeological resources during construction.

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries.

Operation of the proposed Project would not involve ground disturbing activities and, therefore, would

Impacts

not have the opportunity to unearth previously unknown archaeological resources. Operation of the

A significant adverse effect would occur if ground disturbing activities associated with the proposed

proposed Project would have no impact on archaeological resources at or around the proposed Project

Project were to disturb previously interred human remains. Construction of the proposed Project would

area.

require extensive construction of foundations and columns, as well as other ground-disturbing activities.
Required construction activities have the potential for unearthing and destroying unknown human

Mitigation Measures

remains underground which were not observed during the field survey. Thus, the potential to disturb
MM TCR-1 to MM TCR-4 from Section 4.13.

human remains exists and this potential impact would be significant.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

Discovery of Native American human remains is further discussed in Section 4.13.

The impacts associated with causing a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource would be reduced to a less-than-significant-level with the implementation of MM TCR-1 to MM
TCR-4. The measures would require the contractor to hire a qualified archaeologist meeting Secretary of
the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology (US Department of the Interior, 2008)
to carry out all mitigation related to cultural resources, including on-site monitoring of any ground
disturbing activities. The monitor would be versed in locating and identifying archeological artifacts. This

Mitigation Measures
MM TCR-1, MM TCR-3 and MM TCR-5 from Section 4.13.

Level of Significance after Mitigation
The impacts associated with disturbing any undiscovered human remains would be reduced to a less-

would increase the likelihood for locating archeological resources unearthed on-site and properly

than-significant-level with the implementation of MM TCR-1, MM TCR-3, and MM TCR-5. The measures

identifying its significance. Proper treatment of the artifacts immediately after discovery would be

would require the contractor to hire a qualified monitor on-site to monitor any ground disturbing

determined by the qualified archaeologist to minimize adverse change in the significance of the

activities. The monitors would be versed in locating and identifying human remains. Prior to construction

archeological resource discovered.

all construction personnel associated with demolition and ground disturbance activities would also be
required to receive Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training, which would include training in identifying

Prior to construction all construction personnel associated with demolition and ground disturbance

human remains. In the event human remains is found, work would immediately cease within 150 feet of

activities would also be required to receive Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training, which would include

the discovery and the County coroner would be contacted in accordance with PRC Section 5097.98 and

training in identifying characteristics of archeological resource finds. Minimizing the possibility to cause

Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. The City, tribal cultural resources monitor, and archaeological

substantial adverse change to significant archeological resources due to construction activities. In the

monitor would also be notified. Proper treatment and processing of the human remains would be carried

event of the discovery of any archaeological materials during implementation of the Project, all work shall

out in compliance with PRC Section 5097.98, Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, MM TCR-1, MM TCR-

immediately cease within 50 feet of the discovery until it can be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist.

3, and MM TCR-5. Therefore, potential impacts to disturbing human remains would be reduced to a less-

Construction shall not resume until the qualified archaeologist has made a determination on the

than-significant-level.

significance of the resource(s) and provided recommendations regarding the handling of the find. If the
resource is determined to be significant, the qualified archaeologist will confer with the project applicant

4.4.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

regarding recommendation for treatment and ultimate disposition of the resource(s). This process would

The cumulative context for historic resources can be defined by a number of factors depending on the

ensure proper treatment and processing of the archeological resources found. Therefore, potential

conditions and the presence or absence of known historic resources in the area. No historic district has

impacts associated with causing a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological

been identified within the Project Area or Expanded Study Area and, for this reason, there is no potential

resource would be reduced to a less-than-significant-level.

for cumulative impacts to historical resources as a result of the proposed Project.
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For the proposed Project, the cumulative context for historical resources considers impacts to significant

4.4 Cultural Resources

Goal 1:

historical resources in Inglewood. The majority of the cumulative projects identified in Section 4.0 involve

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.
Policy 1.2:

commercial and residential developments, many of which are smaller in scale, while the HPSP accounts
for a large portion of the cumulative development. The HPSP EIR was certified in 2009 and concluded that
the HPSP project would result in a less-than-significant impact to historic resources. Given the long history
of Inglewood and large number of historic-age buildings and structures throughout the City it is possible

Goal 2:

Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking gathering place for the community.
Policy 2.3:

that historical resources may be significantly impacted as a result of at least one of the identified
cumulative projects that constitute the cumulative context. Therefore, the cumulative impact on historic
architectural resources is considered potentially significant. Because the Project would not be constructed
within a Historic District and would result in less than significant impacts to historical resources, the
Project’s incremental contribution to the potential significant cumulative impact on cultural resources

Goal 6:

would not be cumulatively considerable.

4.4.8 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN
Land Use Element
and 2020. Applicable goals to the Cultural Resources section were added in 2016 to the Land Use Element
with the adoption of the New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and
Design Guidelines described below.

Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the preservation of buildings that
have been designated as historic and encourage the reuse of other
historic buildings. Maintain the sense of place in areas with historic fabric
and/or meaning such as Market Street between Regent Street and
Hillcrest Avenue and the Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street.
Downtown expresses the unique culture of Inglewood.

Policy 6.1:

The City’s Land Use Element 86 was adopted in 1980 and subsequently amended in 1986, 2009, 2015, 2016,

Ground Floor Uses and Storefronts. Require uses that activate pedestrian
activity such as retail on major streets and plaza frontages. Require that
storefronts be historically sensitive, attractive, and transparent in the
Historic Downtown.

Districts. Define the following unique districts within the Downtown TOD
area, each with their own unifying character or identity that should be
preserved and enhanced: Historic Downtown, Civic Center, TechTown,
Beach Avenue, Fairview West, Hillcrest and Queen Street.

The proposed Project is consistent with the Policy 1.2 and Policy 6.1 within the Downtown TOD Plan in the
Land Use Element. The design of the proposed ATS system has taken into consideration storefronts and
retail on major streets within the project footprint to limit its direct and indirect impact to surrounding
historic resources. Resources impacted by the proposed Project would be mitigated to the extent feasible

New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and
Design Guidelines

and impacts to publicly visible facades would be minimized as allowed for by proposed Project design.

The New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines87

implementation of an amendment proposed by the Project, by adding the underlined language to the end

(Downtown TOD Plan) covers the Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights neighborhoods of the City

of Policy 2.3’s text:

and works to implement the City’s vision for transforming the quality of the environment within these



areas. The Downtown TOD Plan area consists of approximately 585 acres located in the center of
Inglewood along the Metro K line just east of the Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue intersection. This
Downtown planning and zoning area extends approximately one-half mile in all directions from the Metro
Downtown Inglewood Station.

The proposed Project would be consistent with Policy 2.3 within the Downtown TOD Plan through the

Policy 2.3: Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the preservation of buildings that have been
designated as historic and encourage the reuse of other historic buildings. Maintain the sense of place
in areas with historic fabric and/or meaning such as Market Street between Regent Street and Hillcrest
Avenue and the Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street, while also accommodating for the
development of the Inglewood Transit Connector along Market Street between Regent Street and
Manchester Boulevard.

The Downtown TOD Plan planning effort were incorporated into the Land Use Element with its 2016
The amendment would allow the policy to take into account the historical significance of Inglewood

update. Relevant goals and policies in the Downtown TOD are listed as follows:

Downtown while accommodating for the implementation of the ATS system. Historical resources would
86 City of Inglewood. Land Use Element. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-PDF. Accessed July 22, 2020.
87 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016.
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remain recognized as an important part of the Inglewood Downtown and any impacts to historical
resources would be mitigated to the extent feasible. The proposed Project would be consistent with Policy
2.3 with the proposed amendment.
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4.5

ENERGY RESOURCES

for energy not used, water saved, improved air quality, and public health benefits from improved air
quality.

4.5.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates
potential impacts associated with the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project)
as it relates to energy resources, focusing on the following three resources: electricity, natural gas, and

Energy calculations for this analysis were conducted for existing uses, and proposed Project construction
and operation. These calculations are detailed within the following appendices to this Recirculated Draft
EIR:
x

Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition, Lea +
Elliott, August 2021 (Appendix E)

energy consumption from the proposed Project, as well as a description of the Adjusted Baseline

x

Existing Conditions Energy Calculations, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix J.1)

Environmental Setting; and (3) an analysis of the potential impacts related to energy demand associated

x

Electricity Calculations for Project Construction, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix
J.2)

x

Vehicle Fuel Calculations for Project Construction, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021
(Appendix J.3)

of a proposed Project, with particular emphasis on avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful, and

x

Project Operational Energy Calculations, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix J.4)

unnecessary consumption of energy.

x

Operational Vehicle Fuel Calculations, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix J.5)

Furthermore, this section addresses the infrastructure capacity and demand associated with the energy

x

Project Operational Vehicle Fuel Calculations, Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix
J.7)

x

Vons Store Replacement Energy Calculations, Meridian Consultants LLC, October 2021 (Appendix J.8)

transportation-related energy (petroleum-based fuels). This section contains: (1) a summary of the
federal, State, and local regulations related to energy demand and conservation; (2) a description of the

with the implementation of the proposed Project.
Appendix F: Energy Conservation of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
identifies the suggested requirements to be considered in an EIR relative to the potential energy impacts

consumption of the proposed Project, energy conservation and sustainability measures that may be
included in the proposed Project. The proposed Project includes ITC Design Standards and Guidelines
(Design Guidelines) and a Construction Commitment Program (CCP) provided in Appendix C and Appendix
D to this Recirculated Draft EIR. These features align with Inglewood’s commitment to sustainability

Air quality and GHG emissions associated with energy production—that is, production of electricity and

Citywide, as outlined in the City’s Energy and Climate Action Plan and Energy Efficiency Climate Action

the combustion of fuels—are discussed in the impact analyses in Sections 4.2: Air Quality and 4.7:

Plan. These sustainability features serve as a mechanism to promote the City’s commitment to reduce its

Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Potential conflicts between the proposed Project and existing utility

environmental footprint and promote energy efficient design requirements, water conservation, and

infrastructure that would result in environmental impacts are discussed in Section 4.14: Utilities and

water quality improvement projects, natural resource protection efforts, waste reduction and recycling,

Service Systems.

and numerous air quality emissions reduction policies and programs.

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the

For construction impacts, the City would include in bid documents for the proposed Project language

proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments

specifying that the Project’s contractors shall use Tier 4 construction equipment or equivalent on the

received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the

proposed Project (see PDF AQ-1 in the CCP). For operational impacts, the proposed Project would comply

height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating

with the requirements of California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen), the Design Guidelines and

the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester

be consistent with the City Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan policies and programs related to

Boulevard, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a

sustainability, energy efficiency, and reduction in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The City has committed

new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie

to taking an active role in promoting energy conservation and environmentally-friendly initiatives to

Avenue. In addition, the two power distribution system (PDS) substations are now proposed to be located

improve the environment and realize the co-benefits, which include energy independence, cost savings

on the MSF and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station sites. As it relates to energy impacts, these changes
include updated construction and operational details which resulted in reductions of energy resource
consumption compared to the December 2020 Draft EIR.
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4.5 Energy Resources

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft

Construction fuel use was forecasted by assuming a conservative estimate of construction activities and

EIR.

applying mobile source emission factors. Construction activities are expected to commence in early 2024
and be completed in 2027.

4.5.2 METHODOLOGY
This analysis compares energy consumption associated with the proposed Project to those under the
Adjusted Baseline conditions as defined in Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0.5: Adjusted
Baseline. Energy demand for the proposed Project has been estimated based on generation factors for use
type or on specifications for similar facilities at other locations and as estimated by the system design

Construction electricity use was estimated for a temporary construction office, for construction
equipment that would use electricity as an alternative to diesel fuel, and for water usage from dust control
activities. The CalEEMod emissions model, described further in Sections 4.2, was used to estimate the
proposed Project’s emissions of criteria air pollutants, and was also used to estimate electricity, natural
gas, and water use. The same model used for air quality analyses was also used for the purpose of

engineers in the Operating Systems Conceptual Report. 1

estimating energy use.
Specific assumptions and data sources needed to quantify energy consumption during both construction
and operation are presented in Section 3.0: Project Description. The methods and scenarios used for the
energy calculations are the same as those used for the air quality emissions calculations, as discussed in

The construction office was assumed to be two 2,500 SF trailers and was modeled using the CalEEMod
land use category for “General Office.” Electricity demand by construction equipment was estimated using
default horsepower (hp) and load factors from CalEEMod and hours of operation per day. 2 The total

Section 4.2.

horsepower-hours (hp-h) were then converted to kilowatt-hours (kWh) using a standard conversion factor.

4.5.2.1

Construction
Natural gas would not be consumed in large quantity during construction of the proposed Project because

Annual energy use includes mobile sources and energy usage associated with the existing on-site
structures that would be removed and replaced with construction of the proposed Project. The proposed

construction offices would not be heated with natural gas, and construction equipment and vehicles would
be primarily powered by either diesel, gasoline, or electricity.

Project would require a number of full and partial property acquisitions and easements or leases for
construction and operation of the guideway, stations, maintenance, and storage facility (MSF), and other

Transportation fuels would be consumed for transportation of construction workers and materials to and

support facilities included in the proposed Project. (See Section 3.0 for a detailed discussion of the existing

from the proposed Project, and operation of construction equipment throughout the construction phases.

land uses that would be demolished as part of the proposed Project).

Fuel consumption from on-site heavy-duty construction equipment was calculated based on the
equipment mix estimated in the Appendix F. The total hp was then multiplied by fuel usage estimates per

Construction energy consumption would result from transportation fuels (e.g., diesel and gasoline) used

hp-h from the CARB off-road vehicle (OFFROAD) model. 3

for haul trucks, heavy-duty construction equipment, construction workers traveling to and from the
proposed Project, electricity consumed to power the construction trailers (lights, electronic equipment,

Fuel consumption from construction on-road worker, vendor, and delivery/haul trucks was calculated

and heating and cooling), and exterior uses such as lights, conveyance of water for dust control, and any

using the trip rates and distances consistent with the air quality emissions modeling worksheets and

electrically-driven construction equipment.

CalEEMod construction output files (see Section 4.2). Total vehicle miles travelled (VMT) for these on-road

Construction activities could vary substantially from day to day, depending on the specific type of

County-specific miles per gallon factor using the CARB EMFAC2017 model. The model was used to

construction activity and the number of workers and vendors that would travel to the proposed Project.

calculate fuel consumed based on the total annual VMT for each vehicle type. A combination of CalEEMod

This analysis considered these factors and provided the estimated maximum construction energy

assumed trip lengths and client-provided specific trip lengths were used for worker commutes, vendor and

vehicles were then calculated for each type of construction-related trip and divided by the corresponding

consumption for the purposes of evaluating the associated impacts on energy resources. The anticipated

concrete trucks, and haul truck trips (see Appendix F). Consistent with CalEEMod, construction worker

construction program is discussed in Section 3.0, 3.7: Construction. Further details are provided in

trips were assumed to include a mix of light duty gasoline automobiles and light duty gasoline trucks.

Appendix F: ITC Construction Scenarios.
2
1

Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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3

South Coast Air Quality Management District, 2017. CalEEMod® Users Guide Appendix D: Default Data Tables. October
2017.
California Air Resources Board, 2017. Off-Road Diesel Emission Factor Update for NOx and PM. 2017.
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Construction vendor trucks were assumed to be a mix of medium-heavy duty and heavy duty diesel trucks

The proposed Project operational natural gas demand would be generated mainly by building

and concrete and haul trucks were assumed to be heavy-duty diesel trucks.

heating/cooling of the MSF and stations. The proposed Project estimated natural gas demand was

The energy usage required for construction of the proposed Project was estimated based on the number

2027 (i.e., the proposed Project buildout year) 6 to determine whether the utility would be able to meet

analyzed relative to Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) existing and planned energy supplies in
and type of construction equipment that would be used during construction by assuming a conservative
estimate of construction activities (i.e., maximum daily equipment usage levels) (see Appendix F). Energy
for construction-worker commuting trips was estimated based on the predicted number of workers for

the proposed Project energy demands. Furthermore, natural gas demand generated by the existing uses
to be demolished were calculated using demand factors provided in CalEEMod and subtracted from the
proposed Project natural gas demand to obtain the net annual natural gas demand.

the various phases of construction, and the estimated VMT based on the conservative values in the
CalEEMod and EMFAC2017 models. The assessment also includes a discussion of the proposed Project’s

Mobile source fuel consumption for the proposed Project during operation would include event-day trips

compliance with relevant energy-related regulatory requirements and incorporation of design features

related to commute trips by employees and suppliers.

discussed in 4.7, which would minimize the amount of energy usage during construction. These measures
are also discussed in Section 3.0.

4.5.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
4.5.3.1

The estimated fuel economy for heavy-duty construction equipment was based on fuel consumption
factors from the CARB OFFROAD emissions model, which is a State-approved model for estimating
emissions from off-road heavy-duty equipment. The estimated fuel economy for haul trucks, vendor

Federal Regulations and Directives

Energy Policy and Conservation Acts
The Federal Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975, 7 the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005, 8 and the

trucks, concrete trucks, and worker commute vehicles was based on fuel consumption factors from the

Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 9 require the US Department of Energy (USDOE) to set

CARB EMFAC 2017 emissions model, which is a State-approved model for estimating emissions from on-

electrical efficiency standards of various appliances, fixtures, and equipment.

road vehicles and trucks.
The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 includes standards for an increased Corporate Average

4.5.2.2

Operation

Fuel Economy standard of 35 miles per gallon (mpg) for the combined fleet of cars and light trucks by the

Operational energy impacts were assessed based on the increase in energy demand compared to existing

2020 model year, in addition to provisions for Renewable Fuel Standard, Appliance and Lighting Efficiency

conditions described. Operation of the proposed Project would include implementation of a number of

Standards, and Building Energy Efficiency. The Act includes standards for general service lighting that will

sustainability measures as noted in Section 3.0, 3.5.9.

require lightbulbs to consume 60 percent less energy by 2020. This standard is leading to the phasing out
of incandescent lightbulbs to be replaced by more efficient lighting. Additional provisions of the Act

Operational energy associated with the existing uses to be demolished were subtracted from the total

address energy savings in government and public institutions; promote research for alternative energy,

operations of the proposed Project to calculate the net energy consumed. Within the CalEEMod software,

carbon capture, and international energy programs; and create green jobs.

building electricity and natural gas usage rates were adjusted to account for prior Title 24 Building Energy
Efficiency Standards for the existing uses. 4 As stated previously, the net change in operational energy

Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards

demand was based on the difference between the existing baseline condition energy demand and the

Established by the US Congress in 1975, the Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) standards 10 reduce

energy demand of the proposed Project at full buildout. The following discusses only the methodology for

energy consumption by increasing the fuel economy of cars and light trucks. The National Highway Traffic

the new operations at the proposed Project’s MSF, power distribution system (PDS) substations , stations,

Safety Administration (NHTSA) and United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) jointly

and train operations as detailed in the Operating Systems Conceptual Report. 5
6

4
5

California Air Resources Board, 2016. CalEEMod® Users Guide, Appendix E, Section 5. September 2016. Factors for the prior
Title 24 standard are extrapolated based on the technical source documentation.
Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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California Gas and Electric Utilities, 2020. 2020 California Gas Report, 2020. While the estimated life of the proposed
Project would be 30 years, comparison to the year of 2027 provides a conservative analysis as supply projections for
electricity and natural gas increase in future years.
7 Energy and Policy Conservation Act (EPCA) (Pub. Law 94–163, 89 Stat. 871, enacted December 22, 1975).
8 42 USC §13201 et seq. (2005).
9 Public Law 110-140 (2007).
10 For more information on the CAFE standards, refer to https://www.nhtsa.gov/laws-regulations/corporate-average-fueleconomy.
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administer CAFE standards. The US Congress has specified that CAFE standards must be set at the

In 2008, the CPUC adopted the Long-Term Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan, which is a road map to

“maximum feasible level” with consideration given to: (1) technological feasibility; (2) economic

achieving maximum energy savings in California through 2020. 12 Consistent with California's energy policy

practicality; (3) effect of other standards on fuel economy; and (4) need for the nation to conserve energy.

and electricity “loading order,” the Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan indicates that energy efficiency is the
highest priority resource in meeting California’s energy needs. The CPUC also adopted energy goals that

Fuel efficiency standards for medium- and heavy-duty trucks have been jointly developed by USEPA and

require all new residential construction in California to be zero net energy by 2020. The zero net energy

NHTSA. The Phase 1 heavy-duty truck standards apply to combination tractors, heavy-duty pickup trucks

goal means new buildings must use a combination of improved efficiency and distributed renewable

and vans, and vocational vehicles for model years 2014 through 2018, and result in a reduction in fuel

energy generation to meet 100 percent of their annual energy need. In addition to the zero net energy

consumption from 6 to 23 percent over the 2010 baseline, depending on the vehicle type. USEPA and

goals for residential buildings by 2020, the CPUC has adopted goals that all new commercial construction

NHTSA have also adopted the Phase 2 heavy-duty truck standards, which cover model years 2021 through
2027 and require the phase-in of a 5 to 25 percent reduction in fuel consumption over the 2017 baseline

in California will be zero net energy by 2030 and 50 percent of existing commercial buildings will be retrofit
to zero net energy by 2030.

depending on the compliance year and vehicle type. 11

California Energy Commission
US Department of Transportation, US Department of Energy, and
US Environmental Protection Agency Influence on Transportation Energy

The California Energy Commission (CEC) is primary energy policy and planning agency in California. Created
by the California Legislature in 1974, the CEC has five major responsibilities: (1) forecasting future energy

On the federal level, the US Department of Transportation (USDOT), USDOE, and USEPA are three agencies
with substantial influence over energy policies related to transportation fuels consumption. Generally,
federal agencies influence transportation energy consumption through establishment and enforcement of
fuel economy standards for automobiles and light trucks, through funding of energy-related research and

needs and keeping historical energy data; (2) licensing thermal power plants 50 MW or larger; (3)
promoting energy efficiency through appliance and building standards; (4) developing energy technologies
and supporting renewable energy; and (5) planning for and directing State response to energy
emergencies.

development projects, and through funding for transportation infrastructure projects.

Senate Bill 1389
4.5.3.2

State Regulations and Directives
Senate Bill (SB) 1389 requires the CEC to prepare a biennial integrated energy policy report that assesses

California Public Utilities Commission

major energy trends and issues facing the electricity, natural gas, and transportation fuel sectors in

The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) has authority to set electric rates, regulate natural gas

California, and provides policy recommendations to conserve resources; protect the environment; ensure

utility service, protect consumers, promote energy efficiency, and ensure electric system reliability. The

reliable, secure, and diverse energy supplies; enhance the State economy; and protect public health and

CPUC has established rules for the planning and construction of new transmission facilities, distribution

safety. 13

facilities, and substations. Utility companies are required to obtain permits to construct certain power line
facilities or substations. The CPUC also has jurisdiction over the siting of natural gas transmission lines.

The 2019 Integrated Energy Policy Report 14 provides the results of the CEC assessments of a variety of
energy topics in California, including electricity sector trends, building decarbonization and energy

The CPUC regulates distributed energy generation policies and programs for both customers and utilities.

efficiency, zero-emission vehicles, energy equity, climate change adaptation, electricity reliability in

This includes incentive programs (e.g., California Solar Initiative) and net energy metering policies. Net

Southern California, natural gas assessment, and electricity, natural gas, and transportation energy

energy metering allows customers to receive a financial credit for power generated by their on-site system

demand forecasts.

and fed back to the utility. The CPUC is involved with utilities through a variety of energy procurement
programs, including the Renewable Portfolio Standard program.

11 US Environmental Protection Agency, 2016. Federal Register/Vol. 81, No. 206/Tuesday, Greenhouse Gas Emissions and
Fuel Efficiency Standards for Medium- and Heavy-Duty Engines and Vehicles—Phase 2. October 25, 2016.
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12 CPUC, Long Term Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan. 2008
13 SB 1389, (PRC sections 25300–25323)
14 Final 2019 Integrated Energy Policy Report, Adopted February 20, 2020, https://www.energy.ca.gov/datareports/reports/integrated-energy-policy-report/2019-integrated-energy-policy-report. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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4.5 Energy Resources

California Green Building Standards Code

use of electric cars; and (2) requires electrical utilities to include expansion of electrical vehicle charging

Adopted in 2010, and updated periodically, CALGreen is found in Part 11, Title 24 of the California Code of
Regulations

(CCR). 15

4.5 Energy Resources

The purpose of CALGreen is to cause a reduction in GHG emissions; promote

facilities as part of their strategies and incentives for reducing overall energy consumption.

Assembly Bill 32

environmentally responsible, cost effective, healthier places to live and work; and reduce energy and
water consumption. CALGreen identifies mandatory building measures and voluntary measures that may
be incorporated into the design of buildings. CALGreen establishes voluntary and mandatory standards
pertaining to the planning and design of sustainable site development, energy efficiency, water

In 2006, Governor Schwarzenegger signed Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Solutions
Act of 2006, 17 which focused on reducing GHG emissions in California to 1990 levels by 2020. CARB has
the primary responsibility for reducing the GHG emissions in California; however, AB 32 also tasked the
CEC and CPUC with providing information, analysis, and recommendations to CARB regarding strategies to

conservation, material conservation, and interior air quality.

reduce GHG emissions in the energy sector.
The 2019 CALGreen Code took effect January 1, 2020. CALGreen requires every new building constructed
in California to reduce water consumption by 20 percent, divert 65 percent of construction waste from

Senate Bill 32

landfills, and install low-pollutant-emitting materials. It also requires separate water meters for

Enacted in 2016, SB 32 codifies the 2030 emissions reduction goal by requiring CARB to ensure that

nonresidential buildings’ indoor and outdoor water use, with a requirement for moisture-sensing irrigation

Statewide GHG emissions are reduced to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. The reduction of GHG

systems for larger landscape projects and mandatory inspections of energy systems (e.g., heat furnace, air

emissions is a priority for development projects throughout the State and is achieved through a

conditioner, and mechanical equipment) for nonresidential buildings larger than 10,000 SF to ensure that

combination of policies, planning, direct regulations, market approaches, incentives, and voluntary

all are working at their maximum capacity and according to their design efficiencies.

efforts. Generally speaking, the focus of GHG emission reductions is on energy production and motor

Senate Bill 350, Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015

vehicles.

SB 350, the Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015, requires that the amount of electricity

AB 1007

generated and sold to retail customers per year from eligible renewable energy resources be increased

AB 1007 18 required the CEC to prepare a State plan (State Alternative Fuels Plan) to increase the use of

from 33 percent to 50 percent by December 31, 2030; thereby doubling energy efficiency within the

alternative fuels in California. The Commission prepared the State Alternative Fuels Plan in partnership

State. 16 SB 350 makes revisions to the California Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS) Program and to

with CARB and in consultation with other State, federal, and local agencies. The final State Alternative

certain other requirements on public utilities and publicly owned electric utilities. SB 350 also requires

Fuels Plan, 19 published in December 2007, attempts to achieve an 80 percent reduction in GHG emissions

local, publicly owned electric utilities to establish annual targets for energy efficiency savings and demand

associated with personal transportation, even as California’s population increases.

reduction consistent with a Statewide goal established by the California Public Utilities Commission and
provides incentives for electrification of rail facilities. Local utilities would be required to develop more

SB 1368, Performance Standard for Baseload Power Generation

detailed strategies and incentives for use of renewable energy sources, resulting in an increased demand

SB 1368 (Chapter 598, Statutes of 2006), Performance Standard for Baseload Power Generation, 20

for renewable energy generation.

required the CPUC to establish a GHG emissions performance standard for “baseload” generation from
investor-owned utilities of 1,100 pounds of carbon dioxide per megawatt hour (MWh). The CEC

SB 350 emphasizes the important role of electric vehicles in California’s overall scheme to combat climate
change, declaring that “[d]employing electric vehicles should assist in grid management, integrating

established a similar standard for local publicly owned utilities. All electricity provided to California,
including imported electricity, must be generated from plants that meet or exceed this standard.

generation from eligible renewable energy resources, and reducing fuel costs for vehicle drivers.” The bill
(1) promotes the development of additional electric vehicle charging infrastructure to encourage greater
17 Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (codified in the California Health and Safety
Code (HSC), Division 25.5.
18 AB 1007, Pavley, Chapter 37I, Statutes of 2005.
19 State Alternative Fuels Plan.
20 SB 1368 - Emission Performance Standards, Perata, Chapter 598, Statutes of 2006.

15 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen)
16 SB 350, Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act.
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4.5 Energy Resources

SB X1-2, Renewable Portfolio Standard

4.5 Energy Resources

licensed to operate on highways, regardless of where they are registered. This measure prohibits diesel

California law (SB X1-2, Statutes of 2011) requires retail suppliers of electricity to source at least 33 percent

fueled commercial vehicles from idling for more than 5 minutes at any given location. While the goal of

of annual retail sales from eligible renewable energy sources by 2020. 21

this measure is primarily to reduce public health impacts from diesel emissions, compliance with the

Executive Order S-03-05

Airborne Toxic Control Measure for Stationary Compression Ignition (CI) Engines

regulation also results in energy savings in the form of reduced fuel consumption from unnecessary idling.

Executive Order S-03-05 mandates that California emit 80 percent fewer GHGs in 2050 than it emitted in

In 2004, CARB adopted an Airborne Toxic Control Measure to reduce public exposure to diesel particulate

1990. 22 Energy efficiency and reduced VMT would play important roles in achieving this goal.

matter emissions and criteria pollutant emissions from stationary diesel-fueled compression ignition (CI)
engines. 29 The measure applies to any person who owns or operates a stationary CI engine in California

Executive Orders S-14-08 and S-21-09

with a rated brake horsepower greater than 50, or anyone who either sells, offers for sale, leases, or
Since 2006, California has had a mandate to increase the use of renewable generation to 20 percent of

purchases a stationary CI engine. This measure outlines fuel and fuel additive requirements; emission

retail electricity sales by 2010. In November 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-

standards; recordkeeping, reporting and monitoring requirements; and compliance schedules for CI

14-08, which raises California’s renewable energy goals to 33 percent by 2020. 23 This enhanced target is

engines.

intended to help California meet Statewide GHG emission reduction targets. This has been reiterated by
California Executive Order S21-09 which charged CARB to establish a regulation consistent with this 33
percent target by 2020. 24 This represented an increase in RPSs over SB 1078 25 and SB 107. 26 State RPSs

Regulation to Reduce Emissions of Diesel Particulate Matter, Nitrogen Oxides, and
Other Criteria Air Pollutants, from In-Use Heavy-Duty Diesel-Fueled Vehicles

have since been expanded with SB 350.

In addition to limiting exhaust from idling trucks, in 2008, CARB approved the Truck and Bus regulation to

Low Carbon Fuel Standard

reduce NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 emissions from existing diesel vehicles operating in California (13 CCR
section 2025). The phased regulation aims to reduce emissions by requiring installation of diesel soot

The Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), established in 2007 through Executive Order S-1-07 and

filters and encouraging the retirement, replacement, or retrofit of older engines with newer emission-

administered by CARB, requires producers of petroleum-based fuels to reduce the carbon intensity of their

controlled models. The phasing of this regulation has full implementation by 2023.

products, starting with 0.25 percent in 2011 and culminating in a 10-percent total reduction in 2020. 27
Petroleum importers, refiners, and wholesalers can either develop their own low carbon fuel products, or

California Environmental Quality Act

buy LCFS credits from other companies that develop and sell low carbon alternative fuels, such as biofuels,

Under CEQA, 30 EIRs are required to include a discussion of the potential significant energy impacts of

electricity, natural gas, and hydrogen.

projects, with particular emphasis on avoiding or reducing inefficient, wasteful, and unnecessary

Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor Vehicle
Idling

consumption of energy. If the analysis of a project shows that the project may result in significant
environmental effects due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary use of energy, or wasteful use of energy
resources, then the EIR must identify mitigation measures to address that energy use. This analysis should

In 2004, CARB adopted an Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor

include the project energy use for all project phases and components, including transportation-related

Vehicle Idling to reduce public exposure to diesel particulate matter emissions. 28 The measure applies to

energy, during construction and operation. In addition to building code compliance, other relevant

diesel-fueled commercial vehicles with gross vehicle weight ratings greater than 10,000 pounds that are

considerations may include, among others, the project size, location, orientation, equipment use and any

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

SB X1-2, Statutes of 2011.
California Executive Order S-03-05, June 2005.
California Executive Order S-14-08, November 2008.
California Executive Order S-21-09, September 2009.
SB 1078, Chapter 516, Statues of 2002.
SB 107, Chapter 325, Statues of 2015.
California Executive Order S-01-07, January 2007.
CARB, Airborne Toxic Control Measure to Limit Diesel-Fueled Commercial Motor Vehicle Idling, Title 13 CCR section 2485.
2004.
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renewable energy features that could be incorporated into the project. 31 CEQA Guidelines, Appendix F,
provides a list of energy-related topics that should be analyzed in the EIR.

29 CARB. Airborne Toxic Control, Title 17 CCR section 93115, 2004.
30 CEQA, PRC section 21100(b)(3).
31 CEQA Guidelines section 15126.2(b).
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4.5.3.3

Regional Regulations and Directives

4.5 Energy Resources

demonstrated by various studies to directly reduce GHG emissions or support changes in activities that
lead to GHG emissions reductions. Each Climate-Ready Development Standard has a point value

Southern California Association of Governments
The SCAG 2020–2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies (RTP/SCS) 32 is a
long-range visioning plan that balances future mobility and housing needs with economic, environmental,
and public health goals, with a specific goal of achieving an 8 percent reduction in passenger vehicle GHG
emissions on a per capita basis by 2020, 19 percent reduction by 2035, and 21 percent reduction by 2040
compared to the 2005 level. Although the RTP/SCS is not technically an energy efficiency plan, consistency
with the RTP/SCS has energy implications, including the reduction of VMT which reduces GHG emissions

associated with it that reflects its general effectiveness at reducing GHG emissions. The standards apply
to various types of projects, and a qualifier is included denoting which types of projects may implement
the standard. Applicants have discretion regarding which measures that they would want their project to
comply with; however, for a project to be fully compliant with the goals of the ECAP it must incorporate
features meeting the standards sufficient to accrue a total of 20 points. The ECAP contains the following:
x

Emissions Inventory: Expands the City’s 1990, 2005, and 2007 greenhouse gas inventory to include an
inventory of 2010 emissions. The ECAP also includes a year 2010 inventory of electricity and natural
gas consumed.

x

Emissions Reduction Target/Goal: Establishes a 2020 emissions reduction target of 15 percent below
2005 levels and a 2035 emission reduction goal of 32.5 percent below 2005 levels.

x

Emission Reduction Strategies: The ECAP contains energy and greenhouse gas emissions reduction
strategies. Particular attention is provided to budget-neutral measures that will reduce the
community-wide energy consumption and greenhouse gas emissions in order to meet the statewide
emissions targets identified in the ARB’s Scoping Plan and Executive Order S-03-05.

x

Implementation Program: Identifies the timeline for implementing each strategy, relative cost, and
any additional analysis and/or legislative action needed.

x

Streamlined CEQA Review: The ECAP serves as a tiering document for the streamlined review of
project-level greenhouse gas emissions under CEQA for projects proposed within the City’s
jurisdiction.

and has the co-benefit of reducing fossil fuel consumption from travel to and from a project.

4.5.3.4

Local Regulations and Directives

Inglewood General Plan
The City General Plan does not contain any policies, regulations, or directives that specifically address
energy resources.
There are no goals and policies in the General Plan that directly address energy demand and conservation.
However, the following goals from the Land Use Element of the City General Plan are relevant to
transportation-related energy demand and conservation. 33
Circulation Goal:

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the
region.

Circulation Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier free
for the handicapped.

Inglewood Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan
The City developed an Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan 35 (EECAP) in December 2015 that evaluates

Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan
The City adopted an Energy and Climate Action Plan 34 (ECAP) in 2013 to guide Citywide GHG emissions
reduction efforts. The ECAP established four primary compliance paths which projects may choose to
adhere to, including: ministerial and exempt project status, implementation of a combination of
sustainable development standards, performance-based compliance, or payment of an in-lieu fee. These
measures were developed on a points-based system, which were chosen because they have been

both energy and GHG emissions. In addition, the Inglewood EECAP is a roadmap for achieving communitywide energy and GHG emissions reductions that encourages the City to grow more sustainably. The EECAP
includes the following: an energy and GHG emissions inventory, reduction target/goal, reduction and
efficiency strategies, and an implementation program. The EECAP sets forth six general goals for
community GHG reduction: (1) increase energy efficiency in existing residential units, (2) increase energy
efficiency in new residential development, (3) increase energy efficiency in existing commercial units, (4)
increase energy efficiency in new commercial development, (5) increase energy efficiency though water

32 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Adopted Final, “Chapter 1,” https://scag.ca.gov/connect-socal Accessed
September 28, 2021.
33 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Land Use Element of the Inglewood
General Plan. January 1980. Amended September 14, 2016.
34 City of Inglewood, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan, March 2013,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/148/Inglewood-Energy-and-Climate-Action-Plan-ECAP-Adopted2013-PDF, Accessed September 28, 2021.
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efficiency, and (6) decrease energy demand though recuing urban heat island effect. Additionally, the
EECAP sets forth four general goals for municipal GHG reduction: (1) participate in education, outreach,

35 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan, December 2015,
https://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/EECAP_Inglewood_Final_20151218.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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4.5 Energy Resources

and planning for energy efficiency, (2) increase energy efficiency in municipal buildings, (3) increase the

residential, institutional, and mixed building types. The SCE estimates that electricity consumption within

energy efficiency in city infrastructure, (4) reduce energy consumption in the long term.

its planning area will be approximately 122,500 GWh annually by 2027. 40

Other Local Conservation Initiatives

In Downtown Inglewood’s residential neighborhoods, existing electrical facilities consist of an overhead

The Southern California Edison Company (SCE) and SoCalGas provide several programs for energy
customers in Inglewood to conserve energy. Programs include Consumer Rebate Programs, a Refrigerator
Turn-In and Recycling Program, Green Power Program, Outdoor Area Lighting Program, Solar Power
Incentives, Power Quality Consulting Programs, and Electric Vehicle Programs. Programs include

electrical system, including poles carrying low voltage conduits along with telecommunication and cable
TV facilities. In most of the commercial and industrial areas in the Inglewood Downtown area, the existing
electrical networks are underground within all the streets. 41

4.5.4.2

Natural Gas

Commercial Lighting Efficiency Offer (CLEO), Heating, Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) Rebate
Program, Customer Generation Rebate, Technical Assistance Program, Premium Efficiency Motors (PEM)
Program, Chiller Efficiency Program, Energy Load Monitoring (ELM) Program, and Financing Programs.
Programs for nonresidential customers include rebates on energy efficient HVAC systems and refrigeration

SoCalGas is the natural gas purveyor within the City. The SoCalGas service area reaches 21.8 million
consumers through 5.9 million meters in more than 500 communities, covering an area of approximately
24,000 square miles throughout Central and Southern California. 42

equipment, customer generation rebates, energy-load monitoring, energy-efficiency financing, and solar

In 2012, the latest year of publicly available data, the City consumed a total of approximately 1,900 MMcf

power initiatives.

per year. 43 Based on building type, single- and multifamily residential units consumed the most natural

4.5.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

gas at approximately 1,363 MMcf in 2012, a 4.2 percent reduction from 2005. Commercial and industrial

4.5.4.1

uses consumed approximately 536 MMcf in 2012, a 16.8 percent reduction from 2005. 44 This compares

Electricity

with the total amount of built space for each building type, with multifamily residential units constituting

Electrical power within the City is supplied by SCE, which serves approximately 15 million people in a

the greatest square footage, followed by single-family residential, commercial, other, industrial,

50,000-square-mile service area. 36 The SCE service area used approximately 64,564,000 MWh of

condominium residential, institutional, and mixed building types.

electricity in 2019. 37 SCE produces and obtains electricity from various generating sources that utilize coal,
The SoCalGas planning area had an available natural gas capacity of 3,175 million cubic feet (MMcf) in

nuclear, natural gas, hydroelectric, and renewable resources to generate power.

2020. 45 Natural gas capacity within SoCalGas’ planning area is anticipated to be approximately 3,435

In 2012, the latest year of publicly available data, the City consumed a total of approximately 434,308

MMcf per day (or 1,253,775 million MMcf per year) in 2027, which is the opening year of the proposed

MWh of electricity, an approximately 16 percent reduction from 2005. 38 Based on building type, single-

Project. 46

and multifamily residential units consumed the most electricity at approximately 164,000 MWh, followed
by industrial at 62,000 MWh, and commercial at approximately 24,000 MWh. 39 This compares with the
total amount of built space for each building type, with multifamily residential units constituting the
greatest square footage, followed by single-family residential, commercial, other, industrial, condominium

36 Southern California Edison, “Newsroom Fact Sheet,” April 29, 2019,
https://newsroom.edison.com/internal_redirect/cms.ipressroom.com.s3.amazonaws.com/166/files/20193/SCE%20Servic
e%20Area%20Fact%20Sheet_Ver2_04252019.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
37 Southern California Edison, “Electric Company ESG/Sustainability Quantitative Information,” November 4, 2019,
https://www.edison.com/content/dam/eix/documents/sustainability/2019-eix-esg-pilot-quantitative-section-sce.pdf.
Accessed September 28, 2021.
38 South Bay Cities Council of Governments, Supplemental Energy Climate Action Plan: City of Inglewood, 2018,
https://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/Inglewood%20CAP.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
39 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan, December 2015,
http://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/EECAP_Inglewood_Final_20151218.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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SoCalGas projects total gas demand to decline at an annual rate of 1 percent from 2020 to 2035. 47 The
decline in demand is due to modest economic growth, and CPUC-mandated energy efficiency (EE)
standards and programs and SB 350 goals. Other factors that contribute to the downward trend are tighter
40 CEC, Demand Analysis Office, California Energy Demand 2018-2030 Revised Forecast,
https://efiling.energy.ca.gov/getdocument.aspx?tn=223244. Accessed September 28, 2021.
41 John M. Cruikshank Consultants, Inglewood Planning Services for Transit Oriented Development, Existing Infrastructure
Baseline Data, June 30, 2015.
42 SCG, “Company Profile,” https://www.socalgas.com/about-us/company-profile. Accessed September 28, 2021.
43 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan.
44 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan.
45 California Gas and Electric Utilities, 2020 California Gas Report, https://www.socalgas.com/sites/default/files/202010/2020_California_Gas_Report_Joint_Utility_Biennial_Comprehensive_Filing.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
46 California Gas and Electric Utilities, 2020 California Gas Report, https://www.socalgas.com/sites/default/files/202010/2020_California_Gas_Report_Joint_Utility_Biennial_Comprehensive_Filing.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
47 The California Gas and Electric Utilities, 2018 California Gas Report, “Gas Demand,” 36.
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standards created by revised Title 24 Codes and Standards, renewable electricity goals, a decline in core

State to reduce its dependency on gasoline. The CEC predicts that the demand for gasoline will continue

commercial and industrial demand, and conservation savings linked to Advanced Metering Infrastructure

to decline over the upcoming years, and there will be an increase in the use of alternative fuels. 55

(AMI). By comparison, the 2018 California Gas Report projected an annual decline in demand of 0.74

4.5.4.4

percent over the forecast horizon.

4.5.4.3

Existing Energy Use Within the Project Footprint

The proposed Project is located within a developed area which utilizes energy supply for a variety of land

Petroleum-Based Fuel (Transportation Energy)

uses. There are several existing developments which contribute to existing electricity demand that would

Crude oil is a mixture of hydrocarbons that exists as a liquid in underground geologic formations and

be demolished as part of the proposed Project.

remains a liquid when brought to the surface. 48 Petroleum products are produced from the processing of
crude oil and other liquids and include transportation-related fuels such as gasoline and diesel. Petroleum

The proposed Project would require a number of full and partial property acquisitions and easements or

is a worldwide commodity. According to the US Energy Information Administration (EIA), California

leases for construction and operation of the guideway, stations, MSF, and other support facilities included

consumed approximately 681,893,000 barrels (28,639,506,000 gallons, or 42 gallons per barrel) in 2019,

in the proposed Project. These existing uses currently generate electricity and natural gas demand for

the most recent year of publicly available data. 49 The EIA forecasts the national supply and demand in its

building operation. Table 4.5-1: Annual Energy Demand of Existing Uses within the Proposed Project

Annual Energy Outlook 2021. 50 The EIA forecasts a national oil supply of 19.9 million barrels per day

Footprint lists the existing energy demand for the existing uses that would be demolished as part of the

(mb/d) in 2027, which is the opening year for the proposed Project. 51 This equates to approximately 7,264

proposed Project.

million barrels per year (mb/y) or 305,067 million gallons per year (mg/y). 52
Table 4.5-1
Annual Energy Demand of Existing Uses within the Proposed Project Footprint

Recent data shows that the transportation sector accounts for a majority of California’s petroleum
consumption. 53 In 2019, the most recent year of publicly available data, California consumed
approximately 565,056,000 barrels (23,732,352,000 gallons, or 42 gallons per barrel) of petroleum for
transportation. 54

Parcel No.

Property Address

Existing Use

Square
Footage

Annual
Energy
Demand

Electricity

Units
kWh/yr
kWh/yr

4015-027-030

310 E. Florence Ave

Restaurant

1,200 SF

43,776

Over the last several decades, California has implemented several policies, rules, and regulations to

4015-027-031

300 E. Florence Ave

Restaurant

4,762 SF

173,645

kWh/yr

improve vehicle efficiency, increase the development and use of alternative fuels, reduce air pollutants

4015-027-032

254 N. Market St

Restaurant

4,608 SF

168,100

kWh/yr

and GHGs emissions from the transportation sector, and reduce vehicle travel. Incentive programs, such
as the CEC’s Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program (ARFVTP), are helping the

48 U.S. Energy Information Administration (EIA), “Frequently Asked Questions,”
https://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.php?id=40&t=6. Accessed September 28, 2021.
49 U.S. EIA, Independent Statistics & Analysis, “Table F16: Total Petroleum Consumption Estimates,” 2019,
https://www.eia.gov/state/seds/data.php?incfile=/state/seds/sep_fuel/html/fuel_use_pa.html&sid=US. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
50 U.S. EIA, Annual Energy Outlook 2021, https://www.eia.gov/outlooks/aeo/. Accessed September 28, 2021.
51 U.S. EIA, Annual Energy Outlook 2021, “Table 11. Petroleum and Other Liquids Supply and Disposition,”
https://www.eia.gov/outlooks/aeo/data/browser/#/?id=11-AEO2021&cases=ref2021~aeo2020ref&sourcekey=0. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
52 One oil barrel is equivalent to 42 gallons.
53 U.S. EIA, Independent Statistics & Analysis, “Table F16: Total Petroleum Consumption Estimates,” 2019,
https://www.eia.gov/state/seds/data.php?incfile=/state/seds/sep_fuel/html/fuel_use_pa.html&sid=US. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
54 U.S. EIA, Independent Statistics & Analysis, “Table F16: Total Petroleum Consumption Estimates,” 2017,
https://www.eia.gov/state/seds/data.php?incfile=/state/seds/sep_fuel/html/fuel_use_pa.html&sid=US. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
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4015-027-033

250 N. Market St

Auto Service

44,000 SF

371,800

kWh/yr

4015-027-038

240 N. Market St

Shopping Center

12,300 SF

140,712

kWh/yr

4015-027-040

230 N. Market St

Store

22,194 SF

253,854

kWh/yr

4015-027-041

224 N. Market St

Store

5,000 SF

57,200

kWh/yr

4015-027-049

222 N. Market St

Shopping Center

25,500 SF

291,720

kWh/yr

4015-027-050

210 N. Market St

Shopping Center

7,348 SF

84,084

kWh/yr

4021-010-015

150 S. Market St

Store

16,575 SF

189,561

kWh/yr

4021-024-015

500 E. Manchester Blvd

Supermarket

76,402 SF

2,950,570

kWh/yr

4021-024-015

510 E. Manchester Blvd

Gas Station

1,707

kWh/yr

4021-036-049

401 S. Prairie Ave

Office

28,029 SF

392,126

kWh/yr

4024-008-015

923 S. Prairie Ave

Store

9,744 SF

111,471

kWh/yr

202 SF

4024-009-005

945 S. Prairie Ave

Office

8,357 SF

116,914

kWh/yr

4024-009-007

1003 S. Prairie Ave

Office

5,522 SF

77,253

kWh/yr

4024-009-015

1011 S. Prairie Ave

Office

1,098 SF

15,361

kWh/yr

55 CEC, Final 2019 Integrated Energy Policy Report, https://www.energy.ca.gov/data-reports/reports/integrated-energypolicy-report/2019-integrated-energy-policy-report. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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Annual
Energy
Demand

Parcel No.

Property Address

Existing Use

Square
Footage

4024-009-033

1035 S. Prairie Ave

Shopping Center

26,288 SF

300,048

4024-009-028

1035 S. Prairie Ave

Restaurant

3,954 SF

144,242

—

Water Conveyance

—

fuels. Similar to the proposed Project, the HPSP would utilize SCE and SoCalGas for electricity and natural
Units
kWh/yr
kWh/yr
kWh/yr

605,070
6,489,214

Electricity Total

4.5 Energy Resources

gas supplies and infrastructure. As such, SCE and SoCalGas would be responsible for providing adequate
electricity and natural gas supplies for the HPSP project. Moreover, the HPSP would increase the number
of vehicles traveling to and from the HPSP site, thus increase the consumption of transportation related
fuels. Table 4.5-2: Adjusted Baseline Annual Energy Demand shows the Adjusted Baseline energy demand

kWh/yr

for electricity and natural gas.

Natural Gas
4015-027-030

310 E. Florence Ave

Restaurant

1,200 SF

311,184

4015-027-031

300 E. Florence Ave

Restaurant

4,762 SF

1,234,360

kBTU/yr
kBTU/yr

4015-027-032

254 N. Market St

Restaurant

4,608 SF

1,194,950

kBTU/yr

4015-027-033

250 N. Market St

Auto Service

44,000 SF

919,600

kBTU/yr

4015-027-038

240 N. Market St

Shopping Center

12,300 SF

24,600

kBTU/yr

Table 4.5-2
Adjusted Baseline Annual Energy Demand
Square
Footage

Land Use

Annual
Energy
Demand

Units

4015-027-040

230 N. Market St

Store

22,194 SF

44,380

kBTU/yr

4015-027-041

224 N. Market St

Store

5,000 SF

10,000

kBTU/yr

4015-027-049

222 N. Market St

Shopping Center

25,500 SF

51,000

kBTU/yr

General Office

466,000 SF

6,519,340

4015-027-050

210 N. Market St

Shopping Center

7,348 SF

14,700

kBTU/yr

Apartments

314,000 SF

1,248,240

kWh/yr

4021-010-015

150 S. Market St

Store

16,575 SF

33,140

kBTU/yr

Retail

518,080 SF

5,926,840

kWh/yr

4021-024-015

500 E. Manchester Blvd

Supermarket

76,402 SF

1,570,020

kBTU/yr

4021-024-015

510 E. Manchester Blvd

Gas Station

202 SF

4,222

kBTU/yr

Electricity Total

4021-036-049

401 S. Prairie Ave

Office

28,029 SF

256,185

kBTU/yr

Natural Gas

4024-008-015

923 S. Prairie Ave

Store

9,744 SF

19,488

kBTU/yr

General Office

Electricity

kWh/yr

—

Water Conveyance

kWh/yr

2,813,125

kWh/yr

16,507,545

kWh/yr

4,259,240

kBTU/yr

kBTU/yr
466,000 SF

4024-009-005

945 S. Prairie Ave

Office

8,357 SF

76,383

kBTU/yr

Apartments

314,000 SF

3,588,220

kBTU/yr

4024-009-007

1003 S. Prairie Ave

Office

5,522 SF

50,471

kBTU/yr

Retail

518,080 SF

1,036,160

kBTU/yr

4024-009-015

1011 S. Prairie Ave

Office

1,098 SF

10,036

kBTU/yr

8,883,620

kBTU/yr

4024-009-033

1035 S. Prairie Ave

Shopping Center

26,288 SF

52,456

kBTU/yr

4024-009-028

1035 S. Prairie Ave

Restaurant

3,954 SF

1,025,350
6,902,525

Natural Gas Total
__________

Natural Gas Total
__________

Source: Refer to Appendix J.1 for detailed calculations.
Notes: kWh/yr = kilowatt-hours per year; kBtu/yr = thousand British Thermal
Units per year.
Electricity and natural gas for the existing uses is total yearly operational usage.

kBTU/yr
kBTU/yr

Source:
Refer to Appendix J.1 for detailed calculations.
Notes: kWh/yr = kilowatt-hours per year; kBtu/yr = thousand British Thermal Units per year.
Electricity and natural gas for the existing uses is total yearly operational usage.

As shown, the Adjusted Baseline conditions would consume approximately 16,507,545 kWh of electricity

As shown, the existing uses currently consume approximately 6,489,214kWh of electricity per year.
Moreover, the existing uses currently consume 6,902,525thousand British thermal units (kBTU) (or 6.7

per year and 8,883,620 kBTU (or 8.6 MMcf) 57 of natural gas per year. Vehicle fuel usage for the Adjusted
Baseline is discussed further under Impact E-1.

MMcf) 56 of natural gas per year.

4.5.5 ADJUSTED BASELINE
This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0, 4.0.5:
Adjusted Baseline. Specifically, operation of land uses included in the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP)
would result in the consumption of energy resources such as electricity, natural gas, and transportation

56 The conversion of kBTU to cubic feet uses the factor of 1 cf to 1.037 kBTU.
Meridian Consultants
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4.5.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

4.5 Energy Resources

x

Material Conservation And Resource Efficiency - In order to reduce the environmental impact from
the use of construction materials, the project should minimize the use of virgin materials. This can be
accomplished by increasing the use of materials that are reused, recycled, rapidly renewable, locally
sourced, and durable. In order to determine the best approach to reducing the overall environmental
impact from use of materials, a life cycle assessment (LCA) could be used.

x

Environmental Quality - In order to protect and enhance the health and comfort of occupants, the
project should provide a high quality, sustainable indoor environment that is designed to maximize
natural daylighting and views of the outdoors where feasible. Indoor spaces should use high efficiency
air filtration and should create a comfortable indoor acoustical environment. Materials and systems
should be selected that will provide for a healthy indoor environment.

Criteria outlined in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of
energy impacts. A project would have a significant impact in relation to energy if it were to:
Threshold E-1:

Result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project
construction or operation.

Threshold E-2:

Conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency.

Implementation of the proposed Project will require the consumption of energy resources during both

4.5.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Impact E-1:

construction and operation.

Would the project result in a potentially significant environmental impact due
to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources during

For construction impacts, the City would include in bid documents for the proposed Project language
specifying that the contractors shall use Tier 4 construction equipment or equivalent (see PDF AQ-1 in the

project construction or operation?

CCP). For operational impacts, the proposed Project would comply with the requirements of CALGreen 58
The proposed Project includes Design Guidelines and a Construction Commitment Program (CCP) as

and be consistent with the City Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan 59 involving policies and programs

described in Section 3.0. The CCP addresses temporary effects during construction of the Project. The

related to sustainability, energy efficiency, and reduction in GHG emissions. In addition, the Design

Design Guidelines describe the design features of the proposed Project.

Guidelines, contained in Appendix C, include sustainability guidelines that provide green measures to be

4.5.7.1

incorporated into the design and operations of the ITC facilities. The proposed Project will be designed

Project Design Features

and constructed to achieve Silver Award Certification under the EnvisionTM Sustainable Infrastructure

The proposed Project includes the following features that address the energy related consumption during

Rating System or equivalent.

construction and operation of the ATS:

Construction
PDF EN-1
Prior to construction of the proposed Project, reconstruction of the existing Vons store, which is proposed
x

Energy Efficiency - Where California Energy Efficiency Standards apply, the project should be more
energy efficient than allowed. For energy-using equipment not governed by California Energy
Efficiency Standards, best available energy efficient technologies should be used. Advanced
commissioning of building systems should be conducted to ensure systems are operating as designed.

for demolition to accommodate the construction of the MSF, is proposed on the corner of Manchester
Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. This proposed replacement Vons store would include amenities similar
to the existing store, including a pharmacy and bank branch. Table 4.5-3: Energy Use During Vons
Replacement Construction below shows the transportation related fuel associated with construction of

To achieve energy use reduction, passive strategies taking advantage of the favorable local climate
should be considered where feasible. The use of solar canopies as shade structures in addition to roofmounted solar is another energy saving strategy.

the Vons store replacement. It is assumed electricity would be provided by diesel fueled generators during

Water Efficiency - In order to reduce excessive water consumption, the project should identify and
implement appropriate opportunities to reduce or eliminate potable water use indoors and in
landscape areas.

Vons store replacement would be temporary and would occur prior to construction of the proposed

building construction. As shown in Table 4.5-3, the construction of the Vons store replacement would
consume a total of 19,436 gallons of petroleum. Consumption of energy resources for construction of the

x

Project.

58 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen).
59 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan, December 2015.
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4.5 Energy Resources

For comparison, the average annual electricity consumption for a U.S. residence is 10,972 kWh. 60

Table 4.5-3
Energy Use During Vons Replacement Construction

Although there is a temporary increase in electricity consumption during construction, the electrical
consumption would be within the supply and infrastructure capabilities of SCE which estimates electricity

Fuel Type

Gallons

Diesel
Gasoline

16,471

consumption within its planning area will be approximately 120,000 GWh annually by 2024, which is the
first year of construction. 61

2,965
19,436

Total

The electricity demand at any given time would vary throughout the construction period based on the
Source: Refer to Appendix J.1 for detailed calculations

construction activities being performed and would cease upon completion of construction. Electricity use
from construction would be short-term, limited to working hours, used for necessary construction-related

During construction of the proposed Project, energy would be consumed in the form of electricity for
powering the construction trailers (lights, electronic equipment, and heating and cooling) and exterior
uses, such as lights, water conveyance for dust control, and other construction activities. Construction
would also consume energy in the form of petroleum-based fuels associated with on and off-road
construction equipment and vehicles, construction workers’ travel to and from the proposed Project, and
delivery and haul truck trips (e.g., hauling of demolition material to off-site reuse and disposal facilities).

activities, and represent a small fraction of the proposed Project’s operational electricity. Furthermore,
the electricity used for off-road light construction equipment would reduce the amount of harmful
construction-related air pollutant and GHG emissions because they would not rely on more traditional
construction-related energy in the form of diesel fuel which generates emissions. As such, the proposed
Project would not result in inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of electricity resources during
construction.

As discussed below, construction activities, including the construction of new buildings and facilities,
typically do not involve the consumption of natural gas.

Electrical energy demands during construction would be less than significant.

Electrical Demand

Natural Gas

During construction, electricity would be consumed to power lighting, heating, and cooling in the

Construction activities do not typically involve the consumption of natural gas, as construction equipment

construction trailers, outdoor lighting of the proposed Project, electric equipment, and supply and convey

and staging rely heavily on electricity and transportation fuels. Accordingly, natural gas would likely not be

water for dust control. SCE would supply electricity and would be obtained from the existing electrical

needed to support construction activities; thus, there would be little to no demand generated by

lines that connect to the proposed PDS substations. As shown in Table 4.5-4: Total Electricity Use During

construction. As such, the proposed Project’s would not result in inefficient, or unnecessary consumption

Proposed Project Construction, a total of approximately 165,115 kWh of electricity is estimated to be

of natural gas energy resources during construction.

consumed during construction of the proposed Project.
Natural gas energy demands during construction would be less than significant.
Table 4.5-4
Total Electricity Use During Proposed Project Construction
Fuel Type

Transportation Fuel
Construction of the proposed Project would result in the irretrievable commitment of construction

Quantity

materials (e.g., steel products, cement, glass). While construction would result in the irretrievable

Electricity
Water Conveyance

95,165 kWh

commitment of nonrenewable energy resources, primarily in the form of fossil fuels (including fuel oil),

Construction Trailers

69,950 kWh

natural gas, and gasoline for automobiles and construction equipment, the consumption of fossil fuels

Total

165,115 kWh

would occur on a temporary basis during the construction period.

Source: Refer to Appendix J.1 for detailed calculations.

60 U.S. EIA, Frequently Asked Questions, “How much electricity does an American home use?”
https://www.eia.gov/tools/faqs/faq.php?id=97&t=3. Accessed September 28, 2021.
61 CEC, Demand Analysis Office, California Energy Demand 2018-2030 Revised
Forecasthttps://efiling.energy.ca.gov/getdocument.aspx?tn=223244. , Accessed September 28, 2021.
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4.5 Energy Resources

As shown in Table 4.5-5: Total Vehicle Fuel Use During Proposed Project Construction, the Project would

The proposed Project would divert mixed construction and demolition debris to City-certified construction

consume a total of 163,734,871 gallons of petroleum during the morning/evening shift construction

and demolition waste processors using City-certified waste haulers, consistent with State targets of 75

scenario, and 151,002,831 gallons of petroleum during the morning/night shift construction scenario. The

percent waste diversion by 2020. In addition, select building materials or products for permanent

EIA forecasts a national oil supply of 20.18 million barrels (mb) per day in 2024, which is the first year of

installation would be selected from sources within southern California area. The proposed Project would

construction. 62 This equates to approximately 7,366 mb per year or 309,360 million gallons (mg) per year.

divert mixed construction and demolition debris to City-certified construction and demolition waste

Although construction would result in the consumption of petroleum-based fuels, it would be within the

processors using City-certified waste haulers, which would reduce truck trips to landfills, and increase the

EIA supply forecast and would be temporary in nature.

amount of waste recovered (e.g., recycled, reused, etc.) at material recovery facilities, thereby further
reducing transportation fuel consumption. 66

As discussed previously, the proposed Project includes a CCP which addresses temporary effects during
construction of the proposed Project. The CCP includes PDF AQ-1 which would require more fuel-efficient

Construction would utilize energy only for necessary on-site and off-site transportation-related activities,

construction equipment. Additionally, construction of the proposed Project would employ fuel-efficient

construction worker travel to and from the proposed Project, and to transport construction materials and

equipment consistent with State and federal regulations, such as fuel efficiency regulations in accordance

demolition debris. Idling restrictions and the use of cleaner, energy-efficient equipment would result in

with the CARB Pavley Phase II standards, 63 the anti-idling regulation in accordance with section 2485 in

less fuel combustion and energy consumption and thus minimize construction-related energy use. As such,

Title 13 of the CCR, 64 and fuel requirements for stationary equipment in accordance with section 93115

the proposed Project would not result in inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of vehicle fuels during

(concerning Airborne Toxic Control Measures) in Title 17 of the CCR. 65 Use of construction equipment that

construction.

is compliant with these regulations would result the use of more fuel-efficient engines and associated fuel
Transportation fuel demands during construction would be less than significant.

savings.

Operation

Table 4.5-5
Total Vehicle Fuel Use During Proposed Project Construction

As discussed previously, reconstruction of the existing Vons store to be removed is proposed on the corner

Petroleum Consumption (Gallons)
Source

Morning/Evening Shift

Morning/Night Shift

Off-Road Construction Equipment

2,082,283

2,108,818

On-Road Construction Equipment

161,419,382

148,312,451

Worker Vehicles

233,206

Delivery Vehiclesa
Maximum Total

of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. Table 4.5-6: Energy Use from Vons Replacement
Operation below shows the energy use associated with operation of the Vons replacement store.
Table 4.5-6
Energy Use from Vons Replacement Operation

233,206

0

348,356

163,734,871

151,002,831

Source: Refer to Appendix J.1 for detailed calculations.
a Delivery of construction materials would occur during the night shift.

4.5-25

Quantity
1,742,391

Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

953,520

Source: Refer to Appendix J.1 for detailed calculations

62 U.S. EIA, Annual Energy Outlook 2021, “Table 11. Petroleum and Other Liquids Supply and Disposition,”
https://www.eia.gov/outlooks/aeo/data/browser/#/?id=11-AEO2021&cases=ref2021~aeo2020ref&sourcekey=0. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
63 California Air Resources Board, Low-Emissions Vehicle Program, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/node/2930/about. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
64 Title 13 CCR, Section 2485, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/classic//msprog/truckidling/13ccr2485_09022016.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
65 Airborne Toxic Control Measures, Title 17 CCR, Section 93115,
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/classic//diesel/documents/finalreg2011.pdf?_ga=2.201342804.479047022.159
6146954-1722362475.1583193018. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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66 Energy savings result from the avoidance of needing to mine and process virgin materials and then transport those
materials to the project. As shown on MS52 California Aggregates Map
(https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/MapSheets/MS_052_California_Aggregates_Map_201807.pdf) Aggregate production areas in the Los Angeles
areas include Irwindale and areas further away in Upland and Temescal Canyon areas in Orange County. Irwindale
is a lesser producer of virgin aggregate as most of the mines have been depleted to their permitted limits. According
to LA County (https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/CD/cd_attachments/Recycling_Facilities.pdf) there are recycling
facilities much closer that supply recycled aggregate and other construction materials to the region.
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As shown in Table 4.5-6, the operation of the Vons store replacement would generate a demand of

to have a peak power load of 4,152 kW which would generate a total electricity demand of 74,736 kWh

1,742,391 kWh of electricity per year and 953,520 kBTU of natural gas per year.

per day or 27,278,640 kWh (27.3 GWh) per year. Similarly, in the event the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
station PDS is unable to operate, the MSF PDS is estimated to have a peak power load of 4,353 kW which

Electrical Demand

would generate a total electricity demand of 78,354 kWh per day or 28,599,210 kWh (28.6 GWh) per year.

Propulsion power (i.e., the power to run the train on a guideway) would be provided via two PDS
substations located along the guideway alignment. Each PDS substation includes equipment to transform
the medium- to high-voltage power feed provided from the power companies to the required 750-volt
direct current (VDC) needed to power the vehicles and other ancillary equipment. The proposed Project’s
operating components would utilize electrical energy for the operation of the related support features,
such as the ATS trains, stations, and MSF via electricity from the two PDSs. For normal operations, the
required load flow for power of the proposed Project would be divided between the two PDSs. One of the
PDSs would be located on the MSF site. The second PDS would be located on the Prairie Avenue/Hardy
Street station site. This includes operation of all interior and exterior lighting features included for the
proposed Project. Power requirements for each PDS are provided in Table 4.5-7: Proposed Project Normal

The electrical demand from the existing land uses to be removed to implement the Project is 6,489,214
kWh per year. As noted previously, the Vons store replacement would use 1,742,391 kWh of electricity per
year. As shown in Table 4.5-8: Annual Electricity Use from Proposed Project Operation, the electricity
demand for the proposed Project during normal operation would result in a net increase of 22,367,567
kWh (22.4 GWh) per year. In the event the MSF PDS is unable to operate, the electricity demand would
result in a net increase of 22,531,817 kWh (22.5 GWh) per year. In the event the Prairie Avenue/Hardy
Street station PDS is unable to operate, the electricity demand would result in a net increase of 23,852,387
kWh (23.9 GWh) per year. Should any of the uses that would be removed to implement the Project relocate
within the City, the net increase in energy shown in Table 4.5-8 would be reduced but in no event would
the amount of electricity required exceed the total shown for the ATS system.

Operation Load Flow.

Table 4.5-8
Annual Electricity Use from Proposed Project Operation

Table 4.5-7
Proposed Project Normal Operation Load Flow

PDS Site

Peak Power
(KW)

RMS Power
(KW)

Average Power
(KW)

Annual Electricity Usage (kWh/yr)
RMS Current
(A)

MSF

2,008

834

755

1,067

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station

2,119

777

639

996

__________
Source: Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August 2021. Table 9-2.
Notes:
KW – kilowatt
RMS –The substation load calculation output provides both per second and root mean squared (RMS) KVA loads for each substation.

Operation Scenario

ATS Systema

Existingb

Net Increase

Normal Operation
Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station PDS Only
MSF PDS Only

27,114,390
27,278,640
28,599,210

4,746,823
4,746,823
4,746,823

22,367,567
22,531,817
23,852,387

Notes: kWh/yr = kilowatt-hours per year.
a Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
b
Existing data accounts for operation of the Vons store replacement.

As further discussed in Section 4.14: Utilities and Service Systems, SCE completed a high-level Distribution
As shown, the proposed MSF PDS is estimated to have a peak power load flow of 2,008 kW, and the Prairie

Study to determine the amount of load that SCE could accommodate and required infrastructure upgrades

Avenue/Hardy Street station PDS is estimated to have a peak power load flow of 2,119 kW for a total of

in order to meet the proposed Project’s recommended full redundancy design.69

4,127 kW. 67 The ATS trains would operate for 18 hours per day which would generate a total electricity
demand of 74,286 kWh per day or 27,114,390 kWh (27.1 GWh) per year. 68

SCE’s analysis assumed the use of the existing single (nonredundant) 16 kva circuit currently available
along Market Street as it may be the most likely used circuit for the proposed Project.

In the event the MSF PDS is unable to operate, the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station PDS is estimated

67 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
68 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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69

Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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The results of SCE’s analysis found that: 70

Further, the proposed Project would be within the service capacity of SoCalGas which is anticipated to

x

The maximum load that can be accommodated at the present time is 10 MVA.

have an available capacity of approximately 3,435 MMcf of natural gas per day (or 1,253,775 million MMcf

x

To accommodate the 10 MVA load with full redundancy, the following upgrades would be required:

per year) in 2027, which is the opening year of the proposed Project 72 As discussed, the proposed Project
would be designed in a manner that is consistent with building efficiency requirements including Title 24



1,500 feet of new civil work/duct banks,

and CALGreen. Increased building efficiency would help alleviate natural gas demand. Further, the



1,860 feet of new 1000 JCN cable,

proposed Project would incorporate a number of sustainability features as discussed in the Design



1,700 feet of upgrading/re-cabling the existing SCE primary cable to 1000 JCN, and



Two new gas switches.

Guidelines (Appendix C). Specifically, the proposed Project will be designed and constructed to achieve
Silver Award Certification under the EnvisionTM Sustainable Infrastructure Rating System or equivalent. As
such, the proposed Project would not result in inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of natural gas

SCE would complete the aforementioned upgrades and would be subject to its procedures and

during operation.

requirements for construction and environmental clearance. The proposed Project would need to be
Table 4.5-9
Annual Natural Gas Use During Proposed Project Operation

reevaluated by SCE prior to coming online as the details are finalized as described in MM UT-2 in Section
4.14.

Source

Units

Stations

kBTU/yr

576,840

relevant energy requirements, such as Title 24 and CALGreen, which are designed to encourage

MSF

kBTU/yr

1,763,960

development that results in the efficient use of energy resources.

Project Total
Existing Natural Gasa

kBTU/yr
kBTU/yr

2,340,800
5,949,005

Net Natural Gas Total

kBTU/yr

(3,608,205)

As further discussed below, the proposed Project would be designed in a manner that is consistent with

As such, the proposed Project would not result in inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of electricity
during operation and electricity demands during operation would be less than significant.

Notes: kBtu/yr = thousand British Thermal Units per year.
Source: See Appendix J.1 for MSF operational natural gas usage.
a
Existing data accounts for operation of the Vons store replacement.

Natural Gas
No new gas connections to serve the proposed Project elements would be required except at the proposed

Quantity

Natural gas demands during operation would be less than significant.

MSF. Natural gas would be used at the MSF to serve the pressure wash system, and for space and water
heating. Table 4.5-9: Annual Natural Gas Use During Proposed Project Operation shows the operational

Transportation Fuel

natural gas estimates for the operation of the MSF and stations, as well as the net total of natural gas after

The proposed Project spans approximately 1.6 miles and would be located near existing land uses which

taking into account the existing uses to be demolished.

generate vehicle trips on local roadways within the vicinity of the Project. The proposed Project would

As shown in Table 4.5-9, the MSF and stations would use approximately 2,340,800 kBTU (or 2.3 MMcf) 71
of natural gas per year. The natural gas demand from the existing land uses to be removed is 6,902,525
KBTU per year. The Vons store replacement would use 953,520 KBTU of natural gas per year. Therefore,
the proposed Project would result in a net decrease of 3,608,205 kBTU of natural gas per year.

provide direct connections between the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(Metro) K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as the Forum,
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (LASED) and the Inglewood Basketball and
Entertainment Center. Implementation of the proposed Project would increase transit mode split, reduce
vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita VMT. Table 4.5-10: Annual VMT With and Without Proposed Project
presents the annual VMTs for the Adjusted Baseline, Future (2027), and Future (2045) scenarios.

70

Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
71 The conversion of kBTU to cubic feet uses the factor of 1 cf to 1.037 kBTU.
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72 California Gas and Electric Utilities, 2020 California Gas Report, https://www.socalgas.com/sites/default/files/202010/2020_California_Gas_Report_Joint_Utility_Biennial_Comprehensive_Filing.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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4.5 Energy Resources

As shown in Table 4.5-10, implementation of the proposed Project would reduce annual VMTs under all

Table 4.5-11
Annual Vehicle Fuel Use With and Without Proposed Project

scenarios. Specifically, under the Adjusted Baseline scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual
VMTs from 998,811,151 to 985,939,091, a decrease of 12,872,060. Under the Future (2027) Non-Event

Annual Fuel Consumption (gal)

scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual VMTs from 1,245,731,160 to 1,229,255,081, a

Scenario
Adjusted Baseline
Future (2027) Non-Event
Future (2027) All Events
Future (2045) Non-Event
Future (2045) All Events

decrease of 16,476,079. Under the Future (2027) All Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce
annual VMTs from 1,346,432,106 to 1,310,204,482, a decrease of 36,227,624. Under the Future (2045)
Non-Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual VMTs from 1,369,204,193 to
1,351,035,367, a decrease of 18,168,826. Under the Future (2045) All Event scenario, the proposed Project
would reduce annual VMTs from 1,469,905,139 to 1,426,761,804, a decrease of 43,143,335.
Table 4.5-10
Annual VMT With and Without Proposed Project

Without ITC

With ITC

45,338,712
47,071,377
50,876,477
43,780,331
47,000,246

44,754,415
46,448,809
49,507,575
43,199,383
45,620,737

Reduction

584,297
622,567
1,368,902
580,949
1,379,509

Source: See Appendix J.1 for fuel calculations.

Vehicles used for project-related vehicle trips would also comply as applicable with Pavley and Low Carbon
Fuel Standards 73 which are designed to reduce vehicle GHG emissions, but would also result in fuel

Annual VMT
Scenario
Adjusted Baseline
Future (2027) Non-Event
Future (2027) All Events
Future (2045) Non-Event
Future (2045) All Events

Without ITC

998,811,151
1,245,731,160
1,346,432,106
1,369,204,193
1,469,905,139

With ITC

985,939,091
1,229,255,081
1,310,204,482
1,351,035,367
1,426,761,804

savings, in addition to compliance with CAFE standards. The proposed Project would support Statewide
Reduction

12,872,060
16,476,079
36,227,624
18,168,826
43,143,335

efforts to improve transportation energy efficiency and reduce transportation energy consumption with
respect to private automobiles for the reasons discussed below. As discussed in detail in Section 4.9: Land
Use and Planning, the proposed Project design and characteristics would be consistent with and would
not conflict with the goals of the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. 74 The 2020-2045 RTP/SCS provides a
framework for member agencies to fund and implement regional transportation infrastructure

See Section 4.12:Transportion to this Recirculated Draft EIR for further discussion.

improvements that benefit the region as a whole, including transit projects such as the one analyzed
herein.
Petroleum usage from vehicle travel was calculated based on the projected annual VMTs provided
previously. Table 4.5-11: Annual Vehicle Fuel Use With and Without Proposed Project below presents the

Additionally, the proposed Project would include up to two stationary standby generators with an

annual petroleum consumption for the Adjusted Baseline, Future (2027), and Future (2045) scenarios.

estimated total capacity rated at approximately 4,000 kW to provide emergency power primarily for
lighting and other emergency building systems. Emergency generators would utilize diesel fuel to operate

As shown, implementation of the proposed Project would reduce annual petroleum-based fuel under all
scenarios. Specifically, under the Adjusted Baseline scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual
fuel consumption from 45,338,712 gallons to 44,754,415 gallons, a decrease of 584,297 gallons. Under
the Future (2027) Non-Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from
47,071,377 gallons to 46,448,809 gallons, a decrease of 622,567 gallons. Under the Future (2027) All Event
scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from 50,876,477 gallons to
49,507,575 gallons, a decrease of 1,368,902. Under the Future (2045) Non-Event scenario, the proposed
Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from 43,780,331 gallons to 43,199,383 gallons, a decrease

during an emergency and for testing and maintenance. The generators would be required to comply with
applicable federal emissions standards and Southern California Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) Rule 1470 (Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other
Compression Ignition Engines) which mandate emission limits and operating hour constraints. Specifically,
each standby generator would operate for 2 hours per day during 25 days per year for a total of 50 hours
per year. For emergency operation both generators would operate up to 2 hours each and could occur
simultaneously. SCAQMD requires that all internal combustion engines (ICE) greater than 50 brake
horsepower (bhp) and gas turbines greater than 2,975,000 Btu per hour obtain a permit to construct prior

of 580,949 gallons. Under the Future (2045) All Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual
fuel consumption from 47,000,246 gallons to 45,620,737 gallons, a decrease of 1,379,509 gallons.
73 California Air Resources Board, Low-Emissions Vehicle Program, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/node/2930/about. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
74 Southern California Association of Governments, Connect SoCal – 2020 – 2045 RTP/SCS,
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/What-Is-Connect-SoCal.aspx. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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to installation of the engines. The estimated annual fuel usage assuming each generator operates of 50

reduction in GHG emissions. The City has committed to taking an active role in promoting energy

hours per year (2 hours per day) is 27,440 gallons of diesel fuel. 75

conservation and environmentally-friendly initiatives to improve the environment and realize the benefits,
which include energy independence, cost savings for energy not used, water saved, improved air quality,

The proposed Project would not result in inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of vehicle fuels during

and public health benefits from improved air quality.

operation. Accordingly, vehicle fuel demands during operation would be less than significant.
The City has an ongoing commitment to increasing energy efficiency and implementing energy

Summary

conservation measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption. The proposed

Operation of the proposed Project would comply with all applicable building codes, including the 2019

Project would incorporate a number of sustainability features as listed in Section 3.0, 3.5.9. The City has

Title 24 building energy efficiency standards, 76 CAFE fuel economy standards, 77 consistency with the SCAG

committed to implementing, if feasible, various sustainability measures for different proposed Project

2020-2045 RTP/SCS, 78 compliance with the County’s Low Impact Development (LID) Development

elements that meet or exceed CALGreen requirements, including energy and water conservation

Standards Manual, 79 compliance with the City’s Low Impact Development Requirements for New

measures, for each of the follow proposed Project components: the guideway, stations, and the MSF. The

Development and Redevelopment, the City’s Green Street

Policy, 80

the City’s Water Conservation and

Water Supply Shortage Program, 81 the Sustainability Guidelines included in the Design Guidelines, as
described above, as well as mitigation measures included in this Recirculated Draft EIR, which would
ensure that natural resources are used efficiently and conserved to the maximum extent possible.

sustainability strategies relate to planning and design; energy efficiency and renewable energy; water
efficiency and conservation; materials conservation and resource efficiency; and environmental quality.
Further, it is expected that over time new technologies or systems will emerge, or will become more costeffective or user-friendly, which will further reduce the reliance upon nonrenewable natural resources. For

The City has developed a set of broad sustainability strategies included as part of the Design Guidelines to

example, future implementation of the Clean Fuel Standard and the Renewable Portfolio Standard are

be incorporated into the design, construction, and operations of each proposed Project component. These

expected to decrease the use of nonrenewable fossil fuels.

guidelines align with Inglewood’s commitment to sustainability City-wide, as outlined in the City’s Energy
and Climate Action Plan and Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan. These sustainability guidelines serve as
a mechanism to promote the City’s commitment to reduce its environmental footprint and promote
energy efficient design requirements, water conservation and water quality improvement projects, natural
resource protection efforts, waste reduction and recycling, and numerous air quality emissions reduction
policies and programs.

facilities that conserve energy, water, and other resources; and reducing traffic congestion and VMT. The
components of the proposed Project would be required to meet the energy efficiency and conservation
requirements of the California Green Building Standards Code 82 and the City Energy Efficiency Climate
Action Plan. 83 Specifically, the proposed Project would incorporate the sustainability features included in
the Design Guidelines, as described above.

For operational impacts, the proposed Project would comply with the requirements of California Green
Building Standards Code (CALGreen) and be consistent with the City of Inglewood Energy Efficiency
Climate Action Plan involving policies and programs related to sustainability, energy efficiency, and
75 Vender Specifications for Standby Generator, https://www.cat.com/en_US/products/new/power-systems/electricpower.html. Accessed September 28, 2021.
76 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen).
77 NHTSA, Corporate Average Fuel Economy, https://www.nhtsa.gov/laws-regulations/corporate-average-fuel-economy.
Accessed September 28, 2021.
78 Southern California Association of Governments, Final 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, https://scag.ca.gov/connect-socal. Accessed
September 28, 2021.
79 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Low Impact Development,
https://pw.lacounty.gov/wmd/dsp_LowImpactDevelopment.cfm. Accessed September 28, 2021.
80 Inglewood Municipal Code, Chapter 10 Section 208, http://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=10-1610_208&frames=off. Accessed September 28, 2021.
81 City of Inglewood, Ordinance No. 15-02, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/1011/OrdinanceNumber-15-02-PDF. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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Operation of the proposed Project would minimize the consumption of transportation fuels. Therefore, as
proposed operation of the proposed Project would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of electricity, natural gas, and transportation fuels, the proposed Project would not result in
unjustified consumption of natural resources and impacts would be less than significant.

82 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen)
83 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan, December 2015,
http://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/EECAP_Inglewood_Final_20151218.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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Mitigation Measures

MTCO2e/SP in 2010 to 4.41 MTCO2e/SP in 2035. The GHG emissions reductions realized by State and local

Construction

measures would be a direct result of energy efficiency upgrades aimed at increasing building energy
performance, promoting renewable energy, and increasing vehicle fuel economy.

No mitigation is required.
ECAP 88 implementation is expected to reduce emissions by 18.8 percent below 2005 levels by 2020,

Operation

enabling the City to meet its 2005 target. However, the City would, need to reduce emissions by an
additional 111,702 MT CO2e per year by 2035 to meet its 2035 target. The ECAP identifies a number of

No mitigation is required.

strategies aimed at reducing emissions through increased energy efficiency, renewable energy generation,

Level of Significance after Mitigation

improved transit options, and reduced consumption and waste. The ECAP includes energy reductions from

Construction

the following implementing strategies and actions:

Impacts related to energy use from implementation of the proposed Project would be less than significant.

Strategy 4: Improve Transportation Options and Manage Transportation Demand

Operation

x

Make roadways more efficient

Impacts related to energy use from implementation of the proposed Project would be less than significant.

x

Improve transit

x

Improve bicycle facilities

x

Make parking more efficient

x

Reduce commute trips

x

Encourage land use intensification and diversity

Impact E-2:

Would the project conflict with or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency?

The proposed Project would comply with applicable regulatory requirements for the design of new
buildings, including the provisions set forth in the CALGreen Code and California’s Building Energy
Efficiency Standards, which have been incorporated into the County Green Building Code. Based on the

ECAP implementation is expected to reduce emissions by 18.8 percent below 2005 levels by 2020, enabling

below, the proposed Project would be consistent with adopted energy conservation plans and impacts

the City to meet its 2005 target. However, the City would, need to reduce emissions by an additional

would be less than significant.

111,702 MT CO2e per year by 2035 to meet its 2035 target. The ECAP identifies a number of strategies
aimed at reducing emissions through increased energy efficiency, renewable energy generation, improved

The Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan (ECAP)

transit options, and reduced consumption and waste.

The ECAP 84 includes a business-as-usual (BAU) forecast that estimates future emissions in 2020 and 2035
from six sectors: Transportation, Residential Energy, Commercial/Municipal Energy, Industrial Energy, Solid
Waste, and Water. The BAU forecast assumes a future under regulatory conditions as they existed in 2010,
and it does not include the effects of updates to Title 24, 85 the Renewables Portfolio Standard, 86 and the
Pavley Clean Car

Standards 87 on

future GHG emissions. Under the BAU forecast, total GHG emissions in

Inglewood are expected to increase approximately 14 percent from 2010 (594,273 MTCO2e) to 2035

The proposed Project would provide direct connections between the Metro K Line, and other transit
providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED, HPSP and the IBEC.
Implementation of the proposed Project would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and
reduce per-capita VMT.
The proposed Project would be consistent with the City ECAP.

(678,283 MTCO2e). On a per service population basis, the increase is shown to be 4.5 percent, from 4.22
Impacts would be less than significant.
84 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan, December 2015,
http://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/EECAP_Inglewood_Final_20151218.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
85 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen).
86 SB 1078, Renewable Energy: California Renewables Portfolio Standard Program.
87 AB 1493, Clean Car Standards – Pavley, California Air Resources Board, Low-Emissions Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Program,
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/advanced-clean-cars-program/lev-program/low-emission-vehiclegreenhouse-gas. Accessed September 28, 2021.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.5-35

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

88 City of Inglewood, Energy Efficiency Climate Action Plan, December 2015,
http://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/EECAP_Inglewood_Final_20151218.pdf. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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CALGreen Code and Title 24

4.5 Energy Resources

is not an energy efficiency plan, consistency with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS has energy implications,

The proposed Project would be designed in a manner that is consistent with relevant energy conservation
plans designed to encourage development that results in the efficient use of energy resources. The
proposed Project would incorporate the sustainability features as contained in the Design Guidelines, as

including the reduction of VMT from the plan which reduces GHG emissions and reduces fossil fuel
consumption from travel to and from the implementation of the proposed Project.
Impacts would be less than significant.

described above. Specifically, the proposed Project will be designed and constructed to achieve Silver
Award Certification under the EnvisionTM Sustainable Infrastructure Rating System or equivalent.
Electricity would be required for water conveyance to the proposed Project. As such, reducing water
consumption would reduce electricity demand for water conveyance. Water demand indoors and

Summary
The proposed Project would incorporate a number of sustainability features as listed in Section 3.0, 3.5.9.
The City has committed to implementing various sustainability measures for different proposed Project

outdoors would be reduced through numerous measures that meet or exceed CalGreen requirements. 89

elements that meet or exceed CALGreen requirements, including energy and water conservation

Recycled water would be used for landscape irrigation, toilet flushing, or car or train washing, water would

measures, for each of the follow proposed Project components: the guideway, stations, and the MSF. As

be filtered and reused as wash and rinse water for train cars in the MSF. Once initial plants are established,
xeriscape landscape would be implemented to utilize no-water irrigation, and drought-tolerant plants
would be watered via drip irrigation. Low flow faucets and low flow flush fixtures would be implemented
throughout the proposed Project design, and the best available water efficiency technologies would be

such, it would be consistent with applicable plans, policies and regulations adopted for the purpose of
promoting renewable energy and overall energy efficiency.
Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

used for cooling towers. Drainage systems designs would manage and capture any stormwater runoff to
the maximum extent feasible through, in order of priority, infiltration, evapotranspiration, capture and

Construction

use, and treatment with a high removal efficiency biofiltration/ biotreatment system.

No mitigation is required.

As such, the proposed Project would comply with CALGreen and Title 24 requirements 90 to reduce energy

Operation

consumption by implementing energy efficient building designs, reducing indoor and outdoor water

No mitigation is required.

demand, and installing energy-efficient appliances and equipment.

Level of Significance after Mitigation
SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS
The proposed Project would be consistent with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. 91 The SCAG RTP/SCS is designed

Construction

to support development of compact communities in existing urban areas with more mixed-use and infill

Implementation of the proposed Project would be consistent with the applicable plans; impacts would be

development, and reuse developed land that is also accessible to transit and/or served by high quality

less than significant.

transit. The 2020-2045 RTP/SCS builds on the foundation of the 2016-2040 RTP/SCS by adapting its goals

Operation

to a changing region, mainly focusing on leveraging new transportation technologies for more efficient
travel, improving mobility and accessibility, and increasing the movement of people and diversification of

Implementation of the proposed Project would be consistent with the applicable plans; impacts would be

choice within the transportation system.

less than significant.

Overall, the Project would be consistent with the goals and policies of the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS

4.5.8 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

because it supports reductions in VMT to and from the proposed Project. Although the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS

Implementation of the proposed Project, including the related projects identified in Section 4.0, 4.0.6:
Cumulative Assumptions would further increase demands for energy and may require the construction or

89 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen)
90 California Green Building Standards Code (CCR, Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen)
91 Southern California Association of Governments, Connect SoCal – 2020 – 2045 RTP/SCS,
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/What-Is-Connect-SoCal.aspx. Accessed September 28, 2021.
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impacts to existing energy or conservation.
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Electricity

4.5 Energy Resources

transportation energy efficiency. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to transportation fuels would be

As discussed previously, electricity within the City is supplied by SCE. The geographic scope for cumulative
electricity impacts is SCE’s electricity service area. There are approximately 304 related projects that would

less than significant.

4.5.9 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGELWOOD GENERAL PLAN

be within the same service area as the proposed Project. Development of the proposed Project and related
projects could cumulatively increase demands on the existing electricity supply. However, each project will
require a site-specific assessment to determine any impacts to existing and forecasted electricity supply.
Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess construction and operational electricity usage
and coordinate with SCE prior to project approval. Further, like the proposed Project, other related projects

The City’s General Plan does not contain any policies, regulations, or directives that specifically address
energy resources. However, the following circulation goals from the Land Use Element of the City General
Plan are relevant to transportation-related energy demand and conservation. 92
Circulation Goal:

would be required to incorporate energy conservation features in order to comply with applicable

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the
region.

mandatory regulations including CALGreen and State energy standards in Title 24, and incorporate
mitigation measures, as necessary. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to electrical infrastructure

Circulation Goal:

would be less than significant.

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier free
for the handicapped.

Natural Gas

The proposed Project would promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the

As discussed previously, SoCalGas is the natural gas purveyor within the City. The geographic scope for

region. The proposed Project is a public transit project by design, connecting future riders to the Metro K

cumulative natural gas impacts is SoCalGas’ service area. There are approximately 395 related projects

Line and solving the problem of the last mile connection to various activity centers throughout the City.

that would be within the same service area as the proposed Project. Development of the proposed Project

The proposed Project would decrease overall VMT as a result of the ridership in lieu of automobile use to

and related projects could cumulatively increase demands on the existing natural gas supply. However,

and from the City activity centers. Decrease in VMT would result in more efficient energy use and a

each project will require a site-specific assessment to determine any impacts to existing and forecasted

reduction in vehicle fuel usage and GHG emissions.

natural gas supply. Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess construction and
operational natural gas usage and coordinate with SoCalGas prior to project approval. Further, like the
proposed Project, other related projects would be required to incorporate energy conservation features
in order to comply with applicable mandatory regulations including CALGreen and State energy standards
in Title 24, and incorporate mitigation measures, as necessary. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to
natural gas infrastructure would be less than significant.

The proposed Project would develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier
free for the handicapped. For example, all station mezzanine levels would provide connectivity to elevated
passenger walkways for traveling over existing roadways. The elevated passenger walkways would be
designed to improve both pedestrian access and comfort between the stations and the City in addition to
providing multimodal access to adjacent bus facilities, pick-up and drop-off areas, and other adjacent
resources. The proposed Project would also upgrade existing sidewalks to ensure consistent Americans
with Disabilities Act appliance along the transit corridor. As such, the proposed Project would be consistent

Transportation Fuel

with the City General Plan goals relevant to transportation-related energy demand and conservation as
The geographic scope for cumulative transportation fuel impacts is the SCAG region. Buildout of the

discussed under Impact E-2.

proposed Project and other transit and transit-oriented-development projects in the SCAG region would
be expected to decrease overall VMT, as a result of the use of the ATS trains by people, rather than using
vehicles for travel to the area. The effect on transportation fuel demand by other cumulative projects
would be reduced by future improvements to vehicle fuel economy pursuant to Federal and State
regulations. By 2025, vehicles are required to achieve 54.5 mpg (based on USEPA measurements), which
is a 54 percent increase from the 35.5 mpg standard in the 2012–2016 standards. Cumulative development
projects would need to demonstrate consistency with these goals and incorporate any mitigation
measures required under CEQA, which would also ensure cumulative development projects contribute to
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92 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Land Use Element of the Inglewood General
Plan. January 1980. Amended September 14, 2016.
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4.6 Geology and Soils

(SWPPP) in accordance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). Compliance
with construction-related best management practices (BMPs), as detailed in the SWPPP, would
control, and minimize erosion and siltation. 4

4.6 GEOLOGY AND SOILS
4.6.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the

x

Impacts related to location on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable
as a result of the Project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse were evaluated and determined to be less than significant. United
State Geological Survey (USGS) groundwater data note that groundwater is at least 85 feet below
ground surface. Dewatering, an activity that contributes to subsidence and ground collapse, would
not be necessary for the proposed Project. The proposed Project design and construction would be
required to adhere to all applicable building codes and standards ensuring that impacts related to
geological failure—including lateral spreading, off-site landslides, liquefaction, or collapse would be
less than significant.5

x

Impacts related to location on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or property were evaluated and determined to be less than
significant. The proposed Project’s design and construction would incorporate construction practices
to maintain the integrity of building and support structures and would comply with all applicable
building codes and standards. 6

x

No impacts would result from soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater. The proposed Project would connect to the City’s existing sewer system and would not
require the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. 7

impacts of the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or ITC Project) related to
seismicity and paleontological resources. 1 Information from the following reports is incorporated into this
section:
x

Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation in Support of Draft EIR (Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation), Geosyntec
Consultants, September 27, 2019 (Appendix K.1: Fault Rupture Study);

x

Development of Seismic Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR (Seismic Design Criteria), Geosyntec
Consultants, June 26, 2019 (Appendix K.2: Seismic Design Criteria); and

x

Inglewood Transit Connector, Technical Memorandum, Geology and Soils, Geosyntec Consultants, June
25, 2018 (Appendix K.3: Technical Memorandum, Geology and Soils).

Prior to the preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR, a Revised Initial Study (included in Appendix
A.2), was prepared using the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Environmental Checklist to
assess potential environmental impacts associated with geology and soils. Four screening thresholds were
found to result in “Less than Significant Impacts,” and two thresholds would result in “No Impact.” Thus,
these topics are not analyzed further in this Recirculated Draft EIR:
x

x

Impacts related to the exposure of people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction, were evaluated, and determined to be less than significant. The location of the proposed
Project is not within an area known to be susceptible to liquefaction. 2

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the Project
in response consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments received on the
December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the height of the ATS
guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating the Prairie

Impacts related to the exposure of people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides, were evaluated, and determined to have
no impact. The location of the proposed Project is not within a designated earthquake-induced
landslide zone known to the California Geological Survey (CGS). Further, the lack of general elevation
difference in the area would limit the risk of seismically induced landslides occurring, nor does the
proposed Project substantially alter the existing topography of the area. 3

x

Impacts related to substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil were evaluated and determined to be
less than significant. The proposed Project shall be subject to a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

1

Paleontological Resources Assessment Report, Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, City of Inglewood,
California, ESA, May 2019.
Inglewood Transit Connector, Technical Memorandum, Geology and Soils, Geosyntec Consultants, June 25, 2018. See
Appendix K.3.
Inglewood Transit Connector, Technical Memorandum, Geology and Soils, Geosyntec Consultants, June 25, 2018. See
Appendix K.3.

Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard,
redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a new Vons
store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie Avenue.
As it relates to impacts to geology and soils, impacts would remain less than significant with mitigation
similar to the December 2020 Draft EIR.

4

2
3
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These changes to the design of the Project do not create the potential for significant impacts related to

4.6.3.1

liquefaction, seismically induced landslides, erosion and/or loss of topsoil. These changes also do not

Federal Regulations

Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act

create the potential for significant impacts related to geologic failure including lateral spreading, off-site
landslides, or collapse, as described above. The revised Project would not be located on expansive soils,

The U.S. Congress passed the Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act in 1977 9 to reduce the risks to life and

nor would it require alternative wastewater disposal systems.

property from future earthquakes in the United States through the establishment and maintenance of an
effective earthquake hazards reduction program.

Impacts found to be less than significant are further discussed in Section 6.0: Other Environmental
To accomplish this goal, the act established the National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program

Considerations.

(NEHRP); 10 this program was substantially amended in November 1990 by the NEHRPA, 11 which refined

4.6.2 METHODOLOGY

the description of agency responsibilities, program goals, and objectives. Focusing on research, building

The evaluation of potentially significant impacts related to seismicity as a result of the proposed Project is

code standards, technical guidance, and education, NEHRP is a collaborative effort among the Federal

based on a review of existing conditions and a review of geotechnical reports prepared for the proposed

Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), the

Project. To ascertain the existing conditions, published USGS geological maps were reviewed, and geologic

National Science Foundation (NSF), and the USGS.

and geotechnical records were obtained from publicly available online resources, including municipalities

4.6.3.2

and agencies with jurisdiction near the Project area including Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works, LA Metro, Caltrans, and City of Inglewood (City) Building and Safety Division. Various database

State Regulations

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act

searches were performed using USGS and CGS to compile available documents and incorporate relevant

The purpose of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act is to identify hazards associated with surface

information into this assessment. No site reconnaissance, geologic mapping, subsurface, or site-specific

fault ruptures and to prevent the construction of buildings on active faults. 12 Alquist-Priolo earthquake

investigations were performed.

fault zones (APEFZ) are regulatory zones surrounding the surface traces of active faults in California.
Wherever an active fault exists, if it has the potential for surface rupture, a structure for human occupancy

The evaluation of the potential for paleontological resources to be located within the Project alignment
and impacts to these resources is based on a paleontological report prepared for a project in the vicinity
of the proposed Project area. 8

cannot be placed over the fault and must be a minimum distance from the fault, generally fifty feet.
Earthquake fault zones were conceived in the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act (Alquist-Priolo
Act). The intent of the Alquist-Priolo Act is to reduce property and life losses from surface fault rupture.

Existing seismic conditions and paleontological resources near the Project are described, and the
regulatory framework that guides the evaluation of the proposed Project are provided. Direct and/or
indirect Project impacts that would result from Project implementation are then identified, along with any
measures to mitigate potentially significant impacts, as necessary.

The State Geologist is required to establish and map zones around the surface traces of active faults, which
are then distributed to county and city agencies to be incorporated into their land use planning and
construction policies. Proposed development needs to be proven through geologic investigation to not be
located across active faults before a city or county can permit the implementation of projects. If an active
fault is found, development for human occupancy is prohibited within a 50-foot setback, or a distance

4.6.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

demonstrated to be appropriate by the geologic investigation, from the identified fault.
Federal, State, and local laws, regulations, and policies pertaining to geology and soils provide the
regulatory framework for addressing aspects of seismic and geotechnical conditions that would be
affected by development of the proposed Project. The following is a summary of key applicable regulations
related to potential seismic and geotechnical conditions.

8

9

DEIR Appendix I: Paleontological Resources Report, Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Project, December 2019,
http://ibecproject.com/I_PaleontologicalResourcesReport.pdf.
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National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program Reauthorization Act of 2004, Public Law 95-124, 42 U.S.C. 7701 et. seq.),
as amended by Public Laws 101-614, 105-47, 106-503, and 108-360.
10 Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977, As Amended by Section 5. Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program [New Section
103 in Public Law 108-360]
11 Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program Reauthorization Act of 1990 (P.L. 101-614)
12 California State Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act of 1972. California Public Resources Code, sec. 2621.5.
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Caltrans Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults)

The Seismic Hazards Mapping Act is a State law that requires delineated maps to be created by the

Caltrans Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults) dated January 2013,

California State Geologist to reflect where potential ground shaking, liquefaction, or earthquake-induced

provides specific guidance for the design of bridges that cross active earthquake faults. 16

landslides may occur. 13 The purpose of the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act is to protect the public from the
effects of nonsurface fault rupture earthquake hazards, inducing strong ground shaking, liquefaction,
seismically induced landslides, or other ground failure caused by earthquakes. City, County, and State

Memo to Designers (MTD) 20-8 states that although a few exceptions exist, the fault rupture hazard is only
required for Holocene faults 17 identified by the California Geologic Survey in APEFZ maps.

agencies are required to use seismic hazard maps in their land use decision making. Projects within seismic

The memo states that when a bridge or similar structure crosses a fault that falls within a mapped APEFZ,

hazard zones are required to have site-specific geotechnical investigations and incorporate appropriate

the design is to take into account the displacement demand resulting from a fault offset, dynamic response

mitigation measures identified as a result. The State has published guidelines for evaluating and mitigating

due to ground shaking, and any other fault-induced hazards, such as creep, which may occur. MTD 20-8

seismic hazards. 14

defines a method for determining the potential displacement at columns and abutments at fault crossings
to support designing structures to respond to these conditions.

California Building Code, California Code of Regulations
The 2019 California Building Code (CBC) was published July 1, 2019, with an effective date of January 1,

Caltrans Memo to Designers 20-10 (Fault Rupture)

2020. It is administered by the California Building Standards Commission (CBSC). 15 The CBC governs all

Caltrans Memo to Designers 20-10 (Fault Rupture), 18 dated January 2013, provides guidance for the design

development within the State of California, as amended and adopted by each local jurisdiction. These

of bridge type structures to address the potential fault rupture where any portion of a structure falls within

regulations include provisions for site work, demolition, and construction, which include excavation and

an APEFZ, where any portion of a structure falls within 330 feet of well-mapped active faults, or within

grading, as well as provisions for foundations, retaining walls, and expansive and compressible soils. The

1,000 feet of a fault not located in an APEFZ may require further study. 19

CBC provides guidelines for building design to protect occupants from seismic hazards.

This memo identifies changes to design required for bridges and similar structures when crossing a fault
to address potential fault rupture effects. MTD 20-10 supplements the defined method described in MTD

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

20-08 above for determining the potential displacement at columns and abutments at fault crossings and
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Division of Engineering Services (DES) is the lead

designing the structures so to slide at the abutment, bent, or hinge seats points without failing.

project delivery organization for the design, construction, and oversight of bridge and other transportation
structures. DES is a comprehensive, multidisciplinary engineering organization committed to providing

Public Resources Code Section 5097.5 and Section 30244

quality products and services in a timely manner. DES has prepared numerous guidance documents for

Paleontological resources are limited, nonrenewable resources of scientific, cultural, and educational

use in the design and construction of bridges and structures to address geologic conditions. These

value that are afforded protection under state laws and regulations. The following section summarizes the

guidance documents include the two Memorandums (Memos) to Designers, described below, applicable

applicable federal and state laws and regulations, as well as professional standards provided by the Society

to the design of the proposed Project. These memos define the factors to be addressed in fault

of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP).

investigations completed as part of the structural design process.
PRC Section 5097.5 and Section 30244 include state requirements for paleontological resource
management. These statutes prohibit the removal of any paleontological site or feature from public lands
without permission of the jurisdictional agency, define the removal of paleontological sites or features as

13 California Public Resources Code, sec. 2690–2699.6 Seismic Hazards Mapping Act.
14 California Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 117, 1997; revised and readopted in 2008 by the California
Geologic Survey.
15 2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24) published July 1, 2019.
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16
17
18
19

Caltrans LRFD, Memo to Designers 20-8, Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, January 2018.
Holocene faults are less than 10,000 years old.
Caltrans LRFD, Memo to Designers 20-10, Fault rupture, January 2013.
In such instances, the memo states that if further study of the fault rupture is needed, then procedures as outlined in CGS
Note 49 shall be followed. https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/CGS-Notes/CGS-Note-49.pdf.
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a misdemeanor, and require reasonable mitigation of adverse impacts to paleontological resources from
developments on public (State, county, city, district) lands.

4.6.3.3

4.6 Geology and Soils

City of Inglewood Municipal Code
Municipal Code Chapter 11, Article 2 Building Code.

Local Regulations

The Inglewood Municipal Code 22 has incorporated the most up to date California Building Code in Chapter
11, Sections 11-2 to 11-5. These include ordinances referencing applicable standards and documentation

City of Inglewood General Plan Safety Element
The General Plan Safety Element 20 is designed to ensure that the citizens of Inglewood can be protected
from unreasonable risks caused by natural and manmade disasters. The City's goals are to minimize the
dangers associated with natural and manmade hazards by implementing standards, regulations and laws
that would reduce loss of life, injuries and property damage resulting from disasters, and to provide for

requirements found in the California Building Code that address seismic safety and include the California
Building Code, 2019 Edition, Volumes 1 and 2, based on the International Building Code, 2018 Edition,
including the Appendix Chapters B, H, I, J and L, “Uniform Housing Code, 1997 Edition,” and the “Uniform
Code for the Abatement of Dangerous Buildings, 1997 Edition.

the continuity of government operations and civilian life during and after a major disaster.

Municipal Code Chapter 11, Article 13 Earthquake Hazard Reduction in Existing Buildings

It is a general policy of the City to provide appropriate services and support to combat any disasters, and

This section of the City’s Municipal Code Chapter 11, Sections 11-130 to 11-138 23 promotes public safety

to protect the citizenry from significant adverse impacts arising from any disasters. Policies of the City’s

and welfare by reducing the risk of death or injury that may result from the effects of earthquakes on

General Plan “Safety Element” 21 applicable to geology, soils, and seismicity include the following:

unreinforced masonry-bearing-wall buildings constructed prior to 1934, or any unreinforced masonry

Policy 1

building located in the City. The municipal code sets forth the minimum standards for structural seismic

Provide measures to reduce seismic impact.

resistance established primarily to reduce the risk of life loss or injury and provides systematic procedures
x
x
x
x
x

x
x

x
x

Ensure that all potentially hazardous buildings are reinforced or demolished.
Restrict new structures for human occupancy from being constructed across
active faults.
Require geological and soils engineering investigations in high risk fault
areas.
Use the latest State-approved edition of the Uniform Building Code and
other applicable seismic design information.
Periodically review subdivision requirements and other codes to improve
requirements for safety and seismic safety as new information becomes
available.
Study the need for a seismic overlay zone to restrict certain types of
development.
Require a soils report for new buildings, as well as obtaining or utilizing,
when available, geologic drillings or studies, local ground subsidence and
elevation studies, geologic-seismic studies, strong motion monitoring,
gathering, compiling, and interpreting local and regional geologic seismic
data as it becomes available.
Maintain the tagging system used to identify buildings damaged in an
earthquake.
Ensure that the Centinela Adobe historic site and any historical sites
identified in the future be seismically reinforced.

4.6-7

on their present use. Priorities, time periods and standards are also established under which these
buildings are required to be structurally analyzed and anchored. Where the analysis finds deficiencies, this
code requires the building to be strengthened or demolished. In addition, qualified historical buildings are
required to comply with the State Historical Building Code. 24

4.6.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS
4.6.4.1

Regional Geology

The proposed Project is located within the central portion of the Los Angeles Basin, south of the Santa
Monica Mountains, near the intersection of the Peninsular Ranges and Transverse Ranges geomorphic
provinces of southern California. The Peninsular Ranges province is characterized by a series of northwest
trending mountains and valleys separated by faults associated with, and subparallel to, the San Andreas
Fault system. These rocks were intruded by Cretaceous-age (65 million years ago [mya]) granitic basement
rocks, also known as the Peninsular Ranges Batholith. The Transverse Ranges are characterized by eastwest trending structural features such as the Santa Monica Mountains and the Santa Monica and

22 City of Inglewood, Municipal Code, “Chapter 11, Article 2 Building Code, Sections 11-2 through 11-5. California Building Code.
Established and Additions, Deletions and Amendments.”
23 City of Inglewood, Municipal Code, “Chapter 11, Article 13 Earthquake Hazard Reduction in Existing Buildings, Sections 11130 to 11-138.”
24 California Administrative Code, State Historical Building Code per Part 8, Title 4.

20 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Safety Element” (1995).
21 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Safety Element” (1995).
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Hollywood faults. The Santa Monica and Hollywood faults are considered the boundary between these

etc.). These materials are generally derived from material shed off the nearby Santa Monica Mountains.

two physiographic provinces (the Peninsular Range province and Transverse Range province).

The thickness of the alluvial fan deposits is likely variable in the Project alignment.

The Los Angeles Basin is a northwest-trending alluviated lowland plain filled with thick deposits of

Older Alluvium

relatively unconsolidated marine and nonmarine sediments bounded by the Santa Monica Mountains to

Most of the Project area is underlain by relatively older late Pleistocene-age alluvium (Qoa). The older

the north; the Elysian, Repetto and Puente Hills to the east; the Santa Ana Mountains and San Joaquin

alluvial deposits consist of sediments that were mainly shed from the Santa Monica Mountains to the

Hills to the south and southeast; and the Pacific Ocean to the west. The relatively flat surface of the Los

north. Composition of the older alluvial deposits primarily consists of slightly consolidated deposits of silts,

Angeles Basin slopes gently south and is interrupted by locally trending northwest alignment of low hills

clays, sands, and sandy gravel, and/or mixtures thereof (e.g., sandy silts and silty sands). Similar to the

and mesas to the south and west that extend from Newport Beach northwest to Beverly Hills, and the

alluvial fan deposits, thickness of the older alluvium materials is likely to vary in the Project alignment but

Palos Verdes Peninsula at the southwest extremity.

would extend to depths below the anticipated development associated with the proposed Project.

The Los Angeles Basin began forming during the Late Miocene (approximately 7.2 mya) as a result of

4.6.4.2

Seismic Setting

subsidence following compressional stresses between the right-oblique Whittier and Palos Verdes fault
zones, and the left-oblique Santa Monica fault system. Sedimentary deposits within the Los Angeles Basin
are estimated to range in thickness from approximately 32,000 feet to 35,000 feet within the general

The tectonic setting of the Los Angeles Basin area is dominated by right-lateral strike-slip faults with a
general northwest by southeast trend as a result of the interaction between the Pacific and North
American lithospheric plates. Numerous faults in southern California include “active,” “potentially active,”

vicinity of the proposed Project.

and “inactive” faults. Division of these major groups are based on criteria by CGS for the Alquist-Priolo

Subsurface Conditions

Earthquake Fault Zoning Program. By definition, an “active” fault is one that has had displacement within

Previous geotechnical investigations within the vicinity of the proposed Project were reviewed. These
explorations along with published geologic maps indicate that recent Pleistocene-age alluvium forms the
surficial cover within the vicinity, often with thin localized layers of artificial fill associated with previous

Holocene time (last 11,000 years). A “potentially active” fault has demonstrated displacement of
Quaternary-age deposits (last 1.6 million years). “Inactive” faults have not exhibited displacement in the
last 1.6 million years.25

development activities. The anticipated geologic materials in the Project area are described in the

Faults of tectonic significance mapped in the Los Angeles region and the historical earthquake epicenters

following sections.

in the region include the Santa Monica fault zone (SMFZ) to the north and northwest; the NewportInglewood fault zone (NIFZ) to the east and west; and the Cabrillo, Redondo Canyon, and Palos Verdes

Artificial Fill

faults offshore to the west and southwest. Faults considered active and their respective distances from
Artificial fill was encountered during previous investigations within the vicinity of the proposed Project

the Project and maximum moment magnitudes are presented in Table 4.6-1: Significant Seismic Sources

extending up to 2 feet below ground surface (bgs) and generally consisted of brown to dark brown sandy

Near the Project.

silt, characterized as slightly moist and soft to medium stiff. Potential fill underlying the Project alignment
is likely the result of grading or construction activities associated with previous development and may vary
in composition and thickness.

Alluvial Fan Deposits
Geologic maps of the area describe relatively small portions of the area as underlain by late Pleistoceneage alluvial fan sediments of granitic sand. These alluvial fan deposits (Qae) typically consist of
unconsolidated to weakly consolidated sands, silts, clays, and/or mixtures thereof (sandy silts, silty sands,
25 Faults are currently categorized as Holocene-active, age-undetermined, and pre-Holocene according to Earthquake Fault
Zones, California Geological Survey’s Special Publication 42, Section 5, rev. 2018.
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a series of discontinuous northwest trending en echelon faults extending from Ballona Gap southeast to

Table 4.6-1
Significant Seismic Sources Near the Project

the area offshore of Newport Beach. 26 This zone is reflected at the surface by a line of geomorphically
young anticlinal hills and mesas formed by the folding and faulting of a thick sequence of Pleistocene-age

Fault or Fault
Segment

Fault
Type1

Approximate
Slip Rate
(mm/yr)2

Dip
Direction3

Approximate
Fault Length
(km)4

Approximate
Closest Distance
to Project (km) 5

Approximate
Maximum
Magnitude (Mw)6

NewportInglewood
(onshore)

RL

1.0

—

65

Santa Monica

O/LL, R

1.0

N

28

13

6.6

Hollywood

O/LL, R

1.0

N

17

14

6.4

Raymond

O/LL, R

1.5

N

22

21

6.8

Baldwin Hills, where it has been mapped by the USGS.27 North of Centinela Creek, which is northwest of

Malibu Coast

O/LL, R

0.3

N

38

36

6.7

the Project, the fault offsets geologic units of Pleistocene age and is marked by a westerly- facing scarp

Palos Verdes

RL

3.0

—

99

21

7.3

which dies out to the south with only a small break in slope extending south of Centinela Creek. 28

mostly strike-slip faulting with some reverse faulting along the northern segment (north of Dominguez
Hills), and normal faulting along the southern segment (south of Dominguez Hills to Newport Beach).

0.20

7.2

Inglewood Fault

Sierra Madre

R

2.0

N

57

32

7.2

Whittier

RL

2.5

NE

46

31

7.0

Elsinore

RL

5.0

V

38

65

6.8

RL

30.0

V

99

68

7.1

San Andreas
(Mojave
section)
___________

sediments and Tertiary-age sedimentary rocks. Historical seismic activity (between 1977 and 1985) shows

Source: Geosyntec, The Inglewood Transit Connector, Technical Memorandum, Geology and Soils,2018.
Notes:
“-“ Unspecified
1 - RL = Right Lateral Strike-Slip Fault; LL = Left Lateral Strike-Slip Fault; O/LL = Oblique Left-Lateral Fault; R = Reverse Fault
2 - Approximate Slip Rate millimeters per year (mm/yr) obtained from CGS (2003) and USGS (2008)
3 – N = North; S = South, V = Vertical, NE = Northeast, E = East
4 - Fault Length obtained from CGS (2003) and USGS (2008)
5 - Distances from Project noted are the closest distances to the surface trace or inferred projection of the fault as measured from the CDMG
(1998), CGS (2003), or USGS (2008)
6 - Maximum Earthquake values reported at maximum moment magnitude by the CGS (2003) and USGS (2008)

The Inglewood Fault, one local component of the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone, is well exposed in the

There is diverse opinion as to whether the fault extends south of Centinela Creek along its established
trend, or whether it is offset by the Centinela Creek Fault and becomes the Townsite Fault, which trends
through portions of the Project alignment, towards the southeast and across Sofi Stadium. 29

Potrero Fault
The Potrero Fault, a major local component of the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone, traverses east of the
Project in a northwest-southeast direction. It is well defined in the subsurface by oil well data from the
Potrero oil field where it consists of a zone 100 to 200 feet wide. 30 It is known to cut Pleistocene aquifers
in the Centinela Creek area where historically it was responsible for the existence of the Centinela Spring.
At its intersection with the Centinela Fault, the Potrero Fault is either offset or bent so that its northern
extension is displaced to the east. Along the east side of the Sofi Stadium, the fault is marked at the surface
by an impressive westward-facing scarp about 50 feet high. Near its southern end, both topographic and

4.6.4.3

Faults

subsurface evidence of its position disappear. The fault bends to the east and extends toward the

Both active and potentially active faults are located in the Project area, as shown in Figure 4.6-1: Faults

southeast of the City.

within the Project Area.

Active Faults
The faults closest to the Project area that are considered “active” include the following:

Newport Inglewood Fault Zone
The Los Angeles Basin section of the NIFZ is the closest major active fault zone to the Project, with the
Inglewood and Potrero fault segments located respectively at their nearest points, approximately
0.45miles (0.75 km) east and 0.15 miles (0.25 km) west of the Project alignment. The NIFZ is composed of
Meridian Consultants
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26 En echelon faults are parallel or subparallel, closely spaced, overlapping, or step-like faults that are oblique to the overall
structural trend.
27 Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation in Support of Draft EIR (Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation), Geosyntec Consultants,
September 27, 2019.
28 City of Inglewood, General Plan, Safety Element, July 1995.
29 Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation in Support of Draft EIR (Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation), Geosyntec Consultants,
September 27, 2019.
30 City of Inglewood, General Plan, Safety Element, July 1995.
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Santa Monica Fault Zone
The SMFZ is considered a continuous zone comprised of five fault segments including the Malibu Coast,
Santa Monica, Hollywood, and Raymond faults, with a total length of approximately 150 miles. The SMFZ
exhibits both reverse and left-lateral components of slip and is located approximately 7 miles (12 km)
northwest of the Project alignment at its nearest points. The SMFZ extends 25 miles from the western
edge of Beverly Hills across West Los Angeles and Santa Monica to Pacific Palisades, where it trends
offshore and parallels the Malibu coast near Point Dume. The SMFZ extends eastward as the Hollywood
fault along the base of the Santa Monica Mountains from the West Beverly Hills Lineament in the West
Hollywood-Beverly Hills area, to the Los Feliz area of Los Angeles. The active Hollywood fault trends eastwest along the southern boundary of the Santa Monica Mountains, located approximately 8.5 miles (13.5
km) north of the proposed Project.

San Andreas Fault Zone
The San Andreas strike-slip fault is located approximately 40 miles (65 km) to the northeast, along the
northern edge of the San Gabriel Mountains at their contact with the Mojave Desert. The approximately
700-mile-long San Andreas Fault is a network of faults that collectively accommodates the majority of
relative north-south motion between the North American and Pacific tectonic plates. The most recent
movement on the fault is estimated to be Latest Quaternary (less than 15,000 years before present) with
a slip rate of 30 millimeters per year (mm/yr) and a 100-135-year recurrence rate.

Elsinore Fault Zone
The Whittier section of the right-lateral Elsinore fault zone is approximately 17 miles (27 km) to the east
of the Project. The most recent movement in the fault zone is estimated to be within late Quaternary (less
than 15,000 years before present) with a slip rate of 2.5 mm/yr.

Blind Thrust Faults
Blind thrust fault zones are considered active features that do not rupture at the ground surface. Although
these features present risk by generating intense seismic shaking, their respective distances to the
Legend

proposed Project are not included in Table 4.6-1 due to the uncertainty in their vertical surface projection.

Major Fault

Known blind thrust faults within the Project vicinity along with their respective slip rates and maximum

Secondary Fault

moment magnitudes are described below.

Alquist-Priolo Study Zone

Elysian Park Thrust

Recent Water Course Alluvium,
Filled or Channeled
0

500

1000

2000

The Elysian Park Thrust, previously defined as the Elysian Park Fold and Thrust Belt, is a blind thrust fault

N APPROXIMATE SCALE IN FEET

that overlies the Los Angeles and Santa Fe Springs segments of the Puente Hills Thrust. The eastern edge

SOURCE: City of Inglewood General Plan Safety Element; Meridian Consultants LLC - 2020

FIGURE 4.6-1

Faults within the Project Area
251-003-20

of the Elysian Park Thrust is defined by the northwest-trending Whittier fault zone. The closest edge of the
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208-001-18

4.6-14

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.6 Geology and Soils

vertical surface projection of the Elysian Park Thrust is approximately 6 miles (10 km) northeast of the
proposed Project. Like other blind thrust faults in the Los Angeles area, the Elysian Park Thrust is not
exposed at the surface and does not present a potential surface rupture hazard; however, should be
considered an active feature capable of generating future earthquakes. An average slip rate of 1.3 mm/yr
and a maximum moment magnitude (M, defined as a measurement of the size of an earthquake in terms

4.6 Geology and Soils

Charnock Fault
The potentially active Charnock fault is located approximately 3.8 miles (6 km) southwest of the Project
alignment. The Charnock fault trends northwest-southeast subparallel to the Newport-Inglewood fault
zone and the Overland fault. No recent evidence suggests the fault has offset late Pleistocene or Holocene
age alluvial deposits and is considered potentially active by the State Geologist.

of energy released) of 6.4 were estimated for the Elysian Park Thrust.

Townsite Fault

Compton-Los Alamitos Thrust

The Townsite fault extends from its intersection with the Centinela Fault in the Centinela Creek, towards
The Compton-Los Alamitos Thrust is an inferred blind thrust fault located within the south-central portion
of the Los Angeles Basin. The closest edge of the vertical surface projection of the buried thrust fault is
located approximately 8 miles (13 km) southwest of the Project alignment. Like other blind thrust faults in
the Los Angeles Area, the Compton-Los Alamitos Thrust is not exposed at the surface and does not present
a potential surface rupture hazard; however, should be considered an active feature capable of generating

the southeast—likely across the Sofi Stadium—to Century Boulevard. Nearby improvements weave
around the Townsite fault. The Townsite fault does not lie within the boundaries of an “Earthquake Fault
Zone” as defined by the State of California in the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Zoning Act. However, its
location within the active NIFZ suggests it should be considered active with the potential for surface fault
rupture.

future earthquakes. An average slip rate of 1.5 mm/yr and a maximum moment magnitude M 6.8 were
estimated for the Compton-Los Alamitos Thrust.

Transverse Faults

Puente Hills Blind Thrust

Five generally east-west trending faults intersect the major general north-south trending faults

The Puente Hills Blind Thrust fault (PHBT) system extends eastward from downtown Los Angeles to Brea
in northern Orange County. The PHBT is comprised of three north-dipping segments overlain by folds
expressed at the surface as the Coyote Hills, Santa Fe Springs Anticline, and the Montebello Hills. The PHBT
exhibits an estimated average slip rate of 0.7 mm/year. Postulated earthquake scenarios for the PHBT
include a single segment rupture of a magnitude M 6.6, and a multiple segment rupture producing an
earthquake of M 7.1. The PHBT is not exposed at the ground surface and does not present a potential for

(Inglewood, Townsite, and Potrero): Fairview, Centinela, Manchester Boulevard, Inglewood Park Cemetery,
and Century Faults. Little geologic data have been published on these faults. They have been mapped on
the basis of topographic expression and some studies. As shown in Figure 4.6-1, the Centinela Creek fault,
Inglewood Park Cemetery fault, and Manchester Boulevard fault are perpendicular to the Townsite fault
and in close proximity to the Project.

Surface Fault Rupture

surface fault rupture. However, based on deformation of late Quaternary age sediments above this fault
system and the occurrence of the Whittier Narrows earthquake, the PHBT is considered an active fault

Surface rupture or displacement occurs as a fault breaks the ground surface during a seismic event.
Generally, this hazard is anticipated to occur along pre-existing faults. There has been no history of any

capable of generating future earthquakes beneath the Los Angeles Basin.

major surface rupture on any of these fault zones. 31

Potentially Active Faults
Fault rupture hazard is evaluated to assess the exposure of people or structures to substantial adverse
Faults considered “potentially active” located close to the Project alignment include the following:

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death. The potential for fault surface rupture is generally
considered to be significant along “active” faults and to a lesser degree along “potentially active” faults.

Overland Fault
The Overland fault located approximately 1.3 miles (2 km) southwest of the Project alignment is

The proposed Project does not lie within the boundaries of an Earthquake Fault Zone as defined previously.

considered potentially active. The Overland fault trends northwest between the Charnock fault and the

The closest Alquist-Priolo Zone to the proposed Project has been established for two portions of the

Newport-Inglewood fault zone, extending from the northwest flank of the Baldwin Hills to Santa Monica

Newport-Inglewood fault zone located approximately 280-feet west of the alignment along North Market

Boulevard in the vicinity of Overland Avenue. However, there is no evidence that the fault has offset late
Pleistocene or Holocene age alluvial deposits and is considered potentially active by the State Geologist.
Meridian Consultants
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Street (Inglewood fault), and approximately 2,750-feet east of the alignment from the intersection of West

(Mammuthus) was recovered 40 feet bgs. North of that locality, specimens of mammoth, rodent

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue (Potrero fault).

(Rodentia), and a speckled sanddab (Citharichthys stigmaeus) were collected from 14 feet bgs. Near the

4.6.4.4

intersection of Airport Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard, fossil specimens of horse (Equus), mammoth

Ground Shaking

, bison (Bison), and rabbit (Lepus) were collected from 13 – 16 feet bgs. Farther west, near the Los Angeles

Most of Southern California is characterized by seismic activity and is subject to some level of ground
shaking as a result of movement along the major active (and potentially active) fault zones that are located
in the region. Additionally, as a result of the existing faults within the City and the region, the Project area

International Airport, a fossil elephant (Proboscidea) was collected from 25 feet bgs. 34

4.6.4.6

Adjusted Baseline

is seismically active. Ground shaking is a major cause of structural damage from earthquakes. The amount

This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0:

of motion expected at a building or structure site can vary from none to forceful depending upon the

Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0.4: Adjusted Baseline. Related to seismicity and paleontological

distance to the fault, the magnitude of the earthquake, and the local geology. Greater movement can be

resources, the changes associated with the Adjusted Baseline projects include excavation and construction

expected at sites located on poorly consolidated material such as alluvium located near the source of the

activities within the HPSP area.

earthquake epicenter or in response to an earthquake of great magnitude.
There is no evidence that development in the HPSP would affect the baseline for analysis of geology and
The City is underlain by two different types of alluvium soils, undifferentiated late Pleistocene alluvium

soils. No new impacts to geology and soils have been discovered or documented during construction of

(Qoa) that is composed of well consolidated and cemented gravel, sand, silt, and clay; and late Holocene

the Adjusted Baseline projects that would provide additional information on the presence or sensitivity of

alluvium (Qya2) that is composed of unconsolidated and uncemented gravel, sand, silt, and clay. Both of

geology and soils impacts in the area.

these soil types generally provide poor resistance to ground shaking. 32

4.6.5 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The Project alignment is situated within a seismically active region and would likely experience moderate
to severe ground shaking in response to a large-magnitude earthquake occurring on a local or more distant
active fault during the expected lifespan of the Project. The potential for significant seismically induced
ground shaking in response to an earthquake occurring along a nearby active fault is relatively high within

Criteria outlined in CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of impacts to geology and soils. As
discussed in Section 4.6.1, six screening thresholds related to geology and soils of Appendix G of CEQA
Guidelines were eliminated from further analysis in this EIR. The below three were identified in the Initial
Study as having a potentially significant impact in relation to geology and soils if the Project were to:

the vicinity of the proposed Project.

4.6.4.5

Threshold GEO-1:

Paleontological Resources

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault, as

The geologic units present in the Project area are older quaternary alluvium (Qoa), deposited from erosion

delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map,

of the surrounding highlands. Qoa are considered to have a high paleontological sensitivity. They are old

issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence

enough to preserve fossil resources (i.e., over 5,000 years, as per the SVP) and have a rich fossil history in

of a known fault. Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

Los Angeles and throughout southern California. A wide variety of Ice Age fossils are known from these
sediments across the Los Angeles Basin including multiple specimens belonging to ten taxa known from

Threshold GEO-2:

risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking.

within two to four miles of the proposed Project vicinity. 33
Additionally, according to the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, the closest locality known

Threshold GEO-3:

32 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Safety Element” (1995).
33 Paleontological Resources Assessment Report, Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, City of Inglewood,
California, ESA, May 2019
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Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature.

from Qoa sediments is approximately 2.0 miles west of the Project, where a fossil mammoth

Meridian Consultants
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Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the

34 Paleontological Resources Assessment Report, Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, City of Inglewood,
California, ESA, May 2019
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4.6.6 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Impact GEO-1:

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known

4.6 Geology and Soils

x

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station is approximately 830 feet south of the Centinela Creek
Fault, and

x

Segments of the guideway on Market Street and Manchester Boulevard are as close as approximately
525 feet southwest of the Inglewood Park Cemetery Fault.

earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map, issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?

Although the Townsite, Centinela Creek, Inglewood Park Cemetery, and Manchester faults are not APEFZ
faults, their locations near the Inglewood Fault and Potrero Fault, which are active and local components

The State of California, under the guidelines of the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, classifies
faults as active, potentially active, and not active. The Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act requires
that geologic investigations be prepared for development sites within Earthquake Fault Zones (APEFZ) to

of the Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone, suggest that these faults should be considered active with the
potential for fault rupture.35 As a result of the proposed improvements potentially overlying the Townsite
Fault, fault rupture impacts would be potentially significant.

demonstrate that the sites are not threatened by surface rupture from future faulting. In addition, if an

Prior to the start of construction, the anticipated trend of the Townsite fault would be further investigated

active fault is found, all structures for human occupancy must be set back a minimum of 50 feet, or a

to identify and locate active fault traces in the Project area and to allow for adjustments to the placement

distance demonstrated to be appropriate by the geologic investigation, from the fault.

of proposed structures. Additionally, the design of the structures would comply with the provisions of the

The Project area does not lie within the boundaries of an APEFZ. The nearest APEFZs to the Project are
two segments of the Newport-Inglewood fault zone located approximately 280 feet west of the alignment
along Market Street (the Inglewood Fault), and approximately 2,750-feet east of the Project from the
intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue (the Potrero Fault). Furthermore, previous fault
investigations completed west of Market Street did not reveal evidence of faulting or surface rupture (see
Appendix K.1). Therefore, impacts resulting from the Inglewood and Potrero faults would be less than
significant.

California Building Code, which would address the potential effects of fault ruptures. Elevated structures
that may cross a fault segment, including the guideway and elevated passenger walkways would be
designed in conformance with Caltrans MTD 20-8 and 20-10 as discussed above in Section 4.6.3.2.
Consistent with Caltrans MTD 20-8 and 20-10, columns and abutments, as well as other structural
components will be located to avoid or minimize fault rupture zones or designed to take into account
potential displacement from a fault offset, dynamic response due to ground shaking, and any other faultinduced hazards, such as creep. Designing the Project in conformance with the latest CBC 36, Caltrans
guidance, and applicable seismic design criteria as would be required by Mitigation Measures (MM) GEO-

The Project, however, is close to several potentially active faults, including the Townsite Fault, Centinela

1 through MM GEO-3 would reduce potential impacts to less than significant.

Creek Fault, Inglewood Park Cemetery Fault, and Manchester Fault. The Townsite Fault, in particular, may
traverse the Project alignment. As described previously in Section 4.6.4.3 and shown in Figure 4.6-2:
Location of Active Faults and the Project, the Townsite Fault may intersect the Project alignment at various

Summary
The City contains both active and potentially active faults, which may traverse the Project alignment. The
Project does not lie within the boundaries of APEFZ as defined by the State of California in the Alquist-

points.
x

A segment of the guideway within the parking lot near the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
appears to cross the Townsite Fault, and

x

A segment of the guideway on Manchester Boulevard, near the proposed Maintenance and Storage
Facility (MSF) may cross the Townsite Fault.

Priolo Earthquake Zoning Act. However, the Project alignment is proximate to a number of potentially
active faults, including the Townsite fault, Centinela Creek Fault, Inglewood Park Cemetery Fault, and
Manchester Fault.

Also as noted in Figure 4.6-2:
x

The Manchester Fault may intersect the guideway on Prairie Avenue near Pincay Drive, perpendicular
to the Townsite Fault,
35 Geosyntec. Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation in Support of Draft EIR. September 2019.
36 2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24) published July 1, 2019.
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Although these faults are not mapped as APEFZ faults, or situated within a delineated APEFZ, their
locations within the active Newport-Inglewood fault zone suggests that they be considered active with the
potential for fault rupture. In particular, the Townsite Fault may intersect the Project alignment and cause
surface rupture. Therefore, impacts would be potentially significant. Further investigation of the
anticipated trend of the Townsite fault, placement of structures away from faults, and designing the
Project in conformance with the latest CBC, 37 Caltrans guidance, and applicable seismic design criteria as
would be required by MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-3 would reduce potential fault rupture impacts to less
than significant.
   

4.6.6.1

H
!

Mitigation Measures

The following Mitigation Measures (MMs) are identified to reduce potential impacts related to fault
rupture and seismic shaking to less than significant:
Maintenance and
Support Facility

  

MM GEO-1:

H
!

 

  

Project Design. The proposed Project shall be designed to accommodate fault rupture
where present in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines, including MTD 20-8,
Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, dated January 2013; and MTD 20-10, Fault
Rupture, dated January 2013, where any portion of a structure falls within an APEFZ, or
where any portion of a structure falls within approximately 100 meters (330 feet) of wellmapped active faults, or within 300 meters (1,000 feet) of an un-zoned fault (not in an
APEFZ) that is Holocene or younger in age.
Stations and elevated structures for the Automated Transit System (ATS) guideway shall
be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present with refinement of station
and ATS guideway placement worked into final design as needed. Bridge type structures,
such as the ATS guideway, shall be designed to take into account potential displacement
from a fault offset, dynamic response due to ground shaking, and any other fault-induced
hazards (e.g., creep) that may occur. The design shall be in accordance with the Caltrans
MTD 20-8, which defines a method for determining the potential displacement at
columns and abutments at fault crossings and designing the structure so it can slide
without falling.

H
!

Note - Faults dashed where approximate,
queried where uncertain.
Alquist-Priolo data sourced from DOC, CGS.
Legend

H
!

MM GEO-2:

Proposed APM Station
Inglewood Transit Connector Alignment
Proposed Support Facility

?

Fault (Poland et al 1959)
Alquist-Priolo Fault

The phased investigation shall be prepared by registered professionals (i.e., California
Professional Civil Engineer, Professional Engineering Geologist with experience in fault
evaluations) and include a fault investigation conducted along the trace of the Townsite

Alquist-Priolo Fault Hazard Zone
0

N

750

1500

3000

APPROXIMATE SCALE IN FEET

SOURCE: Geosyntec Consultants - September 2019; Meridian Consultants LLC - 2021

FIGURE 4.6-2

Location of Active Faults and the Project
251-003-20

Prior to the start of construction, the location of the anticipated trend of the Townsite
Fault shall be further defined via a phased investigation process to identify and locate
active fault traces in the Project area to support adjustments to the Project’s final design
as needed.

37 2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24) published July 1, 2019.
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Fault to refine its location and assess its activity level where it crosses the ATS guideway
and stations.

4.6 Geology and Soils

4.6.6.2

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Implementation of MM-GEO-1 would prevent impacts by locating structural improvements to avoid faults
The following methods shall be included in the investigation:
x
x

where feasible and designing the guideway, columns, and elevated passenger walkways to account for the
effects that may result from fault displacement. With implementation of MM GEO-2, the trend of the

Aerial photograph analysis;

Townsite Fault would be determined through an investigation prior to final design of the Project with the
Geophysical surveys (e.g., seismic reflection and/or seismic refraction) to refine the
location of the Townsite fault and inform subsequent targeted fault hazard exploration
as necessary;

findings dictating the placement of structural improvements to ensure impacts related to fault rupture
would be minimized or avoided. Implementation of MM GEO-3 would ensure that the design of the
proposed improvements adhere to specific seismic and structural design criteria. As such, significant

x

Targeted fault trenching based on the findings of additional geophysical studies to
locate the potential Townsite Fault where it crosses the proposed ATS alignment; and

x

Exploratory drilling and sampling (e.g., hollow stem auger and CPT [cone penetration
test] borings), as necessary, if the trace of the Townsite fault cannot be adequately
delineated across the proposed ATS alignment through the means of fault trenching.

impacts and hazards regarding fault rupture and seismic ground shaking would be reduced to a level that
is less than significant.

Based on the results of these investigations, column placements and facility designs shall
be adjusted to accommodate geologic conditions identified. Further, the facilities shall be
designed in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines including MTD 20-8, Analysis
of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, and MTD 20-10, Fault Rupture. Stations/structures
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.

Impact GEO-2:

Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground
shaking?

Ground shaking is a major cause of structural damage from earthquakes. The amount of motion expected
at a building or structure can vary from none to forceful depending upon the distance to the fault, the
magnitude of the earthquake, and the local geology. Greater movement can be expected at sites located
on poorly consolidated material such as alluvium located near the source of the earthquake epicenter or

Columns and foundations for the guideway and stations, as well as any other ATS facilities
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.
Probabilistic procedures shall follow those outlined in the Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation
(Appendix K.1). If further study of the fault rupture is conducted, then procedures as
outlined in CGS Note 49 38 shall be followed.
MM GEO-3:

The proposed ATS system facilities shall be designed in accordance with applicable
Caltrans guidelines including Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that
Cross Faults) and 20-10 (Fault Rupture). The response spectra provided in the
Development of Seismic Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR - Seismic Design Criteria
(Appendix K.2) shall be considered applicable for both aerial guideway and ancillary
structures within each segment of the alignment under the guideway and each station.
Probabilistic procedures also shall follow those outlined Caltrans Memo to Designers 2010 -Fault Rupture, dated January 2013.

in response to an earthquake of great magnitude.
The proposed Project is situated in a seismically active region and will likely experience moderate to severe
ground shaking in response to a large-magnitude earthquake occurring on a local or more distant active
fault during the expected lifespan of the Project. The potential for significant seismically induced ground
shaking in response to an earthquake occurring along a nearby active fault, such as the NewportInglewood fault zone, or a regional fault, such as the San Andreas fault zone, is relatively high within the
vicinity of the proposed Project.
The Project is located within a surface geologic unit designated as “older alluvium (Qoa),” which is
described as stiff to hard clay and medium dense to very dense sand, silty sand, clayey sand, and silt. This
soil type generally provides poor resistance to ground shaking. Due to the proximity of the Project to
nearby faults and the geologic unit, the possibility for extreme seismic shaking within the Project area is
potentially significant.
The Development of Seismic Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR - Seismic Design Criteria (Appendix K.2)
show the distribution of the mean of the time-averaged shear wave velocity within the upper 30 meters

38 California Geological Survey, Note 49: Guidelines for Evaluating the Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture,
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/CGS-Notes/CGS-Note-49.pdf.
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(Vs30_mean) in the soils in the areas surrounding the ITC are generally considered to be “very dense soil
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and soft rock,” which is consistent with generally poor resistance to groundshaking as described previously.
The various components of the proposed Project would be susceptible to the effect of ground shaking
from seismic activity.

4.6 Geology and Soils

4.6.6.3

Mitigation Measures

MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-3 shall be implemented to reduce potentially significant impacts related to
seismic ground shaking to less than significant.

Aerial Guideways, Elevated Passenger Walkways, and Stations

4.6.6.4

Other public agencies, including Caltrans and Metro, have determined that when structures such as those
proposed for the guideway and stations are designed, the designs should meet the requirements for

Level of Significance After Mitigation

Implementation of MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-3 would reduce seismic related impacts to less than
significant.

“bridges and aerial guideways, the design shall not result in less seismic performance capability than that
required by Caltrans.” As such, ground motions developed for the proposed Project in accordance with

Impact GEO-3:

more critical design load should govern.

Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

the maximum design event (MDE) level should be compared to the Caltrans design spectrum39 and the

A direct effect on a unique paleontological resource would result in the direct damage or destruction of
such a resource. Indirect impacts are not specifically caused by a development project but may be a

Ancillary Surface Facilities

reasonably foreseeable result of such a project. Typical indirect impacts to paleontological resources
Portions of the proposed Project, including the PDS substations, would be subject to review by City
building officials. Ground motions developed for the Project in accordance with the MDE level should be
compared to the 2019 CBC, 40 and the more critical design load should govern. In the case where
commercial/residential structures are unrelated to or not connected to the Project or support buildings

include the destruction or loss of surface fossils from increased erosion or the non-scientific or
unauthorized surface collection or subsurface excavation of a fossil or paleontological site.
The Project area is underlain by artificial fill materials, as shallow as two feet bgs before alluvial soils are

directly, the use of 2019 CBC 41 design response spectra may be an appropriate basis for design at the

encountered. The subsurface sediments in the Project area are identified as Qoa and are assigned high

discretion of the design engineer. Again, agencies responsible for the construction and operation of

paleontological sensitivity, 43 as there is a proven record throughout Los Angeles of containing scientifically

transportation facilities such as Caltrans and Metro have determined that to reduce the effects of extreme

significant fossils in this formation. Although no known resources were identified within the Project vicinity

seismic shaking, ancillary surface facilities, such as the planned PDS substations, may be subject to both

from the Natural History Museum, this does not preclude the possibility that previously unknown buried

the code forces normally applied to surface buildings as well as those being applied to the transit

paleontological resources could be impacted during Project construction. Excavation during construction

guideways and above ground structures. Whichever code applies the most critical set of requirements

could encounter Qoa determined to have a high sensitivity for fossils, and the proposed Project would

shall apply. 42

have the potential to directly and/or indirectly destroy a previously unknown unique paleontological
resource.

Summary
The proposed Project is located within a surface geologic unit designated as “older alluvium (Qoa)” and

Implementation of MM GEO-4 would require that prior to the City’s approval of grading permits, a

would be susceptible to the effect of ground shaking from seismic activity. Ground shaking impact resulting

paleontologist meeting the SVP Standards be retained to prepare, design, and implement a paleontology

in loss, injury, and death would be potentially significant. Furthermore, all Project improvements would

monitoring and mitigation program for the Project consistent with SVP Guidelines. This monitoring and

be susceptible to structural damage from extreme ground shaking events, and the interruption to service

mitigation program would include education and sensitivity training for construction workers, guidelines

or backup power could occur, resulting in a potentially significant impact for loss, injury, or death.

for on-site paleontological monitors to issue stop-work orders if fossils are found, procedures for
paleontological resource evaluation in the event of discovery, and final reporting procedure guidelines for

40
40
41
42

2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 2, Volumes I and II) published July 1, 2019.
2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 2, Volumes I and II) published July 1, 2019.
2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 2, Volumes I and II) published July 1, 2019.
2019 California Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24) published July 1, 2019.
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43 Paleontological Resources Assessment Report, Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, City of Inglewood,
California, ESA, May 2019.
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submission to the City. With implementation of MM GEO-4, potentially significant impacts related to

d) If fossils are encountered, determine their significance, and, if significant, supervise
their collection for curation. Any fossils collected during Project-related excavations,
and determined to be significant by the qualified paleontologist, shall be prepared to
the point of identification and curated into an accredited repository with retrievable
storage.

paleontological resources would be reduced to less than significant.

4.6.6.5

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure will reduce potentially significant impacts to paleontological resources

e) Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal to the City in order to
document the results of the paleontological monitoring. If there are significant
discoveries, fossil locality information and final disposition shall be included with the
final report which would be submitted to the appropriate repository and the City. The
final monitoring report shall be submitted to the City within 90 days of completion of
excavation and other ground disturbing activities that could affect Older Quaternary
Alluvium.

to less than significant:
MM GEO-4:

A qualified paleontologist meeting the SVP standards shall be retained by the project
applicant and approved by the City prior to the approval of grading permits. The qualified
paleontologist shall:
a) Prepare, design, and implement a monitoring and mitigation program for the Project
consistent with Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Guidelines. The Plan shall define
pre-construction coordination, construction monitoring for excavations based on the
activities and depth of disturbance planned for each portion of the Project area, data
recovery (including halting or diverting construction so that fossil remains can be
salvaged in a timely manner), fossil treatment, procurement, and reporting. The Plan
monitoring and mitigation program shall be prepared and approved by the City prior
to the issuance of the first grading permit. If the qualified paleontologist determines
that the Project-related grading and excavation activity would not affect Older
Quaternary Alluvium, then no further mitigation is required.
b) Conduct construction worker paleontological resources sensitivity training at the
Project kick-off meeting prior to the start of ground disturbing activities (including
vegetation removal, pavement removal, etc.) and would present the Plan as outlined
in (a). In the event construction crews are phased or rotated, additional training shall
be conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities.
The training session shall provide instruction on the recognition of the types of
paleontological resources that could be encountered within the Project area and the
procedures to be followed if they are found. Documentation shall be retained by the
qualified paleontologist demonstrating that the appropriate construction personnel
attended the training.
c) Direct the performance of paleontological resources monitoring by a qualified
paleontological monitor (meeting the standards of the SVP, 2010). Paleontological
resources monitoring shall be conducted pursuant to the monitoring and mitigation
program developed under (a), above. Monitoring activities may be altered or ceased
if determined adequate by the qualified paleontologist. Monitors shall have the
authority to and shall temporarily halt or divert work away from exposed fossils or
potential fossils and establish a 50-foot radius temporarily halting work around the
find. Monitors shall prepare daily logs detailing the types of ground disturbing
activities and soils observed, and any discoveries.

Meridian Consultants
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Level of Significance after Mitigation

Implementation of MM GEO-4 would ensure that paleontological resources would be identified before
they are damaged or destroyed and are properly evaluated and treated to reduce potentially significant
impacts to less than significant.

4.6.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
Geotechnical impacts related to developments in the City would involve hazards related to site-specific
soil conditions, erosion, and ground-shaking during earthquakes. These impacts would be site-specific and
would not be common to (nor shared with, in an additive sense) the impacts on other sites. Cumulative
development in the area would increase the overall population for exposure to seismic hazards by
increasing the number of people potentially exposed. However, with adherence to MM GEO-1 through
MM GEO-3, applicable State, and federal regulations, building codes and sound engineering practices,
geologic hazards could be reduced to less-than-significant levels. Furthermore, development of each of
the related projects and the proposed Project would be subject to existing building codes, uniform site
development and construction review standards that are designed to protect public safety. Therefore,
cumulative geotechnical impacts would not be cumulatively considerable.
Impacts to paleontological resources related to future development in the region could involve the
demolition or destruction of significant paleontological resources. The proposed Project could contribute
to this impact if paleontological resources are located beneath the Project area and are damaged or
destroyed during the excavation process. In such an event, the proposed Project contribution to the
significant cumulative impact would be cumulatively considerable, and impacts would be potentially
significant. Implementation of MM GEO-4 would lessen the Project’s contribution to the loss of
paleontological resources by requiring that work stop of such resources are discovered, until the resources
can be evaluated, collected, properly treated, and curated with accredited repository with retrievable
storage. With implementation of this mitigation measure, the Project’s contribution to the cumulative loss
of paleontological resources would be less than cumulatively considerable.
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4.6 Geology and Soils

4.6.8 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN
4.6.8.1

4.6 Geology and Soils

Policies and Measures

Plan Consistency
This measure is directed towards the City and would not
apply to the proposed Project, as it is a transportation
project with no residential component. Implementation
of MM GEO-2 would dictate the location of structural
improvements that cross the fault segments to prevent
failure from potential fault rupture and would be
consistent with Caltrans Memo to Designers 20-8 and 2010.

Safety Element

Table 4.6-2: Project Consistency with General Plan Safety Element below lists the policy and measures
from the City’s General Plan Safety Element applicable to the proposed Project:
Table 4.6-2
Project Consistency with General Plan Safety Element
Policies and Measures

Plan Consistency

Policy 1: Provide Measures to reduce seismic impacts.

Consistent with Mitigation.

Implementation of MM GEO-1, the trend of the Townsite
fault would be specified through an investigation prior to
Project construction; findings would dictate placement of
structural improvements to ensure that impacts related
to fault rupture would be minimized or avoided.

The proposed Project is located is a seismically active
area. As such, the Project including the guideway,
stations, MSF, and elevated passenger walkways, and
other support facilities would be subject to seismic
shaking. The replacement Vons store, which would be
developed prior to proposed Project construction, would
also be subject to seismic shaking.

Require geological and soils engineering investigations in Consistent with Mitigation.
high risk fault areas.
The proposed Project crosses potentially active faults
(Townsite Fault). To assure compliance with this policy
the Recirculated Draft EIR identified mitigation measure:
MM GEO-2.

The Recirculated Draft EIR identified Mitigation
Measures MM GEO-1, MM GEO-2, and MM GEO-3 to
avoid fault rupture from seismic activity and to reduce
the effects of seismic shaking on built structures.

Implementation of MM GEO-2 would require the
performance a geotechnical investigation prior to Project
construction to evaluate localized geological and soils
conditions, such as the approximate trend of the
Townsite Fault.

Implementation of MM GEO-1 would dictate the location
of the ATS system where it crosses the known active and
potentially active faults to prevent failure from fault
rupture and would be consistent with Caltrans Memo to
Designers 20-8 and 20-10. With implementation of MM
GEO-2, the trend of the Townsite Fault would be specified
through an investigation prior to Project construction;
findings would dictate the placement of proposed
structural improvements to ensure that impacts related
to fault rupture would be minimized or avoided.
Implementation of MM GEO-3 would ensure that the
design of the proposed improvements adhere to
conservative specific seismic design criteria.
The Project’s compliance with the latest CBC and Caltrans
advisory design measures would reduce potential
impacts related to seismic ground shaking to a less-thansignificant-level. In addition, the proposed Project would
be consistent with Caltrans requirements pertaining to
aerial guideways, bridges, and ancillary surface facilities.
Further compliance with the requirements of the 2019
CBC, City municipal code, and Caltrans for structural
safety would reduce hazards from strong seismic ground
shaking to a less-than-significant-level.
Restrict new structures for human occupancy from being Consistent with Mitigation.
constructed across active faults.
The proposed Project may cross potentially active faults
(Townsite Fault). To assure compliance with this policy
the Recirculated Draft EIR identified mitigation measure:
MM GEO-2.
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Use the latest State-approved edition of the Uniform Consistent.
Building Code and other applicable seismic design
The Project’s compliance with 2019 CBC and Caltrans
information
advisory design measures would reduce potential
impacts related to seismic ground shaking to a less-thansignificant-level. In addition, the proposed Project would
be consistent with Caltrans requirements pertaining to
aerial guideways, bridges, and ancillary surface facilities.
Because the Project alignment is in a seismically active
region, some risk related to seismic ground shaking
would remain, even with compliance with all applicable
regulatory standards and design guidelines.
The proposed Project would comply with the
requirements of the Municipal Code Chapter 11, Article 2
Building Code, which has adopted the has incorporated
the most up to date California Building Code.
Require a soils report for new buildings, as well as
obtaining or utilizing, when available, geologic drillings
or studies, local ground subsidence and elevation
studies, geologic-seismic studies, strong motion
monitoring, gathering, compiling, and interpreting local
and regional geologic seismic data as it becomes
available.
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4.7 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

relates to GHG impacts, these changes resulted in reductions of GHG emissions compared to the
December 2020 Draft EIR.

4.7.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the
significance of the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that would be generated by the proposed Inglewood

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft
EIR.

Transit Connector Project (proposed Project).

4.7.2 OVERVIEW OF GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

The section contains: (1) a description of the local setting to establish baseline conditions; (2) a summary

4.7.2.1

of the relationship between GHG emissions and global climate change; (3) an overview of applicable plans,

Global climate change refers to changes in average climatic conditions on Earth as a whole, including

policies, and regulations related to GHG emissions; (4) an assessment of current GHG emissions at the

changes in temperature, wind patterns, precipitation, and storms. Historical records indicate that global

City, State, national, and global levels; (5) a quantitative analysis of future GHG emissions associated with

climate changes have occurred in the past due to natural phenomena; however, current data increasingly

construction and operation of the proposed Project; and (6) an analysis of the consistency of the proposed

indicate that the current global conditions differ from past climate changes in rate and magnitude. Global

Project with applicable regulations, plans, and policies to reduce GHGs as set forth by the State of

climate change attributable to anthropogenic (human) GHG emissions is currently one of the most

California, South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD), Southern California Association of

important and widely debated scientific, economic, and political issues in the United States and the world.

Governments (SCAG) and the City of Inglewood (City).

The extent to which increased concentrations of GHGs have caused or will cause climate change and the

The proposed Project’s GHG emissions are considered within the context of the City’s planning for the
reduction of GHG emissions. The sustainable design features of the proposed Project that would reduce

Global Context

appropriate actions to limit and/or respond to climate change are the subject of significant and rapidly
evolving regulatory efforts at the federal and State levels of government.

GHG emissions are compared to measures identified in the Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan to

GHGs are global pollutants that have long atmospheric lifetimes (1 year to several thousand years). GHGs

determine the consistency of the proposed Project with the City’s plans to reduce GHG emissions.

persist in the atmosphere for a long enough time to be dispersed around the globe. Although the exact

A quantified estimate of GHG emissions is provided for both construction and operations of the proposed
Project. GHG emissions were analyzed using a variety of modeling techniques and are detailed within:

lifetime of any particular GHG molecule depends on multiple variables and cannot be pinpointed, more
CO2 is currently emitted into the atmosphere than is avoided or sequestered. CO2 sinks, or reservoirs,
include vegetation and the ocean, which absorb CO2 through photosynthesis and dissolution, respectively.

x
x

Air Quality and Heath Risk Assessment Technical Report for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project,
Meridian Consultants LLC, September 2021 (Appendix G.1)

CO2 emissions, approximately 54 percent is sequestered within a year through ocean uptake, northern

Vons Replacement CalEEMod Output Sheets, Meridian Consultants LLC, October 2021 (Appendix G.2)

hemisphere forest regrowth, and other terrestrial sinks; the remaining 46 percent of human-caused CO2

These are two of the most common processes of CO2 sequestration. Of the total annual human-caused

emissions are stored in the atmosphere.
After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the
proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments

Similarly, the effects of GHGs are borne globally (sea-level rise, hurricanes, droughts, etc.), as opposed to

received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the

the localized air quality effects of criteria air pollutants and toxic air contaminants (TACs). The quantity of

height of the Automated Transit System (ATS) guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of

GHGs that it takes to ultimately result in climate change is not precisely known, but that quantity is

historic buildings, relocating the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie

enormous. No single project would be expected to measurably contribute to a noticeable incremental

Avenue and Manchester Boulevard, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on

change in the global average temperature, or to global, local, or microclimates. However, it is the combined

the proposed site with a new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue

GHG contributions per project that create an impact.

to the west side of Prairie Avenue. Additionally, the construction phasing plan has been refined. As it
Not all GHGs possess the same capacity to induce atmospheric warming; as a result, the warming
contribution of a GHG is commonly quantified in the common unit of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e)
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over a 100-year period, by applying the appropriate global warming potential (GWP) value. GHGs with

never be completely eliminated. Nonetheless, the IPCC’s Fifth AR5 7 states that is extremely likely that the

lower emissions rates than carbon dioxide (CO2) may still contribute to climate change because they are

dominant cause of the observed warming since the mid-20th century is the anthropogenic increase in

more effective at absorbing outgoing infrared radiation than carbon dioxide.1 By using the applicable GWP

GHG concentrations. 8 A report from the National Academy of Sciences concluded that 97 to 98 percent

for each GHG, project-related emissions can be tabulated in the common unit of metric tons per year

of the climate researchers most actively publishing in the field support the tenets of the IPCC in that

carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e/year). GWP ratios are provided by the Intergovernmental Panel on

climate change is very likely caused by human (i.e., anthropogenic) activity. 9

Climate Change (IPCC). Historically, GHG emission inventories were calculated using the GWPs from the
IPCC’s Second Assessment Report (SAR), published in 1996. The IPCC has since updated the GWP values
based on the latest science in its Fourth Assessment Report (AR4) 2 and Fifth Assessment Report (AR5), 3
published in 2007 and 2014, respectively. California Air Resources Board (CARB) uses the AR4 GWPs in the
Statewide GHG emissions

inventory, 4

in the current Climate Change Scoping

Plan, 5

and in the current

version of the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) 6 that is used to calculate CO2e values for
construction as well as operations for existing and proposed Project build-out conditions.

The AR4 10 found that the potential impacts in California due to global climate change include: loss in snow
pack; sea-level rise; more extreme heat days per year; more high ozone days; more extreme forest fires;
more severe droughts punctuated by extreme precipitation events; increased erosion of California’s
coastlines and sea water intrusion into the Sacramento and San Joaquin Deltas and associated levee
systems; and increased pest infestation. 11 The Fourth Assessment’s findings are consistent with climate
change studies published by the California Natural Resources Agency (CNRA) since 2009, starting with the
California Climate Adaptation Strategy 10 as a response to the Governor’s Executive Order S-13-2008. 12

Methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N2O) are generally much lower than those of carbon dioxide (CO2) and

In 2014, the CNRA rebranded the first update of the 2009 adaptation strategy as the Safeguarding

are associated with anaerobic microbial activity resulting from agricultural practices, flooded soils, and

California Plan. 13 The 2018 update to Safeguarding California Plan identifies hundreds of ongoing actions

landfills. Methane and nitrous oxide have approximately 23 and 296 times the GWP of carbon dioxide,

and next steps State agencies are taking to safeguard Californians from climate impacts within a

respectively.

framework of 81 policy principles and recommendations. 14

4.7.2.2

Temperature Increase

Effects of Global Climate Change

The scientific community’s understanding of the fundamental processes responsible for global climate

The primary effect of adding GHGs to the atmosphere has been a rise in the average global temperature.

change has improved over the past decade, and its predictive capabilities are advancing. However, there

The impact of human activities on global temperature is readily apparent in the observational record. Since

remain scientific uncertainties in, for example, predictions of local effects of climate change, occurrence,

1895, the contiguous US has observed an average temperature increase of 1.5 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) per

frequency, and magnitude of extreme weather events, effects of aerosols, changes in clouds, shifts in the
intensity and distribution of precipitation, and changes in oceanic circulation. Due to the complexity of
and inability to accurately model Earth’s climate system, the uncertainty surrounding climate change may

7

8

9
1

2

3

4

5
6

The measure of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) is used to account for the different potentials of GHGs to absorb infrared
radiation. This potential, known as the global warming potential (GWP) of a GHG, is dependent on the lifetime, or
persistence, of the gas molecule in the atmosphere.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2007. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the
Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: https://www.ipcc.ch/assessmentreport/ar4/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2014. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/syrhttps:/.
Accessed September 21, 2021.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2014. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/syrhttps:/.
Accessed September 21, 2021.
California Air Resources Board, 2017. California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan: The strategy for achieving California’s
2030 greenhouse gas target. Available: www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping_plan_2017.pdf. Accessed August 4, 2020.
California Emissions Model (CalEEMod®), http://www.aqmd.gov/caleemod/home. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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10

11

12
13

14

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2014. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/syrhttps:/.
Accessed September 21, 2021.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2014. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the Fifth
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/syrhttps:/.
Accessed September 21, 2021.
Anderegg, William R. L., J.W. Prall, J. Harold, S.H., Schneider, 2010. Expert Credibility in Climate Change, Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America. 2010; 107:12107-12109.
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2007. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the
Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: https://www.ipcc.ch/assessmentreport/ar4/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Scripps Institution of Oceanography, CEC, California Public Utilities
Commission. 2018. Statewide Summary Report. California’s Fourth Climate Change Assessment. Publication number:
SUMCCCA4-2018-013. Available: http://www.climateassessment.ca.gov/state/docs/20190116-StatewideSummary.pdf.
Accessed September 21, 2021.
California Office of the Governor, California Executive Order S-13-08 Requiring State Adaptation Strategy, November 14,
2008.
California Natural Resources Agency, 2014. Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate Risk, an Update to the 2009
California Climate Adaptation Strategy. Available: https://files.resources.ca.gov/climate/safeguarding/. Accessed
September 21, 2021.
California Natural Resources Agency, 2018. Safeguarding California Plan: 2018 Update. Available:
https://files.resources.ca.gov/climate/safeguarding/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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century. The last 5-year period (2014–2018) is the warmest on record for the contiguous US, 15 while the

disease (COPD) but the magnitude of the effect, and therefore, its indirect effects, are uncertain. Emissions

20 warmest years have occurred over the past 22-year period. 16 The AR4 17 indicates that average

from wildfires can lead to excessive levels of particulate matter, ozone, and volatile organic compounds. 21

temperatures in California could rise 5.6°F to 8.8°F by the end of the century, depending on the global

Additionally, severe heat accompanied by drier conditions and poor air quality could increase the number

trajectory of GHG emissions. According to the Cal-Adapt website, the portion of the State in which the

of heat-related deaths, illnesses, and asthma attacks throughout the State. 22

Project area is located could result in an average increase in temperature of approximately 4.2° to 6.9°F
by 2070–2090, compared to the baseline period of 1961–1990. 18

Precipitation and Water Supply
There is a high degree of uncertainty with respect to the overall impact of global climate change on future

With climate change, extreme heat conditions and heat waves are predicted to impact larger areas, last
longer, and have higher temperatures. Heat waves, defined as three or more days with temperatures
above 90°F, are projected to occur more frequently by the end of the century. Extreme heat days and heat
waves can negatively impact human health. Heat-related illness includes a spectrum of illnesses ranging
from heat cramps to severe heat exhaustion and life-threatening heat stroke. 19

water supplies in California. Studies indicate considerable variability in predicting precise impacts of
climate change on California hydrology and water resources. Increasing uncertainty in the timing and
intensity of precipitation will challenge the operational flexibility of California’s water management
systems. Warmer, wetter winters would increase the amount of runoff available for groundwater recharge;
however, this additional runoff would occur at a time when some basins are either being recharged at
their maximum capacity or are already full. Conversely, reductions in spring runoff and higher

Wildfires

evapotranspiration because of higher temperatures could reduce the amount of water available for
The hotter and dryer conditions expected with climate change will make forests more susceptible to

recharge. 23

extreme wildfires. One study found that, if GHG emissions continue to rise, the frequency of extreme
wildfires burning over approximately 25,000 acres would increase by nearly 50 percent, and the average
area burned Statewide each year would increase by 77 percent, by the year 2100. In the areas that have
the highest fire risk, wildfire insurance is estimated to see costs rise by 18 percent by 2055 and the fraction
of property insured would decrease. 20

Hydrology and Sea-Level Rise
Climate changes could potentially affect: the amount of snowfall, rainfall, and snowpack; the intensity and
frequency of storms; flood hydrographs (flash floods, rain or snow events, coincidental high tide, and high
runoff events); sea-level rise and coastal flooding; coastal erosion; and the potential for saltwater
intrusion. Sea-level rise can be a product of global warming through two main processes: expansion of sea

Air Quality

water as the oceans warm and melting of ice over land. A rise in sea levels could result in coastal flooding
Higher temperatures, conducive to air pollution formation, could worsen air quality in California and make
it more difficult for the State to achieve air quality standards. Climate change may increase the
concentration of ground-level ozone in particular, which can cause breathing problems, aggravate lung

and erosion and could jeopardize California’s water supply. Sea level could rise as much as 2 feet along
most of the U.S. coastline. Increased storm intensity and frequency could affect the ability of flood-control
facilities, including levees to handle storm events. 24

diseases such as asthma, emphysema, chronic bronchitis, and cause chronic obstructive pulmonary
15 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association, Assessing the US Climate in 2018.
https://www.ncei.noaa.gov/news/national-climate-201812. Accessed September 21, 2021. Published February 6, 2019
16 Climate Central, 2019. Available: https://www.climatecentral.org/gallery/maps/2018-global-temp-review-land-ocean.
Accessed September 21, 2021. Published February 6, 2019.
17 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2007. Synthesis Report. Contribution of Working Groups I, II and III to the
Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Available: https://www.ipcc.ch/assessmentreport/ar4/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
18 Cal-Adapt, “Climate Tools,” Maps of Projected Changes, Available: https://cal-adapt.org/tools/. Accessed September 21,
2021.
19 California Environmental Protection Agency, 2013. Preparing California for Extreme Heat: Guidance and
Recommendations. Available: https://toolkit.climate.gov/reports/preparing-california-extreme-heat-guidance-andrecommendations. Accessed September 21, 2021.
20 Westerling, Anthony LeRoy. (2018). Wildfire Simulations for the Fourth California Climate Assessment: Projecting Changes
in Extreme Wildfire Events with a Warming Climate. California’s Fourth Climate Change Assessment, California Energy
Commission. Publication number: CCCA4-CEC-2018-014.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.7-5

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

21 Kenward, A, et al. (2013). Wildfires and Air Pollution: The Hidden Health Hazards of Climate Change. Climate Central.
Available: http://assets.climatecentral.org/pdfs/WildfiresAndAirPollution.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
22 California Environmental Protection Agency, 2013. Preparing California for Extreme Heat: Guidance and
Recommendations. Available: https://toolkit.climate.gov/reports/preparing-california-extreme-heat-guidance-andrecommendations. Accessed September 21, 2021.
23 California Natural Resources Agency, 2014. Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate Risk, an Update to the 2009
California Climate Adaptation Strategy. Available: https://files.resources.ca.gov/climate/safeguarding/. Accessed
September 21, 2021.
24 California Natural Resources Agency, 2014. Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate Risk, an Update to the 2009
California Climate Adaptation Strategy. Available: https://files.resources.ca.gov/climate/safeguarding/. Accessed
September 21, 2021.
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Agriculture

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

potential future climate scenarios comprised of local average values for temperature, sea-level rise,

California has a massive agricultural industry that represents 11.3 percent of total US agricultural revenue.
Higher carbon dioxide levels can stimulate plant production and increase plant water-use efficiency.
However, a changing climate presents significant risks to agriculture due to “potential changes to water
quality and availability; changing precipitation patterns; extreme weather events including drought, severe
storms, and floods; heat stress; decreased chill hours; shifts in pollinator lifecycles; increased risks from
weeds, pest and disease; and disruptions to the transportation and energy infrastructure supporting
agricultural production.” 25

snowpack, and other data representative of a variety of models and scenarios, including potential social
and economic factors.
Climate change could affect environmental conditions in California in a variety of ways. One effect of
climate change is rising sea levels. Sea levels along the California coast rose approximately 7 inches during
the last century, and they are predicted to rise an additional 7 to 22 inches by 2100, depending on the
future levels of GHG emissions. The effects of a rise in sea level could include increased coastal flooding,
saltwater intrusion (especially a concern in the low-lying Sacramento–San Joaquin Delta, where pumps
delivering potable water to Southern California could be threatened), and disruption of wetlands.

Ecosystems and Wildlife
Increases in global temperatures and the potential resulting changes in weather patterns could have

As the State’s climate changes over time, the range of various plant and wildlife species could shift or be

ecological effects on a global and local scale. Increased concentrations of GHGs are likely to accelerate the

reduced, depending on the favored temperature and moisture regimes of each species. In the worst cases,

rate of climate change. Scientists expect that the average global surface temperature could rise by 2–

some species would become extinct or be extirpated from the State if suitable conditions are no longer

11.5°F (1.1–6.4°C) by 2100, with significant regional variation. 26 Soil moisture is likely to decline in many

available. Additional concerns associated with climate change include a reduction in the snowpack, leading

regions, and intense rainstorms are likely to become more frequent. With climate change, ecosystems and

to less overall water storage in the mountains (the largest “reservoir” in the State), and increased risk of

wildlife will be challenged by the spread of invasive species, barriers to species migration or movement in

wildfires caused by changes in rainfall patterns and plant communities. Changes in the climate can also

response to changing climatic conditions, direct impacts to species health, and mismatches in timing

impact California’s weather patterns and rainfall, causing droughts in certain areas and flooding in others.

between seasonal life-cycle events such as species migration and food availability. 27

4.7.2.3

Climate Change Effects for California

4.7.2.4

Sources of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

GHGs are the result of both natural and anthropogenic activities. With respect to anthropogenic activities,

In 2016, the CNRA released Safeguarding California: Implementation Action Plans 28 in accordance with

motor vehicle travel, air travel, consumption of fossil fuels for power generation, industrial processes,

Executive Order B-30-15, 29 identifying a lead agency to lead adaptation efforts in each sector. In

heating and cooling, landfills, agriculture, and wildfire are the primary sources of GHG emissions.

accordance with the 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy, 30 the California Energy Commission

Additionally, land use decisions can affect the generation of GHG emissions from multiple sectors, resulting

(CEC) was directed to develop a website on climate change scenarios and impacts that would be beneficial

in direct or indirect GHG emissions. For example, electricity consumed in the lighting and heating of

for local decision makers. The information provided on the Cal-Adapt website 31 represents a projection of

buildings is an indirect source of GHG emissions because it requires electricity from power plants, which
emits GHGs directly into the atmosphere. Conversely, tailpipe emissions from the use of vehicles generate

26 National Research Council, 2010. Advancing the Science of Climate Change. Available: http://dels.nas.edu/resources/staticassets/materials-based-on-reports/reports-in-brief/Science-Report-Brief-final.pdf.
26 National Research Council, 2010. Advancing the Science of Climate Change. Available: http://dels.nas.edu/resources/staticassets/materials-based-on-reports/reports-in-brief/Science-Report-Brief-final.pdf.
27 California Natural Resources Agency, 2014. Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate Risk, an Update to the 2009
California Climate Adaptation Strategy. Available: https://files.resources.ca.gov/climate/safeguarding/. Accessed
September 21, 2021.
28 California Natural Resources Agency, Safeguarding California: Implementation Action Plans, Available:
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/climate/safeguarding/Safeguarding%20CaliforniaImplementation%20Action%20Plans.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
29 California Office of the Governor, California EO B-30-15: Establishing 2030 CA emissions target, Adaptation initiatives. April
29, 2015.
30 California Natural Resources Agency, 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy, A Report to the Governor of the State of
California in Response to Executive Order S-13-2008.
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/climate/Statewide_Adaptation_Strategy.pdf. Accessed September 21,
2021.
31 Cal-Adapt. Available: http://cal-adapt.org. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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direct GHG emissions.
GHGs are a group of emissions that include CO2, CH4, N2O, HFCs, PFCs, SF6, and nitrogen trifluoride (NF3).
Carbon dioxide is the most abundant GHG. As stated above, other GHGs are less abundant, but have higher
global warming potential than CO2. Thus, emissions of other GHGs are frequently expressed in the
equivalent mass of CO2; denoted as CO2e. A general description of GHGs discussed is provided in Table 4.71: Description of Identified Greenhouse Gases.
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4.7.3 METHODOLOGY

Table 4.7-1
Description of Identified Greenhouse Gases
GHG

Carbon Dioxide (CO2)

Methane (CH4)

Nitrous Oxide (N2O)

Hydrofluorocarbons
(HFCs)

Perfluorinated Chemicals
(PFCs)

a

4.7.3.1

Methodologies for Evaluating Significance

General Description
An odorless, colorless GHG that has both natural and anthropocentric sources.
Natural sources include the following: decomposition of dead organic matter;
respiration of bacteria plants, animals, and fungus; evaporation from oceans; and
volcanic outgassing. Anthropogenic (human caused) sources of CO2 are burning coal,
oil, natural gas, and wood.
A flammable gas and is the main component of natural gas. When one molecule of
CH4 is burned in the presence of oxygen, one molecule of CO2 and two molecules of
water are released. A natural source of CH4 is the anaerobic decay of organic matter.
Geological deposits, known as natural gas fields, also contain CH4, which is extracted
for fuel. Other sources are from landfills, fermentation of manure, and cattle.
A colorless GHG. High concentrations can cause dizziness, euphoria, and sometimes
slight hallucinations. N2O is produced by microbial processes in soil and water,
including those reactions which occur in fertilizer containing nitrogen. In addition to
agricultural sources, some industrial processes (fossil fuel-fired power plants, nylon
production, nitric acid production, and vehicle emissions) also contribute to its
atmospheric load. It is used in rocket engines, race cars, and as an aerosol spray
propellant.
Chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) are gases formed synthetically by replacing all hydrogen
atoms in CH4 or ethane (C2H6) with chlorine and/or fluorine atoms. CFCs are
nontoxic, nonflammable, insoluble, and chemically unreactive in the troposphere
(the level of air at Earth’s surface). CFCs were first synthesized in 1928 for use as
refrigerants, aerosol propellants, and cleaning solvents. Because they destroy
stratospheric ozone, the production of CFCs was stopped as required by the
Montreal Protocol in 1987. HFCs are synthetic man-made chemicals that are used as
substitute for CFCs as refrigerants. HFCs deplete stratospheric ozone, but to a much
lesser extent than CFCs.
PFCs have stable molecular structures and do not break down through the chemical
processes in the lower atmosphere. High-energy ultraviolet rays about 60 kilometers
above Earth’s surface are able to destroy the compounds. PFCs have very long
lifetimes, between 10,000 and 50,000 years. Two common PFCs are
tetrafluoromethane and hexafluoroethane. The two main sources of PFCs are
primary aluminum production and semi-conduction manufacturing.

Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6)

An inorganic, odorless, colorless, nontoxic, and nonflammable gas. SF6 is used for
insulation in electric power transmission and distribution equipment, in the
magnesium industry, in semi-conductor manufacturing, and as a tracer gas for leak
detection.

Nitrogen Trifluoride (NF3)

An inorganic, nontoxic, odorless, nonflammable gas. NF3 is used in the manufacture
of semiconductors, as an oxidizer of high energy fuels, for the preparation of
tetrafluoro hydrazine, as an etchant gas in the electronic industry, and as a fluorine
source in high power chemical lasers.

GHGs identified in this table are ones identified in the Kyoto protocol and other synthetic gases recently added to the IPCC’s Fifth Assessment
Report.
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GHG impacts are exclusively cumulative impacts; there are no non-cumulative GHG emission impacts from
a climate change perspective. 32
It is the accumulation of GHGs in the atmosphere that may result in global climate change. Climate change
impacts are cumulative in nature, and thus no typical single project would result in emission of such a
magnitude that it, in and of itself, would be significant on a project basis. A typical single project’s GHG
emission will be small relative to the total global or even Statewide GHG emissions. Thus, the analysis of
significance of potential impacts from GHG emissions related to a single project is already representative
of long-term impacts on a cumulative basis.
As such, the assessment of significance is based on a determination of whether the GHG emissions from
the proposed Project represent a cumulatively considerable contribution to global climate change. The
analysis of the Project’s GHG emissions consists of a quantitative analysis of the GHG emissions generated
by the proposed Project and a qualitative analysis of the proposed Project’s consistency with adopted
GHG-related legislation, plans, and policies. This approach is in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.4(a),31F which affirms the discretion of a lead agency to determine, in the context of a particular
project, whether to use quantitative and/or qualitative methodologies to determine the significance of a
project’s impacts.

4.7.3.1

Emissions Inventory Modeling

Project development would generate GHG emissions from a number of individual sources during both
construction and post-construction (operational) use of the proposed Project. Intermittent, short-term
construction emissions that occur from activities such as demolition, site-grading, construction, paving,
and architectural coatings were evaluated. Regulatory models used to estimate GHG impacts include:
x

CARB’s EMFAC 33 emissions inventory model. EMFAC is the latest emission inventory model that
calculates emission inventories and emission rates for motor vehicles operating on roads in California.
This model reflects CARB’s current understanding of how vehicles travel and how much they emit.
EMFAC can be used to show how California motor vehicle emissions have changed over time and are
projected to change in the future.

32 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association, CEQA & Climate Change: Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas
Emissions from Projects Subject to the California Environmental Quality Act, January 2008, p. 35, Accessed August 2020 at:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/03/CAPCOA-White-Paper.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
33 California Air Resources Board, EMFAC2017 User’s Guide, March 1, 2018, Accessed July 23, 2020 at:
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/msei/downloads/emfac2017-volume-i-users-guide.pdf and https://www.arb.ca.gov/emfac/2017/.
Accessed September 21, 2021.
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The California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), 34 is the CARB–approved computer program
model recommended by SCAQMD for use in the quantification of air quality and GHG emissions.
CalEEMod was developed by SCAQMD, with input from other California air districts. CalEEMod utilizes
widely accepted models for emissions estimates combined with appropriate data that can be used if
site-specific information is not available. For example, CalEEMod incorporates USEPA-developed
emission factors; CARB’s on-road and off-road equipment emission models, such as EMFAC and
OFFROAD; and studies commissioned by other California agencies, such as the California Energy
Commission and CalRecycle.

building at 1003 S. Prairie Avenue. After demolition, the remaining asphalt flatwork areas at the
commercial plaza at Market Street and Regent Street, and the commercial building at 150 S. Market
Street, and the retail commercial center at northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street will
provide suitable space for construction staging, including but not limited to, space for equipment
storage, material staging and storage, contractor jobsite trailers, and on-site parking for construction
staff throughout the entire project duration. Phase 1 construction would start in January 2024.

4.7.3.2

Construction

x

Phase 2 would include activities to enable the construction sequence of the guideway along Prairie
Avenue from Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard, and work at the MSF site. Phase 2 construction
would occur in 2024 through 2025.

x

Phase 3 would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, foundation work for the Market
Street/Florence Avenue Station, and construction for the support structure of the MSF building. Phase
3 work will include utility relocation (if necessary), foundations, caste-in-place (CIP) columns, and
setting of prefabricated buildings at the two Power Distribution System (PDS) substations. Phase 3
construction would occur in 2024 through 2025.

x

Phase 4 would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, guideway column caps along Market
Street, and the MSF building deck and shell. Phase 4 activities will include utility relocation (if
necessary), foundations, CIP columns, guideway column caps, and installation of equipment at the
PDS substations. Phase 4 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

x

Phase 5 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
guideway girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Phase 5 activities will
include guideway girders, guideway straddle caps, and installation of equipment at the PDS
substations. Phase 5 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

x

Phase 6 would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street, completion
of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, completion of Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station,
and completion of the MSF building, and the elevated passenger walkway to the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. Phase 6
construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

x

Phase 7 would include final site work and completion of the stations. Phase 7 would occur in 2026.

x

Phase 8 would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and primarily incudes
installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS trains. Phase 8
construction would occur in 2025 through 2027, with the primary construction activities occurring in
2026 and some installation of equipment starting towards the end of Phase 3 construction when
sufficient aerial structure is available for the installation of the equipment.

The proposed Project Construction Scenarios are provided in Appendix F: ITC Construction Scenarios and
were used to estimate construction GHG associated with the proposed Project.
Construction of the proposed Project would have the potential to temporarily emit GHG emissions through
the use of heavy-duty construction equipment and through vehicle trips generated from workers and haul
trucks traveling to and from the proposed Project carrying demolition debris, building material and soils.

Construction Schedule
The construction phasing as described below represents a conservative set of assumptions for analysis of
the maximum potential impacts from construction of the proposed Project. This approach conservatively
assumes all construction occurs at the earliest feasible date.
Prior to Phase 1 construction activities being initiated on the MSF site, the owner/operator of the Vons
supermarket currently located on this site would demolish the existing Vons gas station on the corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue and pave this area for use as a parking area for the new Vons
store to be built on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. This construction would
occur over an approximate 10-month period prior to Phase 1 of the ITC construction.
x

Phase 1 would include demolition of buildings and site improvements on properties acquired for
construction of the project, the beginning of construction of the MSF, trenching and installation of
primary power duct bank, and preparatory work on east side of Prairie Avenue to allow for the
roadway shift. Additional work in the area will occur in Phase 4 for the installation of drilled shafts
and columns along Prairie Avenue for the guideway. The properties where existing buildings and site
improvements will be demolished include at the existing retail commercial center at Market Street
and Regent Street, the commercial buildings located at 500 Manchester Boulevard, the commercial
building at 150 S. Market Street on the northeast corner of Manchester Boulevard and Market Street,
the retail commercial center at northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, the commercial
building at 401 S. Prairie Ave, the commercial building at 945 S. Prairie Avenue, and the commercial

34 California Emissions Model (CalEEMod®), http://www.aqmd.gov/caleemod/home. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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Construction activity would occur 24-hours a day seven days a week with primarily heavy construction
activities (those involving large equipment use on site) occurring over a 16 hour/day schedule with two
shifts: either a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an evening shift from
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approximately 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM; or a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and a
night shift from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM. The night shift would be used for material deliveries,
export of soil and debris and other light construction activities.

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Water and Wastewater
The operational emissions from water consumption and wastewater generation associated with the
proposed Project were estimated using the CalEEMod 38 software. California’s water conveyance system

Combinations of these shifts would be referred to “Morning/Evening” or “Morning/Night.” Other minimal
construction work could occur during other hours at a reduced intensity. Delivery of construction materials

is energy intensive, with electricity used to pump and treat water. The Project would result in indirect GHG
emissions due to water consumption and wastewater generation. Water consumption and wastewater
generation, and their associated emissions, are calculated based on building square-footage, using default

would occur during the night shift, as would most lane closures.

CalEEMod data.

4.7.3.3

Operation
Mobile

Analysis of the proposed Project’s operational emissions considers five types of sources: 1) area; 2) energy;
3) solid waste; 4) water and wastewater; and 5) mobile. A description of the proposed Project’s various
operational components is detailed in Section 3.0: Project Description, 3.5: Project Characteristics.

Operation of the proposed Project would generate GHG emissions from mobile sources from Projectgenerated vehicle trips traveling to and from the MSF and other facilities. Mobile emissions were
calculated based on the data provided in the proposed Project’s Transportation Assessment (see Appendix

Area

O: Transportation Assessment ) which is further discussed in Section 4.12: Transportation. Under the

The operational area emissions from the proposed Project were estimated using the CalEEMod 35

Transportation Assessment, vehicle miles traveled (VMT) was chosen as the primary performance metric

software. Area source emissions associated with normal operations for the proposed Project include onsite activities and upkeep including landscaping equipment. The emissions were estimated using
CalEEMod, based on the size of the proposed Project stationary uses (MSF and stations), and the GHG

used to identify impacts. VMT associated with trips to and from all areas within the City were included in
the Transportation Assessment and were utilized to calculate operational GHG emissions from mobile
sources. Emissions from motor vehicles are dependent on vehicle type. Thus, the emissions were
calculated using a representative motor vehicle fleet mix for the proposed Project and EMFAC2017 default

emission factors for fuel combustion.

fuel type. Note that mobile emission estimates did not account for the recently issued Executive Order N-

Energy

79-20 which sets forth a state goal that 100 percent of in-state sales of new passenger cars and trucks will

The operational energy emissions from the proposed Project were estimated using the CalEEMod 36

be zero-emission by 2035, among other goals.

software and Southern California Edison’s (SCE) average CO2e intensity factors. Energy source emissions
are generated as a result of activities associated with the MSF and stations which would utilize electricity
and natural gas utility infrastructure. Moreover, electricity will be used for propulsion of the ATS system.
Propulsion power (i.e., the power to run the ATS train on a guideway and operate the stations) is provided

The Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting is described in Section 4.0: Environmental Analysis. Project
operations are expected to commence in 2027. Consistent with the Transportation Assessment, six
operational scenarios were analyzed to evaluate the proposed Project’s indirect operational emissions, as
follows:

via two PDS substations located along the guideway.

Solid Waste
The operational emissions from solid waste associated with the proposed Project’s MSF and stations were
estimated using the CalEEMod 37 software. Solid waste generation and associated emissions are calculated
based on building square-footage, using default data found in CalEEMod for the proposed land uses.

35 CalEEMod, http://www.caleemod.com/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
36 CalEEMod, http://www.caleemod.com/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
37 CalEEMod, http://www.caleemod.com/. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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1. Adjusted Baseline without proposed Project,

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

x

The proposed Project would have two standby generators, each could operate up to two hours per
day and a total of 50 hours per year for testing and maintenance (per SCAQMD Rule 1470 limit) to
ensure reliability in the case of a power outage; and

x

The proposed Project would conduct maintenance and/or testing on the two standby generators on
separate days.

2. Adjusted Baseline with the proposed Project,
3. Year 2027 with Event Weekday without the proposed Project,
4. Year 2027 with Event Weekday with the proposed Project,
5. Year 2045 with Event Weekday without the proposed Project, and

As such, each standby generators would operate for 2 hours per day during 24 days per year (twice a

6. Year 2045 with Event Weekday with the proposed Project.

month) for a total of not more than 50 hours per year. Each standby generator would be tested during
Details of each of the above scenarios are provided in Section 4.12 and in Appendix O.

different days; if needed for emergency operation, both generators would operate up to 2 hours each and
could occur simultaneously.

Backup Generators
To assure the ability to allow ATS trains to reach the nearest stations to offload riders in the event of loss

4.7.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

of electrical supply, each PDS substation will be equipped with backup power generators. The proposed

4.7.4.1

Project would include up to two stationary standby generators, on at each of the PDS substations, with an

International and Federal

International Governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)

estimated total capacity rated at approximately 4,000 kilowatts (kW) to provide emergency power
primarily for ATS train operation, lighting, and other emergency systems. Emergency generator emissions
were calculated based on compliance with applicable federal emissions standards and compliance with
SCAQMD Rule

1470 39

(Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other

Compression Ignition Engines) mandated emission limits and operating hour constraints.

In 1988, the United Nations and the World Meteorological Organization established the IPCC to assess
“the scientific, technical and socioeconomic information relevant to understanding the scientific basis of
risk of human-induced climate change, its potential impacts, and options for adaption and mitigation.”
The initial task for the IPCC was to prepare a comprehensive review and recommendations with respect
to the state of knowledge of the science of climate change; the social and economic impact of climate

A standby internal combustion engine (ICE) greater than 50 brake horsepower (bhp) or gas turbine for

change, and possible response strategies and elements for inclusion in a possible future international

nonutility power generation that does not operate more than 200 hours a year and is only operated in the

convention on climate. Since its inception, the IPCC has delivered five comprehensive scientific reports

event of an emergency power failure or for routine testing and maintenance is considered an emergency

about climate change, with the latest (the Fifth Assessment Report) released in four parts between

backup generator for power generation. The SCAQMD allows for the use of backup generators thru specific

September 2013 and November 2014. 41

permits prior to installation. 40

Federal Clean Air Act
The proposed Project would implement the following operational equipment requirements and operation
protocols for operating backup generators. These would include the following:
x

GHGs are pollutants under the federal Clean Air Act (CAA), which the US Environmental Protection Agency

All backup generators would be selected from the SCAQMD certified generators list and meet
applicable federal standards for diesel emissions. For after-treatment of engine exhaust air, a diesel
particulate filter would be provided to meet the emission level requirements of SCAQMD;

39 SCAQMD, Rule 1470 - Requirements for Stationary Diesel-Fueled Internal Combustion and Other Compression Ignition
Engines.
40 SCAQMD, Permits, Emergency Generators. http://www.aqmd.gov/home/permits/emergency-generators. Accessed
September 21, 2021.
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(USEPA) must regulate if it determines they pose an endangerment to public health or welfare. 43 The Court
did not mandate that the USEPA enact regulations to reduce GHG emissions. Instead, the Court found that

41 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), Climate Change 2014-Mitigation of Climate Change, Working Group III
Contribution to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, 2014, p. 439.
42 Massachusetts v. Environmental Protection Agency, 127 S.Ct. 1438 (2007).
43 Perry W. Payne and Sara Rosenbaum, “Massachusetts et al. v Environmental Protection Agency: Implications for Public
Health Policy and Practice,” Public Health Reports 122 No. 6 (2007): 817–819,
https://doi.org/10.1177/003335490712200614. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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the USEPA could avoid taking action if it found that GHGs do not contribute to climate change or if it

estimated 85 percent of the total US GHG emissions from approximately 10,000 facilities are covered by

offered a “reasonable explanation” for not determining that GHGs contribute to climate change.

this rule.

On April 17, 2009, the USEPA issued a proposed finding that GHGs contribute to air pollution that may

Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse Gases under the CAA

endanger public health or welfare. On April 24, 2009, the proposed rule was published in the Federal
Register under Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2009-0171. 44 The USEPA Stated that high atmospheric levels
of GHGs “are the unambiguous result of human emissions and are very likely the cause of the observed

On December 7, 2009, USEPA adopted its Proposed Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for
Greenhouse Gases under Section 202(a) of the Compliance Certification Application (Endangerment
Finding). 48 These include:

increase in average temperatures and other climatic changes.” The USEPA further found that “atmospheric
concentrations of greenhouse gases endanger public health and welfare within the meaning of Section
202 of the Clean Air Act.” The final rule was effective on January 14,

2010. 45 While

x

Endangerment Finding: The Administrator finds that the current and projected concentrations of the
six key well-mixed GHGs—carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O),
hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)—in the
atmosphere threaten the public health and welfare of current and future generations.

x

Cause or Contribute Finding: The Administrator finds that the combined emissions of these well-mixed
GHGs from new motor vehicles and new motor vehicle engines contribute to the GHG pollution, which
threatens public health and welfare.

these findings alone

did not impose any requirements on industry or other entities, this action was a prerequisite to regulatory
actions by the EPA, including, but not limited to, GHG emissions standards for lightǦduty vehicles.
In response, the USEPA promulgated a regulation to require reporting of all GHG emissions from all sectors
of the economy. The final rule applies to fossil fuel suppliers and industrial gas suppliers, direct greenhouse
gas emitters and manufacturers of heavy-duty and off-road vehicles and engines. The rule does not require
control of greenhouse gases; rather, it requires only that sources above certain threshold levels monitor
and report emissions. 46

These findings do not themselves impose any requirements on industry or other entities. However, this
action is a prerequisite to finalizing the proposed USEPA GHG standards for light-duty vehicles. These
standards were jointly proposed by USEPA and the Department of Transportation National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), and the final rule became effective January 14, 2010. In collaboration with

USEPA Actions

the NHTSA, USEPA finalized emission standards for light-duty vehicles (2012–2016 model years) in May
USEPA has taken the following actions to regulate, monitor, and potentially reduce GHG emissions.

2010 and for heavy-duty vehicles (2014–2018 model years) in August 2011. Furthermore, the agencies
finalized standards to extend the light-duty vehicle GHG National Program for model years 2017–2025.

Mandatory Greenhouse Gas Reporting Rule

The standards are estimated to cut GHG emissions from cars and light trucks in half by 2025, reducing
On September 22, 2009, the USEPA issued a rule for mandatory reporting of GHGs from large GHG
emissions sources in the United States. 47 In general, this national reporting requirement provides USEPA

emissions by 6 billion metric tons over the life of the program—more than the total amount of CO2 emitted
by the United States in 2010.

with accurate and timely GHG emissions data from facilities that emit 25,000 metric tons (MT) or more of
CO2 per year and allows the operators of these facilities to track their own emissions, compare them to
similar facilities, and aid in identifying cost-effective opportunities to reduce emissions in the future. An

Greenhouse Gases and Fuel Efficiency Standards
Passenger Cars and Light-Duty Trucks
In October 2012, the USEPA and NHTSA finalized the second phase of a coordinated National Program to
establish GHG standards and Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) standards for new model years 2017

44 Federal Register, Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse Gases Under Section 202(a) of the Clean
Air Act, https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2009/12/15/E9-29537/endangerment-and-cause-or-contributefindings-for-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a-of-the-clean. Accessed September 21, 2021.
45 United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse
Gases under the Section 202(a) of the Clean Air Act, https://www.epa.gov/climate-change/endangerment-and-cause-orcontribute-findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a. Accessed September 21, 2021.
46 Federal Register, Mandatory Reporting of Greenhouse Gases, https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2009-10-30/pdf/E923315.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
47 United States Environmental Protection Agency, Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program (GHGRP),
https://www.epa.gov/ghgreporting/additional-information-2009-proposed-rule. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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through 2021 passenger cars, light-duty trucks, and medium-duty passenger vehicles, and issued

48 United States Environmental Protection Agency, Endangerment and Cause or Contribute Findings for Greenhouse Gases
under the Section 202(a) of the Clean Air Act, https://www.epa.gov/climate-change/endangerment-and-cause-orcontribute-findings-greenhouse-gases-under-section-202a. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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standards for model year 2022 through 2025 following direction from the Obama Administration. 49 The

following provisions: Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) (Section 202), Appliance and Lighting Efficiency

agencies developed the second phase of the coordinated National Program for GHG emissions and fuel

Standards (Sections 301–325) and Building Energy Efficiency (Sections 411–441). The Act includes

efficiency standards following the successful adoption of the first phase for model year 2012-2016 light-

standards for general service lighting that will require lightbulbs to consume 60 percent less energy by

duty vehicles in April 2010. Under the second phase standards, CO2 emission limits would decrease from

2020. This standard is leading to the phasing out of incandescent lightbulbs to be replaced by more

250 grams per mile (g/mi) in model year 2016 to 163 g/mi in model year 2025 for a combined fleet of cars

efficient lighting. Additional provisions of the Act address energy savings in government and public

and light trucks, equivalent to 54.5 mpg if this level were achieved solely through fuel efficiency

institutions, promote research for alternative energy, carbon capture, and international energy programs,

improvements. If all of the necessary emission reductions were made from fuel economy improvements,

and create green jobs.

then the standards would correspond to a combined fuel economy of 40.3-41 mpg in 2021 for the first
phase of NHTSA rulemaking action and 48.7-49.7 mpg in 2025 for the second phase. In March 2020, the

Energy Independence and Security Act

Trump Administration issued the Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles Rule for Model Years 2021-

The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (EISA) facilitates the reduction of national GHG

2026 Passenger Cars and Light Trucks (SAFE Vehicles Rule), setting fuel economy and carbon dioxide

emissions by requiring the following:

standards that increase 1.5 percent in stringency each year from model years 2021 through 2026. 50

x

Increasing the supply of alternative fuel sources by setting a mandatory RFS that requires fuel
producers to use at least 36 billion gallons of biofuel in 2022;

x

Prescribing or revising standards affecting regional efficiency for heating and cooling products,
procedures for new or amended standards, energy conservation, energy efficiency labeling for
consumer electronic products, residential boiler efficiency, electric motor efficiency, and home
appliances;

x

Requiring approximately 25 percent greater efficiency for light bulbs by phasing out incandescent light
bulbs between 2012 and 2014; requiring approximately 200 percent greater efficiency for light bulbs,
or similar energy savings, by 2020; and

x

While superseded by USEPA and NHTSA actions described above, (i) establishing miles per gallon
targets for cars and light trucks and (ii) directing the NHTSA to establish a fuel economy program for
medium- and heavy-duty trucks and create a separate fuel economy standard for trucks.

Medium- and Heavy-Duty Engines and Vehicles
In October 2016, the USEPA and NHTSA announced a comprehensive Phase 2 Heavy-Duty (HD) National
Program to reduce GHG emissions and to improve fuel efficiency for medium- and heavy-duty vehicles
through model year 2027, with interim standards for model years 2021 and 2024. 51 The agencies
developed the second phase of the HD National Program following the early success of and broad support
for the first phase National Program for model years 2014-2018 new medium and heavy-duty vehicles in
August 2011, which set to reduce GHG emissions by 270 million metric tons and oil consumption by 530
million barrels over the life of the affected vehicles. On October 17, 2017, USEPA announced it would
revisit these standards; however, no changes to the 2016 standards have been made as of October 2020.

Federal Energy Policy and Conservation Acts
The Federal Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975, the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005, and the

Additional provisions of EISA address energy savings in government and public institutions, promote

Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 require the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) to set

research for alternative energy, additional research in carbon capture, international energy programs, and

electrical efficiency standards for various appliances, fixtures, and equipment. Specifically, the Energy

the creation of “green jobs.” 52

Independence and Security Act of 2007 includes standards for an increased CAFE standard of 35 miles per
gallon (mpg) for the combined fleet of cars and light trucks by the 2020 model year, in addition to the
49 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), Regulations for Emissions from Vehicles and Engines, “Final Rule for Model
Year 2017 and Later Light-Duty Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards,”
October 15, 2012, https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-10-15/pdf/2012-21972.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
50 National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, “The Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles Rule for Model Years
2021–2026 Passenger Cars and Light Trucks,” https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2020/04/30/2020-06967/thesafer-affordable-fuel-efficient-safe-vehicles-rule-for-model-years-2021-2026-passenger-cars-and. Accessed September 21,
2021.
51 USEPA, Regulations for Emissions from Vehicles and Engines, “Final Rule for Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Fuel Efficiency
Standards for Medium- and Heavy-Duty Engines and Vehicles - Phase 2,” October 25, 2016,
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2016-10-25/pdf/2016-21203.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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52 A green job, as defined by the United States Department of Labor, is a job in business that produces goods or provides
services that benefit the environment or conserve natural resources
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4.7.4.2

State Regulations and Directives

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Plan work in tandem with one another. Other specific emission reduction measures included are the
Million Solar Roofs Program 56 and Assembly Bill (AB) 1493 (Pavley I), Vehicle Emissions: Greenhouse

Executive Orders

Gases, which establishes motor vehicle GHG emissions standards. 57 To avoid the potential for double-

Executive Order S-03-05

counting emission reductions associated with AB 1493, the Climate Change Scoping Plan has modified the

Executive Order S-3-05, signed by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger and issued in June 2005, proclaimed

aggregate reduction expected from the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to 9.1 percent. CARB released a draft

that California is vulnerable to the impacts of climate change. 53 It declared that increased temperatures

version of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard in October 2008. The final regulation was approved by the Office

could reduce the Sierra snowpack, further exacerbate California’s air quality problems, and potentially

of Administrative Law and filed with the Secretary of State on January 12, 2010; the Low Carbon Fuel

cause a rise in sea levels. To combat those concerns, the Executive Order established the following total

Standard became effective on the same day.

GHG emission targets:

Executive Order B-30-15
x
x
x

By 2010, reduce GHG emissions to 2000 levels;
By 2020, reduce GHG emissions to 1990 levels; and
By 2050, reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels.

Executive Order B-30-15, signed by Governor Edmund Gerald “Jerry” Brown and issued on April 29, 2015,
established a new Statewide policy goal to reduce GHG emissions to 40 percent below their 1990 levels
by 2030. Furthering advancing the targets of AB 32, reducing GHG emissions by 40 percent below 1990

Executive Order S-3-05 also created the California Climate Action Team (CAT), an initiative of the Office of

levels in 2030, and by 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050 (consistent with Executive Order S-3-05),

the Governor comprised of members from 14 State agencies, in order to coordinate climate policy and

aligns with scientifically established levels needed to limit global warming to less than 2 degrees Celsius. 58

meeting agency targets at the State level. CAT has identified strategies that integrate transportation and
land-use decisions, termed “smart land use.” Such strategies generally encourage jobs/housing proximity,

Executive Order N-79-20

promote transit-oriented development (TOD), and encourage high-density residential/commercial

On September 23, 2020, Governor Gavin Newsom issued Executive Order N-79-20 which relates to issues

development along transit corridors. These strategies develop more efficient land-use patterns within

surrounding GHG emissions generated from vehicular transportation and fossil fuel production in

each jurisdiction or region to match population increases, workforce, and socioeconomic needs for the

California. This Executive Order builds on previous orders issued by former Governor Jerry Brown in 2012

full spectrum of the population. “Intelligent transportation systems” is the application of advanced

and 2018, which set state goals, respectively of 1.5 million zero-emission vehicles by 2025 and 5 million

technology systems and management strategies to improve operational efficiency of transportation

zero-emission vehicles by 2030. Executive Order N-79-20 sets the following goals in addition to current

systems and the movement of people, goods, and service. 54

state goals:

Executive Order S-01-07

x

100 percent of in-state sales of new passenger cars and trucks will be zero-emission by 2035;

Executive Order S-1-07, the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (issued on January 18, 2007), requires a reduction

x

100 percent of medium- and heavy-duty vehicles in the State will be zero-emission by 2045 for all
operations where feasible and by 2035 for drayage trucks; and

x

100 percent zero-emission off-road vehicles and equipment by 2035 where feasible. 59

of at least 10 percent in the carbon intensity of California’s transportation fuels by 2020. 55 Regulatory
proceedings and implementation of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard have been directed to CARB. CARB has
identified the Low Carbon Fuel Standard as a discrete early action item in the adopted Climate Change
Scoping Plan (discussed below). CARB expects the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to achieve the minimum 10
percent reduction goal; however, many of the early action items outlined in the Climate Change Scoping

53 California Office of the Governor, California Executive Order S-3-05, June 1, 2005.
54 California Environmental Protection Agency, Climate Action Team Report to Governor Schwarzenegger and the Legislature
(March 2006), 58, http://s3-us-west-2.amazonaws.com/ucldc-nuxeo-ref-media/0bdec21c-ca2b-4f4d-9e11-35935ac4cf5f,
Accessed September 21, 2021.
55 Office of the Governor, Executive Order S-01-07, (January 18, 2007), https://climateactionnetwork.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2011/06/eos0107.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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56 US Department of Energy, “Laying the Foundation for Solar America: The Million Solar Roofs Initiative” (October 2016),
https://www.nrel.gov/docs/fy07osti/40483.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
57 The standards enacted in Pavley I are the first GHG standards in the nation for passenger vehicles and took effect for
model years starting in 2009 to 2016. Pavley I could potentially result in 27.7 million metric tons CO2e reduction in 2020.
Pavley II will cover model years 2017 to 2025 and potentially result in an additional reduction of 4.1 million metric tons
CO2e.
58 California Office of the Governor, Governor Brown Established Most Ambitious Greenhouse Gas Reduction Target in North
America, (April 29, 2015), https://www.ca.gov/archive/gov39/2015/04/29/news18938/index.html. Accessed September
21, 2021.
59 California Office of the Governor, Executive Order N-79-20, Available: https://www.gov.ca.gov/wpcontent/uploads/2020/09/9.23.20-EO-N-79-20-Climate.pdf. Accessed September 21, 2021.
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Assembly Bill 32, California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006

Senate Bill 375, Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act

AB 32, the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, required a sharp reduction of GHG emissions to 1990

SB 375, signed into law in September 2008, aligns regional transportation planning efforts, regional GHG

levels by 2020. To achieve these goals, AB 32 mandated that CARB establish a quantified emissions cap

reduction targets, and land use and housing allocations. 63 The act requires metropolitan planning

and institute a schedule to meet the cap; implement regulations to reduce Statewide GHG emissions from

organizations (MPOs) to adopt a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) or Alternative Planning Strategy

stationary sources consistent with the California Climate Action Team strategies; and develop tracking,

(APS) that prescribes land use allocation in that MPO’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). CARB, in

reporting, and enforcement mechanisms to ensure that reductions are achieved. To reach the reduction

consultation with MPOs, provided regional reduction targets for GHGs for the years 2020 and 2035.

targets, AB 32 required CARB to adopt—in an open, public process—rules and regulations that achieve
the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective GHG reductions.

Assembly Bill 197 and Senate Bill 32: Statewide Reductions in GHG Emissions

Senate Bill X1-2: 2020 Renewable Portfolio Standard
On April 12, 2011, California Governor Jerry Brown signed SB X1-2. 64 This bill supersedes the 33 percent
by RPS created by Executive Order S-14-08, previously signed by Governor Schwarzenegger. The RPS

On September 8, 2016, Governor Brown signed AB 197, which requires CARB to approve a Statewide GHG

required that all retail suppliers of electricity in California serve 33 percent of their load with renewable

emissions limit equivalent to the Statewide GHG emission level in 1990 to be achieved by 2030. AB 197

energy by 2020. A number of significant changes are made in SB X1-2. It extends application of the RPS to

requires the CARB to prepare and approve a scoping plan for achieving the maximum technologically

all electric retailers in the State, including municipal and public utilities, and community choice

feasible and cost-effective reductions in GHG emissions. The bill became effective on January 1, 2017.

aggregators.

On September 8, 2016, Governor Brown also signed Senate Bill (SB) 32, which extends AB 32 another 10

SB X1-2 creates a three-stage compliance period for electricity providers to meet renewable energy goals:

years to 2030 and updates the State’s objectives. SB 32 calls for Statewide reductions in GHG emissions to

20 percent of retail sales must be renewable energy products by 2013, 25 percent of retail sales must be

40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. The bill became effective on January 1, 2017. 60

renewable energy products by 2016, and 33 percent of retail sales must be renewable energy products by
2020. The 33 percent level must be maintained in the years that follow. This three-stage compliance period

Assembly Bill 1493 – Pavley

requires the RPS to be met increasingly with renewable energy that is supplied to the California grid and

Enacted on July 22, 2002, the California's Greenhouse Gas Vehicle Emission Standards under Assembly Bill

is located within or directly proximate to California. SB X1-2 mandates that renewables from this category

1493 of 2002 61 required CARB to develop and adopt regulations that reduce GHGs emitted by passenger

make up:

vehicles and light-duty trucks. Regulations adopted by CARB apply to 2009 through 2016 vehicles. CARB

x

At least 50 percent for the 2011–2013 compliance period;

by an estimated 18 percent in 2020 and by 27 percent in 2030. In 2011, the U.S. Department of

x

At least 65 percent for the 2014–2016 compliance period; and

Transportation, USEPA, and State of California announced a single timeframe for proposing fuel and

x

At least 75 percent for 2016 and beyond.

estimated that the regulation would reduce GHG emissions from the light-duty and passenger vehicle fleet

economy standards, thereby aligning the Pavley standards with the federal standards for passenger cars

SB X1-2 sets rules for the use of Renewable Energy Credits (RECs) as follows:

and light-duty trucks. 62 Emission estimates included in this analysis account for the Pavley standards.

60 California Legislative Information, Senate Bill No. 32,
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160SB32. Accessed September 22, 2021.
61 CARB, California's Greenhouse Gas Vehicle Emission Standards under Assembly Bill 1493 of 2002 (Pavley),
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/californias-greenhouse-gas-vehicle-emission-standards-under-assembly-bill-1493-2002-pavley.
Accessed September 22, 2021.
62 U.S. Department of Transportation, “EPA, DOT and California Align Timeframe for Next Generation of Clean Cars,” April 18,
2012, available at https://www.transportation.gov/briefing-room/epa-dot-and-california-align-timeframe-proposingstandards-next-generation-clean-cars. Accessed September 22, 2021.
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x

Establishes a cap of no more than 25 percent unbundled RECs going toward the RPS between 2011
and 2013, 15 percent from 2014 to 2016, and 10 percent thereafter;

x

Does not allow for the grandfathering of tradable REC contracts executed before 2010, unless the
contract was (or is) approved by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC);

63 California Legislative Information, Senate Bill No. 375,
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200720080SB375. Accessed September 22, 2021.
64 California Energy Commission, Renewable Portfolio Standard, http://www.energy.ca.gov/portfolio. Accessed September 22,
2021.
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x

Allows banking of RECs for 3 years only; and

CEQA Guidelines

x

Allows energy service providers, community choice aggregators, and investor-owned utilities with
60,000 or fewer customers to use 100 percent RECs to meet the RPS.

CEQA Guidelines section 15064.4 addresses the significance of GHG emissions, directing that a lead agency
shall make a “good-faith effort” to “describe, calculate or estimate” GHG emissions in CEQA environmental

SB X1-2 also eliminates the Market Price Referent, which was a benchmark to assess the above-market

documents. 68 Section 15064.4 further states that the analysis of GHG impacts should include

costs of RPS contracts based on the long-term ownership, operating, and fixed-price fuel costs for a new

consideration of (1) the extent to which the project may increase or reduce GHG emissions, (2) whether

500-megawatt (mW) natural-gas-fired, combined-cycle gas turbine.

the project GHG emissions would exceed a threshold of significance that the lead agency determines
applies to the project, and (3) the extent to which the project would comply with “regulations or

Senate Bill 350: Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act

requirements adopted to implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reduction or mitigation of

SB 350, the Clean Energy and Pollution Reduction Act of 2015, was signed on October 7 of that year. 65 SB

greenhouse gas emissions.”

350 implements some of the goals of Executive Order B-30-15 described above. The objectives of SB 350
are: (1) to increase the procurement of our electricity from renewable sources from 33 percent to 50
percent; and (2) to double the energy efficiency savings in electricity and natural gas final end uses of retail
customers through energy efficiency and conservation. 66

The CEQA Guidelines focus on the effects of GHG emissions as cumulative impacts, and direct that they
should be analyzed in the context of CEQA’s requirements for cumulative impact analysis. 69 CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.4 states that “the lead agency should focus its analysis on the reasonably
foreseeable incremental contribution of the project’s emissions to the effects of climate change. A
project’s incremental contribution may be cumulatively considerable even if it appears relatively small

Senate Bill 1078 and Senate Bill 107
Established in 2002 under SB 1078, the California Renewables Portfolio Standards (RPS) were accelerated
in 2006 under SB 107, which required that, by 2010, at least 20 percent of electricity retail sales come
from renewable sources. In April 2016, the CEC updated the RPS pursuant to SB 350, intended to set the
new target 50 percent renewables by 2030. 67

compared to statewide, national, or global emissions. The agency’s analysis should consider a timeframe
that is appropriate for the project. The agency’s analysis also must reasonably reflect evolving scientific
knowledge and state regulatory schemes.” The CEQA Guidelines also establish that a project’s incremental
contribution to a cumulative effect is not cumulatively considerable if the project will comply with the
requirements in a previously approved plan or mitigation program (including plans or regulations for the
reduction of GHG emissions) that provides specific requirements that will avoid or substantially lessen the

Senate Bill 97
SB 97, signed in August 2007, acknowledged that climate change is an environmental issue requiring
analysis under CEQA. This bill directed the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to prepare,

cumulative problem within the geographic area in which the project is located (CEQA Guidelines section
15064(h)(3)).

develop, and transmit to the CNRA guidelines for the feasible mitigation of GHG emissions or the effects

The CEQA Guidelines do not require or recommend a specific analytical methodology or provide

of GHG emissions, as required by CEQA, no later than July 1, 2009. SB 97 required the CNRA to certify or

quantitative criteria for determining the significance of GHG emissions, nor do they set a numerical

adopt those guidelines by January 1, 2010. On December 30, 2009, the Natural Resources Agency adopted

threshold of significance for GHG emissions. Guideline 15064.7(c) clarifies that in adopting or using

amendments to the CEQA Guidelines. The CEQA Guidelines amendments provide guidance to public

thresholds of significance, a lead agency may appropriately consider thresholds developed by other public

agencies regarding the analysis and mitigation of the effects of GHG emissions in draft CEQA documents.

agencies, or recommended by experts, provided the decision of the lead agency to adopt such thresholds

The amendments became effective March 18, 2010.

is supported by substantial evidence.

65 California Legislative Information, Senate Bill No. 350,
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160SB350. Accessed September 22, 2021.
66 Senate Bill 350 (2015–2016 Reg, Session) Stats 2015, ch. 547.
67 California Energy Commission, Enforcement Procedures for the Renewables Portfolio Standards for Local Publicly Owned
Electric Utilities: Amended Regulations, http://www.energy.ca.gov/2016publications/CEC-300-2016-002/CEC-300-2016002-CMF.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.

68 California Natural Resources Agency, CEQA Guidelines Amendments, Sections 15064.4, 15183.5, 15364.5. Available:
http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/2018_CEQA_FINAL_TEXT_122818.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
69 California Natural Resources Agency, Final Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action, December 2009, pp. 20-26.
Available: http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/Final_Statement_of_Reasons.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
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When GHG emissions are found to be significant, CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4(c) includes the

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

x

Lead agencies may rely on plans prepared pursuant to section 15183.5 (Plans for the Reduction of
Greenhouse Gases) in evaluating a project’s greenhouse gas emissions.

x

In determining the significance of a project’s impacts, the lead agency may consider a project’s
consistency with the state’s long-term climate goals or strategies, provided that substantial evidence
supports the agency’s analysis of how those goals or strategies address the project’s incremental
contribution to climate change and its conclusion that the project’s incremental contribution is
consistent with those plans, goals, or strategies.

x

The lead agency has discretion to select the model or methodology it considers most appropriate to
enable decision makers to intelligently take into account the project’s incremental contribution to
climate change. The lead agency must support its selection of a model or methodology with
substantial evidence. The lead agency should explain the limitations of the particular model or
methodology selected for use.

following direction on measures to mitigate GHG emissions:
Consistent with section 15126.4(a), lead agencies shall consider feasible means, supported by substantial
evidence and subject to monitoring or reporting, of mitigating the significant effects of greenhouse gas
emissions. Measures to mitigate the significant effects of greenhouse gas emissions may include, among
others:
1. Measures in an existing plan or mitigation program for the reduction of emissions that are required
as part of the lead agency’s decision;
2. Reductions in emissions resulting from a project through implementation of project features,
project design, or other measures;
3. Off-site measures, including offsets that are not otherwise required, to mitigate a project’s
emissions;

Senate Bill 862 (Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program)
The Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) was created by SB 862 (Chapter 36, Statutes of 2014)

4. Measures that sequester greenhouse gases; and

and modified by Senate Bill 9 (Chapter 710, Statutes of 2015) to provide grants from the Greenhouse Gas

5. In the case of the adoption of a plan, such as a general plan, long range development plan, or plans
for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, mitigation may include the identification of specific
measures that may be implemented on a project-by project basis. Mitigation may also include the
incorporation of specific measures or policies found in an adopted ordinance or regulation that
reduces the cumulative effect of emissions.

Reduction Fund to fund transformative capital improvements that will modernize California’s intercity,
commuter, and urban rail systems, and bus and ferry transit systems to reduce emissions of greenhouse
gases by reducing congestion and vehicle miles traveled throughout California. The goal of the TIRCP is to
provide monies to fund transformative capital improvements that modernize California’s intercity rail, bus,
ferry, and rail transit systems to achieve the following objectives:

In late 2018, the CNRA finalized amendments to the CEQA Guidelines, including changes to CEQA

x

Reduction in greenhouse gas emissions;

approved by the Office of Administrative Law and filed with the Secretary of State. The amendments

x

Expand and improve rail service to increase ridership;

became effective on December 28, 2018. The revision of CEQA Guidelines section 15064.4 clarified several

x

Integrate the rail service of the State’s various rail operations, including integration with the highspeed rail system; and

x

Improve safety

Guidelines section 15064.4, which addresses the analysis of GHG emissions. The amendments were

points, including the following:
x

Lead agencies must analyze the GHG emissions of proposed projects.

x

The focus of the lead agency’s analysis should be on the project’s effect on climate change, rather
than simply focusing on the quantity of emissions and how that quantity of emissions compares to
statewide or global emissions.

x

The impacts analysis of GHG emissions is global in nature and thus should be considered in a broader
context. A project’s incremental contribution may be cumulatively considerable even if it appears
relatively small compared to statewide, national, or global emissions.

The Scoping Plan proposed a “comprehensive set of actions designed to reduce overall carbon GHG

x

Lead agencies should consider a timeframe for the analysis that is appropriate for the project.

reduction actions, including direct regulations; alternative compliance mechanisms; monetary and

x

A lead agency’s analysis must reasonably reflect evolving scientific knowledge and state regulatory
schemes.
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Climate Change Scoping Plan
CARB approved a Climate Change Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan) on December 11, 2008, as required by AB 32.
emissions in California, improve our environment, reduce our dependence on oil, diversify our energy
sources, save energy, create new jobs, and enhance public health.” 70 The Scoping Plan had a range of GHG

70 CARB, Climate Change Scoping Plan: A Framework for Change,
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/document/adopted_scoping_plan.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
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nonmonetary incentives; voluntary actions; market-based mechanisms, such as a cap-and-trade system;

The 2017 Scoping Plan76 advises that absent conformity with a qualified GHG reduction plan, projects

and an AB 32 implementation regulation to fund the program.

should incorporate all feasible GHG reduction measures and that achieving “no net additional increase in
GHG emissions, resulting in no contribution to GHG impacts, is an appropriate overall objective for new

The Scoping Plan called for a “coordinated set of strategies” to address all major categories of GHG

development.”

emissions. 71 Transportation emissions were to be addressed through a combination of higher standards
for vehicle fuel economy, implementation of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, 72 and greater consideration
to reducing trip length and generation through land use planning and transit-oriented development.
Buildings, land use, and industrial operations were encouraged and, sometimes, required to implement
energy efficiency practices. Utility energy supplies will change to include more renewable energy sources
through implementation of the Renewables Portfolio Standard. This will be complemented with emphasis
on local generation, including rooftop photovoltaics and solar hot water installations. Additionally, the
Scoping Plan emphasized opportunities for households and businesses to save energy and money through

Cap-and-Trade Program
AB 32 established the goal of reducing GHG emissions Statewide to 1990 levels by 2020. To help achieve
this goal, CARB adopted a regulation to establish a cap-and-trade program that places a “cap” on the
aggregate GHG emissions from entities responsible for roughly 85 percent of the State’s GHG emissions.
As part of the cap-and-trade program, CARB conducts quarterly auctions where it sells emission
allowances. Revenues from the sale of these allowances fund projects that support the goals of AB 32,
including transit and rail investments.

increasing energy efficiency. It indicated that substantial savings of electricity and natural gas would be
accomplished through improving energy efficiency.

On October 20, 2011, CARB’s board adopted the final cap-and-trade regulation; the program began on
January 1, 2012. The scope of GHG emission sources subject to cap-and-trade in the first compliance

CARB updated the Scoping Plan in May 2014 (2014 Scoping Plan). The 2014 Scoping Plan 73 adjusted the
1990 GHG emissions levels to 431 million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MMTCO2e); the
updated 2020 GHG emissions forecast is 509 MMTCO2e, which credited for certain GHG emission
reduction measures already in place (e.g., the RPS). The 2014 Scoping Plan also recommended a 40
percent reduction in GHG emissions from 1990 levels by 2030, and a 60 percent reduction in GHG

period (2013–2014) included all electricity generated and imported into California, and large industrial
facilities emitting more than 25,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MTCO2e) per year (e.g., oil
refineries and cement manufacturers). The scope of GHG emission sources subjected to cap-and-trade
during the second compliance period (2015– 2017) expands to include distributors of transportation fuels
(including gasoline and diesel), natural gas, and other fuels.

emissions from 1990 levels by 2040.

California Advanced Clean Cars/Zero Emission Vehicle Program
The 2017 Scoping Plan, 74 approved on December 14, 2017, builds on previous programs, and takes aim at
the 2030 target established by the SB 32, which is further discussed below. The 2017 Scoping Plan outlines
options to meet California’s aggressive goals to reduce GHGs by 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. In
addition, the plan incorporates the State’s updated RPS requiring utilities to procure 50 percent of their
electricity from renewable energy sources by 2030. It also raises the State’s Low Carbon Fuel Standard 75
and aims to reduce emissions of methane and hydrofluorocarbons by 40 percent from 2013 levels by 2030
and emissions of black carbon by 50 percent from 2013 levels.

In 2012, CARB approved the Advanced Clean Cars (ACC) program, a new emissions-control program for
vehicle model years 2017–2025. The program combines the control of smog, soot, and GHGs with
requirements for greater number of zero-emission vehicles. By 2025, when the rules will be fully
implemented, automobiles will emit 34 percent fewer global warming gases and 75 percent fewer smog
forming emissions. 77

California Energy Commission
California Building Energy Efficiency Standards (Title 24, Part 6)
California’s Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and Nonresidential Buildings, found in Title 24, Part

71 CARB, Climate Change Scoping Plan, p. ES-7.
72 Office of the Governor, Executive Order S-01-07, (January 18, 2007), https://www.arb.ca.gov/fuels/lcfs/eos0107.pdf.
Accessed September 22, 2021.
73 CARB, First Update to the Climate Change Scoping Plan: Building on the Framework (May 2014).
74 CARB, California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan, https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping_plan_2017.pdf.
Accessed September 22, 2021.
75 Office of the Governor, Executive Order S-01-07, (January 18, 2007), https://www.arb.ca.gov/fuels/lcfs/eos0107.pdf.
Accessed September 22, 2021.
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6 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) and commonly referred to as “Title 24,” were established in

76 California Air Resources Board, 2017. California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan. pp. 100-101.Available:
www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping_plan_2017.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
77 CARB, The Advanced Clean Cars Program, (January 18, 2017), https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/acc/acc.htm. Accessed
September 22, 2021.
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1978 in response to a legislative mandate to reduce California’s energy consumption. Title 24 requires the

operating efficiency and other cost-effective measures to promote the use of energy- and water-efficient

design of building shells and components to conserve energy. The standards are updated periodically to

appliances. 81

allow consideration and possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and methods. 78
An update to Title 24 was adopted by the CEC on April 23, 2008. The 2008 Title 24 standards applied to

4.7.4.3

Regional

Southern California Association of Governments

building permits for which an application was submitted on or after January 1, 2010. The CEC adopted the
changes made in 2008 to the Building Energy Efficiency Standards to respond to the mandates of AB 32

SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

and to pursue California energy policy that energy efficiency is the resource of first choice for meeting

SCAG is the MPO for Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Imperial Counties and

California’s energy needs. The CEC adopted the Title 24 standards as well as the 2019 Title 24 standards,

serves as a forum for the discussion of regional issues related to transportation, the economy, community

which became effective on January 1, 2020, and are applicable to the proposed Project. 79

development, and the environment. As the federally designated MPO for the Southern California region,
SCAG is mandated by the federal government to research and develop plans for transportation, hazardous

California Green Building Standards (Title 24, Part 11)

waste management, and air quality. Pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 40460(b), 82

The California Green Building Standards Code, which is Part 11 of the CCR, is commonly referred to as the

SCAG has the responsibility for preparing and approving the portions of the AQMP relating to regional

CALGreen Code. 80 The 2008 edition, the first edition of the CALGreen Code, contained only voluntary

demographic projections and integrated regional land use, housing, employment, and transportation

standards. The 2010 CALGreen Code contains mandatory requirements for State-regulated buildings and

programs, measures, and strategies. SCAG is also responsible under the CAA for determining conformity

structures throughout California beginning on January 1, 2011. The 2010 CALGreen Code contains

of transportation projects, plans, and programs with applicable air quality plans.

requirements for construction site selection, stormwater control during construction, construction waste
reduction, indoor water use reduction, material selection, natural resource conservation, site irrigation
conservation, and more. The 2010 CALGreen Code provides for design options, allowing the designer to
determine how best to achieve compliance for a given site or building condition. The 2010 CALGreen Code
also requires building commissioning, which is a process for verification that all building systems, such as
heating and cooling equipment and lighting systems, are functioning at their maximum efficiency.

With regard to GHG emissions, SCAG has prepared and adopted the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS, 83 which includes
a Sustainable Communities Strategy that addresses regional development and growth forecasts. The SCAG
2020–2045 RTP/SCS is a long-range visioning plan that balances future mobility and housing needs with
economic, environmental, and public health goals, with a specific goal of achieving an 8 percent reduction
in passenger vehicle GHG emissions on a per capita basis by 2020, 19 percent reduction by 2035, and 21
percent reduction by 2040 compared to the 2005 level.

The most current version of the CALGreen building code went into effect in January 2020. The purpose is
to establish minimum standards to safeguard the public health, safety, and general welfare through
structural strength, means of egress facilities, and general stability by regulating and controlling the design,
construction, quality of materials, outdoor lighting standards, use and occupancy, location, and
maintenance of all building and structures within its jurisdiction.

South Coast Air Quality Management District
Policy on Global Warming and Stratospheric Ozone Depletion and General Guidance
In October 2008, the SCAQMD released draft guidance regarding interim CEQA GHG significance
thresholds. SCAQMD proposed the use of a percent emission reduction target to determine significance

California Appliance Efficiency Regulations (Title 20, Sections 1601 through 1608)

for commercial/residential projects that emit greater than 3,000 MT of GHG per year. On December 5,

The 2016 Appliance Efficiency Regulations, adopted by the CEC, include standards for new appliances,
equipment, and lighting sold or offered for sale in California. These standards include minimum levels of

78 California Energy Commission, 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards, https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-andtopics/programs/building-energy-efficiency-standards/2019-building-energy-efficiency. Accessed September 22, 2021.
79 See California Energy Commission, 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards for additional information.
80 California Buildings Standards Commission, California Green Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 11),
http://www.bsc.ca.gov/Home/CALGreen.aspx. Accessed September 22, 2021.
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81 California Energy Commission, 2016 Appliance Efficiency Regulations, http://www.energy.ca.gov/2017publications/CEC400-2017-002/CEC-400-2017-002.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
82 California Health and Safety Code, Division 26. Air Resources, PART 3. Air Pollution Control Districts, Chapter 5.5. South
Coast Air Quality Management District, ARTICLE 5. Plan, Section 40460(b).
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=40460.&lawCode=HSC. Accessed
September 22, 2021.
83 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx, Accessed September 22, 2021.
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2008, the SCAQMD Governing Board adopted the staff proposal for an interim GHG significance threshold

General Plan

for stationary source/industrial projects where SCAQMD is the Lead Agency. 84

The Inglewood General Plan includes the following elements: Land Use, Circulation, Safety, Noise, Housing,
Open Space, Conservation, and Environmental Justice.

However, SCAQMD has yet to adopt a GHG significance threshold for land use development projects (e.g.,
residential/commercial projects). While it formed a GHG Significance Threshold Working Group to

Land Use Element

evaluate potential GHG significance thresholds, it failed to reach consensus; as a result, the SCAQMD has
never adopted a formal threshold of significance.

The following goal from the Land Use Element 87 of the City General Plan are relevant to air pollutant
emissions.

SCAQMD adopted a “Policy on Global Warming and Stratospheric Ozone Depletion” on April 6, 1990. 85

Circulation Goal:

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the
region.

Circulation Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier free
for the handicapped.

The policy commits the SCAQMD to consider global impacts in rulemaking and in drafting revisions to the
Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). In March 1992, the SCAQMD Governing Board reaffirmed this
policy and adopted amendments to the policy to include the following directives:
x

Phase out the use and corresponding emissions of chlorofluorocarbons, methyl chloroform (1,1,1trichloroethane or TCA), carbon tetrachloride, and halons by December 1995;

x

Phase out the large quantity use and corresponding emissions of hydrochlorofluorocarbons by the
year 2000;

x

Develop recycling regulations for hydrochlorofluorocarbons (e.g., SCAQMD Rules 1411 and 1415);

x

Develop an emissions inventory and control strategy for methyl bromide; and

The City’s General Plan Conservation Element addresses the conservation, development, and use of
natural resources. 88 Five specific areas of conservation and/or protection that are identified in the
Conservation Element include (1) oil and gas production, (2) water production and provision for domestic
use, (3) storm water runoff and wastewater, (4) hazardous waste and solid waste disposal, and (5) air
pollution. The Conservation Element notes the following pollution-reducing measures:

x

Support the adoption of a California GHG emission reduction goal.

x

Reducing volatile emissions from factories and refineries;

x

Reducing airborne particulate matter from factories and construction sites;

x

Reducing numbers of vehicles being driven while increasing the utilization of high occupancy vehicles
and alternative transportation;

climate change in CEQA analyses, including the evaluation of mitigation of GHG emissions from proposed

x

Requiring improvements to engine efficiency to decrease emissions; and

Projects and identifying significance thresholds options. The white paper addresses issues inherent in

x

Increasing the use of clean fuel vehicles.

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) Guidance

Conservation Element

CAPCOA published a white paper to provide a common platform of information and tools to address

establishing CEQA thresholds, evaluates tools, catalogues mitigation measures, and provides air districts
and lead agencies with options for incorporating climate change into their programs. 86

4.7.4.4

Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan
The City adopted an Energy and Climate Action Plan 89 (ECAP) in 2013 to guide Citywide GHG emissions

Local

reduction efforts. The ECAP established four primary compliance paths which projects may choose to

City of Inglewood

adhere to, including: ministerial and exempt project status, implementation of a combination of
sustainable development standards, performance-based compliance, or payment of an in-lieu fee. These

84 SCAQMD, Greenhouse Gases: CEQA Significance Thresholds, http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/ceqa/airquality-analysis-handbook/ghg-significance-thresholds. Accessed September 22, 2021.
85 SCAQMD, SCAQMD’s Historical Activity on Climate Change, http://www.aqmd.gov/nav/about/initiatives/climate-change.
Accessed September 22, 2021.
86 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association, CEQA & Climate Change: Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas
Emissions from Projects Subject to the California Environmental Quality Act, January 2008, Available:
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/03/CAPCOA-White-Paper.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
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87 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Land Use Element of the Inglewood
General Plan. January 1980. Amended September 14, 2016.
88 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), General Plan. January 1980.
89 City of Inglewood, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan, March 2013,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/148/Inglewood-Energy-and-Climate-Action-Plan-ECAP-Adopted2013-PDF.
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measures were developed on a points-based system, which were chosen because they have been
demonstrated by various studies to directly reduce GHG emissions or support changes in activities that

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

City Green Building Code
In December 2019, the Inglewood City Council approved Ordinance No. 20-05, which amended Chapter

lead to GHG emissions reductions. Each Climate-Ready Development Standard has a point value

11-2 of the Municipal Code. 90 As such, the City’s Green Building Code adopted by reference the 2019

associated with it that reflects its general effectiveness at reducing GHG emissions. The standards apply

CALGreen 91 and associated standards.

to various types of projects, and a qualifier is included denoting which types of projects may implement
the standard. Applicants have discretion regarding which measures that they would want their project to
comply with; however, for a project to be fully compliant with the goals of the ECAP it must incorporate
features meeting the standards sufficient to accrue a total of 20 points.

Envision Inglewood
The City, through Envision Inglewood, 92 is developing a comprehensive transportation infrastructure plan
and multimodal improvement program to connect the City’s activity centers directly to the regional Metro

The ECAP quantifies GHG reductions from the following five implementing strategies and actions:

Rail and Bus System, implement state-of-the-art transportation technologies and traffic demand
management strategies to improve both daily and event commutes, and overall traffic management,

x

x

x

x

x

Strategy 1: Lead by Example with Municipal Government Actions

reduce vehicular trips and enhance pedestrian, bike, and other transit amenities designed to improve air



Continue Building and Facility Energy Upgrades to reduce energy use

quality, and reduce overall greenhouse gas emissions, and support the economic revitalization already



Replace all City-owned street, park, and traffic lights with light-emitting diode (LED) lights

underway while simultaneously developing neighborhood protection programs.



Accelerate city vehicle fleet replacement



Continue commute trip reduction program



Planning for electric vehicle infrastructure

As noted in the City’s plan, 93 Inglewood is committed to providing world class transportation connections
to its new State-of-the-art sports and entertainment centers and is working diligently to define and
propose a last-mile fixed guideway transit connector. Mobility and direct transit access to the City’s new

Strategy 2: Increase Energy Efficiency

activity centers are critical top priorities, especially given local and regional goals to increase



Make commercial buildings more efficient

transportation choices, reduce greenhouse gas emissions, improve air quality and human health, and



Increase the energy efficiency of residential buildings

encourage sustainable development patterns.



Increase the energy efficiency of street and traffic lights

Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program

Strategy 3: Support Renewable Energy Generation


Remove barriers to renewable energy generation



Make renewable energy generation more affordable



Educate potential customers

The City applied for and received a Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Improvement Program (TIRCP) grant 94
from the California State Transportation Agency (CALSTA). The application required that the City
demonstrate the effectiveness to reduce GHG emissions using the TIRCP Benefits Calculator. 95 The CARB

Strategy 4: Improve Transportation Options and Manage Transportation Demand


Make roadways more efficient



Improve transit



Improve bicycle facilities

in CARB’s Co-Benefit Assessment Methodologies and utilizes motor vehicle emission factors (in grams per
mile) to estimate GHG emissions (reported as carbon dioxide or CO2 in metric tons). The emission factors



Make parking more efficient



Reduce commute trips



Encourage land use intensification and diversity

90 City of Inglewood, Municipal Code, Article 2, Section 11-2 California Building Code. Established. Ordinance No. 20-05
approved December 2019.
91 California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 24, Part 11 - CALGreen, 2019 California Green Building Standards Code, Effective
January 1, 2020.
92 City of Inglewood, Envision Inglewood. http://envisioninglewood.org/. Accessed September 22, 2021.
93 City of Inglewood, Envision Inglewood. http://envisioninglewood.org/. Accessed September 22, 2021.
94 City of Inglewood, Transit, and Intercity Rail Program (TIRCP) Application for the City of Inglewood Transit Connector
Project, January 16, 2020.
95 CALSTA, 2020 Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program Formal Draft Guidelines, TIRCP Quantification Methodology and
Calculator Tool, https://calsta.ca.gov/subject-areas/transit-intercity-rail-capital-prog. Accessed September 22, 2021.

Strategy 5: Reduce Consumption and Waste


Use less water



Produce less waste



Promote local food production

Meridian Consultants
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are based on the CARB’s EMFAC2017 96 emissions inventory model. Emission factors are based on

Table 4.7-2
California GHG Inventory 2011–2019

information associated with the Los Angeles County and the City within the South Coast Air Basin.
The goal of the TIRCP is to provide monies to fund transformative capital improvements that modernize
California’s intercity rail, bus, ferry, and rail transit systems to achieve the following objectives:
x

Reduction in greenhouse gas emissions;

x

Expand and improve rail service to increase ridership;

x

Integrate the rail service of the State’s various rail operations, including integration with the highspeed rail system; and

x

Improve safety.

4.7.5 EXISTING CONDITIONS
4.7.5.1

Existing Greenhouse Gas Emissions

In 2019, the United States emitted about 6,558 million metric tons of CO2. Emissions decreased from 2018

Emissions (MMTCO2e)
Main Sector
Transportationa
Electric Power
Industrialb
Commercial and
Residential
Agriculture
High GWPc,d
Recycled and waste
Total Emissions

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

161.8
89.2
89.4

161.4
98.2
88.9

161.3
91.4
91.7

162.6
88.9
92.5

166.2
84.8
90.3

169.8
68.6
89.0

171.2
62.1
88.8

169.6
63.1
89.2

166.1
58.8
88.2

46.0
34.4
14.5
8.4
443.7

43.5
35.5
15.5
8.3
451.3

44.2
33.8
16.8
8.4
447.6

38.2
34.7
17.7
8.4
443.0

38.8
33.5
18.6
8.5
440.7

40.6
33.3
19.2
8.6
429.1

41.3
32.5
20.0
8.7
424.6

41.4
32.7
20.4
8.7
425.1

43.8
31.8
20.6
8.9
418.2

Source: CARB, GHG Current California Emission Inventory Data, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-inventory-data. Accessed September 22, 2021.
a
Includes equipment used in construction, mining, oil drilling, industrial and airport ground operations.
b
Reflects emissions from combustion of natural gas, diesel, and lease fuel plus fugitive emissions.
c
These categories are listed in the Industrial sector of CARB’s GHG Emission Inventory sectors.
d
This category is listed in the Electric Power sector of CARB’s GHG Emission Inventory sectors.
Note: MMTCO2e - million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions

to 2019 by 1.7 percent (after accounting for sequestration from the land sector). This decrease was driven
largely by a decrease in emissions from fossil fuel combustion resulting from a decrease in total energy
use in 2019 compared to 2018 and a continued shift from coal to natural gas and renewables in the electric

Local Emissions

power sector. Additionally, 2019 emissions were 13 percent below 2005 levels. 97

City Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory

State Emissions

The South Bay Cities Council of Governments (SBCCOG) received funding from SCE’s 2013-2014 Local
Government Partnership Strategic Plan Pilots Program 99 to assist local governments within the South Bay

California is the second largest contributor of GHGs in the United States and the 16th largest in the
world. 98 In 2019, California produced 418.2 million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents (MMTCO2e),
including imported electricity, and excluding combustion of international fuels and carbon sinks or storage.
The major source of GHGs in California is transportation, contributing to 40 percent of the State’s total
GHG emissions. The Statewide inventory of GHGs by sector is shown in Table 4.7-2: California GHG
Inventory 2011-2019.

sub-region to prepare inventories of local GHG emissions and develop GHG reduction programs and
policies. As a member of the SBCCOG, the City collaborated with the SBCCOG to develop inventories of
community-wide GHG emissions for the years 2005 and 2007. 100 Additionally, the City developed a
community-wide inventory for 2010 as reported in the 2013 Inglewood ECAP. 101
The ECAP includes a business-as-usual (BAU) forecast that estimates future emissions in 2020 and 2035
from six sectors: Transportation, Residential Energy, Commercial/Municipal Energy, Industrial Energy, Solid
Waste, and Water. The BAU forecast assumes GHG emissions that would occur in the future under
regulatory conditions as they existed in 2010; the BAU forecast does not include the effects of updates to

96 California Air Resources Board, EMFAC2017 User’s Guide, March 1, 2018,
https://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/downloads/emfac2017-volume-i-users-guide.pdf. Accessed September 22, 2021.
97 United States Environmental Protection Agency, Inventory of U.S. Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks,
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/inventory-us-greenhouse-gas-emissions-and-sinks. Accessed September 22, 2021.
98 California Energy Commission, Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks: 1990 to 2004, Staff Final
Report, CEC-600-2006-013-SF (December 2006).
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99 Southern California Edison’s (SCE) 2013-2014 Local Government Partnership Strategic Plan Pilots Program
https://www.sce.com/partners/partnerships. Accessed September 22, 2021.
100 South Bay Cities Council of Governments, 2011. City of Inglewood Community Greenhouse Gas Emissions Inventory Report.
http://www.southbaycities.org/sites/default/files/documents/inventories/Inglewood_Community_Inventory.pdf.
Accessed September 23, 2021.
101 City of Inglewood, 2013, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan. Available:
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/225/Sustainability. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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Title 24, 102 the Renewables Portfolio Standard, 103 and the Pavley Clean Car Standards 104 on future GHG

Clean Cars legislation, 106 the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, 107 the Renewables Portfolio Standard, 108 and

emissions.

Title 24 109 upgrades are expected to reduce community emissions by 121,139 MTCO2e per year by 2020,
and 160,002 MTCO2e by year 2035.

The City’s GHG inventories and forecasts are summarized in Table 4.7-3: City of Inglewood Community
GHG Emissions by Sector. Under the ECAP’s BAU forecast, 105 Inglewood’s total GHG emissions are

Local measures in the CAP are expected to reduce community emissions an additional 9,803 MTCO2e per

expected to increase approximately 14 percent from 2010 (594,273 MTCO2e) to 2035 (678,283 MTCO2e).

year by 2020, and 10,994 MTCO2e per year-by-year 2035.

On a per-service population (SP) basis, the increase is shown to be just 4.5 percent, from 4.22 MTCO2e/SP
in 2010 to 4.41 MTCO2e/SP in 2035.
Table 4.7-3
City of Inglewood Community GHG Emissions by Sector
(MTCO2e)
Sector
Transportation
Residential Energy
Commercial/Municipal Energy
Industrial Energy
Solid Waste
Water
Total
Target/Goal
(change from 2005)

2005
320,245
124,872
97,176
34,940
19,855
13,813
610,910

2007
311,853
123,062
99,458
31,272
16,841
13,272
595,758

Reductions from State-level actions
Forecasts with implementation of
State-level actions
Reductions from Local Actions
Forecasts with ECAP Implementation
Resulting Change from 2005
Meet target/goal?

2010
322,042
122,429
95,261
26,100
16,448
11,993
594,273

2020
327,998
134,843
106,041
26,376
16,782
14,707
626,748
519,273
(-15%)

2035
337,552
156,574
124,749
26,830
17,555
15,044
678,284
412,364
(-32.5%)

-121,139
505,609

-160,002
518,282

-9,803
495,806
-18.8%

-10,994
499,208
-18.3%

Yes

No

______________
Source: City, 2013. Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan.
Note: MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions

The City’s Community-wide emissions were categorized in six sectors:
x

Transportation includes emissions from vehicles traveling (wholly or partially) within the City, and
emissions from operating off-road vehicles and equipment (e.g., lawn and garden equipment,
construction equipment, industrial equipment, and light commercial equipment).

x

Residential Energy includes emissions from electricity and natural gas consumption in residential
buildings.

x

Commercial/Municipal Energy includes emissions from electricity and the on-site combustion of
natural gas and fuel use in nonresidential buildings and city facilities (including outdoor lighting).

x

Industrial Energy includes emissions from electricity and the on-site combustion of natural gas and
fuel use in industrial buildings and facilities.

x

Solid Waste includes emissions from solid waste that is generated in the community and sent to
landfills.

x

Water includes emissions from the electricity used to source, treat, and deliver imported water in the
community that is not accounted for in the community utility data.

As shown, the transportation sector was the largest contributor to the most recent inventory (2010) at
over 54 percent of the total. Residential Energy consumption is the second-largest contributor to emissions
at 20.6 percent of the total, followed by Commercial/Municipal Energy (16 percent), Industrial Energy (4.4
percent), Solid Waste (2.8 percent), and Water (2 percent).

Existing Uses
The proposed Project would require a number of full and partial property acquisitions and easements or

ECAP establishes an emissions reduction target of 15 percent below 2005 levels by 2020 and an emissions

leases for construction and operation of the he proposed Project. Existing operations at the current uses

reduction goal of 32.5 percent below 2005 levels by 2035. As shown, State-level actions, such as the Pavley

102 California Buildings Standards Commission, California Green Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 11),
http://www.bsc.ca.gov/Home/CALGreen.aspx. Accessed September 23, 2021.
103 California Energy Commission, Enforcement Procedures for the Renewables Portfolio Standards for Local Publicly Owned
Electric Utilities: Amended Regulations, https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/renewables-portfoliostandard/rps-enforcement-regulations-publicly. Accessed September 23, 2021.
104 California's Greenhouse Gas Vehicle Emission Standards under Assembly Bill 1493 of 2002 (Pavley).
105 City of Inglewood, 2013, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan. Available:
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/225/Sustainability. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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106 California's Greenhouse Gas Vehicle Emission Standards under Assembly Bill 1493 of 2002 (Pavley).
107 Office of the Governor, Executive Order S-01-07, (January 18, 2007), https://climateactionnetwork.ca/wpcontent/uploads/2011/06/eos0107.pdf.pdf. Accessed September 23, 2021.
108 California Energy Commission, Enforcement Procedures for the Renewables Portfolio Standards for Local Publicly Owned
Electric Utilities: Amended Regulations, https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/renewables-portfoliostandard/rps-enforcement-regulations-publicly. Accessed September 23, 2021.
109 California Buildings Standards Commission, California Green Building Standards Code (Cal. Code Regs., Title 24, Part 11),
http://www.bsc.ca.gov/Home/CALGreen.aspx. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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that will be removed as part of the proposed Project generate GHG emissions from energy (electricity and

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Threshold GHG-1

natural gas), on-road motor vehicles (mobile), solid waste, water and wastewater, and area sources.
Table 4.7-4: Existing Uses Greenhouse Gas Emissions identifies the existing emissions from the existing

Threshold GHG-2

uses within the area of the proposed Project that will be converted. As shown, the existing uses currently
generate 67,372 MTCO2e per year.

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact on the environment.
Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases.

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.4, 110 the methods suitable for analysis of GHG emissions are:

Table 4.7-4
Existing Uses Greenhouse Gas Emissions (Metric Tons per Year)
Source
Area (Consumer Products, Landscaping)
Energy (Natural Gas)
Energy (Electrical)
Solid Waste
Water and Wastewater
Motor Vehicles
Total

MTCO2e
<1
371
1,882
563
241
64,316
67,372

1. Use a model or methodology to quantify greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project. The
Lead Agency has discretion to select the model it considers most appropriate provided it supports its
decision with substantial evidence. The Lead Agency should explain the limitation of the particular
model or methodology selected for use.
2. Rely on a qualitative analysis or performance-based standards.
Assessing the significance of a project’s contribution to cumulative global climate change involves: (1)

Source: RCH Group, 2021, Appendix G.1.
Notes:
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions
Area sources, water, waste, and energy (Natural Gas and electrical) values based on
CalEEMod calculations. Motor vehicle values based EMFAC calculations.

developing pertinent inventories of GHG emissions, and (2) considering project consistency with
applicable emission reduction strategies and goals, such as those set forth in the ECAP.
For the purposes of this impact discussion, the proposed Project would generate GHG emissions that may

4.7.5.2

Adjusted Baseline

have a significant impact on the environment if the proposed Project’s GHG emissions would exceed a net-

The Air Quality and Transportation analyses, including the analysis of VMT, assume the Adjusted Baseline

zero threshold.

Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0: Environmental Analysis; see Table 4.0-1 for the details

4.7.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

of the Adjusted Baseline. Analysis of GHG emissions is cumulative in nature because global climate change
effects are caused by cumulative global emissions. Although the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP)

Impact GHG-1:

on global emissions would not affect the impact analysis regarding GHG emissions from the proposed
Project. No other changes to the existing environmental setting related to GHG emissions would occur
under the Adjusted Baseline.

Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?

project will be constructed and in operation prior to opening of the proposed Project, its potential impact

The proposed Project is a new electrically powered ATS system that will expand the regional Metro Rail
system’s transit access by providing three new stations with direct connectivity to one of the highest
growing housing and employment centers in LA County, new regionally serving sports and entertainment
venues in the City, new plan areas with adopted land use policies/zoning promoting greater housing

4.7.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

density and transit-oriented developments, and new planned bicycle/pedestrian infrastructure
Criteria outlined in CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of greenhouse gas

connections.

emissions impacts. The Project would have a significant impact in relation to greenhouse gas emissions if
it were to:

The following analysis of the impact on climate change focuses on the proposed Project’s contribution to
cumulatively significant GHG emissions.

110 California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section15064.4. Determining the Significance of Impacts from Greenhouse Gas
Emissions.
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GHG emissions from construction were amortized over the 30-year lifetime of the proposed Project.

Prior to construction of the proposed Project, reconstruction of the existing Vons store to be removed is
proposed on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. This proposed replacement
Vons store would include amenities similar to the existing store, including a pharmacy and bank branch.
Table 4.7-5: Vons Replacement Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions below shows the construction
emissions that would occur during development of the Vons store prior to construction of the proposed

The total estimated construction GHG emissions for the proposed Project are 8,820 metric tons of
CO2e. 111 Given the four-year construction period, the annual construction GHG emissions for the
proposed Project are 2,205 metric tons of CO2e. Amortized over 30 years, construction related GHG
emissions would be approximately 294 metric tons of CO2e per year. The results are presented in Table
4.7-6: Estimated Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions for the Proposed Project.

Project. As shown in Table 4.7-5, the total estimated construction GHG emissions for the replacement
Vons store is 257 metric tons of CO2e. Amortized over 30 years, construction related GHG emissions would
be approximately 9 metric tons of CO2e per year.

Table 4.7-6
Estimated Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions for the Proposed Project (Metric Tons per Year)
Construction Year
2024
2025
2026
2027
Total Construction Emissions

Table 4.7-5
Vons Replacement Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Source
Total Construction Emissions
Total 30-Year Amortized
Construction Emissions per Year

MTCO2e
257
9

Total 30-Year Amortized
Construction Emissions per Year

Source: Appendix G.2.
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions

MTCO2e
2,799
3,044
2,481
496
8,820
294

Source: RCH Group, 2021, Appendix G1.
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions

The modeling for the proposed Project construction includes PDF AQ-1 from the Construction
Commitment Program (CCP). PDF AQ-1 would require the use equipment that meets the USEPA’s Final

Operation

Tier 4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 hp or greater, for

As discussed previously, reconstruction of the existing Vons store to be removed is proposed on the corner

all phases of construction activity. Additionally, PDF AQ-1 would require smaller pieces of equipment to

of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. Table 4.7-7: Vons Replacement Operational

be electric or alternative-fueled (i.e., non-diesel) to the maximum extent feasible and would require

Greenhouse Gas Emissions below shows the operational emissions that would be generated prior to

construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to using 2010 model year trucks.

construction of the proposed Project.

Finally, PDF AQ-1 would require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers with
Table 4.7-7
Vons Replacement Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

HEPA filters.
Construction of the proposed Project would result in GHG emissions of CO2 and smaller amounts of CH4

Source

MTCO2e

and N2O from construction equipment and mobile sources such as haul trucks and worker vehicles (see

Replacement Vons Operation
Construction (30-Year Annual Amortized Rate)

797
9

Total Emissions

806

Section 4.2: Air Quality for construction emissions). Construction emissions were calculated for each year
of construction activity using CalEEMod and applying emission factors from EMFAC2017 to calculate

Source: Appendix G.2.
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions

mobile source emissions. Construction emissions were forecasted based on an expectation that
construction of the proposed Project would occur in several overlapping phases over an approximately
four-year period, from 2024 through 2027. This is a conservative approach that assumes all construction

111 Fuel usage is estimated using the output for CO2 and a 10.15 kg-CO2/gallon conversion factor, as cited in the U.S. Energy
Information Administration Voluntary Reporting of Greenhouse Gases Program,
https://www.eia.gov/environment/pdfpages/0608s(2009)index.php. Accessed September 23, 2021.

occurs at the earliest feasible date.
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As shown in Table 4.7-7, the total estimated construction GHG emissions for the replacement Vons store

conditions when the main electrical power is not available, and for regular testing. The emissions would

is 806 metric tons of CO2e.

be limited to only those periods and would not be an ongoing operational activity.

The operational life of the proposed Project is assumed to be 30 years. Operational emissions were

Vehicle GHG Emissions

estimated for the anticipated start of operations in late 2027 and a milestone year of 2045. 112 It is
assumed that due to advances in technology and regulations to reduce GHG emissions, that operational
emissions would continue to decline by 2045, and thereafter. CalEEMod and EMFAC 2017 were used to
estimate GHG emissions from area, energy, solid waste, water and wastewater, and mobile sources.
The normal operation of the proposed Project would generate GHG emissions from the operation of the

The proposed Project has been designed to reduce VMT for local and regional travel by shifting demand
from the general public from autos to public transit. As discussed, Section 3.0: Project Description this
includes connection to regional rail and light rail transit and other means. Mobility, connectivity, and VMT
reduction benefits of the proposed Project include:
x

The proposed Project would provide direct connections for passengers throughout the region to the
City’s housing and employment centers, and new sports and entertainment venues;

x

The proposed Project would help manage and support the City’s projected growth by providing transit
within a safe and accessible walking distance to thousands of new residents, housing units and jobs,
including the new residents, housing units, and jobs at the Los Angeles Stadium and Entertainment
District (LASED) property in Hollywood Park;

x

The proposed Project will provide a direct connection to the regional Metro Rail system and would
close the “last mile” gap of approximately 1.5 to 2 miles from Metro’s Downtown Inglewood station
to the City’s major activity centers; and

x

The proposed Project would be located within close proximity to bus lines serving the area and would
provide new opportunities to increase bus service ridership.

MSF, stations, and other facilities. Table 4.7-8: Estimated Annual GHG Emissions for Proposed Project
Components presents the annual GHG emissions to operate these facilities. As shown, emissions from
normal operations would be 3,378 MTCO2e per year.
Table 4.7-8
Estimated Annual GHG Emissions for Proposed Project Components
Source
Employee Trips
Deliveries
Area (Consumer Products, Landscaping)
Energy (Natural Gas)
Energy (Electrical)a
Solid Waste
Water and Wastewater
Total Project (Typical Operations)
Backup Generators
Total Project (Typical Operations + Backup Generators)

Annual GHG
MTCO2e
515
86
<1
126
2,472
49
130
3,378
311
3,689

See Section 4.12 for further discussion of transit opportunities within the proposed Project vicinity.
Mobile GHG emissions from fleetwide shifts from auto use to public transit were calculated based on
EMFAC2017 data and Project-specific VMT data which is presented in Section 4.12 and is provided in
Appendix O.

Source: RCH Group, 2021, Appendix G1.
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions
a
Based on CalEEMod for MSF plus ATS usage of 9,192,000kWh along with an SCE emission
factor of 535 pounds per MWh.

Table 4.7-9: Daily and Annual VMT for the Six Operational Scenarios presents the daily and annual VMT
for the Adjusted Baseline and the operational scenarios for 2027 and 2045 with and without the proposed
Project. As shown, the proposed Project daily and annual VMT are less than the daily and annual VMT in

As discussed previously, each PDS substation will be equipped with backup power generators. The

each “Operational” scenario than without the proposed Project. For the Adjusted Baseline, the reduction

proposed Project would include up to two stationary standby generators, one at each of the PDS

for VMT with and without the proposed Project is 40,367 VMT daily and 12,872,060 VMT annually. For the

substations, with an estimated total capacity rated at approximately 4,000 kilowatts (kW) to provide

2027 opening year, the reduction in VMT with and without the proposed Project is 247,540 VMT daily and

emergency power primarily for ATS train operation, lighting, and other emergency systems. As shown in

36,227,624 VMT annually. For the 2045 future year, the reduction for VMT with and without the proposed

Table 4.7-8, GHG emissions for the backup generators are estimated to be 311 MTCO2e per year, bringing

Project is 316,881 VMT daily and 43,143,335 VMT annually.

total operations to 3,689 MTCO2e per year. The backup generators would only run for emergency
112 For purposes of analysis, modeling emissions begin the first full year after completion of construction. For the proposed
Project, this would be year 2028.
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sources, energy sources (natural gas), while accounting for the reduction in motor vehicle as a result of

Table 4.7-9
Daily and Annual VMT for the Six Operational Scenarios
Scenario
Adjusted Baseline without proposed Project
Adjusted Baseline with proposed Project
Year 2027 with Event Weekday without proposed Project
Year 2027 with Event Weekday with proposed Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday without proposed Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday with proposed Project

Daily VMT
3,132,256
3,091,889
5,275,088
5,027,548
5,662,297
5,345,416

4.7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

the demolition of existing development.
Annual VMT
998,811,151
985,939,091
1,346,432,106
1,310,204,482
1,469,905,139
1,426,761,804

Table 4.7-11
Estimated Annual GHG Emissions for Proposed Project
Annual GHG Emissions (MTCO2e)
Source

___
Source: RCH Group, 2021, Appendix G1.
VMT – vehicle miles traveled
Note: For purposes of analysis, modeling emissions begin the first full year after completion of construction. For the proposed Project,
this would be year 2028.

Employee Trips
Deliveries
Area (Consumer Products, Landscaping)
Energy (Natural Gas)
Energy Source (Electrical)
Solid Waste
Water and Wastewater
Construction (30-Year Annual Amortized Rate)
Subtotal Project (Typical Operations)
Emergency Generators
Subtotal Project (Typical Operations + O&M)
Motor Vehicle GHG Emissionsa
Subtotal (Project with Motor Vehicle Reductions)
Existing Conditions GHG Emissionsb
Vons Replacement Storec
Grand Total (Project)

Table 4.7-10: Estimated Annual Operational GHG Emissions for Proposed Project for Motor Vehicles
presents the annual GHG emissions for the Adjusted Baseline and the operational scenarios for 2027 and
2045 with and without the proposed Project.
Table 4.7-10
Estimated Annual Operational Emissions for Proposed Project for Motor Vehicles
Scenario
Adjusted Baseline (2016)
Adjusted Baseline (2016) with proposed Project
Year 2027 with Event Weekday without proposed Project
Year 2027 with Event Weekday with proposed Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday without proposed Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday with proposed Project
Incremental Change
Adjusted Baseline with proposed Project vs Adjusted Baseline
Year 2027 with Event Weekday with proposed Project vs Year 2026
with Event Weekday without proposed Project
Year 2045 with Event Weekday with proposed Project vs Year 2045
with Event Weekday without proposed Project

MTCO2e
426,968
421,466
420,542
409,227
390,262
378,807
MTCO2e
-5,503

2027

2045

515
86
<1
126
2,472
49
130
294
3,672
311
3,983
-11,315
-7,332
-67,372
806
-73,898

515
86
<1
126
2,472
49
130
294
3,672
311
3,983
-11,455
-7,472
-67,372
806
-74,038

Source: RCH Group, 2021, Appendix G1.
Notes:
a – See Table 4.7-10
b – see Table 4.7-3
c – see Table 4.7-7
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions

-11,315
-11,455

The GHG emissions account for the normal operations of the proposed Project and also provide
consideration for use of the backup generators and construction emissions amortized over a 30-year

Source: RCH Group, 2021, Appendix G1.
Numbers may not add up due to rounding
MTCO2e = metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent emissions
Note: For purposes of analysis, modeling emissions begin the first full year of completion of
construction. For the proposed Project, this would be year 2028.

period. The total annual GHG emissions of the normal operations of the proposed Project would be 3,672
MTCO2e.
When the reduction in 2027 vehicle emissions of -11,315 MTCO2e and the existing uses to be removed of

As shown, annual MTCO2e would be reduced by 5,503 MTCO2e when compared to the Adjusted Baseline

-67,372 MTCO2e is considered, the result of the proposed Project is a net reduction of 73,898 MTCO2e

without proposed Project, 11,315 MTCO2e when compared to the 2027 opening year without proposed

annually. When the reduction in 2045 vehicle emissions of -11,455 MTCO2e and the existing uses to be

Project, and 11,455 MTCO2e when compared to the 2045 future year without proposed Project.

removed of -67,372 MTCO2e is considered, the result of the proposed Project is a net reduction of 74,038
MTCO2e annually.

Combined Source Proposed Project GHG Emissions
Table 4.7-11: Estimated Annual GHG Emission Reductions for Proposed Project presents the GHG

Finally, the City will publish annual performance reviews to demonstrate progress toward the benefits

emissions under normal operations including the directly emissions from employee trips, deliveries, area

enabled by the TIRCP program, as defined by the CalSTA Call for Project Guidelines. The annual
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performance review will include tracking metrics and will be conducted by the City. This will include annual

CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update

reports for GHG reductions measured by MTCO2e and decrease in criteria pollutants.

As directed by Executive Order B-30-15, CARB’s 2017 Scoping Plan Update 114 describes how the State

As such, the proposed Project would not generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly,
that may have a significant impact on the environment, and impacts would be less than significant.

plans to achieve the 2030 GHG emission reduction goal for California of 40 percent below 1990 levels by
2030, as mandated by SB 32. The 2017 Scoping Plan Update strategy for meeting the 2030 GHG target
incorporates the full range of legislative actions and State-developed plans that have relevance to the year

Mitigation Measures

2030, including the LCFS, SB 350, the 2016 Mobile Source Strategy, the Sustainable Freight Action Plan, SB

Construction

1383, and the Cap-and-Trade Program (AB 398).

Mitigation measures that have been identified for air quality Impact AQ-1 (PDF AQ-1) have been

The proposed Project would be consistent with key State plans and regulatory requirements referenced in

accounted for in the estimate of construction-related GHG emissions.

the 2017 Scoping Plan Update designed to reduce Statewide emissions. According to the 2017 Scoping
Plan Update, reductions needed to achieve the 2030 target are expected to be achieved by increasing the

Operation

RPS to 50 percent of the State’s electricity by 2030, greatly increasing the fuel economy of vehicles and
the number of zero-emission or hybrid vehicles, reducing the rate of growth in VMT, supporting high-speed

No mitigation is required.

rail and other alternative transportation options, and increasing the use of high-efficiency appliances,

Level of Significance after Mitigation

water heaters, and HVAC systems. The proposed Project would provide direct connections between

The proposed Project will generate a net GHG emission reduction of 73,898 MTCO2e annually by 2027,

regional transit provided by Metro, specifically at the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as

and 74,038 MTCO2e annually by 2045.113 These net reductions in GHG emissions are consistent with the

the City’s major activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP including SoFi stadium, and IBEC.

net-zero significance thresholds established in this analysis. As a result, operational GHG emissions would

Implementation of the proposed Project would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and

not be cumulatively considerable, and impacts would be considered beneficial.

reduce per-capita VMT. For these reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with CARB’s 2017
Scoping Plan Update.

Impact GHG-2:

Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Executive Order S-3-05

A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project would conflict with applicable regulations, plans

Executive Order No. S3-05 established a long-term goal of reducing California’s GHG emissions to 80

and policies that were adopted to reduce GHG emissions that contribute to global climate change. For the

percent below the 1990 level by the year 2050. The proposed Project GHG emissions would result in a net

proposed Project, this analysis considers the proposed Project’s consistency with the following applicable

decrease of over 60,000 MTCO2e of GHG annually starting in 2027.

plans, policies, and regulations to reduce GHG emissions:

Even though the State has not provided a clear regulatory and technological roadmap to achieve the 2050

x

The 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan Update, CARB’s plan for achieving a 40 percent reduction on
GHG emissions from 1990 levels by 2030, Statewide, as mandated by SB 32;

goal, it has demonstrated the potential pace at which emission reductions can be achieved through new

x

SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the regional plan for achieving sustainable land use patterns that reduce
passenger vehicle GHG emissions, as mandated by SB 375;

Update, CARB, CEC, CPUC, and the California Independent System Operator (CAISO) commissioned a study

x

The City General Plan; and

reducing GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. With input from the agencies, the

x

The City’s ECAP.

to evaluate the feasibility and cost of meeting the 2030 target along the way to reaching the State goal of
California State Agencies’ PATHWAYS Project explores scenarios for meeting the State long-term GHG
emissions targets, encompassing the entirety of California economy with detailed representations of the

113 CEQA Guideline, Section 15064.3(b), Determining Significant Impacts of Transportation Projects.
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114 CARB, California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan, https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scoping_plan_2017.pdf.
Accessed September 23, 2021.
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buildings, industry, transportation, and electricity sectors. 115 While acknowledging the inherent

a ½ mile of the proposed Project’s three stations) experiencing almost twice as much growth rate in

uncertainty associated with its modeling assumptions, the PATHWAYS study emphasizes the need for

housing, and more than seven times as much growth rate in employment by 2040. 117

significant action and continued policy development by the State to support low-carbon technologies and
markets for energy efficiency, building electrification, renewable electricity, zero emission vehicles, and
renewable liquid fuels. The study underscores the need for a periodic review of State policies and
programs for reducing GHG emissions, as was anticipated by AB 32 in its directive to update the Scoping

As discussed in Section 4.2 of this Recirculated Draft EIR, the SCAQMD AQMPs includes land use and
transportation strategies from the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS 118 that are intended to reduce VMT and
resulting regional mobile source emissions. The applicable land use strategies include planning for growth
around livable corridors; providing more options for short trips/neighborhood mobility areas; supporting

Plan at least every 5 years.

electric vehicles and expanding vehicle charging stations; supporting local sustainability planning.
Statewide efforts are underway to facilitate the achievement of the EO S-3-05 goals. As discussed herein,
the proposed Project GHG would provide net benefits in GHG reductions. Given the net reduction GHG
emissions that would result from the proposed Project, it would not conflict with the ability of the State

The proposed Project spans the length of approximately 1.6 miles and would be located near existing
restaurant, retail, and commercial land uses which generate vehicle trips on local roadways within the area
of the proposed Project. The proposed Project would provide direct connections between regional transit

to achieve the 2050 horizon-year goal of EO S-3-05.

provided by Metro, specifically at the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major

SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS

activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP including SoFi stadium, and IBEC. Implementation

A detailed consistency analysis for proposed Project with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS is provided in Section
4.9: Land Use and Planning. The 2020-2045 SCAG

RTP/SCS 116

is the primary planning document for

regional transportation infrastructure in the greater Los Angeles area. With a horizon year of 2045, this
long-range plan, required by the federal government, is updated by SCAG every four years as demographic,
economic, and policy circumstances change.

VMT. A reduction in VMTs would result in reduced GHG emissions from mobile sources.
The proposed Project would be consistent with a number of SCAG’s goals including the following: 1)
improving mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods; 2) increasing person
and goods movement and travel choices within the transportation system; 3) reducing GHG emissions and

Although demographic growth in the six-county SCAG region is slowing, the overall regional population is
expected to exceed 22.5 million by 2045 - an increase of nearly 4 million people from the 2016 baseline.
According to SCAG, population, housing, and employment growth are expected to be particularly strong
in the cities of Los Angeles, Culver City, unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County, portions of the South
Bay Cities, and Inglewood. The SCAG region is projected to experience a household growth rate of
approximately 24 percent, and an employment growth rate of 23 percent. Currently, the City contains
roughly 8,900 housing units and 14,414 employees within a ½ mile of the proposed Project’s three
stations. By 2040, these areas are projected to increase to roughly 12,875 households, and 38,326
employees. These increases represent a growth rate of approximately 45 percent in households and 166
percent in employment. In comparison to the SCAG region, these projections translate into the City (within

115 Energy + Environmental Economics (E3), 2015. Summary of the California State Agencies’ PATHWAYS Project: Long-term
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Scenarios. Available: https://www.ethree.com/public_proceedings/summary-california-stateagencies-pathways-project-long-term-greenhouse-gas-reduction-scenarios/. Accessed September 23, 2021.
116 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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improving air quality; and 4) encouraging development of diverse housing types in areas that are
supported by multiple transportation options. In addition, the proposed Project is a prime example of one
of SCAG’s primary strategies which is to link future growth with more transportation choices, specifically
around high-quality transit areas (i.e., the ½ mile surrounding rail transit stops or bus stops/corridors that
have peak headways of 15 minutes or less), such as the proposed Project’s stations.
As part of its vision, the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS includes Connect SoCal; 119 Connect SoCal charts a path
toward a more mobile, sustainable, and prosperous region by making connections between transportation
networks, between planning strategies and between the people whose collaboration can improve the
quality of life for Southern Californians. Connect SoCal builds upon and expands land use and
transportation strategies established over several planning cycles to increase mobility options and achieve

117 City of Inglewood, Transit, and Intercity Rail Program (TIRCP) Application for the City of Inglewood Transit Connector
Project, January 16, 2020.
118 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx. Accessed September 23, 2021.
119 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments,
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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a more sustainable growth pattern. To augment the Core Vision of the plan, Connect SoCal includes new

meeting mobility and sustainability goals while continuing to grow the regional economy. 121 The proposed

initiatives at the intersection of land use, transportation, and technology to close the gap and reach our

Project connects transit and achieves the last mile/first mile goals of the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. Further, the

greenhouse gas reduction goals. As part of the planning vision, Connect SoCal looks to complete “last mile”

proposed Project is consistent with and assists in achieving Connect SoCal strategies and incorporates best

mobility as part of its sustainability goals. Connect SoCal builds upon with regional initiatives that link the

practices for achieving the State-mandated reductions in GHG emissions at the regional level through

built environment and transportation system with policies, projects and programs that strengthen and

reduced per-capita VMT.

enhance each other beyond what each would accomplish in isolation. 120

For these reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS.

As part of the State’s mandate to reduce per-capita GHG emissions from automobiles and light trucks,
Connect SoCal presents strategies and tools that are consistent with local jurisdictions’ land use policies

City ECAP

and incorporate best practices for achieving the State-mandated reductions in GHG emissions at the

ECAP 122 implementation is expected to reduce emissions by 18.8 percent below 2005 levels by 2020,

regional level through reduced per-capita VMT. These strategies identify how the SCAG region can

enabling the City to meet its 2005 target. However, the City would need to reduce emissions by an

implement Connect SoCal and achieve related GHG reductions. SCAG works to support local jurisdictions

additional 111,702 MTCO2e per year by 2035 to meet its 2035 emissions reduction goal. The ECAP includes

and partnerships by identifying ways to implement SCS in a way that fits the vision and needs of each local

the following strategies and actions that are applicable to the proposed Project:

community.

x

The following Connect SoCal strategies are intended to be supportive of implementing the regional
Sustainable Communities Strategy and are applicable to the proposed Project:

Focus Growth Near Destinations & Mobility Options
x
x

Focus on a regional jobs/housing balance to reduce commute times and distances and expand job
opportunities near transit and along center-focused main streets.

x

Encourage design and transportation options that reduce the reliance on and number of solo car trips.

Support Implementation of Sustainability Policies
x

Pursue funding opportunities to support local sustainable development implementation projects that
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

The proposed Project’s is approximately 1.6 miles in length and would be located near existing residential,
office, retail, and commercial land uses which generate vehicle trips on local roadways within the City. The
proposed Project would provide direct connections between regional transit provided by Metro,
specifically at the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major activity centers, such
as The Forum, the LASED and HPSP. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide an alternate

x

Strategy 1: Lead by Example with Municipal Government Actions


Continue Building and Facility Energy Upgrades to reduce energy use



Replace all City-owned street, park, and traffic lights with light-emitting diode (LED) lights



Accelerate city vehicle fleet replacement



Continue commute trip reduction program



Planning for electric vehicle infrastructure

Strategy 3: Support Renewable Energy Generation


Remove barriers to renewable energy generation



Make renewable energy generation more affordable



Educate potential customers

Strategy 4: Improve Transportation Options and Manage Transportation Demand


Make roadways more efficient



Improve transit



Improve bicycle facilities



Make parking more efficient



Reduce commute trips



Encourage land use intensification and diversity

mode of transportation within the City and decrease vehicle ridership and thereby VMTs.
The 2020-2045 RTP/SCS states that expanding the transit network is central to the region’s plan for
120 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments, p. 4
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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121 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal, The 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy of the Southern California Association of Governments, Chapter 3.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx, Accessed September 23, 2021.
122 City of Inglewood, Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan, March 2013,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/148/Inglewood-Energy-and-Climate-Action-Plan-ECAP-Adopted2013-PDF. Accessed September 23, 2021.
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As discussed previously, the proposed Project would provide direct connections between regional transit

City General Plan

provided by Metro, specifically at the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major

The City General Plan 123 includes the following elements: Land Use, Circulation, Safety, Noise, Housing,

activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP including SoFi stadium and IBEC. Implementation

Open Space, and Conservation.

of the proposed Project would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita

Land Use Element

VMT. The proposed Project would be consistent with the City’s ECAP.
The proposed Project’s connection from the City’s new housing and employment centers, and sports and
entertainment venues, to the Metro K Line and larger regional and State rail system will result in significant

The following goal from the Land Use Element 124 of the City General Plan are relevant to GHG emissions.
Circulation Goal:

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the
region.

Circulation Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier free
for the handicapped.

benefits for both the City and southern California region, including significant reductions in VMT and GHG
emissions.
As a transit connector project, the proposed Project will generate a significant amount of ridership from
throughout the region with nearly half of the trips originating from Metro’s regional light-rail transit system

Conservation Element

including the Metro K Line and its connection to South Los Angeles, the Metro Green Line and its
connections to the South Bay region and Norwalk, the Expo Line and its connections to Santa Monica,
Union Station (connection to California High-Speed Rail), East Los Angeles, Pasadena, and the San Gabriel
and San Fernando Valleys. The proposed Project will attract passengers throughout the region by providing
a direct transit connection to the City’s housing and employment centers, and new sports and

The City’s General Plan Conservation Element addresses the conservation, development, and use of
natural resources. 125 Five specific areas of conservation and/or protection that are identified in the
Conservation Element include (1) oil and gas production, (2) water production and provision for domestic
use, (3) storm water runoff and waste water, (4) hazardous waste and solid waste disposal, and (5) air
pollution. 126 The Conservation Element notes the following pollution-reducing measures, which would

entertainment venues.

also reduce GHGs:
In addition to rail integration, the proposed Project provides opportunities to increase bus service

x

Reducing numbers of vehicles being driven while increasing the utilization of high occupancy vehicles
and alternative transportation;

x

Requiring improvements to engine efficiency to decrease emissions; and

operated by Culver City Bus, one operated by Los Angeles County, and other operated by the Los Angeles

x

Increasing the use of clean fuel vehicles.

Department of Transportation (LADOT).

As discussed previously, the proposed Project would comply with PDF AQ-1 from the proposed Project’s

ridership. Rail and bus integration are symbiotic – bus service is enhanced by urban transit and vice versa.
The proposed Project will be located within close proximity to twenty-two municipal bus lines serving the
area, including eighteen bus lines operated by Metro, one line operated by Santa Monica Big Blue, one

The ECAP also reflects a commitment to increasing energy efficiency and implementing energy
conservation measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption. The proposed
Project would incorporate a number of sustainability features as listed in Appendix C: ITC Design
Standards and Guidelines. The City has committed to implementing, if feasible, various sustainability
measures for different proposed Project elements that meet or exceed CALGreen requirements, including

CCP. PDF AQ-1 would require the use equipment that meets the USEPA’s Final Tier 4 emissions standards
for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 hp or greater, for all phases of construction
activity. Additionally, PDF AQ-1 would require smaller pieces of equipment to be electric or alternativefueled (i.e., non-diesel) to the maximum extent feasible and would require construction vendors,
contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to using 2010 model year trucks. Finally, PDF AQ-1 would
require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers with HEPA filters.

energy and water conservation measures.

Furthermore, the proposed Project would comply with fleet rules to reduce on-road truck emissions under
As a result, the benefits of completing the proposed Project will generate significant GHG emission
reductions. Without the proposed Project, these VMT reductions and air quality improvements would not
be realized.
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123 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, General Plan. January 1980
124 City of Inglewood, Department of Community Development and Housing, 1980. Land Use Element of the Inglewood
General Plan. January 1980. Amended September 14, 2016.
125 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), General Plan. January 1980.
126 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), General Plan. January 1980.
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CARBs Truck and Bus regulation. 127 Compliance with these measures and requirements would be

4.7.8 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

consistent with the goals and policies of the Conservation Element.

As discussed previously in Section 4.7.3 above, GHG impacts are exclusively cumulative impacts, hence an

Once in operation, the proposed Project would result in a decrease in GHG emissions pollutants (see
Impact GHG-1). As shown on Table 4.7-3, the GHG emissions would result in net reductions under normal
operations.

evaluation of cumulative GHG impacts is already provided above and no further analysis in necessary.

4.7.9 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN
As discussed above under Impact GHG-2, the proposed Project would provide direct connections between

As discussed previously, the proposed Project would provide direct connections between regional transit
provided by Metro, specifically at the Metro K Line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s major
activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP. Implementation of the proposed Project would

regional transit provided by Metro, specifically at the Metro K line, and other transit providers as well as
the City’s major activity centers, such as the Forum, the LASED and HPSP. Implementation of the proposed
Project would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita VMT. For these
reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with Inglewood General Plan policies related to GHG

increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita VMT.

emissions.
For these reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with Inglewood General Plan policies related
to GHG emissions.

Summary
The proposed Project would be consistent with and implement the goals, policies, and regulations to
reduce GHG emissions of the following:
x

The 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan Update, CARB’s plan for achieving a 40 percent reduction on
GHG emissions from 1990 levels by 2030, Statewide, as mandated by SB 32;

x

SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the regional plan for achieving sustainable land use patterns that reduce
passenger vehicle GHG emissions, as mandated by SB 375;

x

The City General Plan; and

x

The City’s ECAP.

Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.

Level of Significance after Mitigation
As discussed, the proposed Project would be consistent with and implement the goals, policies, and
regulations of the applicable plans to reduce GHG emissions. 128
Impacts would be less than significant.

128 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.3(b), Determining Significant Impacts of Transportation Projects.
128 CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.3(b), Determining Significant Impacts of Transportation Projects.
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4.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Prior to the December 2020 Draft EIR, a Revised Initial Study (included in Appendix A.2 of this Recirculated
Draft EIR) was prepared using the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Environmental

4.8.1 INTRODUCTION

Checklist Form to assess potential environmental impacts associated with hazards and hazardous

This section of the Recirculated Draft EIR describes and evaluates potential impacts related to hazards and

materials. Seven screening criteria were evaluated, and four were found to result in “no impact” or “less

hazardous materials that could result from construction and operation of the proposed Project. Since

than significant impacts.” The proposed Project, as modified, does not change the findings of the Revised

circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR, the footprint of the proposed ATS system has been modified

Initial Study as follow:

to address stakeholder comments and to enhance the compatibility and visual character of the proposed
Project with the existing and planned developments surrounding the proposed ATS system. The section

x

The routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials associated with the proposed Project,
as modified would continue to result in “Less than Significant Impacts.” As discussed in the Revised
Initial Study, construction and operation of the proposed Project would comply with existing federal,
State, and local regulations, and routine precautions would be undertaken to reduce the potential for
accidental releases of hazardous materials or substances. As such, the proposed Project, as modified
from the Revised Initial Study would not create a significant hazard to the public or environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials and substances. Therefore, this
issue is not addressed further in this section.

x

Potential impacts related to being located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public airport, public use airport, or private airstrip, resulting in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the area were evaluated and determined to have “No Impact.” Los Angeles International
Airport (LAX) is located more than 2 miles southwest and Hawthorne Municipal Airport is located
approximately 2.75 miles southeast of the proposed Project area, as modified since the Revised Initial
Study. The proposed Project would not construct any buildings or structures to a height that would
interfere with or obstruct any airport operations. Therefore, this issue is not addressed further in this
section. 1

x

Potential impacts related to the exposure of people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fire were evaluated and determined to have
“No Impact.” The City is developed and urbanized and is without an urban/wildland interface. The
footprint of the proposed Project alignment, as modified is not within a Moderate, High, or Very High
Fire Hazard Severity Zone as designated by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
(CAL FIRE). Therefore, this issue is not addressed further in this section. 2

contains: (1) a description of the existing land uses within the modified footprint of the proposed Project
and surrounding areas as they pertain to hazardous materials use, as well as a description of the Adjusted
Baseline Environmental Setting; (2) a summary of the federal, State, and local regulations related to
hazards or hazardous materials; and (3) an analysis of the potential impacts related to hazards and
hazardous materials associated with the implementation of the proposed Project, as well as identification
of potentially feasible measures that could mitigate significant impacts.
After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the
proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments
received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the
height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating
the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester
Boulevard, redesigning the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a
new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie
Avenue. These changes include updated construction and operational details which resulted in similar
impacts to hazards and hazardous materials compared to the December 2020 Draft EIR.
In response to comments from the Inglewood Unified School District (IUSD) on the December 2020 Draft
EIR, this section addresses potential hazards at IUSD schools, including incorporating the findings of a rail
safety study prepared for Kelso Elementary School referenced below.
Information from the following hazard investigations conducted for the proposed Project were used in
part to prepare this section:

The remaining three of seven screening criteria are addressed below in Section 4.8.5: Thresholds of
Significance.

x

Hazardous Material Assessment, Geosyntec Consultants, July 3, 2018 (Appendix L.1),

x

Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Geosyntec Consultants, July 3, 2018 (Appendix L.2),

x

Inglewood Transit Connector EDR Radius Map Report, EDR, September 15, 2021 (Appendix L.3), and

x

Railroad Safety Study, Inglewood Transit Connector Project, Meridian Consultants LLC, March 2021
(Appendix L.4)

Impacts determined to be less than significant are discussed further in Section 6.0: Other Environmental
Considerations. Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this
Recirculated Draft EIR.

1
2
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Hazardous Material Assessment Technical Memorandum, Geosyntec Consultants, July 3, 2018.
Hazardous Material Assessment Technical Memorandum, Geosyntec Consultants, July 3, 2018.
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4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Additionally, this section addresses short-term construction impacts resulting from demolition of

Hazardous materials generally refers to hazardous substances, hazardous waste, and other materials that
exhibit corrosive, poisonous, flammable, and/or reactive properties and have the potential to harm human
health and/or the environment. Hazardous materials are used in products (e.g., household cleaners,
industrial solvents, paint, pesticides, etc.) and in the manufacturing of products (e.g., electronics,
newspapers, plastic products, etc.). Hazardous materials can include petroleum products, natural gas,
synthetic gas, acutely toxic chemicals, and other toxic chemicals that are used in agriculture, commercial

underground storage tanks (USTs) and other existing (typically older) structures, work in the vicinity of
historical oil well and pipeline activity, work in areas with previously documented soil contamination, and
other subsurface construction activities, as well as operational impacts associated with the type of uses
proposed and the materials that the operation of these uses would entail. In determining the level of
significance, the analysis recognizes that all components of the proposed Project would be required to
comply with relevant federal and State laws and regulations that are designed to ensure the safety of
routine transport, use, management, or disposal of hazardous materials.

and industrial uses, retail businesses, hospitals, and households. Accidental releases of hazardous
materials can result from a variety of incidents, including highway incidents, warehouse fires, train
derailments, shipping accidents, and industrial incidents.

4.8.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
The following presents the federal, State, and local regulatory framework, laws, ordinances, and

The term “hazardous materials” as used in this section includes all materials defined in the California

regulations governing the proposed Project as related to hazards and hazardous materials (HHM).

Health and Safety Code as follows:

4.8.3.1

A material that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical or chemical
characteristics, poses a significant present or potential hazard to human health and safety
or to the environment if released into the workplace or the environment. ‘Hazardous
materials’ include, but are not limited to, hazardous substances, hazardous waste, and any
material that a handler or the unified program agency has a reasonable basis for believing
that it would be injurious to the health and safety of persons or harmful to the environment
if released into the workplace or the environment.

Federal

Occupational Safety and Health Act
The Occupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA) is intended to create a safe workplace. 3 OSHA establishes
procedures and standards for the safe handling and storage of hazardous chemicals. In addition, a safety
data sheet (SDS) containing specified information must be provided to customers, making them aware of
chemical hazards to which they may be exposed. OSHA also establishes standards regarding the safe
exposure limits for chemicals to which construction workers may be exposed. Safety and Health Regulation

The term includes chemicals regulated by the United States Department of Transportation (USDOT), the

for Construction4 contains Compliance Guidelines for construction activities, which include occupational

United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), the California Department of Toxic Substances

health and environmental controls to protect worker health and safety. These Guidelines articulate the

Control (DTSC), the California Governor’s Office of Emergency Services, and other agencies as hazardous

required health and safety plan(s) to be developed and implemented during construction, including

materials, wastes, or substances.

associated training, protective equipment, evacuation plans, chains of command, and emergency
response procedures.

Analysis in this section is focused on the use or management of hazardous or potentially hazardous
materials resulting from construction and operational activities envisioned under the proposed Project.

Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know

The severity of potential hazards to people, property, and the environment associated with the heightened

The Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act (EPCRA) 5 requires facilities that store or use

interaction with hazardous materials associated with implementation of the proposed Project is also

hazardous chemicals to submit a specified plan with copies of SDSs to the State Emergency Response

analyzed. Analysis in this section is based on various existing databases and historical data, including

Center (SERC) and the local emergency planning center (LEPC). Additionally, facilities must submit an

California Hazardous Material Incident Report System (CHMIRS), HAZNET, HIST CORTESE, and Los Angeles

annual inventory list with details on the amount, location, and storage method of regulated chemicals

County Industrial Waste and Underground Storage Tank Sites. Contaminated site locations extracted from

present at the facility.6

these databases are then delineated on the proposed Project guideway, stations, and MSF locations, and
impacts are assessed according to the potential activities that would take place on specific sites.
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3
4
5
6

29 USC Section 651 et seq. (1970), 29 CFR Section 1910 et seq. (1999).
29 CFR Section 1926.65 Appendix C – Compliance Guidelines (1993).
42 USC Section 116 et seq. (2010), 40 CFR Section 350 et seq. (2011).
40 CFR Section 370.20 et seq. (2002).
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Toxic Substances Control Act

disposal unit must be permitted under RCRA. Additionally, all hazardous waste transporters are required

The Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) enables USEPA to track industrial chemicals produced or imported
into

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

the United States. 7 USEPA screens the chemicals and can require testing to determine if any pose an

to be permitted and must have an identification number.

Hazardous Materials Transportation Act

environmental or human-health hazard. Any chemical that poses an unreasonable risk then can be
regulated or banned from manufacturing or importation. Congress enacted major amendments to TSCA
in 2016 via the Lautenberg Act, 8 which strengthened USEPA’s authority to regulate chemicals.

The Hazardous Materials Transportation Act regulates transport of hazardous materials on water, rail,
highways, airplanes, and pipelines. 13 The US Department of Transportation (DOT) administers the Act. 14
Title 49 of the CFR specifies additional requirements and regulations with respect to the transport of

Clean Air Act

hazardous materials. Title 49 of the CFR requires that every employee who transports hazardous materials

Section 112 of the Clean Air Act requires USEPA to set air toxics standards for regulating the emissions of

receive training to recognize and identify hazardous materials and become familiar with hazardous

hazardous air pollutants. 9 The 1990 federal Clean Air Act Amendments establish a program designed to

materials requirements. Drivers are also required to be trained in function and commodity specific

prevent the release of highly hazardous chemicals. 10

requirements. In addition, vehicles transporting certain types or quantities of hazardous materials must
display placards (warning) signs. Transporters of hazardous wastes must be permitted and have an

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

identification number.

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) 11 establishes design, construction, and operational

4.8.3.2

standards to prevent chemical releases from USTs. RCRA, Subtitle I regulates USTs containing hazardous
substances or petroleum. USEPA sets standards governing tank construction based on whether the tank is

State

Department of Toxic Substances Control

new or whether an existing tank is upgraded. USEPA also imposes operation and maintenance procedures

At the State level, authority for the Statewide administration and enforcement of RCRA is enforced through

for UST owners and operators and establishes reporting requirements from regulated tanks that release

CalEPA’s DTSC. While the DTSC has primary State responsibility in regulating the generation, storage, and

substances into the environment.

disposal of hazardous materials, DTSC may further delegate enforcement authority to local jurisdictions.
In addition, the DTSC is responsible and/or provides oversight for contamination cleanup, and administers

RCRA Subtitle C 12 is intended to proactively manage hazardous waste and to minimize and avoid

Statewide hazardous waste reduction programs. 15 DTSC operates programs to accomplish the following:

hazardous waste contamination. RCRA Subtitle C addresses hazardous waste from cradle-to-grave,

(1) deal with the aftermath of improper hazardous waste management by overseeing site cleanups; (2)

regulating the generation, transport, storage, treatment, and disposal of hazardous waste by "large-

prevent releases of hazardous waste by ensuring that those who generate, handle, transport, store, and

quantity generators" (1,000 kilograms/month or more). RCRA, Subtitle I, the Hazardous and Solid Waste

dispose of wastes do so properly; and (3) evaluate soil, water, and air samples taken at sites.

Amendments (HSWA) of 1984, expanded and clarified RCRA Subtitle C. USEPA administers RCRA Subtitle
C pursuant to regulations found at 40 CFR Section 260 et seq. and has delegated RCRA Subtitle C
implementation and enforcement within California to the State. Under RCRA regulations, hazardous
wastes must be tracked from the time of generation to the point of disposal. At a minimum, each generator
of hazardous waste must register and obtain a hazardous waste activity identification number. If hazardous
wastes are stored for more than 90 days or treated or disposed at a facility, any treatment, storage, or

7
8
9
10

15 USC Section 2601 et seq. (1976), 40 CFR Section 700 et seq. (2012).
H.R. 2576 — 116th Congress, “Federal Government Advertising Equity Accountability Act,” (2016).
Clean Air Act Title I, Section 112, USC 7412 “Hazardous Air Pollutants.”
EPA, “The Clean Air Act – Highlights of the 1990 Amendments,” United States Environmental Protection Agency, accessed
June 22, 2020, https://www.epa.gov/clean-air-act-overview/clean-air-act-highlights-1990-amendments.
11 42 USC Section 6991 et seq., (1976), 40 CFR Section 280 et seq., (2014).
12 42 USC Section 6901 et seq.
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Division of Occupational Safety and Health
The California OSHA (Cal-OSHA) program is administered and enforced by the Division of Occupational
Safety and Health (DOSH). The Cal-OSHA program is similar to the Federal OSHA program in that both
programs contain rules and procedures related to exposure to hazardous materials during demolition and
construction activities. In addition, Cal-OSHA requires employers to implement a comprehensive, written

13 49 USC Section 1801 et seq., (1975).
14 49 CFR Section 100 et seq., (2016).
15 22 CCR Division 4.5, “Environmental Health Standards for the Management of Hazardous Waste,” 2020,
https://govt.westlaw.com/calregs/Index?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default).
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Injury and Illness Prevention Program (IIPP). An IIPP is an employee safety program for potential workplace

Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) to develop at least annually an updated Cortese List. The

hazards, including those associated with hazardous materials. 16

Department of Toxic Substances Control is responsible for a portion of the information contained in the
Cortese List. Other State and local government agencies are required to provide additional hazardous

California Highway Patrol and Department of Transportation

material release information for the Cortese List.20

The California Highway Patrol and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) are the enforcement
agencies responsible for hazardous materials transportation regulations. Hazardous materials and waste

CEQA 21 requires the lead agency to consult the lists compiled pursuant to Government Code Section

transporters are responsible for complying with all applicable packaging, labeling, and shipping

65962.5 to determine whether a project and any project alternatives are identified on any of the following

regulations. 17 The provisions of this section apply to the highway transportation of hazardous materials

lists:

and hazardous waste and include restrictions on labeling/placards, transportation routes, and other

x

EPA NPL: USEPA’s National Priorities List (NPL) includes all sites under USEPA’s Superfund program,
which was established to fund cleanup of contaminated sites that pose risk to human health and the
environment.

x

EPA CERCLIS and Archived Sites: USEPA’s Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) includes a list of 15,000 sites nationally identified as
hazardous sites. This would also involve a review for archived sites that have been removed from
CERCLIS due to No Further Remedial Action Planned (NFRAP) status.

x

EPA RCRIS (RCRA Info): The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information System (RCRIS or
RCRA Info) is a national inventory system about hazardous waste handlers. Generators, transporters,
handlers, and disposers of hazardous waste are required to provide information for this database.

x

DTSC Cortese List: DTSC maintains the Cortese list as a planning document for use by the State and
local agencies to comply with the CEQA requirements in providing information about the location of
hazardous materials release sites. This list includes the Site Mitigation and Brownfields Reuse Program
Database (CalSites).

x

DTSC HazNet: DTSC uses this database to track hazardous waste shipments.

x

SWRCB LUSTIS: Through the Leaking Underground Storage Tank Information System (LUSTIS), the
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) maintains an inventory of USTs and leaking USTs, which
tracks unauthorized releases.

measures to ensure safe transport of regulated materials.

Hazardous Waste Control Act
The Hazardous Waste Control Act was passed in 1972 and established the California Hazardous Waste
Control Program within the Department of Health Services. California’s hazardous waste regulatory effort
became the model for the federal RCRA. California’s program, however, was broader and more
comprehensive than the federal system, regulating wastes and activities not covered by the federal
program. California’s Hazardous Waste Control Law18 was followed by emergency regulations in 1973 that
clarified and defined the hazardous waste program, as follows:
x

Included definitions of what was a waste and what was hazardous as well as what was necessary for
appropriate handling, processing, and disposal of hazardous and extremely hazardous waste in a
manner that would protect the public, livestock, and wildlife from hazards to health and safety.

x

The early regulations also established a tracking system for the handling and transportation of
hazardous waste from the point of waste generation to the point of ultimate disposition, as well as a
system of fees to cover the costs of operating the hazardous waste management program.

x

Advancing the newly developing awareness of hazardous waste management issues, the program
established a technical reference center, for public and private use, dealing with all aspects of
hazardous waste management.

California Government Code Section 65962.5

The required lists of hazardous material release sites are commonly referred to as the “Cortese List,”
named after Dominic L. Cortese, the California State Assemblyman who authored the legislation. Because

The Hazardous Waste and Substance Sites (Cortese) List is a planning document used by the State, local
agencies, and developers to comply with the CEQA requirements in providing information about the
location of hazardous materials release sites. 19 Government Code Section 65962.5 requires the California

the statute was enacted more than 20 years ago, some of the provisions refer to agency activities that are
no longer being implemented and, in some cases, the information required in the Cortese List does not
exist. Those requesting a copy of the Cortese Lists are now referred directly to the appropriate information
resources contained on internet websites hosted by the boards or departments referenced in the statute,

16 California Code of Regulations, Title 8 Section 3203, “Injury and Illness Prevention Program,” 2020,
https://www.dir.ca.gov/title8/3203.html.
17 California Vehicle Code Division 13, Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 31303–31309
18 Hazardous Waste Control Law, California Health and Safety Code sections 25100 et seq
19 https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/.
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including DTSC’s online EnviroStor database and the SWRCB’s online GeoTracker database.

20 California Government Code Section 65962.5
21 California Public Resources Code Section 21092.6.
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Sites that are no longer considered “active” because the SWRCB, a regional board, or the County has

facilities, water treatment and wastewater treatment plants that handle chlorine gas, and facilities that

determined that no further action is required because actions were taken to adequately remediate the

store flammable chemicals such as methane and propane. 24

release, or because the release was minor, presents no environmental risk, and no remedial action is
necessary, are listed as “closed” and deleted from the list. 22

Titles 14, 22, 23, and 27 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR)
Title 14 requires that gas storage fields be closely monitored by facility operators to ensure their safe

Hazardous Materials Business Plan

operation and to establish that no damage to health, property, or natural resources occurs. 25 Titles 22 and

Any business that handles, stores, or disposes of a hazardous substance at a given threshold quantity must

23 of the CCR address hazardous materials and wastes. Title 22 defines, categorizes, and lists hazardous

prepare a hazardous materials business plan (HMBP). HMBPs are intended to minimize hazards to human

materials and wastes including universal wastes. 26 Title 23 addresses public health and safety issues

health and the environment from fires, explosions, or an unplanned release of hazardous substances into

related to hazardous materials and wastes, and specifies disposal options. 27 Title 27 of the CCR addresses

air, soil, or surface water. The HMBP must be carried out immediately whenever a fire, explosion, or

landfill closure standards and landfill-related public health and safety issues. 28

unplanned chemical release occurs. An HMBP includes three sections: (1) an inventory of hazardous
materials, including a site map, which details their location; (2) an emergency response plan; and (3) an
employee-training program. HMBPs serve as an aid to employers and employees in managing emergencies

Unified Hazardous Waste and Hazardous Materials Management Regulatory
Program

at a given facility. They also help better prepare emergency response personnel for handling a wide range

In 1996, CalEPA adopted the Unified Hazardous Waste and Hazardous Materials Management Regulatory

of emergencies that might occur at the facility. Effective March 15, 2021, HMBPs are required to be

Program (Unified Program). The Unified Program consolidates and coordinates the six State programs that

submitted via the California Environmental Reporting System (CERS). The plans must be resubmitted,

regulate business and industry use, storage, handling, and disposal of hazardous materials and wastes.

reviewed, revised, or amended as necessary every three years. The HMBP must also be amended within

The Los Angeles County Fire Department is the Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) responsible for

30 days whenever there are changes in the amount or location of stored hazardous chemicals on a site.

administering providing the regulatory oversight for federal, State, and local laws and regulations related

The Los Angeles County Fire Department, Hazardous Materials Division conducts routine inspections at

to hazardous materials use and disposal within the City. The CUPA protects the public health and the

businesses required to submit business plans. The purpose of these inspections is to (1) ensure compliance

environment from accidental releases and improper handling, storage, transportation, and disposal of

with existing laws and regulations concerning HMBP requirements, (2) identify existing safety hazards that

hazardous materials and wastes through coordinated efforts of inspections, emergency response,

could cause or contribute to an accidental spill or release, and (3) suggest preventative measures designed

enforcement, and site mitigation oversight. In addition, the Los Angeles County Fire Department Health

to minimize the risk of a spill or release of hazardous materials.23

and Hazardous Materials Division (HHMD) implements the following programs that are relevant to the
proposed Project: 29

Risk Management Plan

x

Hazardous Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory Program

a regulated substance is required to prepare a risk management plan. The State statutes and regulations

x

Hazardous Waste Generator Program

combine federal- and State-program requirements for the prevention of accidental releases of listed

x

California Accidental Release Prevention (CalARP) Program

substances into the atmosphere: the CalARP program. CalARP requires that a risk management plan

x

Aboveground Storage Tank Program

include a hazard assessment program, an accidental release prevention program, and an emergency

x

Underground Storage Tank Program

24
25
26
27
28
29

California Health and Safety Code Sections 25531–25543.3.
California Code of Regulations, Title 14, “Natural Resources.”
California Code of Regulations, Title 22, “Social Security.”
California Code of Regulations, Title 23, “Waters.”
California Code of Regulations, Title 27, “Environmental Protection.”
California Senate Bill 1082.

Any owner or operator of a stationary source (non-transportation) with more than a threshold quantity of

response plan. The risk management plan must be revised every 5 years or as necessary. Typical facilities
or businesses that are required to prepare risk management plans include: ammonia refrigeration

22 California Environmental Protection Agency, Cortese List: Section 65962.5(c), accessed March 2019, available at
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/section-65962-5c/.
23 California Health and Safety Code Sections 25500–25520.
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California Human Health Screening Levels

railroad traffic, grade, curves, type and condition of track need for sound or safety barriers, need for

The California Human Health Screening Levels (CHHSLs or “Chisels”) 30 are concentrations of 54 hazardous

pedestrian and vehicle safeguards at railroad crossings, presence of high-pressure gas lines near the tracks

chemicals in soil or soil gas that CalEPA considers to be below thresholds of concern for risks to human

that could rupture in the event of a derailment, preparation of an evacuation plan. It further provides that

health. The CHHSLs were developed by the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment on behalf

if required, reasonable mitigation measures must be identified. 33 While these standards only apply to the

of CalEPA. The CHHSLs were developed using standard exposure assumptions and chemical toxicity values

review and approval of sites for new schools, as discussed above, a rail safety study was prepared for Kelso

published by the EPA and CalEPA. The CHHSLs can be used to screen sites for potential human health

Elementary School in response to a request from IUSD.

concerns where releases of hazardous chemicals to soils have occurred. Under most circumstances, the

State Fire Regulations

presence of a chemical in soil, soil gas, or indoor air at concentrations below the corresponding CHHSL can
be assumed to not pose a significant health risk to people who may live or work at the site. There are

State fire regulations include those concerning building standards (as also set forth in the California
Building Code), fire protection and notification systems, fire protection devices such as extinguishers and

separate CHHSLs for residential and commercial/industrial sites.

smoke alarms, high-rise building and childcare facility standards, and fire suppression training. The State

Senate Bill 1889, Accidental Release Prevention Law/CalARP

fire marshal enforces these regulations and building standards in all State-owned buildings, State-occupied

Senate Bill (SB) 1889 required California to implement a new federally mandated program governing the
accidental airborne release of chemicals promulgated under Section 112 of the Clean Air Act. Effective

buildings, and State institutions throughout California.34

California Fire Code (Chapter 33, Fire Safety During Construction and Demolition)

January 1, 1997, CalARP replaced the previous California Risk Management and Prevention Program and
incorporated the mandatory federal requirements. CalARP addresses facilities that contain specified
hazardous materials, known as “regulated substances,” which if involved in an accidental release could
result in adverse off-site consequences. CalARP defines regulated substances as chemicals that pose a
threat to public health and safety or the environment because they are highly toxic, flammable, or

The California Fire Code, Chapter 33 related to fire safety during construction and demolition prescribes
safeguards to provide reasonable safety to life and property from fire during such operations. Specific
safeguards related to oil-fired heaters, gas heaters, refueling, smoking, waste disposal, welding, electrical,
flammable, and combustible odors, water supply for fire protection, fire extinguishers, etc.
Implementation of these safeguards are designed to reduce the potential of fire-related hazards during

explosive. 31

construction and demolition activities.35

California Emergency Services Act
State Water Resources Control Board
The California Emergency Services Act 32 was adopted to establish the State’s roles and responsibilities
during human-made or natural emergencies that result in conditions of disaster and/or extreme peril to
life, property, or the resources of the State. This act is intended to protect health and safety by preserving

The SWRCB operates under the authority of CalEPA, with a mission to preserve, enhance, and restore the
quality of California’s water resources and drinking water for the protection of the environment, public
health, and all beneficial uses, and to ensure proper water resource allocation and efficient use, for the

the lives and property of the people of the State.

benefit of present and future generations. There are nine regional water quality control boards (RWQCBs)

California Code of Regulations, Title 5, Section 14010(d) (Schools and Rail Safety)
CCR Title 5, Section 14010(d) contains minimum standards for construction of school facilities including
consideration of railroad safety when selecting new school sites. CCR Title 5, Section 14010(d) contains
standards for school site selection, as it relates to railroad track easements. Specifically, Section 14010(d)
provides that if a proposed site is within 1,500 feet of a railroad track easement, a safety study shall be
undertaken by a professional trained in assessing cargo manifests, frequency, speed, and schedule of

beneficial uses of the State’s waters. The RWQCBs develop “basin plans” for their hydrologic areas, govern
requirements/issue waste discharge permits, take enforcement action against violators, and monitor
water quality. The RWQCBs have the authority to require the remediation of sites where groundwater
quality may be degraded by hazardous materials or substances releases from USTs or other sources. The
proposed Project is within the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles RWQCB (Region 4). The Los Angeles RWQCB
33 California Code of Regulations, Title 5, “School Facilities Construction,” Section 14010(d).
34 California Health and Safety Code Section 13000 et seq.
35 California Fire Code 2019.

30 Health and Safety Code Section 57008.
31 Health and Safety Code Sections 25531 – 25534.3.
32 California Public Resources Code Section 8550 – 8669.7.
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issued Order No. R4-2007-0019 which provides General Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) relative

California Department of Health Services. Asbestos is also regulated as a hazardous air pollutant under the

to the groundwater remediation at petroleum hydrocarbon fuel and/or volatile organic compound (VOC)

Clean Air Act and a potential worker safety hazard under the authority of Cal/OSHA. Requirements for

impacted sites. The Order identifies a list of materials that can be used for in-situ remediation zone

limiting asbestos emissions from building demolition and renovation are specified in SCAQMD Rule 1403

treatment purposes. 36

(Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovation Activities); see below. California Government Code
Sections 1529 and 1532.1 provide for exposure limits, exposure monitoring, respiratory protection and

The State Water Board adopted a Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank Case Closure Policy. 37 The Policy

good working practice by workers exposed to lead and ACMs.

applies to petroleum UST sites subject to Chapter 6.7 of the Health and Safety Code. The Policy establishes

Other Hazardous Materials

both general and media-specific criteria.
Both Regional Water Boards and local agencies have been directed to review all cases in the petroleum
UST Cleanup Program using the framework provided in the Policy. This review shall be accomplished within
existing budgets and be performed no later than 365 days from the effective date of this Policy. These case

The removal of hazardous materials, such as PCBs, mercury-containing light ballast, and mold, must be
completed in accordance with applicable regulations pursuant to 40 CFR 761 (PCBs), 40 CFR 273 (mercurycontaining light ballast), and 29 CFR 1926 (molds) by workers with the hazardous waste operations and
emergency response (HAZWOPER) training, as outlined in 29 CFR 1910.120 and 8 CCR 5192.

reviews shall, at a minimum, include the following for each UST case:
1. Determination of whether or not each UST case meets the criteria in the Policy or is otherwise
appropriate for closure based on a site-specific analysis.

4.8.3.3

Regional and Local

South Coast Air Quality Management District

2. If the case does not satisfy the criteria in this Policy or does not present a low-risk based upon a sitespecific analysis, impediments to closure shall be identified.

Remediation of contamination has the potential to expose workers to hazardous emissions. The South

3. Each case review shall be made publicly available on the State Water Board's GeoTracker web site

through Rule 1166, Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from Decontamination of Soil. This rule requires

Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) regulates emissions from soil remediation activities
development and approval of a mitigation plan, monitoring of VOC concentrations, and implementation

If both the general and applicable media-specific criteria are satisfied, then the leaking UST case is

of the mitigation plan if VOC-contaminated soil is detected. 38

generally considered to present a low threat to human health, safety, and the environment. The Policy
recognizes, however, that even if all of the specified criteria in the Policy are met, there may be unique

SCAQMD Rule 1403 specifies work practice requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building

attributes of the case or site-specific conditions that increase the risk associated with the residual

demolition and renovation activities, including the removal and associated disturbance of ACM. The rule’s

petroleum constituents. In these cases, the regulatory agency overseeing corrective action at the site must

requirements for demolition and renovation activities include asbestos surveying, notification, ACM

identify the conditions that make case closure under the Policy inappropriate.

removal procedures and time schedules, ACM handling and cleanup procedures, and storage, disposal,
and landfilling requirements for asbestos-containing waste materials (ACWM). 39

Asbestos-Containing Materials and Lead-Based Paint
Several regulations and guidelines pertain to abatement of and protection from exposure to asbestos-

Regional Water Quality Control Board

containing materials (ACM) and lead-based paint (LBP), including Construction Safety Orders 1529

USTs are regulated under Subtitle I of RCRA and its implementing regulations, which establish construction

(pertaining to ACM) and Section 1532.1 (pertaining to LBP) from CCR, Title 8, and Part 61, Subpart M, of

standards for new UST installations, as well as standards for upgrading existing USTs and associated piping.

the Code of Federal Regulations (pertaining to ACM). California Health and Safety Code Section 39650 et

After 1998, all nonconforming tanks were required to be either upgraded or closed.

seq. provides further regulations on airborne toxic control measures. In California, ACM and LBP
abatement must be performed and monitored by contractors with appropriate certification from the
36 LARWQCB Basin Plan, March 13, 2020, https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles/water_issues/programs/basin_plan/.
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38 Rule 1166 – Volatile Organic Compound Emissions from Decontamination of Soil, AQMD, 2001,
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/reg-xi/rule-1166.pdf.
39 Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovations Activities, AQMD, 2007,
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/reg-xiv/rule-1403.pdf.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.8-14

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The storage of hazardous materials in USTs is regulated by CalEPA’s SWRCB, which has delegated authority

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

x

The City must have continuous coordination among its staff to ensure that hazardous material
operations are located in zones and facilities that are appropriate and safe for such use.

x

The City must ensure that these uses are located safe distances from residences, schools, hospitals,
large assemblages of people, etc.

x

The City must inform the public of the potential perils that accompany hazardous material sites. Public
awareness as acquired through public education programs will enable the citizenry to learn to protect
themselves by observing and implementing safety procedures during a spill or explosion.

to each of the nine RWQCBs and, typically on the local level, to the local fire department. The State’s UST
Program regulations include, among others, permitting USTs, installation of leak detection systems and/or
monitoring of USTs for leakage, UST closure requirements, release reporting/corrective action, and
enforcement. The State’s Site Cleanup Program (SCP)40 regulates and oversees the investigation and
cleanup of unauthorized discharges of pollutants and pollution-impaired sites not overseen by the UST
Program. 41 The primary goal of the SCP is to direct and provide oversight of site investigation and cleanup
activities that will result in restoration and/or protection of water quality, human health, and the
environment.

The City’s General Plan, Safety Element identifies evacuation routes that assume worst-case displacement
and surface rupture from a seismic event. Within the City, Florence Avenue, La Brea Avenue, Crenshaw
Boulevard, and Imperial Highway are identified as designated evacuation routes. In addition, the Safety

Los Angeles County Fire Department

Element of the General Plan identifies emergency corridors that can be most readily opened immediately
At the local level, the County of Los Angeles Fire Department (LACoFD) monitors the storage of hazardous
materials in the City for compliance with local requirements. Specifically, businesses and facilities which
store more than threshold quantities of hazardous materials are required to file an Accidental Risk

following a seismic event. These include Inglewood Avenue, La Brea Avenue/Hawthorne Boulevard, Prairie
Avenue, Crenshaw Boulevard, La Cienega Boulevard, Van Ness Avenue, West Boulevard, Florence Avenue,
Manchester Boulevard, Century Boulevard, Imperial Highway, and Centinela Avenue.

Prevention Program with the LACoFD. This program includes information such as emergency contacts,
phone numbers, facility information, chemical inventory, and hazardous materials handling and storage
locations. The LACoFD also has delegated authority to administer and enforce Federal and State laws and
local ordinances for USTs. Plans for the construction/installation, modification, upgrade, and removal of
USTs are reviewed by LACoFD Inspectors. 42

City of Inglewood Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan and Emergency Operation Plan
The City of Inglewood Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan (MHMP) was developed to reduce or eliminate longterm risk to human life and property from both natural and man-made hazards. 44 The plan includes a list
of mitigation measures to be implemented in order to meet identified goals and objectives related to

The LACoFD administers and enforces federal and State laws and local ordinances for USTs in the City of

emergency readiness and hazard reduction. In addition, the City prepared an Emergency Response Plan

Inglewood. Plans for the construction/installation, modification, upgrade, and removal of USTs are

to comply with the California Standardized Emergency Management System and the Federal Emergency

reviewed by LACoFD Inspectors.

Management Agency (FEMA) National Incident Management System. The plan includes information on
the Emergency Operations Organization, the roles, and responsibilities of each City division, and includes

City of Inglewood General Plan

operational checklists to guide response actions. The City’s Multi-Hazard Mitigation plan was adopted on

The City’s General Plan, Safety Element outlines the following relevant measures as means to minimize

August 18, 2009, with a 5-year planning horizon. The City is currently undergoing the development of a

the dangerous aspects of hazardous materials: 43

revised and updated plan.

x

The City’s Office of Emergency Services (OES) acts in coordination with all City departments to maximize

x

40
41
42
43

Enforcement of the State law that requires businesses involved with hazardous materials to disclose
the quantities of hazardous materials, their locations, their disposal, and a management plan designed
to decrease risks to the public.
Private businesses and government agencies must continue to update and prepare the proper
emergency responses in the event of a spill or explosion.

42 USC Section 6901 et seq.
42 USC Section 6901 et seq.
California Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.95.
City of Inglewood General Plan, “Safety Element” (1995).
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emergencies and disasters. The 2010 MHMP generally provides a means to prepare and maintain systems,
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constructed to current design standards and building codes and are not expected contribute to community
vulnerability from natural or technological hazards.” 45 The overall goals of the plan are to:
x

Minimize the loss of life and property from natural hazard events

x

Protect public health and safety

x

Increase public awareness of risk from natural hazards

x

Enhance emergency services including warning systems

City of Inglewood Municipal Code
The Inglewood Municipal Code adopts the Los Angeles County Fire Code as the Fire Code of the City. 46
Additionally, the Municipal Code designates the LACoFD as the administering agency for the hazardous
material inventory and emergency response program within the City, including the provisions of the
California Hazardous Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory Law and other hazardous materials
related regulations. 47 These sections of the Municipal Code set forth requirements to ensure fire safety
of new and reconstructed buildings within Inglewood.

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Family First Charter School
Canterbury Learning Academy
South Bay Child Development Center
Debbie’s Child Development Center
Inglewood Adult School
City Honors College Preparatory Academy
George W Crozier Middle School
Inglewood High School
VLT Learning Center
Dolores Huerta Elementary School
City Honors High School

110 La Brea Ave
204 S. La Brea Ave
521 Queen St
521 Osage Ave
106 E Manchester Blvd
120 Regent St
120 Regent St
231 Grevillea Ave
233 Spruce St
4125 105th St
155 Kelso St

120
350
370
470
600
1,000
1,000
1,000
1,090
1,250
1,400

West
West
North
West
West
West
West
West
Southwest
Southwest
Southwest

Properties Listed on Government Databases
A review of local, State, and federal government-maintained databases for properties within one mile of
the proposed Project alignment that release and/or have released hazardous materials was conducted by
Environmental Database Resources, Inc. (EDR). The EDR report did not include listings of areas of the
proposed Project within the existing public right-of-way. However, properties listed that are within the
proposed Project alignment—i.e., those that would require full or partial acquisition and/or an easement

4.8.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

(see Table 3.0-5: Anticipated Project Acquisitions)—are as follows:

Sensitive Receptors
The proposed Project alignment is located along North Market Street, West Manchester Boulevard, and
South Prairie Avenue, which are zoned for transit oriented development, including commercial and
residential development, and mixed use. Surrounding uses are mainly commercial, although there are
some sensitive land uses, including residences, schools, and childcare facilities. Schools and daycare
facilities within one-quarter mile (1,320 feet) of the proposed alignment of the ATS system are identified
below:
Table 4.8-1
School and Daycare Facilities Near the Project
Name

Address

Distance (ft.)

Direction

A Bright Beginning Child Development Center
A Bright Beginning Infant and Toddler Center
Kelso Elementary School
Slauson Learning Center
Tender Care Child Development center
Wilder Preparatory Academy Charter School

712 Manchester Blvd
503 Prairie Ave
809 Kelso St
260 Locust St
335 Spruce Ave
336 Spruce Ave

25
25
25
40
75
100

South
West
West
East
Southwest
Southwest

45 City of Inglewood, 2010. Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan, March 23, 2010.
46 Inglewood Municipal Code, “Chapter 6, Article 1: Fire Code and Amendments,”
https://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=6-1&frames=off.
47 Inglewood Municipal Code, “Chapter 6, Article 2, Section 6-5: Hazardous Materials Disclosure
Agency,”https://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=6-2-6_5&frames=off.
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Table 4.8-2
Properties Within Proposed Project Alignment Listed on
Government Databases for Hazardous Materials
Addresses
317 and 333 E. Florence Avenue
200–270 N. Market Street (even number
addresses) and 300–330 E. Florence
Avenue (Commercial property northeast
of Market at Regent Avenue)
500 and 510 E. Manchester Boulevard
600 S. Prairie Avenue
923 S. Prairie Avenue
3900 W. Manchester
1035–1051 S. Prairie Avenue (odd number
addresses; commercial property
northwest of Prairie at Hardy Street)

Government Databases1
Cortese, CERS, CERS TANKS, ECHO, FINDS, HAZNET, LACHMS, LUST
RCRA-LQG, UST
CERS, CERS HAZ WASTE, DRYCLEANERS, ECHO, EDR Hist Auto, EDR
Hist Cleaner, EMI, FINDS, HAZNET, HWTS, RCRA-SQG, RCRA-LQG,
RCRA NonGen/NLR
CERS, CERS HAZ WASTE, CERS TANKS, CHMIRS, CIWQS, Cortese,
ECHO, FINDS, LUST, HIST CORTESE, HIST UST, HAZNET, HWTS,
LACHMS, NPDES, RCRA-LQG, RCRA NonGen/NLR, SWEEPS UST, UST
CERS, Cortese, ECHO, EMI, FINDS, HAZNET, LACHMS, LUST, RCRALQG, RCRA NonGen/NLR, UST
CERS
CA FID UST, CERS, CERS HAZ WASTE, Cortese, HIST UST, LACHMS,
LUST, RCRA NonGen/NLR, SWEEPS UST, UST
DRYCLEANERS, ECHO, EMI, EDR Hist Cleaner, CERS, FINDS, RCRA
NonGen/NLR

______________________
1. Description of Database Acronyms:
CA FID UST = Facility Inventory Database contains active and inactive underground storage tank from State Water Resource Control Board
CERS = California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) combines data about environmentally regulated sites and facilities in California into a single
database
CERS HAZ WASTE = California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) Regulated Site Portal
CERS TANKS = CERS Aboveground Petroleum Storage and Underground Storage Tank
CHMIRS = California Hazardous Material Incident Report System from the California Office of Emergency Services
CIWQS = California Integrated Water Quality System used by the State and RWQCB to track information about places of environmental interest, manage permits
and other orders, track inspections, and manage violations and enforcement activities
Cortese = These sites are designated by the State Water Resource Control Board (LUST), the Integrated Waste Board (SWF/LS), and DTSC
DRYCLEANERS = A list of drycleaner related facilities that have EPA ID numbers
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ECHO = Provided by EDR, ECHO provides integrated compliance and enforcement information for about 800,000 facilities nationwide
EDR Hist Auto = EDR Exclusive Records of listings of potential gas station/filling station/service station sites
EDR Hist Cleaner = EDR Exclusive Records of listings of potential dry cleaner sites
EMI = Toxics and criteria pollutant emissions data collected by the Air Resources Board and local air pollution agencies
FINDS = Facility Index System contains both facility information and “pointers” to other sources of information
HAZNET = Data is extracted from the copies of hazardous waste manifests received each year by the DTSC
HIST CORTESE = Same as Cortese, but no longer updated by the agencies
HIST UST = Historical UST Registered Database
HWTS = Registered Hazardous Waste Site
LACHMS = Los Angeles County Hazardous Materials Sites, Los Angeles County Industrial Waste and Underground Storage Tank Sites
LUST= Leaking Underground Storage Tank in GeoTracker
NPDES = A listing of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permits, including stormwater
RCRA-LQG = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act-Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-SQG = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act-Small Quantity Generators
RCRA NonGen / NLR = RCRA Non-Generators that do not presently generate hazardous waste
SWEEPS UST = Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System Underground Storage Tank
UST = Underground Storage Tank in State Water Resources Control Board’s Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
Source: Inglewood Transit Connector, The EDR Radius Map Report. Environmental Data Resources, Inc. 2021, September 15.

Properties listed in government databases do not necessarily represent environmental concerns. Some
databases track properties because there are special conditions, while others track properties that hold
permits for the storage, operation, generation, and/or emission of hazardous materials.
Properties within 500 feet to the proposed Project alignment that are listed on government databases are
provided below:
Table 4.8-3
Properties Adjacent to Proposed Project Alignment Listed on
Government Databases for Hazardous Materials
Addresses
200 E. Beach Avenue

Government Databases1
CERS, CERS HAZ WASTE, CIWQS, EMI, NPDES, RCRA NonGen/NLR,
SEMS-ARCHIVE, WDS

301 and 412 E. Florence Avenue

RCRA NonGen / NLR

220 and 230 N. La Brea Avenue

CERS HAZ WASTE, EDR Hist Auto, HAZNET, HWTS, RCRA-SQG, RCRAVSQG

304, 330, and 341 E. Queen Avenue
216 and 257 S. Market Street

EDR Hist Auto, EDR Hist Cleaner, RCRA NonGen/NLR

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Table 4.8-3
Properties Adjacent to Proposed Project Alignment Listed on
Government Databases for Hazardous Materials
801 S. Prairie Avenue

RCRA NonGen/NLR

837 S. Prairie Avenue

EDR Hist Cleaner

911 S. Prairie Avenue

CERS, CERS HAZ WASTE, CERS TANKS, DRYCLEANERS, ECHO, EDR Hist
Cleaner, EMI, drycleaners, FINDS, HAZNET, HWTS, RCRA NonGen/NLR

950 S. Prairie Avenue

RCRA NonGen/NLR

______________________

1. Description of Database Acronyms:
CERS = California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) combines data about environmentally regulated sites and facilities in California
into a single database
CERS HAZ WASTE = California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) Regulated Site Portal
CERS TANKS = CERS Aboveground Petroleum Storage and Underground Storage Tank
CHMIRS = California Hazardous Material Incident Report System from the California Office of Emergency Services
CIWQS = California Integrated Water Quality System used by the State and RWQCB to track information about places of environmental
interest, manage permits and other orders, track inspections, and manage violations and enforcement activities
DRYCLEANERS = A list of drycleaner related facilities that have EPA ID numbers
ECHO = Provided by EDR, ECHO provides integrated compliance and enforcement information for about 800,000 facilities nationwide
EDR Hist Auto = EDR Exclusive Records of listings of potential gas station/filling station/service station sites
EDR Hist Cleaner = EDR Exclusive Records of listings of potential dry cleaner sites
EMI = Toxics and criteria pollutant emissions data collected by the Air Resources Board and local air pollution agencies
FINDS = Facility Index System contains both facility information and “pointers” to other sources of information
HAZNET = Data is extracted from the copies of hazardous waste manifests received each year by the DTSC
HIST UST = Historical UST Registered Database
HWTS = Registered Hazardous Waste Site
LACHMS = Los Angeles County Hazardous Materials Sites, Los Angeles County Industrial Waste and Underground Storage Tank Sites
LUST= Leaking Underground Storage Tank in GeoTracker
NPDES = A listing of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permits, including stormwater
RCRA-SQG = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act-Small Quantity Generators
RCRA NonGen / NLR = RCRA Non-Generators that do not presently generate hazardous waste
RCRA-VSQG = RCRA Very Small Generators
RGA LUST = EDR Recovered Government Archive Leaking Underground Storage Tank database
SEMS-ARCHIVE = Superfund Enterprise Management System Archive
SWEEPS UST = Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning System Underground Storage Tank
UST = Underground Storage Tank in State Water Resources Control Board’s Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
WDS = California Water Resources Control Board - Waste Discharge System
Source: Inglewood Transit Connector, The EDR Radius Map Report. Environmental Data Resources, Inc. 2021, September 15.

EDR Hist Auto, EDR Hist Auto, CERS HAZ WASTE, HAZNET, HWTS
EDR Hist Cleaner

Underground Storage Tanks

ECHO, FINDS, HAZNET, HIST UST, HWTS, RCRA NonGen/NLR, RCRASQG

Soils and groundwater in the City have the potential to be contaminated due to historical spills and leaking

ECHO, FINDS, RCRA NonGen/NLR

USTs. A UST is defined by law as "any one or combination of tanks, including pipes connected thereto, that

650 E. Nutwood Street

RCRA NonGen/NLR

is used for the storage of hazardous substances and that is substantially or totally beneath the surface of

115 S. Locust Avenue

RCRA NonGen/NLR

the ground" (certain exceptions apply).48 There are nine known Leaking Underground Storage Tanks

151 N. Locust Avenue

RCRA NonGen/NLR

112, 136, and 205 N. Market Street
300, 336, and 401 E. Hillcrest Boulevard
400 E. Kelso Avenue

924 S Osage Avenue

RCRA NonGen/NLR

231, 400, 425, 501, 600, 700, and 811 E.
Manchester Boulevard

CERS, CERS HAZ WASTE, DRYCLEANERS, ECHO, EDR Hist Auto, EDR Hist
Cleaner, FINDS, HAZNET, HIST UST, HWTS, LUST, RCRA NonGen/NLR,
RGA LUST, SWEEPS UST, UST

South Locust Street and Manchester Ave

CHMIRS

601 S. Prairie Avenue
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48 California State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality, “Underground Storage Tank Program,”
accessed March 2019, available at https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/ust/.
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4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

(LUSTs) within 500 feet of the proposed Project identified by the State Water Resources Control Board. 49

All identified LUST cases have been remediated and closed at the time of this analysis. Per the California

These locations are listed as follows and are arranged by proximity to each guideway segment:

DTSC, there are no other contaminated, State agency-monitored properties in the vicinity of the proposed
Project. 50

Market Street Segment
x

x

317 E. Florence Avenue (Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority [Metro]); RWQCB
Case Number R-60173 involved potential contamination of gasoline in soil; remediation completed,
and case closed as of January 13, 2017; and
230 N. La Brea Avenue (Fujita Corporation); RWQCB Case Number R-37884 involved potential
contamination of gasoline; case closed as of September 10, 2003.

Further, the SWRQCB identifies a number of registered USTs within 500 feet of the proposed Project
guideway segments, listed as follows: 51

Market Street Segment
x

317 E. Florence Avenue (Metro), LACoFD facility ID not available; and

x

111 N. Locust Street (Senior Center Site), LACoFD facility ID not available.

Manchester Boulevard Segment
x

501 E. Manchester Boulevard (Simon’s Mini Market); RWQCB Case Number I-13094 involved potential
contamination of gasoline in drinking water aquifer; remediation completed, and case closed as of
November 1, 2006;

Manchester Boulevard Segment
x

145 E. Manchester Boulevard (Wowsj Mart), LACoFD facility ID LACoFA0017377;

x

338 E. Manchester Street (Retail Boutique), LACoFD facility ID not available;

x

501 E. Manchester Boulevard (Simon’s Mini Market); Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
case number 009805-013094; remediation completed, and case closed as of January 9, 2014;

x

450 E. Manchester Boulevard (Bruno’s Burgers), Statewide Environmental Evaluation and Planning
System (SWEEPS) UST S106923602;

x

500 E. Manchester Boulevard (former Sears Auto Center); RWQCB Case Number I-09429 involved
potential contamination of gasoline in soil; remediation completed, and case closed as of July 19,
1996;

x

501 E. Manchester Boulevard (G&M Oil Co #193), LACoFD facility ID LACoFA001738; and

x

510 E. Manchester Boulevard (Vons Fuel Center #2502), LACoFD facility ID LACoFA0033888.

x

3900 W. Manchester Boulevard (the Forum); RWQCB Case Number R-09447 involved potential
contamination of gasoline in soil; remediation completed, and case closed as of February 23, 1998;

Prairie Avenue Segment

x

3900 W. Manchester Boulevard (the Forum); RWQCB Case Number R-09447A involved potential
contamination of gasoline, methyl tertiary-butyl ether (MTBE)/tert-Butyl alcohol (TBA)/other fuel
oxygenates, and tetrachloroethylene (PCE) in drinking water aquifer; remediation completed, and case
closed as of July 15, 2013; and

x

145 E. Manchester Boulevard (UNOCAL #1923); RWQCB Case Number I-09888; leaking tank closed
and case closed as of October 7, 1993.

Three of these registered USTs are located within the footprint of the proposed Project: The Metro K Line

x

601 S. Prairie Avenue (Miles Mini Mart), LACoFD facility ID LACoFA0021214;

x

600 S. Prairie Avenue (Pincay 60-Acre Property [Hollywood Park property]), LACoFD facility ID not
available; and

x

1050 S. Prairie Avenue (Hollywood Park Racetrack), LACoFD facility ID LACoFA0021198.

at 317 E. Florence Avenue, Vons Fuel Center at 510 E. Manchester Boulevard, and the Hollywood Park

Prairie Avenue Segment
x

(LASED) property at 600 S. Prairie Avenue.

600 S. Prairie Avenue (former Airport Park Hotel); RWQCB Case Number R-63615 involved potential
contamination of gasoline in soil; remediation completed, and case closed as of April 10, 2018.

The Vons Fuel Center #2502 at 510 E. Manchester Boulevard (facility ID LACoFA0033888) is proposed for
removal as part of the proposed Project. The portion of the Vons property containing the gas station is
proposed for use as a surface parking area for the new Vons replacement store. As part of the demolition
process for the proposed Project, this UST facility would be closed and removed from the site. The site

49 California State Water Resources Control Board, GeoTracker, accessed September 2021, available at
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/.
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50 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, EnviroStor, accessed March 2019, available at
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/.
51 California State Water Resources Control Board, GeoTracker, accessed September 2021, available at
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/.
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would be remediated for any contamination in accordance with the appropriate regulatory requirements

to the satisfaction of the California Department of Natural Resources, Division of Oil and Gas (now
DOGGR) as of March 5, 1930. 57,58

pursuant to UST closure and any additional regulatory requirements; closure requirements and approval
would be sought from the jurisdiction having authority included the LARWQCB.

Prairie Avenue Segment
x

Historical Oil and Gas Extraction Activities
The City is located within the southern portion of a large oil field that includes Baldwin Hills to the

API 0403705654; dry hole well located on the southern side of Nutwood Street, approximately 150
feet west of Prairie Avenue; plugged and abandoned to the satisfaction of the California Department
of Natural Resources, Division of Oil and Gas (now DOGGR) as of March 19, 1930. 59,60

northwest of the Project. The oil deposits in this oil field have been explored and actively extracted for
nearly a century. 52 Records indicate a substantial number of abandoned, plugged, or idle oil and gas and

No previously identified oil and gas or dry hole wells are located within the footprint of the proposed

dry hole wells in the City. 53,54 The Potrero Oil Field traverses much of the northern and eastern portions

Project guideway, stations, or parcels that would be used for support facilities.

of the City, including portions of the proposed Project including the Market Street Segment and
Manchester Boulevard Segment of the guideway. 55 Contaminants frequently associated with oil and gas

Aged Buildings

activities include crude oil, refined petroleum products, drilling mud, metals, PCBs, pesticides and volatile

In urbanized areas such as those in the vicinity of the proposed Project, risk from hazards and hazardous

organic compound (VOCs) impacts in soil and soil vapor. Potential sources for these contaminants include

materials are associated with historical land uses involving the use of hazardous materials for building

oil wells, well cellars, pumps, pipes, sumps, storage tanks, separators, transformers, and application of

construction (lead and asbestos) or for operation for uses such as auto repair shops, medical offices, dry

petroleum products/crude oil (likely containing PCBs and pesticides) for dust/weed control. As commonly

cleaners, and photo processing centers. Many of the existing buildings in the area were constructed from

found near oil and gas fields, the subsurface conditions in the vicinity of the proposed Project may also

the 1920s through the 1980s. Based on their age, these older buildings may contain asbestos, LBPs and

include naturally occurring methane and hydrogen sulfide gas.56

potentially toxic finishes, molds, and/or PCBs that could be released during demolition or renovation
activities. Typical hazardous materials of concern for existing older structures include the following:

While the City is entirely urbanized and largely precluded from future oil exploration and drilling, a number
of historical oil and gas exploration and drilling activities have occurred in the vicinity of the proposed

x

Asbestos is a mineral fiber that is carcinogenic and harmful to respiratory health and is considered
both a hazardous air pollutant and a human health hazard. Because of its fiber strength and heat
resistance, it was widely used prior to the 1980s in California in a variety of building construction
materials for insulation, fire-retardation, and friction and heat-resistant products, such as ducting
insulation, wallboard, shingles, ceiling tiles, floor tiles, insulation, plaster, and floor backing. Thus,
buildings constructed prior to 1980 could contain ACM. The risk to human health is from inhalation of
airborne asbestos, which commonly occurs when ACM are disturbed during activities such as
demolition and renovation. Due to the age of the buildings within the area, it is likely that ACM are
present.

x

Lead is a recognized harmful environmental pollutant exposed through air, drinking water, food, soils,
paint, and dust. Lead was widely used in paint, gasoline, water pipes, and many other products prior
to 1977 when the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission banned the use of lead-based paint.

Project. These locations are listed as follows, according to their unique American Petroleum Institute (API)
well number and Project guideway segment:

Manchester Boulevard Segment
x

API 0403713694; oil and gas well located within the Potrero Oil Field on the southeastern side of
Spruce Avenue, approximately 90 southeast of the proposed MSF site across Spruce Avenue and 150
feet southwest of the Spruce Avenue and Manchester Boulevard intersection; plugged and abandoned

52 City of Inglewood, General Plan Update Technical Background Report, August 2006.
53 Dry hole wells are oil, water, or gas wells which are determined not to be commercially profitable.
54 California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR), Well Statewide Tracking
and Reporting System (WellSTAR) database, interactive map, accessed March 2019, available at
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-118.94276/37.10257/6.
55 California Department of Conservation, DOGGR, WellSTAR, interactive map, accessed March 2019, available at
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-118.94276/37.10257/6.
56 Hazardous Material Assessment, Geosyntec Consultants, July 3, 2018.
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57 California Department of Conservation, DOGGR, WellSTAR, Well Details for API # 03713694, accessed March 2019, available
at https://secure.conservation.ca.gov/WellSearch/Details?api=03713694#main-content.
58 California Department of Natural Resources, Division of Oil and Gas (now DOGGR), WellSTAR, Well Record for API
#03713694, accessed March 2019, available at
https://secure.conservation.ca.gov/WellRecord/037/03713694/03713694_2018-02-27_DATA.pdf.
59 California Department of Conservation, DOGGR, WellSTAR, Well Details for API # 03705654, accessed March 2019, available
at https://secure.conservation.ca.gov/WellSearch/Details?api=03705654.
60 California Department of Natural Resources, Division of Oil and Gas (now DOGGR), WellSTAR, Well Record for API #
03705654, accessed March 2019, available at
https://secure.conservation.ca.gov/WellRecord/037/03705654/03705654_2018-02-09_DATA.pdf.
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Common methods of paint removal, such as sanding, scraping, and burning, create dust and the
potential for lead to be absorbed into the body and pose a potential health risk. Since many of the
structures located within the area were built prior to the federal regulations banning the use of LBPs,
it is likely to exist in structures constructed prior to 1977.

4.8.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) are synthetic chemicals that were manufactured for use in various
industrial and commercial applications—including oil in electrical and hydraulic equipment, and
plasticizers in paints, plastics, and rubber products—because of their nonflammability, chemical
stability, high boiling point, and electrical insulation properties. When released into the environment,
PCBs persist for many years, accumulate and concentrate in organisms. The USEPA has classified PCBs
as probable human carcinogens. In 1979, USEPA banned the use of PCBs in new electrical equipment
and began a program to phase out PCB-containing equipment. Thus, older industrial areas in the
vicinity of the proposed Project could contain PCBs.

hazardous materials of Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines were not carried through for further analysis

Criteria outlined in the CEQA Guidelines were used to determine Project impacts related to hazards and
hazardous materials. As discussed in Section 4.8.1, three screening criteria related to hazards and
in this EIR. The Project would result in a significant impact if it would:
Threshold HAZ-1:

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment.

Threshold HAZ-2:

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed

4.8.5 ADJUSTED BASELINE

school.

This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0:

Threshold HAZ-3:

Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0.5: Adjusted Baseline. Related to hazards and hazardous materials, the

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

changes associated with the Adjusted Baseline projects include excavation and construction activities

4.8.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

within the HPSP area and the establishment of new uses.
For the purposes of the hazards and hazardous materials analysis, the Adjusted Baseline includes projects
that will be constructed immediately northeast of the intersection of West Century Boulevard and South
Prairie Avenue which are expected to include the use, storage, and disposal of hazardous materials.
Construction of these improvements will not likely have any direct effect on the hazards and hazardous

The project includes ITC Design Guidelines (Design Guidelines) and Construction Commitment Program
(CCP) as described in Section 3.0: Project Description. The CCP addresses temporary effects during
construction of the Project. The Design Guidelines describe the design features of the proposed Project.

4.8.7.1

Project Design Features

materials associated with the proposed Project, as the improvements being constructed would be
The Project includes the following features that limit potential exposure of hazards and hazardous

expected to have only site-specific hazard issues.

materials during construction and operation of the proposed Project alignment and that manages the
As described in the SMP for the HPSP project and the Adjusted Baseline projects, following completion of
construction, none of the sites for related projects included in the Adjusted Baseline will contain

Project’s construction activities that can interfere with emergency access:
PDF HAZ-1

Hazardous Materials Program

contaminants of potential concern that are above the criteria set in the SMP. Remediation has or will occur
during grading and site preparation activities. The regulatory oversight required for these types of

The following practices will be followed during construction to address the potential for encountering
hazardous materials during construction of the Project.

remediation activities would be required prior to completion of construction and would require that no
potential for off-site migration could adversely affect the proposed Project. Also, the Adjusted Baseline

x

Building Demolition Plan – Prior to any demolition occurring, conduct an evaluation of all buildings
built prior to 1980 to be demolished to identify the presence of asbestos containing materials (ACMs)
and lead-based paint (LBP). Remediation shall be implemented in accordance with the
recommendations of these evaluations to ensure that no ACMs or LBP remain present and to ensure
ACMs and LBP are removed to levels established for public safety.

x

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a plan addressing the potential
for discovery of unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs), hazardous materials, petroleum

projects will not be associated with substantive routine emissions of hazardous materials or wastes and
any incidents such as accidental and upset conditions would likely be isolated and localized events.
Therefore, while the number of hazardous materials being transported, stored, handled, and disposed of
with these new land uses will increase, they would not substantively alter the environmental setting a
beyond that existing under current existing conditions.
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hydrocarbons, or hazardous or solid wastes encountered during construction. This Plan shall address
UST decommissioning, field screening and materials testing methods, contaminant management
requirements, and health and safety requirements to ensure no exposure to hazards or hazardous
materials occurs on site and to ensure any materials encountered during construction are removed to
levels established for public safety.

potentially affected by construction, maintain at least one lane of traffic in each direction unless
otherwise approved by the City.

Soil Management Plan – After final construction plans are prepared showing the lateral and vertical
extent of soil excavation during construction are prepared, prepare a Soil Management Plan to
establish soil reuse criteria, define a sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the disposition
of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidelines for imported materials.
Health and Safety Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a Health and Safety Plan to address the
potential for exposure to any constituents of concern that may be encountered during construction.

PDF TRANS-2

x

Maintain access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of the alley when possible. If an alley is
obstructed such that a turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall be provided to
control access to/from the alley.

x

Maintain access for all public safety vehicles (such as police, fire, and emergency response).

x

Maintain bicycle and pedestrian access within the Project area or approved detours at all times.

x

Provide adequate street access to City service vehicles, including but not limited to trash pickup and
street sweeping service vehicles, during planned service times.

x

Sidewalk closures should be avoided to the degree feasible and are permitted only when approved by
the City. Accessible detours shall be provided if sidewalk closures are necessary.

x

Use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to minimize the degree and duration of impacts and
maintain safety.

x

Establish and maintain wayfinding signage.

x

Maintain vehicular and pedestrian access to all businesses and residents impacted by construction
activities including roadway closures.

x

Hold quarterly community outreach meetings with businesses and residents to provide updates on
temporary, full, or partial street closures necessary for construction. Website will be updated 45 to 60
days prior to planned dates of any street closures.

x

All closures, full or partial, are subject to City review and approval which shall consider measures to
minimize the degree and duration of street and lane closures.

Construction Staging & Traffic Control Program

A Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be developed by members of the Project Task Force
(as defined in the Construction Commitment Program), subject to review and acceptance by the City
and/or the JPA, and will address the following topics:
x

Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within the City’s boundaries.

x

Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, and traffic flow.

x

Coordination of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special attention
during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center.

x

Coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of emergency
access and response times.

x

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials deliveries.

x

Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming construction activities including but not limited
to the establishment of a website with project construction information, signage, and web-based
media.

The Traffic Control Program will be updated as needed based on the following principals:
x

Minimize traffic impacts on residential streets.

x

Establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and Prairie
Avenue during construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes in the peak direction,
and if feasible, one traffic lane in the off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity provided
through appropriate detour routes. The directional traffic lanes may be reversible to maintain the peak
directional capacity in either direction as necessitated by traffic demands. For all other streets

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.8-27

PDF TRANS-3

Haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle routes are subject to review and approval by the City.

x

To the extent possible, truck deliveries and hauling of bulk materials such as aggregate, bulk cement,
dirt, etc. to the Project area, and hauling of material from the Project area, shall be scheduled during
off-peak hours to avoid the peak commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.

x

Truck deliveries and hauling of dirt, aggregate, bulk cement, and all other materials and equipment,
shall be on designated routes only (freeways and nonresidential streets).

PDF TRANS-4

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Preliminary Haul and Overload Routes

x

Pedestrian Access Program

A Pedestrian Access Program will be developed by members of the Project Task Force (as defined in the

Construction Commitment Program), subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and
will adhere to the following principles:
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x

Pedestrian access to buildings shall be maintained at all times.

inventory of all off-road construction equipment, equal to or greater than 50 horsepower that will be used

x

Maintain all crosswalks to the extent feasible. Whenever a crosswalk is removed from service,
establish, and maintain temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as practicable to the
original crosswalk locations unless the City determines that a replacement crosswalk is not necessary
to maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement crosswalks shall be identified and controlled by
wayfinding signs approved by the City.

during construction. The inventory will include the horsepower rating, engine production year, and

x

Establish and maintain pedestrian wayfinding signage.

If any of the following circumstances listed below exist and the Contractor provides written documentation

x

Maintain sidewalk access for pedestrians, including providing temporary sidewalks if existing
sidewalks are disrupted during construction. Any sidewalk closures are subject to review and approval
by the City.

x

Sidewalks that are being maintained in a temporary condition shall meet all applicable safety
standards, including but not limited to the requirements of the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act
and similar California laws for sidewalks being maintained in a temporary condition.

x

Protect pedestrians from construction-related debris, dust, and noise; such protection may include
the use of dedicated pedestrian barriers.

x

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District and the City to provide crossing guards at
locations requested by IUSD or the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed. Identify temporary
alternate routes to school, working closely with IUSD and the City, and disseminate this information
to schools and stakeholders affected by construction.

certification of the specified Tier standard. A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, best available
control technology (BACT) documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be maintained
on site at the time of mobilization for each applicable piece of construction equipment.

consistent with project contract requirements, the Contractor shall submit an Alternative Compliance Plan
that identifies operational changes or other strategies that can reduce a comparable level of NOx
emissions as Tier 4-certified engines during construction activities.
x

Equipment such as concrete/industrial saws, pumps, aerial lifts, light stands, air compressors, and
forklifts shall be electric or alternative-fueled (i.e., nondiesel). Pole power shall be utilized to the
maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators. If stationary construction equipment, such as dieselpowered generators, must be operated continuously, such equipment must be Final Tier 4
construction equipment or better and located at least 100 feet from air quality sensitive land uses
(e.g., residences, schools, childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

x

At a minimum, require that construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to
using 2010 model year trucks (e.g., material delivery trucks and soil import/export with a gross vehicle
weight rating of at least 14,001 pounds), or best commercially available equipment that meet CARB’s
2010 engine emissions standards at 0.01 g/hp-hour of particulate matter and 0.20 g/hp-hour of NOx
emissions or newer, cleaner trucks.

x

Require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers with high-efficiency
particulate air (HEPA) filters.

x

All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., being installed as part of the Project should be completed as
soon as practicable; in addition, building pads should be laid as soon as practicable after grading.

requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. The City shall also require

x

To the extent feasible, allow construction employees to commute during off-peak hours.

periodic reporting and provision of written construction documents by construction contractor(s) and

x

Make access available for on-site lunch trucks during construction, as feasible, to minimize off-site
construction employee vehicle trips.

Such equipment will be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology devices including a California Air

x

Every effort shall be made to utilize grid-based electric power at any construction site, where feasible.

Resources Board (CARB)-certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters (DPF). Level 3 DPF are capable of

x

Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment to minimize exhaust emissions. All
construction equipment must be properly tuned and maintained in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications and documentation demonstrating proper maintenance, in accordance
with the manufacturer’s specifications, shall be maintained on site. Tampering with construction
equipment to increase horsepower or to defeat emission control devices must be prohibited.

x

Require in all applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts of the requirement to notify
all construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators that vehicle and construction
equipment idling time will be limited to no longer than five minutes, consistent with the CARB’s policy.

PDF AQ-1

Construction Air Quality Program

At a minimum, use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final Tier 4
emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 horsepower (hp) or
greater, for all phases of construction activity, unless it can be demonstrated to the City Planning Division
with substantial evidence that such equipment is not available. To ensure that Final Tier 4 construction
equipment or better shall be used during the proposed Project’s construction, the City shall include this

conduct regular inspections to the maximum extent feasible to ensure and enforce compliance.

achieving at least 85 percent reduction in particulate matter emissions. Any emissions control device used
by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than what could be achieved by Final
Tier 4 emissions standards for a similarly sized engine, as defined by the CARB’s regulations. Successful
contractors must demonstrate the ability to supply the compliant construction equipment for use prior to
any ground disturbing and construction activities. The proposed Project representative will make available
to the lead agency and Southern California Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) a comprehensive
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Impact HAZ-1:

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment

If a spill of hazardous materials on the construction sites were to occur, the spilled materials would be

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the

localized because of the relatively small quantities involved and it would be cleaned up in a timely manner

release of hazardous materials into the environment?

in accordance with best management practices (BMPs) as specified in the contaminated soil contingency
plan (PDF HAZ-1). Additionally, as the proposed Project would disturb more than an acre of land, it would

Construction

be required to implement requirements of the NPDES General Construction Permit, including BMPs

Construction of the proposed Project would entail demolition, excavation, and grading activities which

implemented as part of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The BMPs would address the

would disturb the existing physical landscape. As described in Section 4.8.4: Existing Conditions, areas near

safe handling of hazardous materials. In the unlikely event of an inadvertent spill, response measures

the proposed Project have been identified to contain former and current commercial operations and

would contain the hazardous materials. The use of construction BMPs would minimize the potential

historic oil and gas exploration and production activities. Additionally, construction activities would involve

adverse effects from accidental release of hazardous materials or wastes. These BMPs could include, but

the use of materials—including fuels, paints, oils, transmission fluids, solvents, and other acidic and

are not necessarily limited to, the following:

alkaline solutions—that require special handling, transport, and disposal. These materials would be

x

Establishment of a dedicated area for fuel storage and refueling activities that includes secondary
containment protection measures and spill control supplies;

thereby potentially exposing the public or the environment to hazardous materials.

x

Requirements to follow manufacturer’s recommendations on use, storage and disposal of chemical
products used in construction;

Transportation of Construction Materials

x

Avoidance of overtopping construction equipment fuel gas tanks;

As discussed in Section 4.8.3.1, the transport of hazardous materials is regulated by USDOT and Caltrans. 61

x

Proper containment and removal of grease and oils during routine maintenance of construction
equipment; or

x

Proper disposal of discarded containers of fuels and other chemicals.

transported to and from the proposed Project for use during construction activities. The improper
handling and transport of the materials could result in the accidental release of hazardous materials,

The transport regulations ensure safe transport of the regulated materials by addressing how hazardous
materials are labeled, identifying approved transport routes, and including provisions that restrict
containment during highway transportation of hazardous materials and wastes. Furthermore, the City has
established “Designated Truck Routes.” 62 As shown in Figure 4.12-4: Construction Haul/Delivery Routes

As described above, refueling activities of heavy equipment would be conducted in a dedicated and

and Staging Areas, the primary delivery routes for the proposed Project include Florence Avenue,

controlled area. Secondary containment and protective barriers would also be implemented to minimize

Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard. The Project would implement PDF TRANS-

potential hazards that might occur. Given the required protective measures (i.e., BMPs) and the quantities

3, which requires construction vehicles to use designated truck routes during off-peak hours. Therefore,

of hazardous materials typical for construction, as well as implementation of PDF HAZ-1, the potential of

compliance with existing regulations and implementation of project features would reduce potential

exposure of hazardous materials to construction workers, the public, or contamination to soil and/or

impacts related to the transportation of hazards and hazardous materials to less than significant.

groundwater would be reduced to acceptable standards, and potential impacts related to construction
materials would be less than significant.

Construction Materials
Common construction materials such as fuels, paints, cleaners, solvents, and welding materials would be

Pre-1980 Structures and Improvements

used during construction. In general, aside from refueling needs for heavy equipment, the hazardous

Construction of the proposed Project would involve the demolition of existing buildings at the commercial

materials typically used on a construction site would be brought onto the site by the construction

center at the northeast corner of Market Street and Regent Avenue, 150 S. Market Street, the retail

contractor, packaged in consumer quantities, and used in accordance with manufacturer

commercial buildings at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard and 923 and 1035 S. Prairie Avenue. Due to their

recommendations. The overall quantities of these materials on the construction site at any one time would

age, some of these buildings may have the potential to release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP,

not result in large bulk amounts that, if spilled, could cause significant soil or groundwater contamination.

and other potentially hazardous building materials, including PCBs, mercury, or chlorofluorocarbons found
in fluorescent lighting and electrical switches. The release of these hazardous materials into the

62 Inglewood Municipal Code. Chapter 3 – Motor vehicles and traffic, Article 3 – Truck Route regulations.
62 Inglewood Municipal Code. Chapter 3 – Motor vehicles and traffic, Article 3 – Truck Route regulations.
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environment may expose construction workers and members of the public in the vicinity of the demolition

Current and historic uses at the property have required permits for the use of various chemicals, including

activities to hazardous materials.

petroleum hydrocarbons, dry-cleaning solvents to alkaline and acidic solutions, other inorganic solid
waste, pharmaceutical waste, ignitable waste, chromium, mercury, selenium, m-cresol, nicotine, 2-

Preparation and implementation of the Building Demolition Plan as described in PDF HAZ-1 would include
an evaluation of all buildings to be demolished prior to demolition activities. The Building Demolition Plan
would gauge the likelihood and levels of possible ACMs, LBP, PCBs, and other hazardous materials that
could be encountered and would identify the approach to remove and dispose of the materials in
compliance with applicable rules and regulations, including SCAQMD Rule 1403 63 and Cal/OSHA
regulations regarding LBP, ACMs, PCBs, mercury, or chlorofluorocarbons, as listed above in Section 4.8.3:
Regulatory Framework.

propanone, acetone, cyclohexane, lindane, selenium sulfide, and other organic chemicals. PDF HAZ-1
requires preparation of a Soil Management Plan, which will determine whether there are recognized
environmental conditions on the property caused by the current and historic uses of hazardous materials
at the property and if there is possible presence of contaminated soil. If required, the Soil Management
Plan will require implementation of a Contaminated Soil Contingency Plan that will include procedures for
segregation, sampling, and chemical analysis of the soil. Contaminated soil will be profiled for disposal and
will be transported to an appropriate waste or recycling facility licensed to accept and treat the type of

SCAQMD Rule 1403 specifies work practice requirements to limit asbestos emissions from building
demolition and renovation activities, including the removal and associated disturbance of

ACM. 64

The

rule’s requirements for demolition and renovation activities include asbestos surveying, notification, ACM
removal procedures and time schedules, ACM handling and cleanup procedures, and storage, disposal,
and landfilling requirements for ACWM. Under the Lead Renovation, Repair, and Painting Rule, contractors
who renovate or partially demolish pre-1978 residential buildings must be lead-safe certified by USEPA
and use lead-safe practices. Lead abatement activities are regulated by the USEPA; lead abatement
companies are governed by the USEPA and the USEPA requires individuals and firms that conduct leadbased paint activities, including abatement, to be licensed.

waste indicated by the profiling process. Compliance with the Soil Management Plan, Contaminated Soil
Contingency Plan, and Health and Safety Plan (PDF HAZ-1) will ensure that potential exposure of hazardous
materials to construction worker and the public are limited and that their removal is consistent with
existing regulations enforced by the Cal-OSHA, DTSC, RWQCB, SCAQMD, and LACoFD.
Additionally, the landing leg of the proposed elevated passenger walkway for the Market Street/Florence
Avenue station, on the north side of Florence Avenue would be developed on property with the addresses
of 317 and 333 E. Florence Avenue. Both addresses are associated with USTs, including two LUST cases
(RWQCB Case Number R-60173 and RWQCB Case Number R-37884) that have been closed. According to
the SWRQCB, the 317 E. Florence address, which is the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station, also

Implementation of the Building Demolition Plan (PDF HAZ-1) and compliance with relevant federal, state,
and local regulations and requirements for identified hazardous materials would reduce potentially

operate one UST. Although this UST is unlikely to be within the footprint of the development area of the
proposed elevated passenger walkway, the Soil Management Plan and Hazardous Materials Contingency
Plan (PDF HAZ-1) will determine this possibility and include recommendations for its safe removal and/or

significant impacts related to exposing hazards to the public or the environment.

relocation, if needed and in accordance with applicable regulations and guidelines to ensure that potential

Underground Tanks and Soil Hazards

exposure of hazards to the construction workers, the public, and environment is limited.

Construction of the proposed Project would involve excavation, loading, and transportation of soils and

Maintenance and Storage Facility

USTs that may contain hazardous materials. As shown in Table 4.8-2 and further discussed below, the

The proposed MSF would be constructed on property associated with the 500 and 510 E. Manchester

proposed improvements would be developed on properties listed on Government databases for

Boulevard addresses. The property is currently developed with a grocery store, gas station, and surface

hazardous materials.

parking. The property contains at least one UST (facility ID LACoFA0033888) related to operations of the
gas station; it is also associated with a previous LUST (RWQCB Case Number I-09429), which was closed by

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
This proposed station would be located on the even number addresses of 200—270 N. Market Street and
300—330 E. Florence Avenue. The property is currently developed with a strip mall and surface parking.

RWQCB on July 19, 1996. All USTs on this property would be decommissioned and removed as part of the
proposed Project and would be addressed in the Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan and Health and
Safety Plan (PDF HAZ-1). Closure of the gas station and removal of the USTs, related piping, and/or

63 Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovations Activities, AQMD, 2007, http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/defaultsource/rule-book/reg-xiv/rule-1403.pdf.
64 Rule 1403 – Asbestos Emissions from Demolition/Renovations Activities, AQMD, 2007,
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/reg-xiv/rule-1403.pdf.
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would be remediated in accordance with the appropriate regulatory requirements, including conditions
directed on the Closure Permit as well as meet the requirements of California Health and Safety Code
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Section 25298, Underground Storage of Hazardous Substances, California Code of Regulations Title 23,

of the hazardous materials and operations at these properties, environmental conditions at these

Sections 2670 through 2672, Underground Storage Tank Closure Requirements, and the Los Angeles

properties may exist and affect the soils that would be disturbed by Project implementation. The Soil

County Department of Public Works, Environmental Programs Division, Underground Storage Tank

Management Plan and Health and Safety Plan that would be prepared under PDF HAZ-1 for each phase of

Program: Closure. 65 Therefore, construction of the proposed MSF would not result in an accidental release

the proposed Project will consider the adjoining properties’ potentially hazardous soil conditions. If
required, a contaminated soil contingency plan will be implemented to ensure the safe handling and

of hazardous materials into the environment.

removal of hazardous soils and to limit environmental exposure to construction workers and the public.
Prairie Avenue Guideway and Roadway Improvements
Towards the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station—on the west side of Prairie Avenue—the proposed
guideway would be constructed on and over private property, including 923 S. Prairie Avenue, which is
followed by a CalEPA database for the storage of chemicals, related to the operation of a T-Mobile cell
tower. No violations have been identified on this property. Nevertheless, the Soil Management Plan (PDF
HAZ-1) will identify potential concerns, including the potential removal of the cell phone tower and
chemicals, if required, as a part of the proposed Project.

Summary of Impacts
Construction of the proposed Project would not result in the accidental or inadvertent release of
hazardous materials into the environment. The proposed Project includes the CCP, which is implemented
as a project design feature (PDF HAZ-1) that requires the preparation and implementation of Building
Demolition Plans, Hazardous Materials Contingency Plans, Soil Management Plans, and Health and Safety
Plans that will outline hazards and hazardous materials within the Project area and identify how they are

The proposed expansion of the Prairie Avenue right-of-way, between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy
Street would encroach onto 3900 W. Manchester Boulevard and 600 S. Prairie Avenue, which are listed on
government databases for USTs containing gasoline, MTBE, and other fuels. With recent developments in
this area (i.e., the Forum and SoFi Stadium and Entertainment District), any potential hazards identified
have likely been removed and/or remediated. The Soil Management Plan and Health and Safety Plan (PDF
HAZ-1) will determine the extent of hazardous soils, if any, and ensure that any potential exposure of the

to be handled, removed, remediated, transported, and/or disposed of in a safe manner that would comply
with applicable regulations, guidelines, and BMPs. Accordingly, potential exposure of hazards and
hazardous materials to construction workers, the public, and the environment would be reduced to
acceptable standards, and reasonably foreseeable upsets and accident conditions involving hazards and
hazardous materials during construction would be less than significant.

Operation

hazards from soil disturbance to construction workers, the public, and environment would be limited.
Operation of the proposed Project would require the storage and handling of various types of regulated
Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station

chemicals that are considered hazardous:

The property proposed for the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station is currently developed with a strip mall

x

Cleaning and Building Maintenance Supplies. Maintenance of each of the three stations and the MSF
would require use and storage of janitorial cleaning supplies, paints and thinners, and pesticides for
landscaping.

x

Train and Vehicle Fleet Maintenance Supplies. The MSF would use and store chemicals for the
purpose of maintaining Automated Transit System (ATS) trains and vehicle fleet. These may include
fuel, solvents, oil, lubricants, transmission fluid, coolants, and absorbents.

x

Power Distribution System (PDS) Substations and Backup Power Generators. The MSF and Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street Station would each operate a PDS substation and power generator. Various
chemicals would be used and stored, including but not limited to dielectric fluid, transformer oil,
insulating oils, sulfuric acid, and sulfur hexafluoride in order to insulate and cool electrical conductors
and operate the PDS substations. Diesel fuel would also be stored for the operation of the power
generators.

and surface parking. Addresses associated with this property include the odd numbers of 1035—1051 S.
Prairie Avenue. One of the addresses is associated with dry cleaning solvents. Implementation of PDF HAZ1, which requires preparation of the Soil Management Plan, Contaminated Soil Contingency Plan, if
warranted, and Health and Safety Plan will determine the extent of potential hazardous soils and their
remediation/removal if necessary. Compliance with PDF HAZ-1 will ensure that soil disturbance would be
compliant with government regulations and reduce the potential exposure of hazards to construction
workers, the public, and environment.
Properties Adjacent to the Proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project
As listed in Table 4.8-3, numerous properties adjacent and near the proposed Project alignment have been
identified on Government databases for hazardous materials. Depending on the current and historic uses

The use and storage of these chemicals have the potential to be released into the environment if they are
65 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Environmental Programs Division, Underground Storage Tank Program:
Closure, accessed June 30, 2020, https://pw.lacounty.gov/epd/UST/closure.cfm.
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federal, State, and local regulations, including those set forth by the federal- and Cal-OSHA, DTSC, as well

Mitigation Measures

as a facility-specific Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) that would be prepared for the proposed

Construction

Inglewood Transit Connector project, administered by the LACoFD. The HMBP would address hazards
related to the operations of the proposed Project, such as fires, explosions, or an unplanned release of

No mitigation is required.

hazardous substances into air, soil, or surface water.

Operation

The HMBPs would inventory the hazardous materials used and stored at each of the three stations and

No mitigation is required.

MSF and include an emergency response plan, including spill response measures to ensure that in the
event that a release occurs, protocols would be implemented to contain and control the release in a
manner that is protective of human health and the environment. The LACoFD would be required to review

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Impacts would be less than significant.

plans and ensure that hazardous substances used for the proposed Project are properly stored and the
accident response plan is in place. The LACoFD would be responsible for inspecting and monitoring the

Impact HAZ-2:

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an

use and storage of the hazardous materials. Material safety data sheets would be obtained from chemical

existing or proposed school?

manufacturers and made available to employees. Chemical containers would be required to be properly
labeled. The proposed Project would be required to develop and maintain a written hazard communication

Section 4.8.4 lists schools and childcare facilities within one-quarter mile (1,320 feet) of the proposed

program and develop and implement programs to train employees about hazardous materials.

Project alignment.

Project operations may require the transportation of hazardous materials to and from stations and the

Construction

MSF. The transport of these materials is regulated by the USDOT and Caltrans, which together determine
driver-training requirements, load labeling procedures, and container specifications designed to minimize

As discussed in Impact HAZ-1, construction of the proposed Project would involve the use, handling,
transport, and disposal of hazardous materials that if improperly handled could result in an accidental

the risk of accidental release.

release and potential exposure of hazards to the public, including schools adjacent to the proposed ATS
Compliance with federal, State, and local laws and regulations relating to transport, storage, disposal, and
handling of hazardous materials during Project operations would reduce the potential for accidental
release or upset of hazards and hazardous materials in the environment reduce potential health risks.

system and along designated truck routes.

Handling of Construction Materials
Hazardous materials used at construction sites include fuels, paints, oils, transmission fluids, solvents,

Therefore, operational impacts are less than significant.

acidic and alkaline solutions, and welding materials. The materials would be brought onto the site by the

Summary of Impacts

construction contractor, packaged in consumer quantities, and used in accordance with manufacturer

Operation of the proposed Project would require the use and storage of various types of hazardous

recommendations. The quantities of the materials at any one time would not result in large bulk amounts

materials at the proposed stations and MSF site. If not handled and stored in accordance with the

that, if spilled, would cause significant contamination or exposure to the public and schools. An accidental

manufacturers’ instructions and applicable federal, State, and local regulations, the use and storage of the

spill would be localized and contained due to the relatively small quantities involved and cleaned up in a

hazardous materials would have the potential to be released into the environment. The proposed Project

timely manner, required by existing regulations, including OSHA. Removal procedures would be detailed

would comply with federal- and Cal-OSHA, DTSC, the project’s HMBP, administered by the LACoFD, as well

in the contaminated soil contingency plan that is required for all construction activities and incorporated

as USDOT and Caltrans transportation requirements for hazardous materials. Accordingly, risks related to

in the proposed Project as PDF HAZ-1, Hazardous Materials Program. Construction best management

the use and storage of hazardous materials would be reduced to acceptable standards, and operational

practices, included in the proposed Project’s Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, would limit pollutants

impacts would be less than significant.

entering to the stormwater as well as exposure of potential hazards and hazardous materials to the public,
including schools. Given the required protective measures, limited quantities of hazardous materials used

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.8-37

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.8-38

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

at any one time at the construction site, and implementation of PDF HAZ-1, potential impacts related to

with mitigation (i.e., PDF AQ-1) would reduce health risks caused by off-road construction equipment to

the exposure of hazardous materials at nearby schools would be less than significant.

acceptable standards, and impacts are less than significant. Implementation of PDF AQ-1 would mitigate
regional air quality impacts and health risks at the sensitive receptors, including schools, to less than

Transportation of Construction Materials

significant. PDF AQ-1 requires construction equipment to meet Tier 4 emissions standards. Tier 4

Construction materials would be transported along designated truck routes approved by the City (PDF

compliant engines significantly reduce emissions of particulate matter (PM) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx)

TRANS-3). The routes would be along freeways and major thoroughfares, including Florence Avenue,

to near zero levels. 68 Construction equipment must also be outfitted with the best available control

Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard and would avoid residential streets. There

technology, including Level 3 diesel particulate filters, which further reduces particulate matter emissions

are, however, existing schools along these routes. The transportation of hazardous materials is regulated

by at least 85 percent. PDF AQ-1 requires construction equipment and vehicles to be nondiesel and/or at

by the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act, which is administered by the USDOT and Caltrans.66 All

a minimum meet CARB’s 2010 engine emissions standards (0.01 g/hp-hour of particulate matter and 0.20

truck drivers carrying hazardous materials to and from the construction sites—including materials for

g/hp-hour of NOx emissions). Sweepers must have high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters installed.

construction of the proposed ATS system and demolished existing building materials, underground

To the extent feasible, equipment will be pole powered in lieu of generators. Additionally, if stationary

improvements, and any contaminated soils—are required to have a commercial driver license with a

equipment cannot be enclosed within acoustical barriers, the equipment must be muffled and, whenever

hazardous materials (HazMat) endorsement; the HazMat endorsement allows truck drivers to transport

possible, located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses, including schools. Stationary construction

hazardous material legally. Truck drivers would be trained for safety and to become familiar with hazardous

equipment, such as diesel- that must be operated continuously must be placed at least 100 feet from air

materials requirements and complying with applicable packaging, labeling, and shipping regulations. 67

quality sensitive land uses, such as schools and daycare facilities, whenever possible. As demonstrated in

PDF TRANS-3 also requires truck deliveries and the hauling of bulk construction-related materials to and

Tables 4.2-21 and 4.2-22, the combined use of mitigating project features of PDF AQ-1 reduces potentially

from the Project area to be scheduled during off-peak hours. The morning peak hour would coincide with

significant health risks and impacts caused by construction emissions to less-than-significant levels.

morning drop-off activities at schools. Accordingly, potential impacts related to the transportation of
hazardous materials and school operations would be further limited with PDF TRANS-3. PDF TRANS-4
would further minimize pedestrian exposure to hazardous materials by maintaining safe routes to schools.
PDF TRANS-4 requires the maintenance of safe and accessible sidewalks and crosswalks during
construction and installation of wayfinding signs to ensure adequate levels of service of City-maintained
pedestrian facilities. It also requires dedicated pedestrian barriers to protect pedestrians from
construction-related debris, dust, and noise, and the use of crossing guards to address pedestrian safety
and potential hazards related to construction activities. Therefore, compliance with existing regulations
and the implementation of PDF TRANS-3 and PDF TRANS-4 would reduce potential impacts related to the
transportation of construction and hazardous materials near schools to less than significant.

Noise and Vibration. Construction activities would generate noise and vibration that could affect schools
proximate to the proposed ATS system and along truck routes. Noise and vibration impacts are analyzed
in Section 4.10: Noise and Vibration. Impact NOI-1 includes noise modeling and impact analysis
conducted at sensitive receptors near the proposed ATS system. Kelso Elementary School and a daycare
facility, which are closest to the Project, are identified as receptors. The modeling conducted showed that
construction noise levels at both sites would not exceed established thresholds, and impacts would be less
than significant. Construction traffic noise was also assessed. As discussed in Impact NOI-1, delivery of
construction materials would occur mainly during the night shift; therefore, construction traffic noise
would have no impact on school operations.
Potential vibration impacts on buildings and human annoyance is discussed in Impact NOI-2. As

Construction Emissions

documented in Table 4.10-25, heavy construction equipment would not damage school buildings, which

Air Emissions. Project construction would generate potentially hazardous air emissions. Air quality
impacts are analyzed in Section 4.2: Air Quality. Specifically, a Health Risk Assessment was conducted to
determine if Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC) from Project construction would significantly contribute to
cancer risk at sensitive receptors within one-quarter mile, including schools and daycare centers. As

would create a hazardous condition. However, due to the close proximity of the construction area, as
shown in Table 4.10-26 (listed as Site 3), pile driving activities could create vibration levels considered to
be an annoyance at Kelso Elementary School. PDF NOISE-1, Construction Noise Control Plan, and PDF
NOISE-2, Construction Vibration Reduction Plan, would require coordination with Inglewood Unified

discussed under Impact AQ-3, the HRA found that the proposed Project’s construction-related emissions
68 US EPA. Regulations for Emissions from Heavy Equipment with Compression-Ignition (Diesel) Engines. Site Accessed 2021,
September 29. https://www.epa.gov/regulations-emissions-vehicles-and-engines/regulations-emissions-heavyequipment-compression

66 49 USC Section 1801 et seq., (1975).
67 California Vehicle Code Division 13, Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 31303–31309
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School District administrators to minimize disruptive noise and vibration effects, and limit the location of

Therefore, the potential exposure of hazardous materials to the environment and sensitive receptors,

pile driving to 310 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors, such as Kelso Elementary School.

including nearby schools, would be reduced to acceptable standards, and impacts would be less than

Compliance with PDF NOISE-1 and PDF NOISE-2 would reduce potential health hazards related to short-

significant.

term construction noise and vibration effects at nearby schools to acceptable standards; impacts would

Hazardous Emissions

be less than significant.
Air emissions that would be generated by operation of the proposed ATS System are analyzed in Section

Summary of Construction Impacts

4.2. In general, the proposed Project would have an overall beneficial effect on regional and local air

With compliance with applicable local, State, and federal regulations governing the transport, handling,
and disposal of hazardous materials and the implementation of the proposed Project’s CCP, Project
construction impacts related to the handling of hazardous materials and release of emissions at schools
located within one-quarter mile of the proposed Project would be less than significant.

Operation

quality. The Project would result in a significant reduction in vehicle emissions. Coupled with the removal
of several existing land uses that generate emissions, the proposed Project would result in net negative
emissions. Furthermore, the ATS trains and guideway would be powered by electricity, which would not
generate emissions associated with fuel combustion. Therefore, Project operations would not result in the
generation of hazardous air emissions that would impact schools.

Rail Safety Hazards

Hazardous Materials

Title 5 California Code of Regulations Section 14010(d) requires the preparation of a Rail Safety Study (RSS)

As discussed in Impact HAZ-1, the operation and maintenance of the proposed ATS guideway, stations,

when a proposed new school site is within 1,500 feet of an existing railroad track easement. Although not

MSF, PDS substations, and emergency generators would require the storage and handling of chemicals

applicable to the proposed Project, at the request of the IUSD, the City prepared an RSS for the potential

that have the potential to be released into the environment.

derailment of the proposed 1.6-mile elevated ATS trains. For analytical purposes, the RSS uses Kelso
Elementary School as the primary site as it is nearest to the proposed Project alignment; potential impacts

x

x

x

The stations would include use of materials typical to a commercial setting such as cleaning solutions,
solvents, pesticides for landscaping, and painting supplies. Compliance with federal, State, and local
laws and regulations relating to transport, storage, disposal, and handling of hazardous materials
would minimize any potential for accidental release or upset of hazardous materials during station
operation. Additionally, the proposed Project would comply with planning and emergency response
regulations pertaining to the presence of such materials during operation.
Operations of the MSF and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station would be subject to the requirements
of programs administered by the LACoFD for storage of all hazardous materials on site, including diesel
fuel for the emergency generators, which would be required to adhere to a facility-specific HMBP.
The MSF would require the use of equipment, tools, and materials for maintenance activities; these
may also require the use of various materials and substances that would be considered hazardous.
The PDS substations at the MSF and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station would use and store bulk
quantities of hazardous materials—such as fuel, solvents, oil, transmission fluid, paints, and other
chemicals—that would have the potential to be released into the environment if not properly handled
and stored. The proposed Project would comply with existing regulations governing the storage and
handling of such chemicals, and applicable regulations to responding to accidental release of such
chemicals.
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to other schools would be less as they are farther away.
A quantitative probability (annual frequency) of a derailment accident was determined for the ATS trains
using the portion of the ITC Guideway within 1,500 feet of Kelso Elementary School. The determination of
the likelihood of derailment is based on a comparison of the ATS train travel characteristics with the
characteristics of similar systems in the Federal Railroad Association (FRA) railroad accident statistics.
The probabilities of a train accident and a train derailment are computed considering the following
findings:
x

The trains would operate on a single main line track.

x

The trains will run on an elevated guideway, which eliminates potential conflicts with pedestrian and
vehicular traffic that could affect students traveling to and from schools.

x

The frequency of ATS trains and speed (maximum up to 50 mph) are similar to other transit lines
operated by Metro in the region.

x

The ATS trains would be strictly used for transporting passengers; there will not be any other cargo.

x

The ATS trains would not transport hazardous materials, such as fuel, as it would be electrically
powered.
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Accordingly, the probability of an accident for each train mile in one direction is 1.44E-04 (or 0.000144) or
2.88E-04 (or 0.000288) in both directions, which is extremely low. The annual probability of the occurrence

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Impacts would be less than significant.

of a train derailment within 1,500 feet of Kelso Elementary School and during school operating hours (7
AM to 4 PM) was determined to be roughly zero (0.00E+0.0). Therefore, potential risk related to

Impact HAZ-3:

derailment of the proposed ATS trains is less than significant. (Additional discussion on safety and security

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

programs for fixed guideway transit systems is provided below in the Operations discussion of Impact HAZAs described in Section 4.8.3.3, the proposed Project would be constructed in accordance with current

3.)

design standards and building codes, which is consistent with the MHMP. Implementation of these
standards and codes would minimize the loss of life and property from natural hazard events and protect

Summary of Operational Impacts
Hazardous Materials. The proposed Project would comply with federal, State, and local laws and
regulations relating to the transport, storage, disposal, and handling of hazardous materials during Project
construction and operation. The use and storage of hazardous materials would comply with a project-

public health and safety. The proposed Project would not interfere or impair with the City’s ability to
increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services and warning systems.

Construction

specific HMBP, which would be administered by LACoFD. Therefore, potential impacts cause by hazardous
The proposed Project is located largely within public rights-of-way. For this reason, construction activities

materials at schools within one-quarter mile would be less than significant.

may cause the temporary closure of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks along the elevated
Hazardous Emissions. The Project would generate construction emissions; however, the emissions would

guideway and stations within the street rights-of-way.

not significantly contribute to health risks or acute impacts at nearby schools. Furthermore, mitigation
measures required to reduce the Project’s regional air quality impacts would also reduce localized air
quality impacts, including at school sites. With the reduction of vehicle trips in the Project vicinity, removal

The City of Inglewood Public Works Department, Transportation Division operates and maintains the
following:

of commercial uses for development of the proposed stations, and the operation of the proposed electric

x

ITS traffic management center and intersection monitoring cameras

powered ATS, the proposed Project would result in an overall beneficial reduction of toxic emissions within

x

Traffic signals and stop signs

a quarter mile of the proposed Project, including at school sites. Therefore, impacts related to hazardous

x

Intersection design and roadway alignments

emissions is less than significant.

x

Public parking structures and lots

Rail Safety Operations. An RSS was prepared for Kelso Elementary School, as it is the closest school to the

x

Parking meters

proposed guideway. The RSS determined that the likelihood of a train accident in one direction is 1.44E-

x

Parking permit districts

x

Crosswalks and roadway striping

x

Street lighting

x

Street and traffic signs

x

Street closures and barricades

04 (or 0.000144) or 2.88E-04 (or 0.000288) in both directions. The annual probability of a derailment for
the ATS railcars is roughly zero (0.00E+0.0) during school hours.

Mitigation Measures
Construction
No mitigation is required.

The City Department of Public Works Engineering Division is responsible for issuing permits related to

Operation

street closures for construction activities including Encroachment and Excavation Permits. An

No mitigation is required.

encroachment or excavation permit is required for all construction work within or related to the use of
any public street right-of way.
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Temporary Closures of Roadways and Sidewalks

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

ATS Guideway

Construction of the proposed stations, parking lots, and MSF would mainly occur within the properties

The proposed Project would operate in conformance with established safety requirements. The American

affected. Perimeter improvements at these facilities, such as new driveways and sidewalk improvements,

Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) Standard 21, Part 1 – Automated People Mover Standards 69 which

may require the temporary closure of lanes and sidewalks adjacent to the improvement area. Construction

addresses safety and performance requirements that apply to proposed Project. ASCE published a safety

of the proposed ATS guideway and Prairie Avenue roadway shift would predominantly occur within the

and security standard that included requirements that address federal and State regulations for

rights-of-way and as discussed in Section 3.7: Construction, would result in temporary street and/or lane

independent safety oversight agencies. Safety and security programs should also adhere to ASCE 21, Part

closures. The closure of streets would be confined to the construction phase of the proposed Project and

4 (ASCE 21.4-08) – Automated People Mover Standards—Part 4: Security Emergency Preparedness System

as required by PDF TRANS-2, Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program, would typically occur

Verification and Demonstration Operations, Maintenance, and Training Operational Monitoring. 70

during off-peak hours. Closures would be temporary in nature and would not last the entirety of the
Project construction phase. However, the phased construction duration of the proposed Project would be
approximately four years, which could adversely affect the existing emergency access routes and services.

Safety oversight of fixed guideway transit systems is required at the State government level under the
Federal Transit Administration, Part 659, Rail Fixed Guideway Systems – State Safety Oversight
requirements when there is a similar transit system operating within the State.71 The proposed Project’s

Specifically, the proposed Project could restrict access to streets that are designated as evacuation routes

safety and security programs would be subject to the requirements the of CPUC and State Safety Oversight

in the Safety Element of the City’s General Plan, including Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue and

of Fixed Guideway Transit Systems. In addition, the operation of the proposed Project would be required

Manchester Boulevard. Street closures would interfere with emergency response or evacuation plans

to adhere to all State and local safety requirements including those of the City’s fire and police

involving the use of these streets, even though the closures would be conducted in accordance with the

departments. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety requirements, the proposed Project

City’s permitting process. Adjacent collector/local streets on either side of Florence Avenue, Prairie

would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

Avenue and Manchester Boulevard could be used during street or lane closures.

Roadway Reconfiguration and Restriping
The CCP will require all potential street and/or lane closures during construction to be reviewed and
approved by the City and shall include measures to minimize the degree and duration of the closures.
The Construction Staging and Traffic Control Plan would include detour routes and would require
coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of emergency

Roadway configuration and striping for the proposed Project are shown in Figures 3.0-10 to 3.0-24:
Striping Plans, and Figures 3.0-25 to 3.0-32: Cross-sections. Proposed improvements would be designed
consistent with standards established in the City’s Circulation Element. 72 The City’s Department of Public
Works, Transportation Division would review and approve the final roadway configuration and restriping
improvements. 73 Therefore, operation of the reconfigured and restriped roadways would not interfere

access and response times.

with adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation and this impact is less than significant.
Preparation and implementation of the Construction Staging and Traffic Control Plan would ensure that
adequate access or appropriate detour routes are provided along Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue, and
Market Street. Impacts would be less than significant.

Operation
The proposed Project would not interfere or impair with the City’s ability to increase public awareness or
make any improvements to emergency services and warning systems during operations.
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69 American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE). Standard 21 - Automated People Mover Standards. Part 1, Section 3 (ASCE 2105). https://ascelibrary.org/doi/book/10.1061/9780784408735
70 American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE). Standard 21, Part 4 (ASCE 21.4-08) - Automated People Mover Standards—Part
4: Security Emergency Preparedness System Verification and Demonstration Operations, Maintenance, and Training
Operational Monitoring. https://standards.globalspec.com/std/1147223/ASCE%2021.4-08
71 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Title 49. Transportation. Subtitle B. Other Regulations Relating to Transportation,
Chapter VI. Federal Transit Administration, Part 659, Rail Fixed Guideway Systems; State Safety Oversight.
72 Inglewood General Plan, Circulation Element. 1992, December 15.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/128/Circulation-Element-1992.
73 City of Inglewood, Transportation and Traffic. Accessed: 2021, October 28.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/451/Transportation-Traffic
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Mitigation Measures

parking facility is not proposed as part of the Project, it is considered a related project for the purposes of

Construction

assessing potential cumulative impacts.
The 2009 EIR for the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) project evaluated the impacts of developing the

No mitigation is required.

City’s four-acre ITF site with respect to potential hazardous materials and risk of upset. As described in the

Operation

2009 EIR, the City’s ITF has undergone numerous site assessment evaluations over the past two decades;
those which are relevant to the proposed Project are shown in Table 4.8-4: ITF Site-Specific Investigations.

No mitigation is required.

A summary of the investigative history associated with the City’s Civic Center site is provided below.

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Table 4.8-4
ITF Site-Specific Investigations

Construction
Impacts would be less than significant.

Investigation

Prepared By

Date

ENVIRON International Corporation

April 11, 2005

Operation

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
and Limited Compliance Assessment

Impacts would be less than significant.

Soil Management Plan

Erler & Kalinowski, Inc.

July 3, 2007

Technical Report and Work Plan

Erler & Kalinowski, Inc.

April 24, 2008

4.8.8 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Field Portable X-Ray Fluorescence Spectrometry
for In-Situ Screening of Arsenic in Soil

Erler & Kalinowski, Inc.

February 26, 2015

Hazardous materials and hazard impacts are generally localized to specific sites and do not combine with

__________
Source: City of Inglewood, Final Environmental Impact Report for the Hollywood Park Redevelopment Project, June 3, 2009.

one another in a way to create a greater or more severe hazard. Because of the relative infrequencies and
the variances in timing, the geographic scope for cumulative hazards and hazardous materials impacts
varies based on the hazard and the significance threshold being analyzed. Impacts relative to hazardous

A Soil Management Plan (SMP) summarizing prior screening-level subsurface investigations was prepared

materials usually depend on the nature and extent of the hazardous materials release, and existing and

in July 2007 and submitted and approved by the RWQCB, to address localized areas found to contain or

future soil and groundwater conditions. Hazardous materials incidents tend to be limited to a smaller more

suspected to contain chemicals of potential concern (COPCs) on the Hollywood Park property including

localized area surrounding the immediate location and extent of a release and could only be cumulative if

the City’s Civic Center site where the proposed Project may locate a PDS substation either above or below

two or more hazardous material releases overlapped spatially and contemporaneously.

grade. The SMP includes soil and soil gas COPCs criteria and soil management and construction risk
management protocols to be implemented during planned redevelopment of the property, including soil

The timeframe during which the proposed Project could contribute to cumulative hazards and hazardous

reuse and waste disposal classification protocols.

materials effects includes the construction and operations phases. Similar to the geographic limitations
discussed previously, it should be noted that impacts relative to hazardous materials are generally timespecific. Hazardous material events could only be cumulative if two or more hazardous material releases

Soil sampling revealed arsenic in shallow soil at the ITF site. All shallow arsenic-contaminated soil has been
removed from the City’s Civic Center site as of the summer of 2020. The remaining soil on the site is below
the Property-specific Soil Criteria (PSC) requirement and removal is deemed complete; no further action

occurred at overlapping times.

is recommended. The RWQCB required no further action, and the site was developed by the City with as
As discussed in Section 3.0: Project Description, the City is considering building a parking structure on the
City’s Inglewood Transit Facility (ITF) site located on the southeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae
Street. This parking structure would provide additional public parking near event venues in the LASED and
for the IBEC. The ITF site is currently improved as a surface parking lot and bus transit facility. This potential
parking structure would provide up to 2,500 parking spaces in a six-level building. Although this proposed
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The proposed Project in conjunction with other cumulative projects would include the use, storage, and
disposal of varying quantities of hazardous materials. The proposed Project does not include any
substantive emissions of hazardous materials that would be associated with industrial land uses (e.g.,
manufacturing, chemical processing, handling of bulk quantities of hazardous materials or wastes). Just as
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with the proposed Project, all commercial uses/businesses would be required to submit business

As noted above, adherence to the regulatory requirements would ensure that incidents at the proposed

information and hazardous materials inventory forms to the LACoFD and/or appropriate jurisdiction

Project and other cumulative projects within a 1-mile radius are infrequent, and thus unlikely to occur

having responsibility, such as the California Environmental Reporting System. All hazardous materials are

simultaneously in a way that could result in the public or environment being exposed to multiple releases

required to be stored and handled according to the manufacturer’s instructions and local, State, and

of hazardous materials. For the reasons described above, the proposed Project, in conjunction with other

federal regulations. With adherence to existing regulatory requirements, releases from routine transport,

cumulative projects, would not create a cumulatively significant hazard impact to the public or the

use, or disposal of hazardous materials would be minimized, and in the unlikely event of a release, would

environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Therefore, this

be localized in extent.

cumulative impact would be less than significant.

As discussed previously, adherence to the regulatory requirements would ensure that incidents at the

Construction and operation of the proposed Project, like the other largely residential and commercial

proposed Project and other cumulative projects are infrequent, and thus unlikely to occur simultaneously

cumulative projects identified in Section 4.0, 4.0.6: Cumulative Assumptions, would include the use of

in a way that could result in the public or environment being exposed to multiple releases of hazardous

relatively small quantities of hazardous materials and generation of small amounts of hazardous wastes.

materials. For the aforementioned reasons, the proposed Project, in conjunction with other cumulative

The proposed Project and other cumulative projects would not require the transport, storage, use, or

projects, would not create a significant cumulative hazard impact to the public or the environment through

disposal any unusually large, toxic, or explosive quantities of hazardous materials or hazardous wastes.

the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.

The proposed Project and other cumulative residential and commercial projects, would use, store, handle,
and dispose of relatively limited quantities of hazardous materials, such as cleaning fluids, lubricants,

A cumulative impact related to transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials could occur if there were
hazards releases in the vicinity and at the same time as a release associated with the construction or
operation of the proposed Project. For the purposes of this analysis, the geographic scope considered for

paints, and fuels. Similarly, these types of projects generate small quantities of hazardous wastes, including
small leftover amounts of hazardous materials previously discussed, paint cans, medical wastes, and the
like.

analysis of this criterion is a 1-mile-radius area from the proposed Project. A 1-mile radius is reasonable in
light of the relatively small amounts and types of hazardous materials that would be associated with

The proposed Project and cumulative projects and their associated businesses would be required to

construction and operation of the proposed Project.

adhere to the comprehensive set of existing federal, State, and local regulatory requirements, including
the HMBP programs administered by the LACoFD. These programs require all users of hazardous materials

The proposed Project in conjunction with other cumulative projects would include the use, storage, and
disposal of varying quantities of hazardous materials. The proposed Project does not include any
substantive emissions of hazardous materials such as might be associated with industrial land uses (e.g.,
manufacturing, chemical processing, handling of bulk quantities of hazardous materials or wastes). Just as
with the proposed Project, all commercial uses/businesses would be required to submit business

to implement employee training, safe storage, and appropriate handling requirements to ensure that
upset and accident conditions are minimized. In the unlikely event that an accidental release was to occur,
these programs require spill response measures to ensure that incidents are quickly contained and,
therefore, would not travel off site in a way that could cumulatively combine to affect large numbers of
people or affect substantial parts of the environment.

information and hazardous materials inventory forms contained in a Hazardous Materials Management
Plan and Hazardous Materials Business Plan. The LACoFD, as the CUPA, and other CUPA agencies for the

The proposed Project and cumulative projects would be required to operate in conformance with

cumulative projects outside of LACoFD’s jurisdiction, requires all new commercial and other users to follow

established safety requirements during operation to ensure compliance with City emergency service and

applicable regulations and guidelines regarding storage and handling of hazardous waste. All hazardous

warning systems. The proposed Project and cumulative projects would operate in conformance with ASCE

materials are required to be stored and handled according to manufacturer’s directions and local, State,

standards and Federal Transportation Administration requirements. The proposed Project’s and

and federal regulations. With adherence to existing regulatory requirements, releases from routine

cumulative projects’ safety and security programs would be subject to the requirements the of CPUC and

transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials would be minimized, and in the unlikely event of a

State Safety Oversight of Fixed Guideway Transit Systems. In addition, operation of the proposed Project

release, would likely be localized in extent.

and cumulative projects would be required to adhere to all State and local safety requirements including
those of the City’s fire and police departments. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety
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4.9 LAND USE AND PLANNING

requirements, the proposed Project, in conjunction with other cumulative projects, would not conflict the
requirements of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

4.9.1 INTRODUCTION
For the reasons described above, the proposed Project, in conjunction with other cumulative projects,
would not create a cumulatively considerable hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment.

This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) provides an
analysis of the potential land use impacts of the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed
Project). In response to comments received on the December 2020 Draft EIR, the design of the
Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) for the Automated Transit System (ATS) system was modified to
allow the Vons grocery store currently located on the proposed MSF site to remain on this site in a new

Therefore, cumulative impacts would not be significant.

building to continue to serve the community. Other modifications to the Project since release of the

4.8.9 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN

December 2020 Draft EIR include the realignment of the proposed ATS alignment on Prairie Avenue to

There are no specific policies within the General Plan that apply to the proposed Project regarding hazards

the west side of the street to allow for single column alignment and allow the street to be open to the

or hazardous materials. The City’s General Plan Safety Element outlines measures related to potential

sky, as well as the relocation of one of the proposed stations to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue

hazardous materials incidents. As discussed above, compliance with federal, State, and local laws and

and Manchester Boulevard to address stakeholder concerns, including Inglewood Unified School District.

regulations relating to transport, storage, disposal, and sale of hazardous materials would minimize any

As a result of these modifications to the design of the Project and other comments on the December 2020

potential for accidental release or upset of hazardous materials.

Draft EIR, changes and additions to the proposed approval and actions required to implement the Project
were identified as described in Section 3.8 in Section 3.0, Project Description.

There are no specific policies within the General Plan that apply to the proposed Project regarding
emergency response and emergency evacuation plans. The City’s General Plan Safety Element outlines

This section analyzes the potential for the Project as currently proposed, to physically divide the existing

measures related to disasters that require emergency evacuation plans. As discussed above, compliance

community and conflict with applicable land use plans, policies, and regulations. This section describes

with federal, State, and local laws and regulations relating to emergency response and emergency

existing land use conditions, general plan designations, and zoning as necessary to evaluate the potential

evacuation plans would ensure consistency with the General Plan Safety Element.

land use impacts of the Project as currently proposed.
Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Draft EIR.

4.9.2 METHODOLOGY
The significance of potential impacts of the proposed Project is determined based on the thresholds of
significance described below in Section 4.9.5: Thresholds of Significance. The evaluation of land use
impacts identifies applicable land use plans and policies and assesses whether the proposed Project is
inconsistent with those plans and policies. The study area for the land use impact analysis is the City of
Inglewood (City), with a focus on land uses located in proximity to the proposed Project. The analysis of
whether the proposed Project would physically divide an existing community considers whether the
existing land uses near the proposed Project and the ATS components, including the guideway, stations,
and support facilities would create a barrier that would divide the community. The Project is also analyzed
for consistency with existing policies, regulations, and programs adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect. If an established program goal and/or policy is relevant to another
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environmental resource and has been analyzed in another section, readers are referred to the appropriate

and housing needs with economic, environmental, and public health goals. The plan charts a course for

environmental resource section for the discussion.

closely integrating land use and transportation so that the region can grow smartly and sustainably. The
RTP/SCS includes land use policies to guide the region’s development, including economic development

4.9.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
4.9.3.1

and land use near transit.

State Plans and Regulations
The proposed Project is included in the Project List under the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS program (RTP ID

Senate Bill 535

S1200T100) 3 in support of the RTP Framework.

Senate Bill 535 was signed into law on September 30, 2012. This bill directs 25 percent of the proceeds
from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund to projects that provide a benefit to disadvantaged
communities. As part of the legislation, CalEPA was assigned the responsibility of identifying communities

Applicable goals from the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS include:
Goal 2:

Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods

Goal 3:

Enhance the preservation, security, and resilience of the regional transportation

that are considered disadvantaged throughout California. A list of disadvantaged communities was
released by CalEPA in April 2017. The proposed Project is within or adjacent to disadvantaged

system

communities as defined in Senate Bill 535 and identified by CalEPA.1
Goal 4:

Assembly Bill 1550

Increase person and goods movement and travel choices within the
transportation system

Assembly Bill 1550 was signed into law on September 14, 2016. This bill builds on Senate Bill 535 by

Goal 5:

Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve air quality

of the available funds to projects located within, and benefiting individuals living in, disadvantaged

Goal 6:

Support healthy and equitable communities

communities, (2) an additional minimum of 5 percent of the available funds to projects that benefit low-

Goal 7:

Adapt to a changing climate and support an integrated regional development

requiring the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund investment plan to allocate (1) a minimum of 25 percent

income households or to projects located within, and benefiting individuals living in, low-income
communities located anywhere in the State, and (3) an additional minimum of 5 percent of the available

pattern and transportation network
Goal 8:

Leverage new transportation technologies and data-driven solutions that result

funds either to projects that benefit low-income households that are outside of, but within a ½ mile of,

in more efficient travel

disadvantaged communities, or to projects located within the boundaries of, and benefiting individuals
living in, low-income communities that are outside of, but within a ½ mile of, disadvantaged communities.

4.9.3.3

The proposed Project is within or adjacent to disadvantaged communities as defined in Assembly Bill

Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission Airport Land Use Plan

Local Plans and Regulations

1550. 2
The Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission adopted the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use

4.9.3.2

Regional Plans and Regulations

Plan in 1991 (revised 2004) in order to comply with State law and coordinate planning efforts surrounding
public-use airports in the County. 4 The purpose of the Commission is to protect the public health, safety,

SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy

and welfare through ensuring compatibility of land uses near public-use airports and minimizing the

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 2020-2045 Regional Transportation

Angeles International Airport (LAX) is located approximately 2 miles southwest of the proposed Project.5

public’s exposure to excessive noise and safety hazards within areas around public-use airports. Los
Plan/Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) was adopted in September 2020. The RTP/SCS is a long-range
visioning plan that serves as an important planning document for the region that balances future mobility
1
2

OEHHA. SB 535 Disadvantaged Communities. https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/sb535. Accessed September 15, 2020.
California Air Resources Board. Priority Population Investments.
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/communityinvestments.htm. Accessed September 15, 2020.
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3
4
5

SCAG. ConnectSoCal. Adopted Final Connect SoCal. Transportation System Project List.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/fConnectSoCal_Project-List.pdf. Accessed September 15, 2020.
Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan, adopted 1991 and revised
2004.
Google Maps, 2017. Available at maps.google.com.
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As shown in Figure 4.9-1: Los Angeles International Airport – Airport Influence Area, a portion of the
proposed ATS alignment on Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue is located within the airport
influence area 6 and the 65 decibel (dB) community noise equivalent level (CNEL) noise contour for Los
Angeles International Airport.

City of Inglewood General Plan
California State law requires every city and county to adopt a comprehensive General Plan to guide its
future development. The proposed Project is located entirely within the City. The City’s General Plan
includes the following elements: Land Use, Circulation, Safety, Noise, Housing, Open Space, Conservation,
and Environmental Justice Elements.7, 8

Land Use Element
The Land Use Element 9 was adopted in 1980 and subsequently amended in 1986, 2009, and 2016. The

LAX

Land Use Element presents a long-range plan for the general distribution and intensity of public and
private land uses within the City. The goals applicable to the proposed Project are identified below:

Goals—General
x

Provide for the orderly development and redevelopment of the City while preserving a measure of
diversity among its parts. Allocate land in the City to satisfy the multiple needs of residents but
recognize that land is a scarce resource to be conserved rather than wasted.

x

Help promote sound economic development and increase employment opportunities for the City’s
residents by responding to changing economic conditions.

x

Maximize the use and conservation of existing housing stock and neighborhoods and also facilitate
development of new housing to meet community needs.

x

Promote Inglewood’s image and identity as an independent community within the Los Angeles
metropolitan area.

Hawthorne Airport

Legend

Runway Protection
Zones

City of Inglewood
Station Location
Guideway Alignment

6
7
8
9

An airport influence area is the area which current or future airport-related noise, over flight, safety, and/or airspace
protection factors may significantly affect land uses or necessitate restrictions on those uses.
City of Inglewood General Plan, (1980).
City of Inglewood General Plan, “Environmental Justice Element” (April 2020).
City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (1980).
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Goals—Commercial

Policy 1.2:

Ground Floor Uses and Storefronts. Require uses that activate pedestrian

x

Create and maintain a healthy economic condition within the present business community and assist
new business to locate within the city.

activity such as retail on major streets and plaza frontages. Require that

x

Protect local businessmen and encourage the importance of maintaining a strong commercial district
in the downtown.

Historic Downtown.

x

Improve the visual appearance and economic condition of the existing arterial commercial
development along Inglewood’s major streets.

x

Promote the development of commercial/recreational uses which would complement those which
already are located in Inglewood.

storefronts be historically-sensitive, attractive, and transparent in the

Goal 2:

Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking gathering place for the
community.
Policy 2.1:

Public Gathering Places. Create public spaces in key locations in the public
right-of-way and on privately-owned land. In particular, create a central

Goals—Industrial

plaza along Market Street between Florence Avenue and Regent Street

x

and/or in the adjacent parcels suitable for eating, resting and people

Increase the industrial employment opportunities for the City’s residents.

watching, but also for festivals, concerts, and events at special times.

Goals — Circulation
x

Ensure that proposed new uses can be accommodated by adequate and safe streets.

x

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the region.

x

Develop modified traffic systems that would discourage through traffic from utilizing neighborhood
streets.

x

Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation system which is barrier-free for the handicapped.

Policy 2.2:

Pedestrian Network. Enhance sidewalks, repurpose alleys and create
mid-block passthroughs and internal courtyards to serve as pedestrian
passageways and enjoyable public spaces.

Policy 2.3:

Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the preservation of buildings that
have been designated as historic and encourage the reuse of other
historic buildings. Maintain the sense of place in areas with historic fabric

Goals — Community Facilities

and/or meaning such as Market Street between Regent Street and

x

Maintain the present high level of police and fire services to the extent it is fiscally prudent.

Hillcrest Avenue and the Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street.

x

Expand opportunities for cultural and social growth for the City’s residents.

Goal 3:

Downtown provides a unique mix of accessibility options including light rail,
pedestrians, bicycles, autos, buses, and advanced technology local transit.

As part of the Land Use Element, the City adopted the Downtown Transit Oriented District goals and
policies in September 2016. 10 Analysis of goals and policies related to historic resources is provided in

Policy 3.1:

Section 4.4: Cultural Resources. Policies and goals applicable to this section include:

Complete Streets. Accommodate all modes of transportation on streets,
with particular attention to transit vehicles and pedestrians, but also
design streets to serve as open spaces in the urban environment, places

Downtown Transit Oriented District Goals and Policies (as amended September 2016)
Goal 1:

where people gather, communicators of the locality’s culture, vision and

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.
Policy 1.1:

Mixed Use Development. Encourage a range of residential, retail, office,

values, and generators of development on adjacent parcels.
Policy 3.2:

Green Boulevards. Create Green Boulevards that protect cyclists,

recreational, and institutional uses in the Historic Downtown to create a

infiltrate stormwater, and use vegetation to create a sense of place on

vibrant urban district and support local business.

Florence Avenue, La Brea Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie
Avenue.

10 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (1980).
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Pedestrian Promenades. Emphasize Market Street and Queen Street as

daylighted stream through TechTown reflecting topography and flow of

pedestrian promenades that may be closed to automobiles for special

water to the treatment plant.

events or as conditions require.

Goal 6:
Policy 3.4:

Downtown expresses the unique culture of Inglewood.

Pedestrian Connections to Metro Rail. Establish high-quality at-grade
and/or bridge connections from the Downtown Inglewood Metro station

Policy 6.1:

preserved and enhanced: Historic Downtown, Civic Center, TechTown,

direct pedestrian connection from the station to Beach Avenue to the

Beach Avenue, Fairview West, Hillcrest and Queen Street.

north.
Policy 3.5:

Districts. Define the following unique districts within the Downtown TOD
area, each with their own unifying character or identity that should be

across Florence Avenue to the south. Make every effort to facilitate a

Local Transit Connections to Metro Rail. Provide quality local transit

Circulation Element

connections from major destinations such as the NFL Stadium and Forum

The Circulation Element, adopted in December 1995, serves as a guide for future circulation and

to Downtown and the Downtown Inglewood Metro station using existing

transportation developments. The program addresses the adequacy of street access, traffic capacity for

or emerging technologies.

current and future land use needs, truck routes, and bicycle routes. For consistency analysis of the
proposed Project and the Circulation Element see Section 4.12: Transportation.

Policy 3.6:

Parking District. Establish a parking district with shared parking

Conservation Element

consolidated in garages, and manage pricing

Goal 4:

Downtown is a major economic engine providing jobs, sales tax, and other

The Conservation Element, adopted in October 1997, contains goals, guidelines, and policies for the
conservation, development, and utilization of natural resources found within the jurisdiction of the City

revenues.

of Inglewood. Resources addressed in the Element include water, soils, natural gas, and oil. For a
Policy 4.1:

Major Sites Development. Develop major sites and create new

consistency analysis of the proposed Project and the Conservation Element see Sections 4.2: Air Quality,

destinations at the north and south ends of Market Street, immediately

4.3: Biological Resources, and 4.14: Utilities and Service Systems.

north of the Metro station, and on and around the City Yard that create
jobs, generate revenues for the city through sales and bed tax and

Housing Element
The City’s current Housing Element 11 was adopted on January 28, 2014. The current version of the

provide new opportunities for residents.

Housing Element covers the 5th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) projections from 2013Policy 4.3:

Equitable Development. Implement policies such as a local hire
notification requirement for large employers, Business Improvement
District youth guide program and others so that the benefits of growth
accrue to the current population of Inglewood. Encourage educational
uses wherever possible to improve the job-readiness of the local
population.

Goal 5:

housing deficiencies. The City is currently updating the Housing Element to reflect the SCAG 6th Cycle
Regional Housing Needs Assessment allocation for the October 2021 to October 2029 planning period for
the City of Inglewood. 12 Adoption of the updated Housing Element is anticipated by March 2022. See
the Housing Element.

Stormwater Management. Collect, clean and infiltrate stormwater runoff
on streetscapes, parking lots and roofs wherever possible. Create a

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

while identifying current and future housing needs and establishes policies and programs to address

Section 4.11: Population, Employment, and Housing for consistency analysis of the proposed Project and

Downtown is a model for economic development.
Policy 5.1:

2021. The Housing Element establishes policies to create or preserve quality residential neighborhoods

4.9-8

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

11 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Housing Element” (2014).
12 California Government Code Section 65583 (c)(1)(A).
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.9-9

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.9 Land Use and Planning

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Goal 1:

Noise Element

Residents and stakeholders who are aware of, and effectively participate in,
decisions that affect their environment and quality of life.

The Noise Element, adopted in September 1987, 13 contains a comprehensive program regarding noise
control in the planning process, including goals and policies that would guide the local planners in

Policy:

Participation and Collaboration

achieving and maintaining compatible land uses with environmental noise levels. Noise sensitive uses
EJ-1.11:

include residential, schools, hospitals, libraries, and parks. A consistency analysis was conducted for the

Conduct broad outreach on public hearings that affect the
environment in languages used by the community.

Noise Element and discussed in Section 4.10: Noise and Vibration.
EJ-1.12:

Inform the public on decisions that affect their environment

Open Space Element

using multiple communication methods, including traditional

The Open Space Element adopted in December 1995 addresses the current and future recreation needs

and online forms of communication.

of the community for park land and recreational facilities and plans for the conservation or creation of

EJ-1.13:

open spaces to mitigate the effects of increasing urbanization of Inglewood. See Revised Initial Study for

Provide written notices and other announcements regarding key
land use and development issues in English and Spanish where

the no impact finding under Section 2.14: Public Services, Threshold (a) iv, Parks. The proposed Project

feasible. For all other materials, note that verbal translation

would not have impacts on parks and would not directly generate population growth, which would require

assistance is available.

more recreational facilities.
EJ-1.14:

Safety Element

Offer interpretation services at key meetings and workshops on
issues affecting the environment.

The General Plan Safety Element adopted in July 1995 14 and amended in 2020, contains goals, objectives,

EJ-1.15:

Consider offering childcare at key meetings and workshops on

and policies that protect the welfare and safety of the citizens of Inglewood and their properties, and the

environmental issues affecting entire neighborhoods and the City

community as a whole, from risks associated with a variety of natural and man-made disasters. These

as a whole.

disasters include, but are not limited to, earthquakes, flooding, fires, and airplane crashes. See Section
EJ-1.16:

4.6: Geology and Soils for the consistency analysis of the proposed Project with the Safety Element.

Consider varying the time and date of key meetings and
workshops, or holding multiple meetings and workshops, in
order to ensure broad participation.

Environmental Justice Element
EJ-1.17:

The Environmental Justice Element, adopted on June 30, 2020, provides guidelines to minimize pollution

Seek feedback on public decisions through traditional and online

and its effects on the community, and ensure that all residents have a say in decisions that may affect

forms of communication, such as website, email, mobile phone

their quality of life. The State of California defines Environmental Justice as “the fair treatment and

apps, online forums, and podcasts.

meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race, color, national origin, or income with respect to

EJ-1.18:

Partner with community-based organizations that have

the development, implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.” 15

relationships, trust, and cultural competency with target

The goals and policies that apply to the proposed Project are presented below:

communities to outreach on local initiatives and issues.
Goal 2:

The community’s exposure to pollution in the environment is minimized through
sound planning and public decision making.
Policy:

13 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Noise Element” (1987).
14 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Safety Element” (1995).
15 California Government Code §65040.12. e.
Meridian Consultants
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Work with other agencies to minimize exposure to air pollution

transit nodes and within new transit-oriented development

and other hazards in the environment.

projects.

Ensure compliance with rules regarding remediation of

Goal 6:

Adequate and equitably distributed public facilities are available in the

contaminated sites prior to occupancy of new development.
EJ-2.4:

community.

Create land use patterns and public amenities that encourage

EJ-6.1:

people to walk, bicycle and use public transit.
EJ-2.8:

community amenities to all areas of the City.

Encourage new development to reduce vehicle miles traveled to

EJ-6.2:

reduce pollutant emissions.
EJ-2.12:

Ensure the City provides equitable public improvements and

Prioritize the City’s capital improvement program to address the
needs of disadvantaged communities.

Place adequate conditions on large construction projects to

EJ-6.3:

ensure they do not create noise, dust, or other impacts on the

Plan for the future public improvement and service needs of
underserved communities.

community to the extent feasible.
EJ-6.6:
EJ-2.13:

Goal 3:

Provide ongoing infrastructure maintenance

in existing

Continue to reduce pollution entering the storm drain system

residential neighborhoods through the capital improvement

through the incorporation of best management practices.

program.
EJ-6.8:

A community that promotes physical activity and opportunities for active living.

Ensure that new public facilities are well designed, energy
efficient and compatible with adjacent land uses.

Policy:

Access and Connectivity
EJ-6.10:
EJ-3.4:

Require the provision of on-site bicycle facilities in new large-

agencies and other public agencies to provide adequate public

scale development projects.
EJ-3.5:

facilities, improvements, and programs to the City of Inglewood.

Partner with transit agencies to ensure that parks and
populations.

New Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development
Plan and Design Guidelines

recreational facilities are accessible to low-income and minority

EJ-3.7:

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District, transit

Encourage new specific plans and development projects be

The Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines (TOD Plan)

designed to promote pedestrian movement through direct, safe,

address Downtown Inglewood and the Fairview Heights neighborhoods and implements the City’s vision

and pleasant routes that connect destinations inside and outside

for transforming the quality of the environment within these areas.16 The Downtown TOD Plan area

the plan or project area.

consists of approximately 585 acres located in the center of Inglewood along the Metro K line just east of
the Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue intersection. The Downtown TOD Plan area extends approximately

Goal 4:

Healthy, affordable, and culturally appropriate food is readily available to all
members of the community.
Policy:

one-half mile in all directions from the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station. The Fairview Heights
TOD Plan area consists of approximately 328 acres located near the intersection of Florence Avenue and
West Boulevard. This Fairview Heights TOD Plan area also extends approximately one-half mile in all

Affordable and Nutritious Food

directions from the Downtown Inglewood Metro K Line Station.
EJ-4.4:

Maximize multimodal access to fresh food by encouraging
grocery stores, healthy corner stores, and outdoor markets at key
16 City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016.
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The TOD Plan includes goals and policies which were incorporated into the Land Use Element goals and

from nearby developments, including unique architectural features, special landscape (such as seasonal

policies in 2016 under the Downtown Transit Oriented District Goals and Policies section. The TOD Plan

displays of color), graphic elements (such as signs or logos), special pedestrian or automobile paving,

further includes concept plans, zoning, development standards, design guidelines, and an implementation

special night lighting effects, or other similar features.

action plan for consideration by applicants submitting any proposals for new construction or rehabilitation
within the TOD Plan area, submitting project plans for design review, as well as for consultation by City
Staff when making recommendations for project approvals. The TOD Plan also addresses architectural

The HPSP area has an existing General Plan designation that permits an overall floor area ratio of 2:1
averaged over the entire 298-acre site. The General Plan designation is vested by a Development
Agreement approved by the City in February 2015. The analysis in this EIR assumes 5.25 million square

detail, signage, public art, and civic and cultural life.

feet (SF) of future commercial development, consistent with the vested General Plan provisions, will be
The proposed Project is located within the Historic Downtown and Hillcrest Districts as defined in this
plan. The Historic Downtown District is pedestrian-oriented and human-scaled. Under the plan, the
Historic Downtown District would function as a regional destination and gathering space for all in the City
of Inglewood that links residents with the community’s past, present, and future. This district would
include public space, restaurants, entertainment, residential uses and limited hotel and office uses. The
goal for the Hillcrest District is to retain the District’s present character and continue to be home to
churches, neighborhood retail uses, as well as residences.

completed in the cumulative development scenario.

The Forum Development Agreement
In 2013, the City of Inglewood entered into a Development Agreement with the Forum Landowner and
authorized a $100 million renovation plan, which included new and increased total seats, a new Forum
Club, and a larger concession area. As part of the Development Agreement, the City acknowledged, among
other things, that 3,530 parking spaces located on the Forum Property, and the current configuration
(including the layout, landscaping, size of spaces, and drive aisles) is legally non-conforming, and the

Hollywood Park Specific Plan

improvements contemplated by the Forum project approvals did not constitute a change to such legally
The Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) establishes development standards and design guidelines for the

non-conforming status.

298-acre Hollywood Park site at the northeast corner of the Prairie Avenue and Century Boulevard
intersection and provides an overview of existing infrastructure and necessary improvements related to
the site, including measures for implementation of the HPSP. The site is currently under development.
SoFi Stadium was completed in August 2020 and development of a 6,000-seat entertainment venue,
parks, and retail, office, housing, entertainment, gaming, hotel, and civic uses are also allowed by the
HPSP. 17

City of Inglewood Planning and Zoning Ordinance
The City of Inglewood Planning and Zoning Code (Chapter 12 of the Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC) is
the primary land use regulation in the City.19 The purpose of the Zoning Code is to protect and promote
the public’s health, safety, and general welfare, and to implement the policies of the comprehensive
General Plan. The Zoning Ordinance describes the zoning districts and land use classifications, land use

The HPSP includes guidelines and standards for improvements in and fronting the public right-of-way

regulations, environmental standards, and developments standards relating to issues such as intensity,

within the Plan area, which includes approximately 0.5 miles of street frontage along Prairie Avenue

setbacks, height, and parking.

where the proposed Project will be located. The HPSP provides integrated and coordinated landscape

4.9.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

design guidelines for new development along the perimeter of the Plan area with the objective of
promoting land use compatibility, particularly along Prairie Avenue. The HPSP includes streetscape

4.9.4.1

standards in order to integrate Hollywood Park with the adjoining urban fabric, achieve a diverse urban

The City of Inglewood was historically developed as a low-density single-family community and is

Existing Land Uses

forest, and assist in developing districts of distinctive and appropriate character. 18 Sidewalk widths

transitioning to include higher density development with the implementation of land use plans such as

provide comfortable walking routes and parkway widths are designed to provide sufficient area for urban

the New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan and the HPSP. These plans allow and encourage mixed-

tree growth. The streetscape will also include identity elements that will differentiate Hollywood Park

use development focusing on walkability, density, and TOD.

17 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015.
18 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further amended
February 24, 2015.

19 City of IMC, Chapter 12.
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Designation Type
FAIRVIEW HEIGHTS TOD

As of 2016, land uses in the City were comprised of residential (46.7 percent), right-of-way (23.5 percent),

DOWNTOWN TOD

public/semi-public (20.3 percent), commercial (6.1 percent) and industrial (3.7 percent) uses.20 Existing

HPSP - HOLLYWOOD PARK SPECIFIC PLAN ZONE

zoning allows 60 percent of residentially zoned land to be developed into two-family or multifamily units.

LOW DENSITY

EA

Today, there are more multifamily dwelling units than single-family units in the City.

V

LOW MEDIUM DENSITY

NC

E
OR

MEDIUM DENSITY

FL

Commercial uses are typically located along major arterials in the City of Inglewood. The two major

COMMERCIAL
COMMERCIAL/RESIDENTIAL

components of commercial land uses include retail service and automobile sales and service, representing

M

COMMERCIAL/RECREATIONAL

63 percent and 20 percent, respectively, of all commercial uses. The City is experiencing a growth of light

PUBLIC/SEMI-PUBLIC
   

industrial oriented uses focused on shipping in and out of LAX. Zoning for light industrial represents 75

HOSPITAL-MEDICAL/RESIDENTIAL

percent of land zoned for industrial uses while the remaining 25 percent is zoned for heavy industrial uses.
MARKET ST

Land uses included within the City’s public/semi-public areas include parks, schools, government buildings
and facilities, churches, the Inglewood Cemetery, and hospitals. The City’s right-of-way area includes 180
miles, or 1,337 acres, of streets and alleys. The City is primarily developed. A majority of the vacant land
in the City is designated for industrial land uses with minimal vacant land designated for residential and
commercial uses. 21
Further descriptions of existing land uses along the proposed Project for the guideway is provided below.

MANCHESTER
BLVD

MSF
Site

The proposed Project is described in three segments: the Market Street Segment, the Manchester

 

Boulevard Segment, and the Prairie Avenue Segment. Descriptions for each segment are then broken

  

down into descriptions of General Plan designations, followed by a description of the existing zoning, and
ending with a description of existing physical uses on site (such as retail, schools, churches). Two figures

PINCAY DR

are included to show the land use designations under the General Plan and IMC in the Project footprint.

PRAIRIE AV

The figures include the following: Figure 4.9-2: General Plan Land Use Designations, and Figure 4.9-3:
Zoning Map.

ARBOR VITAE ST

Legend
Quarter-mile Buffer

  

HARDY ST

MSF Site
Station Location
Guideway Alignment
Pedestrian Crossing

20 City of Inglewood, City of Inglewood General Plan, Land Use Element, Land Use Comparison table, Inglewood
Land Use, p. 54, updated 2016, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-UseElement-1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-pdf.
21 City of Inglewood, City of Inglewood General Plan, Land Use Element, p. 10, updated 2016.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element-1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016pdf.
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HPSP, HOLLYWOOD PARK SPECIFC PLAN ZONE

V
EA
NC
E
OR
FL

R-2, RESIDENTIAL LIMITED MULTI FAMILY
R-2A, RESIDENTIAL LIMITED MULTI FAMILY
R-3, RESIDENTIAL MULTIPLE FAMILY
R-4, RESIDENTIAL MULTIPLE FAMILY

M

Market Street Segment
The Market Street Segment extends from the intersection of Market Street and Florence Avenue to the

R-M, RESIDENTIAL MEDICAL

   

C-1, LIMITED COMMMERCIAL

intersection of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard. As shown in Figure 4.9-2, the entire Market

C-2, GENERAL COMMMERCIAL

Street Segment is designated Downtown TOD in the General Plan Land Use Map. The Downtown TOD

C-2A, AIRPORT COMMERCIAL

designation is a component of the New Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights TOD Plan, 22 which as

C-3, HEAVY COMMERCIAL

MARKET ST

C-R, COMMERCIAL RECREATION

discussed previously, was approved in 2016. The plan defines the allowable uses within each area.

C-S, COMMMERCIAL SERVICE
M-1, LIGHT MANUFACTURING

As shown in Figure 4.9-3, the Market Street Segment is almost entirely designated Historic Core (HC) 23

M-1L, LIMITED MANUFACTURING
P-1, PARKING

on both sides of the roadway, with only two parcels directly south of Florence Avenue being outside of

C-C, CIVIC CENTER

the HC zone and designated as TOD Mixed Use 1 (TOD MU-1). The HC zone is intended to provide for a

O-S, OPEN SPACE

mix of land uses, including commercial services such as retail, restaurants, and offices and civic uses,

S-1, SPECIAL CEMETERY

MANCHESTER
BLVD

MSF
Site

 

S-2, SPECIAL CEMETERY

including public and quasi-public facilities. Residential uses are also allowed in the HC zone. The land use

T-C, TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR

patterns and sizes of the developments in this zone are intended to be consistent with the existing historic

MU-1, TOD MIXED USE 1

  

MU-2, TOD MIXED USE 2

urban fabric. The HC zone permits a maximum height of five stories or 68 feet, no minimum lot size, and

HC, HISTORIC CORE

public street setback of zero feet. An exception to this condition is given to portions of parcels directly

MU-C, TOD MIXED USE CORRIDOR

PINCAY DR

adjacent to Market Street, which are limited in height to three stories or 45 feet within 20 feet of Market

PRAIRIE AV

Street.
The objective of the TOD MU-1 zone is to provide larger-scale transit-oriented development at a higher
density. A variety of uses are allowed in the TOD MU-1 zone and the mixing of uses is encouraged.
Allowable uses in the TOD MU-1 zone include ground-level retail, services, public-serving offices, and
upper-level residential, office, hotel, or institutional functions. Plazas and shared parking structures are

ARBOR VITAE ST

also encouraged. The TOD MU-1 zone is further divided into three separate districts: North Station, North
Market Place, and South Market Place. The parcels adjacent to the proposed Project are located in the
North Market Place district, with a height limit of up to eight stories or 104 feet, minimum lot size 80,000
SF, and public street setback of zero feet.

  

HARDY ST

Zoning east of Locust Street and north of Regent Street, adjacent to the Market Street/Florence Avenue
Station is TOD MU-1 on the north end and Residential Multifamily (R-3) to the south. In the event of a
conflict between the Downtown TOD plan and the IMC designated zoning, the Downtown TOD Plan would
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22 City of Inglewood. The New Downtown Inglewood & Inglewood TOD Plans. http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wpcontent/uploads/2017/01/The-New-Downtown-Fairview-Heights-TOD-Plan-Design-Guidelines-lo-res.pdf, accessed July
2020.
23 City of Inglewood. New Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights TOD Plan. http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wpcontent/uploads/2017/01/The-New-Downtown-Fairview-Heights-TOD-Plan-Design-Guidelines-lo-res.pdf. Accessed
September 17, 2020.
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override the requirements within the IMC designated zoning requirements.24 However, in the event that

The area located south of Manchester Boulevard from Spruce Avenue to Prairie Avenue is zoned C-2.

the Downtown TOD Plan does not address a regulatory requirement, the IMC prevails.

Under the IMC, the C-2 zone allows for a variety of commercial uses (e.g., retail and service businesses)
and does not allow for new residential uses. The height limit for the C-2 zone is six-stories or 75 feet, with

At the north end of the segment is a commercial shopping center that includes 15 parcels and contains

no setback requirements except those contained in the City’s General Design Guidelines (1979).

restaurants, an auto parts shop, retail stores, pharmacy, cosmetic services, and a dental office. Existing
uses adjacent to Locust Street consist of single-family and multifamily residential homes to the east,

Land uses on Manchester Boulevard consist of primarily commercial uses. Land uses on the north side of

adjacent to the shopping plaza. North of Florence Avenue on the other side of the Metro K Line are

Manchester Boulevard from west to east include retail stores, a dentist office, and a restaurant. Near

additional retail commercial uses including a grocery store, pharmacy, and cosmetic services. A senior

Manchester and Hillcrest Boulevards is a gas station medical clinic, advertising agency, a retail store, and

housing project, bank, and beauty salons are located south of Regent Street and the shopping plaza. The

an institutional (religious) facility. Near Manchester Drive and Osage Avenue is an insurance office, an

existing land use west of the plaza is a vacant lot which is currently being developed with a

institutional (religious) facility, and multifamily housing. An auto shop and a restaurant are located on

commercial/residential mixed-use project.

Manchester Boulevard at Prairie Avenue. A cemetery is located across Prairie Avenue to the north.

Commercial uses border the street on both sides of Market Street from south of Regent Street up to the

On the south side of Manchester Boulevard, traveling from west to east to Hillcrest Boulevard uses include

intersection with Manchester Boulevard. Uses on the west side of Market Street, from north to south

retail stores, a pharmacy, and restaurants. Between Hillcrest Boulevard and Spruce Avenue is a shopping

consist of a beauty salon, a vacant lot planned for mixed-use development, restaurants, the former Fox

center that includes a grocery store with a gas station. Other uses located within the grocery store

Theater building, a repair shop, public employment services, retail stores, and an office building. On the

shopping center include a bank branch, coffee shop, and gym. East of Spruce Avenue, the south side of

east side of Market Street, the existing land uses from Regent Street to Manchester Avenue include a

the roadway is lined with retail shops, a day care facility, and a real estate office. Moving past Osage

bank, a vacant lot planned for mixed-use development, art gallery, restaurants, retail stores, and a

Avenue towards Prairie Avenue is a tire shop, non-profit organization, dry cleaner, dentist office, daycare

commercial office.

facility, commercial buildings, and a vacant lot.

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Prairie Avenue Segment

The Manchester Boulevard Segment extends from the intersection of Market Street and Manchester

The Prairie Avenue Segment extends from the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard

Boulevard to the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. A majority of the Manchester

to the northwest corner of the Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street intersection. The entire area west of

Boulevard Segment is designated Downtown TOD on the General Plan Land Use Map as shown in Figure

Prairie Avenue is designated Commercial/Residential by the General Plan (see Figure 4.9-2). East of Prairie

4.9-2. The area southeast of Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue is designated

Avenue, The Forum is designated Commercial/Recreational and Commercial/Residential. South of the

Commercial/Residential.

Forum, the HPSP is designated Major Mixed-Use which continues until Century Boulevard. The Major
Mixed Use designation permits an overall floor area ratio of 2:1 averaged over the entire 298-acre

As shown in Figure 4.9-3, the majority of the Manchester Boulevard Segment is zoned HC on either side

Hollywood Park site.

of the street from the intersection with Market Street to the intersection with Hillcrest Boulevard. Starting
on the south side of Manchester Boulevard, the HC zone extends past Hillcrest Boulevard all the way to

As shown in Figure 4.9-3, the area west of Prairie Avenue is zoned C-2 for the entirety of the segment.

Spruce Avenue, including the proposed MSF site. On the north side of Manchester Boulevard zoning is

Land uses on the west side of Prairie Avenue from the north to Kelso Avenue, include a vacant lot, daycare

General Commercial (C-2). The height limit for the C-2 zone is 6 stories or 75 feet, with no setback

facility and Kelso Elementary School. South of Kelso Avenue is a restaurant and a funeral home before the

requirements.

land use transitions into residential uses. On either side of Buckthorn Street are retail stores and
continuing south between Buckthorn and Arbor Vitae Streets is an institutional (religious) facility and a
motel. South of Arbor Vitae Street is a restaurant, convenience store, a vacant building, more restaurants,
beauty salons, and a repair shop in a commercial center.

24 Inglewood Municipal Code 12-16.8.
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The area east of Prairie Avenue is zoned Commercial Recreation (C-R) north of Pincay Drive and HPSP

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Threshold LU-1

Physically divide an established community.

south of Pincay Drive. The C-R zone allows for a variety of commercial entertainment uses including,
among others, animal exhibitions, athletic events, social events, and conventions. The height limit for the

Threshold LU-2

C-R zone is 150 feet in height from natural grade with a 30 feet setback from the property line. The setback

environmental effect.

area can be used to accommodate landscaping or landscaped parking/subterranean parking. The HPSP is
a Mixed-Use specific plan that includes SoFi Stadium and allows development of a mix of uses, including

Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an

The first threshold applies to projects that would create physical barriers which would create divisions to

retail, office, commercial and residential uses. Starting on the north end of Prairie Avenue, the Inglewood

existing connections between parts of a community. Physical divisions in a community could be created if

Park Cemetery is located on the northeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. The

connectivity between areas of the existing community is substantially affected. Physical division can also

Inglewood Park Cemetery is located on 200 acres of land with park-like vegetation throughout the site.

occur if the connectivity between areas of an existing community is reduced to the extent that one portion

South of Manchester Boulevard is the Forum, a historic commercial recreational venue built in 1967.

of a community would be physically separated from the rest of the community.

South of Pincay Drive is the recently completed SoFi Stadium with additional development ongoing south
of the stadium. The HPSP area, including SoFi Stadium, includes 298 acres east of Prairie Avenue extending

The second threshold addresses consistency with applicable land use plans and focuses on potential

to Century Boulevard.

conflicts between the proposed Project and existing land use plan, policies, and regulations adopted to

The City’s Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone overlays the Residential and Medical (R-M) and C-2 Zones

alone, but on instances where inconsistencies with plans, policies, and regulations would also result in

along Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy Street. This overlay allows for

physical impacts on the environment.

avoid or mitigate environmental effects. Determinations of significance are not based on inconsistency

development of hospitals, medical offices, real estate, and insurance offices, dental offices, and ancillary
uses, along with some entertainment and personal care uses and shopping centers only on properties

A project is considered to be consistent with a general plan and related planning documents if, considering

zoned C-2.

all its aspects, it would further the objectives and policies of the plan or not obstruct their attainment. If
a project is determined to be inconsistent with specific individual objectives or policies but is largely

4.9.5 ADJUSTED BASELINE CONDITIONS

consistent with the land use or the other goals and policies of that plan and would not preclude the

This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0:

attainment of the primary intent of the land use plan, the proposed Project would not be considered

Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0-5: Adjusted Baseline. Related to land use, the changes associated with

inconsistent with the plan.

the Adjusted Baseline affect the vacant land immediately east of the proposed Project across Prairie
Avenue, which would be developed with retail, restaurant, commercial, and residential uses, and other
entertainment and open space uses in the HPSP area. No other changes to the existing environmental
setting related to land use and planning would occur under the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting.

Inconsistency with a land use or planning policy is not necessarily considered to be an impact under CEQA;
only those inconsistencies that result in physical effects on the environment are considered a significant
impact to the environment as defined by CEQA. The proposed Project is considered to be consistent with
the goals of regional and local plans if it meets the general intent of the plans and would not preclude the
attainment of the primary intent of the land use plan or policy. Policies that do not result in physical

4.9.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

impacts represent factors that the Lead Agency and Responsible Agencies would consider in their planning
A significant land use impact would occur if the proposed Project would result in the following:

reviews of the proposed Project.
Thresholds and analysis relevant to land use compatibility, including consistency with applicable plans, in
terms of views, air quality, noise, and surface transportation are addressed in Sections 4.1: Aesthetics,
4.2: Air Quality, 4.10: Noise, and 4.12: Transportation, respectively.
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4.9.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

ground floor would consist of a generally unenclosed space containing approximately 250 public parking

4.9.7.1

spaces for the new Vons store. A gated surface parking area containing approximately 50 parking spaces

Project Characteristics

for employees and visitors to the MSF will be provided west of the MSF building.
The proposed Project is an approximately 1.6-miles long, elevated ATS system with associated support
facilities, primarily located within the public right-of-way along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and

Support facilities would include two power distribution system (PDS) substations. These substations

Prairie Avenue, with limited encroachments currently outside of the public right-of-way onto private

would be the service connection point and would provide the necessary power for the proposed Project

property to be acquired as part of the Project. Three stations would be located along the proposed Project

including traction power, auxiliary power and housekeeping power for the stations and infrastructure.

alignment as follows:

One of the PDS substations would be co-located with the MSF and another would be located at Prairie

x

Avenue/Hardy Street Station.

Market Street/Florence Avenue station (at the site of the existing retail commercial center) generally
proposed between Florence Avenue and Regent Street providing connections to the Metro K Line and
downtown Inglewood;

x

Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue station proposed on the southwest corner of Manchester
Boulevard and Prairie Avenue providing a connection to the Forum, and Los Angeles Stadium &
Entertainment District (LASED) at Hollywood Park, and

x

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station proposed on the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy
Street providing connections to the LASED at Hollywood Park, including SoFi Stadium, and the
Inglewood Basketball & Entertainment Center (IBEC).

Each station is configured with center station platforms to minimize the total footprint of the station and
guideways while providing ease of passenger wayfinding.

Additional public parking would be provided as part of the Project at three locations:
x

Approximately 650 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at the Market
Street/Florence Avenue Station along with pickup and drop off areas on Locust Avenue and Regent
Street.

x

Approximately 50 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at 150 S. Market Street.

x

Approximately 80 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street Station along with pickup and drop off areas within the lot.

Property and Easement Acquisitions
The proposed Project is located in a highly developed urban setting containing existing residential,

The ATS guideways would consist of dual lanes, with each lane approximately 14 feet wide, and widths

commercial, education, and transportation facilities. While the majority of the proposed Project would be

varying from 30 feet to 75 feet to accommodate stations and turn-back switches. The guideway is

located within the public street right of way, components of the guideway system are proposed on

supported by columns ranging in size from approximately 6 feet by 9 feet to 6 feet by 12 feet in diameter

adjacent property which would require acquisition of property or easements. In addition, the Market

depending on the locations, spacing and guideway configuration.

Street/Florence Avenue station, MSF, the Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue station, and the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street station would require acquisitions of properties. Property and easement

Existing roadways and infrastructure along the guideway would require some reconfiguration to

acquisitions are discussed below.

accommodate new elevated transit guideway structures and stations. In addition to surface
improvements, utility infrastructure under the roadway surface may need to be relocated to

Market Street Segment

accommodate the guideway columns, footings, and other components. The roadway reconfigurations

The northern most station of the proposed Project is the Market Street/Florence Avenue station which

along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue are necessary to ensure that the existing

would be located at 310 E. Florence Avenue, southeast of Market Street and Florence Avenue. The station

number of travel lanes is maintained.

would replace an existing retail commercial center containing restaurants, auto part store, cosmetology
school, convenience store, and drug store. An elevated passenger walkway would connect the Market

The proposed Project includes a MSF, to provide regular and preventive maintenance for the ATS trains
(i.e., rolling stock and equipment), vehicle storage, and an operations control center. Figure 4.9-4: Map

Street/Florence Avenue station with the Metro K line Downtown Inglewood Station north of Florence
Boulevard.

of Property Acquisitions and Easements identifies the location of the proposed MSF. The MSF building
would be approximately 75,000 SF and elevated from ground level to match the guideway elevation. The
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As the guideway continues south on Market Street, existing commercial buildings and vacant lots would

station. These parcels include 2 vacant parcels, 2 containing vacant commercial buildings and 2 containing

line both sides of the guideway.

occupied commercial buildings.

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Table 4.9-1: Anticipated Property Acquisitions And Easements and Figure 4.9-4 identifies parcels that

The guideway turns east onto Manchester Boulevard which would require the guideway to extend into

would be acquired in fee (full or partial) or on which easements would be acquired to implement the

the adjacent property occupied by a two-story commercial building at 150 S. Market Street, located on

proposed Project. These real property rights would be acquired by either the City of the Joint Powers

the northeast corner of the Market Street and Manchester Boulevard intersection. The existing

Authority (JPA) to be formed by Metro and the City to implement the Project.

commercial building would be replaced by the guideway and a surface parking lot providing approximately
50 public parking spaces as part of the proposed Project.

A detailed list of existing parcels on and adjacent to the proposed Project is provided in Appendix M:
Existing Land Use Setting for Parcels Adjacent to the ATS System.

As the guideway continues east, retail, commercial, and restaurant uses continue on both sides of
Manchester Boulevard until the intersection with Manchester Drive, where churches and residential
homes line the north side of Manchester Boulevard. An additional property acquisition would be required
in this segment to accommodate the MSF, which would be located south of the street between Hillcrest
Boulevard and Spruce Avenue, at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard on the eastern portion of this site. This
site is developed with Vons grocery store building (which includes a separate gym) and gas station. A new
Vons replacement store would be developed on the northwest portion of this site. Other uses located
within the grocery store include a bank branch and coffee shop which are anticipated to be included in
the new Vons replacement store. A PDS substation would also be located on this property.

Prairie Avenue Segment
The Prairie Avenue Segment extends from the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard
to just northwest of the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street. As the guideway turns south, the
Manchester Boulevard/Prairie Avenue station would be located on a vacant commercial site located on
the southwest corner of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue at 401 Prairie Avenue that would be
acquired as part of the Project.
As the guideway continues south, uses include a commercial office building and educational facilities west
of Prairie Avenue, including a daycare center and Kelso Elementary School. Existing land use south of Kelso
Street and west of the Prairie Avenue is a mix of commercial buildings and retail commercial centers,
hotels, and residential buildings. East of Prairie Avenue are the Forum, SoFi Stadium, and other new
development in the HPSP area.
This Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station is proposed at the southern end of this segment on the northwest
corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street on property proposed to be acquired as part of the Project. This
site is currently developed with a retail commercial center. Acquisition of 6 additional parcels located
immediately north of the proposed station site is necessary to accommodate the switch zone north of the
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.9-26

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.9-27

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

1

2

5

HILLCREST BOULEVARD

GRACE AVENUE

3

UE

6

EN
AV
4

CE
EN

7

OR
FL
8

9
10

13
11
12
LOT 2

14

15

16

AC

E

E AVE

25

26

42

27

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

13

14

39

15

40

16

41

17

42

18

43

19

44

20

45

21

46

22

47

23

48

24

49
9

25

43

28

Under Construction

Vegetation
etation
ta n
Ob
bscu
c
Ground Obscured

44

29

45

30

46

31

47

32

48

33

49

34

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Under Construction

Under Construction

Under Construction

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

etation
atio
on
Vegetation
Obscure
Ground Obscured

LOCUST STREET

MARKET STREET

LA BREA STREET

Under Construction

26

50

27

51

35

50

28

52

REGENT STREET

REGENT STREET

REGENT STREET

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

1

19

1

2

12

3

13

4

14

5

15

6

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

3

5

6

25

7

26

8

27

9

28

10

29

11

30

12

31

13

32

14

33

15

34

16

FORMER 35
BANK OF 36
INGLEWOOD

17

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

16

7

17

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

8

18

9

18

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

FORMER
JC PENNY

Pedestrian Walkway
y

15

1

16

2

17

3

18

4

19

5

20

6

21

7

22

8

23

9

24

10

QUEEN STREET
8

1

9

2

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

EAST QUEEN STREET
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

10
3

3
11

4

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

2

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

44

43

42

41

40

39

38

37

36

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

30

29

28

27

26

25

24

23

5
1

11
13

6

14

7

12

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

48

13
45

14

2
28

4

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

12

FO
F
FORMER
ORM
M25ER
R
PEOPLE'S
PEOPLE
PEO
OPLE
S
26
FEDERAL
FEDERAL
FED
ER
AL
27
BUILDING
B
UIL
UILD
LDIN
NG
NG

PROFESSIONAL
BUILDING

LOCUST STREET

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

MARKET STREET

QUEEN STREET

35

34

33

32

31

PRAIRIE AVENUE

FOX THEATER

EASTWOOD AVENUE

4

24

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

10

11

2

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

23

HILLCREST BLVD

FORMER
20
UNITED BANK
OF 21
CALIFORNIA
22

47

46

MANCHESTER BOULEVARD
16

1

NC
HE

6

ST

19

8

2
18

5

21

6

22

7

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD
5

12

28

13

29

14

1

AR

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

25

24

D

6

VD

8

BL
T
LLC
LL
LCR
C
R
ES

27

MANCHESTER TERRACE
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

EV

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

8

4

7

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

43

HI

LOCUST STREET

MARKET STREET

11

5

42

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

41

39

40

38

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

Vegetation
V
getation
G und Ob
Ground
Obscured

37

36

35

34

33

32

30

31

29

28

27

26

1

10

26

7

9

25

BO
UL

Vegetation
ion
Ground Ob
Obscured

8

24

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

7

2

3

23

ER
R

3

BANK2 OF
3
AMERICA
BUILDING
4

20

4

17

LA BREA STREET

MA

1

1

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Project Needs

MANCHESTER BOULEVARD

30

MANCHESTER DRIVE

Vegetation
etat
Ground
nd Obscured

15

6

2

Veget
etation
ta
Vegetation
Ground
round O
Obscured
d

1

NUTWOOD STREET
Vegeta
V
Vegetation
tat
at
atio
Gr
Ground
Gr
Obscured
O
Obscur

1
14

AVE
AV
VEEN
UE
E

6
1
2
TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

ST
12

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

3

4

13

12

5

6

7

8

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

ER
BO

4

UL

11

SSPPR
R
RU
UC
U
C
CE
E

5

HE

3

Vegetation
V
Veg
egeta
eg
Ground
nd
d Obscured
Obsc

4

NC

3

8

1
13

ST
R
RE
EET
EE
ET

3

MA

Veg
Vegetation
ege
G ou
Ground
un Obscured
ured
d

5

OO
OD
D

2

2

NU
TW

EV

10

7

AR

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

5

D

7

9

8

7

14

15

11

9

10

4

1

8

8

6

7

9

Veg at
Vegetation
Ground Obscu
Obscured
e
ed

10

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

12

37

38

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

36

FLO

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

11

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

10

35

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

9

34

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

E AV

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

33

E

NC

RE

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

24

41

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

walkway

8

PRAIRIE AVENUE

7

32

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

23

40

6

30

31

walkway

22

39

5

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger

21

38
4

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger

20

37

3

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger
walkway connection

19

36

HOLY FAITH
EPISCOPAL
CHURCH
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

1

2

2
29

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger
walkway connection

4

Under Construction

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

17

18

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station elevated passenger
walkway connection

3

NU
GR

HILLCREST BLVD

2

LOCUST STREET

1
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

LOT
OT 1
OT

6

6
2

E
UE
NUE
ENUE
ENU
E
VE
AVENUE
A
AV
AVE
ST
STER
EST
ES
NCHES
MANCHESTER

9

5

4
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

7

12

8

LIGHTHOUSE
McCORMICK
9
MORTUARY

11

10

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

1

14

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

3

12

4
11
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

PRAIRIE AVENUE

2

13

5

10

6

9

7

8

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

18

1

17

2

16

3

15

4

14

5

13

6

12

7

8

11

9

10

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

2

1

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

4.9-29

6

Parking Lot

5

13

Parking Lot

4

14

Parking Lot

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

3

15

Parking Lot

V
Vegetation
Grou
Ground Obscured

2

16

Full Acquisition

1

17

Parking Lot

18

Full Acquisition

12

O’Reilly Auto Parts

11

13

PRAIRIE AVENUE

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

9

10

14

Full Acquisition

8

15

Small Businesses and Restaurants House of Tacos, Water 4 U, Baja Inc.
Mailbox Rentals, Amar’s Wholesale
Flowers, New Orleans Breakfast Take
Out

7

16

Full Acquisition

6

17

Restaurant- Fiesta Martin Bar and Grill

5

18

Full Acquisition

20

19

Restaurant - Antojitos Martin
(Snack & Juice Bar)

4
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

Easement or partial
acquisition

21

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of Metro K Line

3

Easement or partial
acquisition

2

22

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of Metro K Line

1

23

Easement or partial
acquisition

Vegetation
V
Ve
eg
eg
getation
ge
eta
et
e
tat
tta
atttio
a
io
io
on
n
Grround
Ground
G
d Obscured
Ob
d

24

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of Metro K Line

1

68°

ST
RE
ET

Easement or partial
acquisition

4

2

D

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of Metro K Line

7

OO

Easement or partial
acquisition

AV

3

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

Future Downtown Inglewood Station
of Metro K Line

50 0
50.0

Table 4.9-1
Anticipated Project Acquisitions

4

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

TA

RA

8

MA

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

CK

9

5

Anticipated
Acquisition Type

3

6

NU
TW

Existing Use/Primary Business

3
1

2

EN
UE

5

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

CITY TRANSIT CENTER
Vegetation
Ground Obscured

333 E. Florence Ave

310 E. Florence Ave

300 E. Florence Ave

254 N. Market St

250 N. Market St

236 N. Market St

234 N. Market St

Address Not Available

226 N. Market St

Address Not Available

4015-027-030

4015-027-031

4015-027-032

4015-027-033

4015-027-035

4015-027-020

4015-027-042

4015-027-022

4015-027-052

CAR

4015-019-907

AR
CAR

327 E. Florence Ave

TCE REQUIRED
LIMITS TBD

CAR
R

4015-019-906

VAN
CAR
R
CAR
CAR
R

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

EAST HARDY STREET

HARDY STREET
EAST HARDY STREET

Area Under Construction

Vegetation
Ground Obscured

EAST 97TH STREET

Area Under Construction

PRAIRIE AVENUE

Area Under Construction

N NOT TO SCALE
SOURCE: City of Inglewood - 2021

FIGURE 4.9-4

Map of Property Acquisitions and Easements
251-003-20

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

PRAIRIE AVENUE

AREA UNDER CONSTRUCTION

FLOWER AVENUE

Note: Encroachment agreement needed for ITC
Infrastructure within public right-of-way in
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Partial Acquisition

Retail Commercial Center with Gas
Station, Planet Fitness, and Vons
grocery store (with Starbucks and US
Bank branch located inside Vons)

Project Needs

Guideway and construction staging

Easements or partial
acquisition

Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
acquisition, or easements

Guideway and construction staging

Easements or partial
acquisition

Prairie Ave./Manchester Blvd. Station, guideway, construction
staging, and future parking

Maintenance and Storage Facility, guideway, power
distribution system substation, construction staging, and
future parking

Guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Construction staging and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, vertical circulation,
guideway, columns, construction staging, and future parking

Project Needs

Roadway, sidewalks, and parkway
Up to 30’ for elevated passenger walkway connection to
Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station, roadway, sidewalks, and
parkway,

Easement or partial
acquisition
Easement or partial
acquisition

City of Inglewood Intermodal Transit
Facility
Parking Lot

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Up to 30’ for roadway, sidewalks, and parkway

Easement or partial
acquisition
Parking Lot

4.9-31

Up to 30’ for roadway, sidewalks, and parkway

Easement or partial
acquisition
Parking Lot

Roadway, sidewalks, and parkway, and elevated passenger
walkway connection from Prairie Ave./Manchester Blvd.
Station
Easement or partial
acquisition

The Forum (parking) Commercial
Recreation

Prairie Ave./Hardy St. Station, power distribution system
substation (potential), vertical circulation, guideway, columns,
construction staging, and future parking
Full Acquisition

Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
acquisition, or easements

Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
acquisition, or easements

Anticipated
Acquisition Type
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Retail Commercial Center with several
restaurants, nail/hair salons, retail
commercial businesses, tax service,
medical office

Vacant Buildings/Surface Parking Lot

Vacant/Undeveloped

Existing Use/Primary Business

4.9-30

Office-Warehouse/Peak Performance Full acquisition, partial
Guideway and construction staging
Training Center
acquisition, or easements

Retail Commercial/Restaurant

Vacant/Undeveloped

Vacant Buildings/Surface Parking Lot

Full Acquisition

Full acquisition

Vacant

Full Acquisition

Parking Lot

Full Acquisition

Westchester Dental Care, Randy’s
Donuts and Chinese Foot To-Go, Luxe
Gold Salon, Citifund Tax Financial &
Notary / Selwyn’s Jewelry / Senior
Korner
World Hat and Boot Mart /
Commercial

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

CVS Pharmacy

GMD Store (general department store)

Full Acquisition

Full Acquisition

Small Businesses – Silk Nails, Advance
America, Inglewood Optometric
Center, Inglewood Beauty Supply,
Inglewood Beauty Salon
Clothing Store - DD’s Discounts Store

Full Acquisition

Anticipated
Acquisition Type

No Existing Business; Abandoned
Building

Existing Use/Primary Business
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streetscape improvements associated with the proposed Project would add additional pedestrian

The ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines) (see Appendix C) identify the objectives for
the various project components and provides design guidance to help achieve the objectives. The Design
Guidelines include instructions on the project component dimensions, characteristics, and construction
methods to better integrate the proposed Project with existing resources and nearby communities.

facilities, active transportation, and aesthetics.
The public right-of-way includes the roadway, the bicycle network, and the sidewalk area. The goals for
the roadways, streetscape, and pedestrian connections are to create an attractive and functional
environment for the users and seek to create well defined edges between the pedestrian and the vehicle
realm, to use a hierarchy of spaces that help define the use of the public realm, and to improve the

Guideline Objectives

passenger experience through clarity of circulation and wayfinding.

ATS Guideway
The guideway would have a significant presence on the streets where it is located, connecting the major
entertainment centers with each station. The guideway would be simple and streamlined and will be a

Pedestrian Network and Streetscape
The pedestrian network would connect buildings, streets, parking areas, and the Project stations to create

unifying feature between stations. The guideway architecture will create a sense of movement that

an environment that supports all modes of transportation. Sidewalks are a fundamentally important

connects the stations.

component of the area’s pedestrian circulation network. Sidewalks provide pedestrian access to virtually
every activity and provide critical connections between other modes of travel (automobile, public transit,

Stations

bicycles, etc.) to land uses in the area. The pedestrian zone would be of adequate width to accommodate

The stations would be the architectural focal points within the design of the proposed Project. Stations

pedestrians, including those with disabilities while providing pedestrian connections to the ATS stations.

will be identifiable, distinctive, and streamlined. The massing of the stations will be sleek and modern. The
station canopies will be distinctive, yet designed in a manner not to detract from the surrounding

Under the Design Guidelines, streetscape in downtown Inglewood would be consistent with the street
furnishings which currently exists on Market Street and the historic core and in accordance with the

environment.

Downtown TOD Plan.25 Existing furnishings on Market Street includes waste baskets, light posts, sidewalk

Maintenance and Storage Facility

posts, and street chairs spread across the downtown area on sidewalk areas. Street furnishings and street

The MSF will be easily accessible by employees who serve and maintain ATS trains. It will be simple and

trees would be consistent with the Design Guidelines, which provide trees planted on Market Street will

modern in style and rectilinear in form with complimentary lighting, finishes, landscaping and color

be planted at a rhythm and scale to create a continuous visual canopy over the pedestrian realm, where

palette. Screens will be provided to shield all exterior equipment including equipment at the rooftop and

feasible.

ground level, so that it is not visible from the street or accessible areas of adjacent properties. Sufficient
area for landscape will be provided in order to integrate the facility site perimeter with the urban
environment. The building exterior would be covered in a uniformed and neutral color, with accent colors,
where appropriate, to allow proper integration of the structure with the environment existing visual
character of the area. Additionally, the Design Guidelines would require trees and new landscaping as

For the streetscape adjacent to HPSP on Prairie Avenue, the Design Guidelines require trees on the west
side of Prairie Avenue to be spaced to match the spacing on the east side of Prairie Avenue and the
guideway support structure to the extent feasible. The HPSP streetscape plan is designed to achieve a
diverse urban forest, to integrate Hollywood Park with the adjoining urban fabric and to assist in

feasible to provide shade and decorative separation of parking spaces. Passenger walkways surrounding

developing districts of distinctive and appropriate character. Street trees selected for Prairie Avenue are

the site would comply with local standards and guidelines with street trees planted around the site for

based on recommendations from local arborists to create a palette of horticulturally successful, low

aesthetic appeal and to separate the MSF building from surrounding uses.

maintenance and climate-appropriate tree species. 26 Tree selections on Prairie Avenue under the design
guidelines of the HPSP are Afghan Pine, Camphor Tree, Southern Magnolia, and Canary Island Pine trees.

Streetscape
Roadway and street related designs would establish a framework and overall vision for the streetscape.
Building upon proposed development within the Inglewood downtown and areas adjacent to the ATS, the

Meridian Consultants
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27 City of Inglewood. Inglewood Municipal Code. Section 12-38.50. T-C Zone. Permitted Uses.
https://qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=12-17_2-12_38_50&frames=on.
27 City of Inglewood. Inglewood Municipal Code. Section 12-38.50. T-C Zone. Permitted Uses.
https://qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=12-17_2-12_38_50&frames=on.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.9-33

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.9 Land Use and Planning

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Prairie Avenue adjacent to HPSP would also accommodate residential and retail gateways to the

x

Business and community support plans, including a business assistance fund

development and HPSP identifying elements with the goal of accommodating and providing architectural

x

Construction staging and traffic control requirements

features, landscaping, graphic elements, special pedestrian or automobile paving, special night lighting

x

Maintaining access to parking, businesses, residences, and pedestrian facilities

effects or other similar features that complement the HPSP development.

x

Noise and vibration measures

x

Air quality measures

x

Other vital measures during construction

Overall, the streetscape design would build upon proposed development within downtown Inglewood
and adjacent to the ATS. The goals for the roadways, streetscape, and pedestrian connections in the
Design Guidelines include creating a cohesive, attractive, and functional environment for the users and

General Plan Amendment

seeking to create well defined edges between the pedestrian and the vehicle realm. A hierarchy of spaces
would also be created to define the pedestrian space and improve passenger circulation and wayfinding

The proposed Project includes proposed amendments to the General Plan Land Use, Circulation, and

experience.

Safety Elements as described below to reflect the addition of this transit system to the City’s circulation
system. No changes are proposed to the other elements of the General Plan including the Housing,

Parking

Conservation, Noise, Open Space, and Environmental Justice Elements.

The proposed Project includes parking lots at three locations: The Market Street/Florence Avenue Station,

Land Use Element

150 S. Market Street, and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station. The Market Street/Florence Avenue
Station site would include pick up and drop off areas on Locust Avenue and Regent Street and a surface
parking lots containing approximately 650 public parking spaces. The surface parking lot at 150 S. Market

The amendment to the General Plan Land Use Element would change the text and diagrams related to
the three components as described below.

Street would contain approximately 50 public parking spaces, and the surface parking lot at the Prairie

First, the Goals and Objectives section would be modified to incorporate the ITC Project into the

Avenue/Hardy Street Station would contain approximately 80 public parking spaces. Planting zones will

subsections addressing Circulation and the Downtown Transit Oriented District. The modified objectives

be provided to separate parking stalls from sidewalks with trees that would be planted at a minimum ratio

address integration of the ATS system into the existing area around Market Street, connecting the

of one tree per 10 parking spaces, not including the trees along the street edge of the parking lot.

Downtown Inglewood Metro Rail station to the LASED including SoFi Stadium, the Forum, and the IBEC
with the ITC Project, and supporting the City’s goal to promote adequate public transportation within the

In addition, the City is considering building a parking structure on the City’s Inglewood Transit Facility (ITF)

City and the region by adding the ITC Project.

site located on the southeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae Street within the HPSP area. This
parking structure would provide additional public parking near event venues in the LASED and for the

Second, a description of the proposed ITC Project would be added to the “Passenger Train Service”

IBEC. The ITF site is currently improved as a surface parking lot and bus transit facility. This planned parking

subsection under the “Development Factors-Transportation Network” section. The subsection provides a

structure would provide up to 2,500 parking spaces in a six-level building. While this proposed parking

list of passenger train services available in the City of Inglewood.

facility would be located within the HPSP area and is not proposed as part of the Project, it is analyzed as
Third, the “Downtown Transit Oriented District” subsection in the “Future Land Uses” chapter would be

part of the potential circulation system in which the Project will operate.

amended to identify the proposed Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone (TC Overlay Zone) as one of the

Construction Commitment Program

overlay zones in Downtown Inglewood. The TC Overlay Zone would take precedence over or supersede,

The Construction Commitment Program (CCP) (Appendix D) identifies construction practices that would
be implemented during construction of the proposed Project to address potential impacts associated with
construction activities. These include measures to avoid or reduce adverse impacts of the proposed
Project to environmental resources and the surrounding communities. Construction measures included
in this Program address:

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

as necessary, all other zones, including overlay zones, in the Project area, including the concept plans and
zoning and design guidelines outlined by the Downtown TOD Plan.

Circulation Element
The amendment to the General Plan Circulation Element would include changes to text and diagrams
related to the four components described below.
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First, Market Street, between Florence Avenue to the north and La Brea Avenue to the south, would be

shown in Figure 4.9-5: Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone. The TC Overlay Zone area includes the

revised from its current configuration to have one lane of traffic in each direction between Regent Street

guideway, stations, and all related support facilities.

and Manchester Boulevard with a center island; currently this section of Market Street has two lanes in
each direction with a center turn lane. The Circulation Element currently classifies Market Street as a
Minor Arterial street. Minor Arterial streets contain two lanes of traffic in each direction. This section of
Market Street would be reclassified as a Collector street; Collector streets have one lane of traffic in each

The permitted uses for the TC Overlay Zone would be modeled upon, and expand upon, those contained
in the City’s existing Transportation Corridor (T-C) Zone described in Section 12-38.50 27 of the IMC, which
provides the zoning framework for the Metro K Line within the City, with adjustments made to
accommodate the elements necessary for the ITC Project including, without limitation, an above-grade

direction.

guideway, the MSF, the multilevel stations, vertical circulation elements, and connecting walkways and
The Circulation Element identifies typical street sections for common right-of-way widths and sections of

bridges, and all of the related supporting facilities and infrastructure. The proposed TC Overlay Zone would

streets planned for widening. The second component of the proposed amendment includes defining the

allow the following as permitted uses (the TC Overlay Zone Uses):

maximum right of way for Prairie Avenue, between Manchester Boulevard to the north and Hardy Street
to the south, as 132 feet.

x

The construction, operation and maintenance of any at-grade or elevated fixed guideway
transportation system, including, without limitation, light rail (which may consist of an automated
people mover system, automated guideway transit, monorail, and/or any other comparable system
that may be steel-wheel/steel rail, rubber tired or magnetically levitated, supported on rail(s) from
below, straddling, or suspended from overhead beam(s) from above), trolley, busway (including rapid
transit), and/or comparable transit or transportation system, including public and private rights-ofway, easements, underground utilities, tracks, spurs, guideways, footings, support columns, support
beams, and any appurtenant facilities, improvements, and equipment, including stations (which may
be at-grade or elevated and comprised of one or multiple levels), maintenance facilities, storage
facilities, operations control centers, related administrative and office facilities, restrooms, vertical
and horizontal circulation elements (such as stairs, escalators, elevators, and passenger bridges and
walkways), plazas or similar open space areas, platforms, signals, utility and storage areas, power
distribution elements, electrical or traction power.

x

Substations, rolling stock, and the like, which are necessary and related to the operation,
maintenance, and security of the transportation system.

x

Parking facilities (surface, subsurface, or structured) for transportation facilities (including such
facilities’ employees and users) or for use by adjacent or nearby businesses or public facilities.

x

Mobility hubs (which may be co-located with parking facilities) and multimodal pick-up and drop-off
facilities.

x

In conjunction with the uses permitted above, property in the TC Overlay Zone may be landscaped
and otherwise improved with ornamental fencing, ornamental lighting, directional and informational
signage, public information and communications signage systems and all related facilities, fiber optics,
emergency lighting, security systems, rest areas and seating, café or food service carts, service kiosks
or structures, retail, and other similar streetscape improvements, public amenities or other uses
typically found in public transit stations.

Third, a description of the proposed Project, including its connection to the Metro K Line, would be added
to the description of light rail facilities in the City.
Fourth, changes to the descriptions of the street environment, parkways, medians, and on-street parking
on Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue that would be affected by the Project would
be made.

Safety Element
The Safety Element would be amended to include descriptions of the proposed Project components
including the guideway, stations, MSF and PDS substations. Specifically, the proposed Project would be
added to the element as a Critical Facility. The description of transportation routes would be updated to
incorporate the presence of proposed Project components along its alignment.

Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone
An amendment to Chapter 12, Planning and Zoning, of the IMC is proposed to add a Transportation
Corridor Overlay Zone (TC Overlay Zone) that would apply to the proposed Project areas. The intent of
the TC Overlay Zone is to define specific uses and development standards applicable to the proposed
Project as the standards in the underlying zones are not applicable to an elevated guideway, stations, or
various other components of the proposed Project infrastructure. The TC Overlay Zone standards would
supersede or take precedence over the standards of the zones underlying the TC Overlay Zone footprint,
but only with respect to the proposed Project elements; the standards of the underlying zones would
continue to govern existing and future development of non-Project elements.
The TC Overlay Zone defines the uses permitted in this overlay zone area along with supplemental
development standards and design guidelines. The boundaries of the proposed TC Overlay Zone are
Meridian Consultants
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A height limit of 110 feet for station sites, 75 feet for the MSF site, and 75 feet for all other
improvements, structures, and elements of the proposed Project, which include the guideway. These
are height limits calculated above finished grade.
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Parking and public art requirements as specified in Design Guidelines.
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Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone
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underlying zone for existing and future development purposes.
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and certain structures, such as balconies, would be allowed to encroach within the City’s easement
areas, to minimize the loss of the setback area for future development purposes. Consistent with the
proposed TC Overlay Zone, any area previously used to satisfy the minimum setback requirement shall
continue to be counted within any density or Floor Area Ratio calculations under the Specific Plan, for
existing and future development purposes, even though it may have been dedicated as a public rightof-way.

The TC Overlay Zone boundaries would be coterminous with the proposed Project footprint and would
also extend up to 50 feet from the edge of the guideway and outside edge of the stations along the entire
alignment of the guideway.

Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone
As part of the Project, the City would amend the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone in Chapter 12, Planning

x

The landscape area within the 30-foot Setback Area will be reduced or eliminated in certain areas, as
needed to accommodate the new street easement.

x

New areas where signs will be allowed will be proposed to support the replacement and relocation of
existing monument and wayfinding signs currently located within the existing 30-foot Setback Area.

x

To support the attractiveness of the ITC Project and increase the transit mode share to the HPSP area,
the City proposes to improve public safety, enhance the pedestrian circulation system and pedestrian
experience to the event and activity centers at Hollywood Park by allowing for routine closures of 2
interior streets on event days to reduce pedestrian conflicts with vehicles within designated areas.
Accordingly, to facilitate pedestrian-only pathways on event days, the City proposes to amend the
Specific Plan to designate Champions Way and Touchdown Drive as private streets and no longer
require their public dedication (excluding subsurface, wet, dry and fiber utilities) to the City.

and Zoning, Article 5.1. “R-M” Residential and Medical Zone Regulations of the IMC [IMC §12-22.29] to
exclude properties within the Project Site from the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone. The TC Overlay Zone
would apply to these properties.
The Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone applies to R-M (Residential) and C-2 (General Commercial) zoned
properties located in Planning Area One and Planning Area Two. Planning Area One includes properties
that are zoned R-M and located to the north of Manchester Boulevard and those C-2 zoned properties
adjacent to the west side of Prairie Avenue that are located between Florence Avenue to the north and
Manchester Terrace to the south. Planning Area Two includes properties that are zoned R-M and located
to the south of Manchester Boulevard and those C-2 zoned properties adjacent to the west side of Prairie
Avenue that are located between Manchester Boulevard to the north and Hardy Street to the south.

Other amendments will be considered together with the HPSP owner, as necessary, for implementation
Currently, the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone applies to the proposed sites for the Prairie

of the Project and coordination with existing and future HPSP development.

Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations and associated components of
the Project on the west side of Prairie Avenue not located within the public right-of-way.

The Forum
To accommodate the ATS while maintaining the existing roadway capacity along Prairie Avenue, the ITC

Hollywood Park Specific Plan Amendment

Project includes the proposed relocation of one existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie Avenue.

To accommodate the ATS while maintaining the existing roadway capacity along Prairie Avenue, the ITC

The relocated lane would be accommodated within a maximum 30-foot variable easement along the

Project includes the proposed relocation of one existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie Avenue.

Forum property for street purposes. The Project will also include a pedestrian connection from the

The relocated lane would be accommodated within a variable easement for street purposes, to be

proposed Prairie Avenue/ Manchester Boulevard Station, which may also eliminate some parking at the

acquired by the City over private property that currently comprises the existing required 30-foot setback

Forum site. The City would acquire a 30-foot easement over the Forum private property and could

area along the west edge of the HPSP area. While existing sidewalk widths along Prairie would be

potentially eliminate some parking spaces on the Forum site along the Prairie Avenue edge of the property

maintained, landscaping, signs and other streetscape improvements would need to be reduced or

to accommodate the Project. The City would continue to acknowledge that the parking for the Forum

eliminated in certain areas following the property acquisition. To address any potential conflict or

would be legally non-conforming with implementation of the ITC Project, and the Forum Development

inconsistency with the HPSP, the City is proposing the following specific plan amendments and

Agreement would be updated accordingly. Finally, the existing marquee sign for the Forum located in

clarifications to the HPSP:

Prairie Avenue may be adjusted as necessary to accommodate the proposed lane relocation and ITC

x

infrastructure while maintaining the prominence and visibility of this existing sign.

The elimination of the requirement for a 30-foot setback area along the western edge of the HPSP
area (30-foot Setback Area) to allow zero-lot line development. Accordingly, future buildings and
structures within the western edge of the HPSP area would be permitted to be built along the existing
property line without requiring any additional setback along Prairie Avenue. Subterranean parking
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Although construction activities during Phases 5 and 6 would occasionally pose physical barriers to

To accommodate the MSF while maintaining a Vons supermarket at or near its current location, the ITC
Project includes the phased relocation of the current Vons supermarket to a new location on the same
parcel and the removal of the current gas station located at the site. The City would acquire a portion of
the existing site while also accommodating supermarket parking under the elevated MSF building. A City
Planning Commission approval of a Special Use Permit is required for demolition of the gas station [IMC
§12-63(a)], Planning Commission approval of Design Review is required for the new supermarket store
[TOD Plan §4.5], and approval of a Site Plan Review by the Planning and Building Department Director is
required for the new supermarket store [IMC §12.39-50 et seq.]. Other discretionary permits and
approvals may be necessary to support the construction and operation of a new supermarket store and/or
the removal of the current gas station. During construction, the City would permit the existing and new

connections on Market Street or Manchester Boulevard, the physical barriers would be temporary and
measures within the CCP would be provided to minimize transportation impacts that may arise from
temporary street closures.
The CCP includes the measures described below to minimize traffic interruptions during construction.
Implementation of the Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will maintain pedestrian and
vehicular access throughout construction of the Project. Other measures included in the CCP, including
the Business and Community Support Program and Business Interruption Assistance Program, will also
minimize the effects of the construction of the Project on the community. While construction of the
Project will result in temporary disruptions, construction of the Project will not create a physical division
of the community that will result in a significant land use impact

grocery store to operate with less than the amount of parking required by the City’s municipal code. In
addition, any current legal non-conforming uses associated with the existing grocery store, including, but

The requirements set forth in the CCP, including the Transit Access and Circulation Program (CCP, Section

not limited to, alcohol sales would be permitted to continue as legal non-conforming uses.

5.0), the Construction Staging & Traffic Control Program (CCP, Section 6.0), and the Business and
Community Support Program (CCP, Section 2.0) and Business Interruption Assistance Program (CCP,

Impact LU-1:

Would the project physically divide an established community?

Physical divisions in a community could be created if connectivity between areas of the existing

Section 3.0) (see Appendix D) would continue to allow access within the Project area, including access to
businesses at all times, and transportation related inconveniences would be reduced to the extent feasible

community is substantially affected. Physical division can also occur if the connectivity between areas of

and provide additional support for businesses. Efforts would be made to keep all traffic lanes open for

an existing community is reduced to the extent that one portion of a community would be physically

peak directional travel. If all lanes cannot remain open, one lane would be kept open for peak direction

separated from the rest of the community.

and supplemented by detour options. Advanced notice of road closures and detours would be provided
to the City and the community.

Construction
Measures to minimize transportation impacts are not limited to private vehicles. Bus stop relocation and
Construction of the proposed Project could divide the existing community by reducing vehicular, bicycle,
and pedestrian access within the Project area due to lane closures and impacts on the circulation system.
However, implementation of the CCP (Appendix D) would ensure that access to project adjacent sites

bicycle/pedestrian detours facilitates access by other modes of transportation and ensures continued
operation and connectivity to nearby communities. Multimodal access to local businesses would be
maintained throughout construction.

would be available to the public with minor inconveniences. The Construction Staging and Traffic Control
Program required by the CCP would prioritize maintaining a minimum of one travel lane in each direction

While access to some neighborhoods would be disrupted and detoured for short periods of time during

on streets affected by construction activities. In the event that a complete road closure would be required,

construction, through implementation of the CCP access would continue to be available to neighborhoods

a detour route would be reviewed and approved by the City and public notice will be provided regarding

for both residents and emergency response. In addition, the funding assistance provided as part of the

the closure and the detour route. The detour route will allow for continued access to areas affected by

CCP's Business Interruption Assistance Program would avoid indirect impacts on existing businesses from

project construction.

construction of the ITC Project. For these reasons, the proposed Project would not physically divide the
existing community during construction and this impact is less than significant.

To minimize impacts on surrounding communities, construction staging would largely take place on
parcels outside the existing right of way, limiting impacts on circulation. Staging would also comply with

Additional construction impact analysis including aesthetics, air quality, noise and vibration, and traffic,

any City issued permits and be reviewed by the City prior to its implementation.

can be found in Sections 4.1, 4.2, 4.10, and 4.12.
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Operation

the guideway is not expected to intrude into any existing land uses or impact the existing traffic flow or

The proposed Project will extend service from the Metro K line to the major event venues and existing

pedestrian movement below the guideway footprint. No physical division of the community would occur.

and planned residential and commercial uses in the City, facilitating regional transit connectivity across
the greater Los Angeles region. Both the guideway and the stations will be elevated and the guideway will
be primarily located within public right-of-way for the length of the proposed Project. Existing uses
adjacent to the proposed Project include commercial, single, and multifamily residential, and

An elevated passenger walkway will connect the Market Street/Florence Avenue station with the Metro
K line through the Downtown Inglewood station across Florence Avenue to the north. Because the
passenger walkway will be elevated, it will not interfere with access to existing neighborhoods and would
not physically divide an existing community.

entertainment uses.
As discussed below, the proposed Project guideway and stations would be elevated to minimize access

Manchester Boulevard Segment

impacts to adjacent land uses and ground transportation. The ATS guideway and support columns will

The Manchester Boulevard segment begins at the intersection of Market Street and Manchester

change the physical characteristics of the streets it is located on, including affecting the views of buildings

Boulevard and continues east until the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. The

along these streets. These streets are existing transportation facilities that are a feature of the community,

Manchester Boulevard roadway is bordered by commercial retail, office, churches, mixed-use and

and the additional ATS infrastructure does not reduce capacity of these streets and does not block access

residential uses on both sides of the street. As the guideway turns east on Manchester Boulevard, the

to existing structures or residential or commercial uses along the alignment. Stations would be designed

guideway will extend into the property located at 150 S. Market Street. This property contains a two-story

to provide easy access for pedestrians to and from the station and adjacent streets. The proposed support

commercial building that will be acquired and demolished to allow construction of the guideway.

facilities for the ATS system, such as the MSF, would not be constructed on existing transportation
facilities and would be contained within designated parcels without physically dividing the community.
Therefore, operation of the proposed Project will have a less than significant impact on access and will

Similar to the Market Street segment, the guideway will be constructed primarily within the current
Manchester Boulevard right-of-way. The number of support columns for the guideway will be minimized
by providing the maximum allowable spacing between each column and the guideway would not pose a

not introduce features on these streets that will physically divide the community.

physical barrier except for the occasional columns support for the guideway. The columns will be spaced

Market Street Segment

out to the maximum extent feasible to minimize visual and land use impacts for nearby right of way and

The Market Street/Florence Avenue station footprint would be entirely contained within the 9-acre site
and will not contribute to physically dividing the surrounding community.

properties.
The MSF will be constructed within the Manchester Boulevard segment, located southwest of Manchester

The elevated guideway would travel south from this station on Market Street until the intersection with
Manchester Boulevard. Since the guideway will be elevated and located with a minimum clearance of 16
feet 6 inches from the street and located within the existing street the columns for the guideway and
other associated components of the system would not introduce physical features that will form a physical
barrier. While the ATS guideway and support columns would change the physical characteristics of this
segment of Market Street and would affect the views of buildings along the street, the Project will not

Boulevard between Hillcrest Boulevard and Spruce Avenue, at an existing commercial center containing a
Vons grocery store. This commercial center would be acquired and the existing buildings demolished to
accommodate both the MSF on the eastern portion of the site and a new Vons grocery store will be
reconstructed on the northwest portion of the site. The MSF building would be elevated to match the
track elevation. One PDS substation will be co-located on the MSF site. Since the MSF site will be entirely
contained within the existing commercial center site, the structure will not physically divide the existing
community or impede access to local businesses, amenities, and residential uses. Existing traffic

introduce features that would physically divide the community.

circulation will continue to operate around the MSF site without physical obstructions.
As identified in Section 4.9.4: Existing Conditions, adjacent to this segment are commercial retail, office,
restaurant, parking, and mixed-use residential uses, as well as vacant lots. The guideway will be elevated
and supported by columns. The number of support columns will be minimized by providing the maximum
allowable spacing between each column. Aside from the property to be acquired at the corner of Market
Street and Manchester Boulevard, which is described further in Manchester Boulevard Segment below,
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Manchester Boulevard, including affecting the views of buildings along the street, the Project will not

The elevated stations and guideway would not obstruct existing traffic flow, would not block access to

introduce features that will physically divide the community.

existing residential, commercial and all other facilities or create a physical division of the existing
community, and the Design Guidelines will help minimize visual impacts to the surrounding community.

Prairie Avenue Segment
The Prairie Avenue segment begins at the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue and
continues south on the west side of Prairie Avenue until the termination of the guideway at the
intersection of Hardy Street and Prairie Avenue. As the guideway turns south from Manchester Boulevard,
the guideway will partially extend beyond the public right-of-way to pass through the property at 401 S.
Prairie Avenue to accommodate the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station. An acquisition of this
parcel would be necessary to accommodate the station and associated support columns. This segment of
the guideway would be bordered by commercial and multifamily residential uses on the west and a mix
of uses on the east, including the Forum and entertainment, retail, and residential uses under

Additionally, the residential neighborhoods located west of the Prairie Avenue commercial entertainment
facilities located east of Prairie Avenue are currently separated by Prairie Avenue. While the ATS guideway
and associated support columns would change the physical characteristics of this segment of Prairie
Avenue and Prairie Avenue will be shifted to the east as discussed above to maintain the existing roadway
capacity, the addition of the ATS system and widening of Prairie Avenue by shifting one travel lane to the
east will not result in Prairie Avenue further dividing the community. Access to existing commercial and
residential uses on both sides of the guideway would remain due to the elevated nature of the guideway
and the implementation of the Design Guidelines. Therefore, the Prairie Avenue Segment of the proposed
Project will have a less than significant impact to local access and physical division of the community.

development within the HPSP area.
The Prairie Avenue segment will be constructed primarily within the western edge of the Prairie Avenue
right-of-way and will be adjacent to established communities to the west and entertainment centers and

Mitigation Measures
Impact is less than significant. No mitigation measures required.

developing communities to the east. Acquisition of a maximum 30-foot easement will be required to
reconfigure Prairie Avenue to the east and accommodate columns, sidewalk, and existing number of travel
lanes. Similar to other segments, the guideway, located on the west side of Prairie Avenue, will be

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Impact is less than significant. No mitigation measures required.

elevated, at least 4 feet from adjacent buildings, and spaced out to the extent practical to limit the number
Impact LU-2:

of columns. Existing traffic flow below the guideway structure will be maintained.

Would the project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding

There are two stations proposed on this segment of the ATS; the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard
Station and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station. The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station is
proposed on a vacant parcel located on the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester

or mitigating an environmental effect?

Impacts

Boulevard and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station is proposed on the northwest corner of Prairie

This analysis addresses both the construction and operation of the proposed Project. The discussion

Avenue and Hardy Street on a site currently developed with a retail commercial center. Acquisition of

evaluates whether implementation of the proposed Project would conflict with an applicable land use

these parcels is proposed as part of the Project.

plan, policy, or regulation to such an extent that it would constitute a significant, adverse environmental
impact.

To accommodate the ATS and to maintain the existing roadway capacity along Prairie Avenue, the ITC
Project includes a relocation of an existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie Avenue. The City will

The criterion for determining significance with respect to land use plans considers conflicts with plans,

acquire a 30-foot easement along the west edge of the Forum property and the current 30-foot setback

policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. This

area in Hollywood Park Specific Plan area for street purposes. Existing sidewalk widths along Prairie would

criterion recognizes that an inconsistency with an individual plan, policy, or regulation does not necessarily

be maintained, landscaping and signage would be replaced within the existing HPSP setback area, and the

equate to a significant physical impact on the environment.

intent of the development standards and future development potential would be unchanged by the ITC
Project.
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SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

Table 4.9-2
SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS Analysis

The overarching goals of the 2020–2045 SCAG RTP/SCS address four core categories: economy, mobility,
environment, and healthy/complete communities. The RTP/SCS includes goals to improve mobility and

2020 RTP/SCS Goals, Policies, and Strategies

access for local communities in the region with reliable and safe transportation options. The RTP/SCS also

Goal 1: Encourage regional economic prosperity and Consistent. Implementation of the proposed Project
would have local and regional economic benefits by
global competitiveness.
improving access to the City’s major activity centers
including downtown Inglewood, SoFi Stadium, Forum
and IBEC, increasing regional connectivity, and
incentivizing economic activity across the region along
the transit route.

encourages a diverse portfolio of transportation options that would increase people and goods movement
within the region using new transportation technologies and data driven solutions that result in more
efficient travel. Beyond transportation, the RTP/SCS also seeks to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and
improve air quality within the region while supporting more healthy and equitable communities.
The proposed Project would further the objectives of the plan by increasing local and regional
transportation options while minimizing greenhouse gas emissions locally and in the region. The proposed
Project would be a reliable transportation system that would improve the security and resilience of the
regional transportation system by increasing local transportation service capacity and options for
transportation in the region. The increase in transportation service capacity would promote regional
economic prosperity and competitiveness while serving major regional activity centers including
downtown Inglewood, SoFi Stadium, the Forum and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center
(IBEC).
The proposed Project would decrease local VMT and improve local air quality (See Section 4.2) in the City
of Inglewood. As the proposed Project is located within and adjacent to disadvantaged and underserved
communities, the health benefits and reliable, low-cost transit service would create a more equitable
community with increased access and reliable transportation options. Lastly, the proposed Project would
increase transportation options for diverse housing types in the area, including single and multifamily
residential uses in the City of Inglewood.
Table 4.9-2: SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS Analysis provides a consistency analysis of the proposed Project
as compared to applicable goals and policies contained in various chapters of the SCAG 2020-2045
RTP/SCS. The analysis contained in Table 4.9-2 demonstrates the proposed Project would generally be
consistent with the advisory and voluntary RTP/SCS Goals and Policies. Therefore, implementation of the
proposed Project would not result in significant land use impacts due to inconsistency with the RTP/SCS.
Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant. For consistency with SCAG growth forecast for
population, employment, and housing please refer to Section 4.11.

Goal 2: Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, and Consistent. The proposed Project would develop a fully
elevated guideway connecting the Metro K Line,
travel safety for people and goods.
downtown Inglewood, and the City’s major activity
centers. The proposed Project would maximize the
movement of passengers and travelers on both event
and non-event days at SoFi Stadium, Forum and IBEC, by
integrating
pedestrian, roadway,
and transit
improvements into an efficient transportation network.
Further, the proposed Project would provide convenient,
reliable, and time-certain transit service for residents and
visitors. As such, the proposed Project would improve
mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for the
region.
Goal 3: Enhance the preservation, security, and Consistent. The proposed Project would develop a fully
elevated dual lane guideway with supporting
resilience of the regional transportation system.
maintenance facilities integrated into the City of
Inglewood’s transportation system and linking with the
regional light rail system. Regular maintenance would be
provided to support the continuing operation of the
system, enhancing the security and resilience of this new
component of the regional transportation system.
Goal 4: Increase person and goods movement and travel Consistent. The proposed Project would expand the
range of travel choices available in the City of Inglewood
choices within the transportation system.
by adding a transit system that links downtown
Inglewood and activity centers in the City with the
regional light rail network.
Goal 5: Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve Consistent. The proposed Project would reduce reliance
on automobiles and other light duty vehicles in the City
air quality.
of Inglewood by providing an alternative mode of travel
within the City that links to the regional light rail network.
The proposed Project also includes streetscape
improvements that would facilitate pedestrian and
bicycle travel by reducing vehicles and congestion on the
existing roadway system and increasing transit,
pedestrian, and bicycle use which would reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and improve air quality.
Goal 6: Support healthy and equitable communities.
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2020 RTP/SCS Goals, Policies, and Strategies

Project Consistency
network would provide a reliable, low-cost
transportation option to SB 535 disadvantaged
communities.

Goal 7: Adapt to a changing climate and support an Consistent. The proposed Project would include a range
integrated regional development pattern and of both mandatory and feasible sustainability measures,
transportation network.
reduce congestion, and reduce overall vehicle miles
traveled (See Section 3.0, Table 3.0-5). The proposed
Project would link downtown Inglewood and activity
centers in the City to the Metro K Line light rail line, which
would support an integrated development pattern and
transportation network.
Goal 8: Leverage new transportation technologies and Consistent. The proposed Project would integrate a new
data-driven solutions that result in more efficient travel. transportation technology into the City’s transportation
system. By linking downtown Inglewood and activity
centers in the City to the regional light rail network, the
proposed Project would result in more efficient travel.
Goal 9: Encourage development of diverse housing Consistent. Implementation of the proposed Project
types in areas that are supported by multiple would expand the range of transportation options
available in the City of Inglewood by providing a transit
transportation options
system within the City that links to the regional light rail
network, which would facilitate the development of a
diverse range of housing in the City.
_________________
Source: SCAG. 2020-2045 RTP/SCS ConnectSoCal. September 3, 2020. https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/fConnectSoCalPlan.pdf. Accessed October 6, 2021.
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City of Inglewood General Plan
Land Use Element
The General Plan policies focus largely on orderly infill development, promotion of transit oriented
development, facilitation of mixed uses, provision of housing for all income level households,
improvement of aesthetics, provision of public services, safety from seismic effects, use of alternative
energy sources, and prevention of land use consistency conflicts. In order to ensure the proposed Project
is consistent with the Land Use Element of the General Plan, the following changes to the Land Use
Element are proposed:
1. The new text shown as underlined is proposed to be added to the goal below in the “Circulation”
subsection of the “Goals and Objectives” section:


Promote and support adequate public transportation within the city and the region, including
through the development and operation of the Inglewood Transit Connector and its appurtenant
infrastructure, stations, maintenance and storage facility, substations, and related improvements.



The new text shown as underlined is proposed to be added to the “Downtown Transit Oriented
District” subsection of the “Goals and Objectives” section for the following policies and the text
shown as strikethrough will be deleted:



Policy 2.3: Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the preservation of buildings that have been
designated as historic and encourage the reuse of other historic buildings. Maintain the sense of
place in areas with historic fabric and/or meaning such as Market Street between Regent Street
and Hillcrest Avenue and the Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street, while also
accommodating for the development of the Inglewood Transit Connector along Market Street
between Regent Street and Manchester Boulevard.



Policy 3.5: Local Transit Connections to Metro Rail. Provide quality local transit connections from
major destinations such as the NFL Stadium and Forum to downtown and the Downtown
Inglewood Metro station through development and operation of the Inglewood Transit Connector
using existing or emerging technologies.



Policy 3.6: Parking District. Establish a parking district with shared parking consolidated in garages
or surface lots and manage pricing.

Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission Airport Land Use Plan
Portions of the guideway, stations, and support facilities, including the MSF, the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station, are located within
the LAX Planning Boundary/Airport Influence Area. Based on review by the Los Angeles County Airport
Land Use Commission staff, review of the proposed Project by the Airport Land Use Commission is not
required.
As shown in Figure 4.9-1, the proposed Project is also not located within the Runway Protection Zone
(RPZ) 28 and is not subject to land use restrictions in the RPZ, including the restrictions on residential and
public assembly uses. A portion of the proposed ATS alignment along Manchester Boulevard and Prairie
Avenue is located within the 65 dB CNEL noise contour for the airport. As a transit facility, the proposed
ATS would be a compatible use in the 65 dB CNEL contour as the ATS is not a noise sensitive use.

1. The new text shown as underlined is proposed to be added and the text shown as strikethrough
would be deleted under the “Passenger Train Service” subsection in the “Development Factors –
Transportation Network” section:
D. Passenger Train Service
Inglewood is currently connected to the Los Angeles Metro Rail system by Crenshaw Station on
the Metro C Line. This station is located in the 105 freeway at Crenshaw Boulevard.
The Metro K Line, scheduled to open in 202119, will add three new stations to the City of
Inglewood: Fairview Heights (Florence/West), Downtown Inglewood (Florence/La Brea), and
Westchester/Veterans (Florence/Hindry).
The Inglewood Transit Connector, anticipated to open in 2027, would further enhance
connectivity by adding an extension from the Metro K Line that would connect the transit line’s

28 Los Angeles World Airports. Los Angeles Plan Amendment Study Report. March 2012.
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Market Street Station (located at Florence/Market) to the entertainment, housing, and
employment centers located at or near The Forum, the NFL Stadium, Hollywood Park and the
future Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center.

4.9 Land Use and Planning

The proposed Project also supports other General Plan policies as well which are not directly related to
transit. The proposed Project would support infill development and increase the use of alternative
methods of circulation centered around the Metro system, pedestrian network, and bicycle facilities. The

2. The new text shown as underlined is proposed to be added and the text shown as strikethrough
would be deleted in the “Downtown Transit Oriented District” subsection in “Future Land Uses”:

increase in visitors and pedestrian activity that would be associated with the proposed Project in
downtown and around the other stations, coupled with proposed streetscape improvements, would

G. Downtown Transit Oriented District [Intervening text intentionally omitted]
The Downtown Transit Oriented District consists principally of the half-mile radius around the
Downtown Inglewood Metro Station located near Florence Avenue and Market Street but also
can incorporate the areas adjacent to the Inglewood Transit Connector. The Transit Oriented
District should contain a variety of mutually complementary uses, including residential, office,
retail, government and light industrial/creative office, all in a pedestrian-friendly environment
that facilitates transit usage. Concept plans, zoning and design guidelines for this District are given
by the TOD Plan for the area or, with respect to those areas containing the Inglewood Transit
Connector, the zoning provisions and design guidelines of the Transportation Corridor Overlay
Zone. It is divided into seven sub-districts: Historic Downtown, Civic Center, TechTown, Beach
Avenue, Fairview West, Hillcrest and Queen Street.

advance economic development through increased patronage at local businesses and help encourage
mixed-use land development patterns conducive to pedestrian activity.
As shown in Table 4.9-3: Project Consistency with General Plan Land Use Element, the proposed Project
would support and would be generally consistent with the Land Use Element. Operation of the proposed
Project would not conflict with any of the applicable goals, objectives, and policies included in the City’s
General Plan Land Use Element and, thus, would not result in a significant impact.
Table 4.9-3
Project Consistency with General Plan Land Use Element

The proposed amendments are consistent with the intent of these existing goals and policies for the
Downtown Transit Oriented District and the City’s circulation system. Specifically, the proposed Project
would implement Policy 3.5 by providing a local connection to the Metro Rail system from Downtown
Inglewood and activity centers in the City including SoFi Stadium, Forum, and IBEC. The additional surface
parking lots providing public parking included as components of the proposed Project are consistent with
the intent of Policy 3.6 for parking in the Downtown Transit Oriented District.
The proposed changes are consistent with the Land Use Element goals for promoting and providing
adequate public transit to the local community. The proposed Project would add reliable public transit to
Inglewood communities that do not have access to existing transit services. The Design Guidelines would
ensure the proposed Project is integrated into the historic fabric for the segment of the guideway that
would travel through the City’s historic core along Market Street.
The proposed TOC Overlay Zone and Design Guidelines are complementary to, and consistent with the

Goals and Policies

Goal 1: Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, Consistent. The proposed Project would strengthen
recreate, and be entertained.
Downtown Inglewood for commercial and residential
uses by increasing accessibility to the downtown area
from local activity centers and the regional light rail
network. This increased transit accessibility would
promote local economic development opportunities, and
enhance
downtown’s
retail,
recreation,
and
entertainment offerings and range of housing and
employment options. Implementation of the proposed
Project would activate and complement development in
the City, and enhance social cohesion, equity, and
community resilience.
Policy 1.1: Mixed Use Development. Encourage a range
of residential, retail, office, recreational, and
institutional uses in the Historic Downtown to create a
vibrant urban district and support local business.

existing policies for the Downtown Transit Oriented District to create a pedestrian-friendly environment
that facilitates transit usage.
Overall, the proposed Project furthers the goals of the Land Use Element by providing additional transit
options and facilitating transit-oriented development within the City of Inglewood. As the proposed
Project would connect passengers between downtown Inglewood and the City’s activity centers, it would
result in additional transit options for both residents and visitors and create transit-oriented development

Consistent. The proposed Project would increase transit
accessibility in the City’s Historic Downtown, which
would support and encourage the development of a
range of residential, retail, office, recreational, and
institutional uses. By connecting downtown with local
activity centers and the regional light rail network, the
proposed Project would result in an increase in visitors
and pedestrian activity in the downtown neighborhood
that would support the development of a vibrant urban
district and support local businesses.

Goal 2: Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking Consistent. The proposed Project would promote
gathering place for the community.
economic development opportunities in downtown
Inglewood and support the development of a revitalized
downtown that serves as a gathering place for residents
and visitors by increasing transit accessibility.
Policy 2.2: Pedestrian Network. Enhance sidewalks, Consistent. The proposed Project would maintain and
repurpose alleys and create mid-block passthroughs and enhance sidewalks around the stations and guideway
which would enhance the pedestrian environment.

areas near the transit line.
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Goals and Policies
Project Consistency
internal courtyards to serve as pedestrian passageways Sidewalks would be enhanced and widened at necessary
and enjoyable public spaces.
points adjacent to the support columns to meet
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) pedestrian
circulation requirements, including along Market Street.
New enjoyable public spaces would be created at each of
the proposed stations that would be designed in
accordance with the Design Guidelines.
Consistent. The proposed Project would not result in
significant impacts to historic buildings. For detailed
analysis, please refer to Section 4.4 Cultural Resources.
To properly incorporate the proposed Project into the
existing historic fabric of downtown Inglewood, the
amendment to Policy 2.3 has been proposed to include
the ATS system. With the incorporation of the GP
Policy 2.3: Preservation of Historic Fabric. Require the amendment the proposed Project would be consistent
preservation of buildings that have been designated as with the GP Land Use Element.
historic and encourage the reuse of other historic
buildings. Maintain the sense of place in areas with
historic fabric and/or meaning such as Market Street The guideway would have an integrated, clean design,
between Regent Street and Hillcrest Avenue and the with round columns spaced as far apart as feasible. The
underside of the guideway would be smooth, and color
Hillcrest neighborhood east of Locust Street.
of the concrete would be neutral with accents achieved
through lighting with tapered edges to reduce visual
massing. Street trees and new landscaping would be
planted within the median below Market Street.
Improved landscaping and widened sidewalks would
enhance the public realm for pedestrians to gather and
circulate along Market Street.
Goal 3: Downtown provides a unique mix of accessibility Consistent. The proposed Project would expand the
options including light rail, pedestrians, bicycles, autos, range of accessibility options in downtown consistent
buses, and advanced technology local transit.
with this goal by connecting downtown to the regional
light rail network and enhance pedestrian and bicycle
transit through streetscape improvements.
Policy 3.1: Complete Streets. Accommodate all modes
of transportation on streets, with particular attention to
transit vehicles and pedestrians, but also design streets
to serve as open spaces in the urban environment,
places where people gather, communicators of the
locality’s culture, vision and values, and generators of
development on adjacent parcels.

Consistent. The guideway would be fully elevated above
the existing street network, adding an additional mode of
transportation without affecting the existing street
network. Streetscape improvements would maintain and
improve pedestrian access around the stations. The
Design Guidelines address the design character of the
stations and the integration of the stations with the
pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular character of the street
network.

Policy 3.4: Pedestrian Connections to Metro Rail.
Establish high-quality at-grade and/or bridge
connections from the Downtown Inglewood Metro
station across Florence Avenue to the south. Make every
effort to facilitate a direct pedestrian connection from
the station to Beach Avenue to the north.

Consistent. The proposed Project would provide a
pedestrian connection from the Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station to the Metro K Line by means of a
elevated passenger walkway spanning Florence Avenue.
The elevated passenger walkway would extend north
from the mezzanine level of the Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station, cross Florence Avenue, and land on the
pedestrian sidewalk on the north side of Florence
Avenue. Additionally, the Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station would include ground level pedestrian
connections to encourage pedestrian circulation in the
vicinity of the proposed Project.

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Goals and Policies
destinations such as the NFL Stadium and Forum to
Downtown and the Downtown Inglewood Metro station
using existing or emerging technologies.

Project Consistency
the Metro K line and major activity centers in the City,
including the Forum, Los Angeles Sports and
Entertainment District, and future Inglewood Basketball
and Entertainment Center. The ATS trains would be a
driverless, self-propelled electric train using existing
technologies to make the transit connection.

Policy 3.6: Parking District. Establish a parking district Consistent. Parking facilities would be provided as part
with shared parking consolidated in garages and manage of the proposed Project to supplement existing parking
pricing.
in downtown and offset any existing street-side parking
that may be impacted by the implementation of the
proposed Project.
Goal 4: Downtown is a major economic engine providing Consistent. The proposed Project would increase the
jobs, sales tax, and other revenues.
number of visitors to downtown Inglewood. This increase
would generate additional business patronage and
economic growth in downtown, contributing to more
jobs, sales tax revenue, and other revenues in the City.
Policy 4.1: Major Sites Development. Develop major
sites and create new destinations at the north and south
ends of Market Street, immediately north of the Metro
station, and on and around the City Yard that create
jobs, generate revenues for the city through sales and
bed tax and provide new opportunities for residents.

Consistent. The guideway would begin at the Market
Street/Florence Avenue Station, located near the Market
Street/Florence Avenue intersection. The placement of a
station in this vicinity would serve to create a public
transportation destination for visitors or residents
traveling to one of the City’s activity centers or to
downtown. This increase in transit accessibility and
activity in downtown would support the development of
major site at the north and south ends of Market Street.

Goals and Policies (as adopted January 1980)
General
Provide for the orderly development and
redevelopment of the City while preserving a measure
of diversity among its parts. Allocate land in the City to
satisfy the multiple needs of residents but recognize that
land is a scarce resource to be conserved rather than
wasted.

Consistent. The proposed Project involves the
development of an elevated guideway built entirely
above grade and largely within the public rights-of-way,
with support constructed on appropriate sites adjacent
to the guideway. The MSF would consist of an elevated
building on an approximately 4- to 6-acre site with
sufficient
space
for
maintenance
facilities,
administration facilities, storage, shipping/receiving
areas, and staff parking. The guideway, stations, and
support facilities are intended to meet the transportation
needs of the City while ensuring that the development of
new, major activity centers can be accommodated by the
local and regional transportation network in an orderly
fashion. Additionally, the proposed Project would
encourage complementary transit-oriented, mixed-use
development near stations conducive to the anticipated
increase in pedestrian activity, including within the
Downtown TOD Plan area.

Help promote sound economic development and
increase employment opportunities for the City’s
residents by responding to changing economic
conditions.

Consistent. The proposed Project would support
economic activity in downtown Inglewood by improving
connectivity to activity centers in the region and locally,
thereby increasing employment opportunities for the
City’s residents. Additionally, the proposed Project would
create jobs in the maintenance and operation of the ATS
trains at the MSF.

Policy 3.5: Local Transit Connections to Metro Rail. Consistent. The primary intent of the proposed Project is
Provide quality local transit connections from major to provide a public transportation connection between
Meridian Consultants
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Goals and Policies

Project Consistency

Goals and Policies

Maximize the use and conservation of existing housing Consistent. The proposed Project would provide an
stock and neighborhoods and also facilitate additional transportation option between downtown
development of new housing to meet community needs. Inglewood and the City’s activity centers for visitors and
residents. The proposed Project would enhance the use
and viability of existing housing as well as encourage new
mixed-use, transit-oriented development, including
residential uses.
Promote Inglewood’s image and identity as an Consistent. The proposed Project would encourage and
independent community within the Los Angeles facilitate greater access to the City’s activity centers,
metropolitan area.
including SoFi Stadium, Forum, IBEC and downtown
Inglewood. These activity centers contribute to the City’s
status and identity as an entertainment destination
within the Los Angeles metropolitan area.
Commercial
Create and maintain a healthy economic condition with Consistent. The proposed Project’s introduction of
the present business community and assist new increased visitors through increased connectivity to the
business to locate within the City.
region would likely have the effect of encouraging
business patronage, employment, and economic growth
in the City.
Protect local businessmen and encourage the Consistent. As mentioned previously, the proposed
importance of maintaining a strong commercial district Project’s introduction of increased visitors and
in the downtown.
pedestrian traffic in the downtown neighborhood would
likely have the effect of encouraging business patronage,
employment, and economic growth in the area.
Improve the visual appearance and economic condition Consistent. The proposed Project would enhance the
of the existing arterial commercial development along appearance of major streets adjacent to the ATS system
Inglewood’s major streets.
facilities including sidewalks and roadway medians. The
appearance of the ATS structure would be modern with
transparent and neutral toned color scheme to create an
appealing appearance. The color scheme is also chosen
to help better integrate the ATS structure with the
adjacent environment. The ATS system would facilitate
movement of greater numbers of residents and visitors
along major streets in the City, thereby having the
potential to activate existing commercial corridors,
particularly along Market Street.
Consistent. As mentioned previously, the proposed
Project’s introduction of increased visitors and
pedestrian traffic in the downtown neighborhood would
Promote the development of commercial/recreational
likely have the effect of encouraging business patronage,
uses which would complement those which are already
employment, and recreational development in the area.
located in Inglewood.
Connectivity to existing recreational uses such as the
Forum and SoFi stadium would complement commercial
recreational uses already located in Inglewood.
Industrial
Increase the industrial employment opportunities for Consistent. The proposed Project would include an MSF
the City’s residents.
which would provide for regular and preventive
maintenance of the ATS train rolling stock and operating
equipment, as well as space for storage of the vehicle
fleet. Additionally, the MSF would house the operations
control center where automated train operations would
be monitored and controlled. The proposed Project is
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Project Consistency
anticipated to generate approximately 150 full time
employment opportunities in the light industrial sector.

Circulation
Ensure that proposed new uses can be accommodated Consistent. During construction of the proposed Project,
by adequate and safe streets.
right-of-way closures or diversions may occur along the
length of the guideway and near the MSF and City’s ITF
sites. However, such closures would be temporary and
would adhere to a traffic construction management plan
as approved by the City of Inglewood Transportation
Division. Upon implementation of the proposed Project,
the existing number of travel lanes in the area would be
maintained and area roadways would continue to
accommodate a range of transportation options.
Promote and support adequate public transportation Consistent. The proposed Project would increase existing
within the City and the region.
capacity and provide additional access to public
transportation within the City and the region by adding a
transit system to connect visitors and residents with
downtown Inglewood and activity centers in the City and
to regional light rail system.
Develop modified traffic systems that would discourage Consistent. Implementation of the proposed Project
through traffic from utilizing neighborhood streets.
would increase transit choices and reduce vehicle trips in
the City.
Develop a safe and adequate pedestrian circulation Consistent. The proposed Project would include
system which is barrier-free for the handicapped.
pedestrian access at the ground level surrounding the
stations along the proposed Project. Access to the
stations would be accomplished through ADA-compliant
pedestrian amenities such as escalators, elevators, stairs,
signage, walkways, and mezzanine areas. Streetscape
improvements along the guideway would ensure that
sidewalks/walkways
would
be
ADA-compliant
surrounding stations, support columns, and other
facilities.
Community Facilities
Maintain the present high level of police and fire Consistent. The proposed Project would divert some
services to the extent it is fiscally prudent.
attendees of the City’s activity centers who would
otherwise travel by private vehicle, resulting in reduced
traffic and congestion. The reduction in surface vehicle
traffic could potentially reduce the amount of police and
fire services required in the area. However, passengers of
the ATS system would require additional police and fire
services. The City would work with the local police and
fire services to ensure that a high quality of existing
police and fire services would be maintained.
Expand opportunities for cultural and social growth for Consistent. The proposed Project would encourage
the City’s residents.
economic development in downtown Inglewood and
transit-oriented development in the vicinity of the
proposed Project while connecting neighborhoods with
the City’s activity centers. These efforts would serve to
expand opportunities for cultural and social growth
amongst the City’s residents.
_________________
Source: City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (2016).
*Proposed GP Amendment
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Environmental Justice Element

Table 4.9-4
Project Consistency with Environmental Justice Element

The Environmental Justice Element focuses on issues of equity when planning for future growth and
development in the City, highlighting two environmental justice factors- pollution burden and population

Goals and Policies

characteristics. Environmental Justice is a prominent issue in the City as residents in the City primarily

Participation and Collaboration

reside in SB 535 disadvantaged communities and the City of Inglewood consistently ranks among the top

Goal 1: Residents and stakeholders who are aware of, Consistent. The City circulated the Initial Study (Original
and effectively participate in, decisions that affect their IS) and issued a Notice of Preparation (Original NOP) on
July 16, 2018. Publication of project notices were also
environment and quality of life.
published in Los Angeles Times (July 18, 2018), La
Opinion (July 18, 2018), and Inglewood News (July 19,
2018) newspaper circulations. A public scoping meeting
for the proposed Project was held on July 26, 2018.
Notification of revised project scope were circulated via
a Revised NOP and Revised IS on September 10, 2020.
Notice was provided by publication in newspaper
circulations for the Revised NOP including Los Angeles
Times on September 16, 2020, Inglewood Today on
September 24, 2020, and the Spanish- language
newspaper La Opinion on September 15, 2020, as well.
Comments were collected from both rounds of NOP/IS
publications and the scoping meeting and considered in
the formulation and assessment for the proposed
Project. The City provided notice of the availability (NOA)
of the Draft Environmental Impact Report on December
23, 2020. This notice stated that comments would be
accepted on the DEIR through February 8, 2021. The NOA
was published in the Los Angeles Times on December 23,
2020, and was also published in the Spanish- language
newspaper La Opinion on December 17, 2020. The City
would continue to ensure residents and stakeholders are
aware of, and can effectively participate in, decisions
concerning the proposed Project and its environmental
effects.

25 percent in California with the highest pollution burden and socioeconomic vulnerabilities. 29
The proposed Project would further the goals and objectives stated within the Element by providing
reliable transit service and improving mobility of the local City residents while reducing the number of
vehicles on the existing roadway. These reductions in vehicle miles traveled would contribute to a
reduction in air quality impacts in the local neighborhoods and the region, providing an improvement to
local air quality and public health (see Section 4.2). Noise impacts on the roadways would not increase
during the operation of the proposed Project and the overall noise impact would be less than significant
during operation which would ensure the quality of life of the nearby communities (see Section 4.10). The
City has involved and would continue to involve the community during the proposed Project’s planning
and environmental review process and has provided and would continue to provide information to the
public through public outreach efforts, notifications online and publications in newspapers and mailing
notices. For outreach effort information conducted during the planning period by the proposed Project,
please refer to Section 2.0: Introduction and associated appendices (Appendix A: Revised NOP and IS
and Appendix B: Summary of Comments on Revised NOP). Furthermore, over 100 public meetings have
been held with community members including local businesses and property owners. The City would
continue outreach efforts during the construction period to inform communities and businesses of the
latest project construction updates, to coordinate mitigation measures to local businesses for parking and
access, and to provide additional signage, advertisements, and support throughout the construction
duration. 30 These outreach efforts increase the participation of nearby disadvantaged neighborhoods and
makes project information available to the public.
In addition, the proposed MSF has been sited and designed to maintain the existing Vons Store on
Manchester Boulevard, consistent with the goals and policies in the Element to provide access to
affordable and nutritious food.
As shown in Table 4.9-4: Project Consistency with Environmental Justice Element, the proposed Project
would support and be consistent with the Environmental Justice Element.

29 City of Inglewood. Environmental Justice Element. April 2020.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/14211/Environmental-Justice-Element.
30 ITC Construction Commitment Program.
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Policy EJ-1.11: Conduct broad outreach on public Consistent. The City hosted an open house style public
hearings that affect the environment in languages used scoping meeting for the proposed Project on July 26,
2018. Both Spanish translators and sign language
by the community.
interpreters were present to assist with interpretation.
The Original IS and Original NOP were circulated on July
16, 2018, and three newspaper publications were
published on July 18/19, 2018. Additionally, a Revised
NOP and IS with updated project information were
published on September 10, 2020. Publications notices
were published in the newspaper circulations for the
Revised NOP including Los Angeles Times on September
16, 2020, Inglewood Today on September 24, 2020, and
the Spanish- language newspaper La Opinion on
September 15, 2020, as well. Comments from the public,
organizations, and agencies were collected and
considered for Project analysis. The City provided notice
of the availability (NOA) of the Draft Environmental
Impact Report on December 23, 2020. This notice stated
that comments would be accepted on the DEIR through
February 8, 2021. The NOA was published in the Los
Angeles Times on December 23, 2020, and was also
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Goals and Policies

Goals and Policies
published in the Spanish- language newspaper La
Opinion on December 17, 2020. The City also held a
virtual public meeting on January 13, 2021, to provide
information on the project and allow for public
comments on the Draft EIR. Outreach efforts continued
after and in between the scoping periods and reaching
over 100 community and stakeholder outreach meetings
prior to the publication of this DEIR. Outreach efforts will
continue to be held after the publication of the
Recirculated DEIR with additional newspaper
publications and public hearings being held.

Policy EJ-1.12: Inform the public on decisions that affect
their environment using multiple communication
methods, including traditional and online forms of
communication.

Policy EJ-1.13: Provide written notices and other
announcements regarding key land use and
development issues in English and Spanish where
feasible. For all other materials, note that verbal
translation assistance is available.

Consistent. Three newspaper notices publications were
published on July 18/19, 2018. Circulation of Original
NOP by mail was distributed on July 16, 2018. The
Original IS and Original NOP were also posted on City of
Inglewood’s Envisioning Inglewood website and
CEQAnet. Additionally, a Revised NOP and IS with
updated project information were published on
September 10, 2020. Publications notices were published
in the newspaper circulations for the Revised NOP
including Los Angeles Times on September 16, 2020,
Inglewood Today on September 24, 2020, and the
Spanish- language newspaper La Opinion on September
15, 2020, as well. The City provided notice of the
availability (NOA) of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report on December 23, 2020. This notice stated that
comments would be accepted on the DEIR through
February 8, 2021. The NOA was published in the Los
Angeles Times on December 23, 2020, and was also
published in the Spanish- language newspaper La
Opinion on December 17, 2020. The City would continue
to use multiple communication methods, including
traditional and online forms of communications, for the
proposed Project during the Project review, the approval
process, and during the construction duration.
Consistent. Newspaper notices were published in both
Spanish and English in three newspapers–Los Angeles
Times, La Opinion, and Inglewood Times. The City would
continue to follow these notice procedures for the
proposed Project.

Policy EJ-1.14: Offer interpretation services at key Consistent. Project public scoping meeting hosted on
meetings and workshops on issues affecting the July 26, 2018, included Spanish translators and sign
environment.
language interpreters for the meeting. Spanish
translators and sign language interpreters will also be
present at future meetings hosted for the Project.
Policy EJ-1.15: Consider offering childcare at key Consistent. The scoping meeting was a focused technical
meetings and workshops on environmental issues meeting; childcare was considered for this meeting but
affecting entire neighborhoods and the City as a whole. determined not to be warranted. Childcare would be
considered for future general meetings on the Project.
Policy EJ-1.16: Consider varying the time and date of key Consistent. Over 100 meetings with community
meetings and workshops, or holding multiple meetings stakeholders, including business owners and property
and workshops, in order to ensure broad participation. owners, and agencies has been conducted over the span
of over two years. The number of meetings and varying
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time, date, and places ensured broad participation by the
public. The City would continue to consider varying
times, dates, and places for Project meetings and
workshops for all future meetings.
Policy EJ-1.17: Seek feedback on public decisions
through traditional and online forms of communication,
such as website, email, mobile phone apps, online
forums, and podcasts.

Consistent. Public comment periods were held from July
16, 2018, to August 15, 2018, and from September 10,
2020, to October 12, 2020, for the Original and Revised
NOPs. Public comments were accepted on the Draft EIR
from December 23, 2020, to February 8, 2021.
Comments and feedback on the proposed Project were
accepted both through an online form and mail. Both the
Original NOP and the Revised NOP for the proposed
Project was published through the Envision Inglewood
website and distributed through emails and on the
ground mailing. The City would continue to seek
feedback on the proposed Project through traditional
and online forms of communication.

Policy EJ-1.18: Partner with community-based
organizations that have relationships, trust, and cultural
competency with target communities to outreach on
local initiatives and issues.

Consistent. The City has and would continue to
coordinate with community-based organizations to
conduct outreach on the proposed Project (See Section
2.0).

General Environmental Health
Goal 2: The community’s exposure to pollution in the Consistent. The proposed Project would reduce overall
environment is minimized through sound planning and vehicle miles traveled, reduce congestion, and improve
public decision making.
local air quality.
Policy EJ-2.1: Incorporate compliance with State and Consistent. The proposed Project would comply with all
federal environmental regulations in project approvals. State and federal environmental regulations for project
approval.
Policy EJ-2.2: Work with other agencies to minimize Consistent. The proposed Project would reduce overall
exposure to air pollution and other hazards in the vehicle miles traveled, reduce congestion, and improve
air quality in the local community. The City has planned
environment.
the proposed Project in cooperation with local and
regional agencies.
Policy EJ-2.3: Ensure compliance with rules regarding Consistent. The proposed Project would provide
remediation of contaminated sites prior to occupancy of remediation to sites with contamination prior to
construction of the proposed Project’s components. This
new development.
includes the removal of existing UST at the MSF site and
potentially contaminated soil due to prior use. Refer to
Section 4.8: Hazards for more information.
Policy EJ-2.4: Create land use patterns and public Consistent. The proposed Project would add to local
amenities that encourage people to walk, bicycle and transportation options and promote land use patterns
use public transit.
that encourage people to walk, bicycle, and use public
transit. Pedestrian facilities near stations and along the
guideway would be widened and improved to
incorporate ADA components and bicycle parking would
be provided at transit stations.
Policy EJ-2.8: Encourage new development to reduce Consistent. The proposed Project would provide an
additional public transit option to the local area and
vehicle miles traveled to reduce pollutant emissions.
reduce overall vehicle miles traveled, reduce congestion,
and improve local air quality.
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Goals and Policies

Policy EJ-2.12: Place adequate conditions on large
construction projects to ensure they do not create noise,
dust, or other impacts on the community to the extent
feasible.

Consistent. The proposed Project would include a
Construction Commitment Program and implement
mitigation measures to minimize the impacts of
construction on the community to the extent feasible.
Refer to Sections 4.2 and 4.10 for more information.

Access and Connectivity
Goal 3: A community that promotes physical activity and Consistent. The proposed Project would promote active
living by reducing vehicle volumes and congestion on the
opportunities for active living.
City’s street system and enhancing the pedestrian and
bicycle infrastructure in the City.
Policy EJ-3.4: Require the provision of on-site bicycle Consistent. The proposed Project would construct onsite bicycle facilities at stations to facilitate an active
facilities in new large-scale development projects.
lifestyle around the City.
Policy EJ-3.5: Partner with transit agencies to ensure Consistent. The proposed Project would provide an
that parks and recreational facilities are accessible to additional transit option for residents to access park and
low-income and minority populations.
recreation facilities in the City.
Policy EJ-3.7: Encourage new specific plans and
development projects be designed to promote
pedestrian movement through direct, safe, and pleasant
routes that connect destinations inside and outside the
plan or project area.

Consistent. Pedestrian facilities including sidewalks,
elevated passenger walkways, and access around
stations would be improved to accommodate for ADA
requirements and widened to accommodate for support
column widths. A elevated passenger walkway would
connect the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station with
the Metro K Line downtown Inglewood station to
facilitate direct and safe pedestrian travel.

Affordable and Nutritious Food
Goal 4: Healthy, affordable, and culturally appropriate Consistent. Currently all Inglewood residents are within
food is readily available to all members of the 1-mile of a grocery store, and approximately ninety-two
community.
percent (92.1%) of all residents are within 1/8-mile of a
grocery store. The proposed MSF has been sited and
designed to allow a new replacement Vons store to be
developed on the site of the existing Vons store and colocated with the MSF. All Inglewood residents will remain
within 1-mile of a grocery store.
Policy EJ-4.4: Maximize multimodal access to fresh food
by encouraging grocery stores, healthy corner stores,
and outdoor markets at key transit nodes and within
new transit-oriented development projects.

Consistent. The proposed Project would provide
additional mode of transportation providing local access
to grocery stores and fresh food through the ATS system.
Roadway adjacent facilities such as passenger walkways
would also be improved to encourage local multimodal
access. The proposed Project would facilitate the
development of a new Vons replacement store on the
MSF Site to replace the existing store to maintain access
for the community to a grocery store at this location.

Public Facilities
Goal 6: Adequate and equitably distributed public Consistent. The proposed Project would provide transit
facilities are available in the community.
service linking the southern area of the City with
downtown and the regional light rail network. The
proposed Project would increase local transit options,
providing additional reliable and low-cost transportation
facilities connecting communities across the City and to
regional activity centers on the Metro K line.
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Policy EJ-6.1: Ensure the City provides equitable public Consistent. The proposed Project would provide a
improvements and community amenities to all areas of reliable and low-cost transit option for the southern area
of the City from the Metro K line, thereby increasing local
the City.
transit options. Pedestrian facilities along the guideway
and stations would be widened and improved to
accommodate for ADA compliance and column widths. In
addition, bike racks would be provided for community
use and promote active transportation.
Policy EJ-6.2: Prioritize the City’s capital improvement Consistent. The proposed Project is entirely within or
program to address the needs of disadvantaged adjacent to SB 535 disadvantaged communities, located
in the center of downtown Inglewood and provides
communities.
transit service to the southern area of the City. The
proposed Project would increase local transit options,
providing an additional reliable and low-cost
connecting
underserved
transportation
facility
communities across the City and to regional activity
centers on the Metro K line.
Policy EJ-6.3: Plan for the future public improvement Consistent. As discussed in Section 4.11, both
and service needs of underserved communities.
employment and population in Inglewood are
anticipated to increase overtime. In addition, over 90
percent of the City’s residents work outside of the City in
the greater Los Angeles region. The proposed Project
would reduce congestion and increase transportation
capacity, while providing a reliable and low-cost
transportation option to disadvantaged communities. As
previously discussed, the proposed Project would be
located entirely within an SB 535 disadvantaged
community.
Policy EJ-6.6: Provide ongoing infrastructure Consistent. The proposed Project would construct the
maintenance in existing residential neighborhoods MSF to allow for the continued maintenance of the ATS
trains. Long term maintenance and operation of the
through the capital improvement program.
system is anticipated for the proposed Project.
Policy EJ-6.8: Ensure that new public facilities are well Consistent. The proposed Project includes a range of
designed, energy efficient and compatible with adjacent both mandatory and additional feasible sustainability
measures including energy efficiency measures, and
land uses.
measures to reduce congestion and overall vehicle miles
traveled (See Section 3.0, Table 3.0-5). As discussed in
Section 4.1, the proposed Project would include designs
that would complement adjacent land uses and fit into
the larger fabric of the community.
Policy EJ-6.10: Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified
School District, transit agencies and other public
agencies to provide adequate public facilities,
improvements, and programs to the City of Inglewood.

Consistent. The NOP and Revised NOP were distributed
to the Inglewood Unified School District and various
public agencies including Metro and Caltrans. The
proposed Project has taken the School District’s concerns
into account regarding Kelso Elementary School and
would continue to work with the School District to
minimize any potential project impacts to the school.

_________________
Source: City of Inglewood General Plan, “Environmental Justice Element” (2020).
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City of Inglewood Planning and Zoning Code
The City of Inglewood Planning and Zoning Code implements the goals and policies of the comprehensive

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Table 4.9-5
Project Consistency with New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan and Design Guidelines

General Plan. To be consistent with the established zoning code, a proposed Project needs to be

Vision and Design Concept Elements

consistent with applicable standards.

Vision

The proposed Project includes the proposed adoption of a TC Overlay Zone to define appropriate
standards for the development and operation of the proposed Project. A description of the TC Overlay
Zone is analyzed below for its consistency to the General Plan and its effect on the proposed Project.

New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design
Guidelines
The New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan and Design Guidelines apply to new construction or
rehabilitation within the areas of Fairview Heights and Downtown Inglewood. The New Downtown and
Fairview Heights TOD Plan and Design Guidelines address the Downtown TOD area and Fairview Heights
TOD areas separately. The Downtown TOD area consists of approximately 585 acres located in the center
of Inglewood along the new Metro K line just east of the Florence Avenue/La Brea Avenue intersection.
This planning and zoning area extends approximately ½ mile in all directions from the Metro K Line
Downtown Inglewood Station.
The New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan details the vision for the downtown area of the City
as a place to live, work, shop and be entertained with a unique mix of accessibility options. The Plan also
promotes sustainable development. The proposed Project supports this vision through the
implementation of the transit system and the upgrading of pedestrian facilities, while connecting
downtown to major commercial entertainment centers including the Forum and HPSP. The TC Overlay
Zone, which is designed to implement the proposed Project, would also complement anticipated mixeduse development adjacent to the proposed Project to help revitalize downtown Inglewood. Transit
development is considered a sustainable development through its reduction in VMT and air pollutants
while offering reliable transit service to the public. In general, the proposed Project supports the visions
of the New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan.
An analysis of the New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan vision and design concept elements is
provided in Table 4.9-5: Project Consistency with New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan and
Design Guidelines. The analysis within this section and the table shows that the proposed Project would
support and be generally consistent with the New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan and Design

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop and be Consistent. The proposed Project would strengthen
entertained.
downtown Inglewood neighborhoods by providing a
direct connection between downtown Inglewood and
major activity centers, promoting local economic
development opportunities, and enhancing future
transit-oriented development opportunities. These
efforts would have the effect of enhancing downtown’s
retail, recreation, and entertainment offerings and range
of housing and employment options. Implementation of
the proposed Project would activate and complement
development in the City, and enhance social cohesion,
equity, and community resilience.
Downtown is a revitalized yet forward-looking gathering Consistent. The proposed Project would help promote
place for the community.
economic development in downtown Inglewood and
enhance future transit-oriented land use patterns. These
opportunities would be a culmination of local planning
efforts to achieve a denser built environment connected
by modern modes of public transportation. Connections
to downtown from regional activity centers would
encourage visitors and residents to gather in Downtown
gathering spaces. Combined, these efforts would serve to
promote downtown Inglewood as a destination location
within the neighborhood and broader community.
Downtown provides a unique mix of accessibility options Consistent. Implementation of the proposed Project
including light rail, pedestrians, bicycles, autos, buses, would provide a convenient, reliable, and efficient public
and advanced technology local transit.
transportation option and help diversify the transit
options in the downtown Inglewood neighborhood. The
proposed Project would serve to increase accessibility to
and through the area and help to complete the first/last
mile connection from the regional Metro rail system to
the City’s major activity centers. Pedestrian access and
sidewalks in and around the guideway would be
enhanced and widened to support columns and meet
ADA pedestrian circulation requirements. The updated
pedestrian sidewalks would increase accessibility options
around downtown.
Downtown is a major economic engine providing jobs, Consistent. As discussed previously, the proposed
sales tax, and other revenues.
Project would increase the number of visitors to and
through downtown Inglewood. This increase in activity
would generate additional business patronage and
economic growth in the downtown neighborhood,
contributing to more jobs, sales tax revenue, and other
revenues in the City.
Downtown is a model for sustainable development.

Guidelines. Thus, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant impact related to potential
conflicts with the New Downtown and Fairview Heights TOD Plan and Design Guidelines.
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congestion. The proposed Project’s associated
streetscape improvements would improve pedestrian
access in the proposed Project. The removal of vehicles
and congestion on the existing roadway and the increase
of transit and pedestrian roadway use would improve air
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4.9 Land Use and Planning

last 10 years. In that period, downtown retail vacancies have ranged between 7 and 14 percent, while
quality in the region and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions

Downtown expresses the unique culture of Inglewood.

Consistent. The proposed Project design would reflect
the unique character of downtown Inglewood through
holistic and integrated design components that
integrates the stations within the local setting. For more
information, please refer to Section 4.1.

Design Concept Elements

retail vacancies in the City and the county hovered around 5 percent. A similar trend is observed in retail
rents, where average lease rates in downtown Inglewood are 17 and 38 percent lower than those Citywide
and countywide, respectively.
Some of the key physical characteristics of high performing downtowns and retail districts identified in
this study include good access using multiple modes of transportation, unobstructed visibility of

Area 1: Creation of a new North Market Place
destination which includes Inglewood Plaza- the City’s
new gathering place, closure of Market Street north of
Regent Street as part of the Plaza, provision of
pedestrian oriented retail around the plaza, new
residential developments, several public parking
structures, and a bridge/escalator connection across
Florence Boulevard.

Consistent. Pedestrian facilities along the guideway and
surrounding stations would be improved to incorporate
ADA components and widened to accommodate for
support columns. In addition, a passenger walkway
would be incorporated to connect the Market
Street/Florence Avenue Station with the Metro K line
across Florence Boulevard, with pedestrian entrance/exit
on both sides of Florence Boulevard.

Area 3: Restoration of the Fox Theater in conjunction Consistent. The proposed Project would connect the
with revitalization of the Fox Theater block.
local community with the greater Los Angeles region and
bring in visitors to downtown and the Fox Theater block.
No support columns would be located in front of or
adjacent to the Fox Theater and the guideway would
have extended clearance to accommodate the vertical
pylon sign to promote compatibility of the proposed
Project with the historic context of the Fox Theater. The
inflow of visitors would economically benefit local
businesses, helping revitalize downtown. An increase in
transportation option and transportation capacity would
connect downtown to the south part of the City as well,
likely increasing traffic flow to and from downtown
Inglewood and south Inglewood.
Area 12: Linkage between the Metro Station,
Downtown, the Forum, Hollywood Park, and the NFL
Stadium via a combination of existing and advanced
technology local transit systems/people movers.

Consistent. The proposed Project would connect the
Metro K line with downtown Inglewood, the Forum,
Hollywood Park, and the NFL Stadium using existing
technology. The System would provide a reliable and
low-cost method of connecting riders from the region to
the City.

_________________
Source: City of Inglewood. The New Downtown Fairview Heights TOD Plan Design Guidelines. November 2016.
http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/The-New-Downtown-Fairview-Heights-TOD-Plan-Design-Guidelineslo-res.pdf.

storefronts for drivers and pedestrians, safe and well-lit areas during all hours, and a high-quality public
realm (i.e., public improvements including streets, sidewalks, and landscaping).
Prior to the pandemic, visitation to downtown was approximately 4,500 visitors per day, with most of
these visits related to daytime employment and occurring during the weekday. Currently, 45 percent of
downtown visitors come from within a 10-minute drive. With a projected average daily ITC ridership of
approximately 8,400 people, there will be additional visitors to downtown. If 10 to 20 percent of these
riders visit downtown Inglewood, this would represent an increase of approximately 840 to 1,670 visitors
per day. This would represent an increase of up to 37 percent above the 4,500 daily visitors.
The additional public parking proposed at the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, consisting of 650
spaces, may also help increase the number of visitors to downtown on a daily basis. By providing an easy
to use transit connection to other parts of Inglewood where event venues and new development is
planned, such as the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, visitors to downtown during the evening and at
nighttime, when current activity in downtown is lowest would also increase.
The increase in visitors that will be generated by the ITC Project are expected to represent a wider cross
section of the region, which would potentially diversify downtown’s current visitor base. In addition, the
greater share of this new visitor market segment will be during evenings and weekends, further
introducing opportunities for existing and new businesses to expand their hours of activity throughout
the week and at different times of the day.
The improvements to the public realm proposed as part of the Project, such as landscaping and lighting,
has the potential to increase small business performance, increasing sales and reducing vacancies. The

A study of the potential effects of the ITC Project on the economic viability of downtown Inglewood was

proposed streetscape and public realm improvements will also assist in integrating the ITC improvements

prepared by the City. 31 This study reviewed the current economic conditions of downtown Inglewood and

into downtown Inglewood in a manner that supports the City’s current revitalization efforts.

analyzed the potential impact of the ITC on downtown Inglewood.
The conclusion of this economic study is that the ITC Project will not negatively impact the factors,
Analysis of market data found that the current market and economic performance of downtown

including access and parking, visibility and safety, and quality of the public realm that will contribute to

Inglewood is modest compared to other high performing downtowns in the region. Retail vacancies in

the economic viability of downtown Inglewood. This study also included a review of elevated transit

downtown Inglewood have remained above average retail vacancies in the City and the county for the

systems with similar design features implemented in U.S. cities, which found no evidence that the

31 Analysis of potential impacts on economic viability of Downtown Inglewood as a result of the proposed Inglewood Transit
Connector, September 16, 2021, HR&A Advisors, Inc.
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introduction of these systems alone may lead to economic decline in downtowns. There is a potential for
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temporary effects on economic conditions in downtown during the approximate 46-month construction
period for the Project. As noted under Impact LU-1, the Construction Commitment Program includes a
Business and Community Support Program and a Business Interruption Assistance Program to assist all
businesses financially affected by construction activities. This Program includes the following
components:

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone
The Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone implements the goals and policies of the General Plan related
to the addition of the proposed Project to the City’s circulation system. Development of the proposed
Project within the TC Overlay Zone would provide the downtown with a unique mix of accessibility options
including light rail, pedestrians, buses, and advanced technology local transit. The TC Overlay Zone would

x

Advertising support for local businesses in local or regional newspapers and social media.

x

Notice of plans to all affected property owners of the schedule for specific planned construction
activities, changes in traffic flow, and required short-term modifications to property access.

x

Notice of plans to all affected property owners if utilities would be disrupted for short periods of time
and ensuring major utility shut-offs are scheduled during low-use periods of the day.

The TC Overlay Zone allows for pedestrian improvements and ADA compliance upgrades which the

x

Methods by which business owners can convey their concerns about construction activities and the
effectiveness of measures during the construction period so activities can be modified to reduce
adverse effects.

network and provide additional public spaces. Lastly, the transit connections provided by the TC Overlay

x

x

Access plans that ensure that all businesses, service providers, and residents are provided with
adequate access during construction. Where there is a significant limited English population, signage
shall be provided in various languages (as appropriate).

also allow transit and pedestrian connection to the Metro Rail. Aerial development of transit conserves
limited land within the urban environment which furthers additional goals for conservative use of land
within the City.

proposed Project would implement. Upgraded pedestrian facilities would add to the existing pedestrian
Zone would promote local entertainment and commercial centers, boosting local economy and local
businesses.
The TC Overlay Zone would implement goals and policies of the existing General Plan and is consistent
with the General Plan for this reason. No significant land use impacts would result from the adoption of
the Transportation Corridor Overlay Zone.

Funding for temporary signage during construction to help businesses that are partially blocked or
that have inconvenient access due to construction activity.

Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone Amendment

Implementation of the Business and Community Support Program will minimize the potential for

The proposed amendment to the Medical Overlay Zone would exclude the proposed sites for the Prairie

temporary effects on local businesses during construction. Additionally, as part of the Construction

Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street stations and associated components of

Commitment Program, the City is committed to providing financial assistance to small local businesses

the Project on the west side of Prairie Avenue not located within the public right-of-way.

to help offset to the extent possible, business revenue losses or increased expenses that are directly
attributable to disruptions during the construction of the ITC      !
will create a $5 million dollar Business Assistance Fund to provide financial assistance through grants
to eligible businesses for eligible expenses as established by the Business Assistance Fund Program

This amendment would be limited to these properties. The Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone would
continue to apply to all other properties in the Overlay Zone and this overlay would continue to effectively
implement the City’s General Plan. For this reason, this amendment would not result in any significant
land use impacts.

Administrator.

Hollywood Park Specific Plan Amendment
For these reasons, it is not expected that the Project will result in business closures or vacancies. If any
commercial property vacancies occur along the proposed alignment, these vacancies are expected to be

The HPSP area is located northeast of Prairie Avenue and Century Boulevard with Pincay Drive to the

short term and would not result in changes to the character of the community that would result in physical

north. The purpose of the HPSP is to define the land use framework for the redevelopment of the 298-

impacts to the environment that would be significant.

acre Hollywood Park site with a mix of parks, stadium, retail, office, housing, entertainment, gaming,
hotel, and civic uses. The HPSP:

The economic analysis concludes that implementation of the ITC Project presents opportunities to
improve the existing economic conditions in downtown Inglewood, consistent with City’s current plans
and goals for downtown Inglewood.
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4.9 Land Use and Planning

x

Determines the appropriate location and intensity of development, mix of land uses and building
heights to be constructed in the Specific Plan area;

region, connecting residents and visitors to the regional retail, entertainment, and sports venues within

x

Guides the character of the land planning to ensure that high-quality, place making improvements are
made to create a safe and inviting, pedestrian-oriented, regional retail destination not currently
available in the area;

by the underlying zone classification with any facilities associated with the ATS system including the

x
x

Establishes public and private sector implementation measures and responsibilities that adequately
address both local and regional impacts; and
Defines the future locations and dimensions of streets, rights-of-ways, or other access ways.

the HPSP area. In terms of development, the TC Overlay Zone would complement development allowed
guideway, stations, MSF, PDS, vertical circulation elements, walkways, bridges.
A consistency analysis is presented in Table 4.9-6: Project Consistency with Hollywood Park Specific Plan,
which shows that, the Project would support and be generally consistent with the HPSP.32 In addition, the
proposed amendment to the HPSP would also be consistent with the goals and principles of the HPSP by
accommodating the ITC Project, including the shift of one travel lane into the existing HPSP area setback

To accommodate the ATS while maintaining the existing roadway capacity along Prairie Avenue, the ITC

along Prairie Avenue without affecting existing and future development permitted by the HPSP. The

Project includes the proposed relocation of one existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie Avenue.

construction and operation of the proposed Project would not conflict with any of the applicable

The relocated lane would be accommodated within a maximum thirty (30) foot variable easement for

principles and goals included in the HPSP or obstruct implementation of the HPSP. The analysis in this

street purposes, to be acquired by the City over private property that currently comprises the existing

section and within Table 4.9-6 shows the proposed Project would no conflict with, or obstruct

required maximum 30-foot setback area along the west edge of the HPSP area. While existing sidewalk

implementation of, the HPSP.

widths along Prairie Avenue would be maintained, landscaping, signs and other streetscape
Table 4.9-6
Project Consistency with Hollywood Park Specific Plan

improvements would need to be reduced or eliminated in certain areas, following the property
acquisition.
As described above, an amendment to the HPSP is proposed to address any potential conflict or
inconsistency with the HPSP that may result from the shift of one lane of Prairie Avenue a maximum of
thirty (30) feet into the existing setback area on the east side of Prairie Avenue in the HPSP area and the
associated reconfiguration of the existing sidewalk, landscape and other improvements that would be
affected. For example, the amendment would eliminate the requirement for a 30-foot setback along the
western edge of the HPSP to allow zero-lot line development. Accordingly, future buildings and structures
within the HPSP area adjacent to Prairie Avenue would be permitted to be built along the existing setback
property line without requiring any additional setback along Prairie Avenue. Subterranean parking and
certain structures, such as balconies, would be allowed to encroach within City’s easement areas, to
minimize the loss of the setback area on future development. Consistent with the proposed TC Overlay
Zone, any area previously used to satisfy the minimum setback requirement shall continue to be counted
within any density or Floor Area Ratio (FAR) calculations under the Specific Plan for existing and future
development purposes, even though it may have been dedicated as a public right-of-way. Additionally,
the proposed amendment would allow for the routine closures of 2 interior streets, Champions Way and
Touchdown Drive, on event days to reduce pedestrian conflicts with vehicles within designated areas.
The proposed Project would be implemented through the TC Overlay Zone while supporting the HPSP
development through the enhancement of local multimodal transportation including the upgrade of
pedestrian facilities and providing transit. The proposed Project would connect the development with the
Meridian Consultants
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Project Consistency

Transportation
Provide pedestrian connections from Hollywood Park to Consistent. The proposed Project includes a pedestrian
major transit corridors on Century Boulevard and Prairie connection from the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station
over Prairie Avenue to Hollywood Park. The existing
Avenue.
sidewalk on the east side of Prairie Avenue and
associated streetscape improvements that would be
affected by the shift of one travel lane east by a
maximum of thirty (30) feet into the existing setback area
will be replaced to maintain the pedestrian circulation
system on Prairie Avenue. The change to associated
standards included in the proposed amendment to the
HPSP would maintain the pedestrian circulation network
along Prairie Avenue.
Reduce reliance on the private automobile by enhancing Consistent. The proposed Project would reduce
congestion on the existing roadway system by reducing
opportunities for transit ridership, walking and biking.
overall vehicle miles traveled and providing an increase
in local transit options. By providing a connection to the
Metro K line, the ITC Project would enhance
opportunities for alternative transportation and reduce
reliance on the private automobile. The Project would
also support the full amount of development approved in
the General Plan for Hollywood Park. The proposed
modifications to Prairie Avenue, including shifting one
travel lane to the east and modifying the existing
32 City of Inglewood. Hollywood Park Specific Plan (2009, amended 2014, amended 2015).
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/1347/Hollywood-Park-Specific-Plan.
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Principles and Goals

Project Consistency
streetscape improvements on the west side of Prairie
Avenue, and the associated amendment to standards in
the HPSP to accommodate these improvements would
include pedestrian and bicycle facilities. The proposed
HPSP amendment would allow for the routine closures of
2 interior streets, Champions Way and Touchdown Drive,
on event days to reduce pedestrian conflicts with
vehicles within designated areas, which would enhance
pedestrian circulation to and from the Project.

Reduce traffic compared to other developments by
providing a mix of commercial, entertainment,
restaurant, residential and park uses in proximity to
each other and to existing transit routes.

Consistent. The proposed Project would provide an
additional transit option near the commercial,
entertainment, restaurants, residential and park uses
allowed by the HPSP. The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
station includes a direct pedestrian connection to the
HPSP area, which will reduce traffic and reduce overall
vehicle miles traveled compared to other developments.
The Project would also support the full amount of
development approved in the General Plan for
Hollywood Park.

4.9 Land Use and Planning

Principles and Goals


Pedestrian and vehicular circulation routes shall
comply with all requirements of the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA), and include one or more of
the following design elements along all or a portion
of all streets or pedestrian pathways: (1) pedestrian
pathway includes a pattern, color, or paving
material that is differentiated from surrounding
landscaping or paved areas; (2) way-finding signage;
(3) the streets and pathways are oriented such that
they include verifiable lines of sight that would
allow both pedestrians and vehicles to see any one
or more of the following: (a) Stadium, (b)
performance venue, casino, retail or residential
gateway, or (c) Champion Plaza, Lake Park, Arroyo
Park, or Bluff Park.

Consistent. Pedestrian facilities along the guideway, and
adjacent to stations adjacent to the HPSP area would be
improved to comply with all ADA requirements. The
elevated passenger walkway would be made of a
different paving material than those of the surrounding
paved areas and way finding signage would be installed
where appropriate. Elevated passenger walkways to the
east of the guideway and stations will provide lines of
sight to the HPSP area and, depending on location, could
include the Stadium, the performance venue and/or the
retail or residential gateway.



The exterior entryways of buildings shall include
one or more of the following: (1) a trim or border of
a different color or material than other portions of
the façade; (2) an integral porch; (3) an awning; (4)
an articulated entryway offset from the
immediately adjacent façade by not less than one
foot; or (5) an arched opening.

Consistent. The proposed Stations would incorporate
distinguishing features, such as distinctive canopies that
do not detract from the surroundings, that are generally
consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines



When using more than one material on a façade
(except as a trim or offset portion of the façade or
as an entry or window treatment), the variation in
materials shall continue to all side and rear
elevations that are visible from the front or corner
lot line.

Consistent. As defined in the Design Guidelines,
materials used on the stations would be neutral in tone
and would include color accents only where appropriate.
The façade of the stations would not be incompatible
with the HPSP.

Each building shall include one or more of the following:
 Entry or window trim/surrounds
 Horizontal banding
 Corner quoins
 Balconies (supported, cantilevered or Juliet)
 False, shuttered windows
 Awnings
 Change in material or color

Consistent. Stations will be visibly compatible with the
standards articulated in the HPSP Design Guidelines.
Under the Design Guidelines, stations will be identifiable,
distinctive and streamlined.

Railings shall be constructed of wood, wrought iron, or
other material, such as stucco, which is used to
construct the façade or entry or window trim on the
same building.

Consistent. The materials chosen for station railings
would be consistent with the other station materials as
defined in the Design Guidelines in a manner that is
generally consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines.

Development Standards
§ 2.6 and § 6.2.5 - Minimum Building Setbacks:
The required minimum setbacks for the HPSP are shown
in Exhibit 6-5—Minimum Building Setbacks. The intent of
the setback requirements is to reinforce and protect the
character of the public streets and to create a
pedestrian-scaled street scene. Also, the setbacks
provide a landscape buffer from the surrounding
development.

§ 2.15 and § 6.2.14 – Signage: The purpose of the HPSP
signage requirements is to allow signage to create an
identity for the HPSP area. Exceptions to the HPSP
signage requirements are established for development
within the Sports and Entertainment Zone. For example,
outside of the Sports and Entertainment Zone, the size
of mural graphics within the HPSP may not exceed 75%
of the building face or wall, or 1,000 SF per mural,
whichever is less. This requirement does not apply within
the Sports and Entertainment Zone.

Consistent. The proposed Project would amend the
HPSP to eliminate the requirement for a 30-foot
setback along the western edge of the HPSP along
Prairie Avenue to allow zero-lot line development.
Accordingly, future buildings and structures within the
HPSP would be permitted to be built along the existing
property line without requiring any additional setback
along Prairie Avenue. Subterranean parking and certain
structures, such as balconies, would be allowed to
encroach within City’s easement areas, to minimize the
loss of the setback area on future development.
Consistent. The proposed Project would amend the
HPSP to clarify that signage within the TC Overlay Zone
on property that is also located within the HPSP
boundaries must adhere to the signage requirements
set forth in section 2.15 of the HPSP and that the
exceptions for the Sports and Entertainment Zone
recognized in the HPSP do not apply within the TC
Overlay Zone.

Streetscapes
§ 3.3.2 – Streetscapes: Street trees and parkways in
Hollywood Park are designed to achieve a diverse
urban forest, to integrate Hollywood Park with the
adjoining urban fabric and to assist in developing
districts of distinctive and appropriate character.

Meridian Consultants
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Consistent. The proposed Project would amend the HPSP
to clarify that property within the TC Overlay Zone that
overlaps with the HPSP boundaries must adhere, to the
maximum extent feasible, to the streetscape
requirements set forth in the HPSP, including the
standards set forth in the following exhibits to the HPSP:
Exhibit 3-30 (Prairie Avenue), Exhibit 3-52 (Prairie
Avenue Landscape Setback), and Exhibit 3-53 (Prairie
Avenue/Century Boulevard Setback).
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Design Guideline Checklist

Exposed gutters and downspouts shall be colored or Consistent. Exposed gutters along Prairie Avenue would
painted, and shall not be constructed of unpainted be painted or colored as defined in the Design Guidelines
aluminum, copper, or zinc.
in a manner that is generally consistent with the HPSP
Design Guidelines.
Stairs shall be constructed of the same material as the Consistent. Station stairs would be constructed of the
deck and landing.
same material as the deck and landing as defined in the
Design Guidelines in a manner that is generally
consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines.
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Principles and Goals

Project Consistency

Principles and Goals

Project Consistency

Columns and posts shall be constructed of stone, stucco,
or wood (or other material painted or molded to look
like one of the allowed materials) and shall be not less
than four inches in diameter if round, or four inches on
each side if rectangular.

Consistent. Columns and posts would be constructed of
materials used elsewhere in the station as defined in the
Design Guidelines in a manner that is generally
consistent with the HPSP Design Guidelines.

Goal 8: Make a sustainable roof.

Consistent. The Design Guidelines provide that to
achieve energy use reduction, passive strategies taking
advantage of the favorable local climate should be
considered where feasible. The MSF and PDS substation
roof surfaces will be light in color to reduce the urban
heat island effect. These features of the Project are
generally consistent with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 9: Save energy through passive design.

Consistent. Designs with passive reductions to energy
use would be preferred for the proposed Project, which
generally consistent with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 10: Save water and energy in plumbing systems.

Consistent. The Water Efficiency and Conservation
Objective and the Energy Objective of the Design
Guidelines are The proposed Project would utilize
rainwater or gray-water for toilet flushing as feasible.
Low flow fixtures including low flow faucets would be
used to reduce water and energy consumption within the
plumbing system. These features of the Project are
generally consistent with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 11: Save energy in lighting.

Consistent. The Energy Efficiency Objective of the Design
Guidelines, the purpose of which is to achieve energy
efficiency and maximize the use of renewable energy in
the Project above and beyond minimum code
requirements is generally consistent with the HPSP
Sustainability Goals.

Goal 12: Save energy in equipment use.

Consistent. Sustainability measures to reduce energy use
of equipment would be incorporated into the proposed
Project. Measures include using Tier 4 construction
equipment (See Section 4.5: Energy). Further, the Energy
Efficiency Objective of the Design Guidelines would
achieve energy efficiency and maximize the use of
renewable energy in the Project above and beyond
minimum code requirements. e These features of the
Project are generally consistent with the HPSP
Sustainability Goals.

Goal 13: Create healthy indoor environments

Consistent. The Design Guidelines include measures to
provide maximum natural daylighting and access to
views of the outdoors. Further, under the Design
Guidelines, indoor spaces should use high efficiency air
filtration and should create a comfortable indoor
acoustical environment and materials and systems
should be selected that will provide for a healthy indoor
environment. These features and guidelines of the
Project are generally consistent with the HPSP
Sustainability Goals.

Goal 14: Replace fossil fuel use with alternatives.

Consistent. Sustainability measures to reduce energy use
of equipment would be incorporated into the proposed
Project. Measures include using Tier 4 construction
equipment (See Section 4.5: Energy). Further, the Energy
Efficiency Objective of the Design Guidelines would
achieve energy efficiency and maximize the use of
renewable energy in the Project above and beyond
minimum code requirements. These features of the

Sustainability
Goal 1: Create a more sustainable community

Goal 2: Respect the site.

Consistent. The proposed Project would reduce vehicle
miles traveled and traffic congestion on the street
network, which will improve both local and regional air
quality. Additionally, the Design Guidelines outlines
sustainability measures including energy efficiency,
addressing heat island effect, use of recycled water and
rainwater, and recycling of demolished materials in a
manner that is generally consistent with the HPSP Design
Guidelines.
Consistent. Under the Design Guidelines, landscape
designs will prioritize the use of drought-resistant plants,
which would be consistent with the landscape areas and
plants provided by the HPSP. The proposed amendment
to the HPSP includes minor revisions to development
standards along Prairie Avenue to accommodate the
street improvements included in the Project in a manner
that is compatible with the planned conditions within the
HPSP area.

Goal 3: Save water and reduce local water impacts.

Consistent. The Water Efficiency and Conservation
Objective of the Design Guidelines is consistent with the
HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 4: Reduce, reuse, recycle.

Consistent. The Material Conservation and Resource
Efficiency Objective of the Design Guidelines is consistent
with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 5: Make concrete with sustainable materials.

Consistent. The Material Conservation and Resource
Efficiency Objective of the Design Guidelines is consistent
with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 6: Design to save wood and labor.

Consistent. The proposed Project would use an
integrated design approach that brings together all,
applicable, major design disciplines including
architecture,
planning,
structural,
landscape,
mechanical, electrical, and plumbing engineers and other
specialists to collaborate on the most effective way to
meet programmatic goals with lowest lifecycle
environmental impacts in a manner that is generally
consistent with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

Goal 7: Support sustainable forests.

Consistent. The proposed Project would use an
integrated design approach that brings together all,
applicable, major design disciplines including
architecture,
planning,
structural,
landscape,
mechanical, electrical and plumbing engineers and other
specialists to collaborate on the most effective way to
meet programmatic goals with lowest lifecycle
environmental impacts in a manner that is generally
consistent with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.
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Principles and Goals

Project Consistency
Project are generally consistent with the HPSP
Sustainability Goals.

regulations, and would further the goals and objectives of the existing plans and policies and would not

Goal 15: Support market for recycled materials.

Consistent. The Material Conservation and Resource
Efficiency Objective of the Design Guidelines is generally
consistent with the HPSP Sustainability Goals.

proposed Project (including the proposed General Plan Amendment, TC Overlay Zone, Hollywood Specific

Goal 16: Use creativity and innovation to build Consistent. The proposed Project uses existing
sustainable environments.
technology to provide transit service and remove
vehicles off of the existing roadway network. The
guideway would be elevated to allow existing roadway
capacity to remain while improvements to sidewalks
would promote alternative transportation and an active
lifestyle in the local community. The Project would be
generally consistent with this HPSP goal and facilitate the
ability of development in the HPSP area to meet this goal.

applicable regional and local plans or will not obstruct the attainment of the goals of these plans, and

_________________
Source: City
of
Inglewood.
Hollywood
Park
Specific
Plan.
(July
2009,
amended
2014,
amended
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/1347/Hollywood-Park-Specific-Plan. Accessed October 5, 2021.

obstruct the attainment of the existing policies, plans, and programs. As demonstrated in this section, the
Park Amendment, property acquisitions and easements) would further the objectives and policies of
therefore, the proposed Project’s impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures
Impact is less than significant. No mitigation measures required.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

2015).

Impact is less than significant. No mitigation measures required.

4.9.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The Forum Development Agreement
The proposed relocation of one existing traffic lane on the east side of Prairie Avenue would be
accommodated within a 30-foot street easement to be acquired along the western edge of the Forum
Property. The proposed street improvements would eliminate approximately 250-300 of the existing
parking spaces in the Forum Parking lot located along Prairie Avenue.

A cumulative impact analysis for land use evaluates whether impacts of a project and related projects,
when taken as a whole, would have significant environmental impacts under the two land use thresholds.
The geographic scope of this cumulative impact analysis is the community, City, and the region. If the
related projects identified in Section 4.0, 4.0.6: Cumulative Assumptions in combination with the
proposed Project would result in a cumulatively significant impact, then the significance of the proposed

The amount of parking required for a use is a land use regulatory matter and the direct impact of a

Project’s incremental contribution to that cumulatively significant impact must be determined. The City

proposed project on existing parking is not considered an impact under the California Environmental

is currently planning to build a parking structure, containing up to 2,500 spaces in six-level structure, on

Quality Act. Effects on parking is considered a social impact under CEQA and not an environmental impact

the City’s ITF site located on the southeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae Street. This parking

unless the effect on parking would result in specific significant secondary effects on the physical

structure would provide additional public parking near event venues in the LASED in the HPSP area and

environment. The small amount of parking spaces that may be eliminated as a result of the ITC Project

for the IBEC. The ITF site is currently improved as a surface parking lot and bus transit facility. This parking

would not result in secondary impacts on the environment, as the amount of parking remaining on the

structure would facilitate flexibility during events at the venues in the area. During non-event times, this

Forum site would be adequate to meet parking demands of events held at the Forum, especially given the

parking would be available as a park-and-ride facility to connect to the Metro rail system via the ITC

increased transit ridership from the ITC Project anticipated for events at the Forum. The Project may also

Project. Developing this parking structure on the site of the existing ITF would provide additional public

include an amendment to the Forum Development Agreement to confirm that as a regulatory matter the

parking to support the existing and planned land uses.

amount of parking left post-acquisition will be sufficient and the Forum can continue to operate without
an additional parking supply.

As analyzed above within this section, the proposed Project would not create a physical division in the
community. Potential future related projects, including the parking structure planned on the ITF site,
would not create physical divisions in the community, in the City, or in the region. Therefore, the proposed

Summary of Impacts
A project is considered to be consistent with a general plan and related planning documents if, considering
all its aspects, it will further the objectives and policies of the plan or not obstruct their attainment. As

Project, in combination with related projects, would not cause a significant cumulative impact related to
the physical division of an established community.

discussed above, the proposed Project would be consistent with applicable plans, policies, and
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The related projects would be required to be consistent with all applicable planning documents. The
proposed Project, with the proposed amendments to the General Plan, IMC, and HPSP would also be
consistent with existing policies, plans, and programs. Therefore, the proposed Project, in combination
with related projects, would not cause a cumulatively significant impact related to inconsistencies with

4.10.1

INTRODUCTION

This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) addresses
construction and operational noise and vibration impacts associated with the proposed Project as

existing policies, plans, and programs.

modified and refined since the December 2020 Draft EIR. This section evaluates the potential for

4.9.8 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN

temporary impacts associated with operation of construction equipment and associated activities, as well

As discussed in the analysis provided above, the proposed Project is consistent with the City of Inglewood

as the potential for long-term impacts from operation of the proposed ATS system and changes in traffic

General Plan with the proposed regulatory changes included in the Project. For General Plan consistency

volumes on streets in the area that would result from the Project.

analysis regarding specific topic areas, please refer to the chapters addressing those topic areas. No
additional analysis is required.

Since release of the December 2020 Draft EIR, the City has modified the design of the Project along the
proposed alignment as a result of consultation with key stakeholders in the community, as described in
Section 1.0: Introduction. In addition, the Project Construction Commitment Program (CCP) has been
refined to further control noise generated during construction. The construction noise reduction measures
within the CCP have been incorporated in the analysis below.
Prior to the preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR, a Revised Initial Study was prepared using the
CEQA Environmental Checklist Form to assess potential environmental impacts associated with noise. For
one of the screening thresholds, the Initial Study found that the proposed Project would result in “No
Impact” and thus, no further analysis of this topic in an EIR was required. The following Initial Study
screening criteria related to noise do not require any additional analysis in this Recirculated Draft EIR:
x

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such
a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Similar to the December 2020 Draft EIR, the changes to the design of the Project do not create the
potential for significant impacts related to location as the general area of the proposed Project would
remain by the Metro K Line to the north; Hardy Street to the south; the Los Angeles Stadium and
Entertainment District (LASED) at Hollywood Park including SoFi stadium, and the Forum to the east; and
La Brea Avenue to the west. The nearest public use airport to the proposed Project is LAX. There are no
private airstrips located in the vicinity of the proposed Project.
Impacts found to be less than significant are further discussed in Section 6.3: Effects Found Not to be
Significant.
The data, assumptions, and modeling outputs used in the analyses of this Recirculated Draft EIR are
provided below. Additional existing ambient noise measurements (Appendix N) were not taken for
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preparation of this Recirculated Draft EIR as the data continues to reflect existing conditions for purposes

4.10 Noise and Vibration

x

this analysis.
x

x

Ambient Noise Measurements - Appendix N.1:

Operational Noise Worksheets – Appendix N.6:
–

Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Stationary Source Worksheets – Appendix N.6-1

–

Guideway Worksheets – Appendix N.6-2

–

Long-Term (24-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements – Appendix N.1-1

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft

–

Short-Term (1-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements (Daytime) – Appendix N.1-2

EIR.

–

Short-Term (15-minute) Ambient Noise Measurements (Nighttime) – Appendix N.1-3

4.10.2 OVERVIEW OF NOISE AND VIBRATION

Roadway Noise Levels – Appendix N.2:

4.10.2.1 Noise Descriptors

–

Adjusted Baseline Conditions During Typical Non-Event Weekdays Without ITC Project Count
Conversions – Appendix N.2-1

–

Adjusted Baseline Conditions During Typical Non-Event Weekdays With ITC Project Count
Conversions – Appendix N.2-2

characteristics of noise and human response, standard noise descriptors have been developed for noise

–

Opening Year (2027) Conditions With NFL Event Without ITC Project Count Conversions –
Appendix N.2-3

stated specifically to be interior noise levels.

–

Opening Year (2027) Conditions With NFL Event With ITC Project Count Conversions – Appendix
N.2-4

–

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions With NFL Event Without ITC Project Count Conversions –
Appendix N.2-5

measured sound levels would include events that the human ear cannot hear (e.g., dog whistles and low-

–

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions With NFL Event With ITC Project Count Conversions –
Appendix N.2-6

temperature and wind). With A-weighting, calculations and sound-monitoring equipment approximate

–

Roadway Noise Level Tables – Appendix N.2-7

Noise levels are measured using a variety of scientific metrics. As a result of extensive research into the
exposure analyses. All noise levels provided in this analysis are for outdoor conditions, unless otherwise

A-Weighted Sound Pressure Level (dBA): The decibel (dB) is a unit used to describe sound pressure level.
When expressed in dBA, the sound has been filtered to reduce the effect of very low and very high
frequency sounds, much as the human ear filters sound frequencies. Without this filtering, calculated and
frequency sounds, such as the groaning sounds emanating from large buildings with changes in
the sensitivity of the human ear to sounds of different frequencies.
x
x

x

Maximum Noise Level (Lmax): Lmax is the maximum or peak sound level during a noise event. The metric

Vibration Monitoring Data Sheets – Appendix N.3

accounts only for the instantaneous peak intensity of the sound, and not for the duration of the event. As

Construction Noise Worksheets- Appendix N.4:

a vehicle passes by an observer, the sound level increases to a maximum level and then decreases. Some
–

Construction Sound Power Level Worksheets – Appendix N.4-1

–

Construction Noise (Phase 1) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-2

–

Construction Noise (Phase 2) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-3

–

Construction Noise (Phase 3) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-4

–

Construction Noise (Phase 4) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-5

–

Construction Noise (Phase 5) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-6

1-second duration allows calculation of the cumulative noise exposure of a series of noise events that

–

Construction Noise (Phase 6) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-7

occur over a period of time.

–

Construction Noise (Phase 7) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-8

–

Construction Noise (Phase 8) Worksheets – Appendix N.4-9

sound level meters measure and record the maximum or Lmax level.
Sound Exposure Level (SEL): SEL, expressed in dBA, is a time-integrated measure, expressed in decibels,
of the sound energy of a single noise event at a reference duration of 1 second. The sound level is
integrated over the period that the level exceeds a threshold. Therefore, SEL accounts for both the
maximum sound level and the duration of the sound. The standardization of discrete noise events into a

Equivalent Continuous Noise Level (Leq): Leq is the sound level, expressed in dBA, of a steady sound that
has the same A-weighted sound energy as the time-varying sound over the averaging period. Unlike SEL,

Construction Vibration Worksheets – Appendix N.5
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by integrating the sound energy from all noise events over a given time period and applying a factor for

microinch per second and expressed as vibration decibels (VdB). Ground-borne vibration is not a common

the number of events. Leq can be expressed for any time interval; for example, the Leq representing an

environmental problem unlike roadway noise or transit noise. The vibration source levels for various types

averaged level over an 8-hour period would be expressed as Leq(8).

of construction equipment would be based on data provided in Table 7-4 of the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual.

Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL): CNEL, expressed in dBA, is the standard metric used in
California to represent cumulative noise exposure. The metric provides a single-number description of the

Construction activity can result in varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the equipment and

sound energy to which a person or community is exposed over a period of 24 hours similar to day-night

methods employed. Operation of construction equipment causes ground vibrations that spread through

average sound level (DNL). CNEL includes penalties applied to noise events occurring after 7:00 PM and

the ground and diminish in strength with distance. While ground vibrations from construction activities

before 7:00 AM, when noise is considered more intrusive. The penalized time period is further subdivided

do not often reach the levels that can damage structures, fragile buildings must receive special

into an evening period (7:00 PM through 10:00 PM) with an addition of 5 dBA to measured noise levels

consideration.

and a nighttime period (10:00 PM to 7:00 AM) with an addition of 10 dB to measured noise levels. The
evening weighting is the only difference between CNEL and DNL.

4.10.2.4 Effects of Noise on Humans

4.10.2.2 Groundborne Noise

Human response to sound is highly individualized. Annoyance is the most common issue associated with
community noise levels. Many factors influence the response to noise including the character of the noise,

Groundborne noise refers to noise generated by groundborne vibration. More specifically, groundborne

the variability of the sound level, the presence of tones or impulses, and the time of day of the occurrence.

noise is the low-frequency rumbling noise emanating from the motion of building room surfaces due to

Additionally, non-acoustical factors, such as individual opinion of the noise source, the ability to adapt to

the vibration of floors and walls; it is perceptible only inside buildings. 1 The relationship between

the noise, the attitude towards the source and those associated with it, and the predictability of the noise,

groundborne vibration (discussed in Section 4.10.2.3, directly below) and groundborne noise depends on

all influence the response to noise. These factors result in the reaction to noise being highly subjective,

the frequency content of the vibration and the acoustical absorption characteristics of the receiving room.

with the perceived effect of a particular noise varying widely among individuals in a community. The

For typical buildings, groundborne vibration that causes low frequency noise (i.e., the vibration spectrum

effects of noise can be grouped into three general categories:

peak is less than 30 Hz) results in a groundborne noise levels that is approximately 50 decibels lower than
the velocity level. For groundborne vibration that causes mid-frequency noise (i.e., the vibration spectrum

x

Subjective effects of annoyance, nuisance, dissatisfaction;

peak is between 30 and 60 Hz), the groundborne noise level will be approximately 35 dB lower than the

x

Interference with activities such as speech, sleep, and learning; and

velocity level. For groundborne vibration that causes high-frequency noise (i.e., the vibration spectrum

x

Physiological effects such as starting hearing loss.

peak is greater than 60 Hz), the groundborne noise level will be approximately 20 dB lower than the
velocity level. 2 Therefore, for typical buildings, the groundborne noise decibel level is lower than the

Noise-induced hearing loss usually takes years to develop. Hearing loss is one of the most obvious and

groundborne vibration velocity level at low frequencies.

easily quantifiable effects of excessive exposure to noise. While the loss may be temporary at first, it can
become permanent after continued exposure. When combined with hearing loss associated with aging,

4.10.2.3 Groundborne Vibration

the amount of hearing loss directly due to the environment is difficult to quantify. Although the major

Ground-borne vibration is the perceptible movement of building floors, rattling windows, and doors,

cause of noise induced hearing loss is occupational, nonoccupational sources may also be a factor.

shaking of items on shelves or walls, and rumbling sounds. The root mean square (RMS) amplitude of a
motion over a 1-second period is commonly used to predict human response to vibration. The motion due
to ground-borne vibration is described in vibration velocity levels, measured in decibels referenced to 1

Noise can mask important sounds and disrupt communication between individuals in a variety of settings.
This process can cause anything from a slight irritation to a serious safety hazard, depending on the
circumstance. Noise can disrupt face-to-face communication and telephone communication, and the

1

3

Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, p. 112, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
City of Inglewood, IMC, Chapter 5 Offenses, Miscellaneous, “Article 2. Noise Regulations,” Section 5-26. Noise Level
Measurement Criteria.
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Noise-induced sleep interference is one of the critical components of community annoyance. Sound level,

4.10.3 METHODOLOGY

frequency distribution, duration, repetition, and variability can make it difficult to fall asleep and may

4.10.3.1 Noise Measurements

cause momentary shifts in the natural sleep pattern or level of sleep. It can produce short-term effects,
Noise measurements were collected pursuant to Section 5-26 of the Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC), 3

with the possibility of more serious effects on health if it continues over long periods.

which states that sound level meters (SLMs) shall meet the American National Standard Institute’s (ANSI)
Annoyance can be defined as the expression of negative feelings resulting from interference with activities,

standard S1.4-1971 4 for Type 1 sound level meters, or by using an instrument with associated recording

as well as the disruption of one’s peace of mind and the enjoyment of one’s environment. The

and analyzing equipment that would provide equivalent data. The SLMs were field calibrated before the

consequences of noise-induced annoyance are privately held dissatisfaction, publicly expressed

measurements and have annual calibration records traceable to the National Institute of Standards and

complaints to authorities, and potential adverse health effects, as discussed previously.

Technology. 5

Some common sounds on the dBA scale, relative to ordinary conversation, are provided in Table 4.10-1:

A Type 1 (precision) Larson Davis Model 831 SLM 6 was used to conduct the noise monitoring survey. This

Common Sounds on the A-Weighted Decibel Scale. As shown, the relative perceived loudness of sound

meter meets all requirements of ANSI S1.4-1983 and ANSI 1.43-1997 Type 1 standards, 7 as well as

doubles for each increase of 10 dBA, although a 10 dBA change corresponds to a factor of 10 in relative

International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) 8 and IEC 60804 Type 1, Group X standards. 9 The SLM was

sound energy. Generally, sounds with differences of 3 dBA or less are not perceived to be noticeably

located approximately 5 feet above-ground and covered with a Larson Davis windscreen. The SLM was

different by most listeners.

field calibrated with an external calibrator prior to operation.

Table 4.10-1
Common Sounds on the A-Weighted Decibel Scale
Sound

Sound Level (dBA)

Noise measurements were taken to establish ambient noise conditions for three time periods. Locations
and data measurements are discussed in Section 4.10.5.2 and shown in Figure 4.10-5. 24-hour ambient

Subjective Evaluations

noise measurements were collected between November 14, 2018, to November 16, 2018, (refer to
Appendix N-1.1). Short-term (1-hour) ambient noise measurements were collected between November

Near Jet Engine

140

Threshold of Pain

130

Rock music, with amplifier

120

hours (4:00 PM – 7:00 PM) (refer to Appendix N-1.2). Short-term (15-minute) ambient noise

Thunder, snowmobile (operator)

110

measurements were collected between August 3, 2020, to August 5, 2020, during the nighttime period

Boiler shop, power mower

100

Orchestral crescendo at 25 feet, noisy kitchen

90

Busy street

80

Interior of department store

70

Ordinary conversation, 3 feet away

60

Quiet automobiles at low speed

50

Average office

40

City residence

30

Quiet country residence

20

Deafening

Very Loud

Rustle of leaves

10
0

Loud

4.10-6

pandemic. For quality assurance, gathered nighttime noise measurements were compared to the results
of the existing average daily traffic volumes that occurred prior to “Safer at Home”. As shown in data sets
provided later in this section, nighttime noise measurements taken along the study intersections were

Faint
3

Very Faint

4
5

____________
Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, Aircraft Noise Impact – Planning Guidelines for Local Agencies, 1972
Note:
1
Continuous exposure above 85 dB is likely to degrade the hearing of most people (hearing protection recommended).
2 Range of Speech: 50 – 70 dB
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after 8:00 PM (refer to Appendix N-1.3). It is important to note, short-term ambient noise measurements
were collected during the “Safer at Home” order that went into effect in March 2020 due to the COVID-19

Moderate

Threshold of hearing

26, 2018, to January 23, 2019, during the morning peak hours (7:00 AM to 10:00 AM) and evening peak
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6
7
8
9

City of Inglewood, IMC, Chapter 5 Offenses, Miscellaneous, “Article 2. Noise Regulations,” Section 5-26. Noise Level
Measurement Criteria.
American Institute of Physics for the Acoustical Society of America, American National Standard Specification for Sound
Level Meters (1992).
NIST Handbook, State Weights and Measures Laboratories Program Handbook, March 2003, accessed September 2021,
https://www.nist.gov/system/files/documents/2017/04/28/hb143-03-final.pdf
Larson Davis Model 831 SLM, http://www.larsondavis.com/support/slmsupport/model831.
American Institute of Physics for the Acoustical Society of America, American National Standard Specification for Sound
Level Meters (1992).
International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC), IEC 61672-1 Ed. 1.0, IEC 60651. Ed 1.2.
Larson Davis, 831 Advanced Sound Level Meter for Architectural, Environmental, & Product Noise Analysis,
http://www.larsondavis.com/contentstore/mktg/LD_Downloads/831_Lowres.pdf.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.10-7

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.10 Noise and Vibration

4.10 Noise and Vibration

similar to the conditions calculated from the existing average daily traffic volumes that were calculated

Additionally, the FTA Assessment Manual provides guidance on how to evaluate the level of impact of

before the COVID-19 pandemic.

noise levels from transit projects in relation to human annoyance, as shown in Table 4.10-3: FTA Levels of
Impact.

4.10.3.2 Construction Noise and Vibration
Table 4.10-3
FTA Levels of Impact

This section addresses the methodology to assess potential noise and vibration impacts associated with
operating equipment and construction-related traffic during the various phases of construction. The
Level of
Impact

construction traffic and equipment assumptions are provided in the Appendix 3.0.4: Inglewood Transit
Connector Project Baseline Construction Phasing Narrative, August 2021. The construction footprint for

Description

each phase is described in Section 4.10.7 of this topical section.

No Impact

Project-generated noise is not likely to cause community annoyance. Noise projections in this range
are considered acceptable by FTA and mitigation is not required.

Federal methodologies for assessing noise and vibration impact are defined in the FTA’s Transit Noise and

Moderate
Impact

Project-generated noise in this range is considered to cause impact at the threshold of measurable
annoyance. Moderate impacts serve as an alert to project planners for potential adverse impacts
and complaints from the community. Mitigation should be considered at this level of impact based
on project specifics and details concerning the affected properties.

Severe
Impact

Project-generated noise in this range is likely to cause a high level of community annoyance. The
project sponsor should first evaluate alternative locations/alignments to determine whether it is
feasible to avoid severe impacts altogether. In densely populated urban areas, evaluation of
alternative locations may reveal a trade-off of affected groups, particularly for surface rail
alignments. Projects that are characterized as point sources rather than line sources often present
greater opportunity for selecting alternative sites. This guidance manual and FTA's environmental
impact regulations both encourage project sites which are compatible with surrounding
development when possible. If it is not practical to avoid severe impacts by changing the location
of the project, mitigation measures must be considered.

Vibration Impact Assessment Manual. As updated in 2018, the FTA Assessment Manual provides
procedures and impact criteria for noise and vibration from transit sources and the criteria apply to transit
projects that seek federal funds.
These criteria include procedures for evaluating transit projects, including guidelines for evaluating the
impact of operational noise on sensitive land uses as shown in Table 4.10-2: FTA Land Use Categories and
Metrics for Transit Noise Impact Criteria.
Table 4.10-2
Land Use Categories and Metrics for Transit Noise Impact Criteria

Land Use
Category

Land Use
Type

Noise
Metric,
dBA

The FTA Assessment Manual identifies noise significance thresholds which are a function of existing
ambient noise levels and the land use category of sensitive receptors. As illustrated in Figure 4.10-1: FTA

Description of Land Use Category

1

High
Sensitivity

Outdoor
Leq (1hr)1

Land where quiet is an essential element of its intended purpose.
Example land uses include preserved land for serenity and quiet,
outdoor amphitheaters and concert pavilions, and national historic
landmarks with considerable outdoor use. Recording studios and
concert halls are also included in this category.

2

Residential

Outdoor
DNL

This category is applicable all residential land use and buildings where
people normally sleep, such as hotels and hospitals.

Outdoor
Leq (1hr)1

This category is applicable to institutional land uses with primarily
daytime and evening use. Example land uses include schools, libraries,
theaters, and churches where it is important to avoid interference with
such activities as speech, meditation, and concentration on reading
material. Places for meditation or study associated with cemeteries,
monuments, museums, campgrounds, and recreational facilities are
also included in this category.

3

Institutional

____________
Source: Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018
Note:
1
Leq(1hr) for the loudest hour of project-related activity during hours of noise sensitivity.
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Noise Impact Criteria for Transit Projects, the thresholds at which a moderate or severe impact occur vary
as the existing noise environment changes. The FTA Assessment Manual also provides guidance on
evaluating cumulative noise impacts.
According to the FTA Assessment Manual, project construction noise criteria should account for the
existing noise environment, the absolute noise levels during construction activities, the duration of
construction, and the adjacent land use. As such, the FTA Assessment Manual provides the following
reasonable criteria for assessment for residential, commercial, and industrial land uses:
x

Residential: 90 dBA Leq (1-hour) during the daytime; 80 dBA Leq (1-hour) during the nighttime.

x

Commercial: 100 dBA Leq (1-hour) during the daytime and nighttime.

x

Industrial: 100 dBA Leq (1-hour) during the daytime and nighttime.
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Construction Phasing
Construction of the proposed Project would occur in eight (8) phases over approximately 46 months
between January 2024 and November 2027. It is likely that these construction phases will overlap to
provide the most efficient construction schedule once a contractor is selected for the delivery of the
proposed Project. The construction phasing described below will likely be refined as design and
implementation of the Project progresses and a contractor is selected. A summary description of
construction phasing is provided below.
Prior to Phase 1 construction activities being initiated on the MSF site, the owner/operator of the Vons
supermarket currently located on this site would demolish the existing Vons gas station on the corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue and pave this area for use as a parking area for the new Vons
store to be built on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. This construction would
occur over an approximate 10-month period prior to Phase 1 of the ITC construction.

Phase 1
Phase 1 would include demolition of buildings and site improvements on properties acquired for
construction of the project, the beginning of construction of the MSF, trenching and installation of primary
power duct bank, and preparatory work on the east side of Prairie Avenue to allow for the roadway shift.
Phase 1 construction would start in January 2024. Phase 1 construction would include the following:
x

Demolition of buildings and site improvements on property acquired for the project. As noted below,
portions of the areas to be demolished will be used for construction staging.

x

Utility locations for protection in place, possible utility relocations, and new utility installation for
utilities such as electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic signals, and streetlights.

x

Removal and disposal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscape, and medians as needed, including
the installation of new or temporary pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks, along the
east side of Prairie Avenue.

x

Site preparation for installation of the power distribution system (PDS) substations , electrical
equipment, and subsystems will occur at the MSF site and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station Site.

x

Installation of the primary power duct bank along Prairie Avenue.

x

Installation of the power duct bank for the SCE power feed from the SCE Inglewood Substation to
the MSF site.

SOURCE: TRANSIT NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ASSESSMENT MANUAL, FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

FIGURE 4.10-1
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Phase 3

The properties where existing buildings and site improvements will be demolished include at the existing
retail commercial center at Market Street and Regent Street, the commercial buildings located at 500

Phase 3 would include foundation work for the Automated Transit System (ATS) guideway, foundation

Manchester Boulevard, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street on the northeast corner of

work for the Market Street/Florence Ave Station, and construction for the support structure of the MSF

Manchester and Market Street, the retail commercial center at northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and

building. Phase 3 work will include utility relocation (if necessary), foundations, cast-in=place (CIP)

Hardy Street, , the commercial building at 925 S. Prairie Avenue, and the commercial building at 1003 S.

columns, and setting of prefabricated buildings at the PDSs. Phase 3 construction would occur in 2024

Prairie Avenue.

through 2025. Phase 3 construction would include the following:

After demolition, the remaining asphalt flatwork areas at the commercial plaza at Market Street and

x

northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, will provide space for construction staging, including

Utility work including potential relocations, protection in place where feasible, and new utility installations
including but not limited to electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic signals, and
streetlights.

but not limited to, space for equipment storage, material staging and storage, contractor jobsite trailers,

x

Removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition as needed. This work includes
new or temporary pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks.

x

Removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition of other improvements as
needed along the guideway alignment. This work includes new or temporary pavement and asphalt
for road work and sidewalks.

The installation of a K-Rail system on the south side of Manchester Boulevard to delineate the
construction area. The K-Rail system will be installed approximately twenty-two feet into the public
ROW from southerly face of curb, excluding sidewalks, along Manchester Boulevard from Prairie
Avenue to Market Street and maintained until construction in this area is completed. The area within
the K-Rail system will be used for the mobilization of equipment, drilling, crane operations and
concrete pump outriggers for the excavation and installation of concrete foundations, concrete piles,
single and double concrete columns, beam girders and cantilevered bents for the aerial construction.

x

Installation of buildings for the electrical equipment and subsystems at each of the two PDS sites.

x

Construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders for MSF building.

Utility work including potential relocations, protection in place where feasible, and new utility
installations including but not limited to electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic
signals, and streetlights.

x

The installation of two rows of K-Rail system along Market Street to delineate the construction area.
The K-Rail system will be installed approximately twenty-five feet into the public ROW in the center
of Market Street, from Manchester Boulevard to Florence Avenue. The area within the K-Rail system
will be used for the mobilization of equipment, drilling, crane operations and concrete pump
outriggers for the excavation and installation of concrete foundations, concrete piles, single and
double concrete columns, beam girders and for supports directly under the guideway.

x

Drill foundations for the ATS guideway along the west side of Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard, the south side of Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
Market Street from Manchester Boulevard to Florence Avenue.

x

Drill foundations for the Market Street/Florence Ave Station.

x

Drill foundations for the Prairie Ave/Manchester Boulevard Station.

x

Drill foundations for the Prairie Ave/Hardy Street Station.

Regent Street, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street, and the retail commercial center at

and on-site parking for construction staff throughout the entire project duration.

Phase 2
Phase 2 would include activities to enable the construction sequence of the guideway along Prairie Avenue
from Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard, and work at the MSF site. Phase 2 construction would occur
in 2024 through 2025. Phase 2 construction would include the following:
x

x

x

Drilling of the foundations for the MSF building.

x

Construct new pavement, sidewalks, streetlights, traffic signals, and other infrastructure on Prairie
Avenue, and shift the roadway east to its new alignment.

x

The installation of a K-Rail system on the west side of Prairie Avenue to delineate the construction
area. The K-Rail system will be installed approximately twenty-two feet into the public right-of-way
(ROW) from the westerly face of curb on Prairie Avenue, excluding sidewalks, from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard and maintained until construction in this area is completed. The area within
the K-Rail system will be used for the mobilization of equipment, drilling, crane operations and
concrete pump outriggers for the excavation and installation of concrete foundations, concrete piles,
single and double concrete columns, beam girders and cantilevered bents for the aerial construction.

x

Installation of buildings for the electrical equipment and subsystems at each of the two PDS sites.
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Phase 4

Phase 5

Phase 4 construction would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, guideway column caps along

Phase 5 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy

Market Street, and the MSF building deck and shell. Phase 4 activities will include utility relocation (if

Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,

necessary), foundations, CIP columns, guideway column caps, and installation of equipment at the TPDSs.

guideway girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Phase 5 activities will include

Phase 4 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026. Phase 4 construction would include the following:

guideway girders, guideway straddle caps, and installation of equipment at the PDSs. Phase 5 construction

x

would occur in 2025 through 2026. Phase 5 construction would include the following:

x

Removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition of other improvements on
Manchester as needed along the guideway alignment. This work includes new or temporary
pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks.

x

Utility work including potential relocations, protection in place where feasible, and new utility
installations including but not limited to electrical, water, gas, storm drains, sewer, temporary traffic
signals, and streetlights.

x

Installation on of the building deck, shell, and steel roof members on the MSF building.

x

Construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders, for Market Street/Florence Ave
Station.

x

Construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders, for Prairie Ave/Hardy Street
Station.

x

Construction of the guideway columns and column caps along Market Street.

x

Installation of electrical equipment in the PDS buildings.

x

Reconstruct sidewalk, curb, and gutter on the west side of Prairie Avenue and south side of
Manchester Boulevard.

x

After construction activities on the west side of Prairie Avenue are completed, construction of the
east side of Prairie Avenue would begin. A K-rail system would be installed to delineate the
construction area on the east side of Prairie Avenue. The K-Rail system will be installed approximately
fifteen-feet into the public ROW starting from the easterly face of curb, excluding sidewalk, from
Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard. If needed, a temporary easement or utility setback may be
utilized to secure staging areas. The area within the K-Rail system will be used for the installation of
foundations, CIP columns, single and double concrete columns, beam girders and cantilevered bents
for the aerial construction.

x

x

4.10 Noise and Vibration

Aerial construction of the guideway on Market Street, with precast segments and/or formwork with
precast trapezoidal troughs and girders. This work would include temporary closure of Market Street
during the following activities for safety measures:
–

During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

–

Traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath precast segments while they are being moved
and set.

–

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms, temporary lane closures would be
necessary.

–

The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments, girders, and beams will be
located in the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station staging area; delivery to the construction
area may require street closures.

x

Construction on the interior of the MSF building.

x

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork for Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station with
precast trapezoidal troughs and steel girders, and construction of platform, mezzanine, and vertical
circulation elements.

x

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork for Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station with precast
trapezoidal troughs and steel girders, and construction of platform, mezzanine, and vertical
circulation elements.

x

Aerial construction of the guideway straddle cap formwork on Manchester Boulevard. This work
would include temporary closure of Manchester Boulevard during the following activities for safety
measures:

After construction activities on the south side of Manchester Boulevard are completed, construction
of the north side of Manchester Boulevard would begin. A K-rail system would be installed to delineate
the construction area on the north side of Manchester Boulevard. The area within the K-Rail system
will be used for the installation of foundations, CIP columns, single and double concrete columns,
beam girders and cantilevered bents for the aerial construction.

–

During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

–

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be
necessary.

Drill foundations for the ATS guideway along the east side of Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard, and the north side of Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street

–

The staging and holding area for the delivery of girders and beams will be located in the MSF
staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.
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x

–

Aerial construction of the guideway straddle cap formwork on Prairie Avenue. This work would
include temporary closure of Prairie Avenue during the following activities for safety measures:
–

During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

–

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be
necessary.

–

x

4.10 Noise and Vibration

Traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath precast segments while they are being moved
and set.

x

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the uses
of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be necessary.

x

The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments, girders, and beams will be located
in the MSF staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

The staging and holding area for the delivery of girders and beams will be located in the MSF
staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

–

Completion of the electrical equipment in the PDS substation buildings.

–

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork with precast trapezoidal troughs and steel girders,
and completion of platform, mezzanine, and vertical circulation elements for Prairie/Manchester
Station.

–

Aerial construction of the guideway formwork with precast trapezoidal troughs and steel girders,
and completion of platform, mezzanine, and vertical circulation elements for Hardy Station.

–

Construction of the overhead bridge across Florence Avenue, providing a passenger access
walkway from the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station to the Metro K Line Downtown
Inglewood Station.

Installation of electrical equipment in the PDS buildings.

Phase 6
Phase 6 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
completion of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, completion of Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street
Station, and completion of the MSF building, and the elevated passenger walkway to the Metro K Line
Downtown Inglewood Station. Phase 6 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026. Phase 6

Phase 7

construction would include the following:
x

Aerial construction of the guideway on Manchester Boulevard, with precast segments and/or
formwork with precast trapezoidal troughs and girders. This work would include temporary closure
of Manchester Boulevard during the following activities for safety measures:

Phase 7 construction would include final site work and completion of the stations. Phase 7 would occur in
2026. Phase 7 construction would include the following:
x

Final site work and paving on Manchester Boulevard.

–

During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

x

Completion of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station.

–

Traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath precast segments while they are being moved
and set.

x

Completion of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station.

x

Completion of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station.

x

Final site work at the MSF site.

x

Final site work at the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station.

x

Construction of all surface parking lots.

–

–

During formwork and concrete placement of the cast-in-place trapezoidal box trough and/or the
uses of precast/prestressed “I” steel girders and platforms. Temporary lane closures would be
necessary.
The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments, girders, and beams will be
located in the MSF staging area; delivery to the construction area may require street closures.

–
x

Completion of the MSF facility including building commissioning.

x

Aerial construction of the guideway on Prairie Avenue, with precast segments and/or formwork with
precast trapezoidal troughs and girders. This work would include temporary closure of Prairie Avenue
during the following activities for safety measures:
–

During the formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure.

Final roadway improvements and modifications, and re-striping of streets as required.

Phase 8
Phase 8 construction would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and primarily
includes installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS trains. Phase 8
construction would occur in 2025 through 2027, with the primary construction activities occurring in 2026
and some installation of equipment starting towards the end of Phase 3 construction when sufficient aerial
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condition of the equipment. Over the course of construction, activities would occur over a 16 hour/day
schedule with two shifts, either a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an evening
shift from approximately 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM, or a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00
PM and a night shift from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM. The night shift would be used for material
deliveries, export of soil and debris and other light construction activities. Construction during the

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

76
76
76
76
75
73
74
74
74
85
40
40
40
40
N/A
40
N/A
N/A
40
50
0
0
0
0
5
2
0
1
10
5
0
0
85
0
12
2
2
1
20
7
0
0
50
0
18
2
2
1
30
10

4.10-19

0
0
20
153
25
2
3
1
30
10
0
0
0
1,157
25
2
3
1
30
10
0
25
20
2,015
25
4
4
1
65
20

Phase 7
Phase 6
Phase 5

Quantitya

85
80
80
85
80
85
85
90
89
85
82
80
84
90
83
55
75

300
20
40
1,913
12
4
4
1
20
7

noise levels (i.e., noise levels without Project-related construction noise). The actual noise level would
vary, depending upon the equipment type, model, the type of work activity being performed, and the

Phase 4

levels generated by construction activity, calculating the construction-related noise level at nearby noisesensitive receptor locations, and comparing these construction-related noise levels to existing ambient

Phase 3

from construction and staging of construction equipment were evaluated by determining cumulative noise

Phase 2

site preparation, grading, construction, paving, and application of architectural coatings. Noise impacts

Phase 1

Construction activities typically generate noise from the operation of equipment required for demolition,

Table 4.10-4
Proposed Project Anticipated Construction Equipment by Phase

Construction Equipment Noise

1,400
25
0
305
7
2
4
1
20
5

This work will involve periodic temporary lane closures as needed to allow access to the aerial
construction platforms, installation of equipment, completion of platforms, stations, and electrical
systems, and completing roadway improvements and modifications.

16
40
40
20
40
40
40
20
20
50
50
50
20
20
20
N/A
20

Station commissioning.

x

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
6
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

Testing and commissioning of the ATS trains

x

1
1
0
0
1
0
2
0
0
8
2
0
2
0
4
0
0

x

6
1
1
0
3
0
2
0
0
10
2
1
1
1
1
2
2

Installation, testing, and commissioning of the PDSs and power systems.

6
3
1
0
4
0
2
2
2
15
3
1
0
1
1
2
6

x

6
3
3
3
5
1
2
2
2
15
3
2
0
1
1
5
6

Installation of the station platform equipment and systems, such as platform doors, passenger
information systems, and ticket vending.

3
3
5
3
4
2
2
3
2
10
2
2
0
1
2
5
8

Installation, testing, and commissioning of the operation and control systems

x

1
3
4
1
2
2
2
3
2
5
0
0
0
1
1
5
8

x

0
3
3
0
2
2
2
3
5
5
0
0
0
2
0
4
3

Installation of the ATS track work.

Phase 8

x

Lmax
at
50 feet, dBA

following:

Usage Factor
(%)

structure is available for the installation of the equipment. Phase 8 construction would include the

4.10 Noise and Vibration

4.10 Noise and Vibration

for on- and off-site construction activities and is shown in Table 4.10-4: Proposed Project Anticipated
Construction Equipment by Phase.
Off-Road On-Site Equipment: Off-road construction equipment includes dozers, loaders, sweepers, and
other heavy-duty construction equipment that is not licensed for travel on public highways.
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The Construction Phasing Narrative (see Appendix F) identifies the anticipated construction equipment

Equipment
Off-Road On-Site Equipment
Crane
Backhoe
Loader
Auger Drill Rig
Compressor (air)
Excavator
Bobcat
Impact Hammer
Jackhammer
Pneumatic Tools
Generator
Drum Mixer
Drill Rig Truck
Concrete Saw
Compactor (ground)
Portable Light Towers
MKN Lifts
On-Road On-Site Equipment
Demo Dump Trucks (Total)
Asphalt Removal Trucks (Total)
Asphalt Placement Trucks (Total)
Soil Spoils Dump Trucks (Total)
Utility Trucks
Welder/Torch
Water Truck
Street Sweeper
Flat Bed Trucks
Pneumatic Tools

nighttime period would require a permit from the Permits and Licenses Committee of the City.
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75
80
40
N/A
30
20
40
40

0
0
1,153
0
3,584
2

30
20

Lmax
at
50 feet, dBA
85
84
Usage Factor
(%)
40
20
Phase 7

On-Road Off-Site Equipment: On-road on-site equipment includes shuttle vans transporting construction
employees to and from the site(s), on-site pick-up trucks, and crew vans

Construction Noise Modeling

x

Ambient noise levels at surrounding noise-sensitive receptor locations were modeled based on
existing noise in proximity to the nearby noise-sensitive receptors.

x

Typical noise levels for each type of construction equipment were obtained from the Federal Highway
Administration’s (FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM). A sample of typical
construction equipment noise levels is shown in Table 4.10-4.

An inventory of possible construction equipment, including number and types of equipment, was

50
40

simultaneously. It is highly unlikely that all pieces of construction equipment identified in Table 4.10-4
4.10-20

would operate simultaneously in any specific location during construction because equipment is generally
operated only when needed and space constraints limit the equipment that can be used at any one time
in a specific location. Therefore, this modeling approach is considered a conservative approach to calculate
the maximum noise levels that would be generated.
Moreover, as discussed more fully below, the project proposes PDF-NOISE-1 Construction Noise Control
Plan as part of the Construction Commitment Program for the project. PDF-NOISE-1 requires the
contractor to prepare a Construction Noise Control Plan, and to incorporate numerous measures as
construction requirements that will reduce construction noise, such as installing noise barriers and
muffling equipment. The noise modeling reported below does not account for these noise-reducing
project features. The calculated average sound power levels (refer to Appendix N-4.1) were inputted as
area sources into the SoundPLAN model 10 each for the eight (8) construction phases:
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50
40
40
40
20
10
10
10

Equipment
Concrete Trucks (Total)
Concrete Pump Trucks
On-Road Off-Site Equipment
Pickup Trucks
Delivery Trucks

0
0

653
2

6,112
3

6,453
3

5,823
2

identified for each phase/component of construction and all equipment was assumed to operate
____________
Source: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) Version 1.1
a - Appendix F Construction Phasing Narrative for the EIR.
Note:
Usage Factor (%): An acoustical usage factor to assume for modeling purposes.
Exposure Limit: The time that the equipment is predicted to produce noise.
Lmax at 50 feet: Noise emission level at 50 feet from the piece of equipment.

Phase 8

On-Road On-Site Equipment: On-road on-site equipment on-site water trucks, dump trucks, haul trucks
and other on-road vehicles licensed to travel on public roadways.

The following were used to calculate construction noise levels:

Phase 6
Phase 5
Phase 4
Phase 3
Phase 2
Phase 1

Quantitya

4.10 Noise and Vibration

4.10 Noise

a)

Phase 1: 84.8 dBA (Leq-1hour) per square meter (dB/m, m2) with an Lmax of 85.4 dBA

b)

Phase 2: 83.1 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 84.9 dBA

c)

Phase 3: 84.1 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 84.6 dBA

d)

Phase 4: 84.7 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 84.6 dBA

10 SoundPLAN model is in compliance with ISO 9613-2 standards for assessing attenuation of sound propagating outdoors
and general calculation method.
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e)

Phase 5: 84.9 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 84.8 dBA

Due to site constraints, primarily along Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard, just-in-time deliveries

f)

Phase 6: 83.0 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 82.3 dBA

of construction materials would be required during off-peak hours and/or night hours. Additionally,

g)

Phase 7: 84.0 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 82.1 dBA

construction of the guideway, columns and station components that could impact Prairie Avenue and

h)

Phase 8: 90.0 dBA (Leq-1hour) dB/m, m2 with an Lmax of 85.2 dBA

Manchester Boulevard would be primarily constructed during the off-peak hours and night hours in order
to minimize impacts to daily commuter traffic and potential event traffic. Delivery of construction

Distances between construction activities for each of the phases and staging area locations (noise source),
and surrounding noise-sensitive receptors were measured using concept plans for the proposed Project
and aerial imagery.

materials would occur during the night shift, as would most lane closures. Construction activities during
the day shift would primarily consist of work that could proceed without requiring lane closures or
significant disruption to daily commuter traffic and potential event traffic along Prairie Avenue and

Construction traffic and equipment noise levels were calculated for noise-sensitive receptor locations (see
Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0.6 Sensitive Receptors) based on the conventional
standard point source noise-distance attenuation factor of 4.5 to 6.0 dBA for each doubling of distance.

Manchester Boulevard. Additionally, it can be anticipated that some minor activity would occur during
periods in between construction shifts for logistics, moving equipment, etc. An adjusted workload
intensity is assumed for these periods of minor activity.

Construction noise levels were quantified at predetermined distances from the site using the Leq metric.

Table 4.10-5
Estimate of Hourly Construction Activity Levels

Calculated noise levels associated with the proposed Project’s construction at noise-sensitive receptor
Equipment Use Activity Factor

locations were then compared to estimated existing noise levels and the construction noise significance
thresholds.
Table 4.10-5: Estimate of Hourly Construction Activity Levels presents the construction activity shifts that
would occur during the 24-hour period. Construction activity would primarily occur over a 16 hour daily
schedule with two shifts, either a Morning/Evening shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an

Nighttime

evening shift from approximately 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM, or a Morning/Night shift from approximately 7:00
AM to 3:00 PM during the day and a night shift from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM. 11 There will be
periods when construction activities are scheduled to occur from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM to
accommodate work activities that cannot be accomplished during the daytime shifts (i.e., during largescale pours of concrete when it would be necessary to maintain a continuous stream of concrete deliveries
through multiple shifts). Construction work is assumed to occur seven days a week.

Daytime

For purposes of this analysis, a hybrid construction shift was derived from Table 4.10-5 to calculate
maximum construction noise levels. Conservatively, the construction noise analysis assumed the
equipment use activity factor for morning/night shift during the nighttime period (10:00 PM – 6:59 AM),
morning/evening shift during the daytime period (7:00 AM – 6:59 PM), and the morning/evening shift

Evening

during the evening period (7:00 PM – 9:59 PM). 24-hour CNEL, daytime (7:00 AM to 8:00 PM) and
nighttime (8:00 PM to 7:00 AM) construction noise levels are provided in Appendix N.4-2 through 4.10.45 for each construction phase. Maximum hourly construction noise levels are provided in the tables below.

Nighttime

Hour
12:00 AM – 1:00 AM
1:00 AM – 2:00 AM
2:00 AM – 3:00 AM
3:00 AM – 4:00 AM
4:00 AM – 5:00 AM
5:00 AM – 6:00 AM
6:00 AM – 6:59 AM
7:00 AM – 8:00 AM
8:00 AM – 9:00 AM
9:00 AM – 10:00 AM
10:00 AM – 11:00 AM
11:00 AM – 12:00 PM
12:00 PM – 1:00 PM
1:00 PM – 2:00 PM
2:00 PM – 3:00 PM
3:00 PM – 4:00 PM
4:00 PM – 5:00 PM
5:00 PM – 6:00 PM
6:00 PM – 6:59 PM
7:00 PM – 8:00 PM
8:00 PM – 9:00 PM
9:00 PM – 9:59 PM
10:00 PM – 11:00 PM
11:00 PM – 12:00 AM

Morning/Evening Shift
(7:00 AM – 3:00 PM,
3:00 PM – 11:00 PM)
25%
25%
25%
25%
25%
25%
25%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
75%
75%
75%
50%
25%

Morning/Night Shift
(7:00 AM – 3:00 PM,
11:00 PM – 7:00 AM)
50%
50%
50%
50%
50%
50%
50%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
50%
50%
50%
50%
38%
38%
38%
25%
50%

____________
Source: Appendix F: Construction Phasing Narrative for the EIR, August 2021.

11 Appendix F: Construction Phasing Narrative for this Recirculated Draft EIR, August 2021.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.10-22

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.10-23

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.10 Noise
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Construction equipment noise was evaluated by determining the noise levels generated by typical outdoor

November 16, 2018. Accelerometers were placed on smooth surfaces on the ground to ensure that vertical
vibration was accurately captured. The vibration intervals were set to 1 second at each location.

construction activity and calculating the potential for exposure to noise-sensitive uses. Construction
equipment noise impacts were assessed by identifying the closest noise-sensitive receptors to each
construction area.

Construction Traffic Noise
The analysis of construction traffic noise impacts focuses on off-site Project construction activity by:
x

Identifying major roadways that may be used for construction worker commute routes or truck haul
routes;

x

Identifying the nature and location of noise-sensitive receptors along those routes; and

x

Evaluating the traffic characteristics along those routes, specifically as related to existing traffic
volumes.

The primary haul and delivery routes include Florence Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue and
Century Boulevard which have been designated by the City as Truck Routes. 12 To minimize traffic impacts
to streets in and around the proposed Project area, excavated dirt materials/spoils will be hauled during
off-peak and night hours.

Existing vibration monitoring was conducted to provide data on ambient ground-borne vibration
generated by traffic and operation of activities. The locations of the vibration monitoring selected were
either adjacent to sensitive land uses (residences and hotels) or buildings that were close to where the
components of the proposed Project would be constructed. Vibration data was acquired with a flat
frequency response range from 6 Hertz (Hz) to 400 Hz.

4.10.3.3 Operational Noise and Vibration
This section addresses the methodology to assess potential noise impacts associated with changes in
roadway traffic attributable to the operation of the proposed Project. Additionally, this section addresses
noise and vibration impacts associated with operation of trains and stationary uses (MSF and PDSs).

Traffic Noise
The analysis evaluates the extent to which ambient exterior noise levels at noise-sensitive uses located
along major roadways within the Project vicinity may change due to traffic associated with the operation
of the proposed Project, and noise generated from the ATS trains and stationary sources such as the MSF.
The noise evaluation addressed the following scenarios:

Construction traffic volume data was provided for multiple segments along each roadway. According to
FHWA, traffic noise levels increase by 3 dBA where traffic volumes double (100 percent increase).
Therefore, where Project construction traffic along a haul route results in the doubling of ADT, a significant
impact would occur.

x

Adjusted Baseline Conditions during typical non-event Weekday without the ITC Project

x

Adjusted Baseline Conditions during typical non-event Weekday with the ITC Project

x

Opening Year (2027) Conditions with NFL event Weekday without the ITC Project

Construction Equipment Vibration

x

Opening Year (2027) Conditions with NFL event Weekday with the ITC Project

For quantitative construction vibration assessments related to building damage and human annoyance,
vibration source levels for construction equipment were taken from the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual. 13 Building damage would be assessed for each piece of equipment
individually and assessed in terms of peak particle velocity (PPV). Ground-borne vibration related to
human annoyance is assessed in terms of rms velocity levels.

x

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with NFL event Weekday without the ITC Project

x

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with NFL event Weekday with the ITC Project

Ground-borne vibration measurements (refer to Appendix N.3) were collected in accordance with FTA
guidance 14 at each of the five noise monitoring locations that were measured over a 24-hour period.
Outdoor field measurements were taken using remote monitoring systems and an accelerometer on

12 City Municipal Code, Section 3-85. Truck Routes Established.
13 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
14 FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual.
Meridian Consultants
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Traffic Data Conversions
The traffic study (see Appendix O) evaluated an extensive network of roadway intersections to be assessed
for increases in traffic volumes within the area surrounding the proposed Project. Existing ADTs were
estimated using the validated Inglewood Travel Demand Forecasting Model (ITDF). The ITDF Model was
utilized along with existing transportation networks for each of the four time periods (AM, Mid-Day, PM,
Nighttime) and the associated socio-economic database consistent with the SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS
Regional Model. The results for all four time periods were aggregated to reflect the average daily
conditions. The resulting ADT volumes reflect typical weekday operations under the existing (2020)
conditions.
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Table 4.10-6
Proposed Project Study Intersections

Fl

La

This area is generally bound by Florence Avenue to the north, Century Boulevard and 104 Street to the
south, Crenshaw Boulevard to the east and La Brea Avenue to the west. A total of 26 intersections were
studied that may be subjected to an increase or decrease in ambient roadway traffic noise as a result of
the proposed Project (see Appendix O). These intersections are identified on Table 4.10-6: Proposed
Project Study Intersections and shown on Figure 4.10-2: Traffic Study Areas and Intersections. At each
intersection, turning movements were recorded during the morning and afternoon peak traffic hours. The
collected turning movement data was converted into estimated road traffic noise levels using the FHWA
traffic noise model (TNM) methodology. 15
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4.10 Noise

4.10 Noise

Traffic Volume Data

criteria are based on extensive research that suggests humans are sensitive to vibration velocities in the

The process of assessing potential road traffic noise impacts that would be generated by implementation

range of 8 to 80 Hz. 20

of the Project requires that estimates of current road traffic noise levels be prepared to establish existing
conditions as a baseline for noise impact analyses. The traffic turning movement counts collected as part
of the Transportation Study (see Appendix O) were used to calculate estimates of daytime (7:00 AM to
10:00 PM) and nighttime (10:00 PM to 7:00 AM) ADT volumes on the roadway segments between traffic
study intersections (refer to Appendix N.2-1). These ADT values were inputted into the FHWA traffic noise

Structures amplify ground-borne vibration, and wood-frame buildings, such as typical residential
structures, are more affected by ground vibration than are heavier buildings. The level at which groundborne vibration is strong enough to cause architectural damage has not been determined conclusively.
The most conservative estimates are reflected in the FTA standards, shown in Table 4.10-8: Ground-borne
Vibration Criteria—Architectural Damage. 21

model.
Table 4.10-7
Ground-borne Vibration Criteria—Human Annoyance

Traffic Noise Modeling
Traffic volume and road parameter data were inputted via the SoundPLAN 16 noise model to the FHWA

Land Use Category

Max Lv (VdB)

Workshop

90

Distinctly felt vibration; appropriate to workshops and
non-sensitive areas

Office

84

Felt vibration; appropriate to offices and non-sensitive
areas

Residential: Daytime

78

Barely felt vibration; adequate for computer
equipment

Residential: Nighttime

72

Vibration not felt, but ground-borne noise may be
audible inside quiet rooms

TNM 2.5 model, 17 which is the road traffic noise model preferred by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans). The TNM model calculates the average noise levels at the specific locations
based on nearby roadway traffic volumes, average vehicle speeds, roadway geometry, and physical site
conditions. The modeled noise levels for each of the scenarios described above is the average

CNEL 18

calculated for the daytime and nighttime periods by the model for sensitive receptors assumed to be
located adjacent to the street. These values represent the maximum potential noise levels to which
sensitive receptors could be exposed to from road traffic noise.

Description

____________
Source: United States Department of Transportation, Federal Transportation Authority, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment (May 2006).
Note: For Max Lv (VdB), Lv is the velocity level in decibels as measured in 1/3 octave bands of frequency over the frequency
ranges of 8 to 80 Hz

FTA Vibration Guidelines
The FTA has published a technical manual, Transit Noise and Vibration Impacts Assessment Manual, which

Table 4.10-8
Ground-borne Vibration Criteria—Architectural Damage

provides ground-borne vibration impact criteria with respect to building damage during construction
activities. 19 Building vibration damage is measured in PPV. According to the FTA guidelines, a vibration
criterion of 0.20 PPV should be considered as the significant impact level for nonengineered timber and
masonry buildings. Structures or buildings constructed of reinforced concrete, steel, or timber have a
vibration damage criterion of 0.50 PPV based on the FTA guidelines.
The human reaction to various levels of vibration is highly subjective and varies from person to person.
Table 4.10-7: Ground-borne Vibration Criteria—Human Annoyance shows the FTA’s vibration criteria to
evaluate vibration-related annoyance due to resonances of the structural components of a building. These

16 SoundPLAN https://www.soundplan.eu/en/
17 Federal Highway Administration, Traffic Noise Model Version 2.5,
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/traffic_noise_model/tnm_v25/.
18 Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) is a weighted average of noise level over time. It is used to compare the noisiness
of neighborhoods. CNEL is frequently used in regulations of airport noise impact on the surrounding community. A CNEL
exceeding 65db is generally considered unacceptable for a residential neighborhood.
19 Federal Transit Administration (USDOT, FTA), Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, FTA report no. 0123
(September 2018), accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf.
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Building Category

PPV (ips)

Lv (VdB)

0.5

102

II. Engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster)

0.3

98

III. Nonengineered timber and masonry buildings

0.2

94

IV. Buildings extremely susceptible to vibration damage

0.12

90

I.

Reinforced concrete, steel, or timber (no plaster)

____________
Source: United States Department of Transportation, Federal Transportation Authority, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment (May 2006).
Note: For Max Lv (VdB), Lv = the velocity level in decibels as measured in 1/3 octave bands of frequency over the frequency
ranges of 8 to 80 Hz; VdB = vibration decibels; Hz = hertz; ips = inches per second.

20 Federal Transit Administration (USDOT, FTA), Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA report no. 0123
(September 2018), accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf.
21 Federal Transit Administration (USDOT, FTA), Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA report no. 0123
(September 2018), accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf.
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4.10 Noise

Transit Noise and Vibration

4.10 Noise

Project the noise levels generated would not be greater than the noise levels from a rubber tire system.

The proposed Project will be a “pinched loop” system, whereby trains operate back and forth from the
Market Street/Florence Avenue Station to the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station, stopping at each
station along the way and reversing at “turnbacks” at each end of the

system. 22

Trains will crossover to

the adjacent guideway prior to entering the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station and reverse direction

As required by PDF-Noise-3, the exterior noise level generated by the ATS train, with all contributing noise
sources in operation, would not exceed the levels specified in Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE
21-05.
The estimated fleet size considers the operating fleet, which is the number of vehicles required to provide

when leaving the station. At the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station end of the line, trains will also

the necessary line capacity to meet the projected demand, as well as the spare fleet, comprised of the hot

crossover prior to entering the station and reverse direction when leaving the station.

standby and maintenance trains to ensure that the number of trains required for operations is always

The proposed Project is planned to operate from 6:00 AM to 11:59 PM (midnight) for normal
weekday/weekend service, with the possibility to add trains and extend hours, as needed, to serve special
events. Generally, additional service will be provided before the start of an event to bring passengers to
the venue, and again at the end of the event to bring passengers back to the Metro K Line.

available. 26 Rubber-tire ATS train are typically used at airports around the world as well as urban areas.
Typical characteristics of such ATS trains include speeds of up to 50 miles per hour and vehicle dimensions
of approximately 40 to 42 feet long and approximately 9 feet wide. 27 Monorail technologies are typically
used in urban environments. Typical characteristics of both ATS trains and monorails include train speeds
of up to 50 miles per hour and vehicle dimensions of approximately 55 to 65 feet long by approximately

As part of the proposed Project, the Operating Systems Report 23 technical requirements identified large,
automated monorail, and rubber-tire ATS trains as the technology to be maintained for consideration. The
review confirmed that rubber-tire ATS train and large automated monorail technologies are applicable

9.5 feet to 10.3 feet wide. 28

Exterior ATS Train Noise

and appropriate for the proposed Project. The requirements for rubber-tire ATS train and large monorail

Noise from ATS trains is generated primarily from electric control systems and traction (electric) motors,

technologies were used in this analysis.24

gear systems, wind shear, and contact between wheels and the rails. While train horns and crossing
notification systems can also be typical noise sources for ATS trains, the guideway would be completely

The ATS trains would be either a rubber-tire, steel-wheel system, or a monorail system, or a cable or pulley

grade-separated, with no vehicle or passenger walkway along the routes.

system. The technical requirements for large, automated monorail, rubber-tire ATS train, and automated
steel-wheel/steel-rail, also known as automated light rail transit (ALRT) were reviewed against the public

The Automated People Mover Standards Committee of the Standards Council of the Transportation and

rights of-way and property availability to determine the technologies best applicable for the proposed

Development Institute of ASCE 29 has developed the Automated People Mover Standards,

Project. While rubber tired ATS trains, including monorail systems, can meet the defined physical

ANSI/ASCE/T&DI 21-13,30 which establishes the minimum requirements necessary to achieve an

requirements for the Project, steel wheel/steel rail technologies and cable or pulley systems may also be

acceptable level of safety and performance for an ATS train. An ATS train is defined as a guided light-rail

viable provided this technology can comply with the defined requirements for the Project, including the

transit train mode that is fully automated, featuring vehicles that operate on guideways with exclusive

ability to fit within the defined physical space available for the Project and maximum limits on noise. A

ROW. The ASCE Standard covers design, construction, operation, and maintenance of ATS trains. Top ATS

steel wheel/steel rail or cable or pulley system may be applied to the project provided it can be

train speed of 50 mph is achievable, but the actual operational speed will be limited to a maximum of 45

demonstrated that the noise that would be generated by this system would be within the maximum limits

mph for passenger comfort and will be further governed by the speed restrictions imposed by the City as

defined for rubber tired ATS Systems in the ASCE APM Standards Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise,
ASCE 21-05.25 Accordingly if steel wheel/steel rail technologies or cable or pulley systems are applied, the

22 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021. Section 5, System Operations.
23 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021. Section 3, Technology Assessment.
24 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021. Section 3, Technology Assessment.
25 American Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards – Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise,
ASCE 21-05.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.10-30

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

26 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition -August
2021. Section 5.4, Fleet Size and Line Capacity Analysis.
27 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition -August
2021.
28 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition -August
2021.
29 Automated People Mover Standards Committee of the Standards Council of the Transportation and Development Institute
of ASCE, https://ascelibrary.org/doi/book/10.1061/asce21.
30 Automated People Mover Standards Committee of the Standards Council of the Transportation and Development Institute
of ASCE, Automated People Mover Standards, ANSI/ASCE/T&DI 21-13. https://ascelibrary.org/doi/book/10.1061/asce21.
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a condition of operation. Conservatively, this analysis assumes a maximum top speed of 50 miles per hour
and travel speeds of 45 miles per hour for the rubber tire ATS trains and monorails.
As required by PDF-Noise-3, the exterior noise level generated by the ATS train, with all contributing noise
sources in operation, would not exceed the levels specified in Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE
21-05. 31 The design of any barrier-type noise reducing devices along the guideway would be subject to
the limits noted in Table 4.10-9: Exterior ATS Train Noise Limits.
Table 4.10-9
Exterior ATS Train Noise Limits
Condition
Maximum length train entering and
leaving station

Maximum
dBA Level
76 (slow
response)

Maximum length train stopped in
station

74 (slow
response)

Measurement Location
In the station, 5 feet from the platform edge and 5 feet
above the station floor.
In the station, 5 feet from the platform edge and 5 feet
above the station floor, with vehicle doors and platform
doors fully open.

Maximum length train traveling
along the entire guideway under
any normal velocity, acceleration,
and deceleration operating
condition

76 (fast
response)

At any point* on a cylindrical envelope co-axial with, and
50 feet from, the centerline of each guideway lane
(track), whichever is closer.

Maximum length train traveling at
10 mph

74 (fast
response)

At any point* on a cylindrical envelope co-axial with, and
50 feet from, the centerline of each guideway lane
(track).

____________
Source: American Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards - Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-05

Potential operational transit noise levels for operation of ATS trains are calculated with the computer noise
model SoundPLAN, which generates computer simulations of noise propagation from sources such as rail
noise. SoundPLAN creates noise contour maps and forecast noise levels at specific receptors using sound
power data and three-dimensional topographical data. Rail noise is modeled according to the industry
standard rail noise prediction methodologies adopted by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA). 32 The
FRA noise prediction model calculates an A-weighted noise level at a receiver location through direct

4.10 Noise

Operational Vibration
Ground-borne vibration measurements were collected in accordance with guidance provide in the FTA
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual. 33 Under the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual, land use types in determining noise impact criteria are designated into three
land use categories:
x

Category 1 (high vibration sensitivity) includes uses where quiet is an essential element in their
intended purpose, such as indoor concert halls or outdoor concert pavilions, or National Historic
Landmarks where outdoor interpretation routinely takes place.

x

Category 2 (residential) includes residences and buildings where people sleep, and

x

Category 3 (institutional) includes institutional land uses with primarily daytime and evening uses,
such as school, places of worship, and libraries.

These categories are developed to determine the level of vibration (VdB) that would disturb people during
various activities and at various locations. The basic approach for a General Vibration Assessment is to
define a curve, or set of curves, which predicts the overall ground-surface vibration as a function of
distance from the source, apply adjustment to those vibration curves to account for site- or system-specific
factors such as speed and system design, and estimate the vibration levels for uses located along the transit
corridor.
Figure 4.10-3: Generalized Ground-Surface Vibration Curves presents the generalized ground-surface
vibration curves at representative North American transit systems. These curves assume typical groundborne vibration levels, equipment in good condition, and speeds of 50 miles per hour (mph) for the rail
systems and 30 mph for buses. The top curve applies to trains that are powered by diesel or electric
locomotives, which includes intercity passenger trains and commuter rail trains. The curve for rapid transit
rail cars covers both heavy- and light-rail vehicles on at-grade and subway tracks. The curve for rubbertired vehicles is for vehicles that rarely create ground-borne vibration problems unless there is a
discontinuity or bump in the road that causes the vibration. Adjustment factors related to speed and
distance determine the base curve for assessment of the guideway.

propagation or by taking into account shielding provided by barriers.

As shown in Figure 4.10-3, based on adjustment factors presented in the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration
Impact Assessment Manual 34 each base curve was reduced by 10 dB to account for the design of the
proposed Project to operate on an elevated structure. Speed adjustments were also made, with 0.9 dB
being subtracted to the vibration curve (red dotted line) for rapid transit or light rail vehicles to reduce the
default speed of 50 mph to 45 mph, and 3.5 dB was added to rubber-tired ATS trains vibration curve (blue
dotted line) to increase the default speed of 30 mph to 45 mph.

31 American Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards - Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise,
ASCE 21-05.
32 Federal Railroad Administration, High-Speed Ground Transportation Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, September
2012.

33 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
34 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018.
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Generalized Ground-Surface Vibration

FIGURE 4.10-3

4.10 Noise

4.10.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
Federal, State, and local agencies regulate different aspects of environmental noise. Federal and State
agencies generally set noise standards for mobile sources such as aircraft and motor vehicles, while
regulation of stationary sources is left to local agencies.
Local regulation of noise involves implementation of general plan policies and noise ordinance standards.
Local general plans identify general principles intended to guide and influence development plans; local
noise ordinances establish standards and procedures for addressing specific noise sources and activities.

4.10.4.1 Federal Regulations and Directives
Noise Control Act
In 1972, the Noise Control Act 35 was passed by congress to promote limited noise environments in support
of public health and welfare. It also established the USEPA Office of Noise Abatement and Control to
coordinate federal noise control activities.

without the risk of adverse health or welfare effects.
In a 1974 study, 36 USEPA found that to prevent hearing loss over the lifetime of exposure, the yearly
average Leq should not exceed 70 dBA. To prevent interference and annoyance, the USEPA found that the
DNL should not exceed 55 dBA outdoors or 45 dBA indoors. In 1982, noise control was largely passed to
State and local governments.

Office of Safety and Health Administration
With regard to noise exposure and workers, the Office of Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)
regulations safeguard the hearing of workers exposed to occupational noise. OSHA is responsible for the
protection against the effects of noise exposure when sound levels exceed those, listed in Table 4.10-10:
Permissible Noise Exposures for Workers, when measured on the A scale of a standard sound level meter
at slow response. 37

35 Noise Control Act (42 United States Code section 4901 et seq.)
36 US Environmental Protection Agency, 1974. Information on Levels of Environmental Noise Requisite to Protect Public
Health and Welfare with an Adequate Margin of Safety. March 1974. p. 34.
37 OSHA, “Occupational Noise Exposure,”
https://www.osha.gov/pls/oshaweb/owadisp.show_document?p_table=STANDARDS&p_id=10625.
251-003-20

SOURCE: Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual - September 2018

Rapid Transit or Light Rail Vehicle
Rubber Tired Vehicle
Curves adjusted for speed and
elevated system

Legend

USEPA established guidelines for noise levels that would be considered safe for community exposure
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Federal Vehicle Noise Regulations

4.10 Noise

development, with Section 65302(g) requiring a noise element to be included in the general plan. The

Federal regulations establish noise limits for medium and heavy trucks (more than 4.8 tons, gross vehicle
weight rating) under 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 205, Subpart B. 38 The federal truck passby noise standard is 80 dBA at 50 feet (approximately 15 meters) from the vehicle pathway centerline

noise element must (1) identify and appraise noise problems in the community, (2) recognize Office of
Noise Control guidelines, and (3) analyze and quantify current and projected noise levels.
DHS’s Office of Noise Control has established guidelines to provide communities with noise environments

under specified test procedures. These requirements are implemented through regulatory controls on

that it deems to be generally acceptable based on land-use categories. These guidelines serve as a primary

truck manufacturers. There are no comparable federal standards for vibration, which tend to be specific

tool for a city to use to assess the compatibility between land uses and outdoor noise. Noise exposure for

to the roadway surface, the vehicle load, and other factors.

single-family uses is normally acceptable when the noise level at exterior residential locations is equal to
or below 60 dBA (CNEL or Ldn), conditionally acceptable when noise levels are between 55 to 70 dBA

Table 4.10-10
Permissible Noise Exposures for Workers

(CNEL or Ldn), and normally unacceptable when noise levels exceed 70 dBA (CNEL or Ldn). Some overlap
exists between there categories as shown in Figure 4.10-4. These guidelines apply to noise sources such

Work Duration per Day
(hours)
8

Sound level
(dBA)
90

6

92

4

95

3

97

2

100

1.5

102

1

105

0.5

110

0.25 or less

115

as vehicular traffic, aircraft, and rail movements.
The Department of Housing and Community Development has required that new residential units should
not be exposed to outdoor ambient noise levels in excess of 65 dBA (CNEL or Ldn), and, if necessary,
sufficient noise insulation must be provided to reduce interior ambient levels to 45 dBA. Within a 65 dBA
exterior noise environment, interior noise levels are typically reduced to acceptable levels (to at least 45
dBA CNEL) through conventional construction, but with closed windows and fresh air apply systems or air
conditioning.
Because typical noise attenuation within residential structures with closed windows is at least 20 dB, an

____________
Source: Occupational Safety and Health Administration, “Occupational Noise
Exposure,”https://www.osha.gov/pls/oshaweb/owadisp.show_document?p
_table=STANDARDS&p_id=10625.

exterior noise exposure of 65 dB CNEL is generally the noise land-use compatibility guideline for new
residential dwellings in California. Because commercial and industrial uses are not occupied on a 24-hour
basis, the exterior noise exposure standard for less-sensitive land uses generally is somewhat less
stringent.

4.10.4.2 State Regulations and Directives
Vehicle Noise Standards

State Noise Standards
The State of California has adopted noise compatibility guidelines for general land use planning as shown
in Figure 4.10-4: State Criteria for Noise Compatible Land Use. The types of land uses addressed by the
State and the acceptable noise categories for each land use are included in the State of California General
Plan Guidelines guidance document, which is published and updated by the Governor’s Office of Planning
Research. 39 The

level of acceptability of the noise environment is dependent on the activity associated

with the particular land use. In addition, Section 65302(f) of the California Government Code requires each

The State of California establishes noise limits for vehicles licensed to operate on public roads.38F40 For
heavy trucks, the State pass-by standard is consistent with the federal limit of 80 dBA. The State pass-by
standard for light trucks and passenger cars (less than 4.8 tons, gross vehicle rating) is also 80 dBA at 50
feet (approximately 15 meters) from the centerline. These standards are implemented through controls
on vehicle manufacturers and by legal sanction of vehicle operators by State and local law enforcement
officials.

county and city in the State to prepare and adopt a comprehensive long-range general plan for its physical

38 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Title 40. Protection of Environment, Environmental Protection Agency, Subchapter G.
Noise Abatement Programs, Part 205. Transportation Equipment Noise Emission Controls.
39 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State of California General Plan Guidelines (2017),
http://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/OPR_COMPLETE_7.31.17.pdf.
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4.10.4.3 Regional Regulations and Directives
Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan
Pursuant to the California Public Utilities Code, 41 each county in California in which there is an airport
served by a scheduled airline and each county with an airport operated for the benefit of the general
public, with certain exceptions, is required to establish an airport land use commission (ALUC). Each ALUC
must develop a plan for promoting and ensuring compatibility between each airport in the county and
surrounding land uses.
In Los Angeles County, the Los Angeles County Regional Planning Commission also acts as the ALUC. ALUC’s
purpose is to coordinate planning for the area around public airports to protect the public health, safety
and welfare from land uses that do not minimize the public’s exposure to excessive noise and safety
hazards. This is achieved through review of proposed development surrounding airports and through
policy and guidance provided in the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan (ALUP). 42
In formulating the Los Angeles County ALUP, the ALUC establishes provisions to ensure safe airport
operations, through the delineation of Runway Protections Zones (RPZs) and height restriction boundaries,
and to reduce excessive noise exposure to sensitive uses through noise insulation or land reuse. The extent
of the planning boundary designated for the airports in the Los Angeles County ALUP is determined by
CNEL noise contours. The Los Angeles County ALUP employs a land use compatibility table to identify the
level of compatibility for particular land uses within the planning area boundaries/ AIAs for the County’s
airports based on community noise exposure level
Per the CFR Part 150 Land Use Compatibility Guidelines, 43 residential uses are identified as noncompatible
land uses for parcels exposed to 65 dBA CNEL or higher. Commercial land uses are identified as compatible
with 65 and 70 dBA CNEL noise levels. The CFR Part 150 Land Use Compatibility Guidelines categorizes
hotel uses as a transient lodging form of residential.

4.10.4.4 Local Regulations and Directives
Inglewood General Plan Noise Element
The General Plan includes a Noise Element 44 which identifies a program for noise control in the planning
process and a tool for achieving and maintaining environmental noise levels compatible for land use. The

SOURCE: Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Appendix D: Noise Element Guidelines

FIGURE 4.10-4

State Criteria for Noise Compatible Land Use
251-003-20

41 California Public Utilities Code, Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5, Sections 21670– 21679.5.
42 Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan, adopted December 1991,
http://planning.lacounty.gov/view/alup/
43 Federal Aviation Administration, Land Use Compatibility and Airports. p.V-10.
44 City, General Plan, “Noise Element” (September 1, 1987).
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Element includes goals and policies to help control noise through land use planning decisions and by

4.10 Noise

Goal 1:

Provide for the reduction of noise where the noise environment represents a threat to
public health and welfare. In those areas where the environment represents a threat to
the public health and welfare, it is the objective of the City to reduce environmental
hazards to levels consistent with the protection of the public health and welfare.

Goal 3:

Protect and maintain those areas having acceptable noise environments. In those areas
where a quality environment now exists, it is the objective of the City to prevent
degradation of that environment.

Goal 4:

Provide sufficient information concerning the community noise levels so that noise can be
objectively considered in land use planning decisions. Noise and land use compatibilities
can be avoided for new developments when noise is properly considered in the planning
and design of the project. It is the objective of the City to prevent future land use and
noise conflicts through the planning process.

developing measures to control non-transportation noise impacts.
As stated in the City’s General Plan, the sources of noise in Inglewood can be divided into two basic
categories, transportation sources (traffic and aircraft) and non-transportation sources. The most effective
method the City has to mitigate transportation noise is through reducing the impact of the noise onto the
community (i.e., noise barriers and site design review). Mitigation through the design and construction of
a noise barrier (wall berm, or combination wall/berm) is the most common way of alleviating
transportation noise impacts.
Noise concerns are incorporated into land use planning to reduce future noise and land use
compatibilities. This is achieved by establishing standards and criteria that specify acceptable limits of
noise for various land uses throughout the City.

Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC)

The City has established standards and criteria that specify acceptable limits of noise for various land uses.

City Municipal Code Chapter 5 (Offenses, Miscellaneous), Article 2 (Noise Regulations) establishes “criteria

These criteria are designed to integrate noise considerations into land use planning to prevent noise/land

and standards for the regulation of noise levels within the community.” Rather than being adopted to

use conflicts. The City’s noise standards correlate with land-use zoning classifications to maintain identified

assist the City in guiding land use decisions, like the Noise Element of the General Plan, the City’s Noise

ambient noise levels and to limit, mitigate, or eliminate intrusive noise that exceed the ambient noise

Regulations are intended to protect “the comfort, repose, health, or peace of residents in the area,” and

levels within a specified zone. These guidelines are set forth in the City’s Noise Element in terms of the

define noise levels that are considered public nuisances and are subject to abatement through the City’s

CNEL and include the following:

exercise of its enforcement authority. Section 5-27 establishes base ambient noise levels within respective

x

times and zones. Where actual noise measurements exceed base ambient noise levels as designated by

Residential uses normally incompatible in areas where the ambient noise levels exceed 70 dB CNEL;
and residential uses are clearly and normally compatible in areas where the ambient noise levels
range between 55 to 70 dB CNEL.

x

Section 5-27: Base Ambient Noise Level: establishes base ambient noise levels within respective
times and zones. Where actual noise measurements exceed base ambient noise levels as designated
by Section 5-27, the measured noise level shall be employed as the base ambient noise level.

x

Institutional land uses are normally incompatible in areas where the ambient noise levels exceed 65
dB CNEL and are normally compatible within areas where the ambient noise levels range from 60 to
65 dB CNEL.

Sections 5-29: Excessive Noise. Unlawful and 5-30: Maximum Residential Noise Levels: establish the
City’s authority to regulate noise that “disturbs the peace or quiet of any neighborhood or which
causes discomfort or annoyance to any reasonable person residing in the area,” and identifies
maximum lawful noise levels and maximum duration periods that may be generated on residential
and nonresidential properties.

x

Hospitals, churches, libraries, and school classrooms are normally incompatible in areas where the
ambient noise levels exceeds 65 dB CNEL; and are clearly and normally compatible in areas where the
ambient noise level ranges between 50 to 65 dB CNEL.

Section 5-31: Maximum Nonresidential Noise Levels: Measured on the exterior of nonresidential
properties, no noise level is permitted to exceed the respective base ambient noise levels for
commercial and industrial land uses for a maximum cumulative duration of 30 minutes in any hour.

x

Section 5-39: Machinery, Equipment, Fans and Air-Conditioning, Noise Regulated: states that it is
unlawful for any person to operate, cause to operate or permit the operation of any machinery,
equipment, device, pump, fan, compressor, air-conditioning apparatus, or similar mechanical device

x

Commercial/professional office buildings and land uses are normally incompatible in areas where the
ambient noise levels exceed 75 dB CNEL and are normally compatible within areas where the ambient
noise levels range from 65 dB CNEL to 75 dB CNEL (for commercial/professional offices only).

x

Industrial uses are normally incompatible in areas where the ambient noise levels exceed 75 dB CNEL;
and are normally compatible in areas where the ambient noise level ranges between 65 to 75 dB
CNEL.

x

x

Section 5-27, the measured noise level shall be employed as the base ambient noise level.

The following goals from the City General Plan Noise Element are applicable to the proposed Project:
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x

x

4.10 Noise

4.10 Noise

in any manner so as to create any noise which would cause the noise level at the property line of any
property to exceed the ambient noise base level by 5 dBA.

Prairie Avenue, and then south along Prairie Avenue to Hardy Street. The southern portion of the proposed

Section 5-41: Construction of Building and Projects, Noise Regulated: states that is unlawful for any
person within a residential zone, or within a radius of 500 hundred feet therefrom, to operate
equipment or perform any outside construction or repair work on buildings, structures, or projects or
to operate any pile driver, pneumatic hammer, derrick, excavation or earth moving equipment, or
other construction equipment between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM of the next day in such a
manner that a reasonable person residing in the area is caused discomfort or annoyance unless a
permit has been obtained from the Permits and Licenses Committee of the City.

Project is adjacent to the HPSP 46 development site.
The Downtown TOD Plan areas contain a variety of building types and designs and architectural styles.
Open spaces within the Downtown TOD Plan area consist of man-made parks, plazas, the Inglewood
Cemetery, and landscaped areas that also have an urban and developed character.
Land uses are well balanced in downtown Inglewood with the concentration of commercial retail uses in
the historic core. Land uses within Downtown TOD consists of residential uses; retail commercial, and

Section 5-43: Motor Driven Vehicles. Noise Regulated: prohibits the operation of any motor driven
vehicle due to the nature of the operation of the vehicle, condition of the vehicle, or modification
made to the vehicle, that would generate noise so that a reasonable person is caused discomfort or
annoyance.

office; and the remainder consists of public services/facilities, industrial, and vacant parcels. The

Section 5-45: Excessive Train Horn Noise Prohibited: states that it is unlawful for any person to
operate or sound, or cause to be operated or sounded, between the hours of 10:00 PM and 7:00 AM
of the next day, a train horn or train whistle which creates a noise in excess of 90 dBA at any place or
point 300 hundred feet or more distant from the source of such sound.

The HPSP area is located along Prairie Avenue from Pincay Street to Century Boulevard. The HPSP is an

4.10.5

EXISTING CONDITIONS

residential neighborhoods in Downtown Inglewood contain a mix of single-family homes, duplexes, or
triplexes, along with apartments or townhomes.

existing and proposed large mixed-use development, including SoFi Stadium, high density residential,
retail space, office development, a relocated casino, hotel, four acres of civic uses, and 25 acres of new
public parks, including a large lake.
The properties immediately to the west of the HPSP (across Prairie Avenue) are several single-story

4.10.5.1 Adjusted Baseline

retail/commercial and multifamily residential uses.

The noise analysis assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0; refer

4.10.5.3 Sensitive Receptors

to Table 4.0-1 for the details of the Adjusted Baseline. Related to noise, the changes associated with the

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to intrusive noise than others based on the types of

Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) Adjusted Baseline projects, currently under development and

activities typically involved at the receptor location. Land uses considered to be noise sensitive, as

anticipated to be operational prior to construction of the proposed Project, include vehicle trips associated

identified in the City’s General Plan Noise Element 47, include residences, schools, hospitals, libraries, and

with new uses in the HPSP area. Accordingly, the roadway noise associated with this development within

parks. Residential land uses are considered especially noise sensitive because (1) considerable time is

the HPSP area are considered as part of the Adjusted Baseline. No other changes to the existing

spent by individuals at home, (2) significant activities occur outdoors, and (3) sleep disturbance is most

environmental setting related to noise would occur under the Adjusted Baseline.

likely to occur in a residential area. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) considers uses where
people normally sleep, such as residences, hotels, and motels, noise-sensitive land uses. 48 Commercial

4.10.5.2 Summary of Surrounding Land Uses

and industrial uses are not considered noise-sensitive by either the City or FHWA. However, for purposes
The proposed Project is located in the central portion of the City, partly within the Downtown TOD Plan

of this analysis, adjacent commercial and industrial uses that are considered vibration-sensitive are listed

area, 45 and extends south along Market Street to Manchester Boulevard, along Manchester Boulevard to

below.

45 City, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines, (adopted November
1, 2016), accessed September 2021, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/16438/Adopted-DT-and-FVTOD-Plan_low-resolution.

46 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, adopted July 8, 2009, amended September 23, 2014, and further
amended February 24, 2015.
47 City of Inglewood, Inglewood General Plan: Noise Element, September 1987,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/130/Noise-Element-1987-PDF. Accessed September 2021.
48 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, p. 23, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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M

Land uses adjacent to and within a quarter mile radius of the proposed Project consisting of the guideway,
stations and the MSF, include noise sensitive receptors where people normally sleep such as hotels and

   

single and multifamily residences (identified as Category 2 uses), schools, places of worship, medical
offices (identified as Category 3 uses). For the purpose of presenting the results of the potential noise
impact analyses in this Recirculated Draft EIR, the land uses nearest to the proposed Project have been
organized into groups by geographic proximity as shown in Figure 4.10-5: Noise Sensitive Receptor
Groups. These receptor groups are used in this Recirculated Draft EIR to provide a representation of the
potential noise impacts on noise-sensitive receptors around the proposed Project and represent the areas
where baseline noise monitoring was conducted. Although the receptor groups shown do not include all
MSF

the receiver points evaluated in the noise modeling analyses, these identified groups include all noisesensitive receptors nearest to the proposed Project and represent the greatest potential for noise impacts.
Adjacent commercial and industrial uses that are not noise-sensitive (specifically, receptor groups Site A –

    
FORUM

Commercial uses along E. Queen Street, Site D – Commercial uses along Prairie Avenue; lodging uses along
W. Century Boulevard, Site E – Commercial and lodging uses along the southern portion of W. Century
Boulevard, Site J – Commercial uses along E. Manchester Boulevard, and Site K – Commercial uses along
E. Regent Street) but considered vibration-sensitive (as discussed in more detail below), are also listed in
the prior locations for informational purposes. As such, the areas where noise and vibration monitoring
was conducted along the proposed alignment and stations are comprised of the following uses:

Market Street Segment
x

Site 1: Residential uses on the east side of N. Locust Street including the Holy Faith Episcopal Church,
commercial uses on the west side of N. Locust Street;

x

Site A: Commercial uses along E. Queen Street; and

x

Site K: Commercial uses along E. Regent Street.

SOFI
Stadium

  

Manchester Boulevard Segment
x

Site 2: Residential uses along E. Manchester Boulevard, Manchester Drive and S. Osage Avenue;

x

Site B: Residential uses on the northern portion of E. Manchester Boulevard, commercial uses on the
southern portion of E. Manchester Boulevard;

x

Site I: Residential uses on the eastern portion of E. Spruce Avenue, commercial uses on the western
portion of E. Spruce Avenue;

x

Site J: Commercial uses along E. Manchester Boulevard; and

x

Site L: Residential uses along W. Manchester Boulevard.

Legend
Noise Monitor Site
Sensitive Receptors
Potential Locations for APM Stations
APM Alignment / Project Area
MSF Site

M

Metro Station
0
500

N

1000

2000
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SOURCE: Google Earth - 2021; Meridian Consultants LLC - 2021
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Prairie Avenue Segment

residential along west side of Prairie Avenue). In terms of the City’s land use noise compatibility categories,

x

Site 3: Residential uses along E. Nutwood Street, educational facilities along Prairie Avenue;

locations range from clearly compatible to clearly incompatible. Specifically, the noise exposure

x

Site 4: Mixed-use residential along west side of Prairie Avenue;

x

Site H: Residential uses on the northern and southern portion of E. Kelso Street; educational uses on
the corner of Prairie Avenue and Kelso Street;

x

Site G: Residential uses along E. Arbor Vitae Street;

compatibility categories are summarized as follows:

x

Site M: Residential uses along Pincay Drive;

x

Site F: Multifamily residential uses along E. Hardy Street;

x

Site C: SoFi Stadium to the west of Prairie Avenue, commercial and lodging uses to the east of Prairie
Avenue;

x

Site 5: Lodging uses on the southern portion of W. Century Boulevard;

x

Site D: Commercial uses along Prairie Avenue; lodging uses along W. Century Boulevard; and

x

Site E: Commercial and lodging uses along the southern portion of W. Century Boulevard.

4.10.5.4

Noise

x

Clearly Compatible: Locations where residential uses are dominant along Locust Avenue (Site 1) and
Manchester Boulevard (Site 2) with nighttime averages falling within this category.

x

Normally Compatible: Locations where residential uses are dominant along Locust Avenue (Site 1) and
Manchester Boulevard (Site 2) with daytime averages and 24-hour CNEL falling within this category.
Additionally, nighttime averages of the residential uses along Nutwood Street (Site 3) and lodging uses
along Century Boulevard (Site 5) fall within this category.

x

Normally Incompatible: Locations where residential uses are dominant along Nutwood Street (Site 3)
and lodging uses along Century Boulevard (Site 5) with daytime averages and 24-hour CNEL falling
within this category. Additionally, locations where commercial uses are dominant along Prairie
Avenue (Site 4) with daytime and nighttime averages falling with this category.

x

Clearly Incompatible: Locations where commercial uses are dominant along Prairie Avenue (Site 4)
with 24-hour CNEL averages falling within this category.

Table 4.10-12: Short-term (1-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements (Daytime) provides the one-hour
measurements during the AM and PM peak hours at the 13 selected noise receptor locations (refer to

Ambient Noise

Appendix N.1-2). As shown, the existing 1-hour ambient noise levels (dBA Leq) at the off-site noise

The immediate area surrounding the proposed Project is highly urbanized with multiple noise sources

receptor locations ranged from a low of 62.7 dBA Leq at the residential uses at Site F (Multifamily

including, but not limited to, traffic on local and arterial streets, aircraft arrivals to and departures from

residential uses along E. Hardy Street) during the AM period to a high of 76.6 dBA Leq at the residential

LAX, and commercial and industrial activity (e.g., truck loading/unloading).

uses at Site M (Residential uses along Pincay Drive) during the PM period. In terms of the City’s land use
noise compatibility categories, locations range from clearly compatible to clearly incompatible.

To establish baseline noise conditions, long-term 24-hour noise levels (refer to Appendix N.1-1) were
monitored at five representative receptor locations (identified as Sites 1 to 5) in the vicinity of the

Specifically, the noise exposure compatibility categories are summarized as follows:

proposed guideway and stations, and at the proposed MSF site. Thirteen (13) additional locations (Site A

x

Clearly Compatible: Locations where public uses are dominant along Market Street (Site K).

through M) were monitored on two non-successive days, measured as one-hour measurements (refer to

x

Normally Compatible: Locations where residential uses are dominant along Queen Street (Site K),
Manchester Boulevard (Site I), Arbor Vitae Street (Site G), Kelso Street (Site H) and Hardy Street (Site
F).

x

Normally Incompatible: Land uses where commercial uses are dominant along Market Street (Site J),
where residential uses are dominant along Manchester Boulevard (Site L), where lodging uses are
dominant along Prairie Avenue (Site D) and Century Boulevard (Site E), and where education uses are
dominant along Manchester Boulevard (Site B) and Kelso Street (Site H).

x

Clearly Incompatible: Land uses where places of worship are dominant on Prairie Avenue (Site C).

Appendix N.1-1). The daytime (AM peak) ambient noise levels were measured between 7:00 AM and
10:00 AM, and the evening (PM peak) ambient noise levels were measured between 4:00 PM and 7:00
PM.
Table 4.10-11: Long-term (24-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements provides a summary of the ambient
noise measurements conducted at the five selected noise receptor locations for a 24-hour period. Based
on field observations, the ambient noise at the measurement locations is dominated by local vehicular
traffic and, to a lesser extent, airplane flyovers and other typical urban noises. As shown, the existing 24CNEL at the off-site noise receptor locations ranged from a low of 63.7 dBA CNEL at residential use at Site

Table 4.10-13: Short-term (15-minute) Ambient Noise Measurements (Nighttime) provides the 15-

1 (Residential uses to the west of N. Locust Street including the Holy Faith Episcopal Church, commercial

minute measurements during the nighttime period after 8:00 PM at the 13 selected noise receptor

uses to the east of N. Locust Street) to a high of 80.6 dBA CNEL at the residential uses at Site 4 (Mixed-use

locations (refer to Appendix N.1-3). As shown, the existing short-term 15-minute noise levels during the
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Lodging
3940 Century
Boulevard
5

____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.1-1: Long-Term (24-hour) Ambient Noise Measurement Sheets for monitoring data sheets.
Note:
1
Daytime period (Lday) includes 7:00 AM to 10:00 PM.
2
Nighttime period (Lnight) includes 10:00 PM to 7:00 AM.

Commercial
923 Prairie Avenue
4

Residential
818 Nutwood
Street
3

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential
607 Manchester
Boulevard
2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Site
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

220 Locust Avenue

The Forum, and concurrent events at both venues has been estimated and traffic volumes projected to
establish the combined traffic environment during which one or more events are being held.

Address

segments selected for analysis. Additionally, trip generation associated with events at the SoFi Stadium,

Market Street Segment

Project have been projected to establish the Adjusted Baseline traffic environment along the roadway

1

Existing
Land Use

Trip generation associated with the buildout and operation of the Adjusted Baseline projects (see Section
4.0, 4.0.5: Adjusted Baseline) has been estimated and traffic volumes in the area surrounding the proposed

Residential

selected for the existing off-site traffic noise analysis, based on proximity to noise sensitive uses along the
roadway segments and potential increases in traffic volume from the proposed Project.

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Normally Compatible/Normally
Incompatible
70.2

70.0
77.6
November 15, 2018

73.7

77.6
November 14, 2018

73.3

Normally Incompatible/Clearly
Incompatible
71.6

72.8
80.6
November 15, 2018

77.2

80.1
November 14, 2018

78.0

Normally Compatible/Normally
Incompatible
66.0
71.2

67.5

Clearly/Normally Compatible

Clearly/Normally Compatible
59.4

59.6
64.1

Clearly/Normally Compatible

Clearly/Normally Compatible

65.0

71.5

74.1

Appendix O). As previously noted, a total of 26 intersections and corresponding roadway segments were

75.2

the daytime and nighttime noise levels using information provided by the Transportation Study (see

November 14, 2018

The adjusted baseline traffic noise on local roadways in the surrounding areas was calculated to quantify

November 15, 2018

to reflect these assumptions.

67.5

(refer to Appendix O) the travel demand forecasting model used in the process was updated as required

67.7

the immediate vicinity of the ITC Project alignment. Accordingly, as explained in Transportation Study

November 15, 2018

Adjusted baseline conditions include socio-economic and demographic components, and transportation
network components that are currently under construction or have building permits issued by the City in

November 14, 2018

Roadway Noise

54.6

Clearly Incompatible: None.

55.1

x

61.9

Normally Incompatible: Land uses where residential uses are dominant along Manchester Boulevard
(Site L). Additionally, where educational uses are dominant along Manchester Boulevard (Site B) and
where place of worship uses are dominant along Prairie Avenue (Site C).

65.7

x

63.7

Normally Compatible: Land uses where residential uses are dominant along Arbor Vitae Street (Site
G), Chapman Lane (Site M). Additionally, where lodging uses are dominant along Prairie Avenue (Site
D) and Century Boulevard (Site E).

November 15, 2018

x

November 14, 2018

Clearly Compatible: Land uses where residential uses are dominant along Queen Street (Site A),
Manchester Boulevard (Site I), Kelso Street (Site H), and Hardy Street (Site F). Additionally, where
commercial uses are dominant along Market Street (Site J and K).

Monitored Date

x

Table 4.10-11
Long-term (24-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements

Specifically, the noise exposure compatibility categories are summarized as follows:

65.6

Noise Exposure Compatibility
Category

noise compatibility categories, locations range from clearly compatible to clearly incompatible.

Nighttime Average
(dBA Leq)2

72.8 dBA Leq at Site L (Residential uses along W. Manchester Boulevard). In terms of the City’s land use

Daytime
Average (dBA
Leq)1

portion of E. Kelso Street; educational uses on the corner of Prairie Avenue and Kelso Street) to a high of

CNEL
(dBA)

nighttime ranged from a low of 56.6 dBA Leq at Site H (Residential uses on the northern and southern
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Site

Approximate Address

205 Market Street
300 Queen Street

K
A

Educational

712 Manchester
Boulevard

B

728 Kelso Street

3681 Chapman Lane
636 Hardy Street

H

M
F

823 Prairie Avenue
10023 Prairie Avenue
4020 Century Boulevard

C
D
E

Lodging

Lodging

Place of Worship/Lodging

Existing Land Use

Residential

Residential

Educational/Residential

62.7
71.5

January 21, 2019
January 23,2019

63.8
70.9

75.9
76.6

69.1

67.0
68.8

72.9

71.2

66.6
67.8

74.2
73.4

64.6

64.1

68.0
64.6

73.2
73.9

AM Peak
Hour

77.3
77.1
75.1
74.4
72.8
73.1

Monitored Date
December 11, 2018
December 13, 2018
November 27, 2018
December 4, 2018
November 27, 2018
December 4, 2018

72.7

71.7

75.4

78.5

76.2

76.1

PM Peak
Hour

1-hour Leq (dBA)

72.8
73.2

December 17, 2018
December 19, 2018

4.10-50

68.1
65.4

December 17, 2018
December 19, 2018

76.1

December 13, 2018

64.3
68.0

72.1

December 11, 2018

December 11, 2018
December 13, 2018

69.5
67.6

63.5

November 28, 2018

December 11, 2018
December 13, 2018

64.2

November 26, 2018

73.9
74.5

67.1
69.1

November 26, 2018
November 28, 2019

December 17, 2018
December 19, 2018

73.3
73.8

December 17, 2018
December 19, 2018

Monitored Date

PM Peak
Hour

72.6

76.2

76.7

Average

68.8

74.9

67.6

67.3

73.5

68.0

74.0

64.1

67.5

73.6

Average

Normally
Incompatible

Normally
Incompatible

Normally/Clearly
Incompatible

Noise Exposure
Compatibility
Category
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Normally Compatible

Normally
Incompatible

Normally
Compatible/Normally
Incompatible

Normally Compatible

Normally
Incompatible

Normally Compatible

Normally
Incompatible

Normally Compatible

Clearly/Normally
Compatible

Normally
Incompatible

Noise Exposure
Compatibility
Category
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____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.1-2: Short-term (1-hour) Ambient Noise Measurement (Daytime) for monitoring data sheets.
Note: Two sets of measurements were taken on nonsuccessive days for each site. AM Peak hour measurements taking place between 7:00 AM to 10:00 AM. PM peak hour measurements took place
between 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM.

Approximate Address

Site
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629 Arbor Vitae Street

G

Residential

Residential

500 Manchester
Boulevard

I

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential

3500 Manchester
Boulevard

Residential

Public

Commercial/Mixed Use

Existing Land Use

L

Manchester Boulevard Segment

201 Market Street

J

Market Street Segment

AM Peak
Hour

1-hour Leq (dBA)

Table 4.10-12
Short-term (1-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements (Daytime)
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November 2021

Normally
Compatible

shown, adjusted baseline roadway noise levels during the daytime ranged from a low of 55.8 dBA along
Market Street from Florence Avenue to Regent Street to a high of 72.5 dBA along Century Boulevard
between Grevillea Avenue and La Brea Avenue/Hawthorne Boulevard. Additionally, nighttime roadway
noise levels ranged from a low of 48.2 along Market Street from Florence Avenue to Regent Street to a
high of 64.3 dBA along Century Boulevard from Club Drive to Crenshaw Boulevard.

Aircraft Noise
66.2

Normally
Compatible
67.0

Normally
Incompatible
70.6

Cleary Compatible
59.9

Cleary Compatible

Normally
Compatible
67.9

56.6

Normally
Compatible
61.5

Cleary Compatible

Normally
Incompatible
70.5

58.5

Normally
Incompatible
72.8

Cleary Compatible

Cleary Compatible

Cleary Compatible
57.8

63.4

69.1

15-minute dBA

Appendix N.2-1 provides the roadway noise levels for the adjusted baseline traffic levels in details. As

The nearest public use airport to the proposed Project is LAX. There are no private airstrips located in the
vicinity of the proposed Project.

noise impacts and safety hazards associated with airport operations. The ALUP 49 provides noise and safety
policies governing development of compatible future land uses in areas around LAX. Portions of the
alignment between south Market Street, along Manchester Boulevard and south Prairie Avenue are
located within the Planning Boundary/Airport Influence Area established for LAX in the Los Angeles County
ALUP Map for LAX as shown in Figure 4.10-6: ALUP Noise Contours. Portions of the proposed Project

4.10-52

between south Market Street, along Manchester Boulevard and south Prairie Street are located within the
CNEL 65 dBA contour established for LAX in the ALUP (see Figure 4.10-4).

Groundborne Noise
Groundborne noise levels in residential areas similar to the Project area would generally be 20 to 50
decibels lower than the velocity level depending on the frequency level of the source. 50 With a
background groundborne vibration level in residential areas of 50 VdB or lower, groundborne noise levels
would be approximately 0 to 30 dBA. A bus traveling at a distance of 50 feet would generate groundborne
noise levels of approximately 23 to 38 dBA.

Meridian Consultants
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____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.1-3: Short-term (15-minute) Ambient Noise Measurements (Nighttime) for monitoring data sheets.
Note: Nighttime measurements took place between 8:00 PM to 9:45 PM.

August 5, 2020
Lodging
4020 Century Boulevard
E

August 5, 2020
Lodging
10023 Prairie Avenue
D

August 5, 2020
Place of Worship/Lodging
823 Prairie Avenue
C

August 5, 2020
Residential
636 Hardy Street
F

August 4, 2020

August 4, 2020
Educational/Residential

Residential
3681 Chapman Lane

728 Kelso Street
H

Residential
629 Arbor Vitae Street
G

Prairie Avenue Segment

M

August 5, 2020

August 4, 2020

August 3, 2020
Residential

Educational
712 Manchester Boulevard

500 Manchester Boulevard
I

Residential
3500 Manchester Boulevard
L

Manchester Boulevard Segment

B

August 4, 2020

August 3, 2020
Residential
300 Queen Street
A

August 3, 2020

August 3, 2020
Commercial/Mixed Use

Public
205 Market Street
K

Market Street Segment
J
201 Market Street

Approximate Address

Existing Land Use

Monitored Date

The Planning Boundary for LAX represents the combined areas around the airport subject to potential

Site

Table 4.10-13
Short-term (15 minute) Ambient Noise Measurements (Nighttime)

Noise Exposure
Compatibility
Category

4.10 Noise

4.10 Noise

49 Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan, 1991, Contour Map, http://planning.lacounty.gov/view/alup/
50 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, p. 146, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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4.10.5.5 Vibration
Groundborne Vibration
The groundborne vibration level in residential areas is usually 50 VdB or lower, well below the threshold
of perception for humans, which is around 65 VdB. 51 Most perceptible indoor vibration is caused by
sources within buildings such as operation of mechanical equipment, movement of people or slamming
of doors. Typical outdoor sources of perceptible groundborne vibration are construction equipment, steelwheeled trains, and traffic on rough roads. If the roadway is smooth, the vibration from traffic is rarely
perceptible. Although not sources of groundborne vibration, noise-induced building responses such as
rattling of windows and walls from aircraft flyovers contribute to the existing vibration setting. The primary
sources of existing groundborne vibration in the area surrounding the Project area would be from adjacent
industrial activities, including truck travel, heavy-duty vehicular travel (bus, refuse trucks, delivery trucks,
etc.) on local roadways, and aircraft flyovers. A bus traveling at a distance of 50 feet typically generates
groundborne vibration velocity of 63 VdB (approximately 0.006 in/sec PPV). 52 Aircraft flyovers could

LAX

generate vibration levels that would cause human annoyance; however, they would not generate building
vibration levels that would cause building damage. 53

Ambient Vibration
An ambient vibration monitoring survey was undertaken to establish existing ground-borne vibration
levels at various locations near the proposed Project. Existing vibration monitoring was conducted to
Hawthorne Airport

provide data on ambient ground-borne vibration generated by traffic and operation of activities. The
locations of the vibration monitoring selected were either adjacent to sensitive land uses (residences and
hotels) or buildings that were close to where the components of the proposed Project would be
constructed. Five ground vibration monitoring locations were established, as shown on Figure 4.10-5.
Table 4.10-14: 24-hour Vibration Measurements in Project Vicinity shows vibration velocities attributed
to road traffic and normal operations of establishments in the area. The vibration velocity is expressed in

Legend

vibration decibels (VdB) and is the maximum RMS value measured on the frequency range between 8 and

Streets

80 Hz. As shown, the average vibration velocities ranged from a low of 52 VdB at Site 1 at 220 Locust

Freeways
City of Inglewood

Avenue to a high of 67 VdB at Site 5 at 3940 Century Boulevard. It is important to note, Site 5 is located

Runway Protection Zones

outside of the guideway of the proposed Project. The maximum vibration velocities within the proposed

ALUP Noise Contour
65 CNEL
Station Location
APM Alignment / Project Area
0

2250

4500

9000

N APPROXIMATE SCALE IN FEET
SOURCE: Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission, Airport Influence Area
https://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/aluc_airport-lax.pdf

FIGURE 4.10-6

ALUP Noise Contours
251-003-20

51 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, p. 113, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
52 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, p. 113, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
53 National Aeronautics and Space Administration, Building Vibrations Induced by Noise from Rotorcraft and Propeller Aircraft
Flyovers, p. 10, June 1992.
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Project is 62 VdB at Site 4 at 923 Prairie Avenue. These vibration velocities are considered to be below the

operate equipment or perform any outside construction or repair work on buildings, structures, or projects

approximate threshold of perception for many humans of 72 VdB as established by the FTA. 54

or to operate any pile driver, pneumatic hammer, derrick, excavation or earth moving equipment, or other
construction equipment between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM of the next day in such a manner that

Table 4.10-14
24-hour Vibration Measurements in Project Vicinity

a reasonable person residing in the area is caused discomfort or annoyance unless a permit has been
obtained from the Permits and Licenses Committee of the City. The prohibition of nighttime construction

Site

Address

Existing Land Use

24-HR VdB

Market Street Segment
1

in or near residential zones, without first obtaining a permit authorizing such nighttime construction (8:00
PM to 7:00 AM), reflects that the City does not regulate construction noise during daytime hours (7:00 AM

220 Locust Avenue

Residential Development

52

Residential Development

60

to 8:00 PM).

Manchester Boulevard Segment
2

607 Manchester Boulevard

Prairie Avenue Segment
3

818 Nutwood Street

Educational/Residential Development

60

4

923 Prairie Avenue

Residential Development

62

5

3940 Century Boulevard

Lodging

67

____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.3 for Vibration monitoring data sheets.
Note: Vibration measurements were conducted on November 16, 2018.

The FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual 56 provides a general noise assessment
guideline to assess potential noise impacts construction of transit projects. A general noise assessment is
suitable and appropriate given the current stage of planning and evaluation for this Project. The FTA’s
General Assessment Construction Noise Criteria identifies daytime and nighttime thresholds for
residential, commercial, and industrial land uses, which are considered reasonable criteria for use in
assessing the potential for adverse community reaction to noise generated by construction activities.
The construction noise criteria threshold for residential uses is 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and

4.10.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period. Additionally, construction noise thresholds for

Criteria outlined in the CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of potential noise

commercial and industrial uses are 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during both the daytime and nighttime periods.

and vibration impacts. The proposed Project would have a significant impact in relation to noise and

Since the construction-related noise level threshold represents the energy average of the noise source

vibration if it were to result in:

over a given time, they are expressed as Leq noise levels. With regard to increases in A-weighted noise
levels, a 10 dBA change is subjectively heard as approximately doubling in loudness and can cause adverse

Threshold NOI-1:

Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies.

Threshold NOI-2:

response. 57 As such, in addition to the FTA General Assessment Construction Noise Criteria for residential,
commercial, and industrial uses, an increase of 10 dBA or more above ambient noise levels is considered
significant.

Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels.

The use of these thresholds in this Recirculated Draft EIR responds to the unique circumstances of the
proposed Project and its alignment along the fixed guideway corridor. By utilizing these quantitative

4.10.6.1 Construction Noise

thresholds in this Recirculated Draft EIR, the City is not making a decision whether to use these thresholds

The City’s General Plan and Municipal Code do not establish numeric maximum acceptable source noise

in CEQA documents on other proposed projects in the future. The City would, however, retain its authority

levels or noise level increases at potentially affected receivers. Section 5-41 of the City’s Municipal Code 55

as CEQA lead agency to utilize these or other thresholds, including relying exclusively on the provisions of

regulates construction noise and specifies restrictions for work occurring within a residential zone or

Municipal Code Section 5-41 for the consideration of construction noise, as appropriate to the

within a radius of 500 feet between the hours of 8:00 PM and 7:00 AM. Pursuant to Section 5-41, it is

circumstances of other projects in the future.

unlawful for any person within a residential zone, or within a radius of 500 hundred feet therefrom, to
54 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, FTA report no. 0123 (September 2018),
accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transitnoise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf.
55 City of Inglewood, Municipal Code, Article 2, Noise Regulations. Section 5-41, Construction of Building and Projects, Noise
Regulated 41http://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/?view=desktop&topic=5-2
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56 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
57 California Department of Transportation, Technical Nosie Supplement, September 2013, accessed September 2021,
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-analysis/documents/env/tens-sep2013-a11y.pdf
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4.10.6.2 Operational Noise

4.10 Noise

the building vibration is usually perceptible only inside buildings and typically is only an issue at locations

As discussed previously, the City has established criteria that specify acceptable limits of noise for various
land uses. These criteria are designed to integrate noise considerations into land use planning to prevent

with subway or tunnel operations where there is no airborne noise path or for buildings with substantial
sound insulation such as a recording studio. The proposed Project does not include subway or tunnel
operations and there are no substantially insulated indoor receptors located within the area surrounding

noise/land use conflicts.

the proposed guideway vicinity. For typical buildings with at-grade or elevated transit operations, the
For operational impacts, the City recognizes that such impacts occur on the long-term, and, as a result,

interior airborne noise levels are often higher than the ground-borne noise levels. As an example,

the City has determined that in this case the significance threshold should be more conservative,

groundborne noise generated by a large bulldozer within five feet of a receptor building would reach an

specifically in areas where sensitive receptors are already exposed to above acceptable levels. As such, an

approximate level of 58 dBA, which is not greater than the airborne noise levels generated by construction

increase in noise level of 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable”

equipment discussed below. As such, impacts related to groundborne noise are not discussed further.

land use compatibility categories is considered significant. For residential – low density single-family,
duplex, mobile home and multifamily uses and schools, libraries, churches, hospitals, and nursing homes

4.10.6.4 Groundborne Vibration

– the upper limit for Conditionally Acceptable noise exposures is 70 dBA DNL or CNEL. For office buildings,

Construction activity can result in varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the equipment and

business commercial and professional uses the upper limit for Conditionally Acceptable noise exposures

methods employed. Operation of construction equipment causes ground vibrations that spread through

is 75 dBA DNL or CNEL.

the ground and diminish in strength with distance. Buildings founded on the soil near the construction site
respond to these vibrations with varying results, ranging from no perceptible effects at the lowest levels,

As described previously, the City has adopted Noise Regulations 58 that prohibit noise in excess of specified
levels, depending on base ambient noise levels, the nature of the use where noise levels are measured,

low rumbling sounds and perceptible vibrations at moderate levels, and slight damage at the highest
levels.

and the duration period of such noise. The Noise Regulations may prohibit any increase in ambient noise
levels under specified circumstances. The City has not previously relied on the Noise Regulations to serve

There are no adopted City standards or thresholds of significance for vibration. The evaluation of potential

as significance thresholds for operational noise. The City has determined that the Noise Regulations should

building damage impacts related to construction vibration levels is based on the published data in the FTA

not serve as operational noise thresholds for the proposed Project. The reason for this determination is

guidance. 59 While ground vibrations from construction activities do not often reach the levels that can

that an increase in ambient noise would be imperceptible, or at most barely perceptible, where that

damage structures, fragile buildings must receive special consideration. As such, the vibration damage

increase is less than 3 dBA. Such an increase in ambient noise levels would not have a significant effect on

criteria adopted by the FTA and applied in this analysis are listed below. Vibration impacts could be

the physical environment. The City has instead determined that the threshold should be set at a level that

potentially significant if the vibration velocity exceeds the following:

is actually perceivable. Additionally, the more a new source of noise exceeds the ambient noise level, the

x

Reinforced-concrete, steel, or timber (no plaster) would exceed 0.5 PPV (inches per second);60

is subjectively heard as approximately a doubling in loudness that can result in an adverse community

x

Engineered concrete and masonry (no plaster) would exceed 0.3 PPV;

response. As such, in the event the resulting noise levels remain within acceptable noise limits, an increase

x

Nonengineered timber and masonry buildings would exceed 0.2 PPV;

of 10 dBA or more is considered significant.

x

Buildings extremely susceptible to vibration damage would exceed 0.12 PPV.

In the cumulative context, the proposed Project’s noise and vibration impacts are considered in

The PPV is defined as the maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak of the vibration and is often

conjunction with other reasonably foreseeable development, using the same thresholds set forth above.

used in monitoring of vibration because it is related to the stresses experienced by structures. The FTA has

less acceptable the new noise will be judged by those hearing it. As explained previously, a 10 dBA change

also adopted standards associated with human annoyance for groundborne vibration impacts for the

4.10.6.3 Groundborne Noise
Ground-borne noise occurs when vibration radiates through a building interior and creates a lowfrequency sound, often described as a rumble, as a train passes by. Groundborne noise that accompanies
58 City, Municipal Code, Article 2, Noise Regulations. http://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/?view=desktop&topic=5-2.
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.10-58

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

59 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA report no. 0123 (September
2018), accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf.
60 When assessing vibration source levels from construction equipment, vibration is generally assessed in terms of PPV. PPV
is defined as the peak signal value of an oscillating vibration velocity waveform, expressed in inches per second.
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4.10 Noise

following three-land use categories: (1) Category 1, High Sensitivity; (2) Category 2, Residential; and (3)

The Community Affairs Liaison shall receive all public complaints, investigate the cause of the complaint

Category 3, Institutional.

and develop/implement feasible measures to address and resolve the cause of the complaint.

x

x
x

Category 1 refers to buildings where vibration would interfere with operations within the building,
including vibration-sensitive research and manufacturing facilities, hospitals with vibration-sensitive
equipment, and university research operations. Vibration-sensitive equipment includes, but is not
limited to, electron microscopes, high-resolution lithographic equipment, and normal optical
microscopes.

PDF-NOISE-1

Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)

A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in coordination with a certified acoustical/vibration
consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior to construction. The Plan
shall include measures demonstrating that construction noise levels will be below FTA’s General

Category 2 refers to all residential land uses and any buildings where people sleep, such as hotels and
hospitals.

Assessment Construction Noise Criteria. The following construction noise reduction measures shall be

Category 3 refers to institutional land uses such as schools, churches, other institutions, and quiet
offices that do not have vibration-sensitive equipment, but still have the potential for activity
interference.

x

Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at receptors;

x

For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

x

All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler systems;

x

Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment whenever practical;

x

Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

x

Locate stationary noise sources as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

x

Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or gasoline-powered generators, with acoustical
barriers where necessary and required;

For purposes of this analysis, the human annoyance threshold is 72 VdB for residences and buildings where
people normally sleep and 75 VdB for commercial uses, industrial uses, and churches with primarily
daytime use.
It is important to note, it is extremely rare for vibration from train operations to cause substantial or even
minor cosmetic building damage. However, damage to fragile historic buildings located near the ROW may

incorporated into the Plan:

be of concern. Even in these cases, damage is unlikely except when the track is located very close to the

–

structure.

4.10.8

IMPACT ANALYSIS

If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a shed or barrier, such equipment must be
muffled and located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools, childcare
centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

As discussed in Section 3.0, the proposed project includes a Construction Commitment Program (CCP) to

x

Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators.

proactively address the potential effects of the Project on the community during construction. The CCP,

x

Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for project construction
shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with
compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is
unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust and external jackets shall be used
where feasible to lower noise levels. Quieter procedures shall be used, such as drills rather than
impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as
auger displacement installation), where feasible in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions shall be considered.

x

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District administrators to avoid disruptive noise during
school hours.

which includes PDF Noise-1 and PDF Noise-2 described below, addresses various effects including noise
and vibration that would occur during construction.

4.10.8.1 Project Design Features
As part of the CCP, the City will designate a Community Affairs Liaison to be responsible for responding
within 24 hours to any local complaint or question about construction activities. A website will be
established with project construction information and contact information for the Community Affairs
Liaison. A toll-free phone line (available 24 hours a day) and website will be made a part of all construction
notices and shall be posted in prominent public facing locations around the Project area and in adjacent
public spaces.
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In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the established standards, the following

–

Determine the number and placement of vibration sensors at the affected buildings in
consultation with a qualified architect. The number of units and the locations of these sensors
shall take into account proposed demolition and construction activities to ensure that adequate
measurements can be taken illustrating vibration levels during the course of the Project, and
if/when levels exceed the established threshold.

–

A line and grade pre-construction survey at the affected buildings shall be conducted.

shall be incorporated into the Plan:
x

x

A monitoring plan shall be implemented during demolition and construction activities. Warning
thresholds shall be defined that are 5 dBA below the specified noise limits to allow sufficient time for
the Contractor to take actions to reduce noise. A monitoring record that documents all alarms and
actions taken to comply with these measures shall be provided to the City upon request.
In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded, construction activities shall be temporarily halted in
the vicinity of the area where the exceedance occurs. The source of the noise exceeding the warning
level shall be identified followed by actions to be implemented to reduce noise levels below the
established standards. Noise measurements shall be gathered after actions are taken to verify noise
levels are below the warning level before construction activities restart. The following are examples
of actions that can be taken to reduce construction noise levels:
–

Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in certain locations;

–

Reducing the speed or intensity of the heavy-duty construction equipment being operated
simultaneously;

–

Operating equipment at the lowest possible power levels;

–

Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal surfaces or other redesign to minimize metalto-metal impacts.

PDF NOISE-2

x

Construction Vibration Reduction Plan (CCP)

Prior to the issuance of any demolition or construction permit for each phase of the Project, a Construction
Vibration Reduction Plan shall be prepared to minimize construction vibration at nearby sensitive
receptors from vibration created by construction activities. The Plan shall be developed in coordination
with a certified acoustical/vibration consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public
Works. The Plan shall include but not be limited to the following elements to ensure impacts from ground
borne vibration are less than significant:
x

A Vibration Plan During Demolition and Construction that includes the following:
–

Regularly inspect and photograph crack gauges, maintaining records of these inspections to be
included in postconstruction reporting. Gauges shall be inspected every two weeks, or more
frequently during periods of active project actions in close proximity to crack monitors.

–

The vibration monitoring system shall measure and continuously store the peak particle velocity
(PPV) in inches/second. Vibration data shall be stored on a one-second interval. The system shall
also be programmed for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that represents when PPV
levels would exceed the FTA’s threshold of significance for a building given its conditions, and a
warning level that is 0.05 inch/second (PPV) less than the regulatory level. The system shall also
provide real-time alert when the vibration levels exceed either of the two preset levels.

–

In the event the warning level (PPV) is triggered, the contractor shall identify the source of
vibration impacts and establish steps to reduce the vibration levels, including but not limited to
halting or staggering concurrent activities and using lower vibratory techniques.

–

In the event the regulatory level (PPV) is triggered, halt the construction activities in the vicinity
of the trigger area and visually inspect the building for any damage. Results of the inspection must
be logged. Identify the source of vibration generation and provide steps to reduce the vibration
level. Vibration measurement shall be made with the new construction method to verify that the
vibration level is below the warning level (PPV). Construction activities may then restart.

–

In the event work occurs in the proximity of identified historic uses, the system shall be
programmed for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that represents when PPV levels
would exceed the FTA threshold of significance 0.12 inch/second for a building given its conditions,
and a warning level that is 0.012 inch/second (PPV) less than the regulatory level.

–

Collect vibration data from receptors and report vibration levels to the City Chief Building Official
on a daily basis. The reports shall include annotations regarding project activities as necessary to
explain changes in vibration levels.

A Pre-Demolition and Construction Plan that includes but is not limited to:
–

Photos of current conditions of buildings and structures that could be damaged from construction
activities. This crack survey shall include photos of existing cracks and other material conditions
present on or at the surveyed buildings. Images of interior conditions shall be included if possible.
Photos in the report shall be labelled in detail and dated.

–

Identify representative cracks in the walls of existing buildings, if any, and install crack gauges on
such walls of the buildings to measure changes in existing cracks during project activities.

–

Crack gauges shall be installed on multiple representative cracks, particularly on sides of the
building facing the Project.
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x

Post-Construction Reporting and Repairs:
–

Provide a report to the City Chief Building Official regarding crack and vibration monitoring
conducted during demolition and construction. In addition to a narrative summary of the
monitoring activities and their findings, this report shall include photographs illustrating the postconstruction state of cracks and material conditions that were presented in the pre-construction
assessment report, along with images of other relevant conditions showing the impact, or lack of
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–

x

x

4.10 Noise
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impact, of project activities. The photographs shall sufficiently illustrate damage, if any, caused by
the Project and/or show how the Project did not cause physical damage to the buildings. The
report shall include analysis of vibration data related to project activities, as well as summarize
efforts undertaken to avoid vibration impacts. Finally, a postconstruction line and grade survey
shall also be included in this report.

The design of any barriers along the guideway designed to reduce noise shall be subject to the limits noted

Perform repairs to buildings if damage is caused by vibration or movement during the demolition
and/or construction activities. Repairs may be necessary to address, for example, cracks that
expanded as a result of the Project, physical damage visible in post-construction assessment, or
holes or connection points that were needed for shoring or stabilization. Repairs shall be directly
related to project impacts and will not apply to general rehabilitation or restoration activities of
the buildings.

established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards

in Table 4.10-9 above.
Impact NOI-1:

Would the project result in a substantial temporary or permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards
of other agencies?

Construction
Proposed Project Construction Activities
As previously described, construction activity would primarily occur over a 16-hour per day schedule with

To minimize the risk of potential structural and building damage:

two shifts, either a Morning/Evening shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an evening shift
–

Limit the location of pile driving and vibratory roller activity to not be within 55 feet and 30 feet
of the nearest off-site sensitive receptor, respectively.

from approx. 3:00 PM to 11:00 PM, or a Morning/Night shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and

–

Limit the number of jackhammers operating simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within 45
feet of off-site sensitive receptors.

activities are scheduled to occur from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM to accommodate work activities

–

In the event impact pile driving is required, equipment shall only be used from the hours of 7:00
AM to 7:00 PM. If feasible, pile driving should use alternative technology such as vibration or
hydraulic insertion.

would be necessary to maintain a continuous stream of concrete deliveries through multiple shifts).

a night shift from approximately 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM. 61 There will also be periods when construction
that cannot be accomplished during the daytime shifts (i.e., during large-scale pours of concrete when it
Construction work is assumed to occur seven days a week.
Construction noise impacts due to construction activities were determined by comparing the calculated

To minimize the risk of related to human annoyance:

construction-related noise levels of the proposed Project to the measured existing ambient noise levels

–

Limit the location of pile driving to 310 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

(i.e., noise levels without construction noise from the proposed Project). Construction noise levels were

–

Limit the location of vibratory roller to 150 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

calculated for each phase of construction (Phases 1 through 8) at the adjacent land uses.

–

Limit the location of large bulldozer to 85 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

–

Limit the location of caisson drilling to 85 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

–

Limit the location of loaded trucks to 75 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

–

Limit the location of jackhammers to 45 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

power duct bank, and preparatory work on the east side of Prairie Avenue to allow for the roadway shift.

–

Limit the location of small bulldozer to 25 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

Prior to Phase 1 construction activities being initiated on the MSF, the owner/operator of the Vons

Phase 1
As described previously, Phase 1 includes demolition of buildings and site improvements on properties
acquired for construction, the beginning of construction of the MSF, trenching and installation of primary

supermarket currently located on this site would demolish the existing Vons gas station on the corner of
PDF NOISE-3

Operational (CCP)

Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue and pave this area for use as a parking area for the new Vons

The exterior noise level generated by the ATS train, inclusive of all contributing noise sources, shall not

store to be built on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. This construction would

exceed the levels specified in Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-05 (American Society of Civil

occur over an approximate 10-month period prior to Phase 1 of the ITC construction. These construction

Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards - Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-

activities would be limited to the northern portion of the MSF site along Manchester Boulevard and

05.).

Hillcrest Boulevard and would be located approximately 465 feet to the west of the existing residential

61 Appendix 3.0.4: Construction Phasing Narrative in this Recirculated Draft EIR, August 2021.
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uses along Spruce Avenue. Currently, the Vons building is located approximately 30 feet to the west of the

achieve noise reduction of up to 5 dBA. 63 Moving stationary equipment away from sensitive receptors will

existing residential uses along Spruce Avenue and would act as a barrier during construction of the new

reduce noise levels at the receptor as every doubling of distance will reduce noise by 4 to 6 dBA. Thus,

building that is located further away from these sensitive uses. Demolition of the current Vons building

with the measures required by the CCP, construction noise will not increase ambient noise levels by more

won’t occur until after the new Vons building has been constructed. Additionally, construction would be

than 10 dBA. Furthermore, the Construction Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during

conducted in accordance with all standards and requirements applicable to construction in the Inglewood

demolition and construction activities to ensure noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With

Municipal Code. For these reasons, these construction activities will not result in significant noise impacts.

implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 1 construction noise levels would be less than significant.

Table 4.10-15: Phase 1 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels presents the forecasted demolition

Phase 2

and construction noise levels for Phase 1 of the ITC construction that would be generated by construction
equipment at nearby adjacent sensitive receptors. As shown, construction noise levels during the daytime
period would range from a low of 55.0 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential areas along Pincay Drive to the
east of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site M) to a high of 77.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the
residential uses along Locust Street to the east of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site 1) and
the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally, construction noise
levels during the nighttime period would range from a low of 52.0 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses
along Pincay Drive to the east (Site M) to a high of 74.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along
Locust Street to the east of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site 1) and the residential uses
along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). When considering the existing noise environment and
the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise levels would be below the FTA criteria
threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period
for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 100 dBA (Leq1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses.
As mentioned previously, a 10 dBA change is subjectively heard as approximately doubling in loudness and
can cause adverse response. Construction noise levels during the daytime period would result in maximum
increases of 15.8 dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Locust Street to the east of the Market
Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site 1). Additionally, construction noise levels during the nighttime period
would result in maximum increases of 19.6 dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Locust Street
to the east of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site 1). PDF NOISE-1 includes implementation
of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential effects of noise during
construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can reduce noise levels by 10
dBA or more. For example, using optimal muffler systems on all equipment would reduce construction
noise levels by 10 dBA or more. 62 Temporary abatement techniques such as the use of a noise barrier can
achieve a 5-dBA noise level reduction when it is tall enough to break the line-of-sight to the receiver.

Phase 2 would include activities to enable the construction sequence of the guideway along Prairie Avenue
from Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard, and work at the MSF site. Table 4.10-16: Phase 2 Proposed
Project Construction Noise Levels presents the forecasted construction noise levels generated by
construction equipment during Phase 2 at the nearby adjacent sensitive receptors. As shown, construction
noise levels during the daytime period would range from a low of 51.1 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the commercial
uses along Regent Street south of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site K) to a high of 75.8 dBA
(Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally,
construction noise levels during the nighttime period would range from a low of 48.1 dBA (Leq1-hour) at
the commercial uses along Regent Street south of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site K) to a
high of 72.8 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I).
When taking into account the existing noise environment and the absolute noise levels during construction
activities, noise levels would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime
and 80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would
be below the FTA criteria threshold of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for
commercial and industrial uses.
Construction noise levels during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 8.5 dBA above
ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally,
construction noise level increases during the nighttime period would result in maximum increases of 14.5
dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). PDF NOISE1 includes implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential
effects of noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can
reduce noise levels by 10 dBA or more as discussed above for Phase 1. Furthermore, the Construction
Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during demolition and construction activities to ensure
noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 2
construction noise levels would be less than significant.

Modifications such as dampening of metal surfaces or the redesign of a particular piece of equipment can

62 FHWA, Special Report—Measurement, Prediction, and Mitigation, updated June 2017,
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/Environment/noise/construction_noise/special_report/hcn04.cfm, Accessed January 2021.
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Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-2 for construction noise (Phase 1) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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Table 4.10-15
Phase 1 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-3 for construction noise (Phase 2) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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Phase 2 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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receptors. As shown, construction noise levels during the daytime period would range from a low of 56.2

Phase 3 would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, foundation work for the Market
Street/Florence Ave Station, and construction for the support structure of the MSF building. Phase 3 work
will include utility relocation (if necessary), foundations, CIP columns, and setting of prefabricated
buildings at the PDSs. Table 4.10-17: Phase 3 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels presents the
forecasted construction noise levels generated by construction equipment during Phase 3 of the nearby
adjacent sensitive receptors. As shown, construction noise levels during the daytime period would range
from a low of 50.1 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential and commercial uses along Century Boulevard south
of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station (Site E) to a high of 77.1 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses
along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally, construction noise levels during the
nighttime period would range from a low of 47.1 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential and commercial uses
along Century Boulevard south of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station (Site E) to a high of 74.1 dBA
(Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). When taking into
account the existing noise environment and the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise
levels would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA
(Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the
FTA criteria threshold of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial
and industrial uses.

dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential along Pincay Drive to the east of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard Station (Site M) to a high of 77.8 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue
to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally, construction noise levels during the nighttime period would
range from a low of 53.2 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential along Pincay Drive to the east of the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site M) to a high of 74.8 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses
along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). When taking into account the existing noise
environment and the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise levels would be below the
FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the
nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the FTA criteria threshold
of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses.
Construction noise level increases during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 10.2
dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally,
construction noise level increases during the nighttime period would result in maximum increases of 16.4
dBA at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). PDF NOISE-1 includes
implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential effects of
noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can reduce noise
levels by 10 dBA or more as discussed above for Phase 1. Furthermore, the Construction Noise Control

Construction noise level increases during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 9.6
dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally,
construction noise level increases during the nighttime period would result in maximum increases of 15.7

Plan would include a monitoring plan during demolition and construction activities to ensure noise levels
are below the specified noise limits. With implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 4 construction noise
levels would be less than significant.

dBA at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). PDF NOISE-1 includes
implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential effects of
noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can reduce noise
levels by 10 dBA or more as discussed above for Phase 1. Furthermore, the Construction Noise Control
Plan would include a monitoring plan during demolition and construction activities to ensure noise levels
are below the specified noise limits. With implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 3 construction noise
levels would be less than significant.

Phase 4
Phase 4 construction would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, guideway column caps along
Market Street, and the MSF building deck and shell. Phase 4 activities will include utility relocation (if
necessary), foundations, CIP columns, guideway column caps, and installation of equipment at the TPDSs.
Table 4.10-18: Phase 4 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels, presents the forecasted construction
noise levels generated by construction equipment during Phase 4 of the nearby adjacent sensitive
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Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-4 for construction noise (Phase 3) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Education/Residential

Site 3

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential

Site 2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Residential

Site 1

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

Significance
Threshold

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

Significance
Threshold

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

68.0

74.9

69.5

72.8

60.8

68.6

62.2

67.7

60.9

69.1

66.3

72.6

67.1

76.2

70.6

76.7

70.0

73.3

71.6

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

77.2

69.1

73.3

72.8

74.1

71.4

75.3

74.2

77.6

73.4

76.4

71.9

75.0

69.7

73.0

71.9

75.0

67.1

70.5

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Table 4.10-17
Phase 3 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-5 for construction noise (Phase 4) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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Phase 4 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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4.10 Noise

Station. Table 4.10-20: Phase 6 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels, presents the forecasted

Phase 5 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
guideway girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Phase 5 activities will include
guideway girders, guideway straddle caps, and installation of equipment at the PDSs. Table 4.10-19: Phase
5 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels, presents the forecasted construction noise levels
generated by construction equipment during Phase 5 of the nearby adjacent sensitive receptors. As
shown, construction noise levels during the daytime period would range from a low of 55.8 dBA (Leq1hour) at the residential uses along Manchester Boulevard to the east of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard Station (Site L) to a high of 74.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential and commercial uses along
Manchester Boulevard (Site B). Additionally, construction noise levels during the nighttime period would
range from a low of 52.8 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Manchester Boulevard to the east
of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site L) to a high of 71.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the
residential and commercial uses along Manchester Boulevard (Site B). When taking into account the
existing noise environment and the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise levels would
be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA (Leq-1hour)
during the nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the FTA criteria
threshold of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial
uses.

construction noise levels generated by construction equipment during Phase 6 of the nearby adjacent
sensitive receptors. As shown, construction noise levels during the daytime period would range from a
low of 54.0 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Pincay Drive to the southeast of the Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site M) to a high of 75.0 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses
along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally, construction noise levels during the
nighttime period would range from a low of 51.0 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Pincay
Drive to the southeast of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site M) to a high of 72.0 dBA
(Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). When taking into
account the existing noise environment and the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise
levels would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA
(Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the
FTA criteria threshold of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial
and industrial uses.
Construction noise level increases during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 7.8
dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). Additionally,
construction noise level increases during the nighttime period would result in maximum increases of 13.7
dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). PDF NOISE1 includes implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential

Construction noise level increases during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 9.6
dBA above ambient at the commercial uses along Queen Street and Market Street (Site A). Additionally,
construction noise level increases during the nighttime period would result in maximum increases of 12.6
dBA above ambient at the commercial uses along Queen Street and Market Street (Site A). PDF NOISE-1
includes implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential

effects of noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can
reduce noise levels by 10 dBA or more as discussed above for Phase 1. Furthermore, the Construction
Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during demolition and construction activities to ensure
noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 6
construction noise levels would be less than significant.

effects of noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can
reduce noise levels by 10 dBA or more as discussed above for Phase 1. Furthermore, the Construction
Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during demolition and construction activities to ensure
noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 5
construction noise levels would be less than significant.

Phase 6
Phase 6 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
completion of Prairie/Manchester Station, completion of Hardy Station, and completion of the MSF
building, and the elevated passenger walkway to the Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line Downtown Inglewood
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Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-6 for construction noise (Phase 5) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

4.10 Noise

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

--

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

4.10 Noise

Existing Land Use

Residential

Commercial

Site 2

Site A

Residential
Residential
Commercial/Mixed
Use
Residential

Site B
Site I

Site J
Site L

Residential

Site 4

Lodging
Place of
worship/Lodging
Lodging
Lodging

Residential
Residential

Education/Residential
Public

Residential

Site 5
Site C

Site D
Site E

Site F
Site G

Site H
Site K

Site M

73.6
69.1
74.0
72.8

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime

71.6
73.3
70.0
76.7
70.6
76.2
67.0
72.6
66.2
68.8
59.9
67.3
61.5
67.6
56.6
67.5
63.4
74.9
67.9

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime

Ambient
Noise
Levels

77.2

Nighttime

Time
Period

Daytime

66.0

58.5

71.2

68.0

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

70.5

Nighttime

73.5

Daytime

57.8

Nighttime

64.1

Daytime
Nighttime

64.1

64.1

67.5

67.5

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

54.6

Nighttime

61.9

Daytime
Nighttime

Time
Period

51.0

54.0

59.2

62.2

64.0

67.0

62.4

65.5

62.2

65.2

51.9

54.9

52.9

55.9

69.5

72.5

51.8

54.8

69.6

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

4.10-82

72.6

69.0

72.0

51.1

54.1

62.4

65.4

72.0

75.0

69.7

72.7

69.8

72.8

56.4

59.4

69.8

72.8

63.7

66.7

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.10-83

____________
Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-7 for construction noise (Phase 6) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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Phase 6 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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the east of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site L) to a high of 76.5 dBA (Leq1-hour) at

Phase 7 construction would include final site work and completion of the stations. Table 4.10-21: Phase 7
Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels, presents the forecasted construction noise levels generated
by construction equipment during Phase 7 of the nearby adjacent sensitive receptors. As shown,
construction noise levels during the daytime period would range from a low of 51.3 dBA (Leq1-hour) at
the residential uses along Pincay Drive to the southeast of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard
Station (Site M) to a high of 75.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to the east
of the MSF (Site I). Additionally, construction noise levels during the nighttime period would range from a
low of 48.3 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Pincay Drive to the southeast of the Prairie

the residential uses along Manchester Drive to the northeast of the MSF (Site 2). When taking into account
the existing noise environment and the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise levels
would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA (Leq1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the FTA
criteria threshold of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and
industrial uses.
Construction noise level during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 14.4 dBA above
ambient at the commercial uses along Queen Street and Market Street (Site A). Additionally, construction

Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station (Site M) to a high of 72.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses

noise level increases during the nighttime period would result in maximum increases of 18.3 dBA above

along Spruce Avenue to the east of the MSF (Site I). When taking into account the existing noise

ambient at the residential uses along Locust Street to the east of the Market Street/Florence Avenue

environment and the absolute noise levels during construction activities, noise levels would be below the

Station (Site 1). PDF NOISE-1 includes implementation of a Construction Control Plan which proactively

FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the

addresses the potential effects of noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction

nighttime period for residential uses. Additionally, noise levels would be below the FTA criteria threshold

Noise Control Plan can reduce noise levels by 10 dBA or more as discussed above for Phase 1. Furthermore,

of 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses.

the Construction Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during demolition and construction

Construction noise level increases during the daytime period would result in maximum increases of 9.0
dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Locust Street to the east of the Market Street/Florence

activities to ensure noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With implementation of PDF NOISE1, Phase 2 construction noise levels would be less than significant.

Avenue Station (Site 1). Additionally, construction noise level increases during the nighttime period would
result in maximum increases of 14.3 dBA above ambient at the residential uses along Spruce Avenue to
the east of the MSF (Site I). PDF NOISE-1 includes implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan
which proactively addresses the potential effects of noise during construction as discussed above for
Phase 1. Furthermore, the Construction Noise Control Plan would include a monitoring plan during
demolition and construction activities to ensure noise levels are below the specified noise limits. With
implementation of PDF NOISE-1, Phase 7 construction noise levels would be less than significant.

Phase 8
Phase 8 construction would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and primarily
includes installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS trains. Table 4.1022: Phase 8 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels, presents the forecasted construction noise levels
generated by construction equipment during Phase 8 of the nearby adjacent sensitive receptors. As
shown, construction noise levels during the daytime period would range from a low of 60.9 dBA (Leq1hour) at the residential uses along Manchester Boulevard to the east of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester
Boulevard Station (Site L) to a high of 79.6 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Manchester Drive
to the northeast of the MSF (Site 2). Additionally, construction noise levels during the nighttime period
would range from a low of 57.9 dBA (Leq1-hour) at the residential uses along Manchester Boulevard to
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Existing Land Use

Residential

Commercial

Site 2

Site A

Residential
Residential
Commercial/Mixed
Use
Residential

Site B
Site I

Site J
Site L

Residential

Site 4

Lodging
Place of
worship/Lodging
Lodging
Lodging

Residential
Residential

Education/Residential
Public

Residential

Site 5
Site C

Site D
Site E

Site F
Site G

Site H
Site K

Site M

73.6
69.1
74.0
72.8

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime

71.6
73.3
70.0
76.7
70.6
76.2
67.0
72.6
66.2
68.8
59.9
67.3
61.5
67.6
56.6
67.5
63.4
74.9
67.9

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime

Ambient
Noise
Levels

77.2

Nighttime

Time
Period

Daytime

66.0

58.5

71.2

68.0

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

70.5

Nighttime

73.5

Daytime

57.8

Nighttime

64.1

Daytime
Nighttime

64.1

64.1

67.5

67.5

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

54.6

Nighttime

61.9

Daytime
Nighttime

Time
Period

48.3

51.3

67.2

70.2

55.6

58.7

52.3

55.3

59.2

62.2

50.6

53.6

52.2

55.2

48.9

51.9

51.1

54.1

52.0

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)
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55.0

70.5

73.5

49.9

53.0

63.8

66.8

72.6

75.6

58.9

61.9

63.4

66.5

54.0

57.0

63.4

66.5

67.3

70.3

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)
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____________
Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-8 for construction noise (Phase 7) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.

Existing Land Use

Receptor
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Education/Residential

Site 3

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential

Site 2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Residential

Site 1

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

90.0
80.0

67.9

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

Significance
Threshold

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

Significance
Threshold

74.9

68.7

72.1

59.1

68.1

62.0

67.6

62.6

69.7

66.3

72.7

67.1

76.2

70.6

76.7

70.1

73.4

71.6

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

77.2

71.8

75.5

72.8

74.0

70.2

74.4

72.8

76.3

70.8

73.8

66.8

70.0

59.3

64.9

66.8

70.0

67.5

70.9

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1
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Phase 7 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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Existing Land Use

Residential

Commercial

Site 2

Site A

Residential
Residential
Commercial/Mixed
Use
Residential

Site B
Site I

Site J
Site L

Residential

Site 4

Lodging
Place of
worship/Lodging
Lodging
Lodging

Residential
Residential

Education/Residential
Public

Residential

Site 5
Site C

Site D
Site E

Site F
Site G

Site H
Site K

Site M

73.6
69.1
74.0
72.8

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime

71.6
73.3
70.0
76.7
70.6
76.2
67.0
72.6
66.2
68.8
59.9
67.3
61.5
67.6
56.6
67.5
63.4
74.9
67.9

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime

Ambient
Noise
Levels

77.2

Nighttime

Time
Period

Daytime

66.0

58.5

71.2

68.0

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

70.5

Nighttime

73.5

Daytime

57.8

Nighttime

64.1

Daytime
Nighttime

64.1

64.1

67.5

67.5

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

54.6

Nighttime

61.9

Daytime
Nighttime

Time
Period

58.1

61.1

74.2

77.2

71.0

74.0

69.4

72.4

69.1

72.2

59.0

62.0

59.8

62.8

76.5

79.5

58.8

61.8

76.6

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)
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79.6

76.0

79.0

57.9

60.9

73.4

76.4

73.1

76.1

76.7

79.7

76.5

79.6

75.3

78.3

76.5

79.6

72.8

75.8

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)
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Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-9 for construction noise (Phase 8) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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Education/Residential

Site 3

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential

Site 2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Residential

Site 1

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

90.0
80.0

68.3

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

Significance
Threshold

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

100.0

80.0

90.0

80.0

90.0

Significance
Threshold

75.1

74.5

77.6

71.2

74.9

70.0

73.6

69.6

73.8

67.0

73.0

67.8

76.4

77.5

81.3

70.3

73.6

77.8

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

81.6

76.4

79.7

72.9

74.2

74.8

78.2

73.2

76.7

77.6

80.6

76.7

79.9

75.4

78.5

76.7

79.9

72.9

76.0

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1
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Phase 8 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels
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Potential Health Effects of Proposed Project Construction Noise

4.10 Noise

disturbance effects of nighttime construction, but do not represent predictions of sleep awakenings for

As mentioned previously, construction is planned to occur in multiple phases over approximately 46

any specific location or population.

months between January 2024 and November 2027. Construction noise levels were based on acoustical

There are no established thresholds with regard to an acceptable level of short-term sleep disturbance.

use factor, maximum noise levels, and the logarithmic sum of all pieces of equipment operated

While exposure to high levels of noise during sleep can result in physiological responses, it is not possible

simultaneously within a specified area. As detailed in Tables 4.10-15 through 4.10-22, construction noise

to predict such effects in any particular population. As such, due to the lack of established thresholds and

levels would not exceed the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA

noise levels that do not exceed the threshold of pain and hearing damage, construction activities from the

(Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses and 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime

proposed Project would not result in adverse health effects related to pain and hearing loss and are not

and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses. Additionally, PDF NOISE-1 includes

considered significant for this reason.

implementation of a Construction Noise Control Plan which proactively addresses the potential effects of
noise during construction. The measures required by the Construction Noise Control Plan can reduce noise

Off-Site Construction Traffic

levels by 10 dBA or more. As shown in Table 4.10-1 above, when measured on the A-scale of a standard

Construction traffic would generate noise along access routes to and from the proposed Project’s

sound level meter, short-term noise levels constituting the threshold of pain and hearing damage are

construction areas. Construction activities would require the movement of heavy equipment throughout

between 130 dBA and 140 dBA.

the Project area during respective construction phases and for each specialized construction activity (e.g.,

With respect to potential nighttime disturbance from construction noise, the areas along the proposed
alignment for the ATS system where there is the potential for sleep disturbance during nighttime

demolition, grading). Construction staging, parking and equipment storage areas will be on-site within the
proposed fenced in yards or within each phasing area.

construction has been identified. Construction activities will occur adjacent to residential uses, especially

Delivery of construction materials would occur during the night shift, as would most lane closures.

adjacent to the MSF site and other areas along the proposed Project.

Construction activities during the day shift would primarily consist of work that could proceed without

According to the Acoustical Society of America, receivers that would experience an indoor SEL of 50 dBA
or lower would have an awakening probability of zero. 64 Based on the assumption that standard building
construction in a warm climate area such as southern California offers an exterior-to-interior attenuation
rate of 12 dB, it is assumed that indoor SEL would be 12 dB lower than exterior construction noise levels. 65
The area surrounding the proposed Project that would experience an indoor SEL of greater than 50 dBA
(exterior construction noise level of greater than 62 dBA Leq) during a worst-case or loudest maximum
nighttime construction noise level event was identified. This does not take into account the existing indoor
SEL currently experienced due to aircraft flyovers from LAX and/or other existing noise sources in the area
such as traffic and industrial operations. Based on the preceding impact analyses provided in Tables 4.1015 through 4.10-22, exterior noise levels at all analyzed locations would be above 62 dBA Leq prior to the
addition of construction noise.

requiring lane closures or significant disruption to daily commuter traffic and potential event traffic along
Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Additionally, it can be anticipated that some minor activity
would occur during periods in between construction shifts for logistics, moving equipment, etc.
Construction employee parking would be provided within the construction areas and may also serve as
temporary parking for construction personnel. As identified in the CCP, construction activities would be
required to be conducted in conformance with the Parking Management Plan which states parking,
staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles, including workers’ personal or project assigned vehicles,
trucks and heavy vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets at all times, outside of a permitted workspace
unless otherwise approved by the City. If the use of residential permit parking spots is necessary for
construction, provide for equivalent overnight replacement parking for removed residential permit
parking spots at the nearest possible area to the location where parking has been removed.

Due to the high variability of each individual’s sensitivity to nighttime noise, uncertain factors related to
nighttime construction activity such as number of peak noise level occurrences, and lack of an established
or adopted threshold designating acceptable occurrences of awakenings, the estimated area for
awakenings presented in this analysis represents the City’s best effort to disclose the potential sleep

Designated delivery and haul routes would be established for the proposed Project consistent with the
City’s General Plan roadway designations and the haul routes currently used for local projects. As shown
in Figure 3.0-35: Proposed Construction Staging Areas and Haul Routes, the primary delivery and haul
routes proposed during construction of the proposed Project would utilize Florence Avenue, Manchester
Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard, which have been designated by the City as appropriate

64 Acoustical Society of America, 2018. Rationale for Withdrawing ANSI/ASA S12.9-2008/Part 6. Annex 3. July 22, 2018.
65 United States Environmental Protection Agency, Protective Noise Levels, 1978, p.11
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for heavy truck use. 66 These routes would convey materials to and from regional routes, including the I-

According to FHWA, assuming all other factors remain the same, it takes a doubling of traffic volumes (100
percent increase) in order to increase traffic noise levels by 3 dBA. 68 As compared to adjusted baseline

405 (Glen Anderson Freeway) and I-405 (San Diego Freeway).

average daily traffic volumes along the roadways mentioned above, the sound power generated by the
The construction contractor would be required to utilize the haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle

maximum anticipated number of construction trucks would not be equivalent or greater to a doubling of

routes reviewed and approved by the City. As identified in the CCP, truck deliveries of bulk materials such

both the minimum and maximum ADT along West Century Boulevard, Manchester Boulevard or South

as aggregate, bulk cement, dirt, etc. to the project site, and hauling of material from the project site, shall

Prairie Avenue and therefore would not result in a 5 dBA (Leq-1hour) increase along those roadways.

be scheduled during off-peak hours to avoid the peak commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.
For dirt, aggregate, bulk cement, and all other materials and equipment, truck deliveries would be on

Therefore, noise impacts from off-site construction traffic from trucks would be less than significant.

designated routes only (freeways and non-residential streets).

Operation
As shown in the Construction Phasing Narrative, a variety of heavy trucks will travel to and from the

Road Traffic Noise

proposed Project during various phases of construction. The total trucks per phase is shown in Table 4.104 above. The proposed Project is expected to generate a maximum of approximately 32 trips per day which

As the City transforms into a major regional activity center, the ITC Project is designed to meet the City’s
goals and objectives related to reducing the City’s traffic congestion and alleviating growing demand on

includes both on-road on- and off-site equipment.

the existing roadway network by encouraging and providing the use of intermodal transportation systems.
Although it is unlikely that all Project construction related heavy-duty construction trucks would travel

Thus, the Project is intended to reduce vehicle trips and roadway noise levels, resulting in negligible

along the same haul route, due to the uncertainty of the route trucks would take it has been conservatively

increases in the roadway network as discussed below.

assumed that the maximum anticipated number of heavy-duty construction trucks could potentially travel
Adjusted Baseline Conditions During Typical Non-Event Weekdays With and Without ITC Project

along the same route.

Appendix N.2-1 and 4.10.2-2 illustrates the change in daytime (7:00 AM to 10:00 PM) and nighttime (10:00
Traffic volume data was provided for multiple segments along each roadway, resulting in multiple different

PM to 7:00 AM) noise levels for the Adjusted Baseline Conditions during typical Non-Event Weekday with

daily volumes. The lowest adjusted baseline average daily traffic (ADTs) volumes along West Century

ITC Project traffic noise levels in detail. The difference in traffic noise between Adjusted Baseline Without

Boulevard, Manchester Boulevard, South Prairie Avenue and Florence Avenue are 33,189 trips, 18,821

ITC Project and Adjusted Baseline With ITC Project represents the increase (or decrease) in noise

trips, 22,089 trips, and 16,835 trips respectively, (refer to Appendix N.2-1) and the highest adjusted

attributable to Project-related traffic area. As shown, roadway levels would result in a decrease in noise

baselines volumes along West Century Boulevard, Manchester Boulevard, South Prairie Avenue and

due to removal and redistribution of trips as a result of the Project. Therefore, the roadway noise level

Florence Avenue are 50,609 trips, 36,748 trips, 38,953 trips, and 40,740 trips respectively. 67

during the daytime or nighttime periods would not exceed the threshold of significance of an increase in

The sound power from one heavy-duty truck is greater than the sound power from one passenger vehicle
(i.e., car). According to Caltrans, the noise levels from one heavy-duty truck at a speed of 35 miles per hour
is equivalent to 19 passenger vehicles traveling at a speed of 35 miles per hour. Applying this multiplier to
a maximum of approximately 32 trips per day, construction would generate a potential maximum sound
power equivalency of up to 608 passenger vehicle trips per day. Additionally, the maximum workforce

noise level of 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use
compatibility categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA when noise levels remain within acceptable
limits. Impacts of the proposed Project related to traffic generated noise for the Adjusted Baseline
Conditions during typical non-event weekdays with ITC Project would be less than significant.
Opening Year (2027) Conditions With NFL Event With and Without ITC Project

estimate range between 210 – 240 persons during Phase 4 and 5, as such resulting in 848 passenger trips
Appendix N.2-3 and 4.10.2-4 compares the daytime and nighttime noise levels from Opening Year (2027)

per day.

Conditions With NFL Event Without ITC Project to the Opening Year (2027) Conditions With NFL Event
With ITC Project. As shown, roadway levels would result in a decrease in noise due to removal and
redistribution of trips as a result of the Project. Therefore, the roadway noise level during the daytime or
66 City of Inglewood, Municipal Code, Section 3-95, Truck Routes Established.
https://www.qcode.us/codes/inglewood/view.php?topic=3-3-3_85&frames=on
67 Traffic data provided in the Transportation Study available in Appendix O.
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68 Federal Highway Administration, FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model, December 1978,
https://ia801807.us.archive.org/3/items/fhwahighwaytraff00barr/fhwahighwaytraff00barr.pdf.
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nighttime periods would not exceed the threshold of significance of an increase in noise level of 3 dBA Leq

(Lnight) at Site 1. It is important to note that the majority of the noise monitoring locations identified are

to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or

not predicted to experience any increase resulting from operation of the rubber-tired ATS trains. As such,

result in an increase of 10 dBA when noise levels remain within acceptable limits. Impacts of the proposed

operational noise levels would not result in increases of 3 dBA to or within the “normally unacceptable”

Project related to traffic generated noise for the Opening Year (2027) Conditions with NFL Event With ITC

or “clearly unacceptable” compatibility category for land uses or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater

Project would be less than significant.

when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.

Future Horizon Year (2045) With NFL Event With and Without ITC Project

Monorail Noise

Appendix N.2-5 and 4.10.2-6 compares the daytime and nighttime noise levels from traffic generated by

As shown in Table 4.10-23, when compared to ambient conditions, daytime noise level increases from the

the Future Horizon Year (2045) With NFL Event Without ITC Project to the Future Horizon Year (2045) With

monorail technology would range from a low of 0.1 dBA Leq (Lday) at various sites to a high of 0.5 dBA Leq

NFL Event With Project conditions. As shown, roadway levels would result in a decrease in noise due to

(Lday) at the residential uses to the east of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station (Site 1).

removal and redistribution of trips as a result of the Project. Therefore, the roadway noise level during the

Additionally, nighttime noise level increases would range from a low of 0.1 dBA Leq (Lnight) at various sites

daytime or nighttime periods would not exceed the threshold of significance of an increase in noise level

to a high of 1.8 dBA Leq (Lnight) at Site 1. However, similar to the rubber-tired ATS trains, the majority of

of 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility

locations monitored are not predicted to experience any increases resulting from operation of the

categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA when noise levels remain within acceptable limits. Impacts of

monorail technology trains. As such, operational noise levels from the monorail technology would not

the proposed Project related to traffic generated noise for the Future Horizon Year (2045) With NFL Event

result in increases of 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable”

without and with the ITC Project would be less than significant.

compatibility category for land uses or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater when noise levels remain
within acceptable limits.

ATS Train Transit Noise
As mentioned previously, for analysis purposes it is assumed that the proposed Project would either utilize
large, automated monorail technologies or rubber-tire vehicles operating along a fixed guideway. Table
4.10-23: ATS Trains Exterior Noise Levels below provides the predicted noise levels of both the rubbertired ATS train and monorail.
It is important to note, the Project would be required to implement PDF NOISE-3, which requires the ATS
train to not exceed the levels specified in Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-05 (American
Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards - Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne
Noise, ASCE 21-05.). The design of the any barriers along the guideway designed to reduce noise shall be
subject to the limited noted in Table 4.10-9 above. Therefore, whether the Project implements steel-wheel
rail technology or operates with a cable or pulley system, it would comply with maximum noise level
requirements 


Rubber-tired ATS Train Noise
As shown in Table 4.10-23, when compared to ambient conditions, daytime noise level increases from the
rubber-tired ATS trains would range from 0.1 dBA Leq (Lday) at various sites to a high of 0.2 dBA Leq (Lday)
at Site 1 (Residential uses to the west of N. Locust Street including the Holy Faith Episcopal Church,
commercial uses to the east of N. Locust Street). Additionally, nighttime noise level increases would range
from a low of 0.1 dBA Leq (Lnight) at Site K (commercial uses along Regent Street) to a high of 0.9 dBA Leq
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Residential

Public

Site
A
Site
K

Educational

Residential

Commercial/Mixed Use

Residential

Site
B
Site
I
Site
J

Site
L

Residential

Place of
Worship/Lodging

Lodging

Residential

Residential

Educational/Residential

Residential

Lodging

Lodging

Site
4
Site
C
Site
E
Site
F
Site
G
Site
H
Site
M
Site
5
Site
D

76.2

73.3

74.9

67.6

67.3

68.8

72.6

76.7

77.2

71.2

74.0

73.6

68.0

73.5

64.1

67.5

64.1

61.9

dBA

67.0

70.0

67.9

56.6

61.5

59.9

66.2

70.6

71.6

66.0

72.8

69.1

58.5

70.5

59.4

63.4

57.8

54.6

Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail

Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail

Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail
Rubber
Tired
Monorail

Train
Type

37.7
45.0
33.1
46.3
33.1

38.6
45.9
34.0
47.2
33.9

76.2

45.4
40.0
47.1
40.6
47.2
30.8
37.5
30.4
41.3
30.0
38.2

46.3
40.9
47.9
41.5
48.1
31.6
38.3
31.3
42.1
30.9
39.0

76.2

37.0
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73.3

73.3

74.9

74.9

67.6

67.6

67.3

67.3

68.8

68.8

72.6

72.6

76.7

37.8

45.4

46.3

76.7

77.2

26.6

34.1

35.0

38.7

45.1

46.0

77.2

71.2

71.2

74.0

74.0

73.6

73.6

68.0

68.0

73.5

73.5

64.2

64.1

67.7

67.6

64.2

64.1

27.5

34.1

35.1

62.1
62.4

dBA

67.0

67.0

70.0

70.0

67.9

67.9

57.0

56.7

61.7

61.5

60.1

59.9

66.2

66.2

70.6

70.6

71.6

71.6

66.1

66.0

72.8

72.8

69.1

69.1

58.7

58.5

70.5

70.5

59.6

59.4

63.9

63.5

58.2

57.8

56.4

55.5

Nighttime

Future Ambient Plus
Proposed ATS Trains
Daytime

39.6

39.6
47.7

40.4
48.6

4.10-96

39.3

47.1

48.0

40.1

37.7

38.6

54.0

54.8

36.7

48.5

49.3

46.8

47.9

48.7

37.6

36.7

37.6

47.6

48.1
51.8

48.9
52.7

Nighttime

Modeled Guideway
Noise Levels
Daytime

____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.6-2 for Operational Noise for Modeled Guideway System Worksheets.

Educational/Residential

Site
3

Prairie Avenue Segment
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Residential

Site
2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Residential

Site
1

Site
ID
Land Use
Market Street Segment

Nighttime

Existing Ambient
Daytime

Table 4.10-23
ATS Trains Exterior Noise Levels

+0.2

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

+0.1

0.0

+0.2

+0.1

+0.1

0.0

+0.5

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

0.0

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No
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0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

+0.4

+0.1

+0.2

0.0

+0.2

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

+0.1
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0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

+0.2

0.0

0.0

0.0

+0.2

0.0

+0.5

+0.1

+0.4

0.0

+1.8

+0.9

Nighttime

Increase in Noise
Daytime

4.10 Noise

4.10 Noise

Stationary Source Noise

4.10 Noise

unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or result in an increase of 10
dBA or greater when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.

MSF Site Operations
The proposed MSF facility will be located on a site containing an existing retail commercial building at 500

The MSF will be designed in accordance with the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines)

E. Manchester Boulevard containing a Vons grocery store, a gym, a bank branch, and a gas station operated

which address the massing, façade, materials, colors, roof, and lighting for this facility, how the MSF will

by Vons. The MSF is proposed on the eastern portion of this site and a new replacement Vons store, which

engage with the pedestrian and vehicular circulation around it, and sustainability features. Building

would include amenities similar to the existing store will be built on the corner of Manchester Boulevard

elements would include screens to shield all exterior equipment including equipment at the rooftop and

and Hillcrest Boulevard. A detailed description of the MSF is provided in Section 3.0, 3.5.4: Maintenance

ground level, so that it is not visible form the street or accessible areas of adjacent properties.

and Storage Facility (MSF).
Impacts related to stationary noise sources from the MSF would be less than significant.
The MSF is a large facility (approximately 75,000 SF), spread out over considerable area with various noise
levels and would be sized to accommodate the ATS train rolling stock and operating equipment. The MSF
building would be elevated from ground level, with double height clearance over the maintenance tracks,
and a largely unenclosed ground floor. The maintenance level for ATS train cars would be located on the
second floor to match the guideway track elevation. The maintenance level will contain mezzanine
administrative office space. The ground level would include multiple rows of columns and support beams
for structural support.
The MSF site is bordered on three sides by residential and commercial uses across E. Hillcrest Boulevard,
E. Spruce Avenue and E. Nutwood Street. In addition, there are commercial and residential uses to the
east/northeast across Manchester Boulevard. Using the general assessment of FTA’s Noise and Vibration
Impacts Assessment Manual, reference noise levels for activities that would be associated with the MSF
include 20 train movements during the peak hour for a typical maintenance and operations facility. The
SoundPLAN noise propagation model was used to calculate area noise sources within the MSF and Vons
site. The model accounts for multiple receiver points, resulting in varying impacts due to distance of each
point and the location of any intervening existing structures that serve as shields or noise barriers. As
shown in Table 4.10-24: Modeled Operational Noise Levels, operational noise level increases during the
daytime would range from no change at the majority of the identified receptors listed below to a high of
2.1 dBA Leq (Lday) at Site I (residential uses along Spruce Ave across from the MSF). Taking into account
the ambient environment, exterior noise levels during the daytime period at Site I would be 70.1 dBA.
Increases in daytime noise levels would not exceed the 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally unacceptable”
or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater
when noise levels remain within acceptable limits. Additionally, nighttime noise level increases would
range from no change at the majority of the identified receptors listed below to a high of 3.9 dBA Leq
(Lnight) at Site I. Taking into account the ambient environment, exterior noise levels during the nighttime
period at Site I would be 62.4 dBA. Although nighttime noise levels would increase by more than 3 dBA
Leq, nighttime noise levels would not result in an exterior environment that exceeds the “normally
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Land Use

Residential
Public

Site A
Site K

Educational

Residential
Commercial/Mixed Use
Residential

Site B

Site I
Site J
Site L

Place of
Worship/Lodging
Lodging
Residential

Residential
Educational/Residential
Residential

Lodging
Lodging

Site C

Site E
Site F

Site G
Site H
Site M

Site D
Site 5

74.0
72.8

Daytime
Nighttime

76.2
67.0
73.3
70.0

Daytime
Nighttime

67.6

Daytime

Daytime

61.5

Nighttime

67.3

Daytime
Nighttime

67.9

59.9

Nighttime

68.8

Daytime
Nighttime

56.6

66.2

74.9

72.6

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

70.6

Nighttime

Nighttime

71.6
76.7

Daytime

Ambient
Noise

77.2

Nighttime

Time
Period

Daytime

66.0

69.1

71.2

73.6

Daytime
Nighttime

Daytime

58.5

Nighttime

Nighttime

70.5
68.0

73.5

Daytime

Daytime

64.1

Nighttime

67.5

Daytime

63.4

Nighttime

Nighttime

57.8
67.5

64.1

Daytime

Daytime

54.6

Nighttime

61.9

Daytime
Nighttime

Ambient
Noise
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____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N-5.1 for MSF Stationary Source Worksheets.

Land Use

Receptor

Residential

Educational/Residential
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Site 4

Site 3

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential

Site 2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Residential

Site 1

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Time
Period

4.10-101

29.7

35.4

30.8

36.5

30.8

36.4

39.2

44.9

34.5

40.2

32.0

37.6

22.6

28.2

28.6

34.3

26.6

MSF Operational
Noise, Leq

4.10-100

32.3

41.6

47.3

34.2

39.9

37.1

42.7

60.2

65.9

39.5

45.2

51.3

56.9

32.7

38.3

35.2

40.9

33.5

39.1

MSF Operational
Noise, Leq

77.2

66.0

71.2

72.8

74.0

69.1

73.6

62.4

70.1

70.5

73.5

64.3

67.9

63.4

67.5

57.8

64.1

54.6

61.9

dBA

70.0

73.3

67.0

76.2

67.9

74.9

56.7

67.6

61.5

67.3

59.9

68.8

66.2

72.6

70.6

76.7

71.6

MSF Operational Noise
plus Ambient, leq

dBA

MSF Operational Noise
plus Ambient, leq

Table 4.10-24
Modeled Operational Noise Levels
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0.0
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Increase Over
Ambient, Leq

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

+3.9

+2.1

0.0

0.0

+0.2

+0.4

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

Increase Over
Ambient, Leq
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4.10 Noise

PDS Substation Site Operations

4.10 Noise

than 50 hours per year. Each standby generator would be tested during different days; if needed for

The proposed Project will include two PDS substations. The identified PDS substation locations are the
proposed MSF site and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station. Each PDS substation includes equipment
to transform the medium- to high-voltage power feed provided from the power companies to the required
750-volt direct current (VDC) needed to power the vehicles and other ancillary equipment. A description
of the PDS substations is provided in Section 3.0, 3.5.5: Power Distribution System Substations.
Noise from transformers and similar equipment at substations is usually a low-frequency (60 Hz) humming
sound. Noise from fans and ventilation equipment at substation sites can also contribute to this source.
Transformer noise will “transmit” and attenuate at different rates depending on the transformer size,
voltage rating, and design. The substation would be the source of noise from what is termed corona
discharge. Noise from corona discharge and similar electrical phenomena associated with high voltage
transmission lines is heard as a cracking or hissing sound, which commonly varies with the humidity. While
distinctive at a short distance, this noise is typically only about 40 to 50 dBA or less and would not be loud
enough to cause a significant increase in noise levels at both the proposed MSF site and the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street station. When taking into account the noise from the transmission line ranging from
40 to 50 dBA, this results in a maximum increase of 0.1 dBA Leq, which is technically considered not
perceivable. With the concurrent operation of noise generated from the proposed MSF site and the Prairie
Avenue/Hardy Street station, the noise levels generated by the transformers would be negligible.

emergency operation, both generators would operate for up to 2 hours each and operation could occur
simultaneously.
Reference noise levels for emergency generators from the SoundPLAN source library range from 60 dB to
75 dB at 10 meters (32.8 feet) from the source. Assuming the maximum emergency generator noise level
of 75 dB, sensitive receptors within this distance without the use of shields or barriers would exceed the
upper limit for the Normally Acceptable noise exposure to residential residences of 70 dBA. As mentioned
previously, based on conventional standard point source noise-distance attenuation factors, noise levels
would be reduced by a factor of 4.5 to 6.0 dBA for each doubling distance. Assuming the lowest end of the
attenuation factor of 4.5 dBA per doubling distance, emergency generator noise levels within 100 feet
would be reduced to 67.6 dBA, below the normally acceptable noise exposure for residential residences.
Additionally, as described in the Design Guidelines, screens will be provided to shield all exterior
equipment, so that it is not visible from the street or accessible areas of adjacent properties. These screens
would act as barrier to further reduce noise levels from the emergency generator. A barrier can achieve a
5-dB noise level reduction when it is tall enough to break the line-of-sight to the receiver. As such, due to
the infrequent use of the generator and the use of barriers for stationary noise sources, a less-thansignificant noise impact is anticipated for the use of emergency generators.

Station Operation Noise

Additionally, as described previously, implementation of PDF NOISE-1 would require stationary noise
source generated from mechanical equipment to be enclosed within a shed or barrier that would further
reduce noise levels. Thus, the off-site PDS substations would result in a less than significant noise impact.

The proposed Project includes three stations: at Market Street/Florence Avenue, Prairie
Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street. All platforms would be elevated at least
16 feet above ground level and would include three levels (street level, mezzanine level, and platform

Backup Generators

level); a typical station design is shown in Figure 3.0-5. Additional details of the stations are discussed in

To assure the ability to allow ATS trains to reach the nearest stations to offload riders in the event of loss
of electrical supply, each PDS substation will be equipped with backup power generators. The proposed
Project would include up to two stationary standby generators, one at each of the two PDS substation
sites, with an estimated total capacity rated at approximately 4,000 kilowatts (kW) to provide emergency
power primarily for ATS train operation, lighting, and other emergency systems.

Section 3.0, 3.5.3: Stations. All three stations would include elevated passenger walkways with a height
up to 65 feet measured from the existing grade to top of structure.
Moderate noise impacts from ATS train or monorail passbys have been analyzed along each of the
guideway segments (Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue) including noise from the
trains/monorails entering and exiting stations. The exterior noise level generated by the ATS trains, with

Community response to noise and vibration correlates with the frequency of events and, intuitively, more
frequent events of low noise and vibration levels may evoke the same responses as fewer high vibration
level events. This effect is accounted for in the ground-borne noise and vibration impact criteria by

all contributing noise sources in operation, would conform to PDF NOISE-3 which provides noise levels
specified in Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-05 and not exceed the exterior noise standards
set forth therein. 69 As such, the guideway would be designed to meet these noise levels and have noise

characterizing projects by frequency of events. According to the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact
Assessment Manual, frequent events are defined as more than 70 events per day and infrequent events
are defined as fewer than 30 events per day. For maintenance purposes, each standby generator would
be tested and operated for 2 hours per day during 24 days per year (twice a month) for a total of not more
Meridian Consultants
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69 American Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards - Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise,
ASCE 21-05.
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limiting barriers to limit train noise as noted in Table 4.10-9 above as appropriate. The FTA noise limits for

levels would increase by more than 3 dBA Leq, nighttime noise levels would not result in an exterior

trains entering or leaving stations is 76 dBA. 70

environment that exceeds the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility
categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.

Furthermore, as shown in Table 4.10-23 above, operation of the proposed Project would result in noise
level increases from a low of 0.1 dBA Leq to a high of 1.8 dBA Leq for the monorail technology, which

Table 4.10-25: Composite Operational Noise (Roadway, ATS Trains, and Stationary Sources) presents the

results in a higher increase when compared to the rubber-tired ATS trains. Additionally, exterior noise

composite operational noise levels at each of the sensitive receptors. The impacts are indicative of the

levels from the ATS trains would range from 37.6 dBA Leq (Lday) at Site A (commercial uses along Queen

impacts that would be experienced taking into account the change in roadway noise levels, operation of

Street and Market Street) to a high of 54.8 dBA Leq (Lday) at Site K (residential uses along N. Locust Street).

the ATS trains and stationary noise from the proposed MSF site. As a result, impacts within each receptor

Additionally, nighttime noise levels from the ATS trains at the Market Street Station would range from a

group may vary depending on the distance of each receiver point within the specific receptor group and

low of 36.7 dBA Leq (Lnight) at Site A to a high of 54.0 dBA Leq (Lnight) at Site K.

the location of any shielding or barriers.

Noise from passengers that would use the elevated passenger walkways at all three stations would not be

As shown in Table 4.10-25, maximum composite noise level increases above ambient during the daytime

a substantial noise source in that the crossover would be elevated from the ground floor and removed

period range from a low of 0.1 dBA Leq (Lday) to a high of 4.5 dBA Leq (Lday). Additionally, maximum

from any adjacent buildings. In addition, the noise would be muffled by existing background noise from

composite noise level increases above ambient during the nighttime period from a low of 0.2 dBA Leq

vehicle traffic from the surrounding streets.

(Lnight) to a high of 5.8 dBA Leq (Lnight). Although exterior noise levels would increase by more than 3
dBA Leq during both the daytime and nighttime period, increases would not cause noise levels to be within

The anticipated noise increase from operation of the stations would not result in an increase in noise level

the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility ranges for residential uses

of 3 dBA to or within the “normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility

or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater when noise levels remain within acceptable limits. Composite

categories or result in an increase of 10 dBA or greater when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.

noise levels impacts would be less than significant.

Composite Traffic and Proposed Project Noise
As discussed previously, implementation of the proposed Project would result in changes to existing road
traffic noise, transit noise, and noise from the MSF site. The combined noise of these Project noise sources
is analyzed below

Operation
As discussed, and shown in Appendix N.2-6, operation of the proposed Project would not result in
significant impacts related to noise from roadway traffic levels, resulting in maximum increases of 0.1 dBA;
in some areas, noise would actually decrease. Additionally, as shown in Table 4.10-23, operation of the
proposed Project would result in noise level increases from a low of 0.1 dBA Leq to a high of 1.8 dBA Leq
for the monorail technologies, which results in a higher increase when compared to the rubber-tired ATS
trains.
As shown in Table 4.10-24, anticipated noise levels from stationary sources from the proposed MSF would
range from no increase to a high of 3.9 dBA Leq. Taking into account the ambient environment, exterior
noise levels during the nighttime period at Site I would be 62.4 dBA Leq (Lnight). Although nighttime noise
70 American Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards - Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise,
ASCE 21-05.
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Residential
Public

Site A
Site K

Educational
Residential
Commercial/Mixed Use
Residential

Site B
Site I
Site J
Site L

Residential
Place of
Worship/Lodging
Lodging
Residential
Residential
Educational/Residential
Residential
Lodging
Lodging

Site 4
Site C
Site E
Site F
Site G
Site H
Site M
Site D
Site 5

73.0
65.5
59.7
52.2
65.3
57.8
64.8
57.3
71.3

Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime
Nighttime
Daytime

66.1

Daytime
Nighttime
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64.6
73.6

Nighttime

63.8

64.5

Daytime
Nighttime

72.1

72.1

Nighttime

Daytime

64.2

Daytime

Nighttime

64.3
71.7

Nighttime

41.3

42.1

38.2

39.0

37.5

38.3

47.2

48.1

47.1

47.9

45.4

46.3

38.7

39.6

45.4

46.3

45.1

46.0

29.7

35.4

30.8

36.5

30.8

36.4

39.2

44.9

34.5

40.2

32.0

37.6

22.6

28.2

28.6

34.3

26.6

32.3

41.6

Maximum
Stationary
Noise
Levels3

47.3

34.2

39.9

37.1

42.7

60.2

65.9

39.5

45.2

51.3

56.9

32.7

38.3

35.2

40.9

33.5

39.1

dBA

Maximum
Stationary
Noise
Levels3

dBA
47.7

2

Maximum
Noise
Levels at
Guideway

48.6

39.3

40.1

46.3

47.2

45.0

45.9

47.1

48.0

46.8

47.6

54.0

54.8

47.9

48.7

51.8

52.7

2

Maximum
Noise
Levels at
Guideway

Time Period

Future LongTerm (2045)
With Project
Roadway
Noise Levels1

4.10-106

71.9

65.5

Nighttime
Daytime

61.3
73.0

Daytime

Daytime
Nighttime

55.8
68.8

Nighttime

62.7
63.4

70.2

Daytime
Daytime

62.7

Nighttime

70.2

Daytime

59.8

Nighttime

Nighttime

53.3
67.3

60.9

Daytime
Daytime

51.2

Nighttime

58.7

Daytime
Nighttime

Time Period

____________
Notes: 1 Refer to Table 4.10-20 for Roadway Noise Levels
2
Refer to Table 4.10-23 for Monorail Guideway System operational noise levels.
3
Refer to Table 4.10-25 for MSF Operational Noise Levels
4
Logarithmic increase = Roadway Noise + Guideway Noise + Stationary MSF Noise

Land Use

Educational/Residential

Sensitive
Receptor ID
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Site 3

Prairie Avenue Segment

Residential

Site 2

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Residential

Land Use

Site 1

Market Street Segment

Sensitive
Receptor ID

Future LongTerm (2045)
With Project
Roadway
Noise Levels1

66.1

73.6

64.6

72.1

63.8

71.3

57.8

64.9

58.2

65.4

53.1

59.9

65.5

73.0

64.6

72.1

64.3

71.7

64.4

Future
Roadway plus
Maximum
Noise at
Guideway plus
Stationary

72.0

65.5

73.0

61.5

68.8

61.6

67.9

62.8

70.2

63.1

70.4

60.8

67.5

54.5

61.2

54.6

59.7

Future
Roadway plus
Maximum
Noise at
Guideway plus
Stationary

Table 4.10-25
Composite Operational Noise (Roadway, ATS Trains, and Stationary Sources)
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+0.1

0.0

0.0

+0.2

0.0

+5.8

+4.5

+0.1

0.0

+0.4

+0.2

+1.0

+0.2

+1.2

+0.3

+3.8

+1.0

Increase
in
Composite
Noise3
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Mitigation Measures

Off-Road On-Site Equipment: Off-road construction equipment includes dozers, loaders, sweepers, and

Noise impacts from construction and operation of the Project would be less than significant and do not
require any mitigation.
Impact NOI-2:

4.10 Noise

other heavy-duty construction equipment that is not licensed for travel on public highways.
On-Road On-Site Equipment: On-road on-site equipment includes shuttle vans transporting construction

Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive

employees to and from the site(s), on-site pick-up trucks, crew vans, water trucks, dump trucks, haul trucks
and other on road-road vehicles licensed to travel on public roadways.

groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Table 4.10-26: Proposed Project Construction Related Vibration Impacts – Building Damage presents the

Construction

construction vibration impacts associated with construction in terms of building damage. As shown in
Construction activities can generate varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the construction
phase (e.g., site preparation, grading, etc.) and the type of construction equipment used. The operation
of construction equipment generates vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish in amplitude

Table 4.10-26, the forecasted vibration levels due to construction activities would exceed the building
damage significance threshold of 0.2 PPV inches per second (ips) at the locations described below. These
impacts are primarily caused by impact pile drivers located within 55 feet of the nearest receptor.

with distance from the source. The effect on buildings located near the construction site often varies
depending on soil type, ground strata, and construction characteristics of the receptor buildings. The

Market Street and Market Street/Florence Avenue Station

results from vibration can range from no perceptible effects at the lowest vibration levels to low rumbling

x

Site 1 (Residential uses to the west of N. Locust Street including the Holy Faith Episcopal Church,
commercial uses to the east of N. Locust Street) with an estimated vibration velocity level at the
nearest off-site structures of 0.267 PPV ips;

x

Site A (Commercial uses along E. Queen Street) with an estimated vibration velocity level at the
nearest off-site structures of 0.318 PPV ips; and

x

Site K (Commercial uses along E. Regent Street) with an estimated vibration velocity level at the
nearest off-site structures of 0.228 PPV ips.

sounds and perceptible vibration at moderate levels.
Ground-borne vibration impacts due to proposed Project construction activities were evaluated by
identifying potential vibration sources (i.e., construction equipment), estimating the vibration levels at
potentially affected receptors, and comparing the proposed Project’s vibration levels to the applicable
vibration significance thresholds.
Vibration levels were calculated based on the FTA published standardvibration velocities for various
construction equipment operations. 71Vibration levels with regard to potential building damage are

Manchester Boulevard and MSF Site

evaluated at the nearest off-site buildings to the Project area, whereas the potential for human annoyance

x

Site B (Residential uses on the northern portion of E. Manchester Boulevard, commercial uses on the
southern portion of E. Manchester Boulevard) with an estimated vibration velocity level at the nearest
off-site structures of 0.318 PPV ips; and

x

Site I (Residential uses on the eastern portion of E. Spruce Avenue, commercial uses on the western
portion of E. Spruce Avenue) with an estimated vibration velocity level at the nearest off-site
structures of 0.228 PPV ips; and

associated with construction-related vibration are evaluated at the identified receptor locations. In
addition, vibration impacts, in accordance with FTA and Caltrans guidance, are evaluated based on the
maximum peak vibration levels generated by each type of construction equipment. This differs from the
analysis of noise impacts which is based on the average/equivalent (Leq) levels, which are dependent on
the total number of construction equipment operating during the analysis period (i.e., 1 hour).

Prairie Avenue and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

Construction Related Vibration Impacts from On-Site Activities
The proposed Project will involve the use of heavy equipment as discussed in the Construction Phasing
Narrative (see Appendix 3.0.4). The anticipated construction equipment for on- and off site-construction

Stations
x

Site 4 (Mixed-use residential along west side of Prairie Avenue) with an estimated vibration velocity
level at the nearest off-site structures of 0.490 PPV ips;

x

Site C (SoFi Stadium to the west of Prairie Avenue, commercial and lodging uses to the east of Prairie
Avenue) with an estimated vibration velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 0.318 PPV ips

activities and is shown in Table 4.10-4.

71 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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Table 4.10-26
Proposed Project Construction Related Vibration Impacts – Building Damage
Estimated Vibration Velocity Levels at the Nearest Off-Site Structures
from Proposed Project Construction Equipment
Nearest
Off-Site
Pile
Building
Driver
Vibratory
Large
Caisson Loaded
JackSmall
Structures (impact)
Roller
Bulldozer Drilling Trucks hammer bulldozer
Market Street Segment
Site 1
0.267
0.087
0.037
0.037
0.031
0.058
0.001
Site A
0.318
0.104
0.044
0.044
0.038
0.069
0.001
Site K
0.228
0.074
0.031
0.031
0.027
0.049
0.001
Manchester Boulevard Segment
Site 2
0.137
0.045
0.019
0.019
0.016
0.030
0.001
Site B
0.318
0.104
0.044
0.044
0.038
0.069
0.001
Site I
0.228
0.074
0.031
0.031
0.027
0.049
0.001
Site J
0.173
0.056
0.024
0.024
0.020
0.038
0.001
Site L
0.002
0.001
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
Prairie Avenue Segment
Site 3
0.051
0.017
0.007
0.007
0.006
0.011
0.000
Site 4
0.490
0.160
0.068
0.068
0.058
0.107
0.002
Site 5
0.124
0.040
0.017
0.017
0.015
0.027
0.001
Site C
0.318
0.104
0.044
0.044
0.038
0.069
0.001
Site D
0.012
0.004
0.002
0.002
0.001
0.003
0.000
Site E
0.011
0.004
0.002
0.002
0.001
0.002
0.000
Site F
0.051
0.017
0.007
0.007
0.006
0.011
0.000
Site G
0.028
0.009
0.004
0.004
0.003
0.006
0.000
Site H
0.008
0.003
0.001
0.001
0.001
0.002
0.000
Site M
0.001
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

4.10 Noise

simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within 45 feet of off-site sensitive receptors. Implementation of
these construction management practices would limit the potential for impacts from construction
vibration to result in building damage with adjusted distance of construction equipment. Impacts would
be less than significant and below the significance threshold for building damage of 0.2 PPV IPS with

Significance
Threshold
(PPV ips)

Significant
Impacts?

0.2
0.2
0.2

Yes
Yes
Yes

0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2

No
Yes
Yes
No
No

0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2
0.2

No
Yes
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No

implementation of PDF NOISE-2.

____________
Source: US Department of Transportation, Federal Transportation Authority, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Refer to Appendix N-5 for Construction Vibration Worksheets
Note: Boldface type indicates noise level in exceedance of the significance threshold.

As shown in Table 4.10-27: Proposed Project Construction Related Vibration Impacts—Human
Annoyance, without implementation of PDF NOISE-2 the forecasted vibration levels from construction
activities would exceed the human annoyance significance threshold of 72 PPV ips for various types of
equipment at:

Market Street and Market Street/Florence Avenue Station
x

Site 1 (Residential uses to the west of N. Locust Street including the Holy Faith Episcopal Church,
commercial uses to the east of N. Locust Street) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity level
at the nearest off-site structures of 96 VdB.

x

Site A (Commercial uses along E. Queen Street) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity level
at the nearest off-site structures of 98 VdB.

x

Site K (Commercial uses along E. Regent Street) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity level
at the nearest off-site structures of 95 VdB.

Manchester Boulevard and MSF Site
x

Site 2 (Residential uses along E. Manchester Boulevard, Manchester Drive and S. Orange Avenue) with
an estimated maximum vibration velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 91 VdB.

x

Site B (Residential uses on the northern portion of E. Manchester Boulevard, commercial uses on the
southern portion of E. Manchester Boulevard) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity level at
the nearest off-site structures of 98 VdB.

x

Site I (Residential uses on the eastern portion of E. Spruce Avenue, commercial uses on the western
portion of E. Spruce Avenue) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity level at the nearest offsite structures of 95 VdB.

x

Site J (Commercial uses along E. Manchester Boulevard) with an estimated maximum vibration
velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 93 VdB.

As mentioned previously, as required by the CCP, a Community Affairs Liaison would be identified who
would be responsible for responding within 24 hours to any local complaints about construction activities
related to noise and vibration. Additionally, implementation of PDF NOISE-2 would require preparation of
a Construction Vibration Reduction Plan to ensure minimization of construction vibration at nearby
sensitive receptors from vibration created by construction activities. The Construction Vibration Reduction
Plan would require continuous monitoring and collection of vibration data to verify vibration levels are
below the warning level PPV. In the event the regulatory levels of PPV are triggered, construction activities
would halt to visually inspect sensitive buildings for damage. PDF NOISE-2 also requires vibration-

Prairie Avenue and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

generating equipment to be located at specified distances from adjacent noise receptors. More

Stations

specifically, to limit the risk of potential structural and building damage, PDF NOISE-2 would limit the

x

location of pile driving and vibratory roller activity to not be within 55 feet and 30 feet of the nearest off-

Site 3 (Residential uses along E. Nutwood Street, education facilities along Prairie Avenue) with an
estimated maximum vibration velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 82 VdB.

site sensitive receptor, respectively. PDF NOISE-2 would limit the number of jackhammers operating
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x

Site 4 (Mixed-use residential along west side of Prairie Avenue) with an estimated maximum vibration
velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 102 VdB.

levels due to construction activities from heavy equipment would range from 73 PPV ips for large dozers

x

Site 5 (Lodging uses on the southern portion of W. Century Boulevard) with an estimated maximum
vibration velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 90 VdB.

PPV ips for piles drivers at Site 4 (mixed-use residential along west side of Prairie Avenue).

x

Site C (SoFi Stadium to the west of Prairie Avenue, commercial and lodging uses to the east of Prairie
Avenue) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 98
VdB.

x

Site F (Multifamily residential uses along E. Hardy Street) with an estimated maximum vibration
velocity level at the nearest off-site structures of 82 VdB.

x

Site G (Residential uses along E. Arbor Vitae Street) with an estimated maximum vibration velocity
level at the nearest off-site structures of 77 VdB.

and drilling equipment at Site 5 (lodging uses on the southern portion of W. Century Boulevard) to 102

As mentioned previously, the CCP includes the designation of a Community Affairs Liaison who would be
responsible for responding within 24 hours to any complaints about construction activities related to noise
and vibration. Additionally, implementation of PDF NOISE-2 would require preparation of a Construction
Vibration Reduction Plan to ensure minimization of construction vibration at nearby sensitive receptors
from vibration created by construction activities. The Construction Vibration Reduction Plan would require
continuous monitoring and collection of vibration data to verify vibration levels are below the warning
level PPV. In the event the regulatory levels of PPV are triggered, construction activities would halt to
visually inspect sensitive buildings for damage. Additionally, PDF NOISE-2 would require vibrationgenerating equipment to be located at specified distances from adjacent noise receptors.

Table 4.10-27
Proposed Project Construction Related Vibration Impacts – Human Annoyance

Table 4.10-28: Proposed Project Construction Related Vibration Impacts (PDF NOISE-2) – Human
Estimated Vibration Velocity Levels at the Nearest Off-Site Structures

Nearest
from Proposed Project Construction Equipment
Off-Site
Pile
Building
Driver
Vibratory
Large
Caisson Loaded
JackStructures (impact)
Roller
Bulldozer Drilling
Trucks hammer
Market Street Segment
Site 1
96
87
79
79
78
83
Site A
98
88
81
81
79
85
Site K
95
85
78
78
77
82
Manchester Boulevard Segment
Site 2
91
81
74
74
72
77
Site B
98
88
81
81
79
85
Site I
95
85
78
78
77
82
Site J
93
83
76
76
74
79
Site L
53
44
36
36
35
40
Prairie Avenue Segment
Site 3
82
72
65
65
64
69
Site 4
102
92
85
85
83
89
Site 5
90
80
73
73
71
77
Site C
98
88
81
81
79
85
Site D
70
60
52
52
51
56
Site E
69
59
51
51
50
55
Site F
82
72
65
65
64
69
Site G
77
67
60
60
58
64
Site H
66
56
49
49
47
53
Site M
44
34
26
26
25
30

Annoyance implements PDF NOISE-2 and provides the adjusted distances required to reduce vibration to

Small
bulldozer

Significance
Threshold
(VdB)

Significant
Impacts?

50
51
48

72
72
72

Yes
Yes
Yes

44
51
48
46
7

72
72
72
72
72

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No

36
55
43
51
23
22
36
30
19
-3

72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72
72

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
Yes
No
No

below the perceptible levels of 72 VdB. As shown, impacts related to construction vibration impacts to
human annoyance with adjusted distance of construction equipment would be less than significant with
implementation of PDF NOISE-2.

____________
Source: US Department of Transportation, Federal Transportation Authority, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Refer to Appendix N-5 for Construction Vibration Worksheets
Note: Boldface type indicates noise level in exceedance of the significance threshold.

Table 4.10-28
Proposed Project Construction Related Vibration Impacts (PDF NOISE-2) – Human Annoyance
Without PDF NOISE-2

With PDF NOISE-2

Pile Driver
(impact)

25

104

310

71

No

Vibratory Roller

25

94

150

71

No

Equipment

Distance
(feet)

Estimated Vibration
Velocity Levels
(PPV ips)

Exceeds
Significance
Threshold of
72 VdB?

Distance
(feet)

Estimated Vibration
Velocity Levels
(PPV ips)

Large Bulldozer

25

87

85

71

No

Caisson Drilling

25

87

85

71

No

Loaded Trucks

25

86

75

71

No

Jackhammer

25

79

45

71

No

Small bulldozer

25

58

25

58

No

____________
Source: US Department of Transportation, Federal Transportation Authority, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment

The sites that exceed the human annoyance significance threshold of 72 PPV ips for forecasted vibration
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Construction Haul Route Related Vibration Impacts

4.10 Noise

The vibration sensitive land uses nearest to the guideway include commercial and residential uses along

In addition to on-site construction activities, construction delivery/haul trucks would generate groundborne vibration as they travel along the proposed Project’s anticipated off-site truck travel routes. Based
on FTA data, 72 the vibration generated by a typical heavy-duty truck would be approximately 63 VdB

Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue which would be approximately 30 feet from the
guideway centerline. Based on the adjusted vibration level curve, the estimated ground-borne vibration
levels would be approximately 67 VdB for monorail trains (rapid transit or light rail vehicles) and 64 VdB
for rubber-tired ATS trains. Consequently, the maximum vibration level of the uses along the guideway

(0.00566 PPV) at a distance of 50 feet from the truck.

would be below the FTA recommended maximum acceptable level threshold of 72 VdB. 76
Existing buildings along the proposed Project’s anticipated off-site truck travel routes (Florence Avenue,
Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard) that are situated approximately 35 feet
from the truck travel pathway would be exposed to ground-borne vibration levels of approximately 0.01
PPV. This forecasted vibration level would be below the most stringent building damage criteria of 0.12

As such, transit-related ground-borne vibration for rubber-tired ATS train vehicles would be less than
significant.

Mitigation Measures

PPV. 73 Therefore, vibration impacts with respect to building damage from off-site construction truck travel
Vibration impacts from construction and operation of the Project would be less than significant and do

on public roadways would be less than significant.

not require any mitigation.
In addition, vibration sensitive uses (e.g., residential, hotel uses) are located along Florence Avenue,
Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century Boulevard. Ground-borne vibration levels generated

4.10.9

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

by proposed Project off-site construction truck travel would be below the FTA 72 VdB significance

The analysis of changes to the community noise environment based on cumulative conditions considers

threshold, 74 as these uses are located more than 25 feet from the truck travel pathway. Therefore,

development of the proposed Project in combination with ambient growth and other development

vibration impacts with respect to human annoyance from off-site construction truck travel would be less

projects located near the Project area. The potential for cumulative noise impacts is primarily related to

than significant for the vibration sensitive land uses located along these roadways.

the distance between each related project’s stationary noise sources, as well as both the presence of
existing structures in the Project area and the cumulative traffic that the cumulative development would

Operation

add to the surrounding roadway network. As discussed in Section 4.0, 4.0.6: Cumulative Scenario, there

The condition of the rails, type of guideway construction, other proposed Project components, and the
mass and stiffness of the guideway structure would have an influence on the level of ground-borne
vibration. Jointed rail, worn rail, and wheel impacts at special track work can all cause substantial increases
in ground-borne vibration. It is rare for ground-borne vibration to be a problem with elevated railways
except when guideway supports are located within 50 feet of buildings. 75 For rubber-tired ATS trains, the

are 74 cumulative projects within the City.

4.10.9.1 Noise
Construction
Equipment Noise

smoothness of the roadway/guideway is the critical factor; if the surface is smooth, vibration problems
Noise from the construction of development projects is typically localized and has the potential to affect

are unlikely.

noise-sensitive uses within 500 feet of the construction site. Thus, noise from construction activities for
two projects within 1,000 feet of each other can contribute to a cumulative noise impact for receptors
72 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
73 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
74 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
75 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, September 2018, accessed
September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/research-innovation/118131/transit-noise-andvibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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located midway between the two construction sites. The cumulative projects located within 1,000 feet of
the Project area are Project Nos. 7, 8, 20, 30, 35, 44, 37, 48, 60, and 73.
As shown in Table 4.10-15 through 4.10-21, construction noise impacts would be below the FTA criteria
threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and 80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period
76 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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for residential uses and 100 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial

Operation

and industrial uses. The timing of the construction activities for cumulative projects cannot be defined, as

Roadway Noise

Projects would be required to obtain a permit if nighttime construction is proposed. Therefore, any
quantitative analysis of those projects to assume concurrent construction during the nighttime period
would be entirely speculative. Should construction activities during the nighttime period of any phase of
construction occur concurrently with construction of the cumulative projects, it could reasonably be
assumed that cumulative projects would implement noise reduction features and mitigation measures to
lessen to the extent feasible potential noise impacts from construction. Therefore, the cumulative

Noise and vibration for the six operational scenarios was based on VMTs with and without the proposed
Project. The Opening Year (2027) and Future Horizon Year (2045) scenarios include the development of
the related projects identified in Section 4.0, 4.0.6. In addition, the Transportation Study (see Appendix
O) used the SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS 77 socio-economic data (SED) for base year (2016) and Future
baseline (2045) constrained conditions were utilized as the basis for developing the socio-economic data
for use with the Inglewood Travel Demand Forecast (TDF) model. Updates to the socioeconomic data

construction equipment noise impact would be less than significant.

include those associated with known related projects from various cities and adjacent jurisdictions.

Off-Site Construction Noise

Opening year (2027) SED database was used for the Inglewood TDF developed using interpolation of the

In terms of off-site construction-related noise, the location of the cumulative projects suggests that offsite construction truck travel associated with the related projects would occur along portions of the same
travel routes as those anticipated to be used by the proposed Project’s off-site construction trucks.
As mentioned previously, the primary delivery and haul routes proposed during construction of the
proposed Project would utilize Florence Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Century
Boulevard, which have been designated by the City as appropriate for heavy truck use. Should use of the
same designated haul routes by any of the cumulative projects overlap with use of those haul routes
during the same period, traffic volumes could potentially increase such that the resulting cumulative noise
increase due to construction traffic along the haul routes would exceed 3 dBA over ambient noise levels
at noise-sensitive receptors along those routes. However, similar to the proposed Project, related projects
would likely designate construction routes to freeway and major arterials, avoiding minor arterials.
As mentioned previously, it takes a doubling of traffic volumes (100 percent increase) in order to increase
traffic noise levels by 3 dBA. As compared to adjusted baseline average daily traffic volumes along the
roadways mentioned above, the sound power generated by the maximum anticipated number of
construction trucks would not be equivalent or greater to a doubling of the maximum ADT along West
Century Boulevard, Manchester Boulevard or South Prairie Avenue. In combination with the cumulative
projects within 1,000 feet, construction-related traffic would not result in a double or tripling of existing
daily traffic volumes on streets around the proposed Project. As such, the cumulative exceedances of

2016 and 2045 databases from SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS data updated for related projects. Therefore,
the Opening Year (2027) and Future Horizon Year (2045) scenarios account for the growth associated with
related project and future growth as provided by SCAG.
As detailed in Appendix N.2-6, roadway noise levels from Opening Year (2027) Conditions With NFL Event
With and Without ITC Project would result in a decrease in noise due to removal and redistribution of trips
as designed by the Project. Therefore, the roadway noise level during the daytime or nighttime periods
would not exceed the threshold of significance of an increase in noise level of 3 dBA Leq to or within the
“normally unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or result in an
increase of 10 dBA when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.
As detailed in Appendix N.2-6, roadway noise levels from Future Horizon Year (2045) With NFL Event With
and Without ITC Project would result in a decrease in noise due to removal and redistribution of trips as
designed by the Project. Therefore, the roadway noise level during the daytime or nighttime periods would
not exceed the threshold of significance of an increase in noise level of 3 dBA Leq to or within the “normally
unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” land use compatibility categories or result in an increase of 10
dBA when noise levels remain within acceptable limits.
Therefore, noise impacts resulting from the proposed Project related to traffic generated noise for both
the Opening Year (2027) and Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL Event With ITC Project are less than
significant and would not be cumulatively considerable.

related project construction truck traffic would not be considered cumulative considerable. Therefore,
cumulative impacts associated with off-site construction noise would not be cumulatively considerable
and would be less than significant.

77 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), Connect SoCal: 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategies Draft, “Chapter 1,” https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-DraftPlan.aspx, accessed on September 2021.
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4.10.9.2 Vibration

Additionally, the vibration sensitive land uses nearest to the guideway include commercial and residential

Construction

uses along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue which would be approximately 30
feet from the guideway centerline. Based on the adjusted vibration level curve, the estimated ground-

Cumulative development in the Project vicinity may result in the exposure of people to or the generation
of excessive ground-borne vibration. The nearest cumulative project is located at 101, 125, 139, 140, and
150 Market Street (Project No. 30) located approximately 100 feet from the proposed guideway. As shown

borne vibration levels would be approximately 67 VdB for monorail trains (rapid transit or light rail
vehicles) and 64 VdB for rubber-tired ATS trains. Consequently, the maximum vibration level of the uses
along the guideway would be below the FTA recommended maximum acceptable level threshold of 72

in Table 4.10-25 above, construction vibration impacts to building damage would occur with impact pile

VdB. 78 As such, transit-related ground-borne vibration for rubber-tired ATS train vehicles would be less

drivers located within 55 feet of the nearest receptor. Should construction of Project No. 30 overlap with

than significant.

the proposed Project, impacts to vibration sensitive receptors would be potentially significant.
The proposed Project would not increase vibration in the area; as such impacts are considered less than
As previously discussed for vibration, the forecasted vibration levels due to construction vibration

significant. When combined with other related project within the immediate area (see Section 4.0, 4.0.6)

velocities would exceed the structural damage threshold of 0.2 in/sec PPV at certain sensitive receptors

the effects of vibration would not be cumulatively considerable.

during various construction phases.

4.10.10
Table 4.10-26 shows the forecasted vibration levels due to construction activities would exceed the
building damage significance threshold at certain locations along the proposed Project. Additionally, Table
4.10-27 shows the forecasted vibration levels due to construction activities would exceed human
annoyance significance thresholds. The CCP would provide a community affairs liaison to investigate noise

Noise Element
The proposed Project is consistent with goals listed in the Noise Element as discussed below:
Goal 1:

disturbance and undertake all feasible measures are implemented to reduce construction vibration levels
as deemed appropriate. Implementation of PDF-Noise-2 would require a preparation of a Construction
Vibration Reduction Plan to ensure minimization of construction vibration at nearby sensitive receptors
from vibration created by construction activities. Additionally, PDF-Noise-2 would require vibration-

Provide for the reduction of noise where the noise environment represents a threat to
public health and welfare. In those areas where the environment represents a threat to
the public health and welfare, it is the objective of the City to reduce environmental
hazards to levels consistent with the protection of the public health and welfare.
Consistent. As discussed in Table 4.10-15 through 4.10-22, construction noise levels
would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and
80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses and below 100 dBA
(Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses.
Additionally, the CCP includes various noise reduction strategies for construction, which
integrates several features to further reduce noise levels. The CCP is meant to proactively
address potential effects of the construction of the Project on the community, to protect
and maintain acceptable limits and prevent degradation of the environment. For these
reasons, construction noise would be consistent with Goal 1.

generating equipment to be located at specified distances from adjacent noise receptors.
Table 4.10-28 provides the adjusted distances required to reduce vibration to below the perceptible levels
of 72 VdB. Additionally, there are no vibration-sensitive receptors that would be adjacent to both the
proposed Project and Project No. 30, as the area mostly consists of commercial uses. Therefore, Proposed
Project impacts would not be affected by cumulative project construction activity. Cumulative impacts
related to construction vibration would be less than significant.

Operation

CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN

Goal 3:

Cumulative noise impacts attributable to stationary sources that operate on a daily basis occur when these

Protect and maintain those areas having acceptable noise environments. In those areas
where a quality environment now exists, it is the objective of the City to prevent
degradation of that environment.

sources are located in relative proximity to one another. The cumulative projects located in the proximity
Consistent. As discussed in Table 4.10-15 through 4.10-22, construction noise levels
would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and

to the Project area mentioned above generally consist of residential, retail, or other types of commercial
uses. These types of uses are not typically associated with excessive exterior stationary source noise. Noise
levels from stationary sources within each cumulative project development site would also be reduced to
less-than-significant levels at the property line due to IMC requirements limiting noise from stationary
sources, such as Section 5-39.
Meridian Consultants
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78 Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, FTA Report No. 0123, September
2018, accessed September 2021, https://www.transit.dot.gov/sites/fta.dot.gov/files/docs/researchinnovation/118131/transit-noise-and-vibration-impact-assessment-manual-fta-report-no-0123_0.pdf
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4.10 Noise

80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses and below 100 dBA
(Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses.
Additionally, the CCP includes various noise reduction strategies for construction, which
integrates several features to further reduce noise levels. The CCP is meant to proactively
address potential effects of the construction of the Project on the community, to protect
and maintain acceptable limits and prevent degradation of the environment. For these
reasons, construction noise would be consistent with Goal 3.
Goal 4:

Provide sufficient information concerning the community noise levels so that noise can be
objectively considered in land use planning decisions. Noise and land use compatibilities
can be avoided for new developments when noise is properly considered in the planning
and design of the project. It is the objective of the City to prevent future land use and noise
conflicts through the planning process.
Consistent. As shown in Table 4.10-23, operational noise levels from either the Rubbertired ATS Train or monorail would not result in increase of 3 dBA to or within the “normally
unacceptable” or “clearly unacceptable” compatibility category for land uses. Consistent
with Goal 4, the proposed Project would not result in noise conflicts concerning
community noise levels.

4.11 POPULATION, EMPLOYMENT, AND HOUSING
4.11.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Draft Recirculated Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the
potential effects of the Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project) on population, housing,
and employment conditions. This section identifies and describes existing and projected levels of
population, employment, and housing in the City of Inglewood (City) and analyzes the effects that would
be caused by development of the proposed Project. The existing and projected population, employment
data, and housing stock as well as a description of the methodology and framework guide the evaluation
of the proposed Project’s potential population, housing, and employment impact.
The Re>\^Initial Study (included in Appendix A.2 of this Recirculated Draft EIR) prepared prior to the
preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR utilizes the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Environmental Checklist to assess the Project’s potential environmental impacts associated
with population, employment, and housing. For one of these screening thresholds, the Re>\^
Initial Study concluded the proposed Project would have a “Less than Significant Impact;” thus, no
further analyses of this topic was required in an EIR. The following impact does not require any additional

Environmental Justice Element

analysis in this Recirculated Draft EIR:

The proposed Project is consistent with goals listed in the Environmental Justice Element as discussed
below:
Policy EJ-2.11: Continue to enforce the City’s Noise Ordinance to ensure compliance with noise standards.
Consistent. As discussed in Table 4.10-15 through 4.10-22, construction noise levels
would be below the FTA criteria threshold of 90 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the daytime and
80 dBA (Leq-1hour) during the nighttime period for residential uses and below 100 dBA
(Leq-1hour) during the daytime and nighttime periods for commercial and industrial uses.
Additionally, the CCP includes various noise reduction strategies for construction, which
integrates several features to further reduce noise levels. The CCP is meant to proactively
address potential effects of the construction of the Project on the community, to protect
and maintain acceptable limits and prevent degradation of the environment. For these
reasons, construction noise would be consistent with Policy EJ-2.11.

x

Potential impacts related to displacement of housing which would necessitate the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere. Development of the proposed Project would not require the removal
of existing or proposed housing uses.

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the
proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments
received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the
height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating
the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester
Boulevard, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a
new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie
Avenue. As it relates to employment impacts, these changes resulted in fewer jobs displaced due to the
proposed Project compared to the December 2020 Draft EIR.
These changes to the design of the proposed Project do not create the potential for significant impacts
related to the impacts above. The revised proposed Project would result in additional property acquisitions
that would require demolition prior to construction of the proposed Project. Additionally, the revised
proposed Project would include a Vons store replacement which would be developed prior to construction
of the proposed Project. These changes would not alter the level of significance for the impact discussed
above.
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4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

Impacts related to population, employment, and housing found to be less than significant are further
discussed in Section 6.3: Effects Found Not to Be Significant.

4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

4.11.3

METHODOLOGY

The following analysis is based on information on construction and operation of the proposed Project and

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft

information on City population, employment, and housing data and characteristics. Sources of information
for population-, employment-, and housing-related estimates include the City General Plan and Housing

EIR.

Element, 3 Southern California Association of Governments’ (SCAG) 2019 Local Profiles (SCAG 2019 Local

4.11.2

OVERVIEW OF POPULATION, EMPLOYMENT, AND HOUSING

The proposed Project is located within the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) region
which includes six counties. With more than 19 million in population, 6 million in households, and 8 million
jobs, the SCAG region is the nation’s largest metropolitan planning organization. 1 In line with national
trends, annual population growth in the SCAG region has slowed and is anticipated to continue slowing
from an annual growth rate of about 0.85 percent in 2020 to 0.45 percent by 2045. The decrease in annual
population growth rate is driven by a combination of several factors: 1) women are having fewer children

Profiles), 4 SCAG’s 2020–2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCAG
2020–2045 RTP/SCS), 5 and SCAG’s 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (6th Cycle RHNA). 6
The information contained in this section is used as a basis for analysis of project and cumulative impacts.
However, changes in population and housing, in and of themselves, are social and economic effects and
under CEQA are not physical effects on the environment. CEQA provides that economic or social effects
are not considered significant effects on the environment unless the social and/or economic effects are
connected to physical environmental effects. A social or economic change related to a physical change

and are doing so at a later age, leading to a decline in fertility, 2) high housing costs, 3) an aging population,

may serve as a linkage between the proposed Project and a physical environmental effect or may be

and 4) a decrease in net-migration.

considered in determining whether the physical change is significant. 7 The direction for treatment of

The employment landscape in the region has followed a “boom and bust” cycle that is in line with the

economic and social effects is stated in CEQA Guidelines section 15131(a):

employment trends in Southern California. This trend is exemplified by the growth in housing

Economic or social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the

development in the 2000s and the following bust starting in 2008 in the housing construction and service

environment. An EIR may trace a chain of cause and effect from a proposed decision on a

sectors. Despite this, the SCAG region has shown great resilience as the number of jobs in the region

project through anticipated economic or social changes resulting from the project to

continues to grow overall. In 2019, there were approximately 8.7 million jobs in the region and every

physical changes caused in turn by the economic or social changes. The intermediate

county in the region has experienced a net increase in jobs between the years 2000 and 2019. 2

economic or social changes need not be analyzed in any detail greater than necessary to
trace the chain of cause and effect. The focus of the analysis shall be on physical changes. 8

Housing in the SCAG region has traditionally followed the trend of lower-density development, which has
occurred farther from employment-rich areas, increasing congestion, automobile dependency, leapfrog
development and air pollution, and limiting the effectiveness of public transit. This trend has been shifting
with a push-and-pull between new single-family development in traditionally suburban or formerly rural
areas and multi-family residential developments in higher-density communities. A continued need for

4.11.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
4.11.4.1 State Regulations and Directives
California Housing Element Requirement

housing development is clear from the region’s population trend as an additional 930,000 people moved

California law requires cities and counties to include a housing element as one of the nine State-mandated

into Southern California from 2006 to 2016.

elements of the General Plan. 9 The housing element must address housing conditions and housing needs
3
4
5

1
2

SCAG. Connect SoCal, 2020-2045 RTP/SCS. Chapter 2 SoCal Today.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/fConnectSoCal-02-Plan.pdf. Accessed September 2, 2021.
SCAG. Certified Final Connect SoCal PEIR.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/PEIR/draft/dPEIR_ConnectSoCal_3_14_PopulationHousing.pdf. Accessed
September 2, 2021.
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6
7
8
9

City of Inglewood, Housing Element 2013-2021, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/127/2013-2021Housing-Element-Adopted-January-28-2014-PDF. Accessed September 2, 2021.
SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 2, 2021.
SCAG. Adopted Final Connect SoCal. https://connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx. Accessed September
2, 2021.
SCAG. Regional Housing Needs Assessment & Housing. http://www.scag.ca.gov/programs/Pages/Housing.aspx. Accessed
September 2, 2021.
CEQA Guidelines section 15382.
CEQA Guidelines section 15131(a).
Government Code Section 65580, et seq.
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in the community. Cities and counties are required to update their housing elements every 8 years
following the implementation of SB 375. 10 The housing element must identify and analyze existing and
projected housing needs and “make adequate provision for the existing and projected needs of all
economic segments of the community,” among other requirements. The City’s Housing Element was
updated on January 28, 2014. 11

4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

SCAG 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy
SCAG’s Regional Council adopted the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS 15 on September 3rd, 2020. The 2020–2045
RTP/SCS was adopted as part of SCAG’s planning obligations. The 2020–2045 RTP/SCS is a long-range
visioning plan that serves as an important planning document for the region that balances future mobility
and housing needs with economic, environmental, and public health goals. The plan charts a course for

California Relocation Assistance

closely integrating land use and transportation so that the region can grow smartly and sustainably. The
California Government Code Sections 7260-7277 establish a uniform policy for fair and equitable
treatment of people or businesses displaced as a direct result of programs or projects undertaken by a
public entity. 12 The primary purpose is to ensure that these persons shall not suffer disproportionate

2020–2045 RTP/SCS includes land use policies to guide the region’s development, including planning for
additional housing and jobs near transit, and planning for changing demand in types of housing. Analysis
for housing needs in the region as a whole and in individual cities is also completed as part of the

injuries as a result of programs and projects designed for the benefit of the public and to minimize the

metropolitan planning organization’s obligation under the State mandate. One goal of the 2020–2045

hardship of those displaced.

RTP/SCS is to encourage land use and growth patterns that facilitate transit and active transportation.

4.11.4.2 Regional Regulations and Directives

SCAG is working with Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and the City to

Regional Housing Needs Assessment

ensure inclusion of the ITC project in SCAG’s Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP), which

The Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) is mandated as part of the periodic process of updating
local housing elements of the General Plan. The RHNA quantifies the need for housing within each
jurisdiction during specified planning periods. The current planning period, 2021 to 2029, is considered
the 6th RHNA Planning Cycle. Local jurisdictions received the draft RHNA Allocations on September 4th,
2020. 13

would be subsequently included in the Federal Statewide Improvement Program (FSTIP).

4.11.4.3 Local Regulations and Directives
City General Plan

The City is planning to approve an updated Housing Element before March 2022 to account for

The City General Plan is a comprehensive policy document that sets forth goals, objectives, and policies

the SCAG 6th Cycle RHNA projections as amended by the adoption of SB 375 in 2008. 14 Jurisdictions have

for the future development of the City. The General Plan also designates the location of desired future

until October 15, 2021, to submit housing elements to the HCD. The City’s Housing Element 2021–2029 is

land uses within the City. A summary of the General Plan Elements is provided under Section 4.9: Land

currently pending submittal to HCD for approval.

Use and Planning. Goals, objectives, and policies of the City’s General Plan Housing and Land Use Elements
are applicable to this Population, Employment, and Housing section of the Recirculated Draft EIR and is

Communities use the RHNA numbers in land use planning, prioritizing local allocation, and in deciding how

outlined as follows:

to address identified existing and future housing needs resulting from population, employment, and
housing growth. The RHNA does not encourage or promote growth, but rather is designed to enable

Housing Element

communities to anticipate growth, so that collectively the region and sub-region can grow in ways that

The City General Plan Housing Element 2013–2021 16 covering the 5th cycle of RHNA was adopted on

enhance quality of life, improve access to jobs, promotes transportation mobility, and addresses social
equity and fair share housing needs.

comprehensive housing program to provide its residents with decent and affordable housing.

10 California Legislative Information. Senate Bill No. 375.
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200720080SB375. Accessed September 7th, 2021.
11 City of Inglewood. General Plan. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/209/General-Plan. Accessed September 7th, 2021.
12 California Government Code Section 7260-7277.
13 SCAG. Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) & Housing. http://www.scag.ca.gov/programs/Pages/Housing.aspx.
Accessed September 7th, 2021.
14 California Government Code Section 65583 (c)(1)(A).
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15 SCAG. Adopted Final Connect SoCal. https://www.connectsocal.org/Pages/Connect-SoCal-Final-Plan.aspx. Accessed
September 2, 2021.
16 City of Inglewood. Housing Element 2013-2021. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/127/2013-2021Housing-Element-Adopted-January-28-2014-PDF. Accessed September 2, 2021.
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The program established policies to create and preserve quality residential neighborhoods along with

4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

Downtown Transit Oriented District

establishing policies and programs to mitigate housing shortages.

Goal 1:

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.

The Housing Element established the following goals for housing which are applicable to the proposed

Goal 3:

Downtown provides a unique mix of accessibility options including light rail,
pedestrians, bicycles, autos, buses, and advanced technology local transit.

Goal 4:

Downtown is a major economic engine providing jobs, sales tax, and other
revenues.

Goal 5:

Downtown is a model for sustainable development.

Project:
Goal 2:

Goal 3:

Goal 7:

Maintain the existing housing stock and neighborhoods by promoting the
maintenance, rehabilitation, modernization, and energy efficient upgrades of
existing housing as well as the beautification and security of residential
neighborhoods.
Encourage the Production and Preservation of Housing for All Income Categories,
particularly around high-quality transit, including workers in the City that provide
goods and services.

Environmental Justice Element
The City’s Environmental Justice Element 18 was adopted on June 30, 2020. Applicable Environmental
Justice goals for the Population, Employment, and Housing section are as follows:

Encourage Energy Efficiency and Greenhouse Gas Reductions.
Goal:

The community’s exposure to pollution in the environment is minimized through
sound planning and public decision making.

Goal:

Adequate and equitably distributed public facilities are available in the
community.

Land Use Element
The City’s Land Use Element 17 was adopted in 1980 and subsequently amended in 1986, 2009, 2016, and
2020. Applicable Land Use goals for the Population, Employment, and Housing section are as follows:

4.11.5 EXISTING CONDITIONS

General
Goal:

Help promote sound economic development and increase employment
opportunities for the City’s residents by responding to changing economic
conditions.

Goal:

Develop a land use element that facilities the efficient use of land for
conservation, development, and redevelopment.

Goal:

Promote Inglewood’s image and identify as an independent community within
the Los Angeles Metropolitan area.

4.11.5.1 Existing Setting
Population
The City is located in Los Angeles County (County) and became an incorporated City on February 8th, 1908,
with a population of 1,200. 19 The City has continued to expand and develop to reach an estimated
population of 113,559 in 2018. 20 The City’s population has stabilized over recent years. According to
SCAG’s 2019 Local Profile’s report the net increase in population from 2000 to 2018 was approximately
979 and the SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS growth forecast estimates the City’s population to increase to

Commercial

137,100 by 2045. With over 19 million people in the region as of January 2019, the SCAG region is the

Goal:

Create and maintain a healthy economic condition within the present business
community and assist new business to located within the City.

Goal:

Protect local businessmen and encourage the importance of maintaining a strong
commercial district in the downtown.

larger SCAG region has averaged approximately 0.82 percent per year from 2000 to 2016, which is about

Goal:

Promote the development of commercial/recreational uses which would
complement those which already are located in Inglewood.

18 City of Inglewood. Environmental Justice Element.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/14211/Environmental-JusticeElement#:~:text=The%20Inglewood%20General%20Plan%20Environmental,City%2C%20particularly%20for%20disadvanta
ged%20communities. Accessed September 2, 2021.
19 City of Inglewood. City History. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/512/City-History. Accessed September 2, 2021.
20 SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 2, 2021.
21 Combined Statistical Area is a United States Office of Management and Budget (OMB) term for a combination of adjacent
metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas across the US. These areas consist of various combinations areas with
economic ties measured by commuting patterns.

17 City of Inglewood. Land Use Element. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-PDF. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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nation’s second-largest combined statistical area 21 in the nation. The population growth trend within the
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4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

half of the 1.65 percent annual population growth rate of the region from 1970 to 2000. This decrease in

Table 4.11-2
Number of Households in the City

population growth rate is expected to continue with 2016 to 2045 averaging 0.61 percent annual
population growth rate. 22 The City is one of 191 cities in the SCAG region and resides within one of the six
counties within the metropolitan planning organization (MPO). 23
Table 4.11-1: Population Growth in the City summarizes the population trends for the City from 2000 to
2018, including growth forecast for 2040 and 2045. According to SCAG, forecasted population growth for
the City would be approximately 20 percent between 2016 and 2045.
Table 4.11-1
Population Growth in the City

Year

2000

2006

2012

2016

2018

2045

Number of
Households

36,805

36,460

36,993

37,500*

37,018

47,700*

__________
Source: SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
* SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.

The RHNA is another source for predicting housing growth in a region. According to SCAG’s 6th cycle RHNA
numbers, the City must provide plans for a total of 7,439 units from the years 2021 to 2029. The total

Year

2000

2006

2012

2016

2018

2045

Population
Estimate

112,580

111,777

110,623

114,300*

113,559

137,100*

__________
Source: SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://scag.ca.gov/sites/main/files/file-attachments/inglewood_localprofile.pdf?1606011259. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
* SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.

housing unit requirement includes 1,813 units for very-low income, 955 units for low income, 1,112 units
for moderate income, and 3,559 units for above moderate income. 26

Employment
As of 2017, the City had an estimated 34,962. 27 This number includes wage and salary jobs and jobs held
by business owners and self-employed persons and excludes unpaid volunteers, family workers, and

Housing

private household workers.

Similar to the population trend in the City, the number of households in the City stayed relatively stable

Employment trend in the City can be found in Table 4.11-3: Number of Jobs in the City. According to SCAG,

throughout the 2000s, with a net increase of 213 units in the number of households from 2000 to 2018.

forecasted employment growth for the City would be approximately 36 percent between 2016 and 2045.

The increase accounts for an approximately 0.6 percent net increase during the 2000 to 2018 time period.
The household numbers reached 37,018 households in 2018. 24

Table 4.11-3
Number of Jobs in the City

The SCAG region that includes the proposed Project is expecting to add 1.6 million households between
the years 2016 to 2045.

Year

2007

2010

2013

2016

2017

2045

Number of Jobs

34,598

32,241

32,152

33,800*

34,962

45,900*

Table 4.11-2: Number of Households in the City summarizes the number of households trend from the
year 2000 and includes forecast data from the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS for the number of projected
households in 2045. 25 According to SCAG, forecasted housing growth for the City would be approximately

__________
Source: SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
*SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.

27 percent between 2016 and 2045.
The number of jobs available is further divided into the following sectors: manufacturing, construction,
retail trade, and professional and management. Table 4.11-4: 2017 Job Numbers by Sector in the City
22 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
23 SCAG. http://www.scag.ca.gov/Pages/default.aspx. Accessed September 7, 2021.
24 SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
25 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
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presents the number of jobs available in each sector in the year 2017. According to SCAG 2020–2045

26 SCAG. Regional Housing Needs Assessment & Housing. http://www.scag.ca.gov/programs/Pages/Housing.aspx. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
27 SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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RTP/SCS, 28 there were an estimated 411,000 jobs in the region in 2016 and the number of construction

These unemployment rates were obtained in the midst of the COVID-19 pandemic, with widespread

jobs is expected to increase to 536,000 in the region in 2045.

business closures throughout the City and the State of California. Therefore, the unemployment numbers
are much higher than the unemployment numbers that would usually occur on a State and local level. For

As presented by the SCAG 2019 Local Profiles’ Report, only 8 percent of the commuters in the City are also
employed within the City limits. 29 The remaining 92 percent of the commuting workers travel to adjacent
employment centers for work.

comparison purposes, the City had an unemployment rate of 5.1 percent in January 2020, before the
COVID-19 pandemic. In the same period, the County and the State had an unemployment rate of 4.5
percent and 4.3 percent, respectively. 34

Table 4.11-4
2017 Job Numbers by Sector in the City

Table 4.11-5
Employment Centers for Inglewood Residents

Sector

Manufacturing

Construction

Retail Trade

Professional and
Management

Number of Jobs

1,476

810

3,249

3,209

Local Jurisdiction
Los Angeles
Inglewood
Santa Monica
Culver City
Torrance
El Segundo
Long Beach
Hawthorne
Carson
Beverly Hills
All Other Destinations

__________
Source: SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
**SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics and Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
***Employment numbers in these sectors are estimates for analysis purposes only and does not include all jobs available within the City.

Table 4.11-5: Employment Centers for Inglewood Residents provides a list of where the residents of
Inglewood are employed. While construction would generate a temporary workforce, construction
personnel are commonly supplied by the existing construction industry within the local area. Over 800
construction jobs currently exist within the City limits according to SCAG 2019 Local Profiles. 30 As noted,

Source: SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles.
https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7,
2021.

as needed between construction projects.

higher than the County and the State of California. The unemployment rate in the City is 12.8 percent 31
as of July 2021, as compared to the County at 10.2 percent 32 and the State of California at 7.9 percent. 33

Percent of Total
Commuters
42.2%
7.9%
4.0%
3.2%
3.0%
2.4%
1.7%
1.6%
1.5%
1.4%
31.1%

__________

these jobs are typically temporary for any specific project and the various trades and professions migrate

Based on data from California Employment Development Department, the City’s unemployment rate is

Number of
Commuters
17,022
3,177
1,614
1,281
1,215
972
682
657
602
573
12,533

4.11.5.2 Existing Project Area
Market Street Segment
The Market Street Segment begins at the current location of the retail commercial center on the northeast

28 SCAG. Draft 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
29 SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
30 SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
31 EDD. Labor Force and Unemployment Rate for Cities and Census Designated Places. Cities and Census Designated Places by
Individual County. https://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/data/labor-force-and-unemployment-for-cities-and-censusareas.html. Accessed September 7, 2021.
32 EDD. Los Angeles County Profile.
https://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/cgi/databrowsing/localAreaProfileQSResults.asp?selectedarea=Los+Angeles+Co
unty&selectedindex=19&menuChoice=localAreaPro&state=true&geogArea=0604000037&countyName=. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
33 EDD. California Profile.
https://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/cgi/databrowsing/localAreaProfileQSResults.asp?selectedarea=California&select
edindex=0&menuChoice=localAreaPro&state=true&geogArea=0601000000&countyName=. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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corner of Market Street and Regent Street, between the intersections of Florence Avenue/Locust Street
and Market Street/Regent Street. The parcels containing this existing retail commercial center to be
acquired as part of the Project are currently zoned Transit Oriented Development Mixed Use 1 (MU-1).
This existing commercial center is surrounded by businesses to the north and south and residential homes
to the east. The vacant lot west of the commercial center at the northeast corner of Regent Avenue and
Market Street is planned for development of a multi-family residential complex. Other properties along

34 EDD. Unemployment Rates (Labor Force).
https://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/cgi/dataanalysis/labForceReport.asp?menuchoice=LABFORCE. Accessed August
24, 2020.
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this segment, including 115, 139 and 158 North Market Street and are planned for redevelopment with

Table 4.11-6
Estimated Existing Employment

uses consistent with the City’s New Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented
Development Plan. Adaptive reuse of the Fox Theater building in accordance with this plan is also planned.
The Market Street Segment continues south on Market Street where existing businesses line the roadway

Parcel No.

Property Address

Type of
Employments

Est. SF
in Area

on both sides. The segment continues south on Market Street until its intersection with Manchester

4015-027-030

310 E. Florence Avenue

Restaurant

1,200 SF

3

Boulevard, where it turns east. (refer to Figure 3.0-3: Project Vicinity Map).

4015-027-031

300 E. Florence Avenue

Restaurant

4,762 SF

11

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Est. Number of
Employees

4015-027-032

254 N. Market Street

Restaurant

4,608 SF

10

4015-027-033

250 N. Market Street

Auto Service

44,000 SF

98

The Manchester Boulevard Segment begins at the intersection of Market Street and Manchester

4015-027-038

240 N. Market Street

Shopping
Center

12,300 SF

28

Boulevard and continues east along Manchester Boulevard. This segment includes private property at 150

4015-027-040

230 N. Market Street

Store

22,194 SF

50

S. Market Street, which contains an existing commercial building on the northeast corner of the

4015-027-041

224 N. Market Street

Store

5,000 SF

11

4015-027-049

222 N. Market Street

Shopping
Center

25,500 SF

57

majority of the uses along this segment are commercial uses, with some residential and religious uses

4015-027-050

210 N. Market Street

Shopping
Center

7,348 SF

16

toward the eastern end of the segment near Prairie Avenue. The segment turns south at the intersection

4021-010-015

150 S. Market Street

Store

16,575 SF

37

of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue.

4021-024-015

500 E. Manchester Boulevard

Supermarket

76,402 SF

171a

4021-024-015

510 E. Manchester Boulevard

Gas Station

202 SF

1

Prairie Avenue Segment

4024-008-015

923 South Prairie Avenue

Retail

9,744 SF

22

The Prairie Avenue Segment begins at the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue at an

4024-009-005

945 South Prairie Avenue

Office

8,357 SF

29

4024-009-008

1003 South Prairie Avenue

Office

5,522 SF

19

4024-009-015

1011 South Prairie Avenue

Office

1,098 SF

4

4024-009028033

1035 South Prairie Avenue

Shopping
Center

26,228 SF

59

4024-009028033

1035 South Prairie Avenue

Restaurant

3,954 SF

intersection. Further east of 150 S. Market Street is the existing Vons commercial plaza south of
Manchester Boulevard, between Hillcrest Boulevard and Spruce Avenue (refer to Figure 3.0-3). The

existing commercial parcel at the southeast corner of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. Existing
businesses, multi-family residential buildings, Kelso Elementary School, and hotels are adjacent to Prairie
Avenue on the west side of the roadway. The Forum, SoFi Stadium, and HPSP developments are adjacent
to Prairie Avenue on the east side of the roadway. The segment terminates at the intersection of Prairie
Avenue and Hardy Street.

Total Estimated Number of Employees

Existing Employment
The proposed Project includes the proposed acquisition of several private properties along the alignment
to accommodate components of the proposed Project, as identified in Table 3.0-5: Anticipated Project
Acquisitions in Section 3.0: Project Description. The existing uses on these properties include a variety of

9
635

____________
Calculation Factor for 2.2371 (commercial/retail/restaurant, etc.) and 3.4965 (office only) employees per 1,000 SF are found in: Inglewood
Unified School District, 2018. https://www.lbschools.net/Asset/Files/Business_Services/Developer_Fees/2018/2018-Commercial-FeeJustification-Study.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
*Land areas and number of employees are rounded and estimates for analysis only.
a
It should be noted that a replacement Vons store would be developed prior to construction of the proposed Project. It is anticipated that the
replacement Vons store would utilize the same number of employees as the existing Vons store.

retail and general commercial uses.
As shown, the existing uses currently have an estimated number of 635 employees. It should be noted
These existing uses are currently operating and have existing employees. A list of the existing facilities and
the number of employees currently being employed is provided in Table 4.11-6: Estimated Existing
Employment.
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however, that a replacement Vons store would be developed prior to construction of the proposed Project.
It is anticipated that the replacement Vons store would utilize the same number of employees as the
existing Vons store. Therefore, the net total of existing employees would be 464.
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4.11.5.3 Adjusted Baseline Conditions

4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

Adjusted Baseline conditions, the City has a residential population of 121,739 36 persons, employment of

This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0:
Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0-5: Adjusted Baseline. The residential, office, retail, and entertainment
uses associated with the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) Adjusted Baseline projects would result in
changes to the City’s population, employment, and housing stock. Table 4.11-7: Adjusted Baseline
Projects Employment Characteristics, details the land uses and associated residential and employment

44,270 jobs, 37 and a housing stock of 35,114 units. 38 As noted above, the City is currently coordinating
with SCAG to update the RTP/SCS socio-economic data to reflect the growth anticipated in the City's New
Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Hollywood Park
Specific Plan Areas.

4.11.6

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

generation for the HPSP Adjusted Baseline projects.
Criteria outlined in the CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of population,
employment, and housing resource impacts. As discussed previously in Section 4.11.1: Introduction, two

Table 4.11-7
Adjusted Baseline Projects Employment Characteristics

screening criteria related to population and housing of Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines were

Size

Generation Rate

Stadiuma

70,240 seats

-

6,000d

Performanceb venue

6,000 seats

2.24 emp/1,000 SF

683

-

Retailc

518,077 SF

2.24 emp/1,000 SF

1,161

-

either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or

Officec

466,000 SF

3.49 emp/1,000 SF

1,626

-

indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure).

Housing Units

314 units

2.99 person/unit

-

939

9,470

939

Total

Residential
Population

eliminated from further analysis in this EIR. The Recirculated Initial Study concluded, however, that the

Land Use

Employee
Population

____________
Notes:
a “Stadiums” are not common land uses, and the City and surrounding jurisdictions do not have an existing employment generation rates for
this use. Therefore, the employment total for the stadium was based on that provided in the San Francisco 49ers Stadium, which had a
similar seat count (68,500 seats). See City of Santa Clara, 2009. The 49ers Stadium Project EIR. p. 176.
b “Performance Venues” are not common land uses, and the City and surrounding jurisdictions do not have an existing employment generation
rates for these uses. Consistent with the City’s Hollywood Park Redevelopment Draft Environmental Impact Report, and to be conservative,
the “Performance” land use is assumed to use the “Retail Use” for the City generation rates. The square footage for this Performance Venue
was based off of the proposed Project, which has approximately triple the seat count of the HPSP performance venue (18,000 seats or
915,000 sf). Thus, this analysis assumes square footage for Performance Venue is that of the proposed Project divided in by three, to become
305,000 sf.
c Based on employment generation factors from Inglewood Unified School District, 2018 Developer Fee Justification Study. Table 4. Assumes
employee generation rate of 2.24 employee per square foot for Retail and Service uses, and 3.49 employee per square foot for Office uses.
d Anticipated Peak Stadium employment under HPSP is provided by Appendix K, Transportation Data. It is assumed that the vast majority of
these jobs are event-related employment and were estimated for the purposes of transportation analysis. Although details are not available
to the City, an assessment of full-time-equivalent employment at the Stadium would be materially less than the total of 6,000.
Sources:
City of Santa Clara, 2009. 49ers Santa Clara Stadium Project EIR. Available: http://santaclaraca.gov/home/showdocument?id=12770.;
City of Inglewood, 2008, Hollywood Park Redevelopment Draft Environmental Impact Report; and Inglewood Unified School District,
2018. Commercial/Industrial Development School Fee Justification Study Employment Impacts Per Sf. P. ES-1.

Overall, the HPSP Adjusted Baseline projects would generate an increase of approximately 9,470 jobs and
314 residential units. By using the City’s average household size of 2.99 persons per household, 35 the
addition of 314 residential units would generate an estimated 939 people. Overall, as shown, under

35 U.S. Census, QuickFacts, Inglewood City, California,
https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/inglewoodcitycalifornia/RHI125219. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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Threshold POP-1:

4.11.7
Impact POP-1:

Induce substantial unplanned population or employment growth in an area,

IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Would the Project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Construction
Population and Housing
According to SCAG’s 2020–2045 RTP/SCS, 39 the City currently projects a population of 137,100 and 47,700
households in the year 2045. It is anticipated that the short-term construction labor needs for the
proposed Project can be met by the existing construction labor force available in the greater Los Angeles

36 SCAG. 2016-2040 RTP/SCS Final Growth Forecast by Jurisdiction. https://scag.ca.gov/sites/main/files/fileattachments/2016_2040rtpscs_finalgrowthforecastbyjurisdiction.pdf?1605576071. Adding 939 from an increase in
population from HPSP to the 2020 population numbers.
37 SCAG. 2016-2040 RTP/SCS Final Growth Forecast by Jurisdiction. https://scag.ca.gov/sites/main/files/fileattachments/2016_2040rtpscs_finalgrowthforecastbyjurisdiction.pdf?1605576071. Adding 9470 from an increase in
population from HPSP to the 2020 jobs numbers.
38 SCAG. 2016-2040 RTP/SCS Final Growth Forecast by Jurisdiction. https://scag.ca.gov/sites/main/files/fileattachments/2016_2040rtpscs_finalgrowthforecastbyjurisdiction.pdf?1605576071. Adding 314 from an increase in
population from HPSP to the 2020 housing numbers.
39 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
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and southern California areas. For this reason, the temporary increase in construction jobs associated with

Station, and completion of the MSF building, and the elevated passenger walkway to the Metro K Line
Downtown Inglewood Station. Construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

the Project is not expected to result in an increase in the population of the City. In addition, the proposed
Project does not include any existing residential uses that would be replaced or removed. Since no

x

Phase 7 would include final site work and completion of the stations and would occur in 2026.

residential or housing stocks would be constructed or demolished, construction the proposed Project

x

Phase 8 would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and primarily incudes
installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS trains. Phase 8
construction would occur in 2025 through 2027, with the primary construction activities occurring in
2026 and some installation of equipment starting towards the end of Phase 3 construction when
sufficient aerial structure is available for the installation of the equipment.

would have no direct impact on population or housing stock.

Employment
The SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS projects the City will have 45,900 jobs by 2045. 40 The proposed Project
would generate a temporary workforce during the construction period between 2024 and 2027.

The estimated construction workforce during each phase is provided in the Table 4.11-8: Construction

Construction would take place over from 2024 through 2027, employing varying numbers of construction

Workforce by Phase.

personnel as appropriate for each phase. Descriptions of the construction phases are in Section 3.0;
Table 4.11-8
Construction Workforce by Phase

aspects of construction relevant to employment are briefly summarized below:
x

x

x

Phase 1 of construction includes demolition of buildings and site improvements acquired to
accommodate the proposed Project. Phase 1 construction would start in January 2024, including
demolition of the existing retail commercial center at Market Street and Regent Street, the commercial
buildings located at 500 Manchester Boulevard, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street on
the northeast corner of Manchester and Market Street, the retail commercial center at northwest
corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, the commercial building at 401 S. Prairie Avenue, the
commercial building at 945 S. Prairie Avenue, and the commercial building at 1003 S. Prairie.
Phase 2 would begin with construction of the elevated portion of the proposed Project (guideway and
stations) along Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to Manchester Boulevard, and work at the MSF site.
Construction would occur from 2024 to 2025.
Phase 3 foundation work for the ATS guideway, foundation work for the Market Street/Florence
Avenue Station, and construction for the support structure of the MSF building and would begin in
2024 and finish in 2025.

x

Phase 4 would occur from 2025 to 2026. Phase 4 primarily includes foundation work for the ATS
guideway, guideway column caps along Market Street, and the MSF building deck and shell.

x

Phase 5 would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street, guideway
girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Construction would occur in 2025
through 2026.

x

Phase

Phase 6 include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to
Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street, completion
of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard Station, completion of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

40 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
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Time Period

Duration

Estimated Number of
Employees

1

2024

7 months

100 - 140

2

2024 – 2025

5 months

100 - 140

3

2024 – 2025

6 months

165 - 190

4

2025 – 2026

8 months

210 - 240

5

2025 – 2026

10 months

210 - 240

6

2025 – 2026

6 months

165 - 190

7

2026

7 months

90 - 125

8

2025 - 2027

22 months

50 - 100

Total Number of Employees During Construction
____________

1,090 - 1,365

Source: Appendix F: ITC Construction Scenarios.
* Note: Some Phase 8 activities could start as early as 2025 or when there is enough aerial structure available for
the installation of equipment. However, majority of the construction activities for Phase 8 would happen between
2025 to 2026. For analysis purposes, 2025-2026 for construction duration is used.

While construction would generate a temporary workforce, construction personnel are commonly
supplied by existing construction industry within the local area. Therefore, construction personnel for the
proposed Project would likely be filled by existing construction employees within the City or the greater
Los Angeles area. According to SCAG 2019 Local Profiles, 41 over 800 construction jobs currently exist in
the City. As noted, these jobs are typically temporary for any specific project and the various trades and
professions migrate as needed between construction sites.

41 SCAG. 2019 Local Profiles. https://www.scag.ca.gov/Documents/Inglewood.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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The existing construction workforce estimates in the City exceeds the number of construction personnel

would be located in or adjacent to disadvantaged communities, the proposed Project would provide a

required for each phase of the proposed Project. Approximately 411,000 construction jobs exist in the

reliable and low-cost option for traveling within the local area and to the greater Los Angeles region,

SCAG region in 2016 and the number of construction jobs is expected to increase to 536,000 construction

connecting job centers such as downtown Los Angeles, The Forum, and the SoFi Stadium to existing

jobs in 2045. 42

disadvantaged communities and providing economic support for these communities.

The proposed Project would only require approximately 0.3 percent of the existing regional workforce for

The proposed Project may generate indirect population growth through an improvement in access to

the entire duration of the construction period.

housing and employment opportunities in the greater Los Angeles region. However, reasonably
foreseeable growth from an improvement in access and quality of life is anticipated to be within the

Since the construction industry does not generally have a regular place of business and construction
workers are highly specialized, most construction workers would most likely commute to the job site from
locations within the City and throughout the surrounding region. As such, construction personnel do not
normally relocate to the location of the construction project.

growth projection under SCAG’s 2019 Local Profiles and within the regional projection under SCAG’s 2020–
2045 RTP/SCS. Furthermore, since the existing roadway network currently provides access to all areas that
would benefit from the alignment in the urban setting, the proposed Project is not expected to contribute
development and population growth to any new undeveloped areas. Therefore, indirect impacts to

Based on the existing construction workforce that resides in the City and the surrounding region, the
impact on workforce to meet the needs of the proposed Project would not induce substantial population

population growth through an improvement to access and quality of life would be less than significant.

Employment

growth in the City or the region.
The proposed Project is anticipated to have a total direct employment of up to 150 full-time equivalent
people. This would include workforce requirements for the operation and maintenance necessary for the

Impacts would be less than significant.

proposed Project, including system engineers, operators, maintenance personnel, janitorial crews,

Operation

security, and other jobs. These jobs would extend beyond construction and into oversight of long-term

Population and Housing

operations.

As previously discussed, the proposed Project would not include any residential uses or housing

The proposed Project would also require the replacement of certain existing uses in order to accommodate

development, and therefore, would have no direct impact on housing as a result. However, indirect

various Project components. Existing sites to be replaced include the commercial/retail center at the

impacts on population and housing can still occur through employment, discussed under a separate

southeast corner of Florence Avenue and Market Street that would be removed for the Market

heading below, or through critical infrastructure improvements that encourage development around the

Street/Florence Avenue station, the office uses at the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester

improvements.

Boulevard, the commercial/retail space at the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, the
commercial uses at 500 and 510 Manchester Boulevard that would be removed for the proposed MSF,

The proposed Project would expand transportation options and provide a reliable and low-cost

other than the commercial uses at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard that would be replaced when the new

transportation method for existing local communities. As discussed previously, the SCAG projects a growth

Vons store is built and opened, and the commercial building that would be removed to allow for the

rate of approximately 0.45 percent by 2045. The proposed Project would be crucial in reducing local

encroachment of the guideway at 150 S. Market Street. As discussed previously, the existing work force to

roadway congestion and ensuring there is sufficient transportation capacity to accommodate future

be removed includes 464 employees, not including the existing Vons store which would be replaced prior

population growth. Similarly, SCAG projects the population in the region would increase from

to construction of the proposed Project.

approximately 18,832,418 in 2016 to 22,507,188 in 2045, resulting in an increase of approximately 0.61
percent or approximately 115,290 population annually. As the entire ATS guideway and related facilities

The proposed Project would provide funding for the support and transition of jobs through the California
Climate Investments (CCI) which facilitate GHG emission reductions and deliver a suite of economic,
environmental, and public health co-benefits, including job co-benefits. The job co-benefits refer to

42 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
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position over one year, equal to approximately 2,000 hours of work. Jobs supported by CCI include direct,

x

The first year of service or the first year the facility or rolling stock would be in use;

indirect, and induced employment. 43,44 The Job Co-benefit Modeling Tool was created by the California

x

The final year of service or the final year the facility or rolling stock's useful life;

Air Resources Board using regional input-output models to characterize the relationships between all

x

The increase in unlinked passenger trips directly associated with the proposed Project in the first year;

industries in an economy, with the foundational assumption that an initial change in economic activity

x

The increase in unlinked passenger trips directly associated with the proposed Project in the final year;

x

Discount factor applied to annual ridership to account for transit-dependent riders; and the

x

Annual passenger miles over unlinked trips directly associated with the proposed Project.

prompts additional spending. For instance, increased demand for the outputs of one industry generates
demand for intermediate inputs from supporting industries. Greater employment and earnings in the
affected industries lead to higher household spending, resulting in additional demand for goods and
services throughout the region.

Calculation based on project inputs generated approximately 11,516 full time equivalent jobs which would
In 2009, the University of Utah’s Metropolitan Research Center reviewed a wide set of literature and data
on the job and economic impacts of transportation spending and reported five conclusions relevant to
choosing transportation stimulus

projects. 45

The key findings included investing in areas with high job

be benefitted through these funds and programs. The benefits would be provided through either directly
supported jobs, indirectly supported jobs, or induced jobs. Estimated jobs supported by the CCI through
the proposed Project are set forth in the Table 4.11-9: Estimated Job Co-Benefits. 48

needs improves employment faster than investing elsewhere. Putting or keeping public transportation in
Table 4.11-9
Estimated Job Co-Benefits

communities with high unemployment produces up to 2.5 times more jobs than putting public
transportation in communities with low unemployment. CCI facilitate GHG emission reductions and
deliver a suite of economic, environmental, and public health co-benefits, including job co-benefits. 46 A
different mix of spending on materials, equipment, and labor is expected across various CCI project types
and match funding arrangements. As such, some project types would support more jobs than others.
The proposed Project provided project inputs for assessment using the Job Co-benefit Modelling Tool
under transit mode. The project input categories include the following: 47
x

The type of region that best encompasses the geographic location for the proposed Project type;

x

TIRCP Funds Requested ($)/Total amount of TIRCP GGRF funds requested from this solicitation to
implement the project;

x

Total Project Cost ($) or Total amount of funding required to implement the project;

Category

Number of Jobs Co-Benefits

Total Full-Time Equivalent Jobs Supported by Project Budget
Total Full-Time Equivalent Jobs Supported by the Project GGRF* Funds
Full-Time Equivalent Jobs Directly Supported by the Project GGRF* Funds
Full-Time Equivalent Jobs Indirectly Supported by the Project GGRF* Funds
Full-Time Equivalent Induced Jobs Supported by the Project GGRF* Funds
Total Number of Jobs Supported
____________

9,759
878
413
190
276
11,516

*Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds
Source: City of Inglewood. Transit and Intercity Rail Program Application for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project January 2020.

The proposed Project would directly generate approximately 150 full-time jobs associated with the
operation and maintenance of the ATS trains and would indirectly contribute to the creation of 11,516
additional jobs. As described above, the proposed Project may also displace up to 464 jobs associated with

43 California Air Resources Board. CCI Co-benefit Assessment Methodologies. Job Co-Benefit Assessment Methodology.
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/cci-methodologies. Accessed 09/7/2021.
44 The three types of jobs supported by CCI are the following- Directly supported jobs refer to labor to complete California
Climate Investments projects, through direct employment or contracted work paid with GGRF dollars; Indirectly supported
jobs exist in the supply chains supporting California Climate Investments projects. Funding a project generates demand for
intermediate inputs of materials and equipment needed to complete the project, leading to expanded production and
employment in the relevant upstream industries; Induced jobs are linked to the spending of income from directly and
indirectly supported jobs. The personal consumption expenditures of workers in jobs directly and indirectly supported by
California Climate Investments projects (i.e., increased household spending) stimulate demand for goods and services in the
wider California economy.
45 Arthur C. Nelson et al., The Best Stimulus for the Money: Briefing Papers on the Economics of Transportation Spending,
University of Utah’s Metropolitan Research Center and Smart Growth America, April 2009.
https://smartgrowthamerica.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/thebeststimulus.pdf.
46 California Climate Change Investments, About Climate Change Investments.
http://www.caclimateinvestments.ca.gov/about-cci accessed September 7, 2021.
47 City of Inglewood. Inglewood Transit Connector TIRCP Grant Application. January 16, 2020.
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uses that would be removed on properties to be acquired as part of the Project if these uses do not
relocate within the City. This would result in the Project directly and indirectly creating approximately net
11,052 49 FTE jobs. Furthermore, ongoing, and planned development along the proposed ATS alignment
as described in Section 4.0, 4.0-5: Adjusted Baseline, including development in the HPSP area would also
benefit from the implementation of the proposed Project. The growth in employment associated with the
Adjusted Baseline growth would offset any net loss of jobs resulting from the proposed Project.

48 City of Inglewood. Transit and Intercity Rail Program Application for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project. January
2020.
49 11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
Meridian Consultants
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4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

As previously discussed, approximately 92 percent of the residents in the City currently commute to work

anticipated economic or social changes resulting from the project to physical changes, such as population

outside of the City, with the remaining 8 percent of residents working within the City (Table 4.11-5). This

growth.

pattern points to a regional spread in work locations for the City residents. Because of this, local
fluctuations in job generation are unlikely to directly impact population growth within the City. Even

As a result of this analysis, the proposed Project would not substantially induce population growth beyond

though the proposed Project would either directly or indirectly support 11,052 jobs, the implementation

the regionally projected value. Therefore, there is a less than significant impact on employment and

of the proposed Project would only directly create 150 full-time equivalent jobs. Therefore, not all jobs

population growth from the operation of the proposed Project.

supported by the proposed Project would translate into an increase in population growth for the local area

Summary of Impacts

or the region.
The proposed Project does not include any constructing or removing any residential uses or housing
Additionally, according to SCAG 2020–2045 RTP/SCS, approximately 8,389,000 jobs were available in 2016

developments. Therefore, construction of the proposed Project would not directly contribute to

across industries in the region and the number of jobs available would increase to 10,050,000 by 2045, an

population increase or an increase or loss of housing stock.

increase of approximately 0.62 percent or approximately 52,700 annually in jobs. 50 The proposed Project
would provide benefits to approximately 0.13 percent of the jobs in the region based on the 2016 jobs

Construction activities would generate a temporary workforce for the duration of the construction period.

number or approximately 20 percent of new jobs added to the region annually. The jobs that would be

However, due to the temporary and variable nature of construction activities, construction would not

supported by the proposed Project in the region is within the regional trends provided by the SCAG 2020–

create temporary or permanent population increase at the City. Additionally, construction workforce

2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that would benefit from the proposed Project does not directly translate

needs for the proposed Project could be met by the existing local work force and would not contribute to

into population growth.

population increase through relocation. Therefore, construction employment would not result in any
significant impacts in terms of population increase.

Based on SCAG’s growth estimates 51 an adequate workforce exists and is projected to remain in existence,
creating capacity to meet the employment needs of the proposed Project during operation. Further, with

Employment generated by the operation of the proposed Project would be less than the current jobs

the current development of new employment opportunities in the City as well as the region, displacement

displaced for uses that would be removed. However, the proposed Project would either directly or
indirectly benefit 11,052 jobs. The number of jobs that would be supported by the proposed Project is

of any existing workers would be absorbed.

within the growth projections provided by existing studies. Therefore, operational impacts on substantially
Additionally, any businesses displaced would be compensated in accordance with California Government

inducing employment and population growth is less than significant.

Code Section 7260-7277, the California Relocation Assistance Program. Compensation and compliance
with the California Relocation Assistance Program would further minimize the effect of business

Impacts from construction and operation on substantially inducing population and employment growth

displacement on business owners and the local community. As such, the estimate of up to 464 jobs that

would be less than significant.

may be displaced from the proposed Project is a maximum estimate and would likely be less due to
relocation of existing uses under the California Relocation Assistance program. It is important to note
economic and social effects of a project are not treated as significant effects on the environment as stated
previously per CEQA Guidelines Section 15131(a). Nonetheless, the changes in employment identified in
this section are used to trace a chain of cause and effect from a proposed decision on a project through

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.

Level of Significance after Mitigation
The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on inducing substantial population or
employment growth. Impacts would be less than significant.

51 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
51 SCAG. 2020-2045 Connect SoCal Demographics And Growth Forecast.
https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Draft/dConnectSoCal_Demographics-And-Growth-Forecast.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2021.
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4.11.8

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative impact analysis for population, employment, and housing considers whether the impacts of a
project and related projects, when taken as a whole, would induce substantial unplanned population
growth. The geographic scope of this cumulative impact analysis is the City and the region. If the
Meridian Consultants
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4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing

cumulative projects listed in Section 4.0, 4.0.6: Cumulative Assumptions would result in a significant

Goals 2 and 3 relate directly to housing production, preservation, and upgrades. Since the proposed

impact, then the proposed Project’s contribution would need to be determined. The proposed Project

Project does not include any residential uses, housing development, or removal of existing housing stock,

would not directly create population or employment growth in the City or region. The proposed Project

Goals 2 and 3 do not apply.

does not include residential elements or housing development which would directly contribute to
population growth. Moreover, related projects and the additional growth considered as part of the

The proposed Project aligns with Goal 7 in improving local mass transit availability and providing transit to

Adjusted Baseline is consistent with the City’s approved land use plans and approved projects. As

local neighborhoods, encouraging energy efficiency and greenhouse gas reduction by providing an

discussed above, the City is currently coordinating with SCAG to update the RTP/SCS socio-economic data

alternative to travelling by automobiles. As such, the proposed Project is consistent with this goal.

to reflect the growth anticipated in the City's New Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights Transit

Land Use Element

Oriented Development Plan and Hollywood Park Specific Plan Areas.
The Land Use Element for the City 53 also contains goals that apply to population, employment, and
Since the proposed Project would not significantly induce population, employment, or housing growth in

housing. The goals relating to population, employment and housing are listed below:

the region, the proposed Project would not substantially contribute to cumulative population,
employment, or housing growth in the area. The proposed Project, combined with other reasonably
probable future related development would not result in a significant cumulative impact related to

General
Goal:

population, employment, and housing because the cumulative growth would not exceed the growth
anticipated in City-wide and regional planning documents, including the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS.

4.11.9

CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN

Help promote sound economic development and increase employment
opportunities for the City’s residents by responding to changing economic
conditions.

Goal:

Develop a land use element that facilities the efficient use of land for
conservation, development, and redevelopment.

The City’s General Plan contains goals within its Housing Element and Land Use Element that relates to
Goal:

the population, employment, and housing resources.

Promote Inglewood’s image and identify as an independent community within
the Los Angeles Metropolitan area.

Housing Element
The Housing Element for the City 52 establishes policies to create and preserve quality residential
neighborhoods along with establishing policies and programs to mitigate housing shortages. The following

Commercial
Goal:

within the City:

Create and maintain a healthy economic condition within the present business
community and assist new business to located within the City.

goals within the Housing Element directly relates to population, employment, and housing resources
Goal:

Protect local businessmen and encourage the importance of maintaining a strong
commercial district in the downtown.

Goal 2:

Maintain the existing housing stock and neighborhoods by promoting the
maintenance, rehabilitation, modernization, and energy efficient upgrades of

Goal:

existing housing as well as the beautification and security of residential

Promote the development of commercial/recreational uses which would
complement those which already are located in Inglewood.

neighborhoods.
Goal 3:

Goal 7:

Encourage the Production and Preservation of Housing for All Income Categories,
particularly around high-quality transit, including workers in the City that provide

Goal 1:

Downtown is a place to live, work, shop, recreate, and be entertained.

goods and services.

Goal 3:

Downtown provides a unique mix of accessibility options including light rail,
pedestrians, bicycles, autos, buses, and advanced technology local transit.

Encourage Energy Efficiency and Greenhouse Gas Reductions.

52 City of Inglewood. Housing Element 2013-2021. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/127/2013-2021Housing-Element-Adopted-January-28-2014-PDF. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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53 City of Inglewood. Land Use Element. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/132/Land-Use-Element1980-Amended-1986-2009-2016-PDF. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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Goal 4:

4.12 TRANSPORTATION

Downtown is a major economic engine providing jobs, sales tax, and other
revenues.

Goal 5:

4.12.1 INTRODUCTION

Downtown is a model for sustainable development.

This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the
The proposed Project is consistent with the Land Use Element goals by enhancing connectivity for the new
commercial and residential developments. The proposed Project would provide a mass transit connection
within the City and the new LASED and HPSP, as well as connect them to the broader region and the Metro
K Line. The location of the proposed Project in the City’s downtown area along Market Street would assist
in encouraging the importance of maintaining a strong commercial district in the downtown area.

surface transportation and circulation system in the Project area and the potential for the construction
and operation of the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or ITC Project) to
result in transportation impacts. The assessment of transportation and circulation system impacts
considers the existing traffic conditions, including existing street system, public transit service, and bicycle
facilities, which may be affected by the ITC Project. The ITC Project is proposed to increase use of transit,

The proposed Project would connect the Metro K line with new commercial and entertainment

reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled (VMT) associated with travel to and from

developments in the City such as LASED, Sofi Stadium, and the Hollywood Park Specific Plan mixed-use

the City’s major housing, employment, and activity centers, with corresponding improvements in air

development, promoting these entertainment and commercial developments to the region. The

quality, public health, and reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation sources.

connection to entertainment, commercial, and residential developments would also assist in reducing
future impacts associated with traffic, air quality, greenhouse gas, and noise from employees and patrons

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the Project

of these uses. Increasing existing mobility options would also remove vehicle traffic in downtown

in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments received on the Draft

Inglewood, promoting sustainable development values.

EIR. Changes to the Project relevant to the potential effects of the Project on transportation and traffic
include further definition of Project design features in the Construction Commitment Program addressing

Environmental Justice Element

the transit and access program, construction staging and traffic control program, preliminary haul and

The City’s Environmental Justice Element 54 was adopted on June 30, 2020. Applicable Environmental

overload routes, passenger access program, and Parking Management Plan as described below in Section

Justice goals for the Population, Employment, and Housing section are as follows:

4.12.5.1: Project Design Features.

Goal:

Goal:

The community’s exposure to pollution in the environment is minimized

Specific changes to the Project related to transportation include refinement of the construction phasing,

through sound planning and public decision making.

relocating the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and

Adequate and equitably distributed public facilities are available in the

Manchester Boulevard, redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed
site with a new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west

community.

side of Prairie Avenue. The transportation analysis in this section has been updated to reflect these
The proposed Project is consistent with the Environmental Justice Element goals through the reduction in
community exposure to air pollutants by reducing VMT and vehicle related air pollutant emissions and
providing adequate and equitably distributed public facilities in the community. The proposed Project
would provide public transportation services to the local community from Downtown Inglewood to south
Inglewood and connect the communities from Inglewood to the larger Los Angeles area through the

changes to the project. Additional updates to the transportation analysis from the December 2020 Draft
EIR include updates to the vehicle miles traveled (VMT) analysis, daily traffic volumes, existing transit
frequency minutes during peak commute hours, and construction transportation analysis to reflect the
more specific phases of construction compared to simpler phases presented in the December 2020 Draft
EIR. The changes and revisions to the ITC Project and the transportation analysis do not alter the level of

connection with Metro K line.

significance of any transportation impacts previously disclosed in the December 2020 Draft EIR.
Transportation impacts are analyzed for both construction and operations of the proposed Project.
54 City of Inglewood. Environmental Justice Element.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/14211/Environmental-JusticeElement#:~:text=The%20Inglewood%20General%20Plan%20Environmental,City%2C%20particularly%20for%20disadvanta
ged%20communities. Accessed September 7, 2021.
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Transportation impacts are analyzed using a variety of modeling techniques detailed within Appendix O:
Transportation Assessment Study.
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4.12 Transportation

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft
EIR.

4.12 Transportation

Assembly Bill 1358
Assembly Bill (AB) 1358, and the Complete Streets Act of 2008 require that cities and counties identify
how they will provide for the routine accommodation of all users of roadways, including motorists,

4.12.2 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

passengers, bicyclists, individuals with disabilities, seniors, and users of public transportation. Planning
State, regional, and local laws, regulations, and policies pertaining to traffic and transportation in the
Project area are summarized here. These provide the regulatory framework for addressing all aspects of
transportation, planning, and infrastructure that would be affected by implementation of the proposed
Project.

and building complete streets is one way that cities and counties can meet this requirement. A complete
street is a transportation facility that is planned, designed, operated, and maintained to enable safe access
for all roadway users. Passengers, bicyclists, motorists, and transit riders of all ages and abilities must be
able to safely move along and across a complete street.

4.12.2.1 State Regulations and Directives

4.12.2.2 Regional Regulations and Directives

Senate Bill 743

Southern California Association of Governments:
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

Senate Bill (SB) 743, passed in 2013, required that the California Governor’s Office of Planning and

2020–2045

Regional

Research (OPR) develop new California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines that address traffic
performance metrics. Per the legislation, “automobile delay characterized solely by level of service or
similar measures of vehicular capacity or traffic congestion shall not be considered a significant impact on

As the metropolitan planning organization for the region’s six counties and 191 cities, Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) develops a long-term regional transportation and sustainability plan
every four years, as mandated by law. In September 2020, the Regional Council of Southern California

the environment.”

Association of Governments adopted the 2020–2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
The Natural Resources Agency subsequently adopted CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3. Under this

Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). The 2020–2045 RTP/SCS is a long-range visioning plan for the region’s

guideline, VMT was chosen as the most appropriate performance metric used to identify transportation

transportation system over the next 25 years that balances mobility and housing needs with economic,

impacts.

environmental, and public health goals. The 2020–2045 RTP/SCS includes over 4,000 transportation
projects ranging from highway improvements, railroad grade-separations, bicycle lanes, new transit hubs

The primary goals of SB 743 are:

and replacement bridges to reduce bottlenecks, improve the efficiency of the region’s network and expand

1. Reduction of Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions

the mobility choices for everyone in the six-county southern California region.

2. Development of multimodal transportation networks; and

The 2020–2045 RTP/SCS groups its goals into four core categories—economy, mobility, environment, and

3. A diversity of land uses (mixed use development)

healthy/complete communities. The plan explicitly addresses goals associated with housing,
transportation technologies, equity and resilience reflecting enhanced importance of these topics in the

In December 2018, OPR published final technical guidance for implementing SB 743. The latest OPR

region linking them to potential performance measures and targets.

technical guidance 1 specifically states that:
Transit and Active Transportation Projects generally reduce VMTs and therefore are
presumed to cause a less-than-significant impact on transportation. This presumption may
apply to all passenger rail projects, bus and bus rapid transit projects, bicycle, and
passenger infrastructure projects. Streamlining transit and other active transportation
projects align with each of the statutory goals contained in SB 743 by reducing GHG
emissions, increasing multimodal networks and facilitating mixed-use development.
1

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research. Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA. December
2018.
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Goal 2:

The following ten goals are identified in the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS:
1. Encourage regional economic prosperity and global competitiveness

The community’s exposure to pollution in the environment is minimized through
sound planning and public decision making.
Policy:

2. Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability, and travel safety for people and goods

General Environmental Health
EJ-2.4:

Create land use patterns and public amenities that encourage
people to walk, bicycle and use public transit.

EJ-2.5

Concentrate medium to high density residential development in
mixed-use and commercial zones that can be served by transit.

EJ-2.7

Regularly update IMC Chapter 12 Transportation Demand
Management requirements to reflect current transportation
technologies in support of alternative modes of transportation.

EJ-2.8:

Encourage new development to reduce vehicle miles traveled to
reduce pollutant emissions.

3. Enhance the preservation, security, and resilience of the regional transportation system
4. Increase person and goods movement and travel choices within the transportation system
5. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve air quality
6. Support healthy and equitable communities
7. Adapt to a changing climate and support an integrated regional development pattern and
transportation network
8. Leverage new transportation technologies and data-driven solutions that result in more efficient
travel
Goal 6:

Adequate and equitably distributed public facilities are available in the
community.

9. Encourage development of diverse housing types in areas that are supported by multiple
transportation options
EJ-6.2:

Prioritize the City’s capital improvement program to address the
needs of disadvantaged communities.

EJ-6.3:

Plan for the future public improvement and service needs of
underserved communities.

EJ-6.8:

Ensure that new public facilities are well designed, energy
efficient and compatible with adjacent land uses.

EJ-6.10

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District, transit
agencies and other public agencies to provide adequate public
facilities, improvements, and programs to the City of Inglewood.

10. Promote conservation of natural and agricultural lands and restoration of habitats

4.12.2.3 Local Regulations and Directives
City of Inglewood Circulation Element
As part of the General Plan, the City adopted a Circulation Element in December 1992. The Circulation
Element works to ensure that adequate street access and traffic capacity is considered for current and
future land use needs. In order to accomplish this, the Circulation Element includes formal arterial and
collector designations for street classifications and identifies specific street improvement efforts as
needed.

City of Inglewood Land Use Element

City of Inglewood Environmental Justice Element

The Land Use Element 2 also includes goals related to the City’s transportation system, including the

The Environmental Justice Element, adopted on June 30, 2020, provides guidelines to minimize pollution

following:

and its effects on the community, and ensure that all residents have a say in decisions that may affect their
quality of life. Goals and policies applicable to the transportation planning are identified below:

Goal:

Ensure that proposed new uses can be accommodated by adequate and safe streets.

Goal:

Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the region.

Goal:

Develop modified traffic systems that would discourage through traffic from utilizing
neighborhood streets.

Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate passenger circulation system which is barrier-free for the
handicapped.

2
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City of Inglewood General Plan, “Land Use Element” (1980).
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The City of Inglewood is in the process of developing Imagine Inglewood, an Active Transportation Plan
(ATP) that incorporates bicycle, passenger, Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) considerations and Safe
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a
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Routes to School (SRTS) analysis and planning. The ATP is intended to improve access and increase public
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transit connections to the rest of the Los Angeles region to promote improvements that encourage the

80th St

community to walk, bike, or take a bus. 3 The City is currently engaging community stakeholders in order
Locust St
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West Bl

EXISTING CONDITIONS

As shown in Figure 4.12-1: Study Area, the study area is generally bounded by Florence Avenue on the

Manchester Bl

ru

ce

north, Lennox Boulevard – 108th Street on the south, La Brea Avenue – Hawthorne Boulevard on the west,

Av

Market St

4.12.3

Crenshaw Dr

Regent St

to further develop ATP goals and initiatives.

Kareem Ct

Sp

and Van Ness Avenue on the east. The study area includes major corridors providing access to the
proposed Project, encompassing approximately 6 square miles. The existing street system in the vicinity
of the study area consists of a regional roadway system including freeways, major and minor arterials and

Kelso St

Hillcrest Bl

Pincay Dr

90th St

a local street system including collectors and local streets. The freeway network providing access to and
from the study area includes the San Diego (I-405) Freeway, the Glenn M. Anderson (I-105) Freeway and
the Harbor (I-110) Freeway as shown in Figure 4.12-2: Freeways in Study Area. The Average Daily Traffic

Arbor Vitae St

potential reduction in ADTs with the ITC Project.

INGLEWOOD
Hardy St

R

4.12.3.1 Existing Street System

Myrtle Av

alignment have also been prepared for all analysis scenarios, discussed further below, to quantify the

La Brea Av

Grevillea Av

volume (ADT) estimates at all roadway facilities within approximately ½ mile from the proposed Project

The existing street system within and near the study area consists of a regional roadway system including

Century Bl

freeways, major and minor arterials and a local street system including collectors and local streets. The
freeway network providing access to and from the study area includes of the San Diego (I-405) Freeway,
the Glenn M. Anderson (I-105) Freeway, and the Harbor (I-110) Freeway.

Freeways
x

Lennox Bl

San Diego (I-405) Freeway – The I-405 Freeway is a north-south freeway that transverses the Southern
California region from its northern terminus at the I-5 Freeway in Sylmar to its southern terminus at
the I-5 Freeway in Irvine. In the vicinity of the study area, this freeway provides six lanes (including
one HOV lane) in each direction. There are ramps at Manchester Boulevard, La Cienega Boulevard,
Century Boulevard, Imperial Highway, I-105 Freeway in the vicinity of the study area.
City of Inglewood, Imagine Inglewood, http://www.imagineinglewood.com/, accessed October 19, 2021.

Van Ness Av

Crenshaw Bl

Yukon Av

108th St

Legend
Proposed ITC Alignment
Proposed ITC Station

N
3

LENNOX

Doty Av

Hawthorne Bl

including number of lanes, speed limits, parking availability, and functional classes are provided below.

Prairie Av

104th St

Brief descriptions of these facilities and additional collectors and local streets serving the study area

"
"
"

The Forum
SoFi Stadium
IBEC Arena (Future)

!
M

Metro Crenshaw/LAX LRT (Future)
Metro Crenshaw/LAX LRT Station (Future)

NOT TO SCALE

SOURCE: Raju Associates, Inc. – September 2021

FIGURE 4.12-1
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Study Area
251-003-20

Freeways in the Study Area

FIGURE 4.12-2

4.12 Transportation

x

Glenn Anderson (I-105) Freeway – The I-105 Freeway runs from its westerly terminus on Imperial
Highway west of Sepulveda Boulevard to its easterly terminus at the San Gabriel (I-605) Freeway in
the City of Norwalk. This freeway generally provides four mixed-flow traffic lanes and a carpool lane
in each direction. A light rail line (the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
[Metro] C Line) runs along the I-105 Freeway in its center median. Ramps are located at La Cienega
Boulevard/Aviation Boulevard, I-405 Freeway, Hawthorne Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Crenshaw
Boulevard in the vicinity of the study area.

x

Harbor (I-110) Freeway – The Harbor Freeway is a north-south freeway that extends from Gaffey Street
in San Pedro to the City of Pasadena. North of Interstate 10 (I-10), the Harbor Freeway becomes
California State Highway 110 (CA-110). In the vicinity of the study area this facility consists of two High
Occupancy Toll (HOT) lanes, four general mixed-flow traffic lanes, and one auxiliary lane in each
direction. The freeway’s HOT lanes also include a designated busway facility that carries the Metro
Silver Line Bus Rapid Transit (BRT), which connects the Los Angeles Harbor and San Pedro Area to
Downtown Los Angeles and beyond. Ramps are located at Florence Avenue, Manchester Avenue,
Century Boulevard, and Imperial Highway.

Major Arterials
La Brea Avenue/Hawthorne Boulevard – This roadway runs in a north-south direction. The roadway
segment that runs north of Century Boulevard is called La Brea Avenue, and the segment that runs
south of Century Boulevard is called Hawthorne Boulevard. The roadway is classified as a major arterial
within the study area. This roadway generally provides two travel lanes in each direction north of
Spruce Avenue and three lanes in each direction south of Spruce Avenue, plus left-turn channelization
at major intersections through the study area. Parking is generally allowed along many stretches of
this roadway. The posted speed limit is 35 mph. Hawthorne Boulevard provides connections to the I105 Freeway.

x

Prairie Avenue – Prairie Avenue runs in a north-south direction and is classified as a major arterial in
the study area. This roadway provides two travel lanes in each direction north of Manchester
Boulevard and three travel lanes in each direction south of Manchester Boulevard, plus left-turn
channelization at most major intersections through the study area. The posted speed limit is 40 mph.
Parking is generally not allowed on Prairie Avenue within the study area. Prairie Avenue provides
access to the I-105 Freeway.

x

Crenshaw Boulevard – Crenshaw Boulevard is classified as a major arterial roadway in the City of
Inglewood and a secondary arterial (Avenue I) in the City of Los Angeles within the study area. The
roadway runs in a north-south direction. Within the study area, this roadway provides two lanes in
each direction north of Manchester Boulevard and three lanes in each direction south of Manchester
Boulevard, plus left-turn channelization at major intersections. Parking is allowed along many
stretches of this roadway, and the posted speed limit is 40 mph. Crenshaw Boulevard provides access
to the I-105 Freeway.

x

Centinela Avenue – Centinela Avenue is classified as a major arterial roadway and generally runs in an
east-west direction; it runs diagonally east of Hyde Park Place. The roadway generally provides two

251-004-20
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travel lanes in each direction plus left-turn channelization at major intersections. Parking is generally
allowed along this roadway, and the posted speed limit is 40 mph.

parking generally permitted on both sides of the street. Bike lanes are generally provided on both sides
of the street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. The posted speed limit is 30 mph.

Florence Avenue – Florence Avenue is classified as a major arterial in the City of Inglewood and as a
secondary arterial (Avenue I) in the City of Los Angeles. It runs east-west with two to three lanes in
each direction with left-turn channelization at major intersections through the study area. Parking is
generally not allowed along this roadway, although some parking is permitted east of West Boulevard.
Bike lanes are provided along some stretches of this roadway between Locust Street and West
Boulevard. The posted speed limit is 40 mph west of West Boulevard and 35 mph east of West
Boulevard.

x

Myrtle Avenue – Myrtle Avenue is a north-south roadway that is classified as a collector roadway
between Arbor Vitae Street and Century Boulevard, and as a local street between Kelso Street and
Arbor Vitae Street. This roadway generally provides one lane in each direction, with on-street parking
available on both sides of the street. The posted speed limit is 30 mph.

x

Doty Avenue – Dory Avenue is a north-south roadway that is classified as a collector roadway. The
roadway provides one lane in each direction. On-street parking is available on both sides of the street
south of 102nd Street. The prima facie speed limit is 25 mph.

Manchester Boulevard – Manchester Boulevard is classified as a major arterial roadway in the study
area. It runs east-west and has generally two lanes in each direction west of Prairie Avenue and three
lanes in each direction east of Prairie Avenue, plus left-turn channelization at major intersections
through the study area. Parking is allowed along most of Manchester Boulevard with some restricted
segments. The posted speed limit along Manchester Boulevard is 35 mph west of Prairie Avenue and
40 mph east of Prairie Avenue. Manchester Boulevard provides access to the I-405 Freeway and I-110
Freeway.

x

Yukon Avenue - Yukon Avenue is a north-south roadway that is classified as a collector roadway. The
roadway generally provides one to two lanes in each direction. On-street parking is available on the
west side along some restricted segments in the study area. The posted speed limit is 30 mph.

x

Regent Street – Regent Street is classified as a collector roadway and runs in an east-west direction,
beginning west of Oak Street and terminating at Inglewood Park Cemetery. This roadway provides one
lane in each direction with on-street parking available between La Brea Avenue and Prairie Avenue. It
provides two lanes in each direction with on-street parking prohibited between Fir Avenue and La Brea
Avenue. The posted speed limit is 35 mph.

x

Hillcrest Boulevard – Hillcrest Boulevard is classified as a collector roadway. It runs in an east-west
direction between Aviation Boulevard and Grevillea Avenue, diagonally between Grevillea Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard, and in a north-south direction between Manchester Boulevard and Florence
Avenue. Within the study area, Hillcrest Boulevard generally provides one travel lane in each direction
and has on-street parking on both sides of the street. The posted speed limit is 30 mph.

x

Spruce Avenue – Spruce Avenue is classified as a collector roadway that runs diagonally between La
Brea Avenue and Manchester Boulevard and runs in an east-west direction between Hindry Avenue
and Fir Avenue. This roadway generally provides one lane in each direction with on-street parking on
both sides of the street. The prima facie speed limit is 25 mph.

x

Kelso Street – Kelso Street runs generally in an east-west direction and is classified as a collector
roadway. It runs diagonally between Market Street and Myrtle Avenue. The roadway ends at Prairie
Avenue where the street name changes to Pincay Drive. This roadway generally provides one lane in
each direction with on-street parking on both sides of the street. The prima facie speed limit is 25
mph.

x

Pincay Drive – Pincay Drive is classified as a collector roadway that begins at Prairie Avenue and ends
at Crenshaw Boulevard where the street name changes to 90th Street. It runs in an east-west direction.
This roadway generally provides two lanes in each direction. On-street parking is available on the south
side of the street between Carlton Drive and Crenshaw Boulevard. The posted speed limit is 45 mph.

x

Hardy Street – Hardy Street is classified as a collector roadway that runs in an east-west direction.
West of the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (LASED), it begins at Inglewood Boulevard
and terminates at Prairie Avenue. East of LASED, it begins at Crenshaw Boulevard and ends at Van Ness

Arbor Vitae Street – Arbor Vitae Street west of Prairie Avenue is classified as a major arterial roadway
that runs in an east-west direction. Arbor Vitae Street between Prairie Avenue and Van Ness Avenue
is classified as a collector roadway. Within the study area, this roadway west of Prairie Avenue
generally provides one to two lanes in each direction with parking on both sides of the street. The
posted speed limit is 35 mph.
Century Boulevard – Century Boulevard is classified as a major arterial roadway in the study area and
runs in an east-west direction. It provides one of the major direct access options into the LAX Central
Terminal Area (CTA). Within the study area, this roadway generally provides three to four lanes in each
direction with left-turn lanes at key intersections. The posted speed limit is 40 mph. There is no parking
allowed on either side of the street within the study area. Century Boulevard provides access to the I405 Freeway and I-110 Freeway.

Minor Arterial / Secondary Arterial
x

Market Street – Market Street is classified as a minor arterial roadway and runs in a north-south
direction, beginning at Florence Avenue and terminating at La Brea Avenue. This roadway provides
one lane in each direction between Florence Avenue and Hillcrest Boulevard, and two lanes in each
direction between Hillcrest Boulevard and La Brea Avenue. On-street parking is permitted on both
sides of the street. The prima facie speed limit is 25 mph.

Collectors & Local Streets
x

Locust Street – Locust Street runs in a north-south direction beginning at Florence Avenue and
terminating at the intersection of Hillcrest Boulevard and Nutwood Street. The roadway is classified
as a collector roadway between Regent Street and Hillcrest Boulevard, and as a local street between
Florence Avenue and Regent Street. This roadway provides one lane in each direction, with on-street
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Avenue. Hardy Street is discontinuous between Prairie Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard. This roadway
generally provides one lane in each direction with on-street parking available on both sides of the
street. The posted speed limit is 30 mph.
x

4.12 Transportation

Segment
Street

Facility Type

Queen Street – Queen Street is a local street that runs in an east-west direction. The roadway provides
one lane in each direction with on-street parking available on both sides of the street. The posted
speed limit is 25 mph.

4.12.3.2 Existing Average Daily Traffic Volumes
Seventy-five (75) segments within the study area were identified as key roadway segments for evaluation.
The existing ADT on roadway segments were estimated using the Inglewood Travel Demand Forecasting

From

To

Existing ADT

Pincay Dr/Kelso St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
97th St
Century Bl
102nd St
104th St

Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
97th St
Century Bl
102nd St
104th St
Lennox Bl

37,215
30,516
32,712
32,712
29,893
30,586
31,691

80th St
Manchester Bl
Pincay Dr/90th St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Century Bl

Manchester Bl
Pincay Dr/90th St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Century Bl
104th St

23,440
25,921
31,523
30,078
30,794
27,245

Florence Av

Regent St

3,153

Regent St

Manchester Bl

7,764
3,832

Crenshaw Bl

Major Arterial

Market St

Minor Arterial

base input and updated to include all the growth associated with the related projects. The ITDF Model,

Myrtle Av

Collector

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

similar in structure to the SCAG Regional Travel Demand Model involves four-step models including Trip

Doty Av

Collector

Century Bl

104th St

4,950

Yukon Av

Collector

Century Bl

104th St

10,123

Locust St

Collector

Florence Av

Manchester Bl

3,677

Hyde Park Bl

Florence Av

25,664

Major Arterial

Fir Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Centinela Av
Prairie Ave

La Brea Av
Market St
Centinela Av
Prairie Av
West Bl

16,710
20,923
24,293
40,560
39,882

Manchester Bl

Major Arterial

Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Locust St
Hillcrest Bl
Spruce Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
Crenshaw Dr
Crenshaw Bl

La Brea Av
Market St
Locust St
Hillcrest Bl
Spruce Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
Crenshaw Dr
Crenshaw Bl
Van Ness Av

21,396
21,690
18,782
20,035
24,352
28,558
31,638
36,400
27,704
31,036

Arbor Vitae St

Major Arterial

Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Myrtle Av

La Brea Av
Myrtle Av
Prairie Av

13,506
9,066
8,205

Century Bl

Major Arterial

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av/Hawthorne Bl

50,447

(ITDF) Model for four time periods: Morning Peak Hour (AM), Midday (MD), Evening Peak Hour (PM) and
Nighttime (NT).
The ITDF, which is based on the SCAG Regional Travel Demand Model, was used to forecast the number
daily trips on the roadway system. The SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS socio-economic data was used as the

Generation, Trip Distribution, Mode Split, and Traffic Assignment procedures.
The results for all four time periods were aggregated to reflect the average daily conditions. The resulting
ADT volumes, which reflect typical weekday operations under existing (2020) conditions, are presented in

East/West Streets
Centinela Av
Major Arterial

Table 4.12-1: Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes – Existing Conditions.
Florence Av

Table 4.12-1
Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes – Existing Conditions
Segment
Street

Facility Type

From

To

Existing ADT

La Brea Av

Major Arterial

Hyde Park Bl
Florence Av
Manchester Bl
Spruce Av/Market St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St

Florence Av
Manchester Bl
Spruce Av/Market St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Century Bl

20,930
24,598
19,252
24,819
28,459
29,570

Hawthorne Bl

Major Arterial

Century Bl
104th St

104th St
Lennox Bl

43,049
48,127

Florence Av
Regent St
Manchester Bl

Regent St
Manchester Bl
Pincay Dr/Kelso St

21,787
21,853
28,283

North/South Streets

Prairie Av
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Segment

of Los Angeles. Additionally, the Metro C Line (Green Line) is located south of the study area. These transit

From

To

Existing ADT

La Brea Av/Hawthorne Bl
Myrtle Av
Freeman Av
Prairie Av
Doty Av
HP Casino Dr
Yukon Av
Club Dr
Crenshaw Bl

Myrtle Av
Freeman Av
Prairie Av
Doty Av
HP Casino Dr
Yukon Av
Club Dr
Crenshaw Bl
Van Ness Av

40,914
37,612
32,957
39,615
40,253
40,253
39,608
41,542
35,913

Collector

Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Market St

La Brea Av
Market St
Prairie Ave

5,149
16,068
8,174

Hillcrest Bl

Collector

Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Nutwood St/Locust St
Manchester Bl

La Brea Av
Market St
Nutwood St/Locust St
Manchester Bl
Florence Av

8,677
7,287
9,013
4,941
7,844

Spruce Av

Collector

La Brea Av

Manchester Av

2,945

Kelso St / Pincay Dr

Collector

Spruce Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct

Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
Crenshaw Bl

5,493
18,768
14,005

Hardy St

Collector

La Brea Av

Prairie Ave

104th St

Collector

Grevillea Av
Hawthorne Bl
Prairie Av

Hawthorne Bl
Prairie Ave
Doty Av

Street

Regent St

Facility Type

4.12 Transportation

lines are shown in Figure 4.12-3: Existing Transit System and briefly described below:
x

MTA 40 – Line 40 is a local north/south line that provides service from Downtown Los Angeles to
Redondo Beach and travels primarily along La Brea Avenue, Florence Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard
within the study area.

x

MTA 111 - Line 111 is a local east/west line that provides service from Norwalk to the Los Angeles
International Airport and travels primarily along Arbor Vitae Street, La Brea Avenue and Florence
Avenue within the study area.

x

MTA 115 - Line 115 is a local east/west line that provides service from Norwalk to Playa del Rey and
travels primarily along Manchester Boulevard within the study area.

x

MTA 117 – Line 117 is a local east/west line that provides service from Downey to the LAX Bus Center
and travels primarily along Century Boulevard within the study area.

x

MTA 126 - Line 126 is a local east/west line that provides service from Manhattan Beach to Hawthorne,
and travels along Prairie Avenue, Lennox Boulevard, and Hawthorne Boulevard within the study area.

x

MTA 209 – Line 209 is a local north/south line that provides service from Jefferson Park to Hawthorne
and travels primarily along Van Ness Avenue in the proximity of the study area.

x

MTA 210 – Line 210 is a local north/south line that provides service from Hollywood to Redondo Beach
and travels primarily along Crenshaw Boulevard within the study area.

4,394

x

6,769
4,031
3,460

MTA 211/215 - Lines 211 and 215 are local north/south lines that provide service from Redondo Beach
to Inglewood and travel primarily along Locust Street, Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and
Grace Avenue within the study area.

x

MTA 212/312 – Line 212 is a local north/south line that provides service from Hollywood to Hawthorne
and travels primarily along La Brea Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, Lennox Boulevard,
and Hawthorn Boulevard within the study area.

x

MTA 442 – Line 442 is a north/south express line that provides service from Downtown Los Angeles to
Hawthorne and travels primarily along La Brea Avenue and Manchester Boulevard within the study
area. Per Metro, this line has been discontinued as of 2021.

x

MTA 607 – Line 607 is a circulator route that begins at the Inglewood Transit Center in Inglewood and
goes clockwise with major stops at the intersections of Slauson Avenue / La Brea Avenue in Windsor
Hills, and Crenshaw Boulevard/54th Street in Los Angeles. Per Metro, this line has been discontinued
as of 2021.

x

MTA 710 – Line 710 is a north/south ‘Rapid Bus’ line that provides service from Koreatown to Redondo
Beach and travels along Crenshaw Boulevard within the study area. Per Metro, this line has been
discontinued as of 2021.

______________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
2 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Daily traffic volumes along Prairie Avenue between Florence Avenue and Lennox Boulevard range between
approximately 21,800 to 37,250 vehicles per day; along Manchester Boulevard between Grevillea Avenue
and Van Ness Avenue range between approximately 18,800 to 36,400 vehicles per day; and along Century
Boulevard between Grevillea Avenue and Van Ness Avenue range between approximately 33,000 to
50,500 vehicles per day.

4.12.3.3 Existing Public Transit Service
Fourteen (14) bus lines provide services in the study area including thirteen bus lines operated by the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), and one bus line operated by the County
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80th St

Hillcrest Bl

Kelso St

Transit Ridership Along Corridors

90th St

Myrtle Av

INGLEWOOD
Hardy St

D
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Line.

Pincay Dr

k

La Brea Av

Grevillea Av

Aviation/Imperial Station.

Street/Florence Avenue Station will serve as the transfer point between the proposed Project and the K

Manchester Bl

Arbor Vitae St

Boulevard/Exposition Boulevard, 8.5 miles south to connect with the Metro C Line (Green Line) at the

Heights, Downtown Inglewood, Westchester-Veteran and Crenshaw/Imperial stations. The Market

Kareem Ct

k

Av

Market St

West Bl

Locust St

Crenshaw Dr

Regent St

Metro is constructing the Metro K Line from the existing Metro E Line (Exposition Line) at Crenshaw

The K Line is projected to be completed and commence operations shortly. The K line includes the Fairview

LOS ANGELES

Av

Metro C Line (Green Line) – The Metro C Line is an east/west light rail line that provides service to
Norwalk, Lynwood, Willowbrook, Hawthorne, El Segundo, and Redondo Beach. The C Line’s
Hawthorne / Lennox Station lies approximately 0.8 miles south of Century Boulevard.

The average ridership for Metro bus lines serving the study area was compiled using data provided by
Metro in 2019. Metro Bus Lines 40, 111 and 115 have an average daily bus ridership ranging from 14,561
(Line 40) to 15,653 (Line 111) passenger trips; while Metro Bus Lines 126, 209, 211/215, 442 and 607 have
an average daily ridership ranging from 62 (Line 607) to 911 (Line 209) daily passengers. Additionally,
Metro C Light Rail Transit (LRT) line (Green) has an average of 30,236 daily ridership.

Av

Sp
ru
ce

x

Los Angeles County Lennox Link is a circulator route that begins at Lennox Park and travels in a counterclockwise direction along Lennox Boulevard, Burin Avenue, 111th Street, Freeman Avenue, 104th
Street, Yukon Avenue, Century Boulevard, Flower Street, Hardy Street, Myrtle Avenue and La Brea
Avenue.

ce
en

76th St

Fir Av

x

MTA 740 – Line 740 is a north/south ‘Rapid Bus’ line that provides service from Jefferson Park to
Redondo Beach and travels primarily along La Brea Avenue, Hawthorne Boulevard, Crenshaw
Boulevard, and Florence Avenue within the study area. Per Metro, this line has been discontinued as
of 2021.
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Century Bl

Crenshaw Boulevard at the Florence Avenue stop has the highest boarding and alighting activities with
997 boardings and 904 alightings compared to other bus stops within the study area. La Brea Avenue –

Van Ness Av

Yukon Av

Doty Av

LENNOX

Crenshaw Bl

at each stop and provided in Table 4.12-2: Average Weekday Ridership at Bus Stops within Study Area.

Metro C Line
(Green Line)

Prairie Av

study area were obtained from Metro. This data includes the average daily bus boardings and deboardings

Hawthorne Bl

104th St

Transit ridership data for average weekday in October 2019 (pre-COVID 19) for transit lines serving the

Lennox Bl

108th St

Legend:

Proposed ITC Alignment

Hawthorne Boulevard appears to be the busiest transit corridors within the study area; the corridor has a

Proposed ITC Station

daily average of 259 boardings and 269 alightings.
N

"
"
"

The Forum
SoFi Stadium
IBEC Arena (Future)

Metro Crenshaw/LAX LRT (Future)

!
M

k
k

Metro Crenshaw/LAX LRT Station (Future)
Inglewood Transit Center

Bus Line

MTA 117

MTA 211/215

MTA 40

MTA 126

MTA 212/312*

MTA 111

MTA 209

MTA 442*

MTA 710*

LA County Lennox Link

MTA 115

MTA 210

MTA 607*

* - Line discontinued as of 2021

MTA 740*

Intermodal Transit Facility

NOT TO SCALE

SOURCE: Raja Associates, Inc. - September 2021
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Average Weekday Ridership
at Bus Stops within
Study Area Corridor

Table 4.12-2
Average Weekday Ridership at Bus Stops within Study Area
Average Weekday Ridership
at Bus Stops within
Study Area Corridor

La Brea Avenue Hawthorne Boulevard

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Metro Lines Serving
Stop

Boardings

Hardy Street

210

25

54

Century Boulevard

210/710

750

788

Alightings

Stops Crossing Street

Boardings

Alightings

104th Street

210

93

95

Hyde Park Boulevard

212

203

204

108th Street

210

91

110

Hazel Street

212

101

103

Beach Avenue

212

82

87

Florence Avenue

40/111/212

437

215

Regent Street

40/111/212/740

532

913

Queen Street

212/740

313

135

Average
Centinela Avenue

243

245

Hyde Park Boulevard

607

2

1

Warren Lane

607

0

1

Average
La Brea Avenue

1

1

40/111

252

191
37

Manchester Boulevard

40/111/607

168

240

Market Street

40/111

85

Inglewood Transit Center

40/111/442/607/740

626

551

Hillcrest Boulevard

40/111/607

53

90

Market Street

40/111/442

92

114

Centinela Avenue

40/111/607/740

126

132

Prairie Avenue

40/111

96

100

West Boulevard

40/111

151

185

195

Crenshaw Boulevard

111/740

562

505

603

562

8th Avenue

111

141

159

40/442

92

120

5th Avenue

111

63

82

40/442

117

248

Van Ness Avenue

111

193

196

172

168

Tamarack Avenue

40/111/442

73

82

Arbor Vitae Street

40/111/442

271

270

Hardy Street

40/442

177

Century Boulevard

40/442/740

104th Street
Lennox Boulevard

Florence Avenue

Average

259

269

Grace Avenue

211

3

0

Fir Avenue

115/211

13

13

Howland Drive

211

6

0

Grevillea Avenue

115/211

174

210

Regent Street

211

1

1

Market Street

115/211/212/442/607

519

603

Manchester Boulevard

211

7

13

Hillcrest Avenue

115/212

321

353

Kelso Street/Pincay Drive

211/212

27

38

Spruce Avenue

115/212

17

53

Arbor Vitae Street

211/212

72

78

Tamarack Avenue

115/212

54

36

Hardy Street

211/212

69

73

Prairie Avenue

115/212/442

207

193

Century Boulevard

211/212

169

165

Kareem Court

115

16

22

104th Street

211/212

86

84

Carlton Drive

115

4

4

Lennox Boulevard/
108th Street

211/212

127

124

West Boulevard

115/442

25

26

Crenshaw Drive

115

52

48

57

58

11th Avenue

115

32

38

Crenshaw Boulevard

115/442

548

589

Average

Crenshaw Boulevard

Stops Crossing Street

Metro Lines Serving
Stop

Average

Prairie Avenue

4.12 Transportation

Manchester Boulevard

Florence Avenue

40/210/710/740

997

904

76th Street

210

24

47

5th Avenue

115

70

79

78th Street

210

29

37

Van Ness Avenue

115/442

126

141

80th Street

210

27

32

82nd Street

210

26

35

Manchester Boulevard

210/710

761

724

Pincay Drive/90th Street

210

30

38

Arbor Vitae Street

210

62

77
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Average
Arbor Vitae Street

145

161

Grevillea Avenue

111

39

36

La Brea Avenue

111

90

89

65

63

26

35

Average
Century Boulevard
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Class III Bike Routes / Bike Boulevard

Metro Lines Serving
Stop

Boardings

Alightings

La Brea Avenue/
Hawthorne Boulevard

117

346

345



Van Ness Avenue from Century Boulevard to Imperial Highway

Freeman Avenue

117

92

101



Florence Avenue from Hillcrest Boulevard to Centinela Avenue (eastbound only)

Prairie Avenue

117

185

163

Florence Avenue from Centinela Avenue to Prairie Avenue

Doty Avenue

117

41

43



Florence Avenue from mid-way between Prairie Avenue and West Boulevard to West Boulevard
76th Street from Crenshaw Drive to Vermont Avenue

Stops Crossing Street

x

Bike Routes with Sharrows

Yukon Avenue

117

130

153



Club Drive

117

232

206



11th Avenue

117

236

205

Crenshaw Boulevard

117

394

398

5th Avenue

117

15

14

117

120

125

The pedestrian circulation system includes crosswalks, crosswalk push buttons, intersection traffic control,

165

163

and sidewalks available to serve pedestrians. Sidewalks are generally provided along all streets in the study

Van Ness Avenue
Average

_________________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
4 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

4.12.3.5 Existing Pedestrian Facilities

area. Florence Avenue, Market Street, Locust Street and Regent Street offer access and circulation
possibilities to the proposed Market Street/Florence Avenue Station. Currently, sidewalks are available on
the south side of Florence Avenue and on both sides of Market Street, Locust Street and Regent Street

4.12.3.4 Existing Bicycle Facilities

adjacent to and in the vicinity of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station. Pedestrian crosswalks to the

The Draft Inglewood Active Transportation and Safe Routes to School Plan (City of Inglewood, June 2019)
identifies existing bicycle facilities within the City. These facilities are classified as Bike Paths (Class I), Bike

proposed station are available at adjacent intersections of Florence Avenue/Market Street and Florence
Avenue/Locust Street.

Lanes/Buffered Bike Lanes (Class II), Bike Routes/Bike Boulevards (Class III), and Protected Bike Lanes (Class

Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and Kelso Street-Pincay Drive offer pedestrian access and

IV).

circulation possibilities to the proposed station at the Forum. Sidewalks are available on both sides of
Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and Kelso Street-Pincay Drive adjacent to and in the vicinity of the

Bicycle facilities are identified along the following streets:

proposed Project station. Passenger crosswalks to the proposed station are available at adjacent

Class II Bike Lanes / Buffered Bike Lanes

intersections of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue/Kelso Street–Pincay Drive.

x

Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street offer pedestrian access and circulation possibilities to the proposed

x

Bike Lanes


Hawthorne Boulevard from Lennox Boulevard to 111th Street

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station. Sidewalks are available on both sides of Prairie Avenue and Hardy



Locust Street from Florence Avenue to Manchester Boulevard

Street adjacent to and in the vicinity of the station. Passenger crosswalks to the proposed station are



Van Ness Avenue from 81st Street to Manchester Boulevard

available at adjacent intersections of Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street and Prairie Avenue/Arbor Vitae Street.



Florence Avenue from Locust Street to Hillcrest Boulevard



Florence Avenue from Prairie Avenue to mid-way between Prairie Avenue and West Boulevard

The majority of intersections near the proposed alignment and stations are signalized and generally
provide pedestrian amenities.

Buffered Bike Lanes


Florence Avenue from Hillcrest Boulevard to Centinela Avenue (westbound only)
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208-001-18

A brief description of the pedestrian crossing locations and amenities, including traffic signals, intersection
crosswalks, and crosswalks with push buttons, along the proposed Project alignment follows:
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Pedestrian Crossing Locations along Market Street
x

x

x

Intersection of Market Street/Florence Avenue – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on the west and south legs of the intersection.
Crosswalks are not provided on the east leg of the intersection. Call pushbuttons are provided on the
west leg of the intersection. Pedestrian indications are actuated / automated on the south leg of the
intersection.
Intersection of Market Street/Regent Street – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on the north, west and east legs of the
intersection and a crosswalk with decorative design is available on the south leg. Call pushbuttons are
provided on all approaches.
Intersection of Market Street/Queen Street – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Decorative crosswalks are available on all four legs. Call pushbuttons are provided on all
approaches.

Pedestrian Crossing Locations along Manchester Boulevard
x

Intersection of Market Street/Manchester Boulevard – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Decorative crosswalks are available on all four legs. Call pushbuttons are provided on all
approaches of the intersection.

x

Intersection of Locust Street/Manchester Boulevard – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on all four legs of the intersection. Call
pushbuttons are provided on the west and east legs of the intersection. Pedestrian signal calls are
actuated/automated on the north and south legs of the intersection.

x

x

Intersection of Hillcrest Boulevard/Manchester Boulevard – This intersection is signalized with
pedestrian indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on all four legs of the intersection.
Call pushbuttons are provided on the west and east legs of the intersection. Pedestrian signal calls are
actuated/automated on the north and south legs of the intersection.
Intersection of Spruce Avenue/Manchester Boulevard – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on west and south legs of the intersection.
Crosswalks are not provided on the east leg of the intersection. Call pushbuttons are provided on the
west and south legs of the intersection.

4.12 Transportation

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Nutwood Street – This intersection is unsignalized with the eastbound
approach stopped at the intersection. A continental (ladder) crosswalk is available on the west leg of
the intersection.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Kelso Street–Pincay Drive – This intersection is signalized with
pedestrian indications. Yellow school crosswalks are available on all four legs of the intersection. Call
pushbuttons are provided on all approaches of the intersection.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/La Palma Drive – This intersection is unsignalized and stop controlled
on the eastbound approach. A continental crosswalk is available on the west leg of the intersection.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Buckthorn Street-Touchdown Drive – This intersection is signalized with
pedestrian indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on all four legs of the intersection.
Call pushbuttons are provided on all approaches of the intersection.

x

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Arbor Vitae Street – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on all four legs of the intersection. Call
pushbuttons are provided on all approaches of the intersection.

x

Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street – This intersection is signalized with standard parallel crosswalks being
available on the north and west legs of the intersection, and east leg from the Hollywood Park Specific
Plan (HPSP) area. A crosswalk is not provided on the south leg of the intersection. Call pushbuttons
are provided on the north, west, and east legs of the intersection.

4.12.3.6 Existing On-Street Parking
A summary of the number of on-street parking spaces and parking restrictions along Market Street,
Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue along the proposed alignment are described below:
There are currently 104 on-street parking spaces located along Market Street between Florence Avenue
and Manchester Boulevard with parking restrictions listed below.
Metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on both sides of Market Street between Florence Avenue and
Regent Street, all day except from 3:00 AM to 7:00 AM. There are 30 on-street parking spaces on west side
of the street and 14 on-street parking spaces on the east side of the street.
Metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on both sides of Market Street between Regent Street and

Pedestrian Crossing Locations along Prairie Avenue

Manchester Boulevard. There are 31 on-street parking spaces on the west side of the street and 29 on-

x

street parking spaces on the east side of the street.

Intersection of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard – This intersection is signalized with pedestrian
indications. Standard parallel crosswalks are available on all four legs of the intersection. Call
pushbuttons are provided on all approaches of the intersection.

There are currently 70 on-street parking spaces located along Manchester Boulevard between Market
Street and Prairie Avenue with the parking restrictions listed below.
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On-street parking is prohibited on both sides of Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and the
alley to the east.

4.12 Transportation

4.12.5

THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Pursuant to SB 743, the latest Technical Advisory from OPR explicitly states that transit projects including

Metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on both sides of Manchester Boulevard between the alley
(west of Locust Street) and Locust Street all day except from 3:30 AM to 7:00 AM. There are four on-street
parking spaces on the south side of the street and seven on-street parking spaces on the north side of the

passenger rail projects (like the proposed ITC Project) would be presumed to not cause significant impacts
since they would reduce VMTs, encourage development of multimodal transportation networks and
encourage development of mixed-use projects (diversity of land uses), the three primary goals of SB 743.
However, to quantify the magnitude of reduction of VMTs, and consequently GHG emissions and potential

street.

operational benefits associated with the proposed Project, the Project is evaluated based on the following
Metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on both sides of Manchester Boulevard between Locust

thresholds derived from Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines relative to transportation impacts. Significant

Street and Hillcrest Boulevard all day, except from 3:30 AM to 7:00 AM. There are nine on-street parking

transportation impacts would occur if the proposed Project would result in the following:

spaces on the south side of the street and six on-street parking spaces on the north side of the street.
Threshold T-1:

Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and passenger facilities.

On-street parking is prohibited on south side of Manchester Boulevard between Hillcrest Boulevard and
Spruce Avenue; metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on north side of Manchester Boulevard
between Hillcrest Boulevard and Spruce Avenue all day, except from 3:30 AM to 7:00 AM. There are 12

Threshold T-2:

Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision
(b).

on-street parking spaces located on the north side of the street.
Threshold T-3:

Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp

Metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on south side of Manchester Boulevard between Spruce

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment).

Avenue and Tamarack Avenue with the exception of no parking allowed during the evening peak hours
from 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM. Metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on the north side of Manchester

Threshold T-4:

Result in inadequate emergency access.

Boulevard between Spruce Avenue and Tamarack Avenue all day, except from 3:30 AM to 7:00 AM. There
are 10 on-street parking spaces on the south side of the street and 14 on-street spaces on the north side

CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3 establishes that, generally, VMT is the appropriate measure of
transportation impacts. Construction impacts are temporary in nature and therefore are typically not

of the street.

considered as significant impacts for purposes of CEQA. While no quantitative significance criteria are
Non-metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on south side of Manchester Boulevard between

established for evaluation of construction impacts, potential effects associated with construction are

Tamarack Avenue and Osage Avenue with the exception of no parking allowed during the evening peak

evaluated based on the duration of construction and the extent of disruption during various construction

period (4:00 PM to 6:00 PM); metered 2-hour on-street parking is allowed on north side of Manchester

activities.

Boulevard between Tamarack Avenue and Osage Avenue all day, except from 3:30 AM to 7:00 AM. There
are approximately four on-street parking spaces on the south side of street and four on-street parking
spaces on the north side of the street.
On-street parking is prohibited on both sides of Manchester Boulevard between Osage Avenue and Prairie
Avenue. There are no on-street parking spaces along Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and
Hardy Street.

4.12.4

The proposed Project includes the following Project Design Features (PDFs) related to the transportation
and traffic effects of the Project.
PDF TRANS-1

ADJUSTED BASELINE CONDITIONS

4.12-24

Transit Access and Circulation Program

The Project Task Force [as identified in the Construction Commitment Program (CCP)] will be responsible
for the following:

Adjusted Baseline conditions are discussed below in 4.12.5.2: Methodology.
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x

Ensuring that access to bus transit stops and bus circulation are always maintained, unless infeasible
and closure is approved by the City.

x

Coordinating with Metro and any other transit service providers to:




Relocate bus stop(s) if necessary, during construction with appropriate wayfinding signage and
information dissemination, with all temporarily relocated bus stops located as close as feasible to
the original bus stop location.
Reroute transit bus lines if necessary, during construction with appropriate wayfinding signage
and information dissemination.

PDF TRANS-2

Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program

4.12 Transportation

x

Maintain access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of the alley when possible. If an alley is
obstructed such that a turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall be provided to
control access to/from the alley.

x

Maintain access for all public safety vehicles (such as police, fire, and emergency response).

x

Maintain bicycle and pedestrian access within the Project area or approved detours at all times.

x

Provide adequate street access to City service vehicles, including but not limited to trash pickup and
street sweeping service vehicles, during planned service times.

x

Sidewalk closures should be avoided to the degree feasible and are permitted only when approved by
the City. Accessible detours shall be provided if sidewalk closures are necessary.

x

Use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to minimize the degree and duration of impacts and
maintain safety.

x

Establish and maintain wayfinding signage.

x

Maintain vehicular and pedestrian access to all businesses and residents impacted by construction
activities including roadway closures.

x

Hold quarterly community outreach meetings with businesses and residents to provide updates on
temporary, full, or partial street closures necessary for construction. Website will be updated 45 to 60
days prior to planned dates of any street closures.

x

All closures, full or partial, are subject to City review and approval which shall consider measures to
minimize the degree and duration of street and lane closures.

A Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be developed by members of the Project Task Force
(as defined in the CCP), subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will address the
following topics:
x

Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within the City’s boundaries.

x

Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, and traffic flow.

x

Coordination of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special attention
during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center.

x

Coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of emergency
access and response times.

PDF TRANS-3

x

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials deliveries.

x

Haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle routes are subject to review and approval by the City.

x

Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming construction activities including but not limited
to the establishment of a website with project construction information, signage, and web-based
media.

x

To the extent possible, truck deliveries and hauling of bulk materials such as aggregate, bulk cement,
dirt, etc. to the Project area, and hauling of material from the Project area, shall be scheduled during
off-peak hours to avoid the peak commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.

x

Truck deliveries and hauling of dirt, aggregate, bulk cement, and all other materials and equipment,
shall be on designated routes only (freeways and non-residential streets).

The Traffic Control Program will be updated as needed based on the following principals:
x

Minimize traffic impacts on residential streets.

x

Establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and Prairie
Avenue during construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes in the peak direction,
and if feasible, one traffic lane in the off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity provided
through appropriate detour routes. The directional traffic lanes may be reversible to maintain the peak
directional capacity in either direction as necessitated by traffic demands. For all other streets
potentially affected by construction, maintain at least one lane of traffic in each direction unless
otherwise approved by the City.
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Preliminary Haul and Overload Routes

Pedestrian Access Program

A Pedestrian Access Program will be developed by members of the Project Task Force (as defined in the
CCP), subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will adhere to the following
principles:
x

Pedestrian access to buildings shall be maintained at all times.
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x

Maintain all crosswalks to the extent feasible. Whenever a crosswalk is removed from service,
establish and maintain temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as practicable to the
original crosswalk locations unless the City determines that a replacement crosswalk is not necessary
to maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement crosswalks shall be identified and controlled by
wayfinding signs approved by the City.

4.12 Transportation

4.12.5.2 Methodology
The ITDF, which is based on the SCAG Regional Travel Demand Model, was used to estimate VMT in the
City and assess the effect of the Project on VMT. The geographic scope for the evaluation of VMT included
all of the traffic analysis zones (TAZs) within the City of Inglewood such that all trips and consequently,
VMTs to and from areas within the City are included. Since the ITDF is based on the SCAG Regional Travel

x

Establish and maintain passenger wayfinding signage.

x

Maintain sidewalk access for pedestrians, including providing temporary sidewalks if existing
sidewalks are disrupted during construction. Any sidewalk closures are subject to review and approval
by the City.

model.

x

Sidewalks that are being maintained in a temporary condition shall meet all applicable safety
standards, including but not limited to the requirements of the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act
and similar California laws for sidewalks being maintained in a temporary condition.

number of daily trips on the roadway system for both non-event and event-based traffic for the scenarios

Protect pedestrians from construction-related debris, dust, and noise; such protection may include
the use of dedicated pedestrian barriers.

which is similar in structure to the SCAG Regional Travel Demand Model involves four-step models

x
x

Demand Model, regional conditions are reflected in the model and the VMT analysis conducted with the

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District and the City to provide crossing guards at
locations requested by IUSD or the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed. Identify temporary
alternate routes to school, working closely with IUSD and the City, and disseminate this information
to schools and stakeholders affected by construction.

The ITDF Model and an event model, described in the following paragraph, were used to forecast the
evaluated in this Recirculated Draft EIR. Socio-economic data from the SCAG’s 2020–2045 RTP/SCS was
used as the base input and updated to include all the growth associated with related projects. The ITDF,
including Trip Generation, Trip Distribution, Mode Split and Traffic Assignment procedures, implemented
using TransCAD software package.
The event model includes a series of spreadsheet-based pivot tables using the Metro Mode-Split Model.
The event model includes total attendance, average vehicle ridership, transit accessibility for both walkaccess and drive-access and modal-split parameters to estimate the ITC ridership values for each of the

PDF TRANS-5

Parking Management Plan

different types of events at each of the major event venues in the area including the Forum, SoFi Stadium,

A Parking Management Plan (as defined in the CCP) will be developed by members of the Project Task
Force, subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following

x

x

specialized procedures in ArcGIS’ network analyst extension.

Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles, including workers’ personal or projectassigned vehicles, trucks, and heavy vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets at all times, outside
of a permitted workspace unless otherwise approved by the City. If the use of residential permit
parking spots is necessary for construction, provide for equivalent overnight replacement parking for
removed residential permit parking spots at the nearest possible location to the location where
parking has been removed.
Replace loss of metered parking spaces by making available an equivalent number of parking spaces
in an off-street parking facility located near the lost parking. The parking spaces shall be provided for
public use at a rate no greater than the metered parking rate.
Provide public notice of the availability of the alternative parking spaces through outreach to
businesses and residents with signage.
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the event model was then distributed utilizing trip distribution based on season ticket data or mobile
source data for each type of event at the various venues, and then assigned on the roadway network using

principles:
x

and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC). Vehicular traffic generation estimated in
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The ITDF Model and the Metro Mode-Split Model were used to estimate the non-event based travel
demand without and with the ITC Project, while the event model was utilized to estimate the event travel
forecasts without and with the ITC Project. The non-event and event-based travel forecasts were
aggregated on the various roadway segments identified within the study area to obtain ADT estimates for
the following scenarios:
x

Adjusted Baseline Conditions Non-Event Weekdays without Project

x

Adjusted Baseline Conditions Non-Event Weekdays with Project

x

Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event without Project

x

Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event with Project

x

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with Event without Project

x

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with Event with Project
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For evaluation of VMTs for these scenarios, the ITDF model was used with all Inglewood TAZs used as

Utilizing the updated socio-economic/demographic data and the transportation network detailed above,

‘select-zones’ in the model to determine the trips and associated VMTs to and from the City TAZs for non-

the ITDF model simulations were conducted to obtain Adjusted Baseline daily traffic volume forecasts and

event conditions under each of the scenarios analyzed in this study. For events of all types at each of the

VMT estimates. These daily traffic volumes were estimated using the model output on each of the

venues, VMTs were estimated including private vehicles, shuttles, and TNCs for both attendees and

individual segments of each of the arterials (major and minor) and collector streets within the study area.

employees in the event model spreadsheets.

Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions

The methodology for evaluating each of the above scenarios is described below:

The ITDF Model was updated to reflect changes in demographic/economic and transportation network
characteristics based on the latest SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS model-based socio-economic databases and

Adjusted Baseline Conditions

network assumptions. Next, socio-economic data growth associated with related projects identified in the
The Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting is described in Section 4.0: Environmental Analysis. These
environmental conditions included in the Adjusted Baseline Conditions include socio-economic and
demographic components, and transportation network components that are currently under construction
or have building permits issued by the City of Inglewood in the immediate vicinity of the ITC Project

area of influence of the study area was verified within the socio-economic data and further updated where
required. Additional special generator input such as LAX-related trip tables including the forecasted Million
Annual Passengers (MAP-level) growth, consistent with the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, were also included
in the ITDF in the overall estimation of travel demands under future opening year conditions.

alignment. Accordingly, the travel demand forecasting model used in the process was updated as required
to reflect these assumptions. The socio-economic databases used in the ITDF model were updated to

The National Football League (NFL) Game event-day traffic model under future opening year conditions

include portions of Phase 1 of the HPSP. The City has issued permits for a substantial portion of HPSP Phase

was utilized to prepare the NFL game day event traffic forecasts. A sold-out NFL afternoon game event on

1 uses including the 70,240-seat SoFi Stadium, the 6,000-seat Performance Venue, approximately 518,000

a weekday at the NFL Stadium (70,240 attendees and 6,000 employees per game) was assumed in the

SF of retail and restaurant uses, approximately 466,000 SF of office use, 314 dwelling units and

model. The NFL-Game event-day VMT model was also used to estimate the NFL game event-generated

approximately 12 acres of open space. Additionally, the Metro K line is assumed to be completed and

VMT. Attendee and employee vehicle trips by private vehicles, transportation network company (TNCs),

operational as part of the Adjusted Baseline Conditions. The primary socio-economic data including

and shuttles to and from the parking facilities to the Stadium, were included in both the event traffic

population, households and employment within the City of Inglewood are estimated to be approximately

demand and VMT models.

117,688, 38,958 and 37,763, respectively under Adjusted Baseline Conditions.
Forecasts from the Future Opening Year (2027) ITDF model and NFL-Game event-day traffic model was
ITC ridership projections for Adjusted Baseline conditions were simulated using the latest SCAG Regional

aggregated to reflect event-day ADTs as well as the event-day daily VMTs under future opening year

Model and Metro Mode Split Model including updates to the socio-economic databases and transit

conditions.

networks to reflect the ITC Project, and the other transit network changes noted previously. The estimated
non-event daily ITC ridership under Adjusted Baseline conditions is approximately 1,844 daily passengers.

Future 2027 Conditions also reflect related development projects anticipated to be constructed and
occupied prior to the opening year of the proposed Project. A total of 395 related projects were identified.

The projected weekday daily traffic volumes along the analyzed street segments in the study area for

Of these related projects, 74 are located in the City of Inglewood, 91 are within the City of Los Angeles to

Adjusted Baseline non-event conditions without the Project were estimated using the model output on

the east and west of the City of Inglewood, 73 are in the City of Culver City to the north, 120 are in the

each of the individual segments of each of the arterials (major and minor) and collector streets within the

South Bay cities of El Segundo, Lawndale, Hawthorne, and Gardena to the south and south-west, and 37

study area.

projects are located within the unincorporated area of the County of Los Angeles scattered in the
neighboring areas.

Adjusted Baseline non-event conditions with Project scenario also projected weekday daily traffic volumes
along the analyzed street segments using the model output on each of the individual segments of each of

Notable among these development projects within the City of Inglewood is HPSP Phase 2. When combined

the arterials (major and minor) and collector streets within the study area.

with the baseline development in Phase 1, it is assumed that there will be a total of 890,000 SF of retail
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space, approximately 4.03 million SF of office space, 2,500 dwelling units and a 300-room hotel, in addition

Results from the Future Horizon Year (2045) updated ITDF and NFL-Game event-day traffic models were

to the SoFi stadium and the Performance Venue.

combined to reflect event-day daily traffic under future horizon year conditions. Similarly, results from the
2045 ITDF model and NFL-Game event-day VMT model were combined to reflect cumulative event-day

The primary socio-economic data variables including population, households and employment within the

daily VMT under future horizon year conditions.

City of Inglewood are estimated to be approximately 152,774, 51,251, and 61,327, respectively, under
The socio-economic data describing demographic and socio-economic characteristics within the model

future opening year conditions.

area was updated based on the 2045 socio-economic databases from the 2020 SCAG RTP/SCS Regional

Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event without Project

Model data. This data was updated to account for growth from related projects. In addition to the list of

Future Opening Year (2027) non-event forecasted daily traffic volumes from the updated ITDF model were

development projects used under the Future Opening Year (2027) conditions, the HPSP Phase 2 was

combined with a sold-out NFL Game Event-Only daily traffic volumes to obtain Future Opening Year (2027)

included in the socio-economic databases used in the ITDF model for the future horizon year 2045

with Event Day without ITC Project weekday daily traffic volumes.

conditions. It has been assumed that by 2045, a total of 6.03 million SF of office use would be in place in
the overall HPSP area.

Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions with Event with Project
Weekday 2027 non-event conditions with the ITC Project were simulated using the updated ITDF and Event
Travel Demand Model (ETDM) models, including updates to socio-economic databases and transit
networks to reflect the ITC Project, as well as associated transit base-network changes and operational

The primary socio-economic data variables including population, households and employment within the
City of Inglewood are estimated to be approximately 165,618, 56,952 and 69,280, respectively, under
Future Horizon Year (2045) conditions.

parameters.

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with Event Without Project

NFL Game event day conditions with the ITC Project were simulated using a spreadsheet-based model

Weekday 2045 non-event conditions without the ITC Project were simulated using the ITDF model updated

based on the METRO mode-split model and actual data related to the event attendees’ zip-code

to include the latest SCAG 2020–2045 RTP / SCS Model data and growth associated with related projects

information.

in the study area.

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions

Next, NFL Game event conditions without the ITC Project were simulated using the ETDM model based on

The ITDF model was updated to reflect changes in demographic/socio-economic data and transportation
network characteristics based on the latest SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS based model data. Additional special
generator input such as LAX-related trip tables including projected MAP growth, consistent with the latest
SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS were also included in the ITDF to produce travel demands under future horizon

the Metro’s mode-split model and actual data related to the event attendees’ zip-code information.
Future Horizon Year (2045) non-event forecasted daily traffic volumes from the updated ITDF model were
combined with a sold-out NFL Game Event-Only daily traffic volumes without the ITC Project to obtain the
cumulative Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL Event without ITC Project weekday daily traffic volumes.

year conditions.

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions with Event with Project
The NFL-Game event-day traffic model under future horizon year conditions was developed to prepare
the event traffic forecasts. A sold-out NFL afternoon game event on a weekday at the NFL Stadium (70,240
attendees and 6,000 employees per game) was assumed in the model. Metro’s mode-split model was used
along with the event day characteristics. The NFL-Game event-day VMT model was also used to estimate
the event-generated VMT. Attendee and employee vehicle trips including private vehicles, transportation

Weekday 2045 non-event conditions with the ITC Project were simulated using the ITDF model updated
to include data from the latest SCAG 2020–2045 RTP / SCS Model and transit network including the ITC
Project and associated operational scenarios. NFL Game event with the ITC Project conditions were
simulated using the ETDM model.

network company (TNCs) vehicles, and shuttles to and from the parking facilities to the Stadium, were
included in both the event travel demand and VMT models.
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Travel Demand Model for Events

4.12 Transportation

Lane configurations at intersections will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at all locations within

An ETDM, a multistep model based on the Metro Mode-Split Model output including transit accessibility
parameters, was used to estimate traffic generated by events at the event venues in the study area. The
ETDM utilizes event type, attendance, and mode splits to provide estimates of the proposed Project transit
ridership, as well as modal trip generation estimates for use in generating vehicle trip assignments on the

that stretch, resulting in no changes to intersection capacities. Additionally, little to no reductions in turnlane storage lengths are proposed at any of the intersections within this stretch as part of the ITC Project.
Minor modifications to lane configurations at the intersection of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie
Avenue may be required or desired based on prevailing demands at the time of construction of the Project.
This could be achieved by restriping at the time of implementation of the Project.

roadway network.
The specific event-day traffic conditions were simulated using trip generation estimates from the ETDM

Prairie Avenue Segment

and a trip distribution profile developed based on ticket sales or mobile source data that identified the zip

Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy Street will include the same number of lanes as

codes of event attendees.

existing conditions (three lanes in either direction with a central turn lane including the turn lanes at
intersections). No change to roadway capacity is proposed as part of the Project. The speed limit along

4.12.5.3 Project Improvements

Prairie Avenue will remain at 40 mph, similar to existing conditions. No on-street parking will be allowed

The ITC Project components include an elevated grade-separated guideway and three stations that

along Prairie Avenue within this stretch similar to existing conditions.

traverse along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue. A brief description of the existing
and proposed characteristics of these roadway segments including number of lanes, intersection
geometry, traffic control, on-street parking, sidewalks/crosswalks, and speed limits is provided below.

Lane configurations and traffic control at intersections will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at
all locations within that stretch, resulting in no changes to intersection capacities. Additionally, no
reductions in storage lengths are proposed at the intersection turn lanes as part of the ITC Project. Minor

Market Street Segment

modifications to lane configurations at the Manchester Boulevard / Prairie Avenue intersection may be

Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard will include the same number of lanes
as existing conditions (one lane in either direction). No change to roadway throughput or capacity is

required or desired, based on prevailing traffic demands at the time of implementation of the Project.

Pick-Up/Drop Off Areas and Surface Parking Lots

proposed as part of the Project. The speed limit along Market Street will remain at 25 mph, similar to
Pick-up/Drop-off areas would be provided along the west side of Locust Street south of Florence Avenue,

existing conditions.

as well as along the north-side of Regent Street between Locust Street and Market Street. A reduction in
Lane configurations and traffic control at intersections will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at

on-street parking spaces of approximately thirteen (13) spaces along Regent Street and seventeen (17)

the intersections of Market Street/Florence Avenue and Market Street/Manchester Boulevard, resulting

spaces along Locust Street would occur due to the Pick-up/Drop-off areas and the surface parking lot

in very little to no changes to intersection capacities. Changes to intersection lane configurations due to

driveways proposed as part of the Project.

the proposed Project would occur at the intersections of Market Street/Regent Street and Market
Street/Queen Street. No changes to intersection traffic control are proposed at these intersections.

A surface parking lot with approximately 650 public parking spaces is proposed at the adjacent Market
Street/Florence Avenue station site. This surface parking lot would provide the replacement parking

Manchester Boulevard Segment

spaces for the reduced parking along Locust Street and Regent Street where Pick-up/Drop-off areas are

Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Prairie Avenue will include the same number of lanes
as existing conditions, i.e., two lanes in either direction with turn lanes at intersections between Market
Street and Hillcrest Boulevard; and two lanes / three lanes in the westbound / eastbound directions,
respectively, with turn lanes at intersections between Hillcrest Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. No change
to roadway capacity or traffic control is proposed as part of the Project. The speed limit along Manchester

proposed and additional public parking to support use of the ITC and Downtown Inglewood in general.
There are currently 104 on-street parking spaces along Market Street between Florence Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard. The Market Gateway Project (D3 Project) would reduce the on-street parking by
11 spaces along the west side of Market Street between Florence Avenue and Regent Street. The proposed
Project would reduce an additional 37 on-street parking spaces along Market Street between Florence

Boulevard will remain at 35 mph, similar to existing conditions.
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Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. These spaces will be relocated to the surface parking lot at the Market

the existing Vons store proposed to be demolished to allow construction of the MSF is proposed on the

Street/Florence Avenue station site.

corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard.

There are currently 81 on-street parking spaces along Manchester Boulevard between Prairie Avenue and

A summary description of construction phasing is provided below:

La Brea Avenue. The Project would result in reduction of approximately 48 metered on-street parking

x

Phase 1 would include, but not limited to, demolition of buildings and site improvements on
properties acquired for construction of the Project and the beginning of construction of the
Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF), trenching and installation of primary power duct bank, and
preparatory work on the east side of Prairie Avenue to allow for the roadway shift. Phase 1
construction would start in January 2024. After demolition of existing buildings and site
improvements, the remaining asphalt flatwork areas at the commercial plaza at Market Street and
Regent Street, the commercial building at 150 S. Market Street, and the retail commercial center on
the northwest concern of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street will provide space for construction staging
and on-site parking for construction staff throughout the entire project duration.

x

Phase 2 would include activities to enable the construction sequence of the guideway along Prairie
Avenue from the Hardy Street intersection to Manchester Boulevard and work at the MSF site. Phase
2 construction would also include removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and
demolition of other improvements as needed along the guideway alignment and the installation of
buildings for the electrical equipment and subsystems at each of the two Power Distribution System
(PDS) Substation sites. The second phase of construction would occur in 2024 through 2025. This
phase will include the construction of the primary power feed from utility provider Southern California
Edison (SCE). The feed would extend from the SCE’s Inglewood substation at the northwest corner of
Florence Avenue and Ivy to the MSF. The feed will consist of an underground duct bank of medium
voltage conductors located in the public right way, routed from the Inglewood substation: south along
Fir Avenue to Regent Street; east on Regent Street to Market Street; south on Market Street to
Manchester Boulevard; east on Manchester Boulevard to the MSF site.

x

Phase 3 would include foundation work for the Automated Transit System (ATS) guideway, foundation
work for the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, and construction for the support structure of the
MSF building. Phase 3 work will also include removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and
demolition of other improvements as needed along the guideway alignment; the installation of
buildings for the electrical equipment and subsystems at each of the two PDS substation sites;
construction of the support structure, columns, and cross girders for the MSF building; and drill
foundations for the three stations would occur during Phase 3. The third phase of construction would
occur in 2024 through 2025.

x

Phase 4 would include foundation work for the ATS guideway, guideway column caps along Market
Street, and the MSF building deck and shell. Phase 4 activities will include utility relocation (if
necessary), foundations, CIP columns, guideway column caps, and installation of equipment at the
PDSs. Similar to Phases 1-3, removal of existing sidewalks, roadways, landscaping, and demolition of
other improvements as needed along the guideway alignment (including new or temporary pavement

spaces. An additional off-street surface parking lot will also be provided at the northeast corner of Market
Street and Manchester Boulevard to provide approximately 50 additional public parking spaces, replacing
six (6) existing spaces, and obtaining access off of the alley east of the site.
Finally, a surface parking lot is proposed at the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station. This parking lot would
have approximately 80 parking spaces and a shuttle bus pick-up and drop-off area. This lot would be used
for public parking, TNCs and shuttle bus pick-up and drop-off operations during events.
In addition, the City is considering building a parking structure on the City’s Inglewood Transit Facility (ITF)
site located on the southeast corner of Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae Street within the Hollywood Park
Specific Plan area. This parking structure would provide additional public parking near event venues in the
LASED and for the IBEC. The ITF site is currently improved as a surface parking lot and bus transit facility.
This planned parking structure would provide up to 2,500 parking spaces in a six-level building.
While this proposed parking facility would be located within the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area and is
not proposed as part of the Project, it is considered herein as part of the potential circulation system in
which the Project will operate.

4.12.5.4 Impact Analysis
An evaluation of the impact criteria for the proposed Project under construction and in operation is
provided in the following sections.
Impact T-1:

Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities?

Construction
Construction of the proposed Project would occur in eight phases over approximately 46 months between
January 2024 and November 2027. The detailed construction phasing is described in Section 3.0: Project
Description and represents a conservative set of assumptions for analysis of the maximum potential
impacts from construction of the Project. It is likely that these construction phases will overlap to provide
the most efficient construction schedule. Prior to construction of the proposed Project, reconstruction of
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x

On the properties proposed for acquisition and easement areas, including the retail plaza and the gas
station properties, approximately 7,884 cubic yards of soil will be required to be disposed of, which
will generate approximately 328 truck haul trips.

x

Staging of the trucks would occur on the north side of Manchester east of Prairie with spaced intervals
scheduling for in-time loading. Approximately 260 trucks on any given day would enter the
construction zone areas inside the K-rails and exit the areas per the noted truck haul routes. The
majority of the hauling will occur during the night shift to avoid traffic congestion and would use
designated truck routes.

Phase 6 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
completion of Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station, completion of Prairie Avenue/Hardy
station, and completion of the MSF building, and the elevated passenger walkway to the Metro K Line
Downtown Inglewood Station. Aerial construction of the guideway on Manchester Boulevard and
Prairie Avenue, including temporary closure of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. Phase 6
would also involve location of the staging and holding area for the delivery of precast segments,
girders, and beams on the MSF staging area and completion of the MSF facility. Phase 6 construction
would occur in 2025 through 2026.

x

Street sweepers would be employed for controlling dust and for keeping the streets clean. Flag persons
would be present controlling the flow of traffic during the exporting activity.

Phase 7 would include final site work and completion of the stations including final site work and
paving on Manchester Boulevard; completion of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station; completion
of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station; completion of the Market Street/Florence
Avenue station; final site work at the MSF site; final site work at the Market Street/Florence Avenue
station; construction of all surface parking lots; and final roadway improvements and modifications,
and re-striping of streets as required. Phase 7 would occur in 2026.

PM to 7:00 AM. The night shift would be used for material deliveries, export of soil and debris, and other

and asphalt for road work and sidewalks) and utility work would also occur in this phase. The fourth
phase of construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.
x

x

x

x

4.12 Transportation

Phase 5 construction would include aerial work for the ATS guideway along Prairie Avenue from Hardy
Street to Manchester Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard from Prairie Avenue to Market Street,
guideway girder along Market Street, and MSF building interior construction. Phase 5 activities will
include guideway girders, guideway straddle caps, and installation of equipment at the PDSs. Aerial
construction of the guideway on Market Street, including temporary closure of Market Street, would
occur during this phase. Phase 5 construction would occur in 2025 through 2026.

Assuming arrival patterns consistent with anticipated shift times at construction sites of this nature, most
of the manpower workforce trips would occur outside of the peak hours of adjacent street traffic.
Construction activity would occur 24 hours a day, seven days a week. Heavy construction activities (those
involving the use of large equipment on site) would over a 16-hour day schedule with two shifts, either a
morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and an evening shift from approx. 3:00 PM to 11:00
PM, or a morning shift from approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and a night shift from approximately 11:00
light construction activities. However, certain heavy construction activities that necessitate temporary
road closures could occur at nighttime to minimize traffic impacts.
Additionally, construction of the ATS guideway, columns and station components that could affect Prairie
Avenue and Manchester Boulevard would involve construction-related traffic occurring during the off-

Phase 8 construction would occur for the guideway along the entire length of the alignment and
primarily incudes installation of the operating systems and testing and commissioning of the ATS
trains. Phase 8 construction would occur in 2025 through 2027, with the primary construction
activities occurring in 2026 and some installation of equipment starting towards the end of Phase 3
construction when sufficient aerial structure is available for the installation of the equipment.

peak hours and night hours in order to minimize effects to daily commuter traffic and potential event
traffic. Delivery of construction materials could occur during the night shift. Construction activities during
the day shift would primarily consist of work that could proceed without substantial disruption to daily
commuter traffic and potential event traffic along Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Additionally,
some minor activity could potentially occur during periods in between construction shifts for logistics,

The document Inglewood Transit Connector Project: Baseline Construction Phasing Narrative, Gannet

moving equipment, etc.

Fleming, Inc., June 2021, provides an estimate of the quantities of construction debris and spoils
generated, and the resulting volume of truck trips, which are estimated as follows:
x

x

The primary delivery routes include Florence Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, Prairie Avenue and Century
Boulevard as shown in Figure 4.12-4: Construction Haul/Delivery Routes and Staging Areas. For materials

Demolition of existing commercial buildings and site improvements on the site of the Market
Street/Florence Avenue station and MSF site will yield approximately 40,308 cubic yards (CY) of debris
generating approximately 2,686 truck haul trips.

delivered to and stored at designated construction staging areas, the contractor’s haul routes to and from
the Project area would be generally located on public streets. To minimize traffic effects to streets in and
around the proposed Project area, PDF TRANS-3 would be implemented, which would ensure excavated

Each vertical support column would be supported by a reinforced concrete shaft foundation and pile
cap, which would yield spoils to be trucked away. The volume to be disposed of would total
approximately 124,474 cubic yards, generating approximately 5,186 truck haul trips.
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The construction area along the Market Street corridor extends from Florence Avenue to Manchester
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Boulevard and includes the Market Street/Florence Avenue station site and the surface parking site on the
northeast corner of Market Street/Manchester Boulevard. Construction along Market Street between
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Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard includes enabling the construction sequence of the ATS
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alignment components. Construction activities along this stretch of Market Street would occur in Phases
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3 through 5 and Phases 7 and 8.

AF

Market St

Manchester Bl

Oak St

Hillcrest Bl

commercial building structures at the southeast corner of the intersection of Market Street and Florence
Avenue and the construction of an elevated passenger walkway over Florence Avenue. After demolition
of the structures, the remaining asphalt flatwork areas at the commercial plaza at Market Street and
Regent Street will provide suitable space for construction staging, including but not limited to space for

Kareem Ct

Kelso St

Construction of the Market Street/Florence Avenue station includes the demolition of the existing

equipment storage, material staging and storage, contractor jobsite trailers, and on-site parking for
construction staff throughout the entire construction duration. Construction activities at the Market

Pincay Dr

Street/Florence Avenue station site occurs in Phases 1, 3, 4, 6, 7 and 8.

Vehicle Circulation and On Street Parking

La Brea Av

Arbor Vitae St

Construction along Market street would include drilling foundations for the ATS guideway, construction of

INGLEWOOD

Hardy St

§
¦
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the guideway columns and column caps. Construction procedures/plans include the installation of two
rows of K-Rail systems along Market Street to delineate the construction area, which includes
approximately 25 feet of public right-of-way along the center-line of Market Street between Manchester

405

Boulevard and Florence Avenue. This construction area will allow for maintenance of one travel lane in
each direction. On-street (metered) parking would not be accessible within staging sections of the
construction area during construction. A temporary full street closure along Market Street within the

Yukon Av

Doty Av

Prairie Av

Myrtle Av

Hawthorne Bl

D

Inglewood Av

La Cienega Bl

Century Bl

construction area would occur during construction of the guideway, expected in Phase 5. During the
formwork phase, traffic would not be allowed to pass underneath the structure. To minimize traffic effects,

104th St

all closures, full or partial are subject to City review and approval which shall consider measures to
minimize the degree and duration of street and lane closures (see PDF TRANS-2 in Section 4.12.5.1: Project
Design Features, above). Final roadway improvements and modifications, and re-striping of the streets as
required would occur during Phase 7. Phase 8 would involve periodic temporary lane closures as needed

Legend:
Proposed ITC Alignment
Proposed ITC Station

!
M

Metro Crenshaw/LAX LRT (Future)

Haul / Delivery Routes

Metro Crenshaw/LAX LRT Station (Future)

Staging Areas

to allow access to the aerial construction platforms, installation of equipment, completion of platforms,
stations, and electrical systems, and completing roadway improvements and modifications.

N

NOT TO SCALE

In the vicinity of the construction area, traffic flow along Florence Avenue, Market Street, Regent Street
and Locust Street are generally not constrained and would continue to operate the same way during

SOURCE: Raja Associates, Inc. - September 2021

FIGURE 4.12-4

Construction Haul / Delivery Routes and Staging Areas
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construction. The conceptual construction procedures/plans do not include long-term closure of any travel

Potential intermittent closure of the sidewalks within the construction area may occur due to safety

lanes along these roadways during construction of the Market Street/Florence Avenue station. However,

measures. Generally, a major portion of the common passenger routes to school will not be affected by

intermittent short-term curb lane closures potentially may occur. Also, the construction of the elevated

the construction activities. However, the contractor would coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School

passenger walkway to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station may require temporary closure of

District (IUSD) and provide crossing guards at locations requested by the City or IUSD when crosswalks or

Florence Avenue. All closures, full or partial are subject to City review and approval which shall consider

sidewalks are closed. Further, temporary alternate routes to school could be identified working closely

measures to minimize the degree and duration of street and lane closures (see PDF TRANS-2 in Section

with IUSD and the City, and this information will be disseminated to all schools and stakeholders affected

4.12.5.1: Project Design Features, above). The staging and holding area for the delivery of precast

by construction.

segments, girders, and beams would be located in the Market Street staging area. Deliveries to the
construction area may require temporary street closures. Vehicular access to alleys and driveways along

Bicycle Facilities

Market Street, Florence Avenue, Regent Street and Locust Street within the construction area will be

There are currently no bicycle facilities provided along Market Street or Regent Street. Also, no bike parking

maintained at all times during construction.

is provided in the immediate vicinity of the construction area along Market Street or the site of the Market
Street/Florence Avenue station.

The construction activities potentially may result in the temporary removal of on-street parking spaces
along the construction area frontages. A Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program and a Parking

Potential temporary closure of the southbound bicycle lane along Locust Street between Florence Avenue

Management Plan would be prepared (see PDF TRANS-2 and PDF TRANS-5 in Section 4.12.5.1: Project

and Regent Street may occur due to Market Street/Florence Avenue station construction activities. The

Design Features, above) as part of the Project’s CCP and would minimize construction-related traffic and

contractor may provide “sharrow” pavement marking along the southbound Locust Street to allow shared

parking effects.

use of the travel lane by vehicles and bicycles.

Vehicular access to alleys and driveways along Market Street within the construction area will be

Transit Facilities

maintained at all times. Therefore, construction activities would not result in the loss of vehicular access
to alleys, parcels and various land uses in the vicinity of construction area.

There are no bus routes traveling along Market Street, Regent Street, or Queen Street within the vicinity
of the construction area. It is anticipated that no bus stops would be removed or relocated due to the
construction activities along Market Street. Additionally, no transit bus rerouting would be required along

Pedestrian Facilities

Market Street during construction along Market Street.
The construction area along Market Street would be located in the center of the roadway and would not
interfere with existing sidewalks. Existing sidewalks would remain open and pedestrian circulation would

The bus stop on the west side of Locust Street serving MTA Bus Lines 211 and 607 and the bus stop on the

be maintained along the construction area. The pedestrian access and circulation to all adjacent parcels

south side of Florence Avenue serving MTA Bus Lines 40 and 111 may need to be temporarily relocated

will be maintained at all times. Potential intermittent closure of the sidewalks within the construction area

during certain Market Street/Florence Avenue station construction activities. Therefore, the Project Task

may occur due to safety measures. These closures would mostly occur at night and late in the evenings.

Force would be responsible for coordination with the Metro and any other transit providers to temporarily
relocate these bus stops or reroute transit bus lines if necessary (see PDF TRANS-1 in Section 4.12.5.1:

Sidewalks along the construction area’s frontages generally will not be closed during construction of the

Project Design Features, above).

Market Street/Florence Avenue station. However, during certain construction activities (i.e., concrete
pours), there may be potentially intermittent closure of the construction area’s frontage sidewalks.
Pedestrian access to buildings will be maintained at all times during construction. Stretches of sidewalks
along the west side of Locust Street and north side Regent Street would be closed during construction of
pick-up/drop-off areas. All existing crosswalks will be maintained unless infeasible, in which case the
contractor will obtain permission from the City to close the crosswalk.
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Manchester Boulevard, MSF Structure Site, and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station

the north side of Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Locust Street would remove on-street

Construction

parking and one travel lane in the westbound direction. This would result in four travel lanes with no left-

Construction along Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Prairie Avenue includes enabling
the construction sequence of the ATS alignment components. Construction activities along this stretch of
Manchester Boulevard would occur in Phases 3 through 8.

turns lanes within the construction area section. Therefore, two lanes per direction along Manchester
Boulevard can be maintained with removal of left-turn lanes during construction at most times.
The construction area on the north side of Manchester Boulevard between Locust Street and Hillcrest

Construction of the MSF structure includes the demolition of the existing supermarket (Vons) building, gas
station, and other buildings that would allow the construction of the MSF building and structure and PDS
substation. The construction area is bounded by Manchester Boulevard on the north, Nutwood Street on
the south, Hillcrest Boulevard on the west and Spruce Avenue on the east. Construction activities at the

Boulevard would result in the loss of on-street parking and one travel lane in the westbound direction.
Two travel lanes in each direction could be maintained by utilizing the left- turn lanes and removing the
on-street parking on the south side of the street. The construction area on the north side of Manchester
Boulevard between Hillcrest Boulevard and Prairie Avenue would also result in the loss of on-street parking
and one travel lane in the westbound direction. To minimize traffic effects, in the event that partial lane

MSF site occurs in all phases of construction.

closures are necessary for a longer duration, lane reversals (or contra-flow) may be implemented to
Construction of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station includes the demolition of the existing

facilitate the peak hour traffic direction. Additionally, traffic control at intersections within the

commercial building at 401 S. Prairie Avenue. The construction area is bounded by Manchester Boulevard

construction areas would be implemented as needed to minimize the degree and duration of impacts and

on the north, Nutwood Street on the south and Prairie Avenue on the east. Construction activities at the

maintain safety (see PDF TRANS-2 in Section 4.12.5.1: Project Design Features, above).

Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station site would occur in Phases 1, 3, 5, 6, 7 and 8.
Finally, following the work on the north side of Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Prairie

Vehicle Circulation and On-Street Parking

Avenue, the contractor would switch to construction along the median of Manchester Boulevard. This

The construction area along the south side of Manchester Boulevard would include approximately 22 feet
of public right-of-way from southerly face of curb, excluding sidewalks, from Prairie Avenue to Market
Street, and would be delineated with K-rails. The 22-foot construction area on the south side of
Manchester Boulevard between Hillcrest Boulevard and Prairie Avenue would result in the loss of two
travel lanes in the eastbound direction. An additional eastbound lane can be provided by removal of the
raised medians and on-street parking within the construction area during this phase of construction.
Therefore, within this stretch, two lanes along Manchester Boulevard in each direction can be maintained
during construction at most times. To minimize traffic effects, in the event that partial lane closures are
necessary for a longer duration, lane reversals (or contra flow) and restriction of turns may be
implemented to facilitate the peak hour traffic flow. Additionally, traffic control at intersections within the
construction areas at intersections would be maintained similar to existing conditions at all times.
Construction activities also include drilling foundations for the ATS guideway along southside of
Manchester Boulevard from Market Street to Prairie Avenue.

side of Manchester Boulevard and install a K-rail system to delineate the construction area. This
construction area would potentially include up to 22 feet of public right-of-way starting from the northerly
face of curb, excluding sidewalks, from Prairie Avenue to Market Street. The 22-foot construction area on

4.12-44

loss of on-street parking and one travel lane in each direction. Therefore, one westbound travel lane and
two eastbound travel lanes would be maintained during this construction activity along the median of
Manchester Boulevard. Additionally, traffic control at intersections within the construction areas at
intersections would be maintained similar to existing conditions at all times.
Temporary full street closure along Manchester Boulevard within the construction area would occur during
aerial construction of the railway formwork. To minimize traffic effects, all closures, full or partial are
subject to City review and approval which shall consider measures to minimize the degree and duration
of street and lane closures (see PDF TRANS-2 in Section 4.12.5.1: Project Design Features, above).
Additionally, a Construction Staging Plan and Traffic Control Program will be developed and designed to
minimize traffic effects on residential streets. Final roadway improvements and modifications, and restriping of the streets as required would occur during Phase 7. Phase 8 will involve periodic temporary
lane closures as needed to allow access to the aerial construction platforms, installation of equipment,

Once the work on the south side of the street is completed, the contractor would then switch to the north
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modifications.
As indicated previously, construction activities would result in the temporary removal of all on-street
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time. Access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of the alley when possible. If an alley is obstructed

closure of the sidewalks within the construction area may be required. The contractor would coordinate

such that a turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall be provided to control access

with IUSD and provide crossing guards at locations requested by the City when crosswalks or sidewalks

to/from the alley (see PDF TRANS-2 in Section 4.12.5.1: Project Design Features, above). Therefore,

are closed. Further, temporary alternate routes to school could be identified working closely with IUSD

construction activities would not result in the loss of vehicular access to parcels and various land uses in

and the City, and this information would be disseminated to all schools and stakeholders affected by the

the vicinity of construction area.

construction. The pedestrian access and circulation to all adjacent parcels would be maintained within the
construction areas to the degree feasible with some access, including pedestrain common routes to

Closure of travel lanes along Manchester Boulevard, Hillcrest Boulevard, Spruce Avenue, and Nutwood
Street is not anticipated during construction of the MSF, which would include the demolition of the
commercial buildings (existing Vons building and gas station) at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard. However,
intermittent short-term curb lane closures potentially may occur. The construction activities also

school, would generally be maintained at all times; intermittent closure of the sidewalks within the
construction area may occur due to safety measures. Generally, the pedestrian common routes to school
would not be affected by the construction activities due to temporary sidewalks, maintaining crosswalks
and providing crossing guards when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed.

potentially may result in the temporary removal of the non-metered on-street parking spaces along the
Spruce Avenue construction area frontage. Construction would not affect the vehicular driveways along

Sidewalks along the frontages of the construction areas generally would not be closed during construction

Manchester Boulevard, Hillcrest Boulevard, Spruce Avenue and Nutwood Street within the construction

of the MSF and Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station. During certain construction activities (i.e.,

area. Therefore, construction activities would not result in the loss of vehicular access to parcels and

concrete pours), intermittent closure of the sidewalks within the construction area may occur. However,
pursuant to PDF TRANS-4, pedestrian access to adjacent buildings will be maintained at all times. All

various land uses in the vicinity of construction area.

existing crosswalks will be maintained to the extent feasible. Under the PDF TRANS-4, if a crosswalk is
Construction of the Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station would not include long-term closure of
travel lanes along these roadways during the duration of construction. However, intermittent short-term
curb lane closures potentially may occur. The construction activities may also potentially result in the
temporary removal of the non-metered on-street parking spaces along the Nutwood Street construction

removed from service, temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as practicable to the original
crosswalk locations would be provided, unless the City determines that a replacement crosswalk is not
necessary to maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement crosswalks would be identified and
controlled by wayfinding signs approved by the City.

area frontage. Construction would not affect the vehicular driveways to parcels along Manchester
Boulevard, Prairie Avenue, and Nutwood Street within the construction area. Therefore, construction
activities would not result in the loss of vehicular access to parcels and various land uses in the vicinity of
the construction area.

Bicycle Facilities
There are no bicycle facilities along Manchester Boulevard within the construction area, Hillcrest
Boulevard, Spruce Avenue, Nutwood Street, and Prairie Avenue. Also, no bike parking is provided in the
immediate vicinity of the construction area. Therefore, no temporary closures of bicycle facilities along

Pedestrian Facilities

Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, Hillcrest Boulevard, Spruce Avenue, Nutwood Street, or Prairie
Construction along Manchester Boulevard would include removal of existing sidewalks as needed to be

Avenue would occur due to construction activities.

replaced with new or temporary sidewalks. Existing sidewalks generally would be closed within
construction area staging sections. However, pursuant to the Construction Staging and Traffic Control
Program, there would be temporary pedestrian sidewalks for the duration of the construction, in order to
maintain pedestrian circulation to the degree feasible. Under PDF TRANS-2, sidewalk closures should be
avoided to the degree feasible and are permitted only when approved by the City with accessible detours
provided if sidewalk closures are necessary. Pedestrian access to buildings would be maintained at all
times and any sidewalk closures are subject to review and approval by the City (see PDF TRANS-4 in Section
4.12.5.1: Project Design Features, above). Crosswalks would be maintained unless otherwise authorized

Transit Facilities
The bus stops within the construction area may potentially need to be temporarily relocated. Pursuant to
PDF TRANS-2, such temporary relocation of bus stops would be coordinated with Metro. Rerouting of
transit along Manchester Boulevard would need to occur during temporary full closure of Manchester
Boulevard. Full street closures would occur mostly during off-peak late-night hours. Additionally, rerouting
of transit to La Brea Avenue would need to occur during temporary full closure of Prairie Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard. It is not currently known if these bus lines will continue to operate along the same

for temporary closure by the City. During certain construction activities (i.e., concrete pours), intermittent
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routes when the Metro K Line commences operation. If these bus lines are shortened, terminated, or re-

Temporary full street closure along Prairie Avenue would be needed from a safety perspective, during

routed when the K Line commences operations, then no transit circulation/access would be affected.

aerial construction of the railway formwork. To minimize traffic effects, as part of PDF TRANS-2, temporary
full closures would be coordinated with the City of Inglewood and emergency response personnel. Detour

No bus stops would be removed or relocated during the construction of the MSF. Additionally, no transit
bus rerouting would be required during construction.

routes are included in PDF TRANS-2 and would be updated as necessary to minimize traffic impacts on
residential streets. PDF TRANS-2 includes coordination with the City, police, and fire services department
regarding maintenance of emergency access and response times and require access be maintained for

Prairie Avenue and Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station Construction

public safety vehicles (e.g., police, fire, and emergency response). Final roadway improvements and
Construction along Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy Street includes enabling the

modifications, and re- striping of the streets as required would occur during Phase 7.

construction sequence of the ATS alignment components. Construction activities along this stretch of
Periodic temporary lane closures would be needed to allow access to the aerial construction platforms,

Prairie Avenue will occur in all phases of construction.

installation of equipment, completion of platforms, stations, and electrical systems, and completing
Construction of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station includes the demolition of the existing retail
commercial center at northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, the commercial building at
923 S. Prairie Avenue, and the commercial building at 1003 S. Prairie Avenue. The construction area is
bounded by Prairie Avenue on the east and Hardy Street on the south.

roadway improvements and modifications. Vehicular access to driveways to parcels along Prairie Avenue
within the construction area would be maintained at all times. Therefore, construction activities would
not result in the loss of vehicular access to parcels and various land uses in the vicinity of construction
area.

Vehicle Circulation and On-Street Parking

There are no on-street parking spaces along Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy

Construction activities to allow for the realignment of Prairie Avenue include removal and disposal of

Street and therefore, construction activities would not result in the temporary loss of on-street parking

existing sidewalks, roadways, landscape, and medians as needed, including the installation of new or

spaces. The off-street parking spaces on the site of the Forum within the setback area on the east side of

temporary pavement and asphalt for road work and sidewalks, along the east side of Prairie. Construction

Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and Kelso Street/Pincay Drive would be affected and re-

would then include new pavement, sidewalks, streetlights, traffic signals, and other infrastructure on

configuration of parking spaces would be required. A loss of approximately 95 spaces would be anticipated

Prairie Avenue, and then shifting the roadway east to its new alignment. A K-rail system delineating the

in this area.

construction area would be installed including approximately 22 feet of public right-of-way from the
westerly face of curb, excluding sidewalks, along Prairie Avenue from Hardy Street to Manchester
Boulevard. Because a new temporary roadway on the east side of Prairie Avenue is constructed prior to
installing the K-rail system, the roadway lanes in the southbound direction along Prairie Avenue would be
maintained. Additionally, traffic control at intersections within the construction areas would be

Construction of the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station would not require long-term closure of any travel
lanes along these roadways during the duration of construction. However, intermittent short-term curb
lane closures may occur. The construction activities also may result in the temporary removal of the nonmetered on-street parking spaces along the Hardy Street construction area frontage. Construction would
not affect the vehicular driveways to parcels along Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street within the construction

maintained similar to existing conditions at all times.

area. Therefore, construction activities would not result in the loss of vehicular access to parcels and
Construction activities include drilling foundations for the ATS guideway along the west side of Prairie

various land uses in the vicinity of construction area.

Avenue from Manchester Avenue to Hardy Street. Once the work on the west side of the street is
completed, work would then switch to the east side of Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and

Pedestrian Facilities

Kelso Street / Pincay Drive. This work would entail installation of a K-rail system to delineate the

Construction activities include removal of existing sidewalks as needed and replacement with new or

construction area. To minimize traffic effects under PDF TRANS-2, all closures, full or partial, would be

temporary sidewalks. Existing sidewalks generally will be closed within the construction area staging

subject to City review and approval, which would include consideration of measures to minimize the

section. However, temporary sidewalks would be provided for the duration of the construction, in order

degree and duration of street and lane closures

to maintain pedestrian circulation. Temporary sidewalks will meet all applicable safety standard including
a minimum sidewalk width of five feet. Pedestrian access to buildings will be maintained at all times. All
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existing crosswalks will be maintained unless it is infeasible to do so. During certain construction activities

The City would continue outreach efforts during the construction period to inform communities and

(i.e., concrete pours), there may be intermittent closure of the sidewalks within the construction area.

businesses of the latest project construction updates, to coordinate mitigation measures to local

Under PDF TRANS-2, closures, and restricted access during the construction period with special attention

businesses for parking and access, and to provide additional signage, advertisements, and support

during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in the

throughout the construction duration. While construction of the Project will have temporary effects on

Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood Basketball

roadway, passenger, bicycle, and transit facilities, PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5 in in Section

and Entertainment Center would be coordinated. Intermittent closure of the sidewalks within the

4.12.5.1: Project Design Features, above, would be implemented to ensure access and circulation remains

construction area may occur due to safety measures.

adequate for all modes of travel (vehicular, passenger, bicycle, and transit) and uses along the Project
alignment during construction.

Sidewalks along the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station construction area frontages would not be closed
during construction. During certain construction activities (i.e., concrete pours), there may be intermittent

Implementation of PDF TRANS-2 would ensure adequate circulation and access for all uses located along

closure of the sidewalks within the construction area. However, pedestrian access to adjacent buildings

the proposed alignment of the ATS system, including providing adequate vehicular access to businesses at

will be maintained at all times. All existing crosswalks will be maintained unless infeasible. The contractor

all times. Transportation related inconveniences would be reduced to the extent feasible. PDF TRANS-2

would provide crossing guards at locations requested by the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed.

would also establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and
Prairie Avenue during construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes in the peak direction,

Generally, a major portion of the passenger common routes to school will not be affected by the
construction activities. However, the contractor will coordinate with IUSD to provide appropriate
information and alternative routes to school away from construction areas during the period of
construction and this information will be disseminated to all schools and stakeholders affected by the

and if feasible, one traffic lane in the off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity provided
through appropriate detour routes. Thus, efforts would be made to keep all traffic lanes open for peak
directional travel. If all lanes cannot remain open, one lane would be kept open for peak direction and
supplemented by detour options.

construction. The contractor would coordinate with IUSD and provide crossing guards at locations
PDF TRANS-1 would also be implemented to ensure access to bus transit stops and bus circulation are

requested by the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed.

always maintained, unless infeasible and closure is approved by the City, and coordination with Metro and

Bicycle Facilities

any other transit service providers where the Project could affect transit services.

There are no bicycle facilities along Prairie Avenue, Hardy Street, or along any cross-streets within the
construction area. Also, no bike parking is provided in the immediate vicinity of the construction area.
Therefore, no temporary closures of bicycle facilities along Prairie Avenue or Hardy Street would occur

While access to some uses would be disrupted and detoured for short periods of time during construction,
through implementation of PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5 , adequate access and circulation would
continue to be available at all times and construction of the Project would not conflict with a program,

due to construction activities.

plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and

Transit Facilities

passenger facilities. With implementation of PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5, impacts during

The bus stops within the construction area may need to be temporarily relocated. Coordination with
transit providers regarding the need to temporarily relocate bus stops and reroute transit to La Brea

construction would be less than significant.

Operation

Avenue would need to occur during temporary full closure of Prairie Avenue. Full street closure would
occur during late night hours. It is not currently known, if these bus lines will continue to operate along
the same routes when the Metro K Line commences operation. If these bus lines are shortened,
terminated, or re-routed when the K Line commences operations, then no transit circulation/access would
be affected.

The proposed Project is consistent with the goals of Senate Bill 743 for reduction of GHG emissions,
developing multimodal transportation networks; and encouraging and supporting mixed-use
development.
The ITC Project is consistent with Goals 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 identified in the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS because
the Project will promote regional economic prosperity; improve mobility, accessibility, reliability and travel
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safety; increase travel choices for movement of people; reduce greenhouse gases and improving air

4.12 Transportation

Impact T-2:

Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section

quality; support active transportation and consequently support healthy and equitable communities;

15064.3, subdivision (b)?

support integrated mixed-use development and transportation networks; and leverage new
transportation technologies. Goals 3, 9, and 10 are not applicable to the proposed Project. The proposed
Project would further the objectives of the plan by increasing local and regional transportation options
while reducing VMT and greenhouse gas emissions locally and in the region. The increase in transportation
service capacity would promote regional economic prosperity and competitiveness while serving major
regional activity centers including Downtown Inglewood, SoFi Stadium, the Forum and the IBEC. Additional

An evaluation of the reduction in VMT due to the proposed Project was prepared using the ITDF Model as
discussed previously in 4.12.5.1: Methodology. For events of all types at each of the venues, VMT was
estimated including private vehicles, shuttles, and TNCs for both attendees and employees. Changes in
VMT and traffic volumes on streets in the study area are discussed below.

Adjusted Baseline Non-Event with Project Traffic Conditions

analysis of the consistency of the Project with the 2020–2045 RTP/SCS is presented in Section 4.9: Land
As discussed previously, the primary socio-economic data variables including population, households and

Use and Planning.

employment within the City of Inglewood are estimated to be 117,688, 38,958 and 37,763, respectively,
The proposed Project would decrease local VMT and improve local air quality (See Section 4.2: Air Quality)

under Adjusted Baseline conditions without the ITC Project. Under Adjusted Baseline conditions with the

in the City of Inglewood and reduce greenhouse gas emissions (See Section 4.7: Greenhouse Gas

ITC Project, the population and household data are estimated to remain at 117,688 and 38,958,

Emissions) and would be consistent with the RTP/SCS Goals and Policies.

respectively (no change compared to Adjusted Baseline without ITC Project), while the employment socioeconomic data is estimated to change to 37,192 due to the acquisition and demolition of existing

Additionally, Section 4.9 and 4.12.7: Consistency with City General Plan below, discuss the Project’s

commercial properties to accommodate the construction of the Project. As previously discussed, a new

consistency with the goals in the General Plan related to transportation. An amendment to the Circulation

Vons grocery store will be built on the MSF site to replace the existing grocery store building that would

Element is proposed as part of the proposed Project that includes changes to text and diagrams. As

be demolished to accommodate the MSF.

discussed further below, with the changes to the text and diagrams, the proposed Project would continue
to be consistent with the Circulation Element. The proposed Project would further the goals and objectives

As presented in Table 4.12-3: Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes Adjusted Baseline Without and With

stated within the Circulation Element by providing reliable transit service and improving mobility of the

Project, with implementation of the ITC Project, daily traffic volumes are projected to decrease along key

local City residents while reducing the number of vehicles on the existing roadway. As described in Section

corridors including Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and Century Boulevard within the study area,

4.9, the proposed Project would support and be consistent with the Environmental Justice Element. The

thereby improving traffic flows. Overall, the analyzed corridors would experience less congestion on a

proposed Project is consistent with the Land Use Element because it will increase existing capacity and

system-wide basis, particularly during the peak periods, with implementation of the ITC Project.

provide additional access to public transportation within the City and the region by adding a transit system
Table 4.12-3
Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes Adjusted Baseline Without and With Project

to connect visitors and residents with Downtown Inglewood and activity centers in the City to the regional
light rail system.

Segment

Daily Traffic Volumes

The proposed Project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and passenger facilities and impacts associated with
Street

operation of the Project would be less than significant.

Facility Type

No mitigation is required.

La Brea Av

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Impacts would be less than significant.
4.12-52

To

North/South Streets

Mitigation Measures
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without
with ITC
ITC Project
Project

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Major
Arterial

Hyde Park Bl

Florence Av

20,985

20,643

Florence Av

Manchester Bl

24,680

24,320
19,224

Manchester Bl

Spruce Av/Market St

19,362

Spruce Av/Market St

Arbor Vitae St

24,983

24,295

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

28,805

28,229

Hardy St

Century Bl

29,976

29,506
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Segment
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Daily Traffic Volumes
Adjusted Baseline Adjusted Baseline
without
with ITC
ITC Project
Project

Segment

Street

Facility Type

From

To

From

To

Hawthorne Bl

Major
Arterial

Century Bl

104th St

43,055

42,682

Prairie Av

Kareem Ct

31,974

104th St

Lennox Bl

48,207

47,904

Kareem Ct

Crenshaw Dr

36,748

36,106

Florence Av

Regent St

22,089

21,755

Crenshaw Dr

Crenshaw Bl

27,895

27,338

Prairie Av

Crenshaw Bl

Market St

Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

Minor
Arterial

Street

Facility Type

Daily Traffic Volumes
Adjusted Baseline Adjusted Baseline
without
with ITC
ITC Project
Project

Regent St

Manchester Bl

22,157

21,797

Crenshaw Bl

Van Ness Av

31,211

30,735

Manchester Bl

Pincay Dr/Kelso St

29,251

28,289

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

13,751

13,228

Pincay Dr/Kelso St

Arbor Vitae St

38,953

37,767

La Brea Av

Myrtle Av

9,251

8,913

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

32,546

31,026

Myrtle Av

Prairie Av

8,426

8,026

Hardy St

97th St

34,953

33,492

Grevillea Av

50,609

50,132

33,492

La Brea Av/Hawthorne
Bl

La Brea Av/Hawthorne
Bl

Myrtle Av

41,279

40,867

97th St

Century Bl

34,953

Century Bl

102nd St

31,452

30,619

102nd St

104th St

31,954

31,139

104th St

Lennox Bl

32,563

31,857

80th St

Manchester Bl

23,668

23,423

Manchester Bl

Pincay Dr/90th St

26,291

26,108

Pincay Dr/90th St

Arbor Vitae St

32,019

31,756

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

30,872

30,592

Hardy St

Century Bl

31,682

Arbor Vitae St

Century Bl

Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

31, 385

Century Bl

104th St

27,528

27,248

Florence Av

Regent St

3,219

3,198

Regent St

Manchester Bl

7,790

7,727

Myrtle Av

Collector

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

3,881

3,555

Doty Av

Collector

Century Bl

104th St

5,557

5,453

Yukon Av

Collector

Century Bl

104th St

10,443

10,213

Locust St

Collector

Florence Av

Manchester Bl

3,728

3,691

Regent St

Hillcrest Bl

Collector

Collector

East/West Streets
Centinela Av

Florence Av

Manchester Bl
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Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

31,388

Hyde Park Bl

Florence Av

25,766

25,439

Fir Av

La Brea Av

16,835

16,797

La Brea Av

Market St

21,042

21,035

Market St

Centinela Av

24,496

24,281

Centinela Av

Prairie Av

40,740

40,466

Prairie Ave

West Bl

40,093

39,857

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

21,435

20,955

La Brea Av

Market St

21,733

21,073

Market St

Locust St

18,821

18,180

Locust St

Hillcrest Bl

20,190

19,567

Hillcrest Bl

Spruce Av

24,505

23,873

Spruce Av

Prairie Av

28,735

27,983
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Spruce Av

Collector

Kelso St / Pincay
Collector
Dr
Hardy St
104th St

Collector
Collector

Myrtle Av

Freeman Av

37,897

37,653

Freeman Av

Prairie Av

33,189

32,942

Prairie Av

Doty Av

41,073

40,239

Doty Av

HP Casino Dr

42,370

41,522

HP Casino Dr

Yukon Av

42,370

41,522

Yukon Av

Club Dr

41,153

40,283

Club Dr

Crenshaw Bl

43,164

42,234

Crenshaw Bl

Van Ness Av

36,633

36,040

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

5,199

5,121

La Brea Av

Market St

16,175

15,985

Market St

Prairie Ave

8,199

8,093

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

8,701

8,562

La Brea Av

Market St

7,287

7,147

Market St

Nutwood St / Locust St

9,060

8,647

Nutwood St / Locust St

Manchester Bl

5,018

4,707

Manchester Bl

Florence Av

7,946

7,636

La Brea Av

Manchester Av

2,959

2,468

Spruce Av

Prairie Av

5,592

5,356

Prairie Av

Kareem Ct

19,138

18,746

Kareem Ct

Crenshaw Bl

14,364

14,028

La Brea Av

Prairie Ave

4,736

3,806

Grevillea Av

Hawthorne Bl

6,859

6,786

Hawthorne Bl

Prairie Ave

4,102

4,100

Prairie Av

Doty Av

3,581

3,501

_________________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
8 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).
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Segment

Future Opening Year (2027) with Event and Project
As discussed previously, the primary socio-economic data variables including population, households and
employment within the City of Inglewood are estimated to be 152,774, 51,251 and 61,327, respectively,

Street

Facility Type

under Future Opening Year (2027) conditions without ITC Project. Under Future Opening Year (2027)
conditions with the ITC Project, population, and household socio-economic data variables do not change,
while the employment socio-economic data is estimated to be 60,756 due to the acquisition of existing
commercial properties to accommodate the construction of the Project.
NFL game event conditions with the ITC Project is estimated to generate approximately 23,540 daily trips.

Crenshaw Bl

Major
Arterial

Market St

Minor
Arterial

As presented in Table 4.12-4: Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes Future Opening Year (2027) With Event and
Project, with implementation of the ITC Project, daily traffic volumes would decrease along these key
corridors ranging between approximately 1,550 to 2,160 vehicle trips per day along Prairie Avenue
between Manchester Boulevard and Century Boulevard; approximately 840 to 1,210 vehicle trips per day
along Manchester Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard; and approximately 1,120
to 1,640 vehicle trips per day along Century Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard.
Overall, the analyzed corridors would experience less congestion on a system-wide basis with the
implementation of the ITC Project.

Myrtle Av
Collector
Doty Av
Collector
Yukon Av
Collector
Locust St
Collector
East/West Streets
Major
Centinela Av
Arterial

Table 4.12-4
Weekday Daily Traffic Volumes Future Opening Year (2027) With Event and Project
Segment

Street
Facility Type
North/South Streets

From

To

Hyde Park Bl
Florence Av

La Brea Av

Hawthorne Bl

Prairie Av
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Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

Florence Av
Manchester Bl
Spruce Av/Market
Manchester Bl
St
Spruce Av/Market St
Arbor Vitae St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Hardy St
Century Bl
Century Bl
104th St
104th St
Lennox Bl
Florence Av
Regent St
Regent St
Manchester Bl
Manchester Bl
Pincay Dr/Kelso St
Pincay Dr/Kelso St
Arbor Vitae St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Hardy St
97th St
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Florence Av

Major
Arterial

Manchester Bl

Major
Arterial

Arbor Vitae St

Major
Arterial

Century Bl

Major
Arterial

Daily Traffic Volumes
Future Opening Future Opening
Year (2027) with Year (2027) with
Event without ITC Event and ITC
Project
Project
26,222
30,442

25,804
29,968

25,372

25,137

34,531
33,430
37,247
54,238
59,511
25,969
25,280
39,267
42,582
38,402
47,068

33,647
32,725
36,580
53,610
58,954
25,267
24,549
37,609
41,034
36,430
44,909
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Daily Traffic Volumes
Future Opening Future Opening
Year (2027) with Year (2027) with
Event without ITC Event and ITC
Project
Project
47,068
44,910
42,353
40,687
43,661
41,859
43,735
42,041
29,355
28,952
35,388
34,855
44,981
44,058
43,220
42,316
44,527
43,606
41,333
40,282
4,524
4,495
9,367
9,236
4,636
4,261
10,222
9,898
11,859
11,591
5,635
5,540

From

To

97th St
Century Bl
102nd St
104th St
80th St
Manchester Bl
Pincay Dr/90th St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Century Bl
Florence Av
Regent St
Arbor Vitae St
Century Bl
Century Bl
Florence Av

Century Bl
102nd St
104th St
Lennox Bl
Manchester Bl
Pincay Dr/90th St
Arbor Vitae St
Hardy St
Century Bl
104th St
Regent St
Manchester Bl
Hardy St
104th St
104th St
Manchester Bl

Hyde Park Bl

Florence Av

28,683

28,287

Fir Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Centinela Av
Prairie Ave
Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Locust St
Hillcrest Bl
Spruce Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
Crenshaw Dr
Crenshaw Bl
Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Myrtle Av

21,600
26,077
32,034
48,196
47,614
30,077
30,173
24,607
28,702
35,259
39,409
40,188
49,875
37,283
40,073
16,362
14,505
12,639

21,399
25,899
31,463
47,518
47,292
29,116
29,033
23,572
27,647
34,151
38,200
39,351
48,711
36,352
39,202
15,701
13,903
12,019

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av
Market St
Centinela Av
Prairie Av
West Bl
La Brea Av
Market St
Locust St
Hillcrest Bl
Spruce Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
Crenshaw Dr
Crenshaw Bl
Van Ness Av
La Brea Av
Myrtle Av
Prairie Av
La Brea
Av/Hawthorne Bl

68,654

67,393

La Brea Av/Hawthorne
Bl
Myrtle Av

Myrtle Av

56,586

55,309

Freeman Av

53,802

52,672
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Segment

Street

Regent St

Hillcrest Bl

Facility Type

Collector

Collector

Spruce Av

Collector

Kelso St /
Pincay Dr

Collector

Hardy St
104th St

Collector
Collector

From

To

Freeman Av
Prairie Av
Doty Av
HP Casino Dr
Yukon Av
Club Dr
Crenshaw Bl
Grevillea Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Grevillea Av
La Brea Av

Prairie Av
Doty Av
HP Casino Dr
Yukon Av
Club Dr
Crenshaw Bl
Van Ness Av
La Brea Av
Market St
Prairie Ave
La Brea Av
Market St
Nutwood St /
Locust St
Manchester Bl
Florence Av
Manchester Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
Crenshaw Bl
Prairie Ave
Hawthorne Bl
Prairie Ave
Doty Av

Market St
Nutwood St / Locust St
Manchester Bl
La Brea Av
Spruce Av
Prairie Av
Kareem Ct
La Brea Av
Grevillea Av
Hawthorne Bl
Prairie Av

Daily Traffic Volumes
Future Opening Future Opening
Year (2027) with Year (2027) with
Event without ITC Event and ITC
Project
Project
49,113
47,990
57,910
56,294
57,392
55,762
57,637
56,000
54,057
52,465
55,755
54,113
46,262
45,217
7,490
7,395
18,874
18,628
9,189
9,078
11,360
11,197
9,049
8,909
11,115

10,698

6,570
10,256
8,153
7,250
24,905
27,838
7,370
8,326
5,152
6,823

6,261
9,911
7,525
6,941
24,224
26,696
6,359
8,254
5,140
6,710

________________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
20 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Future Opening Year (2027) with Event Project Ridership
The estimated non-event daily ridership under Future Opening Year (2027) conditions is 3,574 daily
passengers.
The Future Opening Year (2027) with Event conditions includes a sold-out NFL football game at the SoFi
Stadium. A sold-out NFL Game Event consist of 70,240 attendees and 6,000 employees on a weekday at
the Sofi Stadium. As shown in Table 4.12-5: ITC Weekday Daily Ridership Future Opening Year (2027), the
estimated daily ridership under Future Opening Year (2027) with Event (NFL) conditions is 29,280 daily
passengers.
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Table 4.12-5
ITC Weekday Daily Ridership Future Opening Year (2027)
Weekday Daily Ridership
Scenario

Non-Event

with NFL Event*

Future Opening Year 2027 Conditions

3,574

29,280

_______________
* Includes ridership associated with non-event weekday conditions.
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
22 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Additionally, the ETDM model, was applied for each type of event at each of the venues in Inglewood to
estimate the proposed Project ridership. The proposed Project ridership per event, daily and annually,
under Future Opening Year (2027) conditions is presented in Table 4.12-6: ITC Ridership Per Event – Future
Opening Year (2027) Conditions.
4.12-6
ITC Ridership Per Event – Future Opening Year (2027) Conditions

Venue/Event Type [1]

Number of
Events/Year [1]

ITC Ridership
per Event

Annual ITC
Ridership

NFL Game

20

25,706

NFL - Mid-Size Event

8

9,850

514,120
78,797

Performance Arena - Concert

75

2,298

172,368

The Forum - Concert

75

6,793

509,443

IBEC - NBA Game

49

7,050

345,437

IBEC - Other Sporting Event

35

2,912

101,917
35,793

IBEC - Large Concert

5

7,159

IBEC - Medium Concert

8

5,581

44,644

IBEC - Small Concert

10

3,660

36,595

IBEC - Family Shows

20

3,295

65,894

IBEC - Corporate Events

100

739

73,884

IBEC - Plaza Events
Total

16
421

1,469
-

23,497
2,002,389

__________________
[1] Based on list of events as shown in Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center DEIR, ESA, December 2019 - Table 3.14-2: Overview of
Common Event Types, Frequency, and Timing at Project, NFL Stadium, and The Forum.
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
13 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).
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Segment

Future Horizon Year (2045) with Event and Project

Daily Traffic Volumes

As discussed previously, the primary socio-economic data variables including population, households and
Street

Facility Type

Future Opening Year Future Opening
(2045) with Event Year (2045) with
without ITC
Event and ITC
Project
Project

From

To

Century Bl

102nd St

47,960

45,930

102nd St

104th St

49,501

47,278

conditions with the ITC Project, the population and household socio-economic data variables do not

104th St

Lennox Bl

48,963

46,866

change, while the employment socio-economic data is estimated to be 68,709 due to the acquisition of

80th St

Manchester Bl

33,571

33,104

Manchester Bl

Pincay Dr/90th St

39,937

39,285

Pincay Dr/90th St

Arbor Vitae St

51,817

50,631

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

49,168

48,029

decrease along key corridors with implementation of the proposed Project. The decreases in daily traffic

Hardy St

Century Bl

50,453

49,308

range between approximately 1,710 to 2,470 vehicles per day along Prairie Avenue between Manchester

Century Bl

104th St

46,870

45,551

Market St

Minor
Arterial

Florence Av

Regent St

5,650

5,615

Regent St

Manchester Bl

10,690

10,542

employment within the City of Inglewood are estimated to be 165,618, 56,952 and 69,280, respectively,
under Future Horizon Year (2045) conditions without the ITC Project. Under Future Horizon Year (2045)

existing commercial properties to accommodate the construction of the Project.
As shown in Table 4.12-7 Future Horizon Year (2045) With Event and Project, daily traffic volumes would

Boulevard and Century Boulevard; approximately 980 to 1,410 vehicles per day along Manchester
Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard; and approximately 1,390 to 1,870 vehicles

Major
Arterial

Crenshaw Bl

Myrtle Av

Collector

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

6,099

5,680

per day along Century Boulevard between La Brea Avenue and Crenshaw Boulevard. Overall, the analyzed

Doty Av

Collector

Century Bl

104th St

10,989

10,633

corridors would experience less congestion on a system-wide basis resulting in improved flow during the

Yukon Av

Collector

Century Bl

104th St

12,823

12,530

peak periods with the implementation of the proposed Project.

Locust St

Collector

Florence Av

Manchester Bl

6,592

6,467

Hyde Park Bl

Florence Av

32,424

31,971

East/West Streets

Table 4.12-7
Future Horizon Year (2045) With Event and Project
Segment

Street

Facility Type

Centinela Av

Major
Arterial

Daily Traffic Volumes

From

To

Future Opening Year Future Opening
(2045) with Event Year (2045) with
without ITC
Event and ITC
Project
Project

Florence Av

Major
Arterial

North/South Streets

La Brea Av

Hawthorne Bl

Prairie Av

Meridian Consultants
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Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial

Hyde Park Bl

Florence Av

29,861

29,424

Florence Av

Manchester Bl

33,924

33,423

Manchester Bl

Spruce Av/Market St

29,068

28,809

Spruce Av/Market St

Arbor Vitae St

39,767

38,837

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

39,352

38,586

Hardy St

Century Bl

44,527

43,784

Century Bl

104th St

65,099

64,430

104th St

Lennox Bl

71,544

70,947

Florence Av

Regent St

29,203

28,424

Regent St

Manchester Bl

27,091

26,280

Manchester Bl

Pincay Dr/Kelso St

45,088

43,184

Pincay Dr/Kelso St

Arbor Vitae St

47,636

45,924

Arbor Vitae St

Hardy St

44,534

42,315

Hardy St

97th St

52,074

49,602

97th St

Century Bl

52,074

49,602
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Manchester Bl

Arbor Vitae St

Century Bl

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

Major
Arterial

Major
Arterial
Major
Arterial

Fir Av

La Brea Av

26,322

26,068

La Brea Av

Market St

31,261

31,021

Market St

Centinela Av

37,988

37,349

Centinela Av

Prairie Av

55,160

54,398

Prairie Ave

West Bl

55,224

54,870

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

32,931

31,774

La Brea Av

Market St

32,771

31,434

Market St

Locust St

26,664

25,454

Locust St

Hillcrest Bl

31,551

30,315

Hillcrest Bl

Spruce Av

39,895

38,581

Spruce Av

Prairie Av

44,370

42,962

Prairie Av

Kareem Ct

45,758

44,778

Kareem Ct

Crenshaw Dr

58,090

56,697

Crenshaw Dr

Crenshaw Bl

43,024

41,933

Crenshaw Bl

Van Ness Av

45,395

44,369

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

19,238

18,571

La Brea Av

Myrtle Av

16,361

15,726

Myrtle Av

Prairie Av

14,304

13,657

Grevillea Av

La Brea
Av/Hawthorne Bl

82,484

80,965
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Segment

Street

Regent St

Hillcrest Bl

Spruce Av
Kelso St /
Pincay Dr
Hardy St
104th St

Facility Type

Collector

Collector

Collector
Collector
Collector
Collector

Daily Traffic Volumes
Future Opening Year Future Opening
(2045) with Event Year (2045) with
without ITC
Event and ITC
Project
Project

From

To

La Brea Av/
Hawthorne Bl

Myrtle Av

66,429

64,895

Myrtle Av

Freeman Av

64,171

62,773

Freeman Av

Prairie Av

58,322

56,930

Prairie Av

Doty Av

67,296

65,433

Doty Av

HP Casino Dr

65,876

64,016

HP Casino Dr

Yukon Av

65,917

64,055

Yukon Av

Club Dr

61,973

60,166

4.12 Transportation

model. The daily ridership under Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL Game Event conditions is estimated
at approximately 34,650 daily passengers.
Table 4.12-8
ITC Weekday Daily Ridership Future Horizon Year (2045)
Weekday Daily Ridership
Scenario

Non-Event

with NFL Event*

Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions

4,462

34,650

______________
* Includes ridership associated with non-event weekday conditions.
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
30 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Club Dr

Crenshaw Bl

64,050

62,180

Crenshaw Bl

Van Ness Av

54,021

52,837

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

9,403

9,300

La Brea Av

Market St

22,440

22,166

The proposed Project ridership per event, daily and annually, under Future Horizon Year (2045) conditions

Market St

Prairie Ave

10,836

10,715

is presented in Table 4.12-9: ITC Ridership Per Event – Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions.

Grevillea Av

La Brea Av

14,013

13,822

La Brea Av

Market St

10,783

10,627

Market St

Nutwood St / Locust
St

13,115

12,669

Nutwood St / Locust St

Manchester Bl

7,663

7,354

Manchester Bl

Florence Av

11,716

11,344

La Brea Av

Manchester Av

9,550

8,894

Spruce Av

Prairie Av

8,763

8,415

Prairie Av

Kareem Ct

28,522

27,680

Kareem Ct

Crenshaw Bl

32,184

30,710

La Brea Av

Prairie Ave

8,330

7,296

Grevillea Av

Hawthorne Bl

10,400

10,325

Hawthorne Bl

Prairie Ave

6,495

6,477

Prairie Av

Doty Av

8,146

8,023

________________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
28 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Table 4.12-9
ITC Ridership Per Event – Future Horizon Year (2045) Conditions
Venue/Event Type [1]

Number of
Events/Year [1]

ITC Ridership
per Event

Annual ITC
Ridership

NFL Game

20

30,188

NFL - Mid-Size Event

8

11,837

603,760
94,694

Performance Arena - Concert

75

2,762

207,144

The Forum - Concert

75

8,163

612,226

IBEC - NBA Game

49

8,551

419,001

IBEC - Other Sporting Event

35

3,532

123,618

IBEC - Large Concert

5

8,601

43,007

IBEC - Medium Concert

8

6,705

53,643

IBEC - Small Concert

10

4,397

43,972

IBEC - Family Shows

20

3,959

79,175

IBEC - Corporate Events

100

888

88,776

IBEC - Plaza Events

16

1,765

28,233

Total

421

Future Horizon Year (2045) with Event Project Ridership

-

2,397,248

___________

A summary of the proposed Project ridership under non-event conditions is presented in Table 4.12-8: ITC
Weekday Daily Ridership Future Horizon Year (2045). The estimated non-event daily ridership under
Future Horizon Year (2045) conditions is 4,462 daily passengers. The Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL

[1] Based on list of events as shown in Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center DEIR, ESA, December 2019 - Table 3.14-2: Overview of
Common Event Types, Frequency, and Timing at Project, NFL Stadium, and The Forum.
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to
Table 14 in Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Game Event conditions includes a sold-out event with 70,240 attendees and 6,000 employees on a
weekday at the Sofi Stadium. The event-day proposed Project ridership was estimated using the ETDM

Based on the analysis of these scenarios, the proposed Project would reduce daily traffic volumes along
key roadway corridors on an average weekday basis. When an NFL game event at the Sofi Stadium is
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evaluated, the reduction is more substantial. This analysis demonstrates that traffic volumes would also

Table 4.12-11
Daily VMT Future Opening Year (2027) Without and With Project

be substantially reduced when events are held at the other sports and entertainment venues that would
be served by the Project, including the Forum, IBEC, and the 6,000 seat entertainment venue at Hollywood

Daily VMT

Park. Additionally, the proposed Project is an ATS System that would provide “first-mile / last-mile”

Scenario

Without ITC

With ITC

Future Opening Year (2027) Non-Event

3,906,593

3,854,924

NFL Game Event

1,368,495

1,172,624

Future Opening Year (2027) with NFL Game Event

5,275,088

5,027,548

connection to the rest of the regional mass-transit system to and from major activity centers and adjacent
uses in the City of Inglewood.

Operation
Adjusted Baseline with Project Conditions Non-Event Daily VMT Analysis
An evaluation of the reduction in VMT due to the proposed Project was prepared for typical weekday

__________________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021 ; refer to Table
21 in Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

conditions using the ITDF Model as discussed previously in 4.12.5.1. For events of all types at each of the
venues, VMTs were estimated including private vehicles, shuttles, and TNCs for both attendees and

Future Horizon Year (2045) with Project Conditions Daily VMT Analysis

employees. Daily VMTs are shown in Table 4.12-10: Daily VMT Adjusted Baseline Without and With
Project. As presented in Table 4.12-10: Daily VMT Adjusted Baseline Without and With Project, the daily
VMT in the City of Inglewood would be reduced by approximately 40,400 vehicle-miles with the

An evaluation of the reduction in VMT due to the proposed Project was prepared for Future Horizon Year
(2045) with Event conditions. The daily VMTs were calculated with and without the proposed Project
including all trips to and from the City of Inglewood. As shown in Table 4.12-1213: Daily VMT Future

implementation of the proposed Project under Adjusted Baseline conditions.

Horizon Year (2045) Without and With Project, the weekday VMT would be reduced by approximately
316,900 vehicle-miles (5.6%), with the implementation of the proposed Project under cumulative Future

Table 4.12-10
Daily VMT Adjusted Baseline Without and With Project

Horizon Year (2045) with an NFL Game Event.

Daily VMT
Scenario

Without ITC

With ITC

Adjusted Baseline

3,132,256

3,091,889

Table 4.12-12
Daily VMT Future Horizon Year (2045) Without and With Project
Daily VMT

______________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021;
refer to Table 9 (refer to Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

Scenario

Without ITC

With ITC

Future Horizon Year (2045) Non-Event

4,293,802

4,236,825

NFL Game Event

1,368,495

1,108,591

Future Horizon Year (2045) with NFL Game Event

5,662,297

5,345,416

Future Opening Year (2027) with Project Conditions Daily VMT Analysis
As discussed previously in 4.12.5.1, an evaluation of the reduction in VMT due to the proposed Project
was prepared for Future Opening Year (2027) with an NFL Game Event at SoFi Stadium. The daily VMTs
presented in Table 4.12-11: Daily VMT Future Opening Year (2027) Without and With Project are

________________
Source: Transportation Assessment Study for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project DEIR, Raju Associates, Inc., September 2021; refer to Table
29 in Appendix O of this Recirculated Draft EIR).

calculated with and without the proposed Project, for all trips to and from the City of Inglewood for a
typical day when no major events are being held at the sports and entertainment venues in the City and
for days when an NFL Game is hosted at SoFi Stadium. The weekday daily VMT would be reduced by
approximately 247,550 vehicle-miles (4.7%) with the implementation of the proposed Project under

The proposed Project would result in a reduction of VMT under all scenarios and would not, therefore,
conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). Impacts would be less
than significant.

Future Opening Year (2027) with an NFL Game Event.
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Mitigation Measures
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at the Manchester Boulevard / Prairie Avenue intersection may be required or desired based on prevailing
demands at the time of construction of the Project. This could be achieved by restriping at the time of

No mitigation is required.

implementation of the Project. Lane configurations and traffic control at intersections along Prairie Avenue
between Manchester Boulevard and Hardy Street will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at all

Level of Significance after Mitigation

locations within that stretch, resulting in no changes to intersection capacities. Additionally, no reductions

Impacts would be less than significant.

in storage lengths are proposed at the intersection turn lanes as part of the ITC Project. Minor
Impact T-3:

Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design

modifications to lane configurations at the Manchester Boulevard / Prairie Avenue intersection may be

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses

required or desired, based on prevailing traffic demands at the time of implementation of the Project.

(e.g., farm equipment)?

However, the lane capacities along all these streets will be retained to current conditions once the ITC
Project is completed.

The proposed Project is an ATS System that would provide “first-mile / last-mile” connection to the rest of
the regional mass-transit system to and from major activity centers and adjacent uses in the City of

The proposed Project consists of an aerial guideway and stations, MSF, and PDS substations. The proposed

Inglewood.

Project would include passenger access improvements, including a mezzanine level at each station to
provide connectivity to elevated passenger walkways over adjacent streets. These elevated passenger

The ITC Project alignment traverses along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue and

walkways will be designed to improve both passenger access and comfort between the stations and the

would require certain changes to the location of the curb-to-curb roadways. Lane configurations and traffic

street level, in addition to providing multimodal access to adjacent bus facilities, pick-up and drop-off

control at intersections will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at the intersections of Market

areas, and other adjacent resources. The proposed Project will also upgrade the existing sidewalks to

Street/Florence Avenue and Market Street/Manchester Boulevard, resulting in very little to no changes to

ensure consistent ADA appliance along the transit corridor. These elevated passenger walkways and

intersection capacities. Changes to intersection lane configurations due to the Project would occur at the

upgrades to existing sidewalks as part of the Project would minimize passenger-vehicle interactions. The

intersections of Market Street/Regent Street and Market Street/Queen Street. The Project would result in

City is proposing specific plan amendments and clarifications to the HPSP to address any potential conflict

the removal of the existing northbound left-turn lane at the intersection of Market Street/Regent Street.

or inconsistency between the proposed Project and the HPSP related to streetscape improvements as the

The northbound approach would provide a shared left/through/right-turn lane. The Project would not

proposed Project would be located along approximately 0.5 miles of street frontage along Prairie Avenue

change the southbound, eastbound and westbound approaches. The eastbound and westbound

within the HPSP area. Under the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines, which identify objectives for the

approaches both provide a left-turn lane and a shared through/right-turn lane. Given the low traffic

various project components and provides design guidance to help achieve the objectives, the streetscape

volumes at this intersection, this intersection would continue to operate satisfactorily. No change to the

in downtown Inglewood would be consistent with the street furniture items which currently exists on

traffic signal controlling this intersection is proposed with the ITC Project.

Market Street and the historic core and in accordance with the Downtown TOD Plan. 4 Accordingly, the

The Project would include a reconfiguration of the northbound approach at the intersection of Market
Street/Queen Street would provide a shared left/through/right-turn lane and the southbound approach
would provide a shared left-turn/through lane and a separate right-turn lane. Given the low traffic volumes

proposed Project would not create or substantially increase safety hazards due to a design feature or
incompatible uses. Impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

at this intersection, this intersection would continue to operate satisfactorily. The Project would not
change the eastbound and westbound approaches. The eastbound and westbound approaches would
both provide a shared left-/through/right-turn lane. No change to the traffic signal controlling this

No mitigation is required.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

intersection is proposed with the ITC Project.
Impacts would be less than significant.
At Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Prairie Avenue, lane configurations at intersections
will mostly remain similar to existing conditions at all locations within that stretch, resulting in no changes
to intersection capacities. Additionally, no reductions in turn-lane storage lengths are proposed at any of
the intersections within this stretch, as part of the ITC Project. Minor modifications to lane configurations
Meridian Consultants
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4

City of Inglewood. New Downtown And Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines.
http://inglewood.arroyogroup.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/The-New-Downtown-Fairview-Heights-TOD-PlanDesign-Guidelines-lo-res.pdf. November 1, 2016.
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Impact T-4:

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

4.12 Transportation

previously under the discussion for Impact T-1, the Project will not contribute to any significant cumulative
impacts.

Construction
Construction of the proposed Project would have the potential to result in temporary impacts on access

4.12.7 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY GENERAL PLAN

and circulation. As discussed previously under Impact T-1, PDF TRANS-1 through PDF TRANS-5 would be

The City’s General Plan contains goals within its Circulation Element and Land Use Element that relates to

implemented to ensure access and circulation remains adequate at all times along the Project alignment

transportation.

during construction. As part of PDF TRANS-2, consultation will be conducted with City police and fire
personnel to ensure that emergency access and response times are maintained. Traffic Control Program

4.12.7.1 Circulation Element

Updates under PDF TRANS-2 will require access to be maintained during construction for public safety

The Circulation Element discusses other modes of transportation as alternatives to the individual

vehicles (including police, fire, and emergency response). PDF TRANS-2 would also require coordination

automobile and an evaluation of Inglewood’s street environment and possible improvements. As an ATS

of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special attention during periods of

system, the proposed Project would add to the City’s range of alternative modes of transportation.

expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in the Los Angeles Sports
and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood Basketball and

An amendment to the Circulation Element is proposed as part of the Project that includes changes to text

Entertainment Center. Updates to the Traffic Control Plan under PDF TRANS-2 would require the City to

and diagrams related to the following:

review all closures (full and partial) and consider measures to minimize the degree and duration of street
and lane closures. The program would also require use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to
minimize the degree and duration of impacts and maintain safety.

Operation
The Project has been designed to add the ATS system in the public right-of-way on Market Street,
Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue while maintaining the existing number of travel lanes on these

First, Market Street, between Florence Avenue to the north and La Brea Avenue to the south
currently has two lanes of traffic in each direction with a center turn lane. With the Project, Market
Street, will be altered from its current configuration to have one lane of traffic in each direction
between Regent Street and Manchester Boulevard with a center island. The Circulation Element
currently classifies Market Street as a Minor Arterial street. Minor Arterial streets contain two
lanes of traffic in each direction; this section of Market Street will be reclassified as a Collector
street; Collector streets have one lane of traffic in each direction.

streets. As discussed previously, the Project will reduce traffic volumes on streets throughout Inglewood
and reduce roadway congestion. The proposed Project would not affect existing roadway lane capacities

The Circulation Element identifies typical street sections for common right-of-way widths and sections of

and the speed limits. For these reasons, the proposed Project would not result in inadequate emergency

streets planned for widening. The second component of the proposed amendment includes defining the

access or impede existing emergency. Impacts during operation would be less than significant.

maximum right of way for Prairie Avenue, between Manchester Boulevard to the north and Hardy Street
to the south, as 132 feet.

Mitigation Measures
Third, a description of the proposed Project, including its connection to the Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line,

No mitigation is required.

would be added to the description of light rail facilities in the City.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

Fourth, changes to the descriptions of the street environment, parkways, medians, and on-street parking

Impacts would be less than significant.

on Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue that would be affected by the Project would
be made.

4.12.6 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
As discussed previously, a list of related development projects was compiled in consultation with the City

Fifth, because insufficient right-of-way is available on Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard and

of Inglewood and other surrounding jurisdictions and traffic from these projects was considered in the

Century Boulevard to accommodate a bicycle lane, modification of the Bike Route Plan is proposed to

transportation modeling along with growth in the area based on the socio-economic databases from the

preserve multimodal transportation options and connections for residents and employees along this

2020 SCAG RTP/SCS Regional Model data to evaluate the potential for cumulative impacts. As discussed

section of Prairie Avenue. With these proposed amendments, the proposed Project would continue to be
consistent with the Circulation Element.
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4.13 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

4.12.7.2 Land Use Element
Circulation
Goal:

Goal:

4.13.1 INTRODUCTION
Ensure that proposed new uses can be accommodated by adequate and safe
streets.
Promote and support adequate public transportation within the City and the
region.

This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) evaluates the
potential for implementation of the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or
ITC Project) to impact tribal cultural resources within the footprint of the proposed Project and in the
immediate surrounding area.

Goal:

Develop modified traffic systems that would discourage through traffic from
utilizing neighborhood streets.

Goal:

Develop a safe and adequate passenger circulation system which is barrier-free
for the handicapped.

The proposed Project is consistent with these Land Use Element goals by increasing existing capacity and
providing additional access to public transportation within the City and the region by adding an extension
of transit facilities to connect visitors and residents with Downtown Inglewood and activity centers in the

Tribal cultural resources may include sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, or objects
with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are listed or determined to be eligible for
listing in the California Register of Historic Places (CRHR) or included in a local register of historical
resources, or a resource determined by the lead California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant and eligible for listing on the CRHR.
Such resources provide information on scientific progress, environmental adaptations, group ideology, or
other human advancements.

City to the regional light rail system.
During construction of the proposed Project, right-of-way closures or diversions may occur along the

Information from the following study of the proposed Project is incorporated into this section:

length of the guideway. However, such closures would be temporary in nature and would adhere to PDF

x

TRANS-2 as approved by the City of Inglewood’s established Project Task Force. Upon implementation of

Cultural Resource Investigation, Roberta Thomas, RPA, and Gena Granger, M.A., RPA, PaleoWest
Archaeology, December 12, 2018 (Appendix I.1).

the proposed Project, the existing number of travel lanes in the area would be maintained and area
roadways would continue to accommodate a range of transportation options.

Information regarding the AB 52 process is provided in the following appendices:

The proposed Project would include passenger access at the ground level surrounding the stations along

x

AB 52 Summary of the AB 52 Consultation Process for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project,
Meridian Consultants LLC, December 6, 2018, (Appendix P.1); and

x

AB 52 Meeting Summary, Meridian Consultants LLC, February 6, 2019 (Appendix P.2).

the proposed Project. Access to the stations would be accomplished through ADA-compliant passenger
amenities such as escalators, elevators, stairs, signage, walkways, and mezzanine areas. Streetscape
improvements along the guideway would ensure that sidewalks/walkways would be ADA-compliant
surrounding stations, support columns, and other facilities. Implementation of the proposed Project would

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft

increase transit choices and reduce vehicle trips in the City.

EIR.

Furthermore, as discussed previously under Impact T-2 the proposed Project would reduce daily traffic

Prior to the preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR, a Revised Initial Study (included as Appendix A.2

volumes along key roadway corridors on an average weekday basis. When an NFL game event at the Sofi

of this Recirculated Draft EIR) was prepared using the CEQA Guidelines Environmental Checklist Form to

Stadium is evaluated, the reduction is more substantial. Furthermore, the proposed Project would connect

assess potential environmental impacts resulting from construction and operation of the proposed project

the activity center within the City of Inglewood with the Metro’s K Line at the Downtown Inglewood

associated with tribal cultural resources.

Station. For these reasons, the proposed Project would not conflict with Inglewood General Plan policies

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the Project

related to transportation.

in response consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments received on the
December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the height of the ATS
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4.12 Tribal Cultural Resources

guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating the Prairie

date to identify existing archaeological records, and that that information would be made available to the

Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard,

Tribe if they requested. A summary of the AB 52 meeting with the Tribe is provided in Appendix P.2.

redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a new Vons
store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie Avenue.

Members of the Tribe provided an overview of the Tribe’s experience with other projects in the Los Angeles
Basin, including work that the Tribe has completed for LA Metro and other transit efforts. As part of the

These changes to the design of components of the Project will not change the potential for impacts tribal

other projects, the Tribe noted that artifacts had been unearthed as part of ground disturbing activities.

cultural resources. The Revised Project would result in impacts to tribal cultural resources similar to those

The Tribe also noted that many of these discoveries were the result of many of the transit routes following

discussed in the December 2020 Draft EIR. Thus, the AB 52 Meeting Summary (see Appendix P.2) of

historic roads and routes in the Los Angeles Basin. They noted that the existing networks of major

consultation would still apply to this Recirculated Draft EIR.

roadways followed historic and prehistoric trading routes in the area that were used by Native American
tribes that resided in the area and along the west coast.

According to the requirements of Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.1 (Assembly Bill [AB] 52),1
Native American tribes have the right to consult on a proposed public or private project prior to the release

As a result of consultation, the Tribe shared information including maps of the area that depict the historic

of an EIR should the tribe(s) be concerned there are potential impacts to tribal cultural resources.

and prehistoric trading routes, and suggested mitigation measures that may be considered to assist in

4.13.2

reducing potential impacts from the proposed Project to any cultural resources that could be unearthed

TRIBAL CONSULTATION

during ground disturbing activities. The consultation process between the City and the Tribe has been

As part of the AB 52 process, the City has been notified by tribes that may have interest in tribal cultural

completed and relevant analysis and mitigation is included in Section 4.13.7: Impact Analysis for the

resources in the region. Four tribes had previously notified the City and requested future notification of,

Proposed Project.

with the possibility of providing consultation on, any projects that proceed under CEQA. These tribes
include the Gabrielino–Tongva Tribe, Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council,
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation, and the Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. Additionally,
the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians–Kizh Nation (Tribe) was identified as a relevant party.
In accordance with AB 52, the City sent notification letters on July 31, 2018, notifying the four tribes
identified above that the City was planning the proposed Project. Each tribe notified has 30 days from
receipt of the letter to notify the City that they wish to engage in the AB 52 consultation process on the
proposed Project. As of December 6, 2018, the City had received only one response requesting

4.13.3 METHODOLOGY
4.13.3.1 Tribal Cultural Resources
The analysis of impacts to tribal cultural resources is based on the consultation between the City and the
Tribe, information provided by the Tribe and a Cultural Resource Investigation Report (see Appendix I.1).
As previously discussed, during the AB 52 consultation (see Appendix P.2), information on tribal cultural
resources was provided by the Tribe; this was supplemented by the cultural resource records search (i.e.,
presence and proximity of known resources), the Sacred Lands File (SLF) search, land use history research,

consultation vie email from Brandy Salas, Administrative Specialist for the Tribe.2 The Tribe indicated that

subsurface geological conditions, and the proposed excavation parameters for the proposed Project.

if there were to be any ground disturbance activity associated with the proposed Project, they would like

4.13.3.2 Archival Research

to consult. Additionally, the Tribe was mailed the Notice of Preparation and Revised Notice of Preparation
A records search for the proposed Project was conducted on June 20, 2018, at the South Central Coastal

for the December 2020 Draft EIR (Appendix A.1).

Information Center of the California Historical Resource Information System housed at California State
Consultation between the Tribe and the City, and the City’s consultant team was initiated via conference

University, Fullerton and is provided as part of the Cultural Resource Investigation (see Appendix I.1). The

call on February 6, 2019. 3 As part of the consultation, the City noted that it completed record searches to

records search included a review of all recorded historic, prehistoric archaeological resources and previous
studies within the footprint and a 0.5-mile radius of the proposed Project. 4

1
2
3

4

State of California, Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1.
See Appendix P.1, AB 52 Tribal Notification and Outreach Summary Memorandum.
AB 52 Consultation Summary, Meridian Consultants LLC, February 6, 2019. Appendix P.2.
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The 0.5-mile radius provides a sufficient buffer to include all proposed components of the revised Project design. The minor
relocation of components of the Project do not result in any components or features of the Project as currently proposed
being outside of the area addressed by the records search.
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The records search results indicate that 21 previous studies have been conducted within a 0.5-mile radius

Historic Preservation Act of 1966,9 the California Register of Historical Resources, the California Public

of the proposed Project; however, none of these studies appear to include the Project alignment.5 The

Resources Code, 10 and CEQA are the primary federal and State laws regulating the preservation of cultural

records search results indicate that no archaeological or historical archaeological resources have been

historic resources of national and State significance.

previously recorded within the proposed Project or within one half mile.6

4.13.4.1 Federal Regulations

The California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) maintains a confidential SLF which contains

National Historic Preservation Act

sites of traditional, cultural, or religious value to the Native American community. The NAHC was contacted
on June 15, 2018, to request a search of the SLF of the area of the proposed Project. Results of the SLF
search indicate that there are no known Native American cultural resources within the immediate area of

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) authorized formation of the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) and coordinates public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the
nation’s historic and archaeological resources. 11 The NRHP includes districts, sites, buildings, structures,

the proposed Project.

and objects that are significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture.

4.13.3.3 Human Remains
Section 106 (Protection of Historic Properties) of the NHPA requires federal agencies to take into account
The analysis of impacts to human remains is based on the consultation between the City and the Tribe and
the Cultural Resource Investigation (see Appendix I.1). The potential for the proposed Project to contain
human remains was assessed based on the cultural resource records search (i.e., presence and proximity
of known resources), the SLF search, land use history research, subsurface geological conditions, and the
proposed excavation parameters.

the effects of their undertakings on historic properties. A Section 106 Review refers to the federal review
process designed to ensure that historic properties are considered during federal project planning and
implementation. 12 Section 106 requires tribal consultation in all steps of the process when a federal
agency project or effort may affect historic properties that are either located on tribal lands, or when any
Native American tribe or Native Hawaiian organization attaches religious or cultural significance to the

4.13.3.4 Windshield Survey

historic property, regardless of the property’s location.

A windshield/reconnaissance survey of the Project alignment was conducted on July 20, 2018.7 No

The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, an independent federal agency, administers the review

prehistoric or historic archaeological resources were identified during the survey. However, ground

process, with assistance from State Historic Preservation Offices (SHPOs). If any impacts are identified, the

visibility in the area was very poor due the high degree of urban development disturbance.

agency undergoing the project must identify the appropriate SHPO to consult with during the process. A
tribe may assume all or any part of the functions of SHPO in accordance with subsections (b)(2) and (b)(3)

4.13.3.5 Additional Sources

of Section 101 of the NHPA. 13

Additional sources consulted during the cultural resource records search include the National Register of
Historic Places, the Office of Historic Preservation Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility, and the
Office of Historic Preservation Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File. There are no listed
historical resources recorded within one half mile of the proposed Project.8
9

4.13.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
Cultural historic resources are regulated at the federal, State, and local levels of government. Federal laws
establish broad frameworks for cultural resource identification and protection, while State and local

10
11

jurisdictions actively identify, document, and protect resources within their boundaries. The National
5
6
7
8

See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
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National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 amend thru 1992, Public Law. Approved October 15, 1966 (Public Law 89-665; 80
STAT.915; 16 U.S.C. 470) as amended by Public Law 91-243, Public Law 93-54, Public Law 94-422, Public Law 94-458, Public
Law 96-199, Public Law 96-244, Public Law 96-515, Public Law 98-483, Public Law 99-514, Public Law 100-127, and Public
Law 102-575)
California Public Resources Code Sections 5020-5029.5, 5079-5079.65, and 5097.9-5097.998
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 amend thru 1992, Public Law. Approved October 15, 1966 (Public Law 89-665;
80 STAT.915; 16 U.S.C. 470) as amended by Public Law 91-243, Public Law 93-54, Public Law 94-422, Public Law 94-458,
Public Law 96-199, Public Law 96-244, Public Law 96-515, Public Law 98-483, Public Law 99-514, Public Law 100-127, and
Public Law 102-575)
U.S. General Services Administration, “NHPA Section 106 Tribal Consultation,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.gsa.gov/resources-for/native-american-tribes/nhpa-section-106-tribal-consultation
U.S. General Services Administration, “NHPA Section 106 Tribal Consultation,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.gsa.gov/resources-for/native-american-tribes/nhpa-section-106-tribal-consultation
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National Register of Historic Places

whether it’s preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, or reconstruction, the Standards provide

Section 106 of the NRHP 14 requires federal agencies to take into account the effects of an undertaking on

philosophical consistency when treatment work is undertaken.

historic properties, which are defined as cultural resources included in or eligible for listing in the NRHP.
Determination of NRHP eligibility for cultural resources prior to making a finding of effect is made
according to the following criteria:

for a property through repair, alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which
convey its historical, cultural, or architectural values. The Standards for Rehabilitation are as follows:

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture is
present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and,
a. that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or
b. that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
c. that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or
d. that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.
If cultural resources do not meet the above criteria, they are not historic properties and are not further
considered in the Section 106 process. In addition to having significance, resources must have integrity for
the period of significance. The period of significance is the date or span of time within which significant
events transpired or significant individuals made their important contributions.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Standards) are intended
to promote responsible preservation practices that help protect irreplaceable cultural resources. 15 They
cannot be used to make essential decisions about which features of the historic building should be saved
and which can be changed. Choosing the appropriate treatment Standard, or approach, requires careful
decision making and depends on a number of considerations, including level of historical significance,
physical condition, proposed use, and code or regulatory requirements. Once the Standard is selected,

14 U.S. General Services Administration, Section 106, 16 U.S.C. 470(f) accessed September 2021,
https://www.gsa.gov/reference/statutes/16-usc-470.
15 U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Services, Technical Preservation Services, The Secretary of The Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring &
Reconstructing Historic Buildings, 2017, accessed September 2021 at https://www.nps.gov/tps/standards/treatmentguidelines-2017.pdf.
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1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use that requires minimal change
to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and environment.
2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved. The removal of historic materials
or alteration of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be avoided.
3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create
a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or architectural elements
from other buildings, shall not be undertaken.
4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic significance in their own
right shall be retained and preserved.
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship that
characterize a property shall be preserved.
6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall match the old in
design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of
missing features shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence.
7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials shall
not be used. The surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible.
8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such
resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken.
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic materials
that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and shall be
compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of
the property and its environment.
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner that if
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment
would be unimpaired.
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4.13.4.2 State Regulations

California Environmental Quality Act

Office of Historic Preservation

CEQA also requires the lead agency to consider whether there is a significant effect on unique

The Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), an office of the California Department of Parks and Recreation,
implements the policies of the NRHP on a Statewide level. The OHP works to preserve California’s heritage
resources by ensuring that projects and programs carried out or sponsored by federal, State, and local
agencies comply with federal and State historic preservation laws.

California Register of Historical Resources

archaeological resources that are not eligible for listing in the California Register. As defined in CEQA,18 a
unique archaeological resource is:
an archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that,
without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that
it meets any of the following criteria:
1. Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and
that there is a demonstrable public interest in that information.

The California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) 16 is the authoritative guide to the State’s significant
archaeological and historical resources. It closely follows the eligibility criteria of the NRHP but deals with
State and local-level resources. The CRHR serves to identify, evaluate, register, and protect California’s

2. Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best
available example of its type.

historical resources. For purposes of CEQA, a historical resource is any building, site, structure, object, or

3. Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic
event or person.

historic district listed in or eligible for listing in the CRHR (Public Resources Code, Section 21084.1). A

If an archaeological resource is found eligible for listing in the CRHR, then it is considered under CEQA to

resource is considered eligible for listing in the CRHR if it meets any of the following criteria:

be a historic resource that needs to be protected. This may also apply to unique archaeological resources.
If a historic resource may be impacted by activity, under CEQA, avoidance and preservation in place is the

a. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage.

preferred alternative. If that is not possible, then a data recovery plan will need to be created and enacted
to lessen impacts to the environment to a less-than-significant level. If the archaeological resource is not

b. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past.

eligible for listing in the CRHR, and it is not a unique archaeological resource, then no further action is

c. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of type, period, region, or method of construction, or

required to protect or mitigate possible impacts to it.

represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.
d. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history [Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1(c)]. 17

The discovery of human remains is regulated per California Health and Safety Code, Section 7050.5, 19

Historical resources meeting one or more of the criteria listed above are eligible for listing in the CRHR. In
addition to significance, resources must have integrity for a period of significance-the date or span of time
within which significant events transpired or significant individuals made important contributions.
Important archaeological resources are required to be at least 50 years old to be considered. “Integrity is
the authenticity of a historical resource’s physical identity evidenced by the survival of characteristics that
existed during the resource’s period of significance.” Simply put, resources must “retain enough of their
historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to convey the reasons for
their significance.”

16 State of California, Office of Historic Preservation, California Historical Resources, accessed September 2021 at
https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/listedresources.
17 Public Resources Code (PRC), Division 5. Parks and Monuments[5001 - 5873], “CHAPTER 1. State Parks and Monuments,”
Article 2. Historical Resources (5024.1).
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which states the following:
In the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than
a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further excavation…until the coroner…has
determined…that the remains are not subject to…provisions of law concerning
investigation of the circumstances, manner and cause of any death, and the
recommendations concerning the treatment and disposition of the human remains have
been made to the person responsible… The coroner shall make his or her determination
within two working days from the time the person responsible for the excavation, or his
or her authorized representative, notifies the coroner of the discovery or recognition of
the human remains. If the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to his or
her authority and…has reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or
she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the Native American Heritage
Commission.

18 PRC Section 21083.2(a)
19 California Health and Safety Code, Division 7, Dead Bodies, Section 7050.5
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California Public Resources Code Section 5097.98

a public agency to undertake a project, the lead agency provide formal notification to the designated

Tribal cultural resources are protected pursuant to a number of State policies and regulations enumerated
under PRC Section

5097.98. 20

4.12 Tribal Cultural Resources

In addition, tribal cultural resources are recognized as a nonrenewable

contact, or a tribal representative, of California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of the project (as defined in PRC section 21073) and who have
requested in writing to be informed by the lead agency (PRC section 21080.3.1(b)). Tribes interested in

resource.

consultation must respond in writing within 30 days from receipt of the lead agency’s formal notification
Section 5097.98 provides procedures in the event human remains of Native American origin are

and the lead agency must begin consultation within 30 days of receiving the tribe’s request for consultation

discovered during project implementation. The statute requires that no further disturbances occur in the

(PRC sections 21080.3.1(d) and 21080.3.1(e)).

immediate vicinity of the discovery, that the discovery is adequately protected according to generally
accepted cultural and archaeological standards, and that further activities take into account the possibility
of multiple burials. The statute further requires the NAHC, upon notification by a County Coroner,
designate and notify a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) regarding the discovery of Native American human
remains. Once the MLD has been granted access to the site by the landowner and inspected the discovery,
the MLD then has 48 hours to provide recommendations to the landowner for the treatment of the human

PRC section 21080.3.2(a) 24 identifies the following as potential consultation discussion topics: the type of
environmental review necessary; the significance of tribal cultural resources; the significance of the
project’s impacts on the tribal cultural resources; project alternatives or appropriate measures for
preservation; and mitigation measures. Consultation is considered concluded when either: (1) the parties
agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a tribal cultural
resource; or (2) a party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement

remains and any associated grave goods.

cannot be reached (PRC section 21080.3.2(b)).
In the event that no descendant is identified, or the descendant fails to make a recommendation for
disposition, or if the landowner rejects the recommendation of the descendant, the landowner may, with
appropriate dignity, reinter the remains and burial items on the property in a location that will not be

If a California Native American tribe has requested consultation pursuant to PRC section 21080.3.1 and
has failed to provide comments to the lead agency, or otherwise failed to engage in the consultation
process, or if the lead agency has complied with Section 21080.3.1(d) of the statute and the California

subject to further disturbance.

Native American tribe has failed to request consultation within 30 days, the lead agency may certify an EIR

Assembly Bill 52

or adopt an MND. 25 The statute further states that any information, including, but not limited to, the

AB 52 applies specifically to projects for which a Notice of Preparation or a Notice of Intent to Adopt a
Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) is filed. 21 The primary intent of AB 52 is to
include California Native American tribes early in the environmental review process and to establish a new
category of resources related to Native Americans, known as tribal cultural resources, which require
consideration under CEQA. CEQA defines tribal cultural resources as “sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe” that are
either included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register or included in a local
register of historical resources, or a resource that is determined to be a tribal cultural resource by a lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial

evidence.22

PRC Section

21080.3.1 23 requires

location, description, and use of the tribal cultural resources, that is submitted by a California Native
American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be included in the environmental
document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to the public without the
prior consent of the tribe that provided the information. If the lead agency publishes any information
submitted by a California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process,
that information shall be published in a confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the
tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information
to the public.

that

within 14 days of a lead agency determining that an application for a project is complete, or a decision by
20 Public Resources Code, Division 5. Parks and Monuments, “Chapter 1.75. Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred
Sites,” Section 5097.98.
21 AB-52 Native Americans: California Environmental Quality Act., An act to amend Section 5097.94 of, and to add Sections
21073, 21074, 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083.09, 21084.2, and 21084.3 to, the Public Resources Code, relating to
Native Americans.
22 PRC, Division 13. Environmental Quality Section 21080.3.2, “Chapter 2.4. Definitions.”
23 PRC, Division 13. Environmental Quality Section 21080.3.1, “Chapter 2.6. General, Tribal Consultation.”
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24 PRC, Division 13. Environmental Quality Section 21080.3.2, “Chapter 2.6.”
25 PRC, Division 13. Environmental Quality Section 21080.3.2, “Chapter 2.6.”
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Senate Bill 18

4.13.4.3 Local Regulations

Senate Bill 18 (SB 18), 26 which went into effect January 1, 2005, requires local governments (city and

City of Inglewood

county) to consult with Native American tribes prior to making certain planning decisions and to provide

The City of Inglewood’s (City) General Plan does not identify any goals or policies related specifically to

notice to tribes at certain key points in the planning process. The intent is to “provide California Native

tribal resources or tribal cultural preservation ordinance or program in effect.

American tribes an opportunity to participate in local land use decisions at an early planning stage, for the

4.13.5

purpose of protecting, or mitigating impacts to, cultural places.”
The purpose of involving tribes at these early planning stages is to allow consideration of cultural places
in the context of broad local land use policy, before individual site-specific, project-level, land use

EXISTING CONDITIONS

4.13.5.1 Environmental Setting
Geological Setting

designations are made by a local government. The consultation requirements of SB 18 apply to general

The City is located in the Los Angeles Basin, a structural depression approximately 50 miles long and 20

plan or specific plan processes proposed on or after March 1, 2005.

miles wide in the northernmost Peninsular Ranges Geomorphic Province. 28 The Los Angeles Basin

According to the Tribal Consultation Guidelines: Supplement to General Plan Guidelines, 27 the following
are the contact and notification responsibilities of local governments:
x

x

x

developed as a result of tectonic forces and the San Andreas fault zone, with subsidence occurring 18–3
million years ago (Ma). 29 While sediments dating back to the Cretaceous (66 Ma) are preserved in the
basin, continuous sedimentation began in the middle Miocene (around 13 Ma). 30 Since that time,

Prior to the adoption or any amendment of a general plan or specific plan, a local government must
notify the appropriate tribes (on the contact list maintained by the NAHC) of the opportunity to
conduct consultations for the purpose of preserving, or mitigating impacts to, cultural places located
on land within the local government’s jurisdiction that is affected by the proposed plan adoption or
amendment. Tribes have 90 days from the date on which they receive notification to request
consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe.

sediments have been eroded into the basin from the surrounding highlands, resulting in thousands of feet

Prior to the adoption or substantial amendment of a general plan or specific plan, a local government
must refer the proposed action to those tribes that are on the NAHC contact list and have traditional
lands located within the city or county’s jurisdiction. The referral must allow a 45-day comment
period. Notice must be sent regardless of whether prior consultation has taken place. Such notice
does not initiate a new consultation process.

Central Block, where sediments range from 32,000 to 35,000 feet thick.31 The Central Block is wedge-

Local governments must send a notice of a public hearing at least 10 days prior to the hearing to tribes
who have filed a written request for such notice.

of accumulation. Most of these sediments are marine, as they eroded from surrounding marine
formations, until sea level dropped in the Pleistocene Era and deposition of the alluvial sediments that
compose the uppermost units in the Los Angeles Basin began.
The Los Angeles Basin is subdivided into four structural blocks, with the proposed Project occurring in the
shaped, extending from the Santa Monica Mountains in the northwest, where it is about 10 miles wide,
to the San Joaquin Hills to the southeast, where it widens to around 20 miles across. Specifically, however,
in the Baldwin and Rosecrans hills are geomorphic features associated with uplift along the Newport–
Inglewood structural zone.
The Quaternary rocks consist of shallow marine sandstone and siltstone as well as continental siltstone,
mudstone, and gravel. 32 Older Quaternary units are exposed in these strongly dissected hills, and

26 Senate Bill No. 18 (Burton), An act to amend Section 815.3 of the Civil Code, to amend Sections 65040.2, 65092, 65351,
65352, and 65560 of, and to add Sections 65352.3, 65352.4, and 65562.5 to the Government Code, relating to traditional
tribal cultural places.
27 State of California, Office of Planning and Research, Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Supplement to General Plan Guidelines,
November 2005.
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28 Ingersoll, R. V., and P. E. Rumelhart, Three-stage basin evolution of the Los Angeles basin, Southern California, Geology 27:
593-596, 1999.
29 Critelli, S. P. Rumelhart, and R. Ingersoll, Petrofacies and provenance of the Puente Formation (middle to upper Miocene),
Los Angeles Basin, Southern California: implications for rapid uplift and accumulation rates, Journal of Sedimentary
Research A65: 656-667, 1995.
30 Yerkes, R. F., T. H. McCulloh, J. E. Schollhamer, and J. G. Vedder, Geology of the Los Angeles Basin – an introduction,
Geological Survey Professional Paper 420-A, 1965.
31 Yerkes, R. F., T. H. McCulloh, J. E. Schollhamer, and J. G. Vedder, Geology of the Los Angeles Basin – an introduction,
Geological Survey Professional Paper 420-A, 1965.
32 City of Inglewood, General Plan Update Technical Background Report, August 2006.
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elevations range from approximately 75 feet to over 400 feet. 33 To the east, Holocene alluvium lies upon

Millingstone cultures were characterized by the collection and processing of plant foods, particularly

the regional coastal basin, also known as the Downey Plain. The sediments overlie an erosional surface of

acorns, and the hunting of a wider variety of game animals. 40,41 Millingstone cultures also established

late Pleistocene age. To the west of the Rosecrans Hills is an elevated plain underlain by older Quaternary

more permanent settlements that were located primarily on the coast and in the vicinity of estuaries,

alluvium.

lagoons, lakes, streams, and marshes where a variety of resources, including seeds, fish, shellfish, small
mammals, and birds, were exploited. Early Millingstone occupations are typically identified by the

This area contains a drainage basin, with Holocene sediments, which narrows to the south into the
Dominguez Channel. Southwest of the Project alignment, Pleistocene dune sand overlies older alluvial
deposits. The main drainage courses within the area are the Dominguez Channel, Compton Creek, and

presence of handstones (manos) and millingstones (metates), while those Millingstone occupations dating
later than 5,000 B.P. contain a mortar and pestle complex as well, signifying the exploitation of acorns in
the region.

Centinela Creek. 34
During the Intermediate period, many aspects of Millingstone culture persisted, but a number of

Prehistoric Setting
According to recent research in the

socioeconomic changes occurred. 42,43,44 The native populations of Southern California were becoming
region, 35 the

following prehistoric chronology has been divided into

less mobile and populations began to gather in small sedentary villages with satellite resource-gathering

four general time periods: the Paleocoastal Period (12,000 to 8,000 Before Present [B.P.]), the Millingstone

camps. Increasing population size necessitated the intensified use of existing terrestrial and marine

Period (8,000 to 3,000 B.P.), the Intermediate Period (3,000 to 1,000 B.P.), and the Late Period (1,000 B.P.

resources. 45 Evidence indicates that the overexploitation of larger, high-ranked food resources may have

to the time of Spanish contact in A.D. 1542).

led to a shift in subsistence, towards a focus on acquiring greater amounts of smaller resources, such as
shellfish and small-seeded plants. 46

While it is not certain when humans first came to California, their presence in Southern California by about
11,000 B.P. has been well documented. At Daisy Cave, on San Miguel Island, cultural remains have been

This period is characterized by increased labor specialization, expanded trading networks for both

radiocarbon dated to between 11,100 and 10,950 B.P. 36 During the Paleocoastal period, the climate of

utilitarian and nonutilitarian materials, and extensive travel routes. Although the intensity of trade had

Southern California became warmer and more arid and the human population, residing mainly in coastal

already been increasing, it now reached its zenith, with asphaltum (tar), seashells, and steatite being

or inland desert areas, began exploiting a wider range of plant and animal resources. 37

traded from Southern California to the Great Basin. Use of the bow and arrow spread to the coast around
1,500 B.P, largely replacing the dart and atlatl. 47 Increasing population densities, with ensuing territoriality

During the Millingstone period, there is evidence for the processing of acorns for food and a shift toward
a more generalized economy. The first definitive evidence of human occupation in the Los Angeles area

and resource intensification, may have given rise to increased disease and violence between 3,300 and
1,650 B.P. 48

dates to at least 9,000 years B.P. and is associated with the Millingstone cultures. 38,39

33 California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, Seismic Hazard Zone Report for the Inglewood 7.5Minute Quadrangle, Los Angeles County, California, 1998.
34 California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology (now California Geological Survey), Seismic Hazard
Zone Report for the Inglewood 7.5-Minute Quadrangle, Los Angeles County, California, 1998.
35 Homburg, Jeffrey A., John G. Douglass, and Seeths N. Reddy (editors), “Paleoenvironment and Culture History,” In People
in a Changing Land: The Archaeology and History of the Ballona in Los Angeles, California, Volume 1, series edited by D.R.
Grenda, R. Ciolek-Torello and J.H. Altschul. Statistical Research, Redlands, California, 2014.
36 Byrd, Brian F., and L. Mark Raab, Prehistory of the Southern Bight: Models for a New Millennium, in California Prehistory:
Colonization, Culture, and Complexity, edited by Terry L. Jones and Kathryn A. Klar, pp. 215-227, 2007.
37 Byrd, Brian F., and L. Mark Raab, Prehistory of the Southern Bight: Models for a New Millennium, in California Prehistory:
Colonization, Culture, and Complexity, edited by Terry L. Jones and Kathryn A. Klar, pp. 215-227, 2007.
38 Wallace, W. J., A Suggested Chronology for Southern California Coastal Archaeology, Southwestern Journal of
Anthropology 11(3):214-230, 1955.
39 Warren, C. N., Cultural Traditions and Ecological Adaptation on the Southern California Coast, Archaic Prehistory in the
Western United States, edited by Cynthia Irwin-Williams, Eastern New Mexico University Contributions in Anthropology
1(3):1-14, 1968.
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40 Byrd, Brian F., and L. Mark Raab, Prehistory of the Southern Bight: Models for a New Millennium, in California Prehistory:
Colonization, Culture, and Complexity, edited by Terry L. Jones and Kathryn A. Klar, pp. 215-227, 2007.
41 Wallace, W. J., A Suggested Chronology for Southern California Coastal Archaeology, Southwestern Journal of
Anthropology 11(3):214-230, 1955.
42 Erlandson, Jon M., Early Hunter-Gatherers of the California Coast, Plenum Press, New York, 1994.
43 Wallace, W. J., A Suggested Chronology for Southern California Coastal Archaeology, Southwestern Journal of
Anthropology 11(3):214-230, 1955.
44 Warren, C. N., Cultural Traditions and Ecological Adaptation on the Southern California Coast, Archaic Prehistory in the
Western United States, edited by Cynthia Irwin-Williams, Eastern New Mexico University Contributions in Anthropology
1(3):1-14, 1968.
45 Erlandson, Jon M., Early Hunter-Gatherers of the California Coast, Plenum Press, New York, 1994.
46 Byrd, Brian F., and L. Mark Raab, Prehistory of the Southern Bight: Models for a New Millennium, in California Prehistory:
Colonization, Culture, and Complexity, edited by Terry L. Jones and Kathryn A. Klar, pp. 215-227, 2007.
47 Homburg, Jeffrey A., John G. Douglass, and Seeths N. Reddy (editors), Paleoenvironment and Culture History, People in a
Changing Land: The Archaeology and History of the Ballona in Los Angeles, California, Volume 1, series edited by D.R.
Grenda, R. Ciolek-Torello and J.H. Altschul. Statistical Research, Redlands, California, 2014.
48 Raab, L. Mark, Judith F. Porcasi, Katherine Bradford, and Andrew Yatsko, Debating Cultural Evolution: Regional Implications
of Fishing Intensification at Eel Point, San Clemente Island, Pacific Coast Archaeological Society Quarterly 31(3):3–27, 1995.
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The Late Period is associated with the florescence of the Gabrielino, who are estimated to have had a

predecessors, were reportedly used quite frequently as a currency or as a status symbol by the Gabrielino

population numbering around 5,000 in the pre-contact period. The Gabrielino occupied what is presently

and other Southern California groups. 54

Los Angeles County and northern Orange County, along with the southern Channel Islands, including Santa
Catalina, San Nicholas, and San Clemente.49 This period saw the development of elaborate trade networks
and use of shell-bead currency. Fishing became an increasingly significant part of subsistence strategies at
this time, and investment in fishing technologies, including the plank canoe, are reflected in the
archaeological record. 50,51 Settlement at this time is believed to have consisted of dispersed family groups
that revolved around a relatively limited number of permanent village settlements that were located

At the time of Spanish contact in A.D. 1542, also the beginning of what is known as the Protohistoric Period
(A.D. 1542 to 1771), many Gabrielino practiced a religion that was centered around the mythological figure
Chinigchinich. 55 This religion may have been relatively new when the Spanish arrived, and at that time
was spreading to other neighboring Takic groups. The Gabrielino practiced both cremation and inhumation
of their dead. A wide variety of grave offerings, such as stone tools, baskets, shell beads, projectile points,
bone and shell ornaments, and otter skins, were interred with the deceased.

centrally with respect to a variety of resources.

Coming ashore on Santa Catalina Island in October of 1542, Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo was the first European

Ethnographic Setting

to make contact with the Gabrielino; the 1769 expedition of Portolá also passed through Gabrielino
The ethnographic history ranges from A.D 1542 to 1771 and is referred to as the Protohistoric period. This
period covers the occupation of the area by native American tribes. The City is located in a region
traditionally occupied by the Gabrielino Indians.

territory. 56 Native Americans suffered severe depopulation and their traditional culture was radically
altered after Spanish contact. Nonetheless, Gabrielino descendants still reside in the greater Los Angeles
and Orange County areas and maintain an active interest in their heritage.

Traditionally, the Gabrielino occupied a large territory, including the entire Los Angeles Basin, the coast

Historic Setting

from Malibu to Aliso Creek, parts of the Santa Monica Mountains, the San Fernando Valley, the San Gabriel
Valley, the San Bernardino Valley, the northern part of the Santa Ana Mountains, and much of the middle

Spanish Period

and lower Santa Ana River reaches. In addition, the Gabrielino also inhabited the islands of Santa Catalina,

Although Spanish explorers made brief visits to the region in 1542 and 1602, sustained contact with

San Clemente, and San Nicolas. The term “Gabrielino” is a general term that refers to those Native

Europeans did not commence until the onset of the Spanish Period. In 1769 Gaspar de Portolá led an

Americans who were administered by the Spanish at the Mission San Gabriel Arcángel. Their neighbors

expedition from San Diego, passing through the Los Angeles Basin and the San Fernando Valley, on its way

included the Chumash and Tataviam to the north, the Juañeno to the south, and the Serrano and Cahuilla

to the San Francisco Bay. 57 Father Juan Crespi, who accompanied the 1769 expedition, noted the

to the east. The Gabrielino are reported to have been second only to the Chumash in terms of population

suitability of the Los Angeles area for supporting a large settlement. This was followed in 1776 by the

size and regional influence. 52 The Gabrielino language is part of the Takic branch of the Uto-Aztecan

expedition of Father Francisco Garcés. 58

language family.
In the late 18th century, the Spanish began establishing missions in California and forcibly relocating and
Trade was an important element of the Gabrielino economy. While the principal Gabrielino-produced

converting native peoples as well as exposing them to diseases that they had no resistance to. Mission San

commodity—steatite vessels from centers on Catalina Island—originated well outside the defined study

Gabriel Arcángel was founded on September 8, 1771, and Mission San Fernando Rey de España on

region, trade in steatite items was conducted throughout local territory and involved external relations

September 8, 1797. By the early 1800s, the majority of the surviving Gabrielino had entered the mission

with desert, Southwestern, mountain, and coastal groups beyond Gabrielino borders. 53 Additionally,

system, either at San Gabriel or San Fernando. Mission life offered some degree of security in a time when

Olivella shell callus beads, manufactured on the northern Channel Islands by the Chumash and their

49 Kroeber, A. L., Handbook of the Indians of California, Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1925, reprinted 1976.
50 Erlandson, Jon M., Early Hunter-Gatherers of the California Coast, Plenum Press, New York, 1994.
51 Raab, L. Mark, Judith F. Porcasi, Katherine Bradford, and Andrew Yatsko, Debating Cultural Evolution: Regional Implications
of Fishing Intensification at Eel Point, San Clemente Island, Pacific Coast Archaeological Society Quarterly 31(3):3–27, 1995.
52 Bean, L.J., and C.R. Smith, Gabrielino, in California, edited by R.F. Heizer, pp. 538-549 Handbook of North American Indians,
Vol. 8, W. C. Sturtevant, general editor, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., 1978.
53 See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
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54 See Appendix I.1 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
55 Bean, L.J., and C.R. Smith, Gabrielino, in California, edited by R.F. Heizer, pp. 538-549 Handbook of North American Indians,
Vol. 8, W. C. Sturtevant, general editor, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., 1978.
56 Bean, L.J., and C.R. Smith, Gabrielino, in California, edited by R.F. Heizer, pp. 538-549 Handbook of North American Indians,
Vol. 8, W. C. Sturtevant, general editor, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., 1978.
57 McCawley, William, The First Angelinos: The Gabrielino Indians of Los Angeles, Malki Museum Press, Banning, California,
1996.
58 Johnson, J. R., and D. D. Earle, Tataviam Geography and Ethnohistory, Journal of California and Great Basin Anthropology,
Vol. 12, No. 2, pp. 191-214, 1990.
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traditional trade and political alliances were failing and epidemics and subsistence instabilities were

American Period

increasing. This lifestyle change also brought with it significant negative consequences for Gabrielino

Mexico ceded California to the United States as part of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hildalgo in 1848. California

health and cultural integrity.

officially became one of the United States in 1850. While the treaty recognized the right of Mexican citizens
to retain ownership of land granted to them by Spanish or Mexican authorities, the claimant was required

A Gabrielino village, or “rancheria” (known as Guaspet, Guasna, or Gaucha), appears to have been located

to prove their right to the land before a patent was given. The process was lengthy and generally resulted

northwest of the City. Based on mission baptism records, the rancheria appears to have been occupied

in the claimant losing at least a portion of their land to attorney’s fees and other costs associated with

from about 1790 to 1820. At least 193 people are known to have lived at the rancheria and been baptized.

proving ownership. 63

Records suggest that recruitment into the mission system did not occur until native populations in closer
proximity to Mission San Gabriel had been assimilated, and after grazing expanded into the vicinity of the

When the discovery of gold in northern California was announced in 1848, an influx of people from other

Project area, bringing native inhabitants of the region into closer contact with Spanish-era ranchers.

parts of North America flooded into California and the population of Los Angeles tripled between 1850
and 1860. The increased population led to additional demand of the Californios’ cattle. As demand

A 1938 map titled The Kirkman-Harriman Pictorial and Historical Map of Los Angeles County 1860 A.D.-

increased, the price of beef skyrocketed and Californios reaped the benefits. However, a devastating flood

1937 A.D. (Kirkman map) depicts approximate locations of Gabrielino villages in Los Angeles. It depicts the

in 1861, followed by droughts in 1862 and 1864, led to a rapid decline of the cattle industry; over 70

location of unnamed villages about 2 to 5 miles north of the Project area, but does not show any roads,

percent of cattle perished during these droughts. 64,65

landforms, or locations overlapping with the Project area.

These natural disasters, coupled with the burden of proving ownership, caused many Californios to lose
their lands during this period. Former ranchos were subsequently subdivided and sold for agriculture and

Mexican Period

residential settlement. 66,67
After Mexico gained its independence from Spain in 1821, Los Angeles became the capital of the California
territory in 1835.59 Mexico continued to promote settlement of California with the issuance of land grants.

During the rancho period, the City was part of the Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela and the Rancho Sausal

In 1833, Mexico began the process of secularizing the California missions, reclaiming the majority of

Redondo. A year after Mexico gained independence from Spain and control of California in 1822, Los

mission lands, and redistributing them as land grants throughout California. According to the terms of the

Angeles resident Antonio Avila received a land grant for Rancho Sausal Redondo and grazed cattle there

Secularization Law of 1833 and Regulations of 1834, at least a portion of the lands would be returned to
the Native populations, but this did

not always occur. 60 Because of the disbursement

that the Gabrielino

populations suffered during the Mission period no land was returned to the Gabrielino Tribes.
During the Mexican Period, many ranchos continued to be used by settlers for cattle grazing. Hides and
tallow from cattle became a major export for Mexican settlers in California, known as Californios, many of
whom became wealthy and prominent members of society. The Californios led generally easy lives, leaving

as well. The rancho encompassed the areas that are now the Cities of Redondo Beach, Inglewood,
Hawthorne, El Segundo, Lawndale, Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach. In 1834, Ygnacio Machado, one
of the original leather jacket soldiers that escorted settlers to Los Angeles, built the Centinela Adobe. The
Centinela Adobe, located approximately 2.5 miles from the Project area was in the center of what became
a 2,200-acre ranch on a portion of the Rancho Sausal Redondo. Machado had moved onto what he claimed
was still public land, which was granted to him as the Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela. Soon after, Machado
traded the Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela for a keg of whiskey and a home in the Pueblo of Los Angeles.
The property traded hands many times and was eventually acquired by a Scottish noble man named

the hard work to vaqueros and Indian laborers. 61,62

Robert Burnett who eventually added the much larger Rancho Sausal Redondo to his holdings, once again
combining the ranchos. Burnette eventually returned to Scotland and leased the ranch to a Canadian
immigrant who was considered by many to be the founding father of Inglewood: Daniel Freeman. In spite

59 Gumprecht, Blake, Los Angeles River: Its Life, and Possible Rebirth, The Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, 1999,
reprinted 2001.
60 Milliken, Randall, Laurence H. Shoup, and Beverly R. Ortiz, Ohlone/Costanoan Indians of the San Francisco Peninsula, and
their Neighbors, Yesterday and Today, prepared by Archaeological and Historical Consultants, Oakland, California,
prepared for National Park Service Golden Gate National Recreation Area, San Francisco, California, June 2009.
61 Pitt, Leonard, The Decline of the Californios: A Social History of the Spanish-speaking Californians, 1846-1890, University of
California Press, Berkeley, 1994.
62 Starr, Kevin, California: A History, Modern Library, New York, 2007.
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63
64
65
66

Starr, Kevin, California: A History, Modern Library, New York, 2007.
McWilliams, Carey, Southern California: An Island on the Land, Gibbs Smith, Layton, Utah, 1946.
Dinkelspiel, Frances, Towers of Gold, St. Martin’s Press, New York, 2008.
Gumprecht, Blake, Los Angeles River: Its Life, and Possible Rebirth, The Johns Hopkins University Press, Baltimore, 1999,
reprinted 2001.
67 McWilliams, Carey, Southern California: An Island on the Land, Gibbs Smith, Layton, Utah, 1946.
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of drought and other hardship Freeman successfully farmed barley on the ranch and purchased it from

There are no known tribal resources within the footprint of the proposed Project. However, as part of the

Burnette with gold in 1885. Freeman went on to become a major land developer in Inglewood. 68

AB 52 tribal consultation process,70 it was noted that the existing networks of major roadways followed
historic and prehistoric trading routes in the area that were used by Native American tribes that resided

Centinela Springs (California Historical Landmark 363), or Aguaje de Centinela, was a valued source of

in the area and along the west coast. It was added that there are known streams to the east and trading

spring water for the Rancho Aguaje de la Centinela and the spring is described as continuously existing

routes to the west. Significant among these historic and pre-historic trading routes were those that Rancho

since the Pleistocene Era. The spring is memorialized and is still located at the corner of Centinela Avenue

Sausal Redondo (translated as “round clump of willows”), Rancho Ajuaje de la Centinela (the name means

and Florence Boulevard, approximately 2 miles north of the Project area.69

"Sentinel of Waters" in Spanish, and refers to the artesian water in the area exemplified by Centinela
Springs). 71 Rancho Ajuaje de la Centinela included parts of present-day Westchester and Inglewood; and

4.13.5.2 Adjusted Baseline

Rancho Centinela included the present-day cities of El Segundo, Gardena, Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach,
This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0:

Inglewood, Lawndale, Manhattan Beach, and Playa del Rey.

Environmental Impact Analysis, 4.0.4: Adjusted Baseline. Related to tribal cultural resources, the changes
associated with the Adjusted Baseline projects include excavation and construction of new uses on the

The natural steams of the area near the La Brea tar pits were used to collect materials that would line

Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) site.

baskets and boats. The traditional landscape, which including the tribal trading routes, have numerous
burial sites that have been discovered as part of other projects and excavations in the area. The tribal

There is no evidence that development in the HPSP would affect the baseline for analysis of the tribal

traditions were to bury individuals who died on the trading route at the location of their passing.

cultural resources. No tribal resources have been discovered and documented during construction of the
Adjusted Baseline projects that would provide additional information on the presence or sensitivity of

4.13.6 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

these resources in the area.

Criteria outlined in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of

4.13.5.3 Project Setting

impacts to tribal cultural resources. A project would have a significant impact if it would:

The proposed Project is located within the fully urbanized City, and thus includes a high degree of

Threshold TCR-1:

the southeast corner of Market Street and Florence Avenue southwest towards the corner of Market

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 as either a site, feature,
place, or cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of size and
scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:

Street and Regent Street where it runs along the center of Market Street until it turns east on Manchester

i.

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k); or

ii.

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1. In applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code § 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

development disturbance. The proposed Project would connect to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood
station at the northern end of the Project alignment. The guideway alignment is elevated and travels from

Boulevard. The guideway would extend from the station, situated diagonally over the current location of
the retail commercial center on the northeast corner of Market Street and Florence Avenue, and travel
south through downtown Inglewood along Market Street, where it be adjacent to existing commercial
retail, office, restaurant, parking, residential, and mixed uses. The guideway would turn east onto
Manchester Boulevard and be bordered by commercial retail, office, mixed-use, and residential uses on
both sides of the Manchester Boulevard segment. After turning south onto Prairie Avenue, the guideway
would be bordered by commercial and multifamily residential uses to the west, while uses to the east
include commercial/recreational uses associated with the Forum and entertainment, retail, and residential
uses under development within the HPSP as part of the Los Angeles Stadium and Entertainment District
(LASED). The guideway would terminate at the intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street and the
proposed Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station just north of Hardy Street.

68 Kielbasa, John, 1998. Historic Adobes of Los Angeles County. Dorrance Publishing Co. Pittsburg, Pennsylvania.
69 Office of Historic Preservation, 2019. http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ListedResources/Detail/363. Accessed January 9, 2019.
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70 AB 52 Consultation Summary, Meridian Consultants LLC, February 6, 2019 (refer to Appendix P.2).
71 Centinela Springs was registered as Historical Landmark on October 9, 1939 and is located in the City of Inglewood. It’s
description on the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) website notes that bubbling springs once flowed here from their
source in a deep water basin that has existed continuously since the Pleistocene Era. Prehistoric animals, Indians, and early
Inglewood settlers were attracted here by the pure artesian water. The springs and valley were named after sentinels
guarding cattle in the area.
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4.13.7 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The Tribe explained that railroads were placed on top of traditional tribal trade routes due to the favorable

Impact TCR-1:

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, or cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms
of size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to
a California Native American tribe, and that is:

topographical conditions of the paths, having been flattened by human travel over thousands of years.

i.

housed seasonal or permanent hamlets, seasonal or permanent trade depots, ceremonial and religious

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k); or

Inland and coastal waterways, the Tribe described, create unique habitats and riparian corridors that
provide an abundance of food and medicine resources along with aesthetically peaceful areas with
running water, shade trees, and shelter. The Tribe stated that areas near watercourses and water bodies
prayer sites, and burials and cremation sites of their ancestors. Larger water bodies were high attractants
for human activity and the banks and shores of these water bodies have a higher-than-average potential

ii.

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1. In applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code § 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

for encountering TCRs of artifacts and human remains during ground disturbing activities. A waterway
immediately east of the proposed Project is a landscape feature that was heavily used for life sustenance,
homesites, ceremonies, and regular daily activities.
Since the Project area was a land area of confluence, it would have been heavily used for human travel,
movement of trade items, visiting of family, going to ceremonies, accessing recreation areas, and accessing

For purposes of this impact analysis, a Tribal Cultural Resources (TCR) is considered a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape, sacred place, or object which is of cultural value to a California Native American Tribe
and is either on or eligible for the California Register or a local historic register.

foraging areas. Further, within and around these routes contained seasonal or permanent ramadas or
trade depots, seasonal and permanent habitation areas, and often still contain isolated burials and
cremations from Tribal members who died along the trail. These isolated burials are not associated with a

As previously noted, the Tribe shared with the City that the location of the proposed Project may be

village community burial site or ceremonial burial site, rather the location is simply where the person died

surrounded by historic and pre-historic trading routes and village activity. Tribal members described

and was buried where they died. Therefore, isolated burials are more concentrated and likely to occur in

historical landmarks in the region, including Rancho Sausal Redondo (translated as “round clump of

proximity to Tribal trade routes, particularly near major trade routes.

willows”) and Rancho Ajuaje de la Centinela (translated as "Sentinel of Waters,” and refers to the artesian
water in the area exemplified by Centinela Springs), 72 which included parts of present-day Westchester
and Inglewood, and Rancho Centinela, which included the present-day cities of El Segundo, Gardena,
Hawthorne, Hermosa Beach, Inglewood, Lawndale, Manhattan Beach, and Playa del Rey. The Tribe further
added that there are known streams to the east and trading routes to the west of the proposed Project
that could contain TCRs. 73 The Tribe stated that, due to these trading routes and historical activity centers
and the tribal tradition of burying their deceased along the routes and near waterways over thousands of
years, these activities could result in the proposed Project having a high sensitivity for TCRs and human
remains.

Because the proposed Project is located within a known area of historic and pre-historic trading routes
and village activity, adjacent to sacred water courses, and within a sacred landscape for ceremonies and
homesites, the Tribe indicated that there is a high potential to impact TCRs still present within the soil
from the thousands of years of prehistoric activities that occurred within and around these Tribal cultural
landscapes.

Construction
Implementation of the proposed Project would include demolition, grubbing, and grading, possible
subterranean utility relocation and installation, and excavation and installation of piles for the guideway
and stations, including structural support columns and excavations for guideway and station foundations,
and, as part of the construction of support facilities, including the maintenance and storage facility (MSF)
and power distribution system (PDS) substations.

72 Centinela Springs was registered as Historical Landmark on October 9, 1939 and is located in the City of Inglewood. It’s
description on the OHP website notes that bubbling springs once flowed here from their source in a deep water basin that
has existed continuously since the Pleistocene Era. Prehistoric animals, Indians, and early Inglewood settlers were
attracted here by the pure artesian water. The springs and valley were named after sentinels guarding cattle in the area.
73 See Appendix P.2 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
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Historic maps provided to the City by the Tribe were reviewed as part of the background research for the
proposed Project to identify previous geographical features and historic land uses, including the location
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of historical Native American trading routes and villages. 74 Because the Project alignment is located in the
vicinity of areas identified during the AB 52 tribal consultation, there may be unanticipated discovery of
TCRs as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074. As such, there is the potential for loss of artifact
and TCR and/or the diminishment in value to the Tribe of TCRs to occur during ground disturbing activities.

4.12 Tribal Cultural Resources

Mitigation Measures
As indicated previously, impacts related to TCRs during ground disturbing construction activities would be
potentially significant. The following Mitigation Measures (MMs) have been identified and are based on
information and suggestions received from the Tribe during the AB 52 consultation process with the City.

A such, the proposed Project could result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a TCR
pursuant to the criteria in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 5024.1. These potential impacts would be

Construction

potentially significant.

MM TCR-1:

During the Rancho period, the settlers resided near Centinela Creek north of the proposed Project. The

Retention of a Tribal Cultural Resources Monitor/Consultant.
Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activity at the Project alignment,
the Project contractor, in consultation with the City, shall retain a qualified archaeologist
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology (US Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out all mitigation related to
cultural resources. In addition, a Native American Monitor shall be designated by the
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation – the tribe that consulted on this project
pursuant to Assembly Bill AB 52 (the “Tribe” or the “Consulting Tribe”). If no Native
American Monitor is designated within a reasonable period of time (not to exceed 30
days), the activity can commence without the designated Monitor. A copy of the
executed contract(s) with the qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall
be submitted to the City of Inglewood Planning and Building Department prior to the
issuance of any permit necessary to commence a ground-disturbing activity. The Native
American Monitor will only be present on- site during the construction phases that
involve ground-disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe
as activities that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, potholing or
auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching,
within the Project area. The Native American Monitor will complete daily monitoring
logs that will provide descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction activities,
locations, soil, and any cultural materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end
when all ground-disturbing activities on the Project alignment are completed, or when
the Native American Representatives and Native American Monitor have indicated that
all upcoming ground- disturbing activities at the Project alignment have little to no
potential for impacting Tribal Cultural Resources. Upon discovery of any Tribal Cultural
Resources, construction activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find (not
less than the surrounding 50 feet) until the find can be assessed. All Tribal Cultural
Resources unearthed by project activities shall be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist and the Native American Monitor. If the resources are Native American in
origin, the Consulting Tribe will retain it/them in the form and/or manner the Tribe
deems appropriate, for educational, cultural and/or historic purposes.

likelihood of unmarked graves associated with the Rancho period is low as the preference would have
been to bury family members at the Mission or in the Pueblo near the church. The area was developed
around the turn of the century, at which time (i.e., in 1905) the Inglewood Park Cemetery was established.
The cemetery is still in operation and located near the proposed Project at the northeast corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. Because the cemetery is close by, available, and in use, the
likelihood of unmarked historic-age graves is low. Furthermore, lands within the footprint of the proposed
Project are not known to contain any unmarked graves or human remains. However, due to the current
development and disturbance in the cumulative context area, it is not currently possible to identify any
sites or resources that may exist subsurface.
Ground disturbing activities that would be employed during construction of the proposed Project may
encounter buried human remains. As a result, these activities may disturb human remains, including those
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries. Therefore, the loss of any previously unknown human remains,
including native American remains, may be significant, and the proposed Project would have a potentially
significant impact.

Operation
While the operations of the proposed Project would introduce different land uses, these uses would not
involve activities related to ground disturbance. As such, impacts related to a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a TCR that would occur from the operation of the proposed Project would be less
than significant.

74 See Appendix P.2.
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If human remains and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized at the Project
alignment, all ground disturbance shall immediately cease, and the county coroner shall
be notified per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and Health & Safety Code Section
7050.5. Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per California
Public Resources Code section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2). Work may continue on other parts
of the Project alignment while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a non-Native American resource is determined by the
qualified archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” or “unique archaeological
resource,” time allotment and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of
avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be available. The treatment plan
established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for
unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred
manner of treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include
implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource
along with subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological
material that is not Native American in origin shall be curated at a public, non-profit
institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum
of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept the
material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, it shall be offered to a local
school or historical society in the area for educational purposes.

4.12 Tribal Cultural Resources

associated with demolition and ground disturbance, including utility work, for the Project.
In the event construction crews are phased or rotated, additional training shall be
conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities.
Construction personnel shall be informed of the types of prehistoric and historic
archaeological resources that may be encountered, and of the proper procedures to be
enacted in the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaeological resources or human
remains. Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archaeologist demonstrating
that the appropriate construction personnel attended the training.
MM TCR-4:

Archaeological and Native American Monitoring
The qualified archaeologist will oversee archaeological and Native American monitors
who shall be retained to be present and work in tandem, monitoring during construction
excavations such as grading, trenching, or any other excavation activity associated with
the Project and as defined in the Monitoring and Mitigation Program. If, after advanced
notice of potential ground-disturbing activities, the Native American representative
declines, is unable, or does not respond to the notice, construction can proceed under
supervision of the qualified archaeologist. The frequency of monitoring shall be based on
the rate of excavation and grading activities, the materials being excavated, and the depth
of excavation, and if found, the quantity and type of archaeological resources
encountered. Full-time monitoring may be reduced to part-time inspections, or ceased
entirely, if determined adequate by the qualified archaeologist and the Native American
Monitor.

MM TCR-2 through MM TCR-5 will supplement MM TCR-1.
MM TCR-2:

1. In the event of the discovery of any archaeological materials during implementation
of the Project, all work shall immediately cease within 50 feet of the discovery until it
can be evaluated by the qualified archaeologist. Construction shall not resume until
the qualified archaeologist has made a determination on the significance of the
resource(s) and provided recommendations regarding the handling of the find. If the
resource is determined to be significant, the qualified archaeologist will confer with
the City and contractor regarding recommendation for treatment and ultimate
disposition of the resource(s).

Monitoring and Mitigation Program.
Prepare, design, and implement an Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program
for the proposed Project. The Monitoring and Mitigation Program shall define preconstruction coordination, construction monitoring for excavations based on the
activities and depth of disturbance planned for each portion of the Project area, data
recovery (including halting or diverting construction so that archaeological remains can
be evaluated and recovered in a timely manner), artifact and feature treatment,
procurement, and reporting. The Monitoring and Mitigation Program shall be prepared
and approved by a qualified archaeologist prior to the issuance of the first grading permit.

MM TCR-3:

2. If it is determined that the discovered archaeological resource constitutes a historical
resource or a unique archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA, avoidance and
preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigation. Preservation in place may
be accomplished by, but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into
open space, capping, or deeding the site into a permanent conservation easement.

Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training.
The qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct constructionworker archaeological resources sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior
to the start of ground disturbing activities (including vegetation removal, pavement
removal, etc.) and will present the Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program as
outlined in MM TCR-2, for all construction personnel conducting, supervising, or
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3. In the event that preservation in place is demonstrated to be infeasible and data
recovery through excavation is the only feasible mitigation available, a Cultural
Resources Treatment Plan shall be prepared and implemented by the qualified
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archaeologist in consultation with the City and contractor, and appropriate Native
American representatives (if the find is of Native American origin). The Cultural
Resources Treatment Plan shall provide for the adequate recovery of the scientifically
consequential information contained in the archaeological resource through
laboratory processing and analysis of the artifacts. The Cultural Resources Treatment
Plan will further make recommendations for the ultimate curation of any
archaeological materials, which shall be curated at a public, non-profit curation
facility, university, or museum with a research interest in the materials, if such an
institution agrees to accept them. If resources are determined to be Native American
in origin, they will first be offered to the Tribe for permanent curation, repatriation,
or reburial, as directed by the Tribe. If no institution or Tribe accepts the
archaeological material, then the material shall be donated to a local school or
historical society in the area for educational purposes.

The City, as the Project sponsor, and the contractor shall ensure that the immediate
vicinity where the discovery occurred is not disturbed by further activity, is adequately
protected according to generally accepted cultural and tribal standards or practices, and
that further ground-disturbing activities take into account the possibility of multiple
burials.
No further excavation or disturbance of the discovery or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remans (as determined by the qualified archaeologist
and/or tribal cultural resources monitor) shall occur until the coroner has made the
necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. If such a
discovery occurs, a temporary construction exclusion zone shall be established
surrounding the area of the discovery so that the area would be protected (as determined
by the qualified archaeologist and/or cultural resources monitor), and consultation and
treatment could occur as prescribed by law. As required by law, the coroner would
determine within two working days of being notified if the remains are subject to his or
her authority.

4. If the resource is identified as a Native American, the qualified archaeologist and the
City shall consult with appropriate Native American representatives, as identified
through the AB 52 consultation process in determining treatment for prehistoric or
Native American resources to ensure cultural values ascribed to the resource, beyond
that which is scientifically important, are considered.

If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has
reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by
telephone within 24 hours, the NAHC. In accordance with Health and Safety Code Section
7050.5, subdivision (c), and PRC Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641), the NAHC
would make an MLD determination.

5. Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal to the City, and the
South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), in order to document the results of
the archaeological and Native American monitoring. If there are significant
discoveries, artifact and feature analysis and final disposition shall be included with
the final report, which will be submitted to the SCCIC and the City. The final
monitoring report shall be submitted to the City within 90 days of completion of
excavation and other ground disturbing activities that require monitoring.
MM TCR-5:

If the Tribe is designated MLD, the following standards shall apply and the following
requirements and treatment measures shall be implemented.
1. To the Tribe, the term “human remains” encompasses more than human bones. In
ancient as well as historic times, Tribal Traditions included, but were not limited to,
the burial of funerary objects with the deceased, and the ceremonial burning of
human remains. These remains are to be treated in the same manner as bone
fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as part of
the death rite or ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been placed
with individual human remains either at the time of death or later; other items made
exclusively for burial purposes or to contain human remains can also be considered as
associated funerary objects.

Inadvertent Discoveries Related to Human Remains.
In the event of the unanticipated discovery of human remains during excavation or other
ground disturbance related to the proposed Project, all work shall immediately cease
within 150 feet of the discovery and the County Coroner shall be contacted in accordance
with PRC Section 5097.98 75 and Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. 76 Additionally,
the contractor shall notify the City, and the tribal cultural resources monitor and
archaeological monitor.

2. Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing activities, the landowner shall arrange
a designated site location within the footprint of the project for the respectful reburial
of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case where discovered
human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on the same day, the
remains shall be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate that can be moved by
heavy equipment placed over the excavation opening to protect the remains. If this

75 NAGPRA, Title 43. Public Lands: Interior, Subtitle A. Office of the Secretary of the Interior, Part 10. Native American Graves
Protection and Reparation Regulations, § 5097.98 – Notification of discovery of Native American human remains,
descendants; disposition of human remains and associated grave goods.
76 California / Health and Safety Code - HSC / CHAPTER 2. General Provisions [7050.5. - 7055.] / Section 7050.5.
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type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard should be posted outside of
working hours. As stated by the Tribe as part of the Project’s AB 52 consultation:

4.12 Tribal Cultural Resources

Operation
No mitigation is required during operation of the proposed Project.

The Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project and keeping
the remains in situ and protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be
determined that burials will be removed. The Tribe will work closely with the
qualified archaeologist to ensure that the excavation is treated carefully, ethically,
and respectfully.

Level of Significance after Mitigation
Construction
With implementation of MMs TCR-1, TCR-2, TCR-3, TCR-4, and TCR-5, potentially significant impacts to
TCRs, including related, unanticipated discovery of human remains, would be reduced to a level that is less

3. If data recovery is approved by the Tribe, documentation shall be taken which includes
at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches. The Tribe shall approve
additional types of documentation for data recovery purposes. Cremations must
either be removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure completely recovery of
all material. If the discovery of human remains includes four or more burials, the
location is considered a cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall be created.
Once complete, a final report of all activities is to be submitted to the Tribe and the
NAHC. Scientific study or the utilization of any invasive diagnostics on human remains
of Native American origin.

than significant. These measures would work to prevent the destruction and loss of sensitive TCRs and
ensure the proper disposition of human remains.

Operation
There are no significant impacts associated with the operation of the proposed Project; impacts would be
less than significant.

4.13.8 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

4. Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects will be stored
using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects and
objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on site if feasible.
These items shall be retained and reburied within six months of recovery if feasible.
The site of reburial/repatriation shall be on the Project area, but at a location agreed
upon between the Tribe and the landowner at a site to be protected in perpetuity.
There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural materials recovered.

In addition to the proposed Project, there are numerous projects within the City of Inglewood and within

If the Tribe is not designated MLD, each occurrence of human remains and associated
funerary objects shall be stored using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary
objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony shall be preserved in place
where feasible and to consult with the tribal cultural resources monitor and/or the MLD
about appropriate treatment if removal is required. If remains are removed, they shall be
removed to a secure container on site, if possible, with consultation with of the qualified
archaeologist and/or tribal cultural resources monitor. These items shall be retained and
reburied within six months of recovery or as directed by the qualified archaeologist and/or
tribal cultural resources monitor. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be within the
proposed Project footprint, or at a location agreed upon between the MLD and the
landowner at a site to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding
any cultural materials recovered.

Center (Intuit Dome) located south of the proposed Project along Century Boulevard.

the corresponding ethnographic territory of the Gabrielino Tribe, 74 of which are in the City of Inglewood,
which have been taken into consideration when developing the cumulative context, as described in
Section 4.0, 4.0-5: Cumulative Assumptions.
The closest active cumulative projects are the SoFi Stadium and associated developments, located
adjacent to the proposed Project east of Prairie Avenue, and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment

Tribal Cultural Resources
The City implements the AB 52 process on all projects as required CEQA Section 21080.3.1. 77 This requires
that prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact
report for a project, the City, as lead agency, shall begin consultation with a California Native American
tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project if: (1)
the California Native American tribe requested to the lead agency, in writing, to be informed by the lead
agency through formal notification of proposed projects in the geographic area that is traditionally and
culturally affiliated with the tribe, and (2) the California Native American tribe responds, in writing, within
30 days of receipt of the formal notification, and requests the consultation. Further, within 14 days of
determining that an application for a project is complete or a decision by a public agency to undertake a
77 CEQA Section 21080.3.1.
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project, the City, as lead agency provides formal notification to the designated contact of, or a tribal

the Project’s AB 52 consultation, the proposed Project’s incremental contribution to this potential

representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have

cumulatively significant impact would be less than cumulatively considerable.

requested notice. Based on the individual consultations with Tribes, the City incorporates into the
conditions and mitigation of each project, as applicable, considerations for the protection of TRCs.

With regulatory adherence and incorporation of required mitigation the proposed Project would not result
in a cumulatively considerable impact on TCRs.

The cumulative context for TCRs is within the Gabrielino Tribal territory which encompasses land within
Los Angeles County north to Thousand Oaks, east to Pomona, west to the coast and south to Long Beach.
Their territory also extends into Orange County as far south as Costa Mesa. The City is included within the

Unknown Human Remains
In regard to impacts to previously unknown human remains, including those buried outside a formal

Gabrielino Tribal territory and has been subject to historic development within the City since the rancho

cemetery, there are no known burial grounds or unmarked cemeteries within the footprint of the

period, with more wide scale development occurring at the turn of the century. The Gabrielino Tribal

proposed Project or a 0.5-mile radius based on the SLF search and sensitivity analysis for cultural

territory has been subject to wide scale development and redevelopment projects over the past several

resources. The proposed Project and other cumulative projects would be required to comply with Health

decades and is currently experiencing a high level of redevelopment projects. Known Tribal village

and Safety Code Section 7050.5, subdivision (c), and PRC Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641) related

locations, trade routes, and known significant prehistoric archaeological sites that have a higher potential

to the proper disposition of human remains.

to represent a TCR are mapped and documented between 2 and 5 miles from the proposed Project. As
such, development in these areas could have a significant impact to a TCR. Cumulatively, the large amount
of development within the Tribal territory, especially development within known village locations, trade
routes, and known significant prehistoric archaeological sites could have a cumulatively significant impact
to TCRs. All related projects would, like the proposed Project, be required to comply with regulatory
requirements governing TCRs, including consultation with California Native American Tribes where
required under AB 52. Should an impact be identified, the related projects would be required to comply
with PRC section 21084.3, which would require avoidance and preservation or mitigation as defined in
PRC section 21084.3(b).

The related projects would, like the proposed Project, be required to comply with regulatory requirements
governing TCRs, including consultation with California Native American Tribes where required under AB
52. Should an impact be identified, the related projects would be required to comply with PRC Section
21084.3 which would require avoidance and preservation or mitigation as defined in PRC Section
21084.3(b). As such, with regulatory adherence and incorporation of required mitigation, other area projects
in combination with the proposed Project would have a less-than-significant cumulative impact on human
remains associated with TCRs.

4.13.9 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN

As described previously, construction of the proposed Project could result in a potentially significant

The City’s General Plan does not identify any goals or policies related specifically to TCRs. Accordingly, the

impact on a previously unknown TCRs. While there are no TCRs identified within the proposed Project, the

proposed Project would not conflict with any goals, objectives, strategies, or policies of the City’s General

City has consulted with Tribal representatives and recognizes the potential sensitivity.

Plan related to this topic area.

Some of the cumulative development projects in the vicinity of the proposed Project are near historical
Native American trade routes or villages or waterways and could result in potentially significant due to
substantial adverse changes in the significance of TCRs. Prior to mitigation, the proposed Project would
result in similar potentially significant impacts. Cumulatively, this large amount of development within the
Tribal territory could have a cumulatively significant impact to TCRs.
Based on the above considerations, the proposed Project, in conjunction with cumulative development
within the vicinity and in the City, could result in cumulatively significant impacts to TCRs. However,
because the proposed Project would include mitigation to prevent or substantially minimize the
destruction or loss of TCRs, consistent with the mitigation measures recommended by the Tribe through
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208-001-18

4.13-32

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.13-33

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

4.14 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

x

Potential impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on the capacity of wastewater treatment
provider which serves or may serve the proposed Project to accommodate the projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments were determined to have a less-than-significant
impact. The proposed Project includes an elevated guideway, stations and support facilities
(maintenance and storage facility [MSF] and Power Distribution System [PDS] substations) that would
not involve water-intensive activities. Therefore, impacts regarding wastewater treatment would be
less than significant.

x

Potential impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on the permitted capacity of Los Angeles
County (County) landfills that would accommodate the proposed Project’s solid waste disposal needs
were determined to have a less-than-significant impact. The total remaining permitted inert waste
capacity in the County is sufficient to accommodate the proposed Project’s solid waste disposal needs
from construction and demolition activities. Further, the proposed Project would comply with federal,
State of California (State), and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste and no significant
impacts to landfill capacity would occur.

x

Potential impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on the proposed Project’s ability to comply
with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste were determined to have
a less-than-significant impact. The proposed Project would comply with federal, State, and local
statutes and regulations related to solid waste and no significant impact related to compliance with
solid waste statutes and regulations would occur.

4.14.1 INTRODUCTION
This section of the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) addresses the
available capacities of existing utility-related infrastructure, including water and wastewater services,
storm water drainage, dry utilities (electrical, natural gas, and telecommunications), and solid waste
management, as well as the potential for conflicts between the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector
Project (proposed Project) and utility-related infrastructure that would result in environmental impacts.
The existing conditions relevant to utilities in the proposed Project area are described, along with the
methodology and the regulatory framework that guided the evaluation of utility-related infrastructure.
Impacts to utilities and service systems that would result from the proposed Project are identified.
Information from the Gannett Fleming Utilities Engineering Report, August 2021, is incorporated into
Appendix Q: Utility Impact Data.
The Revised Initial Study (included in Appendix A.2 of this Recirculated Draft EIR) prepared prior to
preparation of the December 2020 Draft EIR utilizes the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Environmental Checklist to assess the Project’s potential environmental impacts on utilities and service
systems. For five of these screening thresholds, the Revised Initial Study found that the proposed Project
would have a “Less than Significant Impact;” thus, no further analyses of these topics were required in an

After circulation of the December 2020 Draft EIR for public review, the City revised the design of the

EIR. The following impacts do not require any additional analysis in this Recirculated Draft EIR:

proposed Project in response to consultation with key stakeholders in the community and comments

x

received on the December 2020 Draft EIR. Specific changes to the proposed Project include raising the

x

x

Potential impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on the proposed Project’s ability to comply
with wastewater treatment requirements of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
(LARWQCB) were determined to have a less-than-significant impact. Though the Project would
generate more wastewater than is currently generated within the footprint of the Project, pollutant
loads would be typical of urban wastewater already processed by the Los Angeles Bureau of
Sanitation’s Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP) and no significant impacts to wastewater
treatment requirements of the LAWQCB would occur.
Potential impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on the permitted capacity of water or
wastewater treatment facilities were determined to have a less-than-significant impact. Although
water and wastewater lines may need to be relocated, no aspect of the construction or operation of
the proposed Project would require new or expanded water or wastewater treatment facilities.
Potential impacts related to a substantial adverse effect on the availability of water supplies were
determined to have a less-than-significant impact. The City’s Urban Water Management Plan
determined that sufficient water supplies existed so that a nonwater-intensive project, such as the
Project, would not result in a strain on existing water supplies. Because water supplies in the area are
more than sufficient, impacts would be less than significant.
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height of the ATS guideway along Market Street to preserve existing views of historic buildings, relocating
the Prairie Avenue/Pincay Drive Station to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester
Boulevard , redesign of the proposed MSF to allow this facility to be located on the proposed site with a
new Vons store, and realignment of the guideway and stations on Prairie Avenue to the west side of Prairie
Avenue. As it relates to impacts to utilities, these changes include updated construction and operational
details which increased utility line conflicts with proposed Project columns. However, impacts would
remain less than significant with mitigation similar to the December 2020 Draft EIR.
These changes to the design of the proposed Project do not create the potential for significant impacts
related to the impacts above. The revised proposed Project would result in additional property acquisitions
that would require demolition prior to construction of the proposed Project. Additionally, the revised
proposed Project would include a Vons store replacement which would be developed prior to construction
of the proposed Project. These changes would not alter the level of significance for the impacts discussed
above.
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Impacts found to be less than significant are further discussed in Section 6.0: Other Environmental

Safe Drinking Water Act

Considerations of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) administers the Safe Drinking Water Act 2

Please see Section 8.0 for a glossary of terms, definitions, and acronyms used in this Recirculated Draft

(SDWA), which is the primary federal law that regulates the quality of drinking water and establishes
standards to protect public health and safety. The Department of Health Services (DHS) implements the

EIR.

requirements of the SDWA and oversees public water system quality Statewide. DHS establishes legal

4.14.2 METHODOLOGY

drinking water standards for contaminates that could threaten public health.

The analysis contained in this section represents identification of existing utilities based on information

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

and record drawings acquired from utility providers and the City. Obtained data included existing and
planned major utilities within the area of the proposed Project. Data and utility maps were prepared for
major identified utilities using existing information. A distance of 10 feet was used to identify utilities that
may be impacted from construction activities that involve excavation. All utility locations are approximate
based on best available map data. Available data did not provide for exact utility locations in terms of plan
and profile; rather, exact utility locations would be determined prior to construction by potholing, utilizing

The NPDES 3 is a program created to implement the Clean Water Act. In November 1990, USEPA published
final regulations that establish requirements for specific categories of industries, including construction
projects that encompass greater than or equal to 5 acres of land. The Phase II Rule became final in
December 1999, expanding regulated construction sites to those greater than or equal to 1 acre. The
regulations require that stormwater and nonstormwater runoff associated with construction activity,
which discharges either directly to surface waters or indirectly through municipal separate storm sewer

ground penetrating radar, and/or other methods.

systems (MS4), must be regulated by an NPDES permit.
The locations of Project components have been compared to the locations of existing utility infrastructure
to identify potential points of conflict. This analysis also considers the ability of the proposed Project to
avoid or reduce demand placed on utilities and service systems through conservation programs and

The EPA has delegated management of California’s NPDES program to the SWRCB and the nine RWQCB
offices, which grant permits to regulate point source discharges of industrial and municipal wastewater
into the waters of the United States. The NPDES program was established in 1972 to regulate the quality

efficiency features.

of effluent discharged from easily detected point sources of pollution such as wastewater treatment plants

4.14.3 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

and industrial discharges. The 1987 amendments to the Clean Water Act recognized the need to address

4.14.3.1 Federal Regulations and Directives

nonpoint-source stormwater runoff pollution and expanded the NPDES program to operators of municipal
separate MS4s, construction projects, and industrial facilities. 4

Clean Water Act
The Clean Water Act 1 established the basic structure for regulating discharges of pollutants into “waters
of the U.S.” The act specifies a variety of regulatory and nonregulatory tools to manage stormwater runoff.
Clean Water Act Section 402 is relevant to drainage within the footprint of the proposed Project. Section
402 regulates point- and nonpoint-source discharges to surface waters through the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program. In California, the State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB) oversees the NPDES program, which is administered by the regional water quality boards
(RWQCBs). The NPDES program provides for both general permits (those that cover a number of similar

The State of California adopted an NPDES Permit for General Construction Activity (Construction General
Permit) on September 2, 2009 (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ, as amended by 2010-0014-DWQ and 20120006-DWQ). 5 The last Construction General Permit amendment became effective on February 16, 2012.
The Construction General Permit regulates construction site storm water management. Dischargers whose
projects disturb one or more acres of soil, or whose projects disturb less than one acre but are part of a
larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one or more acres, are required to obtain
coverage under the general permit for discharges of storm water associated with construction activity.

or related activities) and individual permits.

1

USEPA, Summary of the Clean Water Act, accessed September 2021, https://www.epa.gov/laws-regulations/summaryclean-water-act.
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2
3
4
5

USEPA, Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), accessed September 2021, https://www.epa.gov/sdwa.
USEPA, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), accessed September 2021, https://www.epa.gov/npdes.
Clean Water Act, 33 Code of Federal Regulations, sec. 402(p) (2008).
State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), Storm Water, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtml.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.14-4

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

The proposed Project is under the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

implementing the federal SDWA and its updates, as well as California statutes and regulations related to

(LARWQCB), also known as Region 4. The SWRCB administers the NPDES permit program regulating

drinking water. As part of their efforts, the DDW inspects and provides regulatory oversight for public

stormwater from construction activities for projects greater than 1 acre in size. This is known as the

water systems within California. The RWQCB also has the responsibility for protecting the beneficial uses

General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities, Order No. 2009-0009-

of the State’s waters, including groundwater, and these include municipal drinking water supply, as well as

DWQ, as amended by Order No. 2012-0006-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS000002. 6

various other uses.

The main compliance requirement of NPDES permits is the development and implementation of a Storm

California Administrative Code Title 22, 9 establishes DDW authority and stipulates drinking water quality

Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The purpose of a SWPPP is to identify potential pollutants and

and monitoring standards. These standards are equal to, or more stringent than, the federal standards.

identify and implement appropriate stormwater pollution prevention measures to reduce or eliminate

Public water system operators are required to monitor their drinking water sources regularly for

discharge of pollutants to surface water from stormwater and nonstormwater discharges. Stormwater

microbiological, chemical, and radiological contaminants to show that drinking water supplies meet the

BMPs to be implemented during construction and grading, as well as post-construction BMPs, will be

regulatory requirements listed in California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 22 as primary maximum

outlined in the SWPPP prepared for the proposed Project.

contaminant levels.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

Recycled Water Policy (Policy for Water Quality Control for Recycled Water)

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 7 (RCRA) is the nation’s primary law governing the disposal

The Recycled Water Policy 10 was first adopted in 2009, and then subsequently amended in 2013 and 2018.

of solid and hazardous waste. The RCRA set national goals for reducing the amount of waste generated

The purpose of the Recycled Water Policy is to increase the use of recycled water from municipal

and for ensuring that wastes are managed in an environmentally sound manner. The Solid Waste Program

wastewater sources that meets the definition in California Water Code (CWC) section 13050(n), 11 in a

encourages states to develop comprehensive plans to manage nonhazardous industrial solid waste and

manner that implements federal and State water quality laws. More specifically, recycled water is the

municipal solid waste, sets criteria for municipal solid waste landfills, and prohibits the open dumping of

reuse of treated wastewater derived from municipal sources (i.e., water that is covered under CCR Title

solid waste. RCRA regulations encourage source reduction and recycling and promote the safe disposal of

22, Water Recycling Criteria). 12 The Recycled Water Policy provides goals for recycled water use in

municipal waste.

California, guidance for use of recycled water that considers protection of water quality, criteria for
streamlined permitting of recycled water projects, and requirements for monitoring recycled water for

4.14.3.2 State Regulations and Directives

constituents of emerging concern (CECs).

State Drinking Water Act

Title 22

The 2014 transfer of the California Department of Public Health Drinking Water Program 8 (DWP) to the
SWRCB brought with it not only the primary enforcement authority to enforce federal and State SDWAs,
and the regulatory oversight of approximately 8,000 public water systems throughout California, but also

The CWC requires the DDW to establish water reclamation criteria. In 1975, the DDW prepared Title 22 13
regulations to satisfy this requirement. Title 22 regulates production and use of reclaimed water in
California by establishing three categories of reclaimed water: primary effluent, secondary effluent and

the responsibility for completing the next Safe Drinking Water Plan.

tertiary effluent. Primary effluent typically includes grit removal and initial sedimentation or settling tanks.
With the transfer of DWP to the SWRCB, while the role and responsibility remained unchanged, the name
was changed to the Division of Drinking Water (DDW). DDW has been granted primary enforcement

9

responsibility for the federal SDWA. California enacted its own SDWA. The DDW is responsible for

10
11

6
7
8

SWRCB, Storm Water, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtml.
USEPA, Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Laws and Regulations, accessed September 2021,
https://www.epa.gov/rcra.
SWRCB, “Drinking Water Programs,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/drinking_water/programs/.
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12
13

California Department of Substances Control, Official California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Division 4.5, accessed
September 2021, https://dtsc.ca.gov/title22/.
SWRCB, Recycled Water Policy, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/water_recycling_policy/.
California Legislative Information, Water Code, accessed September 2021,
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=WAT&sectionNum=13050#:~:text=(d)%20%
E2%80%9CWaste%E2%80%9D%20includes,nature%20prior%20to%2C%20and%20for.
SWRCB, California Drinking Water-Related Laws, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/drinking_water/certlic/drinkingwater/Lawbook.html.
California Department of Substances Control, Official California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 22, Division 4.5, accessed
September 2021, https://dtsc.ca.gov/title22/.
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Secondary effluent is adequately disinfected, oxidized effluent, which typically involves aeration and

Senate Bill 7 of the Seventh Extraordinary Session of 2009

additional settling basins. Tertiary effluent is adequately disinfected, oxidized, coagulated, clarified,

SB 1 (or SB X7 1) 16 from the Extraordinary Legislative Session of the fall of 2009 established a statutory

filtered effluent which typically involves filtration and chlorination. In addition to defining reclaimed water
uses, Title 22 also defines requirements for sampling and analysis of effluent and specifies design
requirements for treatment facilities.

framework intended to achieve the co-equal goals of providing a more reliable water supply to California
and restoring and enhancing the Sacramento-San Joaquin River Delta ecosystem. The co-equal goals will
be achieved in a manner that protects the unique cultural, recreational, natural resource, and agricultural
values of the Delta.

California Green Buildings Standards Code
Adopted in 2010, and updated annually, the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen) is found

The Water Conservation Act of 2009 (SB X7-7) amended and repealed CWC section 10631.5 to add Part

in Part 11, Title 24 of the CCR. 14 The purpose of CALGreen is to cause a reduction in GHG emissions;

2.55 (commencing with section 10608) 17 to CWC Division 6, and repealed and added Part 2.8

promote environmentally responsible, cost effective, healthier places to live and work; and reduce energy

(commencing with section 10800) of CWC Division 6, relating to water. Specific text from CWC Part 2.55

and water consumption. CALGreen identifies mandatory building measures and voluntary measures that

for urban water suppliers as it relates to water conservation and water use efficiencies is listed below.

may be incorporated into the design of buildings. Relative to water usage, CALGreen contains specific
requirements for plumbing fixtures and general requirements for indoor and outdoor water usage.
Effective January 1, 2017, CALGreen requires developers of newly constructed buildings to develop a waste
management plan to divert 65 percent of the construction waste generated by construction. Builders or
developers are required to submit a construction waste management plan to the appropriate jurisdiction’s
enforcement agency.

Urban Water Management Planning Act

Specifically, SB X7-7 from this Extraordinary Session requires each urban retail water supplier to develop
urban water use targets to help meet the 20 percent reduction goal by 2020 (20x2020), and an interim
water reduction target by 2015.

Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, CCR Title 23, Waters Division 2,
Department of Water Resources Chapter 2.7
In 2015, Executive Order B-29-15 18 charged DWR with revising the 2010 MWELO to increase water

of 1983 requires all public water

efficiency standards for new and retrofitted landscapes through encouraging the use of more efficient

suppliers that provide municipal and industrial water to more than 3,000 customers, or supply more than

irrigation systems, graywater usage, and stormwater capture, and by limiting the portion of landscapes

3,000 acre-feet per year (AFY) of water, to prepare and adopt a UWMP. The UWMP must be prepared

that can be covered in turf. The Executive Order B-29-15 also required that agencies report on their

every 5 years and submitted to the Department of Water Resources (DWR) for review. A UWMP is intended

implementation and enforcement of local ordinances.

to forecast future water demand and supply under normal and dry conditions. The Urban Water

Making Conservation a Way of Life, Implementing Executive Order B-37-16

The State of California’s Urban Water Management Planning

Act 15

Management Planning Act has been modified several times in response to water shortages, droughts, and
other factors. The Water Conservation Act of 2009 amended the Urban Water Management Act to call for

In 2018 the California State Legislature enacted two policy bills: SB 606 and Assembly Bill (AB) 1168 19 to

a Statewide reduction of 20 percent in urban water use by the year 2020. An amendment in 2014 requires

establish a new foundation for long-term improvements in water conservation goals and drought planning

water suppliers to provide narrative descriptions of their water demand management measures and

to adapt to the longer and more intense droughts climate change is causing in California.

account for system water losses.

14 California Department of General Services, CalGreen, accessed September 2021,
https://www.dgs.ca.gov/BSC/Resources/Page-Content/Building-Standards-Commission-Resources-List-Folder/CALGreen.
15 California Legislature, Urban Water Management Planning Act (Division 6 Part 2.6 of the Water Code §§10610 – 10656).
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16 California Legislative Information, SB-1 Public resources, accessed September 2021,
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=200920107SB1.
17 SWRCB, SB X7-7, accessed September 2021, https://water.ca.gov/Programs/Water-Use-And-Efficiency/SB-X7-7.
18 SWRCB, Governor's Conservation Executive Orders and Proclamations, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/executive_orders.html.
19 SWRCB, California Statutes Making Conservation a California Way of Life, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/conservation_portal/california_statutes.html.
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Collectively, these efforts provide a road map for all Californians to work together to ensure that we will

to be followed and guidelines for various activities involved in managing, operating, maintaining, repairing,

have enough water now and in the future. The 2018 legislation applies to the actions of DWR, the SWRCB,

replacing and expanding the sewer system. 22

and water suppliers.

California Water Resources Control Board Low Impact Development Policy
Urban water suppliers must stay within annual water budgets based on these standards for their service
areas. The 2018 legislation also supports drought planning. In urban areas, drought plans will be primarily
led by local water suppliers. DWR and the SWRCB will develop recommendations to strengthen drought
planning in rural areas and areas served by small water systems by coordinating with counties and other
stakeholders.

The SWRCB adopted the Low Impact Development (LID) Policy 23 which, at its core, promotes the idea of
“sustainability” as a key parameter to be prioritized during the design and planning process for future
development. The SWRCB has directed its staff to consider sustainability in all future policies, guidelines,
and regulatory actions. LID is a proven approach to manage stormwater. The RWQCBs are advancing LID
in California in various ways, including provisions for LID requirements in renewed Phase I municipal

Sustainable Groundwater Management Act

stormwater NPDES permits.

The Sustainable Groundwater Management Act 20 (SGMA) is a legislative package to establish a framework

California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939)

for sustainable groundwater management that can be planned for, implemented, and maintained without
undesirable results in the future.

In response to reduced landfill capacities, the State of California passed AB 939, the California Integrated
Waste Management Act, 24 in 1989. This legislation requires cities and counties to reduce the amount of

SGMA requires governments and water agencies of high and medium priority basins to halt overdraft and
bring groundwater basins into balanced levels of pumping and recharge. Under SGMA, these basins should
reach sustainability within 20 years of implementing their sustainability plans. For critically over-drafted
basins that will be 2040. For the remaining high and medium priority basins, 2042 is the deadline. In his
signing statement, the governor emphasized that “groundwater management in California is best
accomplished locally.” Through the Sustainable Groundwater Management Program, DWR provides
ongoing support to local agencies through guidance and financial and technical assistance.

solid waste entering existing landfills through recycling, reuse, and waste prevention efforts. AB 939 also
established the California Integrated Waste Management Board (CIWMB), the State agency designated to
oversee, manage, and track California’s solid waste generation each year. AB 939 requires jurisdictions to
maintain 50 percent waste diversion. The purpose of AB 939 is to “reduce, recycle, and reuse solid waste
generated in the State to the maximum extent feasible.” AB 939 requires jurisdictions to utilize “integrated
waste management,” which includes a variety of waste management practices to handle the municipal
solid waste stream safely and effectively, with the least adverse impact on human health and the
environment.

SGMA empowers local agencies to form Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSAs) to manage basins
sustainably and requires those GSAs to adopt Groundwater Sustainability Plans (GSPs) for crucial

CalRecycle is the State of California department concerned with the State’s recycling and waste reduction
efforts, including the implementation of AB 939. Officially known as the Department of Resource Recycling

groundwater basins in California.

and Recovery, CalRecycle is a part of the California Natural Resources Agency and administers programs

Sewer System Management Plan

formerly managed by the California Integrated Waste Management Board and Division of Recycling.

The federal Clean Water Act requires the City to adopt a wastewater facilities plan in accordance with
USEPA Rules and Regulations, 40 CFR, Section 35.917. In addition, the Statewide General Waste Discharge
Requirements 21 (WDRs) for publicly owned sanitary sewer systems requires the City to develop and
implement a Sewer System Management Plan (SSMP). In 2015, the City adopted the Sewer System
Management Plan in order to comply with State and federal requirements, setting forth goals and actions

20 California Department of Water Resources, “SGMA Groundwater Management,” accessed September 2021,
https://water.ca.gov/Programs/Groundwater-Management/SGMA-Groundwater-Management.
21 SWRCB, Waste Discharge Requirements Program, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/waste_discharge_requirements/.
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22 City of Inglewood, Sewer System Management Plan, August 31, 2015,accessed September 2021,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/986/Sewer-System-Management-Plan-PDF.
23 SWRCB, Low Impact Development – Sustainable Storm Water Management, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/low_impact_development/.
24 CalRecycle, Enforcement, accessed September 2021, https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/lgcentral/enforcement.
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California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991 (AB 1327)

efforts, while ensuring that products are designed for the environment and have the potential to be

The California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, 25 as amended, requires each local

repaired, reused, or recycled. The Zero Waste California program promotes the goals of market

jurisdiction to adopt an ordinance requiring commercial, industrial, or institutional buildings; marinas; or
residential buildings having five or more living units to provide an adequate storage area for the collection
and removal of recyclable materials. The sizes of these storage areas are to be determined by the

development, recycled product procurement, and research and development of new and sustainable
technologies.

4.14.3.3 Regional Regulations and Directives

appropriate jurisdictions’ ordinance. If no such ordinance exists with the jurisdiction, the CalRecycle model
ordinance shall take effect. The City of Los Angeles passed such an ordinance in 1997.

Metropolitan Water District of Southern California Planning Efforts
The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) is a regional wholesaler that

Assembly Bill 341

delivers water to 26-member public agencies—14 cities, 11 municipal water districts, one county water

AB 341, 26 which took effect on July 1, 2012, was designed to help meet California’s recycling goal of 75

authority—which, in turn provide water to 19 million people in Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San

percent by the year 2020. AB 341 makes “a legislative declaration that it is the policy goal of the State that

Bernardino, San Diego, and Ventura counties. 28 Metropolitan is governed by a 38-member board of

not less than 75 percent of solid waste generated be source reduced, recycled, or composted by the year

directors who represent their respective member agencies ensuring each member agency is part of the

2020.” AB 341 requires a business, defined to include a commercial or public entity that generates more

governance of Metropolitan. The West Basin Municipal Water District’s (WBMWD) water supply is

than 4 cubic yards of commercial solid waste per week or a multifamily residential dwelling of 5 units or

predominantly supplied through imported water from Metropolitan, 29 which, in turn supplies the City

more to arrange for recycling services. Such business/residential development must: 1) source separate

with potable water (approximately 67 percent of its supply as recently as 2020). 30 Metropolitan has

recyclable materials from the solid waste they are discarding, and either self-haul or arrange for separate

undertaken a number of planning and reporting efforts focused on regional water supply reliability,

collection of the recyclables; and 2) subscribe to a service that includes mixed waste processing that yields

including as follows:

diversion results comparable to source separation.

Integrated Water Resources Plan

Construction and Demolition Waste Materials Diversion Requirements (SB 1374)

The Integrated Water Resources Plan (IRP) is a blueprint for long-term water supply reliability in Southern

Construction and Demolition Waste Materials Diversion Requirements 27 passed in 2002 added Section

California. It was first developed in 1996 to address the complexity of developing, maintaining, and

42912 to the California Public Resources Code. SB 1374 requires that jurisdictions include in their annual

delivering water to meet changing demands in the face of growing challenges. It established targets for a

AB 939 report a summary of the progress made in diverting construction and demolition waste. The

diversified portfolio of supply investments. Water Tomorrow works to balance the use of local resources

legislation also requires that CalRecycle adopt a model ordinance for diverting 50 to 75 percent of all

and conservation with imported supplies to meet future needs. 31 The IRP has been updated several times

construction and demolition waste from landfills.

since its inception.

Zero Waste California

The most recent update occurred in 2015 and focused on ascertaining how conditions have changed in

Zero Waste California is a State program launched by CalRecycle in 2002 to promote a new vision for the
management of solid waste. Zero Waste provides that wasting resources is inefficient and that the efficient

the region since 2010 when the last IRP was adopted. The 2015 Update involved developing new reliability
targets to meet the evolving outlook of the region’s reliability needs, assessing strategies for managing

use of natural resources should be achieved. The concept requires maximizing existing recycling and reuse

25 California Legislative Information, California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991 [42900 - 42912] ,
accessed September 2021,
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&division=30.&title=&part=3.&chapter=18.
&article=1.
26 CalRecycle, Mandatory Commercial Recycling, accessed September 2021,
https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/recycle/commercial.
27 CalRecycle, Construction and Demolition (C&D) Diversion Informational Guide, accessed September 2021,
https://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/lgcentral/library/canddmodel.
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28 Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, “Overview,” accessed September 2021,
http://www.mwdh2o.com/WhoWeAre/Mission/Pages/default.aspx.
29 West Basin Municipal Water District (WBMWD), 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, September 2021.
30 City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
31 Metropolitan, “Planning Documents,” accessed September 2021,
http://www.mwdh2o.com/AboutYourWater/Planning/Planning-Documents/Pages/default.aspx.
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short and long-term uncertainty and communicating technical findings. The 2015 IRP Update also

x

Building strategic alliances; and

identified areas where policy development and implementation approaches are needed. 32

x

Advancing water efficiency standards.

Urban Water Management Plan

West Basin Municipal Water District Planning Efforts

Metropolitan’s 2020 UWMP 33 describes and evaluates sources of water supply, efficient uses of water,

The WBMWD is a wholesale water agency that provides imported drinking water to 17 cities and

demand management measures, implementation strategies and schedules, and other relevant

unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County throughout its 185 square mile service area. 36 WBMWD

information and programs. The plan is updated every 5 years.

currently manages a water supply portfolio that includes imported water from the Colorado River and

Information from Metropolitan’s UWMP is used by local water suppliers in the preparation of their own
plans. The information included in Metropolitan’s UWMP represents the district’s most current planning
projections of demand and supply capability developed through a collaborative process with the member
agencies.

Northern California, locally-produced recycled water, desalted groundwater and conserved water.
WBMWD develops viable plans and initiatives to ensure reliability of the region's water supplies and work
to reduce the region's dependence on imported water by expanding the local water supply portfolio in an
economically feasible manner. As mentioned previously, WBMWD supplies the City with 80 percent of its
potable water supply. WBMWD has undertaken a number of planning and reporting efforts focused on

Water Surplus and Drought Management Plan

regional water supply reliability, including as follows:

Metropolitan’s Water Surplus and Drought Management Plan 34 was developed to outline policies that

Water Use Report

guide water surplus and shortage management and establish a basis for dealing with shortages in an
equitable and efficient manner. It provides policy guidance for managing regional water supplies during
surplus and shortage conditions. It identifies a sequence of management actions to minimize the
probability of severe shortages and reduce the possibility of extreme shortages and water allocations.
Each year Metropolitan evaluates available water supplies and existing water storage levels to determine

The WBMWD Water Use Report, 37 last completed for FY 2016–2017, outlines the WBMWD service area;
accomplishments and strategies regarding finance, water recycling operations; the capital improvement
program; public information; water policy and resource development; conservation; the water quality
monitoring program; water use tabulations; facilities overview; and water rates.

the appropriate management actions identified in the WSDM Plan.

Drought Rationing Plan

Long-Term Conservation Plan

Based closely on Metropolitan’s methodology, WBMWD’s Drought Rationing Plan model, 38 adopted by

Metropolitan’s Long-term Conservation Plan 35 provides a framework for achieving the water use
efficiency goals in the 2010 Integrated Resources Plan. Through market transformation, the plan seeks to
reduce per capita water use 20 percent by 2020 using several key strategies:

the Board of Directors in April 2009 and amended in March 2015, determines each customer agency’s
share of WBMWD’s allocation from MWD. Fairness in allocation and minimizing regional hardship to retail
water consumers remained central themes in the development of a specific formula for allocating
shortages across Southern California. The formula uses different adjustments and credits to balance

x

Providing incentives to guide consumer choice;

impacts of shortage at the retail level, where local supplies can vary dramatically, and provide equity on

x

Encouraging action through outreach and education;

the wholesale level among member agencies. It also attempts to take into account; growth in demand,

x

Developing regional technical capabilities;

local investments, changes in local supply conditions, the reduction in potable water demand from
recycled water, and the implementation of water conservation programs.

32 Metropolitan, “Planning Documents,” accessed September 2021,
http://www.mwdh2o.com/AboutYourWater/Planning/Planning-Documents/Pages/default.aspx.
33 Metropolitan, “Planning Documents,” accessed September 2021,
http://www.mwdh2o.com/AboutYourWater/Planning/Planning-Documents/Pages/default.aspx.
34 Metropolitan, “Planning Documents,” accessed September 2021,
http://www.mwdh2o.com/AboutYourWater/Planning/Planning-Documents/Pages/default.aspx.
35 Metropolitan, “Planning Documents,” accessed September 2021,
http://www.mwdh2o.com/AboutYourWater/Planning/Planning-Documents/Pages/default.aspx.
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36 WBMWD, “About Us,” accessed September 2021, http://www.westbasin.org/about-us.
37 WBMWD, Water Use Report: Fiscal Year 2016–2017, November 9, 2017.
38 WBMWD, “Reports & Plans,” accessed September 2021, http://www.westbasin.org/policy-planning/reports-plans.
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Urban Water Management Plan

County of Los Angeles Integrated Waste Management Plan

In compliance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act, WBMWD’s 2020 Urban Water

The County of Los Angeles Integrated Waste Management Plan 43 (CoIWMP), approved by the CIWMB in

Management Plan 39 provides a detailed summary of present and future water resources and demands

June 1999, is a set of planning documents that sets forth a regional approach for the management of solid

within WBMWD’s service area and assesses West Basin’s water resource needs. Specifically, the UWMP

waste through source reduction, recycling and composting, and environmentally safe transformation and

provides water supply planning for a 25-year planning period in five-year increments and identifies water

disposal. The CoIWMP recognizes that landfills will remain an integral part of the County’s solid waste

supplies needed to meet existing and future demands. The demand analysis must identify supply reliability

management system in the foreseeable future and ensures that the waste management practices of cities

under three hydrologic conditions: an average year, a single dry year, and multiple dry years. West Basin’s

and other jurisdictions in the County are consistent with the solid waste diversion goals of AB 939. The

2020 UWMP updates the 2015 UWMP in compliance with the requirements of the UWMPA.

ColWMP includes approaches such as source reduction, recycling and composting programs, household
hazardous waste management programs, and public education awareness programs. The plan concludes

Enhanced Watershed Management Programs (EWMP)

that landfill disposal will remain an integral part of the waste management system and calls for the

The Los Angeles County MS4 Permit 40 allows Permittees the flexibility to develop Watershed Management

establishment of 50 years of in-County permitted landfill capacity, as well as the County’s support for the

Programs (WMPs) or Enhanced Watershed Management Programs (EWMPs) to implement the

development of disposal facilities out of the County.

requirements of the Permit on a watershed scale through customized strategies, control measures, and
best management practices (BMPs). Participation in a Watershed Management Program is voluntary and
allows a Permittee to address the highest watershed priorities. The City is a Permittee to the following two
EWMPs: the Ballona Creek Watershed EWMP and the Dominguez Channel Watershed Management Area

The County continually evaluates landfill needs and capacity through the preparation of the CoIWMP
annual reports. Within each annual report, future landfill disposal needs over the next 15-year planning
horizon are addressed, in part, by determining the available landfill capacity. Landfill capacity is
determined by several factors, including: (1) the expiration of various landfill permits (e.g., land use

EWMP.

permits, waste discharge requirements permits, solid waste facilities permits, and air quality permits); (2)

Los Angeles County Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan
Development in the City is subject to the Los Angeles County Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation
Plan 41

(SUSMP), adopted March 2000, which provides drainage regulations for specific types of

development projects.

boundary; and (3) operational constraints. The most recent annual report is the 2019 report, completed
in September 2020.
As part of the CoIWMP, the County prepared the Countywide Siting Element, which identifies goals,

The County lists example BMPs to be implemented that would aid in stormwater drainage; examples of
these include using minimum pavement widths and permeable pavement, directing of rooftop runoff to
pervious areas, and including vegetated swales and strips and infiltration basins throughout the

policies, and strategies for the proper planning and siting of solid waste disposal and transformation
facilities for the next 15 years. The Siting Element was approved by CalRecycle in June 1998. The County is
currently updating the Siting Element to reflect remaining landfill disposal capacities and the County’s
current strategy for maintaining adequate disposal capacities. The Los Angeles County Department of

development. 42

Public Works is currently revising the Siting Element. 44

39 WBMWD, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, June 2021.
40 SWRCB, Storm Water-Municipal Permits, accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles/water_issues/programs/stormwater/municipal/.
41 SWRCB, Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP), accessed September 2021,
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangeles/water_issues/programs/stormwater/susmp/susmp_details.shtml.
42 County of Los Angeles, Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan For Los Angeles County and Cities In Los Angeles
County, March 8, 2000.
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43 Los Angeles County Public Works, County of Los Angeles Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan, accessed
September 2021, https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/swims/ShowDoc.aspx?id=14372&hp=yes&type=PDF.
44 Los Angeles County Public Works, “Countywide Siting Element,” accessed September 2021,
https://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/cse/AboutUs/.
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Inglewood Municipal Code

City of Inglewood General Plan

City of Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC) Stormwater Management and Discharge Control, Section 10-208,

The City General Plan Conservation Element contains several policies related to water production and
wastewater that can assist in the maintenance of water standards and the efficient utilization of water as

Low Impact Development Requirements for New Development and Redevelopment 47 provides for the use
of LID requirements and additional revisions pursuant to the NPDES permit requirements for the municipal
separate sewer system. Among the provisions of the LID ordinance are requirements for existing

a scarce resource. These policies fall under the following three categories: 45

properties, industrial/commercial and construction activities to prevent runoff and the maintenance of a
x

x

x

Protect aquifers and water sources by preventing contamination of ground water from surface
contaminants and treating ground water pumped from City wells to ensure the water meets safe
drinking water standards.

Low-Impact Development (LID) Standards Manual (LID Manual) 48 for development and redevelopment
activities within the City. Appropriate erosion-control BMPs may include but are not limited to silt fencing,
fiber rolls, sandbag barriers, gravel bag berms, stabilized construction site entrances/exits, and any other

Reduce the ever-increasing demand being placed on the aquifers and on the Statewide water sources
through cumulative conservation efforts, reuse of water, and using reclaimed water where potable
water is not needed (namely, irrigation and landscaping).

practices laid out in the City’s LID Manual.

Maintain a water quality monitoring system to ensure continues compliance with State standards.

each public sewer must be such as to provide at all times sufficient capacity for peak flow rates of

In regard to wastewater, IMC Section 10-89, 49 Determination of Capacity, states that the size and grade of
discharge. The Public Works Director shall determine what capacity is necessary in each public sewer to

Further, the General Plan Conservation Element includes the following policies related to stormwater

provide for the proper collection of sewage in the City. In the event a lot in the City is to undergo

relevant to the proposed Project:

development or redevelopment, and the anticipated sewage from the proposed use is found by the Public

x

Visit businesses to educate owners about stormwater regulations and the penalties for illegally
dumping into storm drains.

x

Require periodic sweeping to remove oil, grease, and debris from parking lots of 25 spaces or more.

x

Increase the frequency of sampling storm drain pollution by County agencies to assess which
measures are more successful.

x

Works Director to exceed the capacity available in the public sewer, the building permit for such
development or redevelopment shall not be issued until such time as capacity in the public sewer is
available or can be made available before the building is occupied.

Continue to stencil warnings over individual storm drain openings that advise against discarding litter
into the drains.

IMC Section 10-89, 50 Determination of Capacity, establishes a basis for computing average daily flow to
the sanitary sewer. All other land uses not included are classified by the occupancy it most nearly
resembles as determined by the Public Works Director or computed by him or her in accordance with the
anticipated use. The daily flow to the sanitary sewer for a building containing mixed occupancies is
determined by adding the peak flow characteristics of the various occupancies as set forth in the above

Additionally, the General Plan Conservation Element discusses ways to achieve solid waste conservation.

table. The daily flow from a room or building which is used for different occupancies at different times as

This includes conserving remaining landfill capacity and reducing the generation of waste materials

determined by the occupancy which gives the largest peak flow.

through measures such as charging for refuse pickup by weight for commercial and industrial businesses
and residences, instituting commercial and residential curbside recycling pickup services, linking waste
generators with commercial recyclers, and educating the public about the benefits of composting. 46

City Ordinance No. 18-10 51 established a Construction and Demolition Recycling Program (CDRP) which
requires applicants to divert a minimum of 65 percent, or the State-mandated diversion percentage,
whichever is greater, of the Construction and Demolition Debris from all covered projects as defined in
IMC Section 7-63, 100 percent of land clearing debris from nonresidential newly constructed buildings,
47 City of Inglewood, IMC, Ordinance No. 15-14 revised Article 16 of “Chapter 10, Stormwater Management and Discharge
Control,” Section 10-208, Low Impact Development Requirements for New Development and Redevelopment.
48 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, “Chapter 10, Article 16, Stormwater Management and Discharge Control,” Section
10-208, Low Impact Development Requirements for New Development and Redevelopment.
49 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, “Chapter 10, Article 7, Sewer Connect, Section 10-89. Determination of Capacity.”
50 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, “Chapter 10, Article 7, Sewer Connect, Section 10-89. Determination of Capacity.”
51 Inglewood, California, Municipal Code, “Chapter 7, Article 7, Construction and Demolition Recycling Program (CDRP).”

45 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997).
46 City of Inglewood General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997).
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and all universal waste from nonresidential and alteration projects, in compliance with State and local

Council approved the use of recycled water for street sweeping and sewer flushing purposes. The City

statutory goals and policies and to create a mechanism to secure compliance with the stated diversion

purchases approximately 700 acre-feet per year (AFY) of recycled water on average per year.

requirement.
The City has two reservoirs: North Inglewood and Morningside. The North Inglewood Reservoir was

City of Inglewood Urban Water Management Plan

constructed in 1974 and has a total capacity of 4.6 million gallons; the North Inglewood Reservoir is a

In compliance with the Urban Water Management Planning Act 52 (Water Code Section 10610-10610.4),
the City most recently adopted the 2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) which serves as a
master plan for water supply and resources management consistent with the City’s goals and objectives. 53
The UWMP provides a framework for long term water planning and informs the public of the suppliers’

covered, underground concrete water storage reservoir with an associated pump station containing four
pumps. The Morningside Reservoir, currently out of service due to structural issues, was constructed in
1954 and has a total capacity of 16 million gallons. This facility is an above-ground, concrete water storage
reservoir with an associated pump station containing ten pumps.

plans to ensure adequate water supplies for existing and future demands. The UWMP projects sufficient

The Sanford M. Anderson Treatment Plant (Anderson Treatment Plant), located in northern Inglewood,

supply to meet all reliability requirements.

processes raw groundwater pumped from the City’s wells for the removal of iron and manganese 56 and
monitors water for 103 federally-regulated possible contaminants. 57 The Anderson Treatment Plant has a

4.14.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS

treatment capacity of 8.64 million gallons per day (mgd) and storage capacity of 500,000 gallons. Treated

The existing utility and service system infrastructure networks are described herein pertaining to water

groundwater leaving the Anderson Treatment Plant is pumped into one of the two storage reservoirs,

supply and demand, wastewater, stormwater, and solid waste. Current demands placed on these systems

when active. While in route to the reservoirs, treated water supply from the MWD enters through the two

and their respective carrying capacities are identified. In addition, existing conditions relative to specific

imported water connections and blends with the treated groundwater leaving the Anderson Treatment

utility locations in the area.

Plant. Water is then distributed from the City reservoirs to users.

4.14.4.1 City of Inglewood

In 2020, 67 percent of the City’s potable water supply—5,972 acre-feet (af)—came from imported water

Water Supply and Demand

purchased from MWD through its regional water supplier and the WBMWD. The remaining 33 percent of
the City’s potable water supply came from groundwater pumping from the West Coast Groundwater Basin

City of Inglewood Water Supply Overview

(Basin) and the purchase of recycled water from the WBMWD for nonpotable uses (2,312 af and 806 af,

The City’s potable water system includes 156 miles of pipe varying in diameter from 2 to 42 inches, four

respectively). Recycle water is distributed to 35 recycled water users within the City, constituting

groundwater wells, two booster pump stations, a groundwater treatment plant, two reservoirs, two

approximately 9 percent of its total water supply.

imported water connections to Metropolitan, and a total of eight emergency interties with the Los Angeles
The amount of water the City is permitted to pump from the Basin is limited by a 1961 Order of the Los

DWP and the Golden State Water Company (GSWC). 54

Angeles Superior Court (adjudication) to 4,450 AFY. Generally, the City is entitled to pump up to its
The City provides water to 86 percent of the residences and businesses in the City. Water is provided in

maximum allowable extraction right along with any carryover or unused water rights from the previous

the remaining areas by Golden State Water Company and Cal America Water. 55 The water provided by the

years and any net leases or exchanges of water rights per agreements with other parties owning those

City is pumped from City-owned wells, treated, and blended with water purchased from the

rights. 58

WBMWD through MWD pipe connections. The City also purchases recycled water from WBMWD which is
used for irrigation and landscaping purposes at City parks, cemeteries, and schools. Recently, the City

In 2020, the City pumped 3,062 AFY of water from the Basin, which left 1,388 AFY (32 percent) of the City’s
water pumping rights unused. With well rehabilitation and new construction, City groundwater production
capacity is forecast to maintain approximately 2,200 AFY through 2045. The City will rehabilitate and

52
53
54
55

Urban Water Management Planning Act, Water Code Section 10610-10610.4.
City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
City of Inglewood. Water Works. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/463/Water-Works.
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56 City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
57 City of Inglewood, “Water Works,” accessed September 2021, https://www.cityofinglewood.org/463/Water-Works.
58 City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.14-20

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

replace wells as required to maintain average annual well supply at approximately 4,450 AFY. 59 Due to

generate water demand for building operation as well as landscaping irrigation. These uses total

the Basin adjudication, groundwater supplies are actively managed pursuant to regulations that prevent

approximately 303,023 SF of operational space.

the occurrence of overdraft conditions. Under multiple dry year conditions, imported supplies can be
In the absence of any standard water usage factors, water consumption estimates were developed for

purchased to meet an annual increase in demand.

long-term existing operational use based on land use wastewater generation factors developed by the Los
The City’s UWMP provides projections for water supply and demand for years 2025 through 2045. In 2025,

Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD), with 20 percent added to account for evaporation and

for multiple dry water year (5-year) conditions it is estimated that the City would have a total water supply

absorption losses. As shown in Table 4.14-2: Water Demand from Existing Uses to be Removed, notes

(including recycled water) of 12,000 AFY and a total demand of 11,510 AFY. Furthermore, it is forecasted

that currently existing uses to be removed consume approximately 77,862 gallons of water per day (gpd)

that the WBMWD would have a water surplus for all years through 2045 during normal year, single dry

or 0.08 million gallons per day (mgd); this is equivalent to 87.2 AFY. It should be noted that prior to

year, and multiple dry year conditions. The City’s projected water supplies and demands in multiple dry

construction of the proposed Project, a new Vons store would be developed to replace the existing store

years are shown in Table 4.14-1: Projected Water Supply and Demand in Multiple Dry Years. Given

located on the site for the proposed MSF, which would have a demand of approximately 8,352 gpd (9.36

WBMWD’s determination that it can meet all full-service demands of its member agencies through 2045

afy) of water.

with surplus supplies, and the City’s goal to regularly upgrade and rehabilitate its well supply system to
maintain groundwater supply equivalent to its groundwater rights of 4,500 AFY, it is projected the City can
meet all normal year, single dry year, and multiple dry year demands through the year 2045. 60

Wastewater
The City served a population of approximately 118,000 in 2008. 61 The City’s Public Works Department
manages the City’s sanitary sewer collection system. The sewer collection system consists of about 145

Table 4.14-1

miles of gravity sewer pipe ranging in size from 4 to 16 inches in diameter and approximately 3,100

Projected Water Supply and Demand in Multiple Dry Years
2025

2030

2035

2040

2045

pipes sized at 8-inch in diameter. The majority of the existing sewer system was constructed before 1960.

afy

Due to the general age of the sewer system, the City is implementing a proactive sewer rehabilitation

Total Supply

12,000

12,000

12,000

12,000

12,000

Total Demand

11,510

11,593

11,702

11,831

11,975

490

407

298

169

25

Difference

manholes. The sewers are primarily constructed of vitrified clay pipe with approximately 95 percent of the

program that prioritizes and replaces sewer lines that have been identified as deficient, through its sewer
inspection program. The City inspected 91 miles of sewer lines (62 percent of the system) in 2008 and is
initiating a new inspection program for the remaining portion of the sewer system so that needed

Source: City of Inglewood 2020 UWMP.

rehabilitation of sewer lines can be identified. In addition, the City performs video inspection of its entire
sewer system every 5 years.

Existing Water Consumption
The proposed Project is located within a heavily developed area of the City which utilizes water supplies
for a variety of land uses. Moreover, there are several existing developments which contribute to existing
water demand that would be removed and demolished as part of the proposed Project. Specifically,
development of the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station would remove a variety of commercial,
restaurant, and retail uses. Additionally, development of the MSF site would result in the reconstruction
of a grocery store and removal of a gas station. The proposed Project would require a number of full and
partial property acquisitions and easements or leases for construction and operation of the guideway,
stations, MSF, and other support facilities included in the proposed Project. These existing uses currently

4.14-21

larger streets and convey sewage to LACSD sewage treatment plants. There are approximately 203
connections to the LACSD, which convey the City’s wastewater out of the City to the south and continue
to flow by gravity to the LACSD Joint Water Pollution Control Plant located in the City of Carson for
treatment and disposal. 62 The JWPCP facility processes both primary and secondary treatment for an
average flow of 256.8 MGD with a design capacity of 400 MGD. Prior to discharge, the treated wastewater
is disinfected with sodium hypochlorite and sent to the Pacific Ocean through a network of outfalls. These

61 City of Inglewood, 2015 Sewer System Management Plan, August 31, 2015.
62 City of Inglewood, 2015 Sewer System Management Plan, August 31, 2015.

59 City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
60 City of Inglewood, 2020 Urban Water Management Plan, July 2021.
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outfalls extend 1½ miles off the coast of Southern California into the Palos Verdes Peninsula to a depth of

Existing Wastewater Generation

200 feet. 63

There are several existing developments which contribute to existing wastewater generation that would
be demolished as previously noted. Wastewater generation estimates were developed for long-term

Table 4.14-2

existing operational use by LACSD. Table 4.14-3: Wastewater Generation from Existing Uses to be

Water Demand from Existing Uses to be Removed
Daily
Demand
(gpd)

Daily
Demand
(mgd)

Annual
Demand
(afy)

1,200
120

1,400.0
5,714.4
5,529.6
5,280.0

1.61
6.40
6.19
5.91

12,300 SF

390

4,797.0

0.001
0.006
0.006
0.005
0.005

22,194 SF
5,000 SF

120
120

2,663.3
600.0

2.98
0.67

25,500 SF

390

9,945.0

0.003
0.001
0.010

Property Address

Use Type

Quantity

310 E. Florence Ave
300 E. Florence Ave
254 N. Market St
250 N. Market St

1,200 SF
4,762 SF
4,608 SF
44,000 SF

150 S. Market St

Restaurant
Restaurant
Restaurant
Auto Service
Shopping
Center
Store
Store
Shopping
Center
Shopping
Center
Store

500 E. Manchester Blvd

Supermarketb

240 N. Market St
230 N. Market St
224 N. Market St
222 N. Market St
210 N. Market St

510 E. Manchester Blvd
401 South Prairie
Avenue
923 South Prairie Ave
945 South Prairie Ave
1003 South Prairie Ave
1011 South Prairie Ave

Gas Station
Office
Store
Office
Office
Office

Demand
Factor
(GPD/1,000 SF)a
1,200
1,200

7,348 SF

390

2,865.7

16,575 SF

120

1,989.0

76,402 SF

180

202 SF

120

28,029 SF

240

6,727

9,744 SF

120

1,169.3

24.2

<0.001

0.03

0.007

7.54

0.001

1.31
2.25

1,325.3

0.001

1.48

263.52

<0.001

0.30

11,771.0

0.012

13.19

240

1,098 SF

240
390

Total

—

303,023
SF

—

2.23

0.002

5,522 SF

30,182 SF

3.21

15.40

2,005.7

Shopping
Center

11.14

13,752.4

240

77,862.3

0.078

Table 4.14-3
Wastewater Generation from Existing Uses to be Removed

Property Address

Use Type

Quantity

Generation
Factor
(GPD/1,000
SF)

310 E. Florence Ave
300 E. Florence Ave
254 N. Market St
250 N. Market St

Restaurant
Restaurant
Restaurant
Auto Service
Shopping
Center

1,200 SF
4,762 SF
4,608 SF
44,000 SF

1,000
1,000
1,000
100

5.37

0.002
0.014

8,357 SF

1035 South Prairie Ave

0.003

Removed notes that currently existing uses within the footprint of the proposed Project that will be
removed generate approximately 65,885 gpd or 0.07 mgd (72.7 afy) of wastewater.

87.22

Note: SF = square feet; gpd = gallons per day; mgd = million gallons per day; afy = acre-feet per year
Source: LACSD, Will Serve Program, accessed September 2021, https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-programs-permits/will-serveprogram.
a
All water consumption factors are wastewater generation factors provided by LACSD, with 20 percent added to account for evaporation and
absorption losses.
b
Prior to construction of the proposed Project, a 46,400 square-foot replacement Vons store would be developed which would have a demand of
approximately 8,352 gpd (9.36 afy) of water.

240 N. Market St
230 N. Market St
224 N. Market St
222 N. Market St
210 N. Market St
150 S. Market St
500 E. Manchester Blvd
510 E. Manchester Blvd
401 South Prairie Ave
923 South Prairie Ave
945 South Prairie Ave
1003 South Prairie Ave
1011 South Prairie Ave
1035 South Prairie Ave
Total

Daily
Generation
(gpd)
1,200.0
4,762.0
4,608.0
4,400.0

Daily
Generation
(mgd)

Annual
Generation
(afy)

0.001
0.005
0.005
0.004
0.004

1.34
5.33
5.16
4.93

0.002
0.001
0.008

2.49
0.56

12,300 SF

325

3,997.5

22,194 SF
5,000 SF

100
100

2,219.4
500.0

25,500 SF

325

8,287.5

7,348 SF

325

2,388.1

16,575 SF
76,402 SF

100
150

1,657.5
11,460.3

0.002
0.011

1.86
12.84

202 SF

100

20.2

<0.001

0.02

Office
Store
Office
Office
Office
Shopping
Center

28,029 SF
9,744 SF
8,357 SF
5,522 SF
1,098 SF
30,182 SF

200
100
200
200
200
325

5,605.8
974.4
1,671.4
1,104.4
219.60
9,809.2

0.006
0.001
0.002
0.001
<0.001
0.010

6.28
1.09
1.87
1.24
0.25
10.99

—

303,023
SF

—

64,885.3

0.065

Store
Store
Shopping
Center
Shopping
Center
Store
Supermarketa
Gas Station

0.002

4.48

9.28
2.68

72.68

Note: SF = square feet; gpd = gallons per day; mgd = million gallons per day; afy = acre-feet per year
Source: LACSD, Will Serve Program, accessed September 2021, https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-programs-permits/will-serveprogram.
a
Prior to construction of the proposed Project, a 46,400 square-foot replacement Vons store would be developed which would generate
approximately 6,960 gpd (7.80 afy) of wastewater.

63 City of Inglewood, Final Environmental Impact Report for the Transit Oriented Development Plan for
Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights, September 2016. Prepared by Metis Environmental Group.
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It should be noted that prior to construction of the proposed Project, a replacement Vons store would be
developed which would generate approximately 6,960 gpd (7.80 afy) of wastewater.

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

Natural Gas
As further discussed in Section 4.5, Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) is the natural gas
purveyor within the City. The SoCalGas service area reaches 21.8 million consumers through 5.9 million

Stormwater

meters in more than 500 communities, covering an area of approximately 24,000 square miles throughout
The main storm drain lines within the area of the proposed Project are owned and maintained by the Los
Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD) and the City. The City owns and maintains approximately
12 miles of drainage pipelines and 464 catch basins; and the LACFCD has approximately 42 miles of storm

Central and Southern California. 66 Natural gas is primarily used within the Project boundary for space
heating, food preparation, and maintenance activities. There are several natural gas lines documented
along the proposed Project as further discussed below.

drain pipelines and 889 catch basins within the City. 64

Telecommunications
The proposed Project is located within two watersheds in the southern California Coastal Subregion. The
portion located north of Market Street is located approximately 1.3 miles (as the crow flies) from the
headwaters of Centinela Creek, in the Ballona Creek Watershed. Centinela Creek flows to Ballona Creek
Reach 2, which eventually flows to the Santa Monica Bay. The remaining portions along Manchester
Boulevard and Prairie Avenue are located approximately 1.3 miles upstream of the headwaters of the
upper Dominguez Channel watershed. The Dominguez Channel eventually drains south toward Alamitos

The Telecommunications Division of the Information Technology and Communications Department is
responsible for all of the voice-related services for the City of Inglewood. There are 22 locations, both large
and small which require service from the Telecommunications staff. Moreover, the Telecommunications
Division has over 1,100 phones, 850 voice mailboxes, and many incoming and outgoing lines, which
provide service to the citizens of Inglewood. 67 Additionally, Spectrum Business is the primary cable
provider in the area and may provide telecommunication services to the proposed Project.

and ultimately the Los Angeles Harbor.

Telecommunications cable lines along the proposed Project would be installed in the same utility trenches
There are existing storm drain inlets and storm drains along the proposed Project. The drains would convey

as undergrounded electrical service.

stormwater runoff downstream, and ultimately, to the respective water bodies. The stormwater drainage
system drains into the various tributaries of each watershed discussed above. Typically, these areas are

Solid Waste

predominately channelized and highly developed with both commercial and residential properties. Most

City of Inglewood Solid Waste Generation and Collection

of the drainage networks are controlled by structural flood control measures, including debris basins,
storm drains, underground culverts, and open concrete channels.

The City’s Department of Public Works is responsible for developing plans and strategies to manage solid
waste disposal and recycling for the City. Solid waste is collected curbside from properties within the City
by Consolidated Waste Services (CDS), a private waste handler, and processed at CDS’s American Waste

Electrical Power

Transfer Station in the City of Gardena, where it is sorted; residual garbage is taken to the Consolidated
As further discussed in Section 4.5: Energy, electricity within the City is supplied by Southern California
Edison (SCE), which serves approximately 15 million people in a 50,000-square-mile service area. 65

Volume Transport Disposal and Recycling Center (CVT) in the City of Anaheim; and recycling and green
waste is taken to CDS’s Compton Transfer Station in the City of Compton. 68

Electricity within the area of the proposed Project is primarily used for lighting, cooling, and operation of
businesses and restaurants. Electricity is also used indirectly in the delivery, treatment, and distribution of

There are three types of disposal facilities for nonhazardous waste within Los Angeles County: Class III

water used within the Project boundary, as well as for the treatment of wastewater. There are several

Landfills (Municipal Solid Waste Landfills); Unclassified (Inert) Landfills; and Transformation (waste to

electrical lines documented along the proposed Project as further discussed below.

energy) Facilities. A Class III Landfill accepts nonhazardous household waste. Unclassified Landfills accept
materials such as soil, concrete, asphalt, and other construction and demolition debris. Transformation

64 City of Inglewood, Final Environmental Impact Report for the Transit Oriented Development Plan for
Downtown Inglewood and Fairview Heights, September 2016. Prepared by Metis Environmental Group.
65 Southern California Edison, “Newsroom Fact Sheet,” April 29, 2019, accessed September 2021,
https://newsroom.edison.com/internal_redirect/cms.ipressroom.com.s3.amazonaws.com/166/files/20193/SCE%20Servic
e%20Area%20Fact%20Sheet_Ver2_04252019.pdf.
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66 Southern California Gas Company, “Company Profile,” Accessed September 2021, https://www.socalgas.com/aboutus/company-profile.
67 City of Inglewood, “Telecommunications,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/327/Telecommunications.
68 City of Inglewood, “Waste Collection FAQs,” accessed September 2021,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/FAQ.aspx?TID=30.
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4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

Facilities involve the incineration, pyrolysis, destructive distillation, gasification, or the chemical or

disposed of within the County was 0.267 million tons. The Azusa Land Reclamation is the primary Inert

biological processing of municipal solid waste in order to generate energy, reduce volume, or produce

Waste Landfill serving the County. The remaining capacity of this landfill is estimated at 58.84 million tons.

synthetic fuel. Materials Recovery Facilities are available to recover recyclable materials from waste to

Given the remaining permitted capacity and the 2019 average disposal rate of 1,038 tons per day, this

provide for the efficient transfer of the residual waste to permitted landfills for proper disposal. Hazardous

capacity would be exhausted in approximately 26 years.

waste cannot be disposed of at Class III or Unclassified Landfills. The California Hazardous Waste Control
Law requires that these hazardous materials be transported and disposed of or treated at a licensed

In addition to the County-permitted facility, there are a number of inert debris engineered fill operation
facilities operating under State permit provisions that provide additional capacity in the County, processing

facility.

approximately 3.35 million tons in 2019. 72 Countywide waste reduction and diversion programs have

Regional Landfill Capacity

reduced disposal levels at the County’s landfills. The County is updating its CoIWMP, including annual

The County of Los Angeles (County) is responsible for regional landfill services. The County of Los Angeles
provides regional planning for landfill services. In response to the 1989 California Integrated Waste
Management Act, the County prepared and administers a ColWMP.

reports and a master plan for meeting waste disposal needs for a 15-year planning period.
The most recent Annual Report indicates that the County can adequately meet future Class III disposal
needs through 2034 through scenarios that include a combination of all or some of the following: (1)

The County continually evaluates landfill disposal needs and capacity through preparation of ColWMP
annual reports. Within each annual report, future landfill disposal needs over the ensuing 15-year planning
horizon are addressed, in part by determining the available landfill capacity. 69 As discussed in the ColWMP,
while the economy has shown signs of improvement in recent years, the amount of waste that residents
and businesses have generated and disposed of in the County continues to remain relatively low.
In 2019, the County disposed of approximately 11 million tons of materials. 70 The County estimates that
this disposal amount represents the generation of approximately 30.1 million tons with a 65 percent
diversion rate. Of that amount, the majority was accommodated by in-County Class III landfills (5.20 million
tons), followed by exports to out-of-County landfills (5.0 million tons), and transformation facilities (0.34
million tons). The 2019 County average daily disposal rate was 17,145 tons per day, and the maximum
daily capacity was 35,159 tons per day. The remaining disposal capacity for the County’s Class III landfills

utilizing the permitted in-county disposal capacity only, (2) keeping to the status quo (3) meeting
CalRecycle’s Statewide Disposal Target of 2.7 PPD (Pounds per Person per Day); (4) meeting Senate Bill
1383 Organic Waste Disposal Targets; (5) utilization of additional alternative technology capacity; (6)
increase in exports to out-of-County landfills; and (7) all solid waste management options considered
become available. 73
Table 4.14-4: County of Los Angeles Annual Disposal Tonnage for 2019 provides a list of solid waste
facilities, including transfer stations, compost facilities, and disposal sites and indicates that approximately
10,969,522 tons of solid waste was disposed of in these facilities.
Table 4.14-5: In-County Class III Landfills Servicing the City of Inglewood shows four landfills located in
the County which could serve the proposed Project. As of 2019, the four landfills had a combined
estimated remaining capacity of approximately 134.16 million tons. Waste that is currently generated in

is estimated at approximately 148.40 million tons as of December 31, 2019. The County estimates that in

the area is disposed of at the Sunshine Canyon landfill. As described in the County’s most recent landfill

2034 cumulative demand for disposal will be approximately 178.6 million tons.

disposal capacity report, a shortfall in permitted solid waste disposal capacity within the County is not

Of the various landfills serving the City of Los Angeles, Sunshine Canyon Landfill is the largest recipient of
nonhazardous solid waste disposal materials (i.e., Class III waste materials). This landfill had a remaining

anticipated to occur under forecasted growth and ongoing municipal efforts at waste reduction and
diversion within the next 15 years. 74

capacity of 55.2 million tons in 2019, with an expected life expectancy of 18 years. The maximum daily
capacity for the landfill is 12,100 tons per day and the 2019 disposal rate was 6,387 tons per day. 71 In
2019, the annual amount of inert waste materials, such as earth, landscaping, concrete and asphalt,
69 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual
Report, September 2020.
70 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual
Report, September 2020
71 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual
Report, September 2020.
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72 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual
Report, September 2020.
73 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual
Report, September 2020.
74 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2018 Annual
Report, September 2020.
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Table 4.14-4
County of Los Angeles Annual Disposal Tonnage for 2019

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

proposed Project, a replacement Vons store would be developed which would generate approximately
1,448 pounds (0.7 tons) of solid waste per day and 264 tons of solid waste per year.

Landfill Type

Amount
(tons)

Table 4.14-6

In-County Class III Landfills

5,349,231

Existing Solid Waste Generation from Existing Uses to be Removed

Transformation Facilities

384,097

Exports to Out-of-County Landfills

Generation
Factor

4,969,741

(lb./100
SF/day)

Daily
Generation

Daily
Generation

Annual
Generation

(lbs./day)

(tons/day)

(tons/year)

Subtotal Solid Waste Exposed:

10,703,070

Property Address

Use Type

Permitted Inert Waste Landfill

266,452

310 E. Florence Ave

Restaurant

1,200 SF

0.5

6.0

0.003

10,969,522

300 E. Florence Ave

Restaurant

4,762 SF

0.5

23.8

0.012

4.35

254 N. Market St

Restaurant

4,608 SF

0.5

23.0

0.012

4.20

250 N. Market St

Auto Service

44,000 SF

0.9

396.0

0.198

72.27

240 N. Market St

Shopping
Center

12,300 SF

2.5

307.5

0.154

56.12

230 N. Market St

Store

22,194 SF

3.12

692.5

0.346

126.37

224 N. Market St

Store

5,000 SF

3.12

156.0

0.078

28.47

222 N. Market St

Shopping
Center

25,500 SF

2.5

637.5

0.319

116.34

210 N. Market St

Shopping
Center

7,348 SF

2.5

183.7

0.092

33.53

150 S. Market St

Store

16,575 SF

3.12

517.1

0.259

94.38

12.00

500 E. Manchester Blvd

Supermarketa

76,402 SF

3.12

2,383.7

1.192

435.03

510 E. Manchester Blvd
401 South Prairie Ave
923 Prairie Ave
945 Prairie Ave
1003 South Prairie Ave
1011 South Prairie Ave
1035 South Prairie Ave

Gas Station
Office
Store
Office
Office
Office
Shopping
Center

202 SF
28,029 SF
9,744 SF
8,357 SF
5,522 SF
1,098 SF
30,182 SF

0.9
0.6
3.12
0.6
0.6
0.6
2.5

0.001
0.008
0.015
0.003
0.002
<0.001
0.038

0.33
3.07
5.55
0.92
0.60
0.12
13.77

303,023 SF

—

2.730

996.52

Solid Waste Disposed Grand Total

Source: Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County
Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual Report, September
2020.

Table 4.14-5
In-County Class III Landfills Servicing the City of Inglewood

Landfill
Antelope Valley
Landfills I and II

Maximum
Daily Capacity
(tons)
3,600

2019 Average
Daily Disposal
(tons)
2,113

Total Disposal
Yearly Equivalent
(million tons)
1.13

2019 Remaining
Permitted Capacity
(million tons)

Chiquita Canyon Landfill

12,000

5,525

3.12

57.00

Lancaster Landfill

3,000

363

0.94

10.00

Sunshine Canyon
City/County Landfill

12,100

6,387

3.78

55.16

*Calculated or assumed quantities based on proposed expansion.
Source: Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2019 Annual Report,
September 2020.

Total

Quantity

1.8
17.0
30.40
5.01
3.31
0.66
75.46
5,460.4

1.10

Notes: SF = square feet; lb. = pounds.
Source: CalRecycle, Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates, accessed September 2021,
https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/wastecharacterization/general/rates.
a
Prior to construction of the proposed Project, a 46,400 square-foot replacement Vons store would be developed which would generate
approximately 1,448 lbs (0.7 tons) per day and 264 tons per year of solid waste.

Existing Solid Waste Generation
The proposed Project is located within a heavily developed area of the City which generates solid waste
from a variety of land uses. As previously noted, there are several existing developments which generate

4.14.4.2 Project Area

solid waste that would be demolished and removed.
The proposed Project would begin at the Market Street/Florence Avenue Station, largely situated in the
As shown in Table 4.14-6: Existing Solid Waste Generation from Existing Uses to be Removed, the existing

public right-of-way in between Florence Avenue and Regent Street and would extend south along Market

uses to be removed currently generate approximately 5,460.4 pounds (2.7 tons) of solid waste per day,

Street. At Market Street’s intersection with Manchester Boulevard, the guideway would shift onto

and approximately 996.5 tons of solid waste per year. It should be noted that prior to construction of the

Manchester Boulevard and proceed east. At Manchester Boulevard’s intersection with Prairie Avenue, the
guideway then shifts onto Prairie Avenue and proceeds south until its intersection with Hardy Street. A
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number of utility lines follow and transect the roadways in the area due to their status as major rights-of-

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

x

A 12-inch water line continues out of the 8-inch east–west line and proceeds south along Market
Street from Regent Street to Queen Street, transitioning from the eastern side of Market Street to the
western side within 12 feet of the curb and approximately 100 feet north of Queen Street; this water
line continues along Market Street past Manchester Boulevard.

x

An 8-inch east–west water line runs along the northern side of Queen Street and transects the
segment at that street’s intersection with Market Street.

way.
As discussed in 4.14.2: Methodology above, the following is a discussion of utilities known to be located
within the rights-of-way of streets in the area and their approximate location. Since this represents the
best available information at the time of analysis, there may be additional utility lines within the area, or
specific locations of identified utility lines may slightly differ. As mentioned previously, exact utility
locations would be determined prior to construction by potholing, utilizing ground penetrating radar,

Wastewater Lines

and/or other methods. Discussions related to water, wastewater, stormwater, electrical, and gas lines and

As shown in Table 4.14-7, within the Market Street segment an 8-inch east–west sewer line runs along the

infrastructure are included below.

southern side of portions of Regent Street to the east and west of Market Street, approximately 100 feet
and 25 feet from the curb line on Market Street, respectively.

Water, Wastewater, and Stormwater Infrastructure
Market Street Segment

No sewer lines transect the alignment along the Market Street segment.

The Market Street segment starts from the intersection with the Metro K Line north of downtown

Stormwater Lines

Inglewood, southwest for approximately a quarter of a mile to the intersection of Market Street and

Within the Market Street segment, the following stormwater drains occur: 75

Regent Street, continuing south on Market Street until Manchester Boulevard.
x

An east–west stormwater main drain runs along the southern side of Queen Street and transects
Market Street at the intersection of those two roadways.

x

a lateral connection to the northeastern corner of the Market Street and Queen Street intersection.
Storm drain inlets are situated along curbs on Market Street at the northeastern and southeastern
corners of that street’s intersection with Queen Street.76

x

At the intersection of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, an east–west stormwater main drain
follows the northern side of Manchester Boulevard and transects Market Street; this drain contains
lateral connections to both the northeastern corner of the intersection where storm drain inlets are
situated on both Market Street and Manchester Boulevard, and the northwestern corner where a
storm drain inlet is situated on Market Street.

Within this portion of the alignment, water and wastewater lines ranging from 4 to 24 inches in diameter
are located in the streets and alleys following and traversing the alignment. The existing water lines are
generally older pipelines made of asbestos cement; however, some pipelines consist of cast iron, polyvinyl
chloride (PVC), reinforced concrete cylinder, or galvanized steel. Additionally, a number of storm drains fed
by on-street storm drain inlets are located within this segment.

Water Lines
As shown in Table 4.14-7: Existing Water and Sewer Utilities, several different water lines exist within the
right-of-way of the Market Street segment. These include:
x

A 24-inch east–west water distribution line follows Florence Avenue and transitions to an 8-inch water
line at the Florence Avenue and Market Street intersection, proceeding south along the western side
of Market Street. The line then transitions to the eastern side of Market Street approximately 75 feet
south of the Florence Avenue and Market Street intersection and continues south, within
approximately 25 feet of the eastern curb face.

x

An 8-inch water line, 6-inch recycled water line, and storm drain run east–west along the northern
side of Regent Street and all transect Market Street at the intersection of those streets; the north–
south traveling water line ties into the 8-inch east–west water line at this point.

x

An additional 24-inch east–west water line runs along the southern side of Regent Street through the
Market Street intersection.
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75 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Storm Drain System, interactive map, accessed
September 2021, https://pw.lacounty.gov/fcd/StormDrain/index.cfm.
76 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Storm Drain System, interactive map, accessed
September 2021, https://pw.lacounty.gov/fcd/StormDrain/index.cfm.
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Hillcrest Boulevard to
Spruce Avenue

Locust Street
to
Hillcrest Boulevard

Market Street
to
Locust Street

Manchester Boulevard

Segment
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Queen Street
to
Manchester Boulevard

Regent Street
to
Queen Street

Florence Avenue
to
Regent Street

Market Street

South of Regent Street, a north–south 12-inch pipe is initiated from a tie-in with the previously
mentioned 8-inch east–west water line.
The 12-inch water pipe runs along the eastern side of Market Street but transitions to the western
side of the centerline about 100 feet north of Queen Street and continues south.
A 24-inch water pipe runs along the southern curb of Regent Street.
The line crosses Market Street and continues east along Regent Street.
12-inch water pipe runs along the western side of Market Street between Queen Street and
Manchester Boulevard.
The 12-inch line continues south beyond Manchester Boulevard along the western side of the
roadway.

x

x
x
x

6-inch water pipe

8-inch water pipe

12-inch water pipe

Storm drain

8-inch sewer pipe

12-inch water pipes

24-inch water pipe

8-inch sewer pipe

10-inch sewer pipe

12-inch water pipe

Utility

Storm drain

8-inch sewer pipe

8-inch water pipe

12-inch water pipe

24-inch water pipe

12-inch water pipe

An 8-inch east–west sewer pipe initiates from a tie-in connected to the 10-inch sewer pipe and
continues east along the center of Manchester Boulevard.
A 24-inch north–south water pipe runs along the western curb of Locust Street.
The pipe crosses Manchester Boulevard and continues south along Locust Street.
The 12-inch east–west water pipe continues from the previous segment, along the southern side
of Manchester Boulevard through the segment.
A 12-inch north–south water pipe runs along the eastern portion of Locust Street and transects the
alignment at the Locust Street and Manchester Boulevard intersection.
An 8-inch north–south sewer pipe ties into the previously mentioned east–west 8-inch sewer pipe
and follows the eastern side of Spruce Avenue where it proceeds north at the intersection with
Manchester Boulevard.
The 8-inch east–west sewer pipe continues through the segment at approximately the centerline.
The 8-inch east–west sewer pipe then turns north onto Hillcrest Boulevard at the Hillcrest
Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard intersection and follows the approximate centerline of that
roadway.

x
x
x
x

x

A 6-inch water pipe travels east–west under the southern curb of Manchester Terrace.
The 6-inch water pipe meets Manchester Boulevard and transitions to the southern/southwestern
side of Manchester Boulevard.
The 6-inch water pipe ties into the 12-inch water pipe mentioned previously.

x
x
x

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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An 8-inch north–south water pipe follows the eastern side of Hillcrest Boulevard and transects the
alignment at the Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard intersection.

x

4.14-34

The 12-inch north–south water pipe continues from the previous segment along the south side of
Manchester Boulevard approximately 20 feet from the curb line at its closest point.

x

x

An east–west storm drain crosses Locust Street where it meets Manchester Boulevard and extends
for approximately 100 feet.
The storm drain extends near northern curb of Manchester Boulevard heading east.

x

x
x

x

A 10-inch north–south sewer pipe enters the segment though an alleyway between Market Street
and Locust Street.

A 12-inch pipe begins approximately 200 feet west of the Market Street and Manchester Boulevard
intersection and transects Market Street at the intersection of these two roadways.
This 12-inch pipe follows the southern side of Manchester Boulevard.

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

x

x

x

Description

A storm drain runs perpendicular to Market Street along the southern portion of Queen Street and
transects the alignment at this intersection, heading west.

x

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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An 8-inch sewer pipe runs along the southern side of Queen Street west of Market Street and
along the centerline east of Market Street, but does not transect the alignment

x

4.14-33

An 8-inch water pipe travels along the northern side of Queen Street and crosses the segment.
The pipe continues east–west on Queen Street.

x
x

x

x

A storm drain runs perpendicular to Market Street along the northern curb of Regent Street.
An 8-inch water pipe runs parallel with the storm drain along the northern curb of Regent Street.
The storm drain continues along Regent Street.

x
x
x

Storm drain

Follows the northern side of Regent Street and transects the alignment at the Market Street and
Regent Street intersection.

6-inch recycled water x
pipe

An 8-inch water service pipe transitions from a 24-inch water main at the intersection of Market
Street and Florence Avenue.
The 8-inch pipe runs along the west side of the Market Street centerline just south of Florence
Avenue for approximately 150-200 feet before transitioning to the east side of the centerline.
The 8-inch line then ties into an east–west water line at Regent Street.
Follows the northern side of Regent Street and transects the alignment at the Market Street and
Regent Street intersection.

x

x

x

Description

x

8-inch water pipe

8-inch water pipe

Utility

Table 4.14-7
Existing Water and Sewer Utilities

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems
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Kelso Street/Pincay Drive to
La Palma Drive

Nutwood Avenue
to
Kelso Street/Pincay Drive

Segment
to
Nutwood Street
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Manchester Boulevard

Prairie Avenue

Tamarack Avenue to
Prairie Avenue

Spruce Avenue
to
Tamarack Avenue

Segment

A 6-inch water pipe travels east–west under the southern curb of Manchester Drive.
The 6-inch water pipe meets Manchester Boulevard and transitions to the southern/southwestern
side of Manchester Boulevard.
The 6-inch water pipe ties into the 12-inch water pipe mentioned previously.
A northeast–southwest storm drain transects Manchester Boulevard at the Spruce Avenue
intersection and parallels the sewer line branch that extends northeast to properties across
Manchester Boulevard, while to the southwest the storm drain borders the side and rear property
line of the parcel located at the southern corner of the Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue
intersection.
The 12-inch east–west water pipe from the previous segment continues along Manchester
Boulevard along the southern/southwestern portion of the street and ties into a 12-inch north–
south water line on Prairie Avenue.
An 8-inch sewer pipe enters the segment coming northeast from Tamarack Avenue and continues
east along Manchester Boulevard, located approximately five feet from the southern curb line at
its closest point.
This line crosses to the northern side of Manchester Boulevard approximately 80 feet before
Prairie Avenue and extends to the northeast towards Inglewood Park Cemetery.

x
x

x

x

x

A 24-inch east–west sewer pipe runs along the western side of the street, close to the center line
The line continues south onto the next segment.
A 10-inch north–south sewer pipe runs along the eastern side of Prairie Avenue.
The line continues south onto the next segment.
A storm drain runs in an east–west direction though the segment, midway between Manchester
Boulevard and Nutwood Street.
A 60-inch DWP water pipe runs along the eastern side of Prairie Avenue.
The line continues south onto the next segment.
The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues from the previous segment.
The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues through the center of the segment.
It shifts slightly west and then east a few feet and then continues south along Prairie Avenue.

x

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

24-inch sewer pipe
10-inch sewer pipe

60-inch DWP pipe
36-inch recycled
water pipe

36-inch recycled
water pipe

x
x

4.14-36
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The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues from the previous segment.
The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues just east of the center line south down Prairie Avenue.

The 60-inch DWP pipe continues from the previous segment just east of the center line of Prairie
Avenue
Midway through the segment, the pipe shifts under the eastern curb of Prairie Avenue where it
continues south until Century Boulevard.

x

10-inch sewer pipe

x

A 10-inch sewer pipe runs along the eastern side of Prairie Avenue proximate to the curb line.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

x
x

24-inch sewer pipe

60-inch DWP pipe

The 8-inch water pipe continues from the previous segment on the western side of the street.
A 24-inch sewer pipe runs along the western side of Prairie Avenue proximate to the curb line.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

x
x
x

8-inch water pipe

Storm drain

x

x
x

8-inch water pipe

36-inch recycled
water pipe

An 8-inch north–south water pipe travels south down Prairie Avenue on the western side of the
street.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

Description
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x

4.14-35

A 36-inch north–south recycled water pipe enters the segment about midway between
Manchester Boulevard and Nutwood Street.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

x
x

x

x

x

A 60-inch north–south DWP pipe runs along the eastern side of Prairie Avenue.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

Another 8-inch sewer pipe branch transects the alignment at Spruce Avenue’s intersection with
Manchester Boulevard, traveling in a northeast–southwest direction.
An additional 8-inch sewer pipe branch transects the alignment at Manchester Drive, just south of
the Spruce Avenue intersection.
All three previously mentioned 8-inch sewer line branches tie in together at the Spruce Avenue
intersection and proceed southwest along the Spruce Avenue centerline.

x
x

The 12-inch water pipe from the previous segment continues along Manchester Boulevard along
the southern portion of the street.

x

Description
An 8-inch sewer pipe branch initiates just south of the Hillcrest intersection.
The 8-inch sewer pipe runs along the southern portion of Manchester Boulevard.

x
x

x

Utility

60-inch DWP pipe

8-inch sewer pipe

12-inch water pipe

Storm drain

6-inch water pipe

8-inch sewer pipe

12-inch water pipe

8-inch sewer pipe

Utility
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La Palma Drive
to
Arbor Vitae Street

Segment

The previously mentioned 24-inch north–south sewer pipe continues from the previous segment
on the western portion of Prairie Avenue.
This pipe ties into a 10-inch east–west sewer line following the northern portion of Kelso
Street/Pincay Drive west of Prairie Avenue. This east-west sewer line also includes a branch sewer
line extending from the center of the Prairie Avenue and Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection to
the southeastern corner of that intersection.
The previously mentioned 10-inch north–south sewer pipe continues from the previous segment
on the eastern portion of Prairie Avenue.
This pipe ties into a 10-inch east–west sewer line following the approximate centerline of Kelso
Street/Pincay Drive east of Prairie Avenue. This east-west sewer line also includes a branch sewer
line extending from the center of the Prairie Avenue and Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection to
the southeastern corner of that intersection.
Past the Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection, the 10-inch north–south sewer line extends for
approximately 180 feet along the eastern side of the right-of-way before proceeding east into the
adjacent Hollywood Park property.

x

x

The 10-inch sewer pipe continues from the previous segment within the adjacent Hollywood Park
property to the east, approximately 43 feet east of the existing eastern curb line along Prairie
Avenue. This line continues south until Arbor Vitae Streets, whereupon it proceeds east along the
centerline of that roadway.
The 60-inch water pipe continues from the previous segment through this segment, under the
eastern curb of Prairie Avenue.
Just south of the Arbor Vitae Street intersection, the pipe shifts to the western curb, where it
continues south through the remainder of the segment and onto the next segment.
The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues from the previous segment along the center line of
Prairie Avenue.
Just north of Hardy Street the pipe shifts toward the eastern side of Prairie Avenue where it
continues onto the next segment.

x

x

The 33-inch north–south storm drain continues south; a tie-in is located approximately 400 feet
north of the Hardy Street intersection.
Approximately 25 feet after the tie-in north of Hardy Street, the storm drain main expands to a 39inch line.
Two additional drain branch tie-ins are located at the Hardy Street intersection.

x

x

x
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The sewer pipe begins just south of the Arbor Vitae Street intersection, under the western curb
along Prairie Avenue.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

x
x

The 8-inch water pipe from the previous segment shifts west just south of Arbor Vitae Street.
The line continues south onto the next segment under the western side of Prairie Avenue.

x
x

x

x

x
x

Description
At Buckthorn Street’s intersection with Prairie Avenue, a 33-inch north–south storm drain begins in
the eastern portion of the right-of-way, approximately 30 feet from the eastern curb line.
An additional tie-in is located at Arbor Vitae Street; this tie-in includes three branches.
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x

4.14-37

An 8-inch water pipe travels from the previous segment, just west of the center line on Prairie
Avenue.
Tie-ins are located to the west along La Palma Drive, Buckthorn Street, and Arbor Vitae Street.

x
x

The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues from the previous segment.
The 36-inch recycled water pipe continues just east of the center line down Prairie Avenue.

x
x

x

x

x

x

x

x

The 60-inch water pipe continues from the previous segment through this segment, under the
eastern curb of Prairie Avenue.
The line continues south onto the next segment.

The 8-inch north–south water pipe continues from the previous segment on the western side of the
street.
The line continues south onto the next segment

x

x

Description
An east–west water pipe travels along the southern portion of Kelso Street/Pincay Drive and
transects the alignment at this intersection.
Additionally, an east–west running water line follows the southern side of Kelso Street/Pincay
Drive beneath the sidewalks; this water line pivots south of the Kelso Street/Pincay Drive
intersection and extends approximately 200 feet south on both sides of Prairie Avenue before
transecting the right-of-way and meeting.

x

Source: Utilities Engineering Report, Gannett Fleming, August 2021.

Storm drain

8-inch sewer pipe

8-inch water pipe

36-inch recycled
water pipe

60-inch DWP pipe

10-inch sewer pipe

Storm drain

Utility

8-inch water pipe

36-inch recycled
water pipe

60-inch DWP pipe

10-inch sewer pipe

24-inch sewer pipe

8-inch north–south
water pipe

east–west water
pipes

Utility
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x

The above noted 8-inch east–west sewer line in the centerline of Manchester Boulevard ties in with
another 8-inch north–south sewer at Locust Street, which continues northbound on the eastern side
of Locust Street.

x

The above noted 8-inch east–west sewer line on Manchester Boulevard extends east from Locust
Street until Hillcrest Boulevard, where it proceeds north and follows the approximate centerline of
Hillcrest Boulevard.

x

An 8-inch north–south sewer line follows the eastern side of Hillcrest Boulevard south of Manchester
Boulevard, approximately 35 feet southwest of the proposed Project.

The Manchester Boulevard segment runs within the right-of-way from Market Street east on Manchester
Boulevard, turning south on Prairie Avenue.

Water Lines
As shown in Table 4.14-7, several different water lines exist within the Manchester Boulevard segment.
These include:
x

A 12-inch east–west water pipe runs along the southern side of Manchester Boulevard within 12 feet
of the southern curb face, then continues throughout the Manchester Boulevard segment until it
meets a tie-in at the Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue intersection.

x

An 8-inch east–west sewer line branch is located along the southern/southwestern edge of
Manchester Boulevard beginning at the Manchester Terrace intersection and continuing until Spruce
Avenue.

x

At the Manchester Boulevard and Locust Street intersection, a 24-inch north–south water line runs
along the western side of Locust Street and transects Manchester Boulevard at the intersection of the
two roadways.

x

x

A 12-inch north–south water line runs along the eastern side of Locust Street, crosses Manchester
Boulevard at this intersection, and continues along Locust Street in both directions.

At Spruce, the above east–west 8-inch sewer line meets three additional sewer lines which proceed
within the roadway rights-of-way in the following directions: 1) a branch extending northeast to
properties across Manchester Boulevard, 2) a branch extending southeast to the Manchester Drive
centerline, and 3) a sewer line main extending southwest along the Spruce Avenue centerline.

x

At Tamarack Avenue an 8-inch east–west sewer line extends in a northeastern–southwestern direction
into the alignment. This line follows the southern edge of the Manchester Boulevard right-of-way and
proceeds east. Approximately 80 feet before Prairie Avenue, this line shifts to the northern side of
Manchester Boulevard and extends to the northeast towards Inglewood Park Cemetery.

x

An 8-inch north–south water line follows the eastern side of Hillcrest Boulevard and transects
Manchester Boulevard at the intersection of those two roadways.

x

Proceeding east on Manchester Boulevard, the alignment is transected at Manchester Terrace by a 6inch east–west water line that ties into the 12-inch east–west water line along the
southern/southwestern edge of Manchester Boulevard; the 6-inch east–west water line continues
east along the southern curb of Manchester Terrace.

x

At Manchester Boulevard’s intersection with Manchester Drive, the alignment is again transected by
a 6-inch east–west water line that ties into the 12-inch water line along the southern/southwestern
edge of Manchester Boulevard; the 6-inch water line continues east along the southern curb of
Manchester Drive.

Wastewater Lines
As shown in Table 4.14-7, within the Manchester Boulevard segment the following wastewater lines occur
within the right-of-way:
x

A 10-inch north–south sewer line follows the alley approximately midpoint in between Market Street
and Locust Street; this sewer line transects Manchester Boulevard approximately 210 feet east of
Market Street.

x

An 8-inch east–west sewer line ties into this north–south sewer line and extends east along the
approximate centerline of Manchester Boulevard. This sewer line also connects with two north-south
sewer lines at Locust Street and Hillcrest Boulevard as described below.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.14-39

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Stormwater Lines
Within the Manchester Boulevard segment, the following stormwater drains occur: 77
x

At the Locust Street and Manchester Boulevard intersection, an east–west storm drain parallels the
northern edge of Manchester Boulevard for approximately 100 feet; additionally, storm drain inlets
are located at the northeastern and southeastern corners of this intersection along Manchester
Boulevard.

x

At the Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue intersection, a northeast–southwest storm drain
transects the alignment and parallels the sewer line extending northeast to properties across
Manchester Boulevard, while to the southwest the storm drain borders the side and rear property line
for the parcel located at the southern corner of the Manchester Boulevard and Spruce Avenue
intersection. Storm drain inlets are located on Manchester Boulevard at the eastern and southern
points of this intersection.

77 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Storm Drain System, interactive map, accessed
September 2021, https://pw.lacounty.gov/fcd/StormDrain/index.cfm.
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adjacent Hollywood Park property. The 10-inch sewer line continues south within the adjacent
Hollywood Park property, approximately 43 feet east of the existing eastern curb line along Prairie
Avenue, until Arbor Vitae Street, whereupon it continues east along the centerline of Arbor Vitae
Street.

Prairie Avenue Segment
The Prairie Avenue segment extends from its intersection with Manchester Boulevard south to the
intersection at Hardy Street, as shown in Figure 3.0-3: Project Vicinity Map. The proposed Project would
not extend past the Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street intersection.

x

Water Lines
As shown in Table 4.14-7, The following water lines occur within the right-of-way of the Prairie Avenue

A 36-inch north–south recycled water pipe runs along Prairie Avenue in the centerline from
Manchester Boulevard until it shifts to the eastern portion of the right-of-way just north of the Hardy
Street intersection in between the 60-inch DWP line and storm main (discussed below); this 36-inch
line extends further south through the segment past Century Boulevard and 102nd Street.

segment:

Stormwater Lines
x

A 60-inch north–south DWP water pipe runs along Prairie Avenue for the length of the alignment
segment. The DWP line runs just east of the centerline on Prairie Avenue until approximately 250 feet
south of the Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection. At this point, the line shifts to the eastern side of
Prairie Avenue beneath the existing sidewalk and continues in this location until Century Boulevard.

Similar to other segments along the Project alignment, all storm drains and mains in this segment are
gravity flow and consist of reinforced concrete pipe. 78 The following stormwater drains occur along the
Prairie Avenue segment:

x

From Manchester Boulevard, an 8-inch north–south water pipe travels south down Prairie Avenue
towards the western side of the street approximately 25 feet from the western curb, transitioning
further west under the western curb of Prairie Street at the Arbor Vitae Street intersection.

x

Approximately midway between Manchester Boulevard and Nutwood Street, a storm drain transects
the alignment in an east–west direction. This drain diverges in the southeastern direction into the
Forum property after exiting the right-of-way.

x

This 8-inch water pipe continues down Prairie Avenue until it terminates just south of 99th Street and
north of Century Boulevard. Along its length on Prairie Avenue, water lines of varying diameters tie
into the 8-inch water pipe from its west at Nutwood Street, Kelso Street, La Palma Drive, Buckthorn
Street, Arbor Vitae Street, Hardy Street, 97th Street, and 99th Street.

x

x

An east–west running water line follows the southern side of Kelso Street/Pincay Drive beneath the
sidewalks; this water line pivots south of the Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection and extends
approximately 200 feet south on both sides of Prairie Avenue before transecting the right-of-way and
joining the other side.

At Buckthorn Street’s intersection with Prairie Avenue, a 33-inch north–south storm drain begins in
the eastern portion of the right-of-way, approximately 30 feet from the eastern curb line, and extends
through the length of the Manchester Boulevard segment. The storm drain includes branch tie-ins at
multiple points along its length; these consist of points at Arbor Vitae Street, Hardy Street, 97th Street,
99th Street, Century Boulevard, 101st Street, and 102nd Street. Additionally, the storm drain increases
in diameter as it proceeds south; the pipe expands from 33 inches to 39 inches at Hardy Street.
Previously mentioned branch tie-ins to the storm drain are described as follows:


At Arbor Vitae Street, three stormwater drain branches tie into the main drain at the Arbor Vitae
Street intersection. At the northern portion of Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae Street, two of these
branches tie into the main line; the remaining branch extends to the northeastern corner of the
intersection and the other to the northwest. At the southern portion of the intersection, a third
branch ties in and extends to the northeastern corner of the intersection. Storm drain inlets are
located along Prairie Avenue at the northeastern and northwestern corners of the intersection
and along Arbor Vitae Street at the northwestern corner.



At Hardy Street, a stormwater drain branch tie-in is located approximately 400 feet north of the
Hardy Street intersection and extends northeast into the Hollywood Park property. Approximately
25 feet after this point the storm drain main expands to a 39-inch line.



The Hardy Street intersection includes two branch tie-ins to the main drain at northern and
southern points of the intersection; the northern tie-in extends to the northwestern corner of the

Wastewater Lines
The following wastewater lines occur with the right-of-way of the Prairie Avenue segment:
x

x

x

From Manchester Boulevard until Kelso Street/Pincay Drive a 10-inch sewer line and a 24-inch north–
south sewer line run on the eastern and western edges of Prairie Avenue, respectively, whereupon
they tie into an east–west sewer line that follows Kelso Street/Pincay Drive.
Along Pincay Drive east of Prairie Avenue, the east–west sewer line follows the approximate
centerline; west of Prairie Avenue along Kelso Street this sewer line follows the northern edge of the
roadway. This east-west sewer line also includes sewer line branch that extends from the center of the
Prairie Avenue and Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection to the southeastern corner of the Prairie
Avenue and Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection.
Past the Kelso Street/Pincay Drive intersection, the 10-inch north–south sewer line extends south for
approximately 180 feet along the eastern side of the right-of-way before proceeding east into the
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78 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Los Angeles County Storm Drain System, interactive map, accessed
September 2021, https://pw.lacounty.gov/fcd/StormDrain/index.cfm.
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intersection while the southern tie-in extends to the northeast and follows the Hardy Street
centerline into the adjacent Hollywood Park property.




Storm drain inlets are located on the eastern side of Prairie Avenue approximately 400 feet north
of Hardy Street, as well as on the northeastern and northwestern corners of the Hardy Street
intersection along Prairie Avenue.
Moving south, an 8-inch north–south sewer pipe begins along Prairie Avenue approximately 100
feet south of the Arbor Vitae Street intersection and travels under the western curb. The 8-inch
sewer pipe continues south in the same location and would continue under Hardy Street where
the guideway would end at the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station.

Electrical Utilities

Table 4.14-8
Existing Electrical Utilities
Segment

Description

Provider

Prairie Avenue
Manchester Boulevard to Nutwood Street

Large electrical lines (16 kva, 17.5 kva, 50 kva)

Nutwood Avenue to Kelso Street/Pincay Drive

Large electrical lines (16 kva, 17.5 kva, 50 kva)

SCE
SCE

Kelso Street/Pincay Drive to La Palma Drive

Large electrical lines (16 kva, 17.5 kva, 50 kva)

SCE

La Palma Drive to Arbor Vitae Street

Large electrical lines (16 kva, 17.5 kva, 50 kva)

SCE

Arbor Vitae to Hardy Street

Large electrical lines (16 kva, 17.5 kva, 50 kva)

SCE

Source: Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August 2021.

Within the proposed Project’s alignment, electrical lines occur as noted.

Market Street Segment

Gas Utilities

The guideway would begin at the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, situated in the public right-of-

Market Street Segment

way in between Florence Avenue and Regent Street, and would extend south along Market Street.

The guideway would begin at the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, situated in the public right-of-

According to SCE, there is one existing 16 kilo-volt-ampere (kva) circuit currently available along Market

way in between Florence Avenue and Regent Street, and would extend south along Market Street. There

Street. 79

are no existing gas utilities within the Market Street segment.

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Manchester Boulevard Segment

The guideway would shift east onto Manchester Boulevard at the intersection with Market Street. As

The guideway then shifts to run down Manchester Boulevard at the intersection with Market Street. As
shown in Table 4.14-9: Existing Gas Utilities, a gas line runs across the alley between Market Street and

shown in Table 4.14-8: Existing Electrical Utilities.

Locust Street, tie-ins are shown stemming west for approximately 100 feet along the southern curb and
east for approximately 100 feet along the northern curb of Manchester Boulevard. A gas line runs down

Prairie Avenue Segment

the eastern side of Locust Street; a tie-in stems off under the southern curb of Manchester Boulevard and
At Prairie Avenue, the guideway would then proceed south until Hardy Street. As shown in Table 4.14-8,
three large electrical lines, sizes 16 kva, 17.5 kva, and 50 kva, run north-south under Prairie Avenue from

extends for approximately 185 feet. A gas line follows Hillcrest Boulevard in a northeast–southwest
direction and transects Manchester Boulevard at the intersection of the two roadways; this gas line

Manchester Boulevard to Hardy Street where the guideway would end at the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street

contains a tie-in to the proposed MSF along Hillcrest Boulevard, approximately 275 feet southwest of the

station.

Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard intersection.
The north–south gas line along Hillcrest Boulevard contains a tie-in to an east–west gas line which follows
under the northern curb of Manchester Boulevard; this tie-in travels under the northern sidewalk of
Manchester Boulevard in between Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Terrace.
An east–west gas line enters the segment from Manchester Drive and crosses along Manchester Boulevard
just south of Spruce Avenue. The line continues under the southern curb of Manchester Boulevard
throughout the remainder of the segment and terminates approximately 195 feet of the Prairie Avenue

79

Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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Table 4.14-9

Prairie Avenue Segment

Existing Gas Utilities

The guideway then shifts to run down Prairie Avenue at the intersection with Manchester Boulevard. As
shown in Table 4.14-9, a gas line travels south along the western side of Prairie Avenue, continuing

Segment

Description

Manchester Boulevard

throughout the segment past Century Boulevard.

x

There are no high-pressure distribution lines within the footprint of the proposed Project. The closest highpressure distribution line is located within the street right-of-way along Pincay Drive, starting from the

Market Street to
Locust Street

x

intersection at Crenshaw Boulevard and ending approximately 500 feet before the intersection at South
x

Prairie Avenue. Minor laterals connect these lines to points of service. Two 30-inch gas transmission lines
run beneath the rights-of-way of local roadways; one runs along Crenshaw Boulevard from north to south,

x

approximately 1 mile east of South Prairie Avenue and the other runs along West 104th Street from east
Locust Street to
Hillcrest Boulevard

to west, approximately 0.25 miles south of West Century Boulevard. 80

x

A gas line tie-in from the northern curb of Kelso Street/Pincay Drive extends just north onto the western
curb of Prairie Avenue but does not transect the alignment. The north–south gas line contains an
additional gas line tie-in from its west at Arbor Vitae Street, which follows the northern portion of that
roadway.

x
Spruce Avenue to
Tamarack Avenue

4.14.4.3 Adjusted Baseline
This section assumes the Adjusted Baseline Environmental Setting as described in Section 4.0:
Environmental Impact Analysis, 4-5: Adjusted Baseline. Specifically, operation of land uses included in the

Tamarack Avenue to
Prairie Avenue

Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) would require additional utility services for water, wastewater
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, and telecommunications. The HPSP would
utilize similar service providers as the proposed Project for utility supplies and infrastructure. Similar to

x
x
x
x

Manchester Boulevard to
Prairie Avenue

x

the proposed Project, the HPSP was required to analyze impacts to utility services and infrastructure prior

A north–south gas line runs along the alley and through the segment
approximately midway between Market Street and Locust Street.
Gas line tie-ins are shown stemming west along the southern curb of
Manchester Boulevard and east along the northern curb of Manchester
Boulevard.
A gas line crosses Manchester Boulevard at Locust Street and Hillcrest Boulevard
along the eastern sides of those roadways.
A gas line branch stems from the line on Locust Street and follows under the
southern side of Manchester Boulevard; this branch terminates prior to Hillcrest
Boulevard.
The gas line on Hillcrest Boulevard ties into an east–west gas line that follows
the northern side of Manchester Terrace; this tie-in follows under the sidewalk
on the northern side of Manchester Boulevard in between Hillcrest Boulevard
and Manchester Terrace.
A gas line enters the segment from Manchester Drive and crosses along
Manchester Boulevard just south of Spruce Avenue.
The line continues under the southern curb of Manchester Boulevard
throughout the remainder of the Manchester Boulevard alignment segment.
The gas line continues from the previous segment under the south curb of
Manchester Boulevard.
The gas line terminates just before the Prairie Avenue intersection.
A gas line travels south along the western side of Prairie Avenue and enters the
alignment at Manchester Boulevard.
This gas line travels south through the remainder of the Prairie Avenue
alignment segment.

Prairie Avenue

to approval.
As shown in Figure 3.0-2: Project Location Map a segment of the proposed Project would be adjacent to

Nutwood Avenue to
Kelso Street/Pincay Drive

x

A gas line tie-in from the northern curb of Kelso Street/Pincay Drive extends just
north onto the western curb of Prairie Avenue but does not transect the
alignment.

the HPSP along Prairie Avenue. The HPSP provides guidelines and standards for improvements in the public
right-of-way within the HPSP, which includes approximately 0.5 miles of street frontage along Prairie

Source: Utilities Engineering Report, Gannett Fleming, August 2021.

Avenue. Within the HPSP, minimum building setback requirements involve 30 feet of separation from the
roadway along Prairie Avenue extending from Pincay Drive/Kelso Street to approximately midblock

Currently, no operational utility infrastructure is located within the 30-foot setback area; however, an

between Hardy Street and 97th Street. 81

abandoned oil line has been identified within the setback area south of Arbor Vitae Street and north of
Hardy Street. This abandoned line would not require any action for use of this area.

80 Southern California Gas Company, “Los Angeles County: Gas Transmission and High Pressure Distribution Pipeline
Interactive Map,” accessed September 2021,
https://socalgas.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=c85ced1227af4c8aae9b19d677969335.
81 City of Inglewood, Hollywood Park Specific Plan, “Exhibit 6-5- Minimum Building Setbacks,” 6-30, adopted July 8, 2009,
amended September 23, 2014, and further amended February 24, 2015.
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4.14.5 THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Criteria outlined in CEQA Guidelines were used to determine the level of significance of potential impacts
from the relocation or construction of new or expanded utilities. As discussed in Section 4.14.1, seven
Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

4.14-46

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

4.14 Utilities and Service Systems

screening criteria related to utilities and service systems of Appendix G of CEQA Guidelines were

Construction

eliminated from further analysis in this EIR. The below threshold identified in the Initial Study indicates

Relocation or Construction of Utilities

that a project would have a significant impact in relation to the relocation or construction of new or
The Utility Report evaluated potential conflicts with the proposed Project columns and the existing utility

expanded utilities if it were to:

lines along the Project alignment. 82 Existing roadways and infrastructure along the Project alignment will
Threshold U-1:

Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,

require some reconfiguration to accommodate new elevated guideway structures and stations. In addition

wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or

to surface improvements, utility infrastructure under the roadway surface may need to be relocated to

telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could

accommodate the guideway columns, footings, and other components. As discussed in Section 3.0:

cause significant environmental effects.

Project Description, 3.5.6: Roadway Improvements of the Project Description, roadway reconfiguration
along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue are necessary to ensure that the existing

Impacts found to be less than significant for the seven screening thresholds are further discussed in
Section 6.3 of this Recirculated Draft EIR.

Project. The column locations and spacings will be defined by the DBFOM contractor as part of their final
designs to be guided by aesthetic principles defined and adopted as part of the EIR. The columns, for the

4.14.6 IMPACT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT
Impact U-1:

roadway travel capacity is not diminished or reduced in the final as-built conditions for the proposed

Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric
power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?

most part, will be required to be located within the public right of way, either within sidewalks or parking
lanes.
Market Street/Florence Avenue Segment
The Market Street/Florence Avenue station would be supported by dual columns per span from the

The proposed Project is a fully elevated guideway and stations that accommodate an Automated Transit

northern terminus to just north of Regent Street. At this point, the dual lane tracks are separated to

System (ATS system). The guideway spans a total length of approximately 1.6 miles with dual set of tracks

accommodate the Market Street/Florence Avenue station’s center platform and turn-back switches that

(for train travel in both directions and connecting three, center-platform stations, as shown in Figures 3.0-

facilitate in-bound ATS trains to switch to the other track for its outbound journey. As the guideway

4a through 3.0-4i: Proposed Project Alignment Plans and Profiles. The technology will be self-propelled,

approaches Regent Street, the dual lane tracks converge and are supported by single columns until

rubber-tire ATS train or monorail.

Manchester Boulevard. The columns would be primarily located in the existing median along Market Street
between Regent Street to Manchester Boulevard. As discussed previously, the column locations and

The ATS train tracks are spaced as close together as possible with tracks diverging at approaches to/from

spacings will be defined by the DBFOM contractor as part of their final designs to be guided by aesthetic

stations and at stations and to accommodate switches. The elevated guideway would be supported by

principles defined and adopted as part of the EIR.

single or double column/bents (depending on the train track separations and the guideway location
relative to potential column placements). While the final column locations and designs will be by the

There are several major utility lines identified within the Market Street segment of the proposed Project

selected design/build/finance/operate/maintain (DBFOM) contractor, the alignment has been optimized

including water, sewer, stormwater, and electrical lines. The Utility Report indicates that there would be

to minimize the number of columns and potential double column/bents to the extent feasible. The

potential column conflicts with streetlights at the intersection of Market Street and Regent Street.

procurement documents for the DBFOM contractor would identify the known utility locations and require

Moreover, along Market Street and north of Regent Street, there is a water line that would potentially

the DBFOM contractor to locate columns to avoid and/or minimize impacts to existing utilities.

conflict with a proposed column. Between Regent Street and Queen Street along Market Street, there is a
water line that would potentially conflict with a proposed column. South of Queen Street and along Market

As noted in Tables 4.14-7, 4.14-8, and 4.14-9, multiple utilities exist under Market Street, Manchester

Street, there are three water lines that would potentially conflict with a proposed column. At the northeast

Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue.
82 Utilities Engineering Report, Gannett Fleming, August 2021.
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corner of Manchester Boulevard and Market Street, there is an AT&T telecommunications line that would

columns. A street light line runs directly through the proposed station on the southwest corner of

potentially conflict with a proposed column. Additionally, several storm drains have been identified along

Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. There are underground SCE lines that would potentially affect

Market Street which may require relocation due to column placement.

all four proposed columns in the corners at the intersection of Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester
Boulevard. There is a sewer line running north-south across Manchester Boulevard between the

In addition, SCE has determined that the proposed Project would likely utilize the existing 16 kva circuit
located within the right-of-way of Market Street to provide power for the proposed Project. SCE has also
noted that utilization of this existing circuit would require infrastructure upgrades to accommodate the
proposed Project. 83

intersections of Market Street and Locust Street that is in close proximity to a proposed column. The line
connects to a City sewer which runs east-west along Manchester Boulevard and is in close proximity to
five proposed columns. Along Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Locust Street, there is a
water line which would potentially conflict with a proposed column. On Manchester Boulevard, south of

As the proposed Project columns would potentially conflict with several existing utility lines along Market

Manchester Drive, there are two water line laterals which would potentially conflict with a guideway
column. Along Manchester Boulevard between Market Street and Locust Street, there is a 3-inch gas line

Street, impacts would be potentially significant.

running north-south that would potentially conflict with one proposed column. On the southern side of
Manchester Boulevard Segment

Manchester Boulevard, just south of Spruce Street, there is a 2-inch gas line which would potentially

As the guideway turns east onto Manchester Boulevard, the guideway would transition from single

conflict with one proposed column and is in closer proximity to several others leading east to Prairie

columns to one half straddle bent to support the turn onto Manchester Boulevard before going back to

Avenue. As discussed previously, at the northeast corner of Manchester Boulevard and Market Street,

single columns in a new median located in Manchester Boulevard. As the guideway approaches the MSF

there is an AT&T telecommunications line that would potentially conflict with a proposed column.

it will widen and require straddle bents that will span across northern and eastern portions of the
intersection of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard. From the intersection of MSF to Prairie Avenue,

As the proposed Project columns would potentially conflict with several existing utility lines along
Manchester Boulevard, impacts would be potentially significant.

a combination of single column supports and straddle bents across Manchester Boulevard will be used.
The intersection of Market Street and Manchester Boulevard to Locust Street, singular columns would also
be arranged within the public right-of-way on the southern side of Manchester Boulevard. Some columns
may be located within the existing parking lane on the southern side of Manchester Boulevard, requiring
the elimination of parking.

Prairie Avenue Segment
Three straddle bent columns will support the guideway as it proceeds south onto Prairie Avenue just past
Nutwood Street. As the guideways converge, they will transition to single column supports located on the
western side of Prairie. The guideway begins diverging south of Victory Street to the west of Prairie Avenue

Straddle bent columns will be placed in sidewalks and/or parking lanes so as to not reduce the existing
roadway capacity of Manchester Boulevard. Single columns supports will be located in a median within
Manchester Boulevard that will not restrict existing traffic capacity or turning movements at intersections
to other City streets.

on its approach to the Prairie Ave/Hardy Street station and will be supported by straddle bents in the
sidewalk and west of the public right of way.
Several major utility lines have been identified within the Prairie Avenue segment of the alignment
including water, sewer, wastewater, stormwater, electrical, and gas lines. The proposed Project’s Utility

Several major utility lines have been identified within the Manchester Boulevard segment of the Project
alignment including water, sewer, wastewater, stormwater, and gas lines. The Utility Report indicates that
there would be potential column conflicts with streetlights at the northeast corner of Market Street and
Manchester Boulevard and along the north and south sides of Manchester Boulevard from Locust Street
to Hillcrest Boulevard. Along Manchester Boulevard from Hillcrest Boulevard to Prairie Avenue, streetlights
would potentially conflict with nearly all south/west-side and some north/east-side straddle-bent

Report indicates that a street light line runs directly through the proposed station on the southwest corner
of Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. At the intersections of Kelso Street, Touchdown Drive, and
Arbor Vitae Street, with Prairie Avenue, street light lines would potentially conflict with at least one
proposed column. Along the west side of Prairie Avenue beginning at Manchester Boulevard, an
underground SCE line would potentially affect the station and every proposed column until Arbor Vitae
Street. Along Prairie Avenue from Arbor Vitae Street to Hardy Street, there are underground SCE lines
which either directly impact, or are very close to, almost every proposed column. There is an overhead

83
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conflict with the proposed guideway depending on height. There is a 12-inch LACSD sewer line which runs

Operation

north-south along Prairie Avenue and is very close proximity to several proposed columns from

Telecommunication

Manchester Boulevard to Kelso Street. South of Arbor Vitae Street, along the western sidewalk of Prairie
Avenue, there is a City 8-inch sewer line that would potentially affect every proposed column until Victory
Street. Along Prairie Avenue there is an 8-inch water line which would potentially conflict with, or is in
very close proximity to, every proposed column from Victory Street to Hardy Street. South of Kelso Street
there is an 8-inch gas line on the west side of Prairie Avenue which would potentially affect every proposed
column up until Victory Street. South of Victory Street and west of Prairie Avenue, there is a gas line of
unidentified dimension which would potentially affect one proposed column on each straddle bent to the
end of the line. There is a telecommunications line on the west side of Prairie Avenue from La Palma Drive

The MSF command, control, and communications (CCC) facilities, including the CCR and the CCC
equipment room, are planned to be co-located at the MSF. 84 CCC equipment is required for train control
and supervision, power control and supervision, station doors, dynamic graphics, closed-circuit television
(CCTV), public address, radio, fire detection, and other system-related elements. Additional CCC
equipment is located at stations and along the wayside. The CCR provides for the supervision of the overall
ATS operation. It houses all display, safety, and communications equipment required to monitor and
control the ATS system. Typical equipment includes large work consoles and monitor banks (for system
overview, CCTV, etc.). The CCC equipment room would be adjacent to the CCR and houses all servers and

to Buckthorn Street that would potentially conflict with four columns.

equipment for the control of the ATS system. The equipment room is also sized to house the
As the proposed Project columns would potentially conflict with several existing utility lines along Prairie

uninterruptible power supplies (UPS) required for the operation of the system equipment. The UPS powers

Avenue, impacts would be potentially significant.

low voltage system equipment at the CCR and CCC equipment rooms. Once operational, the proposed
Project would not require additional telecommunication infrastructure and no upgrades to off-site

Solid Waste

telecommunications facilities are anticipated. Any work that may affect services to the

The City is served by CDS, which transfers solid waste to the Sunshine Canyon Landfill in Sylmar, California.

telecommunications lines would be coordinated with service providers. Therefore, this impact would be

The Sunshine Canyon Landfill currently receives an average of 3 million tons per year of solid waste and is

less than significant.

permitted to receive a maximum of 4.4 million tons per year of solid waste. The landfill has approximately
62,082,860 tons of remaining capacity. Based on the landfill’s throughput and availability of land, the

Water and Wastewater

landfill has a cease operation date of 2037. Construction of the proposed Project would include demolition

Existing utility lines for water and sewer lines are located within the footprint of the proposed Project

of existing buildings as previously noted and would result in the generation of various construction waste

along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue. Project components including the MSF

including scrap lumber, scrap finishing materials, various scrap metals, and other recyclable and

and stations would utilize these existing water and sewer lines as needed to connect for restrooms, water

nonrecyclable construction-related wastes. Recyclable construction materials, including concrete, metals,

fountains and janitorial cleaning purposes.

wood, and various other recyclable materials would be diverted to recycling facilities. Given the remaining
existing capacity at the Sunshine Canyon Landfill, the proposed Project would not require construction of

The MSF would also provide for cleaning via an automatic washing of the vehicle exteriors at a Vehicle
Wash Facility. The vehicle wash is typically a stationary system located in/near/adjacent to the MSF

new or expanded solid waste facilities.

building where trains can be either manually or automatically moved through the wash facility. Assuming
The City is required to maintain the 50 percent diversion rate required by the State through the California

each car gets washed 1 time per week, it is estimated that on average, 230 gallons of water per day (gpd)

Solid Waste Management Act. The DBFOM contractor would contract with CDS for bin removal activities.

will be used per day. 85 An on-site water recycling system will be used to collect and recycle water at the

Compliance with construction and operational debris removal and recycling requirements would occur

wash facility only (for estimation purposes, a recycling value of 80 percent is assumed); the amount of

with the City’s Environmental Services Department and CDS’s Sunshine Canyon Landfill. The proposed

water recycling is determined by the ATS System operator and local requirements. Based on the 280 gpd

Project would not conflict with federal, State, or local statues and regulations related to management and

and 80 percent recycling; the annual water usage for the ATS wash system is approximately 0.5 acre-feet

reduction of solid waste. Therefore, the impact of solid waste generated by construction of the Project
would be less than significant.
84
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x

The MSF would connect to existing water and sewer lines located along Manchester Boulevard.
Other water demand requirements for the MSF would include restrooms, water fountains, showers,
cleaning, etc. Water demand for the stations would include janitor’s closets and water fountains. Water

The proposed Project would require approximately 10 MVA to power the system (trains, traction
power, etc.) and infrastructure (station lighting and vertical circulation, guideway lighting, etc.)

x

Fully redundant power feeds are requested; and

x

Feeds to be provided at a single location; the proposed Project would distribute power as needed.

demand for the proposed Project is shown in Table 4.14-10: Proposed Project Water Demand. Based on

Using these assumptions, SCE completed a high-level Distribution Study to determine the amount of load

the 75,000 square feet of the MSF, and approximately 9,200 SF for each of the three stations (for a total

that SCE could accommodate and required infrastructure upgrades in order to meet the proposed Project’s

of 27,600 SF), the total water demand for the Project would be approximately 15.36 afy.

recommended full redundancy design. 88 SCE’s analysis assumed the use of the existing single
(nonredundant) 16 kva circuit currently available along Market Street as it may be the most likely used

The existing commercial center on the site of the proposed MSF is currently served by existing utility lines.

circuit for the proposed Project.

Existing water demand for the existing uses to be removed (see Table 4.14-2) is approximately 87.22 afy.
The proposed Project (stations and MSF) would use approximately 71.86 afy less water than the current

The results of SCE’s analysis found that: 89

uses. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

x

The maximum load that can be accommodated at the present time is 10 MVA.

x

To accommodate the 10 MVA load with full redundancy, the following upgrades would be required:

Table 4.14-10
Proposed Project Water Demand

Project Component
Stations (3 total)
MSF
MSF Train wash
Vons Replacement
Total Daily Demand

Square Footage
9,200 SF each
27,600 SF total
75,000 SF

Demand Factor
(gpd)

46,400 SF

0.05
0.05
0.18

Total Annual Demand

Water Demand
(gpd)
1,380
4,200
230
8,352
13,712
5,004,880 gal/yr.
15.36 afy

_____________
Demand factor is based on LADWP demand factors for industrial uses of 0.05 gpd per SF
Stations and MSF use include restrooms, showers and water fountains and janitorial water use.



1,500 feet of new civil work/duct banks,



1,860 feet of new 1000 JCN cable,



1,700 feet of upgrading/re-cabling the existing SCE primary cable to 1000 JCN, and



Two new gas switches.

Moreover, SCE estimated that normal operation of the proposed PDS substation at the MSF Site would
have a peak power load flow of 2,008 kilowatts (kW) and normal operation of the proposed PDS substation
at the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station would have an estimated peak power load flow of 2,119 kW for
a total of 4,127 kW.
SCE would complete the aforementioned upgrades and would be subject to its procedures and
requirements for construction and environmental clearance. Therefore, this impact would be less than
significant. Although this impact is considered less than significant, Mitigation Measure MM UT-2 is

Electrical Power

recommended to ensure that the proposed Project is re-evaluated by SCE so as to allow for final design.
In 2019, SCE was contacted to begin coordination related to the power demand requirements for the
proposed Project (including the stations, MSF and ATS trains). 87 The following requirements and

Stormwater

assumptions were given to SCE regarding the proposed Project:

Existing storm drains are located within the alignment along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and
Prairie Avenue. It is anticipated that the proposed Project would not interfere with these storm drains

86 Annual water demand is calculated as 280 gpd reduced by 80 percent to account for recycled water. The result is 56 gpd of
fresh water per day for 365 days, or approximately 20,440 gallons of water per year.
87 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
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during operation. Moreover, storm drains would be kept and maintained by the LACFCD and the City.

Should SCE determine that additional system upgrades are required, such upgrades shall

Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.

be the responsibility of the DBFOM contractor and/or the City to complete (including

Natural Gas

of SCE and the City, as applicable.

design and any additional environmental clearance), subject to the review and approval
No new gas connections to serve the proposed Project elements would be required except at the proposed
MSF. Natural gas would be used at the MSF to serve the pressure wash system, and for space and water

Level of Significance After Mitigation

heating. It is anticipated that the MSF would connect to existing gas infrastructure along Manchester

Construction

Boulevard at the discretion of the SoCalGas. As further discussed in Section 4.5, the proposed Project

With the implementation of MM UT-1, impacts related to the relocation or replacement of utilities would

would result in a net decrease in natural gas usage compared to the current uses. Therefore, this impact

be less than significant.

would be less than significant.

Operation
Summary
Impacts would be less than significant.
Based on current information and analysis by utility providers for operations, the proposed Project would
have potential column conflicts with several existing utility lines along Market Street, Manchester

Implementation of MM UT-2 would ensure that the Project is re-evaluated by SCE so as to allow for final

Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue. As such, impacts would be potentially significant.

design.

Mitigation Measures

4.14.7 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The following mitigation measures have been identified to reduce potentially significant impacts.

Implementation of the proposed Project including the related projects identified in Section 4.0, 4.0.6:
Cumulative Assumptions, would further increase demands for utilities and may require the construction

Construction
MM UT-1:

or relocation of utility lines.
Prior to the award of the DBFOM contract, and start of any demolition or construction
activities, the City shall be responsible for identifying the locations of existing utilities

Water

potentially affected by the Project. This shall include coordinating with all existing utility

As discussed previously, the City of Inglewood provides water to 86 percent of the residences and

providers for wet and dry utilities (water, sewer, gas ,electric, and telecommunications) to

businesses in the City. Water is provided in the remaining areas by Golden State Water Company and Cal

obtain documentation of existing utility locations. Field verification (i.e., potholing and

America Water. 90 There are approximately 74 related projects within the City of Inglewood that would be

other methods as appropriate) shall be conducted to document the locations of all utilities

within the same service area as the Project. Development of the proposed Project and related projects

within 20 feet of the proposed Project’s guideway and station foundations.

could cumulatively increase demands on the existing water infrastructure system. However, each project

Based on the information from the field investigations, the DBFOM contractor shall be

Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess impacts to existing water infrastructure and

will require a site-specific assessment to determine any impacts to existing water infrastructure.
responsible for coordinating with the appropriate utility owners/operators to determine

coordinate with the City prior to project approval. Moreover, utility upgrades would be determined and

specific set back requirements for each utility line and the need for any stabilization for

completed by the City and would be subject to its procedures and requirements for construction and

protection in place or relocation measures.

environmental clearance. Additionally, under multiple dry year conditions, imported supplies can be
purchased to meet an annual increase in demand. Additional water would be purchased through the City’s

Operation

Metropolitan member agency WBMWD. The purchase will draw primarily through two major water supply
MM UT-2:

Prior to the award of the DBFOM contract, and start of construction, the City shall contact
Southern California Edison (SCE) and request an updated system Distribution Study to
determine the amount of load that SCE could accommodate and required infrastructure
upgrades in order to meet the proposed Project’s recommended full redundancy design.
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systems: the Colorado River Aqueduct and through the State Water Project. 91,92 The proposed Project

and related projects could cumulatively increase demands on the existing electrical infrastructure system.

(stations and MSF) would use approximately 71.86 afy less water than the current uses. Therefore,

However, each project will require a site-specific assessment to determine any impacts to existing
electrical infrastructure. Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess impacts to existing

cumulative impacts related to water infrastructure would be less than significant.

electrical infrastructure and coordinate with SCE prior to project approval. Similar to the Project, utility

Wastewater

upgrades for the related projects would be determined and completed by SCE and would be subject to its

As discussed previously, the City’s Public Works Department manages the City’s sanitary sewer collection

procedures and requirements for construction and environmental clearance. Therefore, cumulative

system. There are approximately 74 related projects within the City of Inglewood that would be within the

impacts related to electrical infrastructure would be less than significant.

same service area as the Project. Development of the proposed Project and related projects could
cumulatively increase demands on the existing wastewater infrastructure system. However, each project

Natural Gas

will require a site-specific assessment to determine any impacts to existing wastewater infrastructure.

As discussed previously, SoCalGas is the natural gas purveyor within the City. There are approximately 394

Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess impacts to existing water infrastructure and

related projects that would be within the same service area as the Project. Development of the proposed

coordinate with the City prior to project approval. Moreover, utility upgrades would be determined and

Project and related projects could cumulatively increase demands on the existing natural gas infrastructure

completed by the City and would be subject to its procedures and requirements for construction and

system. However, each project will require a site-specific assessment to determine any impacts to existing

environmental clearance. Moreover, the proposed Project (stations and MSF) would use approximately

natural gas infrastructure. Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess impacts to existing

71.86 afy less water than the current uses. As such, the proposed Project would generate less wastewater

natural gas infrastructure and coordinate with SoCalGas prior to project approval. Similar to the Project,

than current uses. Therefore, cumulative impacts related to wastewater infrastructure would be less than

utility upgrades for the related projects would be determined and completed by SoCalGas and would be

significant.

subject to its procedures and requirements for construction and environmental clearance. Therefore,
cumulative impacts related to natural gas infrastructure would be less than significant.

Stormwater
As discussed previously, the main storm drain lines within the area of the proposed Project are owned and

Telecommunications

maintained by the LACFCD and the City. There are approximately 394 related projects within the County

As discussed previously, the Telecommunications Division of the Information Technology and

of Los Angeles that would be within the same service area as the Project. Development of the proposed

Communications Department is responsible for all of the voice-related services for the City. Moreover,

Project and related projects could cumulatively increase demands on the existing stormwater

Spectrum Business is the primary cable provider in the Project area. There are approximately 74 related

infrastructure system. However, each project will require a site-specific assessment to determine any

projects within the City of Inglewood that would be within the Telecommunications Division service area.

impacts to existing stormwater infrastructure. Specifically, all related projects would be required to assess

An additional 320 related projects would be within the Spectrum Business service area. Development of

impacts to existing water infrastructure and coordinate with the LACFCD and the City prior to project

the proposed Project and related projects could cumulatively increase demands on the

approval. Moreover, utility upgrades would be determined and completed by the LACFCD and the City and

telecommunication systems. However, each project will require a site-specific assessment to determine

would be subject to their procedures and requirements for construction and environmental clearance.

any impacts to existing telecommunication infrastructure. Similar to the Project, utility upgrades for the

Therefore, cumulative impacts related to stormwater infrastructure would be less than significant.

related projects would be determined and completed by the appropriate utility service provider and would
be subject to its procedures and requirements for construction and environmental clearance. Therefore,

Electric Power

cumulative impacts related to telecommunication infrastructure would be less than significant.

As discussed previously, electricity within the City is supplied by SCE. There are approximately 304 related
projects that would be within the same service area as the Project. Development of the proposed Project

4.14.8 CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF INGLEWOOD GENERAL PLAN
The City’s General Plan includes policies that relate to utilities including water production and wastewater

91 City of Inglewood Public. Public Works. Urban Water Management Plan 2020.
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/16221/20210616-Public-Review-Draft-2020-UWMP. Accessed
September 15, 2021.
92 Colorado River Aqueduct was constructed and operated by Metropolitan, which transports water from the Colorado River.
The State Water Project is owned and operated by the Department of Water Resources, which transports water from the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta through the California Aqueduct.
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x

Protect aquifers and water sources by preventing contamination of groundwater from surface
contaminants and treating groundwater pumped from City wells to ensure the water meets safe
drinking water standards.

x

Reduce the ever-increasing demand being placed on the aquifers and on the Statewide water sources
through cumulative conservation efforts, reuse of water, and using reclaimed water where potable
water is not needed (namely, irrigation and landscaping).

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines require an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Maintain a water quality monitoring system to ensure continues compliance with State standards.

of the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects

x

5.0 ALTERNATIVES
5.1

INTRODUCTION

to include a discussion of a reasonable range of alternatives to a project that would “feasibly attain most
of the proposed Project and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives” (State CEQA Guidelines

Further, the General Plan Conservation Element includes the following policies related to stormwater

Section 15126.6). An EIR is not required to consider every conceivable alternative to a proposed project.

relevant to the proposed Project:

Rather, a reasonable range of potentially feasible alternatives needs to be considered that will foster

x

Visit businesses to educate owners about stormwater regulations and the penalties for illegally
dumping into storm drains.

informed decision-making and public participation.

x

Require periodic sweeping to remove oil, grease, and debris from parking lots with 25 spaces or more.

below to explain the foundation and legal requirements for the analysis of alternatives in this Recirculated

x

Increase the frequency of sampling storm drain pollution by County agencies to assess which
measures are more successful.

Draft EIR.

x

Continue to stencil warnings over individual storm drain openings that advise against discarding litter
into the drains.

Key provisions of the State CEQA Guidelines on alternatives (Section 15126.6(b) through (f)) are excerpted

x

[T]he discussion of alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the project or its location which are
capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, even if these
alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the proposed objectives or would be
more costly. (15126.6(b))

These policies seek to ensure the City maintains a diversity of water sources to prevent over-reliance on

x

The specific alternative of “no project” shall also be evaluated along with its impact. (15126.6(e)(1))

aquifers and Statewide water sources, and to attain safe drinking water standards for water pumped from

x

The “no project” analysis shall discuss the existing conditions at the time the notice of preparation is
published, or if no notice of preparation is published, at the time environmental analysis is commenced,
as well as what would be reasonably expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the project were
not approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and community
services. If the environmentally superior alternative is the “no project” alternative, the EIR shall also
identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other alternatives. (15126.6(e)(2))

x

The range of alternatives required in an EIR is governed by a “rule of reason” that requires the EIR to
set forth only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned choice. The alternatives shall be
limited to ones that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project. Of
those alternatives, the EIR need examine in detail only the ones that the lead agency determines could
feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of the project. The range of feasible alternatives shall be
selected and discussed in a manner to foster meaningful public participation and informed decision
making. (15126.6(f))

x

Among the factors that may be taken into account when addressing the feasibility of alternatives are
site suitability, economic viability, availability of infrastructure, general plan consistency, other plans
or regulatory limitations, jurisdictional boundaries, and whether the proponent can reasonably
acquire, control, or otherwise have access to the alternative site (or the site is already owned by the
proponent). (15126.6(f)(1))

Additionally, the General Plan Conservation Element discusses ways to achieve solid waste conservation.

City wells, in part through monitoring, periodic maintenance measures, and public education efforts.
The proposed Project responds to the City’s vision by incorporating a range of both mandatory and
potential but feasibly-integrated sustainability measures (see Section 3.0 Project Description, 3.5.9:
Sustainability Features) for the proposed Project related to the areas of energy efficiency and renewable
energy, water efficiency and conservation, material conservation and resource efficiency, environmental
quality, planning and integrated design, and site planning. These measures apply on a component-bycomponent basis for the guideway and stations, MSF, and PDS substations. Among the sustainability
measures related to limiting water consumption and preventing wastewater generation are mandatory
efforts to filter and reuse wash/rinse water from the ATS train wash, xeriscape landscaping, weather-based
irrigation control, low flow faucets and fixtures, and using best available water efficiency technologies for
cooling towers, among others.
Given that the proposed Project includes the aforementioned features and components, it is consistent
with the policies of the General Plan.
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x

[For alternative locations,] only locations that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant
effects of the project need be considered for inclusion in the EIR. (15126.6(f)(2)(A))

Measures are identified to mitigate Project impacts to less than significant, with the exception of short

x

If the lead agency concludes that no feasible alternative locations exist, it must disclose the reasons
for this conclusion, and should include the reasons in the EIR. For example, in some cases there may be
no feasible alternative locations for a geothermal plant or mining project which must be in close
proximity to natural resources at a given location. (15126.6(f)(2)(B))

term air emissions during construction of the Project.

5.3

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

As identified in the State CEQA Guidelines, the achievement of Project objectives was considered in
determining potentially feasible alternatives that would avoid or substantially lessen any significant effects

x

An EIR need not consider an alternative whose effect cannot be reasonably ascertained and whose
implementation is remote and speculative. (15126.6(f)(3)).

of the proposed Project.
The City’s goals and objectives for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project are as follows:

5.2

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS OF THE INGLEWOOD TRANSIT CONNECTOR PROJECT

x

Provide direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional transit system for local residents and
the region to access the City’s new major employment, commercial, and activity centers;

x

Close the “last mile gap” to the regional transit system by providing passengers with the ability to
transfer to or from destinations and the Metro K Line;

x

Provide sufficient transit connection capacity between the Metro regional transit system and the
City’s new major activity centers with enhanced travel time certainty and sufficient capacity to meet
peak ridership demands to encourage transit as a travel mode choice;

x

Maintain existing roadway capacity;

x

Reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network
on both major arterials and residential streets for both nonevent and event days;

x

Encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable time-certain transit;

x

Increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled to the
City’s major activity centers, with corresponding improvement in air quality, public health, and
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation sources in accordance with the City’s
goals, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, and State policies with respect to climate change and land use;

x

Support the ongoing economic revitalization, including through the creation of public parking
facilities;

x

Encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served by the proposed Project;

x

Provide safe, reliable, and convenient access to businesses in the City so that they are accessible to
their workforce and customers;

x

Connect the Inglewood community and citizens to jobs, education, services, and destinations within
the City and within the region by providing transit within safe and accessible walking distances; and

x

Support regional efforts to become more efficient, economically strong, equitable, and sustainable.

In accordance with Section 15126.6(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines, the alternatives in this section have
been selected to evaluate means for avoiding or substantially reducing the significant impacts of the
proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (proposed Project or ITC Project) identified in Section 4.0:
Environmental Impact Analysis of this Recirculated Draft EIR.
Table 5.0-1: Environmental Impact Summary presents a summary of findings for each topic analyzed in
this EIR for the proposed Project. As shown, impacts related to biological resources, hazards and hazardous
materials, hydrology and water quality, noise and vibration, tribal cultural resources, and utilities and
service systems were determined to have significant impacts prior to mitigation.
Table 5.0-1
Environmental Impact Summary
Topic
Aesthetics
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Energy Resources
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Land Use and Planning
Noise and Vibration
Population, Employment and Housing
Transportation
Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Systems
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Significant Impact?
No
Yes
Yes
No
No
Yes
No
No
No
No
No
No
Yes
Yes

5.0-2

Mitigated to Less
than Significant?
No
Yes
Yes
No
N/A
Yes
N/A
N/A
N/A
Yes
N/A
N/A
Yes
Yes

Unavoidable
Significant Impact?
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
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5.4

ALTERNATIVES

5.0 Alternatives

West Boulevard, transitioning south and then running along Prairie Avenue for approximately 1.75 miles

Alternatives presented in this section consist of potential alternatives that were initially considered but
screened-out from further consideration due to their infeasibility or inability to meet the basics objectives
of the Project, and) design alternatives/variations selected for further evaluation. As required by CEQA,

between Florence Avenue to Century Boulevard for a total length of approximately 2.2 miles providing
service to the Forum, the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (LASED), and the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC).

the No Project alternative is also addressed in this section.

This alternative would be dual lane and include four stations. The station locations were identified based

5.4.1

on connections to traffic generators/development. This alternative includes potential intermodal center

Alternatives Eliminated from Further Consideration

locations to capture road-based traffic, such as buses, transportation network companies (TNCs), taxis,
This section describes preliminary alternatives to the proposed Project initially considered early in the

and private vehicles, and facilitate a convenient transfer to the ITC. These potential intermodal centers

planning process for the ITC Project and the reasons why these alternatives are not evaluated further in

would provide an opportunity to limit the amount and type of road-based traffic into the area, especially

this EIR.

during special events.

Alternative Alignments

As outlined in the LPA Report, this alternative was eliminated from further consideration for a variety of

As part of the Envision Inglewood planning study, 1 the City evaluated several independent last-mile, fixed-

reasons including conflicts with, and impacts to, a variety of utility facilities. Based on preliminary research,

guideway transit connector options in the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) Report, 2 comparing these

utilities as well as lateral connections to these pipes from adjacent properties were identified along

options against key screening criteria and evaluating each option against the City’s stated goals and

Florence Avenue. These existing utilities include sewer, gas, and water mains along these streets, which

objectives. The LPA Report evaluated the following four conceptual transit alternatives, all consisting of an

would pose obstacles for placement of guideway columns. In addition, various utility crossings at the curve
alignment transition at Florence Avenue and Prairie Avenue would need to be avoided. While Alternative

elevated Automated Transit System (ATS):

B would be located primarily within the street right-of-way, limited roadway width exists on Prairie Avenue
x

Alternative A: Market-Manchester Street Alignment (proposed Project)

between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard to accommodate the elevated ATS structure.

x

Alternative B: Fairview Heights Alignment

Potentially significant property impacts to the Inglewood Cemetery are anticipated because the alignment

x

Alternative C: Arbor Vitae Alignment

x

transitions from Florence Avenue, which has a wide right-of-way of 125 feet, to Prairie Avenue, which has
a right-of-way of 78 feet. Furthermore, the right-of-way on Prairie Avenue decreases to less than 70 feet

Alternative D: Century Blvd Alignment

south of Regent Street. This would potentially further impact the Inglewood Cemetery and potentially

Alternative A was selected based on the review of these alternatives as the proposed Project.
As described in detail below, Alternatives B, C, and D were eliminated from further consideration.

conflict with utility infrastructure.

Alternative C: Arbor Vitae Alignment
The Arbor Vitae Alignment (Alternative C) concept would be an aerial alignment running approximately 2

Alternative B: Fairview Heights Alignment

miles along Arbor Vitae Street from Aviation Boulevard to Prairie Avenue, where it transitions north to the

The City identified an independent elevated ATS alternative connecting directly to the Fairview Heights

Forum, and south along Prairie Avenue for approximately one-half mile to Century Boulevard as shown in

Metro K (Crenshaw/LAX) Line station along Prairie Avenue as shown in Figure 5.0-1: Location of
Alternative Alignments in the LPA Report. The Fairview Heights Alignment (Alternative B) would be an
aerial alignment running approximately one-half mile along Florence Avenue between Prairie Avenue and

Figure 5.0-1. This alignment would provide service to the Forum, LASED and SoFi Stadium and the IBEC.
Additionally, Alternative C presents the opportunity to directly connect to the Los Angeles International
Airport (LAX) and its Landside Access Modernization Program (LAMP), which includes parking
opportunities; a consolidated rental car center; and a planned regional multimodal hub served by Metro’s

1
2

City of Inglewood, Envision Inglewood: Connecting People, Places, and the Future (May 2018), accessed March 2019,
http://envisioninglewood.org/.
City of Inglewood, Envision Inglewood: Locally Preferred Alternative Report (June 2018), accessed March 2019,
http://envisioninglewood.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/Envision-Inglewood-Locally-Preferred-Alternative-Report.pdf.
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downtown/commercial district of Inglewood because it will not serve the area.
As with other alternatives, Alternative C also provides opportunities for possible intermodal center
locations to capture road-based traffic, such as buses, TNCs, taxis, and private vehicles, and to facilitate a
convenient transfer to the ITC.
As outlined in the LPA Report, this alternative was eliminated from further consideration for the following

x

Together, these utilities pose significant obstacles as they may require either realignment of the ATS
guideway or utility relocation would not be considered infeasible at this stage. Underground electrical
lines, including vaults, are primarily concentrated along or adjacent to sidewalks and do not pose a
major impediment. Nongravity-flow utilities, including water service lines, may be required to be
relocated.
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SOURCE: City of Inglewood - 2018; Meridian Consultants - 2019

Substantial utility lines were identified as part of preliminary research for this alignment alternative in
addition to overlapping footprints with the selected alignment, including an 8- to 10-inch sewer pipe
along the centerline of Arbor Vitae Street between Eucalyptus Avenue and La Brea Avenue. Therefore,
impacts to utilities would be more significant than the proposed alignment.

APPROXIMATE SCALE IN MILES

x

N

Alternative C may potentially have adverse economic and fiscal impacts to local businesses along Arbor
Vitae Street due to potentially reduced visibility, potential loss of on-street parking during
construction, and potential permanent removal of on-street parking spaces to accommodate the
alignment. The narrow width of the right-of-way would further reduce visibility of with project
implementation as compared to the proposed alignment. Additionally, while the proposed Project is
anticipated to remove some on-street parking spaces as well, the narrow right-of-way of this
alternative is anticipated to impact existing on-street parking more extensively.

Alternative D: Century Boulevard Alignment
0
0.25
0.5

x

Alternative C: Arbor Vitae Alignment

The right-of-way along Arbor Vitae ranges from 100 feet to 66 feet, with a narrowing of the right-ofway east of Eucalyptus Avenue. Given the narrow right-of-way, this concept would potentially require
acquisition of existing small business and possibly cause residential displacement. While the proposed
Project would require some small business acquisition, the scale of the acquisition for this alternative,
and its impact to residential properties, would be more extensive.

Alternative B: Fairview Heights Alignment

x

Alternative A: Market-Manchester Alignment

Crossing over and under the I-405 would require coordination with the California Department of
Transportation, Los Angeles Department of Transportation, and Los Angeles World Airports. This
alignment does not present the opportunity for integration with local economic activity, current and
future transit-oriented development, and other initiatives in the downtown/commercial district of
Inglewood.

Legend

x

1

reasons:

208-001-18

connects to a planned multimodal hub, it would not provide development opportunities are limited in the

Location of Alternative Alignments in the LPA Report

FIGURE 5.0-1
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Alternative D: Century Boulevard Alignment

5.0 Alternatives

East/west traffic from Manchester Boulevard to the 405 freeway would be significantly impacted by an at-

The Century Boulevard Alignment (Alternative D) would be an aerial alignment running for approximately
two miles along Century Boulevard from Aviation Boulevard to Prairie Avenue, where it transitions north
along Prairie Avenue for approximately 1 mile to south of Manchester Boulevard (see Figure 5.0-1). This
alternative would provide service to the Forum, LASED, and IBEC. Alternative D provides the opportunity
to directly connect to a regional multimodal hub served by Metro’s K and C Lines, various Metro, and
municipal bus lines, and the LAX ATS system.

grade system. Congestion during peak periods could create conflicts with an at-grade, fixed-guideway
transit service, which would degrade transit service. Controlled crossings would be required for
pedestrians across the at-grade line. An at-grade system would also bifurcate Market Street from just south
of Regent Street to Manchester Avenue, creating a long guideway trench and physical barrier in downtown
Inglewood since the structure of the tracks would physically disconnect existing connections between
different parts of a community. To avoid these impacts, a tunnel would be needed to allow Manchester
Boulevard to cross under the at-grade guideway. Construction of this tunnel would increase the

As with other alternatives, Alignment D also provides opportunities for possible intermodal center

construction cost for this alternative and also result in indirect land use impacts to the character of Market

locations to capture road-based traffic, such as buses, TNCs, taxis, and private vehicles, and to facilitate a

Street, particularly to the southern portion of Market Street in downtown. Tunneling may also adversely

convenient transfer to the ITC.

impact existing faults in and around the City.

As outlined in the LPA Report, this alternative was eliminated from further consideration for the following

An at-grade system would require a 3-car train at least 210 to 270 feet long. The capacity of this train
would require headways during events that could not be achieved. Due to this constraint, this system could

reasons:

not meet peak capacity demands. A Driver/Operator would also be required for an at-grade system, which
x

x

To connect to the multimodal hub, Alternative D would be required to cross the I-405 on the south
side of the new consolidated rental car facility under development west of the I-405 Freeway and
north of Century Boulevard as part of the LAX Landside Access Modernization. The transition from an
elevated segment to below grade under the I-405 or above-grade over the I-405 would not be feasible
due to the short distance available and the real estate constraints between Century Boulevard and the
LAX Manchester Square development. Additionally, a bridge crossing over I-405 onto Century
Boulevard would impede over or under clearance.
Crossing over and under the I-405 would require coordination with the California Department of
Transportation, Los Angeles Department of Transportation, and Los Angeles World Airports. This
alignment does not present the opportunity for integration with local economic activity, current and
future transit-oriented development, and other initiatives in the downtown/ commercial district of
Inglewood.

would further add to the cost to operate the system.

Interlined Operability (Subway) Scenario
An Interlined Operability Scenario was also initially studied by LA Metro and the City of Inglewood and
determined to be infeasible due to the cost and complexity of this type of system and extension of the
Metro K Line. The scenario studied included a connection from the K Line in a subway under Prairie
Avenue, which also would jointly operate on a portion of the K Line.
Existing and proposed operations on the Metro K and C (Green) Lines constrain the modification or
expansion of service required to allow an interlined system. The K Line is designed to support up to 5minute minimum headways. This maximizes the service potential for these lines but does not allow for
additional capacity to serve a new branch for the Project. For this reason, Metro concluded that any

ATS At-Grade Alignment

scenario involving integration with the K Line or the C Line would require upgrades to the entire Metro

An at-grade transit system along Market Street was initially considered but determined to be infeasible
because it would result in significant traffic impacts, would not have the capacity to meet peak ridership
demands, and would be more costly to build and/or operate than the proposed Project. The at-grade
system presented many engineering challenges. An at-grade transit system was considered from Florence
with a trench into a tunnel at Manchester Blvd to avoid traffic impact intersections. The 700-1,000 feet
transition trench from at-grade to a tunnel would bifurcate Market Street with 20-25 feet track level

system to accommodate increased train frequency. City’s activity centers at the Forum and LASED area;
and was ultimately determined to be infeasible.

Alternative Technologies
The City evaluated a range of driverless transit technologies to determine the viable classes of
technologies that could potentially meet the anticipated requirements for the ITC, as outlined in the LPA
Report. 3 These requirements include the ability to meet projected ridership demand in terms of peak-

change, and the direct transition from grade to an elevated guideway was deemed infeasible given the
minimum ramp length required 700-1,000 feet (not including transitions).
3
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City of Inglewood, Envision Inglewood: Locally Preferred Alternative Report.

Meridian Consultants
208-001-18

5.0-9

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

5.0 Alternatives

5.0 Alternatives

hour demand or line capacity. The projected ridership demands vary between 500 passengers per hour

As discussed in the LPA Report and summarized below, transit technologies ruled out from further

per direction (pphpd) during the weekday commute hours to approximately 9,000-10,000 pphpd during

consideration included Personal Rapid Transit (PRT) and Small Monorail ATSs.

special events.

Personal Rapid Transit (PRT)
Only driverless technologies were analyzed because their shorter (more frequent) headways are more
likely to meet the anticipated line capacity demands, as well as fit within the geometric constraints given
the short system route and the high peak ridership demands from special events and game days at the key
ridership generators. The range of such technologies are considered to be a class of Automated Guideway
Transit or ATS Systems. Differentiation is primarily based on the size of the vehicles, guideway mounting,
and propulsion and guidance systems.

PRT systems are designed to provide nonstop, origin-to-destination service to individuals or small groups
of passengers via multiple cars operating in a network. Vehicles are typically 10 to 15 feet long, include a
four- to six-passenger seated capacity, and have low headroom. PRT systems operate at low speeds (less
than 25 miles per hour [mph]) and, to date, network size has been very limited.
To accommodate such a high-vehicle volume that would be necessary for anticipated ridership of the

The Project’s transit technology is a form of light rail technology that can be steel-wheel/steel rail, rubber
tired or magnetically levitated, supported on dual rails (that may be steel rail or concrete plinths) or
straddling or suspended from a single beam/rail such as in a monorail type technology that will operate
within a dedicated trainway. Power distribution will be through a third rail instead of overhead catenary
to avoid additional visual impacts due to the overhead catenary system wires and support structures. It
will be fully automated (i.e., driverless) which is necessary to operate at the tight headways to meet the
projected ridership needs. The vehicles are smaller than traditional heavy rail technology so as to
successfully maneuver the tight curves driven by the site-specific conditions. This type of technology is
often times also referred to as automated guideway transit, automated people movers or simply
monorails; regardless of the terminology used, it is a form of a light rail technology.

proposed Project, the infrastructure at the stations and bypass lanes would be substantially larger than
for larger vehicle ATS systems. For these reasons, this alternative technology was eliminated from further
consideration.
The City’s Downtown TOD Plan envisioned an aerial personal rapid transit system, noted as SKY Tran, and
stated that it could travel at-grade and at slow speeds along Market Street, could detach from guideway
and run on wheels on the ground, and then system could then travel above-grade or in a dedicated lane
on Manchester Blvd and through the Forum and Hollywood Park parking lots. The system could then
return to a low-speed, at-grade alignment through the commercial areas of Hollywood Park. Finally, the
system could continue in an aerial alignment east along Century Boulevard, serving the shopping centers
there, and south along Crenshaw Boulevard to the Metro Green Line Crenshaw station. Additionally, the

The driverless technologies considered were evaluated against the following criteria to provide a

Downtown TOD Plan noted that a potential route would be along La Brea Avenue instead of Market Street

preliminary assessment of viable systems suitable for further evaluation and consideration:

and had a capacity of 12,000 persons per hour per direction and could cost up to $10 million per mile.

x

Ability to fit within the site-specific constraints;

The SKY Tran is a suspended system that uses small pods suspended from a monorail. While there are

x

Ability to meet anticipated ridership demand in terms of peak-hour demand or line capacity;

some agreements for future installations, SKY Tran does have an operational system either in the US or

x

Flexibility of operations in terms of different train lengths, which would be longer during peak periods
and shorter during off-peak periods to maintain the appropriate frequency and service levels.

x

Ability to expand the fleet size with minimal or no disruption to ongoing normal passenger service
during peak operational hours;

x

Technical ability to meet the intended purpose; and

x

Viability/availability of technology suppliers as measured by (1) longevity of business providing new
systems and continued operations and maintenance; (2) at least one technology application proven
in passenger service; and (3) applications of comparable size/scale to the proposed ITC Project.

abroad at this time. Additionally, it is not proven that Sky Tran’s capability has the capacity to carry 12,000
pphpd and the dual-mode (suspended and street modes) operations. Additionally, SKY Tran’s current
design does not meet the American Society of Civil Engineers’ ATS standards and does not have any
provisions for emergency evacuation from the pods, as is recommended by the National Fire Protection
Association. While not the SKY Tran is not precluded from future procurement, all technology providers
must demonstrate compliance with technical specifications, proven track record and demonstrate is
capable of carrying about 500 pphpd to 9,000 pphpd.
It should be noted that in the last decade other innovative technologies such as autonomous vehicles (AVs)
have proposed very high frequency operations, but they have not been able to meet the anticipated
timeline of development and the projected performance. AVs are currently in pilot projects and have been
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able to demonstrate very limited operations and very low capacities (about 300- 500 pphpd). These pilot

but would occur at the property as 250 N. Market Street. Additionally, the MSF and PDS substation would

AV systems run on simple dedicated routes outside public roads and typically have speeds limited to 15

reduce the proposed public parking in the Market Street area that is designed to support ridership and

mph. For these reasons, this alternative technology was eliminated from further consideration.

access to the ITC Project and the downtown Market Street area.

Small Monorail

5.4.2

Small monorail technology provides line-haul-type service connecting multiple stations. These systems

Alternatives carried forward for further consideration include the following:

may be operated as a shuttle or pinched loop, with multiple trains following each other and stopping at

x

Alternative 1: No Project

geographically compact areas and may either operate on top of the guideway or be suspended from the

x

Alternative 2: Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System

every station before turning back at the end of the line. Small monorail systems are applied in

Alternatives Considered

guideway. Vehicles on these systems are typically 15 to 20 feet long and include capacity for 12 to 20

x

Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade

passengers, with operating speeds ranging from 20 to 30 mph.

x

Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternative

As determined in the LPA Report, small monorail systems would not be able to meet peak-hour ridership

x

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative

demand and are not a sufficiently flexible length for train operation; thus, such a system would provide

x

Alternative 6: Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Site Alternative

adequate capacity. For these reasons, this alternative technology was eliminated from further
consideration.

5.4.2.1

Alternative 1: No Project

The No Project Alternative considers conditions if the proposed Project is not built. No new transportation

Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Relocation Alternative

infrastructure would be built within the Project study area, aside from transportation projects that are

The Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Relocation Alternative was initially considered but not carried

currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by 2027. These projects include

forward for further analysis because it would not avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant

transit projects funded by Measure R, Measure M, and specified in the Southern California Association of

impacts identified for the proposed Project.

Governments (SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). Existing
infrastructure and future planned and funded projects assumed under the No Project alternative include:

With this alternative, the MSF and power distribution system (PDS) substations would be located on the
9-acre site at 250 N. Market Street adjacent to the proposed Market Street/Florence Avenue station rather

x

Metro K Line –Currently under construction (2021), operating start date (Fall 2022)

than at the 5.5-acre site at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard. All other Project components would remain the

x

Implementation of the Citywide Event Transportation Management and Operations Plan

same.

x

Street improvements being constructed as part of the Los Angeles International Airport Landside
Access Modernization Program and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC)
projects.

x

Existing Bus Service – Metro Rapid and Metro Local

Under the proposed Project, the site at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard would be partially acquired and the
existing commercial building containing the Vons grocery store and other businesses and site
improvements would be demolished to accommodate the MSF and PDS substations (with the Vons to be
rebuilt at the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard). Under the MSF Relocation

Existing public transit and private transportation operators would continue to provide service. Public

Alternative, the partial property acquisition at 500 E. Manchester Boulevard would not be required. This

transit operators would likely increase service in response to the projected growth in the number of

would avoid the temporary construction impacts associated with these demolition activities and the

visitors and residents that would occur as result of new and proposed major activity centers being

construction of the MFS and PDS substations at this location. However, demolition of the commercial

developed in the City in the Downtown and Hollywood Park areas.

buildings and site improvements would occur at 250 N. Market Street and the new MSF and PDS substation
would be built on this property. As a result, the temporary construction impacts resulting from demolition

The LASED at Hollywood Park includes SoFi Stadium and additional development allowed by the

activities and construction of the MSF and PDS substation would not be avoided or substantially lessened

Hollywood Park Specific Plan. Higher density mixed-use development is also planned in the vicinity of the
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Metro Downtown Inglewood station near Florence Avenue and Market Street being developed within the

enhanced coordinated flow. BRT systems typically include design features to optimize passenger boarding

Crenshaw/Imperial TOD Plan Area. These projects and improvements would reasonably be expected to

and alighting activities, as well as ticket purchases. A BRT corridor is a section of roadway or contiguous

occur in the foreseeable future if the proposed Project were not approved based on current plans.

roadways served by the uniquely-branded buses along routes with a minimum length of approximately
1.5 to 2 miles.

Throughout 2020, the City of Inglewood developed a Citywide Transportation Management and
Operations Plan (TMOP) focused on addressing future traffic demands that may result from events at the

Under this alternative, the City would construct and operate a BRT system that would connect the Forum,

stadium. The Inglewood TMOP establishes a plan that provides public information, reduces unwarranted

the SoFi Stadium, the Performance Arena, the IBEC and the Hollywood Park mixed uses to the Metro K

traffic through adjacent neighborhoods, and promotes the use of alternative modes of transportation as

Line Downtown Inglewood station. The proposed route of this alternative would be a loop route starting

described below.

along Florence Avenue to travel east to North Prairie Avenue where it would turn south along Prairie
Avenue to the Inglewood Transit Center Facility at Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae adjacent to the

City of Inglewood Event Park and Ride Shuttle Program and Intermodal Transit Facility at
Hollywood Park

Hollywood Park site, and then return via Prairie Avenue northbound to travel westbound along
Manchester Boulevard to Market Street to traverse northbound to Florence Avenue. The BRT would be

To address the limited pre-sold on-site parking available at SoFi Stadium, the City has established a remote

located entirely within the public right-of-way. This route is generally consistent with the route as

parking and shuttle program, known as the I Park & Go Program, that considers comprehensive access,

described in the City’s New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and

circulation and traffic management for residents, visitors, and businesses on NFL game days and during

Design Guidelines. 4

large special events.
Along the alignment, one eastbound travel lane along Florence Avenue between Market Street and Prairie
Given the growing event-day demand of the City’s I Park & Go Program, the City would not only continue

Avenue; one southbound travel lane along Prairie Avenue between Florence Avenue and Manchester

the use at the ITF Lot but also utilize the vacant lot at the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and

Boulevard; two lanes (one lane in each direction) along Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard

Manchester Boulevard given the limited capacity for increased shuttles at the City’s ITF Lot.

and the Inglewood Transit Center Facility; one westbound travel lane along Manchester Boulevard
between Prairie Avenue and Market Street; and one northbound lane along Market Street between

Event Transit Service

Manchester Boulevard and Florence Avenue would all be converted (from the existing mixed flow traffic

The City has established a partnership and received support from Metro, Big Blue Bus (Santa Monica),

lanes) to provide the Bus-only lane to accommodate the BRT alternative thereby reducing roadway lane

GTrans (Gardena), and Torrance Transit to expand transit service. Under the No Project alternative, the

capacities for mixed-flow traffic.

City would work cooperatively with Metro and other municipal bus operators to increase and enhance
transit service to City of Inglewood destinations through more frequent headways, additional route
options, and other improvements by 2021, if possible. The TMOP addresses both Pre-Event and Post-Event

BRT systems typically include the following features:
x

conditions associated with SoFi Stadium at Hollywood Park. The Pre-Event scenario includes bus routes
along Pincay Drive, Kareem Court, and Century Boulevard. The Post-Event scenario includes bus routes
along Prairie Avenue, Manchester Avenue, Crenshaw Boulevard, Pincay Drive, Kareem Court, and Century
Boulevard.

5.4.2.2

Dedicated lanes and alignment:


Separate lanes to avoid congested roadways.



Dedicated bus-only lanes for faster travel and ensure that buses are not delayed by mixed traffic
congestion. Separate rights of way may be used. Transit malls or 'bus streets' may also be created
in city centers.

Alternative 2: Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System

Bus rapid transit (BRT) is a public transit system designed to provide improved capacity and reliability
relative to a conventional bus system. Typically, a BRT system includes roadway lanes that are dedicated
to buses, with signal priority to buses at intersections where buses may interact with other traffic, with
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City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
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x

Off-board fare collection


x

x

be diverted to surrounding streets including La Brea Avenue and Locust Street. The establishment of this

Fare prepayment at the station, instead of on board the bus, eliminates the delay caused by
passengers paying on board.

Intersection treatment


pedestrian promenade would encourage pedestrian activity by improving walkability within Downtown
Inglewood.

5.4.2.4

Prohibit turns for mixed-flow traffic across the bus lane to reduce delays to the buses, in most
cases. Transit Bus priority will often be provided at signalized intersections (using Transit Priority
System (TPS) modules at all upgraded signal controllers at intersections along the alignment) to
coordinate them to reduce delays by extending the green phase or reducing the red phase in the
required direction compared to the normal sequence. Potential additional communication
equipment to transmit and receive signals between the intersections and the City’s Transportation
Management Center may also be provided, as part of this alternative. Equipment to track the
locations of the buses and closed-circuit television cameras may also be required / provided at the
intersections along the alignment to provide the required monitoring.

Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternative

This alternative considers the addition of a fourth station to the ATS as proposed at Manchester
Boulevard, east of the Market Street/Manchester Boulevard intersection as shown in Figure 5.0-3:
Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternative – Manchester Boulevard Station.
The station configuration would consist of a center platform with vertical circulation to an elevated
passenger walkway located under the station platform level. Passengers would have access to the station
through an elevated passenger walkway. As with the other ITC stations, this additional station would
consist of a center platform configuration with the platform located at level 3 (approximately 50 feet
above the existing grade). Passengers would access the platform from a mezzanine (at level 2) connected

Platform-level boarding


5.0 Alternatives

Station platforms/stops would be convenient for quick and easy boarding, making them fully
accessible for wheelchairs and baby strollers, with minimal delays.

by elevated passenger walkways to vertical circulation elements to provide access to the sidewalk (at level
1) on the north side of Manchester Boulevard. Providing this additional station in Downtown would:
1. Support ongoing economic revitalization in Downtown Inglewood;

Passenger loading areas would include stops at the following locations:
Market Street/Florence Avenue in close proximity to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood
Station. This BRT stop would provide connections to and from the regional light rail system;

2. Provide a direct connection from Downtown Inglewood to the regional rail system, the Forum, the

x

The Forum on Prairie Avenue;

x

The City’s Intermodal Transit Facility at Hollywood Park providing access to the SoFi Stadium,
Hollywood Park Development Site, and IBEC.

3. Enhance the connection of Inglewood and residents to jobs, education, services, and destinations
within the City and within the region; and support regional efforts to become more efficient,
economically strong, equitable, and sustainable.

x

LASED, including SoFi Stadium, and the IBEC; and

High-capacity bus vehicles such as articulated buses may be used; these may have multiple doors for fast

5.4.2.5

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative

entry and exit. To reduce greenhouse gas emissions, vehicles may be electric or alternative fuel technology.

The proposed Project modifies and relocates Prairie Avenue to the east to maintain the current roadway
capacity. The relocation of Prairie Avenue and the need for a passenger station connection on the

Under the BRT alternative, the proposed Project would not be built and none of the transit infrastructure,

sidewalk/ground level affects properties located east of Prairie Avenue. This Alternative avoids affecting

street provisions and activities would occur.

these properties by consolidating the two proposed stations on Prairie Avenue into a single station that

5.4.2.3

would be located adjacent to the City’s Intermodal Transit Facility at the City’s Civic Center site. Passengers

Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade

would connect to the ground/sidewalk level within the City-owned Civic Center site. Figure 5.0-4:
Under the Market Street Pedestrian Promenade Alternative, the proposed Project and all of its

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative illustrates this alternative.

components would be constructed and would operate. With this alternative, Market Street between
Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard would be entirely closed to vehicular traffic as shown in

This Alternative maintains Prairie Avenue within its existing right-of-way; however, one to two lanes

Figure 5.0-2: Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade. Regent and Queen streets would have

would be lost, thereby reducing the capacity of the roadway. Specifically, one travel lane in each direction

barricades to prevent traffic turning onto Market Street in both directions. East-west traffic along Regent

along Prairie Avenue between Arbor Vitae and La Palma, one lane in the southbound direction between

Street and Queen Street would be allowed without being able to turn on to Market Street. Traffic would
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La Palma and Pincay Drive, and one lane in each direction between Pincay Drive and Manchester
Boulevard would be lost under this Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative.

5.4.2.6

Alternative 6: Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Site
Alternative

The proposed Project involves siting the MSF within the southeastern portion of the site at 500 E.
Manchester Boulevard closest to the corner of Nutwood Street and Spruce Avenue that contains a Vons
grocery store and gas station, with other businesses, including a private gym, bank branch and coffee shop
located in the building with Vons. This siting of the MSF requires removal of the gas station currently
located on the Vons site in order to provide for short-term construction staging to construct the MSF and,
thereafter, to provide parking.
This Alternative moves the MSF to the northwestern portion of this property closest to the south corner
of Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard as shown in Figure 5.0-5: Alternative 6: Maintenance
and Storage Facility Alternative. The site containing the MSF would be approximately 14,000 SF in size.
This alternative would have the same elevated profile and footprint of the MSF and its supporting facilities
(e.g., access, circulation, employee parking, etc.). With this alternative, the existing gas station would
remain on the site. Under this Alternative, the building containing the grocery store and other businesses
would be demolished. With the Project, a replacement Vons store would be built on the corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. With this alternative a replacement Vons store would not
be built on this site.

SOURCE: Google Earth - 2020; Meridian Consultants LLC - 2020

FIGURE 5.0-2
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Figure 5.0-2: Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade
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Alternative 4 - 4th Station on Current Alignment
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5.0 Alternatives

5.5
5.5.1

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES
Alternative 1: No Project

1. Aesthetics
The proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the community
during construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the ITC
Construction Commitment Program (CCP) and ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines).
With Alternative 1, the proposed Project would not be built and existing visual characteristics along
Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue would be maintained. As such, there would be
no impact to the existing aesthetic character of the community because construction and operation of
the Project would not occur. The Project would change the visual characteristics of the areas located along
the proposed alignment but would not result in significant impacts. For this reason, neither this alternative
or the Project would result in significant aesthetic impacts.

2. Air Quality
Under the proposed project, mitigation measures would be required to reduce construction-related air
quality impacts to less-than-significant levels. Under Alternative 1, no emissions related to construction
activities and associated vehicular travel from construction activities or construction-related vehicle trips
would occur. For this reason, even without mitigation, Alternative 1 would not conflict with
implementation of the applicable air quality plan or exceed the thresholds established by the SCAQMD
for criteria air pollutants.
Operation of the proposed Project would reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMTs) throughout the City which
would result in the beneficial effect of reducing air quality emissions from vehicle trips. Under Alternative
reduced. As such, operational air quality emissions would be greater with the Alternative 1.

3. Biological Resources
There are approximately 502 trees located along the proposed Project alignment. Removal and/or
trimming of trees could result in significant impacts to protected migratory or nesting birds, or raptors.
Measures are identified to mitigate these impacts to less than significant for the proposed Project.
Alternative 1 would avoid these impacts. Thus, no impacts associated with biological resources would
occur with Alternative 1, and impacts would be reduced in comparison to the proposed Project.

251-003-20

SOURCE: Gannett Fleming, Inc. - 2021; Meridian Consultants - 2021

N
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1e, the proposed Project would not be built and VMTs throughout the City and region would not be
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4. Cultural Resources

5.0 Alternatives

on GHG emissions. Under this alternative, the proposed Project would not be built and VMTs would not

The proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to historic resources on Market Street or the
other segments. Alternative 1 would maintain the existing views and structures of the historic buildings
and would result in no impacts to existing historical resources within the Project area since construction
and operation of the proposed Project would not occur. Neither this alternative nor the Project would

be reduced. As such, operational GHG emissions would be greater with the No Project Alternative. The
proposed Project would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, SCAG’s 2020-2045
RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan which sets goals to reduce GHG emissions by increasing energy
efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. While Alternative 1 would not be inconsistent with these
plans, it would not achieve the goals of these plans as well as the proposed Project.

result in significant impacts to cultural resources.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

5. Energy Resources
Under Alternative 1, no energy resources such as electricity, natural gas, or petroleum would be
consumed for construction. Operation of the proposed Project would consume a maximum net increase
of 23,852,3876 kilowatt-hours (kWh) of electricity per year. As such, Alternative 1 would reduce
operational electricity impacts. However, once operational, the proposed Project would result in a net
decrease of 3,608,205 thousand British thermal units (kBTU) of natural gas per year.

With the No Project Alternative, no new construction would occur along the proposed Project alignment
that could result in the potential for exposure to hazards or hazardous materials and all existing uses
would continue to operate. Construction of the Project would include the demolition of existing buildings
that may contain asbestos-containing materials (ACM) and lead based paint (LBP). Construction activities
may also encounter underground storage tanks and soil that may be contaminated. The ITC CCP requires
the preparation of plans defining protocols and actions to address this potential and avoid significant

The proposed Project would be consistent with the Inglewood Energy and Climate Action Plan (ECAP) and

impacts. Alternative 1 would not involve the demolition of the existing buildings that would be removed

General Plan which sets goals to reduce emissions through increased energy efficiency, renewable energy

to implement the Project, which may have the potential release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP,

generation, improved transit options, and reduced consumption and waste. The proposed Project would

and other potentially hazardous building materials. Additionally, Alternative 1 would not generate any

reduce VMTs which would reduce annual petroleum-based fuel consumption by 580,949 to 1,379,509

construction emissions which may release Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs) at schools within one-quarter

gallons per year. As such, Alternative 1 would increase impacts related to natural gas and petroleum-

mile. Under this alternative, no construction activities would occur that would have the potential to
conflict with emergency response plans or evacuation routes due to street and/or lane closures. As such,

based fuel consumption Compared in comparison to the proposed Project.

Alternative 1 would reduce the potential for impacts associated with hazards and hazardous materials in

6. Geology and Soils

comparison to the proposed Project. The Project does, however, include project design features that

Alternative 1 would not involve the construction of any new transportation facilities. The Project is

would avoid impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials and, for this reason, this alternative

proposed in an area subject to groundshaking from earthquake events that may occur on faults in the

would not lessen or avoid any significant impacts.

region. Potentially active faults cross the proposed alignment for the Project. Measures are identified to
mitigate potential impacts associated with these conditions to less than significant. Impacts related to

9. Land Use and Planning

construction of the Project, including the potential for construction activities to encounter and impact

The No Project Alternative would not include the construction of the ATS and no changes to the land use

paleontological resources and an increase in the potential for erosion, would be avoided. Measures are

pattern and character of the community would result from the construction or operation of additional

identified to mitigate the potential impacts of the Project on paleontological resources to less than

transportation facilities. The proposed Project would remove traffic from existing roadways without

significant. Under Alternative 1, no new transportation infrastructure would be built within the project

diminishing the existing traffic capacity or the number of lanes that would exist with Alternative 1.

study area, aside from related transportation projects that are currently under construction or funded for

Without the Project, congestion on roadways would increase more than with the Project, which would

construction and operation by 2027. This alternative would avoid these potential impacts.

have an indirect effect on the character of the community.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Alternative 1 would be consistent with policies and goals in applicable plans as the existing character of

Alternative 1 would not involve any construction activity that would generate greenhouse gas (GHG)
emissions. Operation of the proposed Project would reduce VMTs which would result in a beneficial effect
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further this goal by reducing congestion on the City’s street network. As street congestion will increase

jobs that would be supported by the construction and operation of the Project would not occur. Thus,

without the proposed Project, the No Project Alternative would not achieve policies and goals related to

more jobs would be created and supported under the proposed Project than under Alternative 1, and like

reducing congestion.

Alternative 1, the proposed Project would not significantly impact population or housing.

10. Noise and Vibration

12. Transportation

No construction from the Project would occur along the proposed Project alignment with the No Project

Under Alternative 1, the proposed Project would not be built and none of the transit infrastructure and

Alternative. No noise or groundborne vibration impacts from construction would occur and temporary

street improvements and activities would occur. Existing public transit operators and private

noise and vibration impacts during construction impacts would be avoided. Therefore, Alternative 1 would

transportation would continue to provide service in the City, and these services would likely expand

avoid the noise and vibration impacts during Project construction. Operation of the proposed Project

operations in response to the expected growth in visitors and residents within the major activity centers

would reduce the amount of vehicle traffic on streets throughout the City, which would reduce roadway

in the City of Inglewood. The less than significant construction transportation effects or disturbances from

noise compared to this Alternative. Operation of the Project proposed trains would result in potential

the proposed Project would not occur with Alternative 1.

noise level increases from a low of 0.1 A-weighted decibel (dBA) to a high of 1.8 dBA, and operation of the
proposed MSF would result in potential increases in noise levels around this facility ranging from no
increase to a high of 3.9 dBA. Under Alternative 1, the Project would not be built or operate and these
noise increases would not occur. As such, Alternative 1 would have a less than significant noise and
vibration impact, and reduced construction and operational impacts in comparison to the proposed

The City would implement its TMOP to provide future transit connectivity. The TMOP addresses traffic
conditions and transportation needs before and after events at SoFi Stadium at Hollywood Park. While
transit modes such as buses will be critical transportation options to access the City’s event centers, these
modes will still compete with existing roadway traffic and may not provide a convenient time-certain
connectivity compared to an elevated rail connection such as the proposed Project. This alternative will

Project.

not provide any operational benefits in comparison to those provided by the proposed Project. The

11. Population, Employment, and Housing

congestion and delays on the roadway system areawide would remain under Alternative 1 compared to

The proposed Project would have no direct impact on housing as the proposed Project does not include
the construction or demolition of any housing units. The proposed Project would impact existing
employment opportunities in the City as commercial uses that would be displaced by the proposed Project
are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs. However, the proposed Project would result in a net increase
of for approximately 11,052 5 Full Time Equivalent (FTE) jobs through the Greenhouse Gas Reduction
Funds, as estimated by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11 Population, Employment, and

the improvement in congestion and roadway traffic flows anticipated as part of the proposed Project.
In addition, the substantial reductions in VMT and related reductions in GHG and air pollutant emissions
that would be provided by the proposed Project would not be realized with the No Project Alternative.
No operational benefits associated with reduction in VMT, reduced traffic flows or reduction in congestion
would occur compared to the proposed Project, and a critical first/last mile gap between the City’s
housing, employment and activity centers and the regional Metro regional system would still exist

Housing). The number of jobs that will be supported by the proposed Project in the region is within the
projected regional trends in the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will benefit from the
proposed Project will not directly translate into additional population growth in the region. As such the
proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on employment and population growth.
No changes to existing population, employment, and housing trends within the City and the region would
occur with the No Project Alternative. As such, Alternative 1 would not directly or indirectly substantially
induce population or employment growth in the City or the region. While the No Project Alternative would
avoid the direct loss of local employment opportunities that would result from the Project, the additional

5

13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs). No
TCRs were identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified.
Nonetheless, the proposed Project would include construction which would have the potential to unearth
subsurface resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the
likelihood of unearthing TCRs is low, but it is still a possibility. With the No Project Alternative, no
construction would occur and this potential impact to TCRs would be avoided.

11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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14. Utilities and Service Systems
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associated with the proposed Project. This alternative would not conflict with implementation of the

With the No Project Alternative, no new construction would occur along the proposed Project alignment
and all existing uses would continue to operate as they currently do. As such, no utility lines would need
to be removed or relocated along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, or Prairie Avenue. Alternative 1
would avoid construction impacts on utilities. Once operational, the proposed Project would not require
further utility upgrades or relocation of utility infrastructure.

applicable air quality plans and unmitigaetd construction emissions would be substantially reduced
compared to the proposed Project.
Though this Alternative would reduce VMTs, it would only be able to provide approximately 20 percent
of the ridership capacity compared to the proposed Project. Moreover, Alternative 2 would reduce daily
traffic volumes (ADTs) along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis to a lesser

Operation of the proposed Project would consume a maximum net increase of 23.85 million kWh of
electricity per year. Operation of the proposed Project would also result in a net decrease of 3.61 million
kBTU of natural gas per year, and a net decrease of 71.86 acre-feet per year (afy) of water per year. With
the No Project Alternative, this increase in electricity use would not occur, but the decrease in natural gas

degree than the proposed Project. Specifically, typical weekday nonevent and daily VMT in the City would
be reduced by an amount equivalent to 20 percent to 25 percent of those of the proposed Project.
Moreover, under Alternative 2 the existing uses that would be removed by the proposed Project would
remain operational and would not be replaced by the proposed Project components which generate less
air pollutant emissions than the existing uses. As such, Alternative 2 would increase operational air quality

and water use that would result from the proposed Project would also not occur.

impacts in comparison to the proposed Project.

Relationship to Project Objectives
3. Biological Resources
The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the City’s objectives for the proposed Project, except
Approximately 502 trees are present along the proposed Project alignment which may require removal

that it would maintain existing roadway capacity along Market Street.

during construction of the proposed Project. The BRT System Alternative would only involve minor

5.5.2

Alternative 2: Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System

modifications to existing streets along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes along the route are
implemented and BRT stops are constructed. Alternative 2 would not, therefore, require the same amount

1. Aesthetics

of potential tree removals as the proposed Project. Similar to the proposed Project, operation of
The proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the community
during construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the ITCCCP and
ITC Design Guidelines.

Alternative 2 would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of bird species or their habitats and
no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals would occur. As such, Alternative 2 would
result in similar operational impacts compared to the proposed Project.

With Alternative 2, the proposed ATS guideway would not be built and existing visual characteristics along

4. Cultural Resources

Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue would generally be maintained. As such, there
would generally be little to no impact to the aesthetic character of the community because the BRT would
be contained within the existing roadway system. For this reason, no potentially significant impact to the
visual character of the area would occur with Alternative 2. The proposed Project would change the visual
characteristics of the areas located along the proposed alignment but would not result in significant
impacts. While Alternative 2 would result in fewer changes to the visual character of the area than the
proposed Project, neither this alternative nor the proposed Project would result in significant aesthetic

The proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to historic resources on Market Street or the
other segments. Alternative 2, which would involve minor modifications of existing streets, construction
of bus stops, and the operation of a Bus Rapid Transit system, would also not result in significant impacts
to cultural resources. For this reason, neither this alternative nor the Project would result in significant
impacts to cultural resources.

5. Energy Resources

impacts.
With Alternative 2, the proposed Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities,

2. Air Quality

which would consume energy resources would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-

The BRT System would require some modifications to existing streets in order to create dedicated transit
lanes and stops but this construction would be less than the demolition and construction activities
Meridian Consultants
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net increase of 23.85 million kWh of electricity per year. Alternative 2 would reduce operational electricity

5.0 Alternatives

would not decrease operational GHG emissions to the same degree as the proposed Project.

impacts. However, the proposed Project would result in a net decrease of 3.61 million kBTU of natural gas
per year. Alternative 2 would not require demolition of existing land uses and would reduce traffic along
key roadway corridors and VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the proposed
Project. For this reason, Alternative 2 would increase impacts related to natural gas and petroleum-based
fuel consumption. The proposed Project would be consistent with the ECAP and General Plan which sets
goals to reduce emissions through increased energy efficiency, renewable energy generation, improved
transit options, and reduced consumption and waste. Alternative 2 would address the goals and policies

Similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 2 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan
Update, SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan which sets goals to reduce GHG emissions
by improving transit infrastructure. However, Alternative 2 would improve transit infrastructure at a lesser
degree compared to the proposed Project and would not result in more energy efficient uses being
developed in place of the less energy efficient existing uses.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

within these plans by improving transit options but to a lesser degree than the proposed Project.
With the BRT Transit system alternative, the proposed Project would not be built. No construction of the

6. Geology and Soils

guideway and stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would occur. Construction of the

Under Alternative 2, impacts related to geology and soil conditions, including paleontological resources,
would be less compared to the proposed Project. The Project is proposed in an area subject to
groundshaking from earthquake events that may occur on faults in the region. Potentially active faults
cross the proposed alignment for the Project. Measures are identified to mitigate potential impacts
associated with these conditions to less than significant. Because Alternative 2 would occur in the location
as the proposed Project, the geological and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction of
Alternative 2 would be the similar as with the proposed Project, but because substantially less
construction would be required, potential risks associated with ground-shaking would be reduced as
compared to the proposed Project. During operations, potential risks from seismic events would be
reduced with an at-grade system as no aerial structures would be built. Because there would be
substantially less construction with an at-grade BRT system, the potential for accidental discovery of
paleontological resources would decrease.

Project would include the demolition of existing buildings that may contain ACM and LBP. Construction
activities may also encounter underground storage tanks and soil that may be contaminated. The ITC CCP
requires the preparation of plans defining protocols and actions to address this potential and avoid
significant impacts. Alternative 2 would not involve the demolition of existing buildings, which may have
the potential release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other potentially hazardous building
materials. Additionally, Alternative 2 would generate a lower amount of construction emissions which
may release TACs at schools within one-quarter mile. Transportation of hazardous materials during
construction of the proposed Project would also not likely occur with this alternative. The potential for
accidental release of hazardous materials in the environment would be significantly lessened when
compared to the proposed Project.
Operation of the proposed Project would include the use and storage hazardous materials during
operation typical of those used in an industrial setting. Compliance with federal, State, and local laws and
regulations relating to transport, storage, disposal, and handling of hazardous materials would minimize

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

any potential for accidental release or upset of hazardous materials during station operation. Under
Under Alternative 2, the proposed Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities
which would produce GHG emissions would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only

Alternative 2, operation of a BRT system would include the use and storage of similar materials. As such,
operational impacts under Alternative 2 would be similar to those of the proposed Project.

lanes and bus stops along the route would be located. As such, Alternative 2 would reduce construction

9. Land Use and Planning

GHG impacts compared to the proposed Project.
Though this alternative would reduce VMT, it would only be able to provide approximately 20 percent of
the ridership capacity of the proposed Project. Alternative 2 would reduce traffic along key roadway
corridors and VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the proposed Project. Specifically,
typical weekday nonevent and daily VMT in the City would be reduced by an amount equivalent to 20
percent to 25 percent of those of the proposed Project. Additionally, dedicated bus lanes would take away

Alternative 2 would not include the construction of the ATS system or any of the associated supporting
facilities. The proposed Project would remove traffic from existing roadways without diminishing the
existing traffic capacity or the number of lanes. With the BRT system alternative, an existing lane of travel
would be dedicated for use by buses along the route, which would reduce the lane capacity for other
vehicles and increase local traffic congestion for passenger vehicles in the community. This increase in

roadway carrying capacity for private vehicles and increase local traffic congestion. As such, Alternative 2
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congestion on roadways under Alternative 2 would have an indirect effect on the character of the

the jobs that will benefit from the proposed Project will not directly translate into additional population

community.

growth in the region. As such the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on inducing
employment and population growth.

Alternative 2 would be generally consistent with all existing goals, plans, and policies as it would maintain
the majority of the infrastructure in the surrounding communities, allowing the goals and objectives of

Alternative 2 would maintain the existing population and housing trends within the City and the region

the existing plans to be carried out generally. Notwithstanding, in certain locations there could be conflicts

while having a minor impact on employment by hiring personnel for the BRT System construction and

with the design of existing roadways, roadway capacity, and the City’s circulation element and

operation. As such, Alternative 2 would not significantly impact population or employment growth in the

amendments to City documents may be needed to avoid these conflicts. Land use impacts would be

City or the region. As such, Alternative 2 would have similar impacts on population and housing conditions,

similar with this alternative and the proposed Project.

although the beneficial effects of this alternative would be substantially reduced as compared to the
proposed Project.

10. Noise and Vibration
Under Alternative 2 the proposed Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities

12. Transportation

which would produce noise or groundborne vibration impacts would occur, except along the public right-

Under Alternative 2, the City would construct and operate a BRT system that would connect the LASED,

of-way where BRT-only lanes and bus stops are located. As such, construction noise and vibration impacts

including the Performance Arena, other mixed uses in the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, SoFi Stadium,

would be reduced. Though this alternative would reduce VMT, it would only be able to provide

the Forum, and the IBEC to the K Line Downtown Inglewood station. Under this alternative, the proposed

approximately 20 percent of the ridership capacity compared to the proposed Project. Alternative 2 would

Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities would occur, except along the public

reduce traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser

right-of-way where BRT-only lanes and bus stops along the route would be located. As such, Alternative

degree than the proposed Project. Specifically, typical weekday nonevent and daily VMT in the City would

2 would reduce impacts associated with the construction of transportation facilities.

be reduced by an amount equivalent to 20 percent to 25 percent of those of the proposed Project. With
the proposed Project, operation of the ATS trains would result in noise levels increases from a low of 0.1
dBA to a high of 1.8 dBA, and operation of the proposed MSF would result in noise increases ranging from
no increase to a high of 3.9 dBA. Under Alternative 2, the ATS would not be built or operate and these
noise increases would not occur. However, increased bus traffic on these roadways would increase the
local noise levels and, as such, noise and vibration impacts associated with operation of Alternative 2
would be similar to the proposed Project.

One to two roadway lanes would be lost to mixed traffic flow along the BRT alternative route depending
upon location. With a maximum potential headway of approximately 3 minutes at peak times, Alternative
2 would only be able to provide approximately 20 percent of the capacity compared to the proposed
Project. The proposed plan amendments included in the proposed Project would not occur. The area
would continue to be used by the existing commercial, recreational, and other uses.
Alternative 2 would provide operational benefits by reducing traffic volumes along key roadway corridors
and VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the proposed Project. Specifically, typical

11. Population, Employment, and Housing

weekday nonevent and daily VMT in the City would be reduced by an amount equivalent to 20 percent to
The proposed Project would have no direct impact on housing as the proposed Project does not include
the construction or demolition of any housing units. The proposed Project would impact existing
employment opportunities in the City as commercial uses that would be displaced by the proposed Project
are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs. However, the proposed Project would result in a net increase
of approximately 11,052 6 FTE jobs, as estimated by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11
Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs that will be supported by the proposed
Project in the region is within the projected regional trends in by the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and

25 percent of those of the proposed Project. The estimated daily BRT ridership with Event Conditions
would be approximately 20 percent of the projected proposed Project ridership. Sufficient transit
connection capacity between the Metro’s regional transit system and the City’s new major activity centers
and entertainment venues would not be provided by this alternative. Additionally, this alternative would
reduce the roadway capacities along Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and Market
Street, consequently, increasing traffic congestion areawide. In comparison, the proposed Project would
not reduce roadway capacities compared to existing conditions and would improve congestion and traffic
flows areawide. As such, Alternative 2 would obtain limited operational benefits while substantially

6

11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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worsening traffic flows and congestion Transportation impacts of Alternative 2 would be increased as

Downtown TOD Plan area and encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served

compared to the proposed Project.

by the proposed Project, but not to the same degree as the proposed Project.

13. Tribal Cultural Resources

This alternative would partially meet the City’s objective to support regional efforts to become more

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No
TCRS were identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified.
Nonetheless, the proposed Project would include construction which would have the potential to unearth
subsurface resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the
likelihood of unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Alternative 2 would eliminate the need to
construct the ATS and this potential impact to TCRs would be avoided. TCR impacts for Alternative 2 would

efficient, economically strong, equitable, and sustainable. Though the BRT System Alternative would
provide limited operational benefits by reducing traffic volumes along key roadway corridors, it would
also reduce the roadway capacities along Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and
Market Street, consequently increasing traffic congestion throughout the City. As such, this alternative
would not meet the City’s objectives to maintain existing roadway capacity or reduce the City’s traffic
congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network on both major arterials and
residential streets for both nonevent and event days.

be reduced as compared to the proposed Project.

5.5.3

14. Utilities and Service Systems
Under Alternative 2 the proposed Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities

Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade

1. Aesthetics

would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes and bus stops along the route are

With this alternative, the proposed Project and all of its components would be constructed and operate,

located. As such, no utility lines would need to be removed or relocated along Market Street, Manchester

but Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard would be closed to vehicular

Boulevard, or Prairie Avenue, which would reduce construction impacts.

traffic. Alternative 3 would require the placement of barricades to prevent vehicle access. These
barricades would need to be designed in a manner which would not degrade the existing visual character

Once operational, the proposed Project and Alternative 2 would not require further utility upgrades or
relocation of utility infrastructure, except for potential electric charging infrastructure. However, as

of Downtown. As the ATS system as proposed would be constructed with this alternative, the aesthetic
impacts of the proposed Project would be similar to the proposed Project.

discussed previously, operation of the proposed Project would consume a maximum net increase of 23.85
million kWh of electricity per year. Alternative 2 would reduce operational electricity demands in
comparison to the proposed Project. However, operation of the proposed Project would result in a net
decrease of 3.61 million kBTU of natural gas per year, and a net decrease of 71.86 afy of water per year.
Alternative 2 would not result in similar reductions in utility demands.

2. Air Quality
Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project. During construction, the
proposed Project would not exceed the significance threshold for any criteria pollutant after mitigation,
and impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 3 would
not conflict with implementation of the applicable air quality plans and would not exceed thresholds

Relationship to Project Objectives

established by the SCAQMD for criteria air pollutants.
The BRT System Alternative would meet some, but not all of the City’s objectives for the proposed Project.
The objectives to provide a direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional transit system,

Operational impacts associated with Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project as the

encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, safe, and reliable transit and

Pedestrian Promenade would not generate additional air quality emissions. Moreover, reductions to daily

convenient access to businesses in the City would be met by this alternative. However, the objective

traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis with

related to providing sufficient transit connection capacity between Metro’s regional transit system and

event would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project. As such,

the City new major activity centers would, although not be met by this alternative, would still result in

Alternative 3 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the proposed Project.

limited increased transit mode split, limited reduction in vehicle trips, and consequently, limited reduction
in per-capita vehicle miles traveled to the City’s major activity centers. The BRT System Alternative would
also partially meet the City’s objectives to support the ongoing economic revitalization within the
Meridian Consultants
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would implement similar measures as the proposed Project to mitigate the potential impacts on

Approximately 502 trees along the proposed Project alignment may require removal during construction
of the proposed Project. The addition of a Pedestrian Promenade would not require tree removals and

paleontological resources to less than significant.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

would likely include the planting of additional trees. As such, impacts to biological resources during
construction would be reduced compared to the proposed Project. Alternative 3 would not diminish the
chances for long-term survival of bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental
vegetation removals would be required. As such, Alternative 3 would result in similar operational impacts

Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project and would result in a similar
level of GHG emissions. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions
to VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the
proposed Project. Therefore, similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 3 would be consistent with the

compared to the proposed Project.

CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan which sets goals

4. Cultural Resources

to reduce GHG emissions by increasing energy efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. Operational

Closing a portion of Market Street in downtown Inglewood to vehicle use, which would occur with
Alternative 3, would not result in an significant impacts to historic resources located on Market Street.

GHG impacts would be similar to the proposed Project.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Conversion of this portion of Market Street to a pedestrian mall would not result in any additional direct
or indirect impacts to historic or other cultural resource impacts compared to the proposed Project, nor
would it substantially reduce the cultural resources impacts of the proposed Project. Neither this
alternative nor the Project would result in significant impacts to cultural resources.

Under Alternative 3, the proposed Project would be built but would include the pedestrian promenade.
Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project. Construction of the guideway
and stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would involve the demolition of existing
buildings, which may have the potential release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other

5. Energy Resources

potentially hazardous building materials. The additional construction activities required to create the

Energy demand from construction activities under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project
as the ATS system would be built as proposed. The additional construction required to create the
pedestrian mall would only increase these impacts incrementally. Reductions to daily traffic volumes
along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in
magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project. As such, Alternative 3 would result in similar
operational impacts compared to the proposed Project.

pedestrian promenade would be minor. Similar to the proposed Project, construction activities under
Alternative 3 would likely cause the temporary closure of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks
along the elevated guideway and stations within the street rights-of-way.
Under Alternative 3, operation of the ATS would include the use and storage of hazardous materials
typical of those used in an industrial setting, similar to the proposed Project. Alternative 3 would not
interfere or impair with the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to
emergency services and warning systems during operation. Converting this portion of Market Street to a

6. Geology and Soils

pedestrian promenade would not involve the use of handling of any hazardous materials. With adherence
Under Alternative 3, the proposed Project would be built but would include a pedestrian promenade on
Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Impacts related to geology and soils
conditions, including paleontological resources, would be similar to those identified for the proposed

to the federal, State, and local safety requirements, Alternative 3 would not conflict with the requirements
of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, similar to the proposed Project. As such,
operational impacts under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project.

Project. Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction of Alternative 3 would
be the same as with the proposed Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter mile to the
east of the project study area; however, compliance with the California Building Code would avoid the
creation of seismic hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental discovery of
paleontological resources would continue to be potentially significant with Alternative 3. Alternative 3

9. Land Use and Planning
Alternative 3 would modify existing traffic patterns and connections within the community. Vehicular
connections would be reduced as Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard
would be closed. Vehicular traffic would need to be rerouted around the closed pedestrian promenade
which may increase local traffic volume for adjacent streets. The connection between different parts of
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the community would not be diminished in a substantial manner as the street segment that would be

translate into additional population growth in the region. As such the proposed Project would have a less

closed only includes three blocks. Alternative 3 would not, therefore, divide the community physically but

than significant impact on inducing employment and population growth.

may contribute to additional ground level traffic surrounding the closure.
Converting a portion of Market Street to a pedestrian mall would not result in any additional direct or
Alternative 3 would be generally consistent with all existing goals, plans, and policies as it would maintain

indirect impacts to population, employment, and housing. Alternative 3 would maintain the existing

the majority of the infrastructure in the surrounding community, allowing the goals and objectives of the

population, employment, and housing trends within the City and the region. As such, Alternative 3 would

existing plans to be carried out generally. Additionally, closure of Market Street would enable the

not directly or indirectly substantially induce population in the City or the region. Employment support

activation and programming of Market Street, which could include open air markets, creative retail and

and would be similar to the proposed Project under Alternative 3.

concession spaces, recreational and open space areas, and locations for public art and locations for public
gathering. This Alternative could achieve City’s objective for economic development of Market Street.

12. Transportation

Conflicts with the design of existing roadways, roadway capacity, and the City’s circulation element may

Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project. The proposed Project and all

exist and appropriate design and amendments proposed for City documents would be needed to avoid

of its components would be constructed and operational. Market Street between Florence Avenue and

conflicts with existing plans and policies. The land use impacts of this alternative and the proposed Project

Manchester Boulevard would be reconfigured to eliminate vehicular traffic north and south on Market

would be similar and less than significant.

Street. Cross traffic would be allowed on Regent Street and Queen Street without any turns to/from
Market Street. The closure of Market Street would divert traffic to the surrounding streets including La

10. Noise and Vibration

Brea Avenue and Locust Street. Since the current traffic along Market Street is very low, this diversion of

Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project. It is anticipated that the

Market Street traffic can be accommodated along adjacent parallel streets. The operation of the ATS

development of a Pedestrian Promenade along Market Street would not result in substantial noise or

would be the same as planned for the proposed Project.

vibration impacts as it would eliminate vehicle travel along Market Street between Florence Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard which would reduce roadway noise. Moreover, reductions to daily traffic volumes
along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis with event would occur
similar in magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project. The operational impacts of the Project
would be less than significant. As such, operational noise and vibration impacts would be reduced in

Similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 3 would result in operational benefits. Reductions to daily
traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis would
occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, this alternative is
estimated to result in transit ridership similar to the proposed Project. Finally, Alternative 3 would provide
similar operational benefits as those of the proposed Project relative to reduction in traffic congestion

comparison to the proposed Project.

and improvement of traffic flows along key roadway facilities areawide.

11. Population, Employment, and Housing
13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The proposed Project would have no direct impact on housing as the proposed Project does not include
the construction or demolition of housing units. The proposed Project would impact existing employment
opportunities in the City as commercial uses that would be displaced by the proposed Project are
estimated to be approximately 464 jobs. However, the proposed Project would result in a net increase of
approximately 11,052 7 FTE jobs through the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, as estimated by the Job
Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs
that will be supported by the proposed Project in the region is within the projected regional trends in the

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No
TCRs were identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified.
Nonetheless, the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to
unearth subsurface resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in
Inglewood, the likelihood of unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Converting a portion of
Market Street to a pedestrian promenade would not result in any additional impacts.

SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will benefit from the proposed Project will not directly

7

11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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14. Utilities and Service Systems

3. Biological Resources

Construction and operation under Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project. Closing a

Approximately 502 trees are located along the proposed ATS alignment that may require removal during

portion of Market Street to vehicle traffic would only involve minor above ground street improvements.

construction of the proposed Project. The 4th station would be located along the guideway within the

For this reason, impacts related to the construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm

public right-of-way along Manchester Boulevard. With Alternative 4, no additional properties would need

water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar compared

to be acquired and no additional demolition of buildings or site improvements would be required.

to the proposed Project.

Alternative 4 would not require an increase in tree removals or disturbance of nesting raptors or migratory
birds. For this reason, impacts to biological resources during construction would be similar compared to

Relationship to Project Objectives

the proposed Project. Moreover, operation of Alternative 4 would not diminish the chances for long-term

The Market Street Pedestrian Promenade Alternative would meet most of the City’s objectives for the

survival of bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals

proposed Project since the proposed Project would still be built and reductions to daily traffic volumes

would be planned. As such, Alternative 4 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the

along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis with event would occur

proposed Project.

similar in magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project. However, Alternative 3 would have
not meet the City’s objective to maintain existing roadway capacity along Market Street.

5.5.4

4. Cultural Resources
Alternative 4 would have impacts on cultural resources similar to the proposed Project. Alternative 4

Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternative

would construct the ATS guideway on the same alignment with the same dimensions as the proposed

1. Aesthetics

Project. The additional station would not result in any additional impacts because the additional station

Under the 4th station alternative, impacts to visual character under aesthetics would be similar to the

and this segment of the guideway would be constructed above the nearby historic resource, the Bank of

proposed Project. The proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character
of the community during construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in
th

the CCP and Design Guidelines. The addition of a 4 station east of the intersection of Market Street and
Manchester Boulevard would not result in any additional visual impacts as this station would be integrated

America building at 320 Manchester Boulevard. The Bank of America building would retain its ability to
convey its historical significance without additional indirect impact to the view of its primary façade. As
such impacts to cultural resources would be similar for Alternative 4 and the proposed Project.

5. Energy Resources

into the design of the ATS consistent with the Design Guidelines.
Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along

2. Air Quality

Manchester Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would result in an incremental increase in energy

Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along
Manchester Boulevard. During construction, the proposed Project would not exceed the significance
threshold for any criteria pollutant after mitigation, and impacts would be less than significant. The

resource consumption for electricity and petroleum-based fuels for construction of this station. However,
this increase would be minimal and temporary, similar to the proposed Project. Nonetheless construction
impacts to energy resources would increase incrementally compared to the proposed Project.

th

construction of a 4 station would require additional construction activities including operation of offroad heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which would increase air quality emissions.
Though Alternative 4 would implement similar mitigation measures as the proposed Project, it would
increase construction impacts.

Operation of a 4th station would increase consumption of energy resources including electricity and
natural gas. This alternative would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors
and VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those estimated for the
proposed Project, although the addition of a 4th station could incrementally increase ridership. As such,

th

Operation of the ATS with a 4 station would not result in any additional operational air quality emissions.
Operational air quality impacts would be similar with this alternative and the proposed Project.

this alternative would result in a reduction of petroleum-based fuel consumption from vehicle travel
similar or to a slightly greater degree than the proposed Project. The addition of one station would not
increase energy resource consumption to a level of significance.
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release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other potentially hazardous building materials.

Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along
Manchester Boulevard. Impacts related to geology and soils conditions, including paleontological
resources, and potential conflict with an emergency evacuation plan, would be similar to those described
for the proposed Project. Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction of
Alternative 4 would be the same as with the proposed Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately onequarter mile to the east of the project study area; however, compliance with the California Building Code
would avoid the creation of seismic hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental
discovery of paleontological resources would continue to be potentially significant under Alternative 4.
Alternative 4 would implement similar measures as the proposed Project to mitigate the potential impacts

Furthermore, excavations of potentially contaminated soils may occur during construction of Alternative
4 as a result of prior uses on some of the sites, similar to the proposed Project.
Under Alternative 4, operation would include the use and storage of hazardous materials typical of those
used in an industrial setting, similar to the proposed Project. Alternative 4 would not interfere with or
impair the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services
and warning systems during operation. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety
requirements, Alternative 4 would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan, similar to the proposed Project. As such, operational impacts under
Alternative 4 would be similar when compared to the proposed Project.

on paleontological resources to less than significant.

9. Land Use and Planning
7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Alternative 4 would build an ATS similar to the proposed Project with a 4th station located on Manchester
Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along
Manchester Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would require additional construction activities
including operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which would
increase GHG emissions. However, similar to the proposed Project, these emissions would be temporary
in nature and cease once the Project is complete. Nonetheless, construction related GHG emissions would
increase under Alternative 4.

Boulevard. The proposed Project would not physically divide the community with its elevated guideways
and maintenance of existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative 4 would have an
alignment and elevated guideways similar to the proposed Project. As such, Alternative 4 would also
maintain the existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative 4 could activate foot traffic
and interest on Market Street and help reinvigorate the Downtown business area. Alternative 4 will have
a similar impact on physically dividing the community as the proposed Project.

Operation of a 4th station would incrementally increase operational GHG emissions. However, this
alternative would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on an
average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those estimated for the proposed Project. As
such, this alternative would result in a net negative GHG emissions associated with vehicle travel. The
addition of one station would not increase operational GHG emissions to a level of significance. Moreover,
similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 4 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan

Alternative 4 would be generally consistent with the existing plans, policies and guidelines in the City and
the greater region. Alternative 4 would require the same amendments to the Land Use Element,
Circulation Element, Safety Element, Environmental Justice Element, and the Inglewood Municipal Code
as the proposed Project to incorporate the ATS into the language of the existing plans, policies, and
guidelines within the City. As such, land use impacts of Alternative 4 would be similar to the proposed
Project with neither this alternative nor the proposed Project resulting in significant land use impacts.

Update, SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan which sets goals to reduce GHG emissions
by increasing energy efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. Nonetheless, operational GHG
emissions would increase incrementally with Alternative 4.

10. Noise and Vibration
Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along
Manchester Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would require additional construction activities

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

including operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which could increase
Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along
Manchester Boulevard. Although construction of an additional station would increase construction

construction noise and vibration levels. Though Alternative 4 would implement similar mitigation
measures as the proposed Project, it would increase construction noise and vibration impacts.

activities compared to the proposed Project, construction impacts under Alternative 4 would be similar
to those of proposed Project. Construction of the guideway and four stations in conjunction with the MSF

Alternative 4 would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on

and PDS substations would still involve the demolition of existing buildings, which may have the potential

an average weekday basis would occur similar or slightly increased in magnitude to those estimated for
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the proposed Project. As such, this alternative would result in similar or slightly increased roadway noise

and Century Boulevard, thereby reducing congestion and improving travel conditions on a system-wide

levels as the proposed Project. The addition of one station would not increase operational noise or

basis.

vibration levels to a level of significance.
Similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 4 would result in operational benefits. Reductions to daily

11. Population, Employment, and Housing

traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur similar

The proposed Project would have no direct impact on housing as the proposed Project does not include
the construction or demolition of any housing units. The proposed Project would impact existing
employment opportunities in the City as commercial uses that would be displaced by the proposed Project
are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs. However, the proposed Project would result in a net increase

in magnitude to those estimated for the proposed Project. This alternative is estimated to result in ITC
ridership similar to the proposed Project. Improved traffic flows and reduction in congestion along key
travel corridors, similar to those associated with the proposed Project would occur with Alternative 4.

13. Tribal Cultural Resources

of for approximately 11,052 8FTE jobs as estimated by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11
Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs that will be supported by the proposed
Project in the region is within the projected regional trends in the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the
jobs that will benefit from the proposed Project will not directly translate into additional population
growth in the region. As such the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on inducing

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs). No
TCRs were identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified.
Nonetheless, the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to
unearth subsurface resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in
Inglewood, the likelihood of unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. The 4th station alternative

employment and population growth.

would have a similar impact to TCRs as the proposed Project since extensive construction and excavation
Alternative 4 would have a similar effect on the population and employment trend as the ATS would be

of soil would be required to construct the ATS structure and the 4th station. Similar impacts to the TCRs

constructed and the same displacement of jobs and hiring of ATS personnel would occur. As such,

would result from the proposed Project and Alternative 4.

Alternative 4 would have similar population, employment, and housing impacts as the proposed Project.

14. Utilities and Service Systems
12. Transportation

The 4th station would be located along the guideway within the public right-of-way along Manchester

Under Alternative 4, the proposed Project would be built but would include an additional station along

Boulevard. Under Alternative 4, no additional properties would need to be acquired and no additional

Manchester Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would require additional construction activities

demolition of buildings and site improvements would be required. As such impacts related to the

including operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which could increase

construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage, electric power, natural

transportation effects and disruptions.

gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar to the proposed Project.

The weekday daily VMT would be reduced in the Future Opening Year (2027) with Event conditions similar

Relationship to Project Objectives

to the VMT reductions estimated for the proposed Project. The estimated daily ITC ridership during Future

The 4th Station Alternative would meet all of the City’s objectives for the proposed Project since the

Opening Year (2027) with NFL Event conditions are estimated to be approximately 29,300 passengers
similar to the proposed Project. The weekday daily VMT would be reduced in the Future Horizon Year
(2045) with Event conditions similar to the VMT reductions estimated for the proposed Project. The

proposed Project would still be built and reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors
and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis with event would occur similar in magnitude to
those associated with the proposed Project.

estimated daily ITC ridership during Future Horizon Year (2045) with an NFL Event conditions are
estimated to be approximately 34,650 passengers, similar to the proposed Project. Additionally, daily

5.5.5

traffic volumes would decrease along key travel corridors such as Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative

1. Aesthetics
Under Alternative 5, the proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic

8

character of the community during construction or operation with implementation of the project design

11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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5.0 Alternatives

features in the ITCCCP and Design Guidelines. Similarly, Alternative 5 would travel down the same
alignment with the same proposed and elevated guideway across the frontage of the buildings on Market
Street. No additional impacts on the visual character of downtown would result from the consolidation
and relocation of the single station along Prairie Avenue.

5.0 Alternatives

4. Cultural Resources
Alternative 5 would have a less than significant impact on cultural resources, similar to the proposed
Project. The consolidated and relocated station on Prairie Avenue would have no impact and would not
be located near any identified historical resources. As such, impacts to cultural resources would be similar

2. Air Quality

for Alternative 5 and the proposed Project.

Under Alternative 5, the proposed Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie

5. Energy Resources

Avenue would be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic
Center site. The construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result
in less construction activities compared to the proposed Project. Similar to the proposed Project,
Alternative 5 would not conflict with implementation of the applicable air quality plans or exceed
thresholds established by the SCAQMD for criteria air pollutants. Moreover, Alternative 5 would

Under Alternative 5, the proposed Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie
Avenue would be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic
Center site. Construction of a single station in place of two stations would result in an incremental
decrease of energy resource consumption for electricity and petroleum-based fuels associated with
operation of the station.

implement similar mitigation measures as the proposed Project and would reduce construction air quality
emissions.

Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would also slightly decrease
operational energy resource consumption. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational benefits

Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would slightly decrease
operational air quality emissions. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational benefits would be
less than those associated with the proposed Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key
roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent

would be less than those associated with the proposed Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along
key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent
less in magnitude than those associated with the proposed Project. As such, Alternative 5 would result in
an increase in petroleum-based fuel consumption compared to the proposed Project.

less in magnitude than those associated with the proposed Project. As such, operational air quality
emissions associated mobile sources would increase compared to the proposed Project.

6. Geology and Soils

3. Biological Resources

Under Alternative 5, the proposed Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie
Avenue would be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic

Approximately 502 trees which may require removal during construction of the proposed Project exist
along the proposed Project alignment. With Alternative 5, no additional properties would need to be
acquired and no additional demolition of buildings or site improvements would be required. The guideway
would still be constructed along the same segment of Prairie Avenue compared to the proposed Project.
As such, Alternative 5 would not require an increase or decrease in tree removals or disturbance of nesting
raptors or migratory birds. As such, impacts to biological resources during construction would be similar
compared to the proposed Project. Similar to the proposed Project, operation of Alternative 5 would not
diminish the chances for long-term survival of bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or
ornamental vegetation removals would be planned. As such, Alternative 5 would result in similar

Center site. Impacts related to geology and soils conditions, including paleontological resources, and
potential to conflict with an emergency evacuation plan, would be similar to those described for the
proposed Project. Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction of Alternative
5 would be the same as with the proposed Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter mile
to the east of the project study area; however, compliance with the California Building Code would avoid
the creation of seismic hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental discovery of
paleontological resources would continue to be potentially significant under Alternative 5 and would
require the same mitigation measures as identified for the proposed Project in order to reduce the impact
to less than significant.

operational impacts compared to the proposed Project.
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7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

9. Land Use and Planning

The construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in a

Alternative 5 would involve building and operating an ATS system similar to the proposed Project while

reduction in the level of construction activities compared to the proposed Project. As such Alternative 5

consolidating the two proposed stations on Prairie Avenue to one single station adjacent to the Civic

would reduce construction related GHG emissions.

Center Site on Prairie Avenue. The proposed Project would not physically divide the community with its
elevated guideways and maintenance of existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative

Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would also slightly decrease
GHG emissions resulting from operation of the stations. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational
benefits would be less than those associated with the proposed Project. Reductions to daily traffic

5 would have a similar alignment and elevated guideways similar to the proposed Project. As such,
Alternative 5 would also maintain the existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative 5
would have a similar impact on physically dividing the community as the proposed Project.

volumes along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but
approximately 15 percent less in magnitude than those associated with the proposed Project. However,

Alternative 5 would be generally consistent with the existing plans, policies and guidelines in the City and

similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 5 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan

the greater region. Alternative 5 would include the same amendments to the Land Use Element,

Update, SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan which sets goals to reduce GHG emissions

Circulation Element, Safety Element, Environmental Justice Element, and the Inglewood Municipal Code

by increasing energy efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. Nonetheless, operational GHG

as the proposed Project to incorporate the ATS into the language of the existing plans, policies, and

emissions associated mobile sources would increase compared to the proposed Project.

guidelines within the City. As such, the policy consistency impacts of Alternative 5 would be similar to the
proposed Project.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
While construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in a

10. Noise and Vibration

reduction in the level of construction activities compared to the proposed Project, construction impacts

The construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in a

under Alternative 5 would be similar to those of the proposed Project. Construction of the guideway and

reduction in the level of construction activities compared to the proposed Project. For this reason,

stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would still involve the demolition of existing

Alternative 5 would reduce construction related noise and vibration levels.

buildings, which may have the potential release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other
potentially hazardous building materials. Furthermore, excavations of potentially contaminated soils may
occur during construction of Alternative 5 as a result of prior uses on some of the sites, similar to the
proposed Project. Similar to the proposed Project, construction activities under Alternative 5 would likely
cause the temporary closure of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks along the elevated

Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would also slightly decrease
operational noise and vibration levels. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational benefits would
be less than those associated with the proposed Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key
roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent
less in magnitude than those associated with the proposed Project. As such, operational noise and

guideway and stations within the street rights-of-way.

vibration impacts associated mobile sources would increase compared to the proposed Project.
Under Alternative 5, operation would include the use and storage of hazardous materials typical of those
used in an industrial setting, similar to the proposed Project. Alternative 5 would not interfere or impair

11. Population, Employment, and Housing

with the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services and

The proposed Project would have no direct impact on housing as the proposed Project does not include

warning systems during operation. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety requirements,

the construction or demolition of any housing units. The proposed Project would impact existing

Alternative 5 would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or emergency

employment opportunities in the City as commercial uses that would be displaced by the proposed Project

evacuation plan, similar to the proposed Project. As such, operational impacts under Alternative 4 would

are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs. However, the proposed Project would result in a net increase

be similar when compared to the proposed Project.

of for approximately 11,052 9FTE jobs through the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, as estimated by the

9
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Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs

unearth subsurface resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in

that will be supported by the proposed Project in the region is within the projected regional trends in the

Inglewood, the likelihood of unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Alternative 5 would result in

SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will benefit from the proposed Project will not directly

similar potential impacts to TCRs as the proposed Project since excavation of soil would be required to

translate into additional population growth in the region. As such the proposed Project would have a less

construct the ATS system along the proposed alignment, including a single station on Prairie Avenue.

than significant impact on inducing employment and population growth.

Similar impacts to the TCRs are anticipated for the proposed Project and Alternative 5.

Alternative 5 would have a similar effect on the population and employment trend as the ATS would be

14. Utilities and Service Systems

constructed as planned. Alternative 5 would have a similar impact to the population, employment, and
housing resource as compared to the proposed Project.

The proposed Prairie station under Alterative 5 would be located within the City’s Civic Center site. The
guideway would still be constructed along the same segment of Prairie Avenue compared to the proposed
Project. As such, impacts related to the construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm

12. Transportation

water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar compared
Under Alternative 5, the proposed Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie

to the proposed Project.

Avenue would be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic
Center site. The proposed Project modifies and relocates Prairie Avenue to the east to maintain the
current roadway capacity. This relocation in conjunction with the need for a passenger station connection
to the sidewalk/ground level affects properties located east of Prairie Avenue. Alternative 5 avoids
affecting these properties by consolidating the two proposed stations along Prairie Avenue into a single
station that would be located adjacent to the Intermodal Transit Facility at the City’s Civic Center site. This
alternative maintains Prairie Avenue within its existing right-of-way; however, one to two lanes would be
lost reducing the capacity of the roadway. Specifically, one travel lane in each direction along the Prairie
Avenue roadway between Arbor Vitae and La Palma, one lane in the southbound direction between La
Palma and Pincay Drive, and one lane in each direction between Pincay Drive and Manchester Boulevard
would be lost under Alternative 5.

Relationship to Project Objectives
Alternative 5 would meet, or partially meet, most of the City’s objectives for the proposed Project.
Alternative 5 would reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing
roadway network, although to a slightly lesser degree than the proposed Project. Specifically, the Prairie
Avenue Single Station Alternative would result in a reduction in capacities along Prairie Avenue, and traffic
flow and congestion on a system-wide basis would be increased compared to those estimated for the
proposed Project. However, several of the City’s objectives would be met to the same extent as under the
proposed Project. For example, be eliminating one of the stations, Alternative 5 would not meet the
objective of encouraging intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable timecertain transit to the same degree as would the proposed Project. Eliminating a station would also not

Under Alternative 5, operational benefits would be less than those associated with the proposed Project.
Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis
would occur, but approximately 15 percent less in magnitude than those associated with the proposed

meet the objective of providing convenient access to businesses, and to connect the City by providing
transit within safe and accessible walking distances to the same degree as would the proposed Project.

5.5.6

Alternative 6: Maintenance and Storage Facility Relocation Alternative

Project. Alternative 5 is estimated to result in transit ridership equivalent to approximately 75 percent of
the transit ridership associated with the proposed Project. However, due to a reduction in capacities along

1. Aesthetics

Prairie Avenue, traffic flow and congestion in the surrounding area would be worse under Alternative 5

The proposed Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the community

compared to the proposed Project.

during construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the ITC CCP and
Design Guidelines. Similarly, Alternative 6 would travel down the same alignment with the same proposed

13. Tribal Cultural Resources

and elevated guideway across the frontage of the buildings on Market Street. No additional impacts on

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No

the visual character of downtown would result from moving the MSF to the northwestern portion of the

TCRS were identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified.

Vons site closest to the south corner of Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard.

Nonetheless, the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to
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2. Air Quality

6. Geology and Soils

Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project. During construction, the

Impacts related to geology and soils conditions, including paleontological resources, would be similar to

proposed Project would not exceed the significance threshold for any criteria pollutant after mitigation,

those identified for the proposed Project. Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in

and impacts would be less than significant. Similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 6 would not

construction of Alternative 6 would be the same as with the proposed Project. The Potrero Fault lies

conflict with implementation of the applicable air quality plans and would not exceed thresholds

approximately one-quarter mile to the east of the project study area; however, compliance with the

established by the SCAQMD for criteria air pollutants.

California Building Code would avoid the creation of seismic hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the
potential for accidental discovery of paleontological resources would continue to be potentially significant

Operational impacts associated with Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project as the ATS
would be built as proposed. Moreover, reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors

with Alternative 6. Alternative 6 would implement similar measures as the proposed Project to mitigate
the potential impacts on paleontological resources to less than significant.

and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis with event would occur similar in magnitude to those
associated with the proposed Project. As such, Alternative 6 would result in similar operational impacts
compared to the proposed Project.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project and would result in a similar
level of GHG emissions. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions

3. Biological Resources

to VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the
Approximately 502 trees which may require removal during construction of the proposed Project exist
along the proposed Project alignment. With Alternative 6, no additional properties would need to be
acquired and no additional demolition of buildings or site improvements would be required. As such,
impacts to biological resources during construction would be similar compared to the proposed Project.

proposed Project. Therefore, similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 6 would be consistent with the
CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan which sets
goals to reduce GHG emissions by increasing energy efficiency and improving transit infrastructure.
Operational GHG impacts would be similar to the proposed Project.

Similar to the proposed Project, operation of Alternative 6 would not diminish the chances for long-term
survival of bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals
would be planned. As such, Alternative 6 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the
proposed Project.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Under Alternative 6, the MSF would be relocated to the northwestern portion of the Vons site.
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project. Construction of the guideway
and stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would involve the demolition of the existing

4. Cultural Resources

building, which may have the potential release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other
Alternative 6 would have a less than significant impact on cultural resources, similar to the proposed
Project. The relocated MSF on the northwest portion of its site would have no impact on cultural resources
and would not be located near any identified historical resources. For this reason, impacts to cultural
resources would be similar for Alternative 6 and the proposed Project.

potentially hazardous building materials. Similar to the proposed Project, construction activities under
Alternative 6 would likely cause the temporary closure of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks
along the elevated guideway and stations within the street rights-of-way. Construction of Alternative 6,
however, would not involve demolition of the existing gas station at the MSF site, thereby resulting in a

5. Energy Resources

slightly reduced potential for the potential release of hazardous materials.

Energy demand from construction activities under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project

Under Alternative 6, operation of the ATS would include the use and storage of hazardous materials

as the ATS would be built as proposed. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors

typical of those used in an industrial setting, similar to the proposed Project. Alternative 6 would not

and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those associated

interfere or impair with the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to

with the proposed Project. As such, Alternative 6 would result in similar operational impacts compared to

emergency services and warning systems during operation. With adherence to the federal, State, and local

the proposed Project.

safety requirements, Alternative 6 would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response
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plan or emergency evacuation plan, similar to the proposed Project. As such, operational impacts under

approximately 11,052 10 FTE jobs through the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, as estimated by the Job

Alternative 3 would be similar to the proposed Project.

Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs
that will be supported by the proposed Project in the region is within the projected regional trends in the

9. Land Use and Planning

SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will benefit from the proposed Project will not directly

Alternative 6 would include the construction and operation of an ATS system similar to the proposed

translate into additional population growth in the region. As such the proposed Project would have a less

Project while moving the MSF along Hillcrest Boulevard between Manchester Boulevard and Nutwood

than significant impact on inducing employment and population growth.

Street. With this alternative the existing gas station on this property would be retained, but the existing
commercial building containing the grocery store and other businesses would be demolished. Under the
proposed Project a replacement Vons store would be constructed on the corner of Manchester Boulevard
and Hillcrest Boulevard. Under Alternative 6, however, a replacement grocery store would not be
provided on this site. Nevertheless, the community is served by other grocery stores and the loss of this

Alternative 6 would result in the demolition of the existing Vons grocery store and other businesses on
site (with the exception of the existing gas station). It is possible that these businesses might choose not
to relocate, which would result in corresponding job losses. Overall, alternative 6 would maintain the
existing population, employment, and housing trends within the City and the region. As such, Alternative
6 would not directly or indirectly substantially induce population in the City or the region. Employment

store is not considered a significant land use impact for this reason.

support and would be similar to the proposed Project under Alternative 6.
The proposed Project would not create a physical division of the existing community as the ATS guideway
and stations would be elevated and the existing configuration of travel lanes on Market Street,
Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue would be maintained.

12. Transportation
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project. The proposed Project and all
of its components would be constructed and operate. The operation of the ATS would be the same as

Alternative 6 would be generally consistent with the existing regional and local land use plans and policies.

planned for the proposed Project.

Alternative 6 would require the same amendments to the Land Use Element, Circulation Element, Safety
Element, Environmental Justice Element, and the Inglewood Municipal Code as the proposed Project to

Similar to the proposed Project, Alternative 6 would result in operational benefits. Reductions to daily

incorporate the ATS system into these plans and regulations.

traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis would
occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project. Additionally, this alternative is

10. Noise and Vibration

estimated to result in transit ridership similar to the proposed Project. Finally, Alternative 6 would provide

Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project and would result in similar

similar operational benefits as those of the proposed Project relative to reduction in traffic congestion

noise levels. Moreover, Alternative 6 would implement similar mitigation measures as the proposed

and improvement of traffic flows along key roadway facilities areawide.

Project to reduce construction noise and vibration impacts to less than significant. Alternative 6 would
result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on an average weekday

13. Tribal Cultural Resources

basis would occur similar in magnitude to those estimated for the proposed Project. As such, this

The proposed Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No

alternative would result in similar roadway noise levels as the proposed Project. Neither this alternative

TCRs were identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified.

or the proposed Project would result in significant noise and vibration impacts.

Nonetheless, the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to
unearth subsurface resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in

11. Population, Employment, and Housing

Inglewood, the likelihood of unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Relocating the MSF to the

The proposed Project would have no direct impact on housing as the proposed Project does not include

northwestern portion of the Vons site would not result in any additional impacts.

the construction or demolition of housing units. The proposed Project would impact existing employment
opportunities in the City as commercial uses that would be displaced by the proposed Project are
estimated to be approximately 464 jobs. However, the proposed Project would result in a net increase of
10 11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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Alternative 6 would meet most of the City’s objectives since the proposed Project would still be built and

weekday basis with event would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the proposed Project.

Alternative 6, however, would not meet the objective to encourage redevelopment and investment within

the City in areas served by the Project to the same degree as would the proposed Project because

Alternative 6 would not include replacement of the existing Vons grocery store on the MSF site.

5.6
ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE

An EIR is required to identify the Environmentally Superior Alternative from among the range of

reasonable alternatives that are evaluated. CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6(e)(2) requires that an

environmentally superior alternative be designated and states that if the Environmentally Superior
Alternative is the No Project alternative, the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative
among the other alternatives.

Table 5.0-2: Alternatives Summary, identifies the ability of the Alternatives to meet the Project

Objectives.
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reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average

5 Reduce the City's traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on
the existing roadway network on both major arterials and residential
streets for both nonevent and event days
6 Encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient,
reliable certain transit
7 Increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita
vehicle miles traveled to the City’s major activity centers, with
corresponding improvement in air quality, public health, and reductions
in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation sources in accordance
with the City’s goals, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, and State policies
with respect to climate change and land use;
8 Support the ongoing economic revitalization, including through the
creation of public parking facilities;
9 Encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas
served by the proposed Project;
10 Provide safe, reliable, and convenient access to businesses in the City so
that they are accessible to their workforce and customers;
11 Connect the Inglewood community and citizens to jobs, education,
services, and destinations within the City and within the region by
providing transit within safe and accessible walking distances; and
12 Support regional efforts to become more efficient, economically strong,
equitable, and sustainable.

Relationship to Project Objectives
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Alternative 6
Maintenance and
Storage Facility
Relocation
Alternative

Project.

Alternative Alternative 5
Alternative 2
Alternative Bus Rapid
Alternative 3
4
Prairie Single
1
Transit (BRT) Market Street 4th Station
Station
No Project
System
Promenade Alternative Alternative

electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar compared to the proposed

Project Objectives
1 Provide direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional transit
system for local residents and the region to access the City’s new major
employment, commercial, and activity centers;
2 Close the “last mile gap” to the regional transit system by providing
passengers with the ability to transfer to or from destinations and the
Metro K Line;
3 Provide sufficient transit connection capacity between the Metro
regional transit system and the City’s new major activity centers with
enhanced travel time certainty and sufficient capacity to meet peak
ridership demands to encourage transit as a travel mode choice;
4 Maintain existing roadway capacity;

impacts related to the construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage,

Alternatives Considered
Does the Alternative meet the Project Objectives?

Construction and operation under Alternative 6 would be similar to the proposed Project. For this reason,

Table 5.0-2
Alternatives Summary

14. Utilities and Service Systems
5.0 Alternatives

5.0 Alternatives

5.0 Alternatives

6.0 OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

Of the alternatives evaluated in this Recirculated Draft EIR, the Environmentally Superior Alternative is
considered to be Alternative 2, the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System Alternative. The Project would not
result in any significant impacts and, for this reason, Alternative 2 would not avoid any significant impact

6.1

that would result from the Project as proposed. Alternative 2 is considered the Environmentally Superior

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines section 15126 1 requires that all phases of a project

Alternative because it would lessen impacts to the greatest degree of the alternatives evaluated. The BRT

must be considered when evaluating its impact on the environment, including planning, acquisition,

System Alternative would, however, not meet the City’s basic objectives for the proposed Project.

development, and operation. Further, CEQA Guidelines section 15126.2(a) requires that the evaluation of

With the BRT System Alternative, the proposed Project would not be constructed. No demolition or
construction activities would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes along the
route are implemented. The BRT System Alternative would avoid all significant construction related

INTRODUCTION

significant impacts consider direct and reasonably foreseeable indirect effects of the proposed Project
over the short-term and long-term. The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must identify (1) significant
environmental effects that cannot be avoided if the proposed Project is implemented, (2) significant
irreversible environmental changes that would result from implementation of the proposed Project, (3)

effects and impacts identified for the proposed Project.

effect found not to be significant, and (4) growth-inducing effects of the proposed Project.
Unlike the No Project Alternative, the BRT System Alternative would meet some of the City’s objectives
including providing a direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional transit system, encouraging

6.2

SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS

intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient transit, and providing safe, reliable, and

CEQA Guidelines section 15126.2(c) requires that an EIR describe any significant impacts that cannot be

convenient access to businesses in the City. The BRT System Alternative would also meet the City’s

avoided, even with the implementation of feasible mitigation measures. The proposed Project would not

objectives to support the ongoing economic revitalization, growth opportunities within the Downtown

result in significant environmental impacts with implementation of the mitigation measures identified in

TOD Plan area, and encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served by the

this Recirculated Draft EIR.

proposed Project. The BRT System Alternative would not, however, create additional public parking to
support ongoing economic revitalization efforts. The proposed Project would create additional public

6.3

SIGNIFICANT IRREVERSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL CHANGES

parking facilities in three locations along the proposed Alignment. In addition, the objective to provide

Under CEQA, an EIR must evaluate the extent to which the Proposed Project primary and secondary effects

sufficient transit connection capacity between Metro’s regional transit system and the City’s new major

would generally commit future generations to the allocation of nonrenewable resources and to

activity centers would not be met by this BRT alternative, resulting in limited increased transit mode split,

irreversible environmental damage. Specifically, CEQA Guidelines section 15126.2(d) 2 states:

limited reduction in vehicle trips, and consequently, limited reduction in per-capita vehicle miles traveled

Uses of nonrenewable resources during the initial and continued phases of the project may
be irreversible, since a large commitment of such resources makes removal or nonuse
thereafter unlikely. Primary impacts and, particularly, secondary impacts (such as highway
improvement which provides access to a previously inaccessible area) generally commit
future generations to similar uses. Also, irreversible damage can result from
environmental accidents associated with the project. Irretrievable commitments of
resources should be evaluated to assure that such current consumption is justified.

to the City’s major activity centers. The estimated daily BRT ridership with Event Conditions would be
approximately 20 percent of the projected ridership for the proposed ATS, providing transit options,
increasing transit mode split, reducing vehicle trips, and reducing per capita vehicle miles traveled to the
City’s major activity centers. The BRT System Alternative would also not meet the City’s objectives to
maintain existing roadway capacity, reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on
the existing roadway network on both major arterials and residential streets for both nonevent and event
days.

The evaluation below addresses whether the proposed Project would result in significant irreversible
environmental changes if they would:

1
2
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x

Involve a large commitment of nonrenewable resources;

this Draft EIR, the construction-related GHG emissions would be reduced. Operation of the proposed

x

Result in primary or secondary impacts that would generally commit future generations to similar
uses;

Project would result in a decrease in GHG emissions as it would provide for the conversion of vehicles trips

x

Involve uses in which irreversible damage could result from any potential environmental accidents
associated with the project; or

climate changes and related irreversible environmental damage.

x

Result in consumption of resources that is not justified (e.g., the project involves the wasteful use of
energy).

in the area to ridership on the ATS trains. As such, the proposed Project would not contribute to global

Unjustified Consumption of Resources
Resources that would be permanently and continually consumed by implementation of the proposed
Project include water, electricity, natural gas, and fossil fuels; however, the amount and rate of

Each of these issues is discussed below for the proposed Project.

consumption of these resources would not result in the unnecessary, inefficient, or wasteful use of
resources.

Commitment of the Project for Future Generations
Development of the proposed Project would result in the commitment of the Project area to a transit use

Project Construction

along with accompanying support facilities uses, thereby precluding other uses for the lifespan of the

As shown in Table 4.5-3 and Table 4.5-4 in Section 4.5: Energy Resources, a total of approximately 165,115

proposed Project, a period of time anticipated to be at least 50 years.

kWh of electricity and 163,734,871 gallons of petroleum during the morning/evening shift construction
scenario, and 151,002,831 gallons of petroleum during the morning/night shift construction scenario is

Irreversible Environmental Damage

estimated to be consumed during construction of the proposed Project. Construction activities do not
The CEQA Guidelines also require a discussion of the potential for irreversible environmental damage that

typically involve the consumption of natural gas, as construction equipment and staging rely heavily on

could be caused by an environmental accident associated with the proposed Project. While the proposed

electricity and transportation fuels. Accordingly, natural gas would likely not be needed to support

Project could result in the use, transport, storage, and disposal of limited amounts of hazardous wastes

construction activities; thus, there would be little to no demand generated by construction.

during construction and operation, all activities would comply with applicable State and federal laws
related to hazardous materials, which significantly reduce the likelihood and severity of the occurrence of

Construction of the proposed Project would result in the irretrievable commitment of construction

accidents that could result in irreversible environmental damage.

materials (e.g., steel products, cement, glass). While construction of the proposed Project would result in
the irretrievable commitment of nonrenewable energy resources, primarily in the form of fossil fuels

Over the past decade, the understanding of global climate change and the role that communities can play

(including fuel oil), natural gas, and gasoline for automobiles and construction equipment, the

in mitigating and/or adapting to it has grown tremendously. There is broad scientific consensus that recent

consumption of fossil fuels would occur on a temporary basis during the construction period.

changes in climatic conditions, including increases in global temperatures, are associated with
corresponding increases of greenhouse gases (GHGs). Temperature increases are beginning to affect

Construction of the proposed Project would employ fuel-efficient equipment consistent with State and

regional climates and continued increases are expected result in impacts to the southern California region

federal regulations, such as fuel efficiency regulations in accordance with the California Air Resources

and the world. Climate change is anticipated to have profound implications for the availability of the

Board (CARB) Pavley Phase II standards, the anti-idling regulation in accordance with section 2485 in Title

natural resources on which economic prosperity and human development depend.

13 of the (CCR), and fuel requirements for stationary equipment in accordance with section 93115
(concerning Airborne Toxic Control Measures) in Title 17 of the CCR. Use of construction equipment that

Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the emission of GHGs is known to have long-term effects on atmospheric

is compliant with these regulations would result the use of more fuel-efficient engines and associated fuel

conditions that affect the global climate, with resultant changes in sea level, hydrological conditions in

savings.

rivers, heat island effects, and a range of other conditions. While these changes are not considered
irreversible, they could last for generations. The proposed Project could result in short-term increases in

The proposed Project would divert mixed construction and demolition debris to City-certified construction

GHG emissions during construction, but through the implementation of mitigation measures identified in

and demolition waste processors using City-certified waste haulers, which would reduce truck trips to
landfills, and increase the amount of waste recovered (e.g., recycled, reused, etc.) at material recovery
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facilities, thereby further reducing transportation fuel consumption. As such, the consumption of energy

2020-45 RTP/SCS, compliance with the County’s Low Impact Development (LID) Development Standards

during project construction would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary.

Manual, compliance with the City’s Low Impact Development Requirements for New Development and
Redevelopment, the City’s Green Street Policy, the City’s Water Conservation and Water Supply Shortage

Project Operation

Program, as well as mitigation measures included in this Draft EIR, would ensure that natural resources

Operation of the Proposed Project would result in the demand for electricity and natural gas for project
operations, and gasoline and diesel fuel for transportation and backup generation functions.

are used efficiently and conserved to the maximum extent possible. Further, it is expected that, over time,
new technologies or systems will emerge, or will become more cost-effective or user-friendly, to further
reduce the reliance upon nonrenewable natural resources. For example, future implementation of the

As shown in Table 4.5-6 in Section 4.5, the electricity demand for the proposed Project during normal
operation would result in a net increase of 20,625,176 kWh (20.6 GWh) per year. In the event the MSF PDS

Clean Fuel Standard and the Renewable Portfolio Standard are expected to decrease the use of
nonrenewable fossil fuels.

is unable to operate, the electricity demand would result in a net increase of 20,789,426 kWh (20.8 GWh)
per year. In the event the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station PDS is unable to operate, the electricity

Collectively, the incorporation of the above described conservation measures and features, operation of

demand would result in a net increase of 22,109,996 kWh (22.1 GWh) per year.

the proposed Project would minimize the consumption of electricity, natural gas, and transportation fuels.
Therefore, as proposed operation of the proposed Project would not result in the wasteful, inefficient, or

As shown in Table 4.5-7 in Section 4.5, the proposed Project would result in a net decrease of 4,561,725
kBTU of natural gas per year.

unnecessary consumption of electricity, natural gas, and transportation fuels, and thus would not result
in the unjustified consumption of natural resources.

As shown in Table 4.5-9 in Section 4.5, implementation of the proposed Project would reduce annual

6.4

EFFECTS FOUND NOT TO BE SIGNIFICANT

petroleum-based fuel under all scenarios. Specifically, under the Adjusted Baseline scenario, the proposed
Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from 45,338,712 gallons to 44,754,415 gallons, a decrease
of 584,297 gallons. Under the Future (2027) Non-Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce
annual fuel consumption from 47,071,377 gallons to 46,448,809 gallons, a decrease of 622,567 gallons.
Under the Future (2027) All Event scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption
from 50,876,477 gallons to 49,507,575 gallons, a decrease of 1,368,902. Under the Future (2045) NonEvent scenario, the proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from 43,780,331 gallons to
43,199,383 gallons, a decrease of 580,949 gallons. Under the Future (2045) All Event scenario, the

Section 15128 of the CEQA Guidelines 4 requires that an EIR “contain a statement briefly indicating the
reasons that various possible significant effects of a project were determined not to be significant and
therefore were not discussed in detail in the EIR.”
The Original Initial Study (Original IS) was published in July 2018 and determined that an EIR would be
prepared in compliance with CEQA to analyze potentially significant impacts that may result from the
Project. As such, an Original Notice of Preparation (Original NOP) was circulated and comments were
received from the public and agencies following a 30-day comment period that ended on August 15, 2018.

proposed Project would reduce annual fuel consumption from 47,000,246 gallons to 45,620,737 gallons,
a decrease of 1,379,509 gallons.

As a result of the comments received and refinements and modifications to proposed Project identified in
the Original NOP and Original IS, a Revised NOP and IS were circulated. Subsequent to the circulation of

Additionally, the proposed Project would include up to two stationary standby generators with an
estimated total capacity rated at approximately 4,000 kilowatts (kW) to provide emergency power
primarily for lighting and other emergency building systems. The estimated annual fuel usage assuming
each generator operates of 50 hours per year (2 hours per day) is 27,440 gallons of diesel fuel. 3

the Original IS, the State of California Office of Planning and Research (OPR) updated and revised the
thresholds contained in the State CEQA Guidelines Appendix G. 5 The Revised IS was updated to address
the updated Appendix G checklist that became effective on December 28, 2018. The following analysis is
based on the Revised Initial Study (Revised IS) recirculated on September 10th, 2020.

Operation of the proposed Project would comply with all applicable building codes, including the 2019
Title 24 building energy efficiency standards, CAFE fuel economy standards, consistency with the SCAG

3

Vender Specifications for Standby Generator, https://www.cat.com/en_US/products/new/power-systems/electricpower.html. Accessed October 2021.
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15128.
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Appendix G.

Meridian Consultants
201-001-18

6.0-5

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

Impacts determined by the Initial Study to be potentially significant, as well as included in this Draft EIR

to the north. 8 No views of these mountains or of any other focal points or broad panoramic view corridors

are addressed in detail in Section 4.0: Environmental Impact Analysis. The discussion below presents the

are available from public rights-of-way along the proposed Project.

analysis of the effects related to specific thresholds for the impacts identified in the Revised Initial Study
that were not found to be significant. All impacts for the issues discussed in this section would be less than

Impacts would be less than significant.

significant or have no impact.

6.4.1

Based on the above, the proposed Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista.

Threshold:

Aesthetics

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway?

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099, would the Project:
A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to substantially damage identified scenic
Threshold:

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

resources bordered by or within the viewshed of a State-designated scenic highway.

A significant impact regarding a scenic vista could occur if the proposed Project were to introduce
incompatible visual elements within a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially blocked views
of a scenic vista. Scenic vistas are generally described in two ways: panoramic views (visual access to a
large geographic area, for which the field of view can be wide and extend into the distance) and focal views
(visual access to a particular object, scene, or feature of interest). Scenic resources typically include natural
open spaces, topographic formations, and landscapes that contribute to a high level of visual quality. They
also can include ridgelines, parks, trails, nature preserves, sculpture gardens, and similar features.
The proposed Project would include an elevated guideway for the ATS system that would be located along

There are no designated scenic highways near the proposed Project. In addition, although the City
Municipal Code (IMC) has a tree protection ordinance that requires any street trees affected by project
implementation be replaced at a 1:1 ratio, the appended tree inventory does not identify any federally or
State-listed trees that would be affected by proposed Project’s implementation. None of the trees
inventoried is located within a State scenic highway. Historic buildings located in the vicinity of the
proposed Project also do not fall within a State scenic highway, and no rock outcroppings are present on
or near the proposed Project. As such, impacts would be less than significant.

6.4.2

Agricultural and Forestry Resources

segments of 3 major streets in Inglewood; Market Street, Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. The
proposed alignment would extend from a point near the under-construction Metro K Line, which will run
south along North and South Market Street, east along East Manchester Avenue, and south along South

Would the proposed Project:
Threshold:

Prairie Avenue before terminating near the intersection of South Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to

The proposed Project is located entirely within the City in a highly developed urban area characterized by

nonagricultural use?

commercial, residential, and industrial uses. The existing level of development on the site and in the
surrounding area limits views across and beyond the site from surrounding roadways. The City’s General

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to adversely impact Prime Farmland, Unique

Plan states that no forest resources, wildlife, fisheries, shorelines, or agricultural land are present in the

Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance. The location of the proposed Project is surrounded by

City, 6 nor does the General Plan designate any scenic vistas within the City or its vicinity. Additionally, the

commercial, commercial recreation, single- and multifamily residential, and entertainment uses (within

proposed Project is not near any designated wild or scenic rivers pursuant to the National Wild and Scenic

the Hollywood Park Specific Plan).

Rivers System.7 The nearest surrounding mountains, the Santa Monica Mountains, are more than 10 miles
According to the California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program,
the location of the proposed Project has not been previously mapped.7 However, the City is highly
developed and entirely urbanized; no portion of the City, including the proposed Project location and
6
7

City of Inglewood, General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997), 1.
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, https://www.rivers.gov. Accessed October 2021.
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6.4.3

Air Quality

Would the proposed Project:

Farmland, or Farmland of Local Importance. No impacts would occur.
Threshold:
Threshold:

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or Williamson Act contract?

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to conflict with existing agricultural zoning
or a Williamson Act contract.

substantial number of people?
Impacts would be considered potentially significant if the proposed Project were to result in the creation
of objectionable odors with the potential to affect substantial numbers of people, or if construction or

As previously noted, the proposed Project’s location and surrounding development are not used for
agricultural, nor can they support agricultural use. The area is not subject to a Williamson Act contract. No

operation of the proposed Project would result in the creation of nuisance odors that would be noxious
to a substantial number of people as codified in South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD)
Rule 402 (Nuisance). 9

impacts would occur.
Threshold:

Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forestland (as defined in
PRC section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by PRC section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?

Odors are typically associated with industrial projects involving the use of chemicals, solvents, petroleum
products, and other strong-smelling elements used in manufacturing processes, as well as sewage
treatment facilities and landfills.
During construction, activities associated with the operation of equipment, the application of asphalt, and

The proposed Project’s location is not designated or zoned for forest or timberland. No timber operations

the application of architectural coatings and other interior and exterior finishes may produce discernible

exist in the area. Additionally, the area is highly urbanized area and is not within any forestland area. No

odors typical of most construction sites. As construction-related emissions dissipate from the area, odors

impacts would occur.

associated with these emissions would also decrease, dilute, and become unnoticeable.

Threshold:

Would the Project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to

According to the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook, land uses that are associated with odor complaints

non-forest use?

include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical plants,
composting refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. 10 The proposed Project would not include

As previously noted, the proposed Project’s location does not contain any farmland or forestland.

any of these odor-producing uses. Odors associated with the proposed Project’s operation would be

Development of the proposed Project would occur in an existing highly urbanized and developed area. No

limited to on-site waste generation and disposal, as well as cleaning operations at the MSF. All trash

impacts would occur.

receptacles would be covered and properly maintained in a manner as to minimize odors, as required by

Threshold:

Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location

City and Los Angeles County Health Department regulations and be emptied on a regular basis.11

or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use, or

Implementation of the proposed Project would not generate objectionable odors affecting a substantial

conversion of forestland to nonforest use?

number of people. Impacts related to odors would be less than significant.

The proposed Project’s location is not designated or zoned for forest or timberland. No timber operations
exist in the area. Additionally, the area is highly urbanized area and is not within any forestland area. No
impacts would occur.

Meridian Consultants
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SCAQMD, “Rule 402: Nuisance” (adopted May 7, 1976), http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/rule-book/ruleiv/rule-402.pdf. Accessed October 2021.
10 SCAQMD, Air Quality Handbook, http://www.aqmd.gov/home/rules-compliance/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook.
Accessed October 2021.
11 County of Los Angeles Department of Public Health, “Solid Waste Management Program,” accessed July 2020,
http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/eh/EP/solid_waste/solid_waste_main.htm. Accessed October 2021.
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Biological Resources

Table 6.0-1
CNDDB Inglewood Quadrant Species List

Would the project:
Threshold:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat

Scientific Name

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special

Spea hammondii

Western spadefoot

status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the

Nycticorax

Black-crowned night heron

Ammodramus savannarum

Grasshopper sparrow

California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

Common Name

Spizella breweri

Brewer's sparrow

A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to lead to adverse effects on any species

Agelaius tricolor

Tricolored blackbird

identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species according to any adopted plan, policy, or

Setophaga petechia

Yellow warbler

regulation. This includes effects caused by habitat modification.
The proposed Project is located entirely within a highly developed urban area characterized by commercial
and residential uses. The proposed Project’s location consists of paved and active streets with various

Athene cunicularia

Burrowing owl

Polioptila californica

Coastal California gnatcatcher

Empidonax traillii extimus

Southwestern willow flycatcher

Vireo bellii pusillus

Least Bell's vireo

Bombus crotchii

Crotch bumble bee

landscaping, as well as developed or previously developed parcels where the MSF and PDS facilities may

Eumops perotis californicus

Western mastiff bat

be located. The existing level of development in the area and in the surrounding area is not compatible

Nyctinomops femorosaccus

Pocketed free-tailed bat

Microtus californicus stephensi

South coast marsh vole

with supporting wildlife and natural plant communities.

Taxidea taxus

American badger

A biological assessment for the proposed Project’s location was completed to determine the presence or

Lasionycteris noctivagans

Silver-haired bat

absence of any sensitive biological resources. As part of the biological assessment, the California

Anniella stebbinsi

Southern California legless lizard

Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) 12 was used to
conduct a 9-quadrant survey. In the Inglewood quadrant, 29 species were previously identified as seen in

Phrynosoma blainvillii

Coast horned lizard

Eryngium aristulatum var. parishii

San Diego button-celery

Centromadia parryi ssp. australis

Southern tarplant

Lasthenia glabrata ssp. coulteri

Coulter's goldfields

Atriplex coulteri

Coulter's saltbush

There were no species listed on the CNNDB that have been observed within the area of proposed Project.

Astragalus tener var. titi

Coastal dunes milk-vetch

Fourteen of the species listed in Table 6.0-1 were no closer than 1.89 miles from the proposed Project.

Sidalcea neomexicana

Salt spring checkerbloom

The only plant species on site were landscaping as well as weeds and ruderal vegetation. Of these species,

Camissoniopsis lewisii

Lewis' evening-primrose

none listed is a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species. None of the species listed in the CNDDB was

Hordeum intercedens

Vernal barley

found to be present within or surrounding the proposed Project during the field survey on May 23, 2018.

Orcuttia californica

California Orcutt grass

Navarretia fossalis

Spreading navarretia

Table 6.0-1: CNDDB Inglewood Quadrant Species List.

The sensitive species listed in quadrants are not within the proposed Project’s footprint. The species listed
tend to only occur in specific habitats that do not present within the City; suitable habitats for these
species tend to occur in area beyond the City, such as the Santa Monica Mountains to the northwest and

Navarretia prostrata

Prostrate vernal pool navarretia

Distance to Proposed
Project (miles)
Unprocessed
Unprocessed
Unprocessed
Unprocessed
3.06 SE
Unprocessed
4.19 NE
2.01 NW
4.19 NE
4.59 NE
Not Present on-site
1.89 SE
Unprocessed
2.01 NW
4.19 NE
Unprocessed
Unprocessed
5.70 S
2.12 SW
Not Present on-site
0.77 NE
4.44 SE
0.77 NE
3.07 NW
Unprocessed
Unprocessed
3.69 SW
On site
Not Present on-site

Source: CNDDB
Notes: NE = Northeast; S = South; SE = Southeast; SW = Southwest; Unprocessed = Data for species has not been uploaded to CNDDB for
mapping—cannot determine distance.

the coastal regions to the west. The proposed Project area is completely urbanized and has no natural
open space natural plant communities.

12 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), “Maps and Data,”
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB. Accessed October 2021.
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The proposed Project is not located in a significant ecological area defined in the County of Los Angeles

Because the proposed Project would not have any effect on federally protected wetlands, and would not

(the County) General Plan. 13 Moreover, the City’s General Plan states that no forest resources, wildlife,

result in any removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means of disruption to a watercourse, no

fisheries, shorelines, or agricultural land are present in the City. 14

impact would occur.

Impacts would be less than significant.

Threshold:

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted habitat conservation plan, natural
community conservation plan, or other approved local, regional, or State

Threshold:

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive

habitat conservation plan?

natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to conflict with a Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP), Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP), or another approved plan designed to conserve

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to cause adverse effects on any riparian

habitat.

habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in an adopted plans, policies, or regulations.
No adopted HCP, NCCP, or similar plan applies to the proposed Project’s area. 19 Consequently,
The proposed Project is located in an area that consists of paved rights-of-way, as well as developed or
previously developed urban parcels adjacent to the proposed Project. As such, no riparian habitat or

implementation of the proposed Project would not conflict with the provisions of any adopted
conservation plan and therefore no impacts would occur.

sensitive natural community is located in the area. 15 In addition, the proposed Project is not located in a
significant ecological area defined in the County’s General Plan16 or the City’s General Plan. 17

Geology and Soils

Would the proposed Project:

No impacts would occur.
Threshold:

6.4.5

Have a substantial adverse effect on State or federally protected wetlands

Threshold:

(including but not limited to marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct

liquefaction?

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to adversely affect federally protected

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismic-related ground failure, including

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to expose people or structure to the effects
of liquefaction.

wetlands under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
The proposed Project is not in proximity to, nor does it contain, wetland habitat or a blue-line stream that
is subject to the jurisdiction of the US Army Corps of Engineers or the CDFW. The National Wetlands
Mapper does not show any federally protected streams, wetlands, or other water bodies, or any riparian

Liquefaction is a seismic phenomenon in which loose, saturated, granular soils behave similarly to a fluid
when subjected to high-intensity ground shaking. Liquefaction occurs when three general conditions exist:
shallow groundwater; low-density, fine, clean sandy soils; and strong ground motion. The effects of
liquefaction can include sand boils, settlement, and bearing-capacity failures below structural foundations.

habitat on site or adjacent to the proposed Project. 18

According to the CGS, the location of the proposed Project is not within an area susceptible to
liquefaction. 20 Based on previous investigations and available geologic data, liquefaction zones are not
13 Los Angeles County, Department of Regional Planning (LA County DRP), General Plan 2035, “General Plan Update
Program— Interactive Map (GP-NET),” http://planning.lacounty.gov/gpnet. Accessed October 2021.
14 City of Inglewood, General Plan, “Conservation Element” (1997).
15 CDFW, CNDDB, “Maps and Data.”
16 LA County DRP, General Plan 2035, “General Plan Update Program—Interactive Map (GP-NET).”
17 City of Inglewood, General Plan, “Conservation Element.”
18 US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), National Wetlands Inventory, “National Wetlands Mapper,”
https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html. Accessed October 2021
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mapped or known to exist beneath the proposed Project.

19 CDFW, “NCCP Plan Summaries,” https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/planning/nccp/plans. Accessed October 2021.
20 CDC, CGS, Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation, interactive map,
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/. Accessed October 2021.
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The following materials were consulted regarding potential liquefaction for the proposed Project: 21

As such, no impacts related to slope instability or landslides would occur.

x

Mapped liquefaction areas on the Inglewood Quadrangle,

Threshold:

x

The City of Los Angeles Safety Element, and

x

The County of Los Angeles Seismic Safety Element.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to result in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil.

Based on are review of the above, it was determined that the proposed Project is not located within areas

The location of the proposed Project has been substantially developed with impermeable surfaces with

identified as having a potential for liquefaction according to these source materials. Furthermore, the

only small areas of vegetative planters, and no areas of the site are susceptible to erosion under existing

regional geologic map and subsurface conditions reported in previous geotechnical investigations, and the

conditions. The area is highly urbanized and developed; the land is relatively flat and contains minimal

absence of shallow groundwater, the Pleistocene age sediments underlying the proposed Project

rises or changes in elevation. No major slopes or bluffs are on or adjacent to the site. Although

(generally dense silty sand and firm silty clay silts) are not considered prone to liquefaction. Therefore, the

development of the proposed Project has the potential to result in the erosion of soils during construction

potential for liquefaction and its secondary effects are considered low and a Project area-specific study in

activities, erosion would be reduced through implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403—Fugitive Dust to

accordance with the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act 22 will not be required. The design and construction of

minimize wind- and waterborne erosion.

the proposed Project would conform to California Building Code requirements related to seismic
The proposed Project’s construction would temporarily expose on-site soils to surface water runoff.

standards, as approved by the City Building Safety Division.

Compliance with construction-related best management practices (BMPs), as detailed in a Storm Water
Impacts related to seismic related liquefaction would be less than significant.
Threshold:

Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), would control, and minimize erosion and siltation. Appropriate erosion

Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the

control BMPs may include but are not limited to silt fencing, fiber rolls, sandbag barriers, gravel bag berms,
stabilized construction site entrances/exits, and any other practices laid out in the City’s Low-Impact

risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides?

Development (LID) Standards Manual. 24 Following construction activities, treated runoff would be

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to expose people or structures to adverse

directed into existing storm drains that receive surface water runoff under existing conditions, and runoff

impacts associated with landslides.

would not encounter unprotected soils.

The proposed Project is located on level terrain. Based on the topographic setting and a review of previous

Because the proposed Project is greater than 1 acre in size, the proposed Project will implement a SWPPP

geotechnical evaluations in the proposed Project’s vicinity, no historical landslides are known to have

in accordance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for

occurred that could potentially impact the proposed Project. According to the CGS, 23 the proposed Project

Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activity and Land Disturbance Activities. The site

is not located within an Earthquake-Induced Landslide Zone as shown on the Earthquake Zones of

specific SWPPP would be prepared prior to earthwork activities and would be implemented during the

Required Investigation, Inglewood Quadrangle map. The probability of seismically induced landslides

proposed Project’s construction. The SWPPP would include BMPs and erosion control measures to prevent

occurring within the area of the proposed Project is not significant due to the general lack of elevation

pollution in stormwater discharge. Typical BMPs that could be used during construction include good

difference in slope geometry across or adjacent to the site. In addition, development of the proposed

housekeeping practices (e.g., street sweeping; proper waste disposal; vehicle and equipment

Project would not substantially alter the existing topography of the area.

maintenance; concrete washout area; materials storage; minimization of hazardous materials; proper
handling and storage of hazardous materials; etc.) and erosion- and sediment-control measures (e.g., silt
fences, fiber rolls, gravel bags, stormwater inlet protection, soil stabilization measures, etc.). The SWPPP
would be subject to review and approval by the City.

21 Inglewood Transit Connector, Technical Memorandum (DRAFT), Geology and Soils, Geosyntec Consultants, June 25, 2018.
22 2018 California Code, Public Resources Code – PRC, Division 2 – Geology, Mines and Mining, Chapter 7.8, Seismic Hazards
Mapping, Section 2690, Seismic Hazards Mapping Act.
23 California Department of Conservation, California Geological Survey, DC, CGS, Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation.
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24 IMC, ch. 10, Public Works, art. 16, LID Standards Manual, incorporated by reference.
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The proposed Project’s construction activities would comply with the City’s grading permit regulations,

“idle.” 27 Therefore, while there is some history of oil extraction in the area, no oil extraction occurs or is

which require the implementation of grading and dust control measures, including a wet-weather erosion

known to have historically occurred within the area of the proposed Project.

control plan if construction occurs during the rainy season. Through compliance with these existing
regulations, the proposed Project would not result in any significant impacts related to soil erosion during

Subsidence and ground collapse can also occur during dewatering activities. However, dewatering is not
necessary for the proposed Project. US Geological Survey groundwater measurements indicate that

the construction phase.

nearby groundwater is at least 85 feet below grade. Given that the proposed Project does not include
During the proposed Project’s operational phase, the proposed Project’s surface areas would be

substantial excavation or subterranean structures, groundwater would not be encountered during

developed with impervious surfaces, and all stormwater flows would be directed to storm drainage

construction. The proposed Project’s design features and construction would comply with all applicable

features and would not come into contact with bare soil surfaces. In addition, no native topsoil is present

building codes and standards.

on the site because it has been previously disturbed and developed. Therefore, soil erosion impacts
associated with construction and operation of the proposed Project would not occur, and soil erosion

A site-specific geotechnical study would be performed by a licensed engineer that would outline structural
design elements to ensure structural integrity is maintained and account for site specific soil conditions.

impacts would be less than significant.

In addition, the design and construction of the proposed Project would conform to California Building Code
Threshold:

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become

requirements related to site specific soil conditions, as approved by the City Building Safety Division.

unstable as a result of the Project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

With adherence to existing regulations, impacts related to geological failure—including lateral spreading,
off-site landslides, liquefaction, or collapse—would be less than significant.

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were based on unstable soils that could result in
Threshold:

landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or soil collapse.

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18 1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Subsidence and ground collapse generally occur in areas with active groundwater withdrawal or
petroleum production. The extraction of groundwater or petroleum from sedimentary source rocks can
cause the permanent collapse of the pore space previously occupied by the removed fluid. The proposed
Project does not involve the creation of new groundwater wells, nor are there active groundwater
activities in the vicinity of the proposed Project.25

Geothermal Resources (DOGGR)), the area of the proposed Project is not located within the limits of any
existing or former oil

Expansive soils include clay minerals characterized by their ability to undergo significant volume change
(shrink or swell) due to variation in moisture content. Sandy soils are generally not expansive, while clayey

According to the California Energy Management Division (CalGEM) (formerly the Division of Gas and
fields. 26 The

Significant impacts could occur if the proposed Project were located on expansive soil that could create
substantial risks to life or property.

area does not contain existing oil production wells, and no plugged or

abandoned oil exploration wells are known to be located within the proposed Project area. The closest
known oil production well is located approximately 1,00 feet east of Prairie Avenue and is categorized as

soils generally are expansive. Changes in soil moisture content can result from rainfall, irrigation, pipeline
leakage, perched groundwater, drought, or other factors. Volumetric change of expansive soil may cause
excessive cracking and heaving of structures with shallow foundations, concrete slabs-on-grade, or
pavements supported on these materials.
Soil materials in the area tend to include: (1) artificial fill, consisting primarily of silty sand and sand with
silt and gravel; (2) alluvial deposits consisting of sand, gravel, and cobles; and (3) alluvial deposits
consisting of silty sand, sand, silty clay, and sandy clay. Typically, sandy soils have a low expansion potential

25 Los Angeles County Public Works. Groundwater Wells. https://dpw.lacounty.gov/general/wells/. September 1, 2020.
26 California Division of Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR), Well Finder,
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-118.32073/33.94064/15. Accessed October 2021.
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27 California Division of Gas and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR), Well Finder,
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-118.32073/33.94064/15. Accessed October 2021.
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while clayey soils can have a high expansion potential. The predominance of granular content in the soils

as fuels, paints, oils, transmission fluids, solvents, and other acidic and alkaline solutions, would be utilized.

in the area including gravels, sands, and cobbles indicate a generally low potential for expansive soils.

The potential encounter and usage of contaminants and hazardous materials would require special
handling, transport, and disposal. Hazardous materials used during construction would typically be

A site-specific geotechnical study would be performed by a licensed engineer that would outline structural
design elements to ensure structural integrity is maintained and account for site specific soil conditions.
In addition, the design and construction of the proposed Project would conform to California Building Code

packaged in consumer quantities with handling instructions from the manufacturers. Manufacturer
instructions will be followed during required usage of hazardous materials to minimize the risk of exposure
to workers and the environment.

requirements related to site specific soil conditions, as approved by the City Building Safety Division.
In addition, the construction of the MSF and PDSs will necessitate the demolition of existing structures.
The proposed Project would incorporate standard construction practices to maintain the integrity of the
proposed Project’s structures. Additionally, the proposed Project’s design features and construction would
comply with all applicable building codes and standards. With adherence to existing regulations, impacts
related to expansive soils would be less than significant.
Threshold:

Demolition activities have the potential to release hazardous materials, such as asbestos containing
materials (ACM), lead-based paint (LBP), and other potentially hazardous building materials in some form
such as polychlorinated biphenyl, mercury, or chlorofluorocarbons found in fluorescent lighting and
electrical switches. Potential exposure to hazardous materials during demolition will be limited only to the

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the

duration of demolition activities. Prior to demolition, existing buildings are required to be inspected for
the presence of hazardous materials, including asbestos containing materials, lead based paint,
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) materials and mercury.

disposal of wastewater?
The proposed Project would result in significant impacts if it were located on soils incapable of supporting

The identification, removal, and disposal of ACM is regulated under 8 CCR 1529 and 5208. The

septic tanks or other alternative systems in the event that the proposed Project were not connected to

identification, removal, and disposal of LBP is regulated under 8 CCR 1532.1. A State-certified professional

existing sewer systems.

would be required to conduct all work related to the identification, removal, and disposal of both ACM

The proposed Project is located in a highly urbanized area where wastewater infrastructure is currently in

to the appropriate agency detailing removal methods and specific instructions for protective clothing and

place. The proposed Project would connect to the City’s existing sewer system and would not require the

equipment for abatement personnel. A State-certified LBP and an asbestos removal contractor would be

use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Thus, the proposed Project would not

retained to conduct the appropriate abatement measures and be retained for the removal of the

result in any impacts related to soils that are incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks

hazardous material in compliance with all federal, State, and local laws and regulations. Once all

or alternative wastewater disposal systems.

abatement measures have been implemented and the hazardous material has been removed, a written

and LBP. If either ACM or LBP are found, a site-specific hazard control plan must be prepared and submitted

documentation will be submitted to the City.
No impacts would occur.

6.4.6

The identification, removal, and disposal of PCBs is regulated by the EPA under the Toxic Substances

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Control Act 28 and 22 CCR 66263.44. Electrical transformers and older fluorescent light ballasts, along with

Would the proposed Project:

other suspect material will need to be tested and verified for PCB content prior to demolition. If PCBs are
detected above action levels, a material must be disposed of at a licensed facility permitted to accept the

Threshold:

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

materials. The identification, removal, and disposal of PCBs must follow all federal, State, and local laws
and regulations. Upon completion of abatement measures, the contractor will submit written
documentation to the City.

Construction
During construction activities, excavation of soil impacted with petroleum hydrocarbons or dry-cleaning
solvents or other contaminants may be encountered. In addition, common construction materials, such

28 Title 40, Chapter 1, Subchapter R, Part 761
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All hazardous material identification, removal, and disposal activities will be carried out in accordance with

such materials. The potential for a significant hazardous impact to occur during operation of the proposed

all federal, State, and local laws and regulations in combination with enforcement mechanisms by agencies

Project is considered low. Impacts would be less than significant.

including SCAQMD and Cal/OSHA. Compliance with applicable laws and regulations will minimize the
potential for exposure of individuals and the environment to hazards during the construction, demolition,

Threshold:

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would

and disposal process.

it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
The transport of hazardous material is regulated by US Department of Transportation, Caltrans, and the
California Highway Patrol. The enforcement agencies have established driver-training requirements, load
labeling requirements, and container specifications designed to minimize the exposure of hazardous

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were located on a site that is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites.

materials. Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue are major roadways along the elevated guideway

California Government Code Section 65962.5 requires various State agencies, including but not limited to

that are designated truck routes. 29 These routes are permitted for use by any vehicle exceeding a

the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB),

maximum gross weight of 3 tons and includes the routine transport of hazardous materials by such trucks.

to compile lists of hazardous waste disposal facilities, unauthorized releases from underground storage

While hazardous materials, with some exceptions, can be transported on all City roadways, Section 31303

tanks, contaminated drinking water wells and solid waste facilities where there is known migration of

of the California Vehicle Code and US Department of Transportation regulations require that hazardous

hazardous waste and submit such information to the Secretary for Environmental Protection on at least

materials be transported by routes with the least overall travel time, ensuring that freeways and major

an annual basis.50 The State of California maintains the Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List, also

boulevards are primarily used for the transport of hazardous materials. Prior to the commencement of

known as the Cortese List, as a planning document that assists Lead Agencies with CEQA compliance as it

construction, haul routes will be reviewed and approved of by the City.

relates to hazardous materials and sites.

Additionally, the NPDES General Construction Permit described above in Section 4.6: Geology and Soils,

Section 65962.5(a)(1)requires that DTSC “shall compile and update as appropriate, but at least annually,

would include the submittal of a SWPPP, identifying various BMPs and other measures, including proper

and shall submit to the Secretary for Environmental Protection, a list of all the following: (1) [a]ll hazardous

material storage, prevention, and containment of accidental spills of hazardous materials and wastes, to

waste facilities subject to corrective action pursuant to Section 25187.5 of the Health and Safety Code

ensure hazardous materials are contained. All materials will also be stored, handled, transported, and

(HSC).”The hazardous waste facilities, identified in HSC Section 25187.5, are those where DTSC has taken

disposed of in accordance with all applicable local, State, and federal regulations. Therefore, the proposed

or contracted for corrective action because a facility owner/operator has failed to comply with a date for

Project would not create a significant impact related to routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous

taking corrective action in an order issued under HSC Section 25187, or because DTSC determined that

materials during construction. Impacts would be less than significant.

immediate corrective action was necessary to abate an imminent or substantial endangerment.

Operation

No portions of the of the proposed Project are currently on the active Cortese list of sites compiled

The types and amounts of hazardous materials that would be used in connection with operation of the

pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Any site that was within the area of the proposed Project

proposed Project, including along the elevated guideway and at the stations, but particularly at the MSF,

areas that were previously on the Cortese list has been sufficiently remediated to meet DTSC, SWRCB, and

would be typical of those used in an industrial setting (e.g., cleaning solutions, solvents, pesticides for

other agency requirements, and no longer pose a significant hazard to the public and the environment.

landscaping, painting supplies, and petroleum products used in normal vehicle fleet operations, coolants,

Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

absorbents, oil and fuel products, and machining wastes). All potentially hazardous materials would be
used and stored in accordance with applicable federal, State, and local regulations, and the proposed
Project would comply with planning and emergency response regulations pertaining to the presence of

29 IMC, ch. 3, Motor Vehicles and Traffic, art. 3, Truck Route Regulations, sec. 3-85, Truck Routes Established (1985).
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Threshold:

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

6.4.7

Hydrology and Water Quality

Would the proposed Project:

the Project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project
area?

Threshold:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?

A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were located in an airport land use plan or within
2 miles of a public airport and would result in a safety hazard as a result of that location.

A significant impact would occur if project discharges (either urban or stormwater runoff) to surface water
or groundwater were to violate the conditions of any of the guiding federal, State, regional, or local

The proposed Project is not subject to the Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan, which was adopted

requirements.

in December 1991 and revised in December 2004. Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) is located more
than 2 miles southwest of the proposed Project, and the Hawthorne Municipal Airport is located
approximately 1.5 miles south of the proposed Project. The proposed Project is not located near a private
airstrip.

Construction
During construction, the proposed Project could disturb areas that require development outside of the
transportation rights-of-way, including excavation, site preparation, and infrastructure improvements.

Airport operation hazards include incompatible land uses or features such as power transmission lines,
wildlife hazards, and tall structures that can interfere with aircraft operations. The proposed Project would
not construct any buildings or structures to a height that would interfere with or obstruct any local airport

Removing existing pavement, importing/exporting soil, grading, and stockpiling could potentially result in
soils being exposed, loosened, and transported by stormwater to downstream receiving waters. Additional
pollutants, including oil and grease, metals, and pH-altering materials, may also be introduced to the
receiving water(s) during the construction phase. However, to reduce the potential for the above impacts

operations. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

during the construction phase, the proposed Project will comply with the SWRCB Construction General
Threshold:

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving

Permit (CGP). Under the CGP, the proposed Project will prepare an approved SWPPP and implement

wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or

construction BMPs. The CGP will be enforced through the City’s construction, grading, and excavation

where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

permitting process.

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to expose people or structures to significant

Therefore, impacts related to water quality standards and waste discharge requirements during the

risks associated with wildland fires.

construction phase would be less than significant.

The City is highly developed and entirely urbanized and is without an urban/wildland interface. The

Operation

proposed Project is not within a Moderate, High, or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone as designated by
CAL FIRE. As such, the proposed Project would not increase or create the potential for wildland fires to
occur near the proposed Project. No impacts would occur.

The proposed Project’s elevated guideway is located within existing transportation rights-of-way. The
proposed Project component would be constructed on impervious surfaces. The proposed Project
structures would also be constructed in compliance with the applicable City’s and County’s Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits and LID Ordinance requirements to address any potential
pollutant or pollutant loading impacts.
The proposed MSF site has nearly fully impervious surfaces with the exception of a few landscape areas.
The MSF site would be constructed in full compliance with the City’s and County’s MS4 Permits and LID
Ordinance requirements to address any potential pollutant or pollutant loading impacts.
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The proposed Project in located over the West Coast Basin, which is a confined aquifer, and is located

local surface water, imported water, graywater, stormwater capture, ocean desalination, and/or other

approximately 220 ft below the ground surface. Urban and stormwater runoff infiltrated on site is unlikely

nongroundwater sources.

to reach this groundwater aquifer. As a result, even if infiltration BMPs are incorporated into the proposed
Project as required LID measures, such BMPs would extend to such a depth as to enter the basin.
Therefore, infiltrated runoff would be unlikely to cause adverse impact to the local groundwater quality.
Any potential impacts would be reduced to acceptable levels with implementation of infiltration BMPs.

Impacts related to groundwater supply depletion during the operation phase would be less than
significant.
Threshold:

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition

Therefore, impacts related to surface water and groundwater quality standards and waste discharge

of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would result in substantial erosion

requirements during both the construction and operations phases would be less than significant.

or siltation on or off site?
Threshold:

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the Project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?

i.

Result in substantial erosion or siltation on or off site;

ii.

Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-site;

A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to substantially deplete groundwater or
interfere with groundwater recharge.

iii.

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial

Construction

additional sources of polluted runoff; or

The proposed Project’s water supply needs during the construction phase will be provided by the City’s
iv.

municipal system (MS4). There would be no impact on groundwater supplies during the construction

Impede or redirect flood flows?

phase of the proposed Project. Because the underlying water basin is a confined aquifer, and the water

A significant impact could occur if the proposed Project were to substantially alter the drainage pattern of

table is located approximately 50 to 200 feet below ground surface, dewatering is not anticipated during

an existing stream or river such that substantial erosion or siltation would result.

the construction phase.

Construction
Therefore, impacts related to groundwater supply depletion during the construction phase would be less
No existing surface streams or rivers pass within the proposed Project’s extent. The nearest open channel

than significant.

is Centinela Creek, approximately 1.3 miles downstream of the proposed Project. In the existing condition,
stormwater runoff is collected in curbs, gutters, and inlets, and conveyed through the storm drain network.

Operation
The proposed Project could result in increased demand of potable and nonpotable water from proposed
Project operation and addition of commercial sites. The proposed Project’s water supply during the
operation phase will be provided by the City, which depends on a combination of extracted groundwater
from City-owned wells and potable and nonpotable water purchased from WBMWD.
However, according to the City’s 2015 Urban Water Management Plan Update (UWMP), the City cannot
meet increased water demand through an increase in groundwater extraction due to limitations in water
rights. Therefore, projected demands are anticipated to be met through a combination of conservation of

No topographic changes are proposed as part of the proposed Project. If the construction phase of the
proposed Project results in increased runoff or any modifications to existing drainage patterns, the existing
stormwater facilities will be analyzed in the context of the proposed additional flow and upgraded if
needed.
Activities during construction may expose and/or loosen soils, potentially resulting in erosion and topsoil
loss. The average slopes of the proposed Project extents within the Ballona Creek and Dominguez Channel
Watersheds were 0.5 and 0.9 percent, respectively. Because the slopes in the proposed Project extents
are relatively flat, the majority of soil disturbance is expected to be related to importing and exporting of
soil, grading, and stockpiling. All potential impacts related to these activities are expected to be reduced
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to acceptable levels under the CGP-required SWPPP. The SWPPP will identify any potential sources of

upgraded if needed. In the proposed condition, stormwater runoff would not encounter unprotected soils

sedimentation during construction and detail required BMPs to reduce or eliminate erosion and/or any

within landscaped areas.

potential alterations to drainage patterns. BMPs may include silt fencing, fiber rolls, sandbag barriers,
gravel bag berms, and/or stabilized construction site entrances/exits. A Qualified SWPPP Practitioner will
ensure compliance with the SWPPP by conducting regular monitoring and inspections of construction

The proposed Project will not modify the existing drainage patterns and would address any increases in
runoff through compliance with the MS4 Permits and upgrades to existing stormwater infrastructure, if
needed.

activities.
Any storm drain upgrades required to address increases in peak flow or runoff volumes would be made as
part of the proposed Project’s drainage design. BMPs as required by the SWPPP and the MS4 Permit would
preclude any additional sources of polluted runoff during both construction and operations.

Impacts related to altering the existing drainage pattern of the area of the proposed Project that would
result in erosion or siltation during the operation phase would be less than significant.
Threshold:

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to
project inundation?

Therefore, impacts related to the creation or contribution of runoff water exceeding the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems, or providing substantial additional sources of polluted

A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were located within an area susceptible to

runoff, during both the construction and operation phases would be less than significant.

flooding because of the failure of a levee or dam. A significant impact could occur if the proposed Project

No streams or rivers run within the proposed Project’s location. The proposed Project does not propose
any changes to existing drainage patterns. During construction, BMPs (required and monitored under the
SWPPP) would be used to reduce the volume and velocity of stormwater runoff, thereby mitigating the
potential for flooding due to construction. Any accumulated sediment observed during inspection of
temporary BMPs or permanent stormwater network devices would be removed to prevent flooding. The

were located in an area subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow. A seiche is an oscillation of
a body of water in an enclosed or semi-enclosed basin, such as a reservoir, harbor, or lake. A tsunami is a
sea wave produced by a significant undersea disturbance. Mudflows result from the down-slope
movement of soil and/or rock under the influence of gravity.

Construction and Operation

proposed Project is located outside the 100-year Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood
The proposed Project is located within FEMA unshaded Zone X, which is defined as an area outside the

hazard area. 30

0.2 percent annual chance floodplain. Further, the proposed Project is outside of the floodplain of any
Impacts related to altering the existing drainage pattern of the proposed Project’s structural and support

nearby flood control channel (Centinela Creek and Dominguez Channel). Any increase in peak flow or

facilities that would result in erosion or siltation during the construction phase would be less than

runoff volumes in the proposed condition would be addressed through compliance with the MS4 Permit

significant.

and drainage system upgrade as part of the proposed Project.

Operation

The proposed Project is not located in any established tsunami inundation area, liquefaction zone, or

No topographic changes or altered drainage patterns are currently proposed as part of the proposed
Project, and any increases in runoff would be handled through compliance with MS4 Permit requirements.

landslide zone. The proposed Project is at least 1.3 miles away from any open water feature and, therefore,
would not be subjected to seiche events. As stated above, the proposed Project proposed is relatively flat
within both the Ballona Creek and Dominguez Channel Watersheds, and it is not adjacent to any exposed

Surface drainage will continue to be collected via the storm drain network to be ultimately conveyed to

or steep grades.

Ballona Creek and Dominguez Channel. Should the proposed Project result in increased runoff or peak
flows, the existing stormwater facilities will be analyzed in the context of the proposed additional flow and

Therefore, the proposed Project would have no impact related to exposing people or structures to loss,
injury, or death involving flooding during either the construction or operational phases.

30 County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Flood Zone Determination Website,
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/floodzone/.
Meridian Consultants
201-001-18

6.0-26

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

Meridian Consultants
201-001-18

6.0-27

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
November 2021

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

Threshold:

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or

The proposed Project is located within a Mineral Resources Zone 3 (MRZ-3), which is an area where

sustainable groundwater management plan?

significant mineral deposits cannot be evaluated based on current and available data. 31 The State of
California has not classified or designated mineral resource zones within the area, and the Bureau of Land

Construction

Management mineral potential maps also indicate no prospective valuable deposits. 32

Regular construction activities have the ability to result in the degradation of water quality, most
noticeably from erosion and sedimentation. Loose sediment itself may degrade water quality and has the

In addition, the proposed Project is located entirely within a highly developed urban area characterized by

capacity to carry such pollutants as heavy metals, nutrients, pathogens oil and grease, and fuels.

commercial, industrial, and residential land uses. No records exist with respect to the presence of valuable

Additionally, construction may expose the proposed Project’s location and stormwater to trash, solvents,

mineral resources within the proposed Project’s area or the immediate surrounding area, and no mining

paint, etc. The CGP requires the implementation of BMPs to eliminate or reduce the discharge of pollutants

is currently taking place in the City.33

in stormwater discharges and prohibits the discharge of nonstormwater from construction sites because

No impacts would occur.

these nonstormwater discharges are likely to carry pollutants to receiving waters. The BMPs detailed in
the SWPPP will minimize potential for impacts from erosion and sedimentation during construction. The

Threshold:

SWPPP will also detail use of BMPs to minimize the potential for spills of toxic or hazardous chemicals or

Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

substances into surface or ground waters.
Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to result in the loss of availability of a locally
Impacts related to otherwise substantially degrading water quality during the construction phase would

important mineral resource recovery site.

be less than significant.
The proposed Project is located within MRZ-3 and, as such, information is not available to determine

Operation

whether valuable mineral resources are deposited on site.

The Project will address proposed changes in land use, which often results in changes in pollutant
contributions, through an analysis of the anticipated pollutant concentrations and loads under both the
existing and proposed condition. Any projected increase in pollutant concentrations or loads will be
addressed through compliance with the MS4 Permit, as well as site-specific BMPs to address any increases

As mentioned above, the proposed Project is located entirely within a highly developed urban area
characterized by commercial and residential uses and no mining operations are currently being conducted
in the City. There are no records of valuable mineral resources within the proposed Project’s footprint or
the immediate surrounding area. 34

in pollutant concentrations or loads.
No impacts would occur.
Impacts related to substantially degrading water quality during the operation phase would be less than
significant.

6.4.8

Mineral Resources

Would the project:
Threshold:

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
future value to the region and the residents of the State?

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project’s implementation would result in the loss of
availability of a known mineral resource.
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31 CDC, Division of Mines and Geology, Update of Mineral Land Classification of Portland Cement Concrete Aggregate in
Ventura, Los Angeles, and Orange Counties, California: Part II—Los Angeles County (1994), Plate 1B, available at
ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/ofr/OFR_94-14/OFR_94-14_Text.pdf. Accessed October 2021.
32 CDC, CGS, Mineral Lands Classification, data portal,
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=mlc. Accessed October 2021.
33 CDC, Division of Mines and Geology, Update of Mineral Land Classification of Portland Cement Concrete Aggregate, Plate
1B.
34 LA County DRP, General Plan 2035, “General Plan Update Program—Interactive Map (GP-NET).”
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6.4.9

Noise

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

6.4.10

Population, Employment, and Housing

Would the proposed Project:

Would the proposed Project:

Threshold:

Threshold:

For a project within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted within 2 miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the

Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Project expose people residing or working the Project area to excessive noise
A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to displace substantial numbers of existing

levels?

housing. The proposed Project would be constructed entirely within the existing public rights-of-way along
A significant impact would occur if the proposed Project were to expose people residing or working in the

City streets except for the MSF and the PDSs. These features would be built on sites that are either

proposed Project area to excessive noise levels from a public airport or public use airport.

currently vacant or being used for commercial or industrial purposes. As such, no housing would be
displaced because of the proposed Project’s implementation, and no impacts would occur. As noted

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requires airports to prepare noise contour maps to assess the
effects of aircraft noise to surrounding land uses. These maps can be used as an indicator of potential
impacts. The closest airports to the proposed Project are the Hawthorne Municipal Airport (HHR),
approximately 1.5 miles to the south, and Los Angeles International Airport (LAX), approximately 2 miles
to the west of the proposed Project. Noise contours for the Hawthorne Municipal Airport remain confined

above, portions of the proposed Project would be constructed and operated in areas that are proximate
to residential uses. The proposed Project’s elevated guideway and stations would be constructed almost
entirely within existing public rights-of-way along existing City streets. The potential sites for the MSF and
PDS facilities are either vacant or are currently occupied by nonresidential uses. The EIR will address
whether the proposed Project may have an indirect effect on these uses as a result of noise or vibration.

within the runway of the airports and not within the proposed Project immediate area. 35
In addition, the proposed Project is consistent with the City’s General Plan and Downtown TOD Plan and
The proposed Project is partially located within the Planning Boundary/Airport Influence Area for the LAX
Airport, as designated within the Los Angeles County ALUP.36 The proposed Project falls within the Airport
Influence Area and Airport Compatibility Zone for LAX for the southern LAX runway. Portions of the
proposed Project are within the 65 dBA CNEL noise contour. This includes a portion of the proposed Project
located within street rights-of-way on E. Manchester Boulevard and Prairie Avenue. The proposed Project

will assist the City is achieving the goals of these plans by supporting economic development in areas
located along the proposed alignment by providing an additional transit option and reducing congestion
on streets throughout the City. The existing number of travel lanes and traffic capacity of these streets will
be maintained. Access and circulation to existing businesses and residences located along the proposed
alignment will be maintained at all times during construction and the ITC Construction Commitment

is not considered a noise sensitive use in and of itself; therefore, noise associated with LAX would not

Program includes program to support local businesses during construction including the provision of

create any impacts. Further, according to the Los Angeles World Airports’ Noise Contour Map for the first

funding for temporary signage and advertising during construction to help businesses affected
by construction.

quarter of 2018, the proposed Project is not located within noise contours associated with LAX as
determined by studies by Los Angeles World Airports. 37

The ATS guideway and stations will be located within the public right of way and designed in accordance
Therefore, the proposed Project would not expose people to excessive noise levels associated with airport
uses. As such, impacts would be less than significant.

with the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines) to ensure the Project is integrated into
the streets it is located on in a complementary manner. For these reasons, it is not expected that the
project will result in business closures or vacancies. If any commercial property vacancies occur along the
proposed alignment, these vacancies are expected to be short term and would not result in changes to
the character of the community that would result in physical impacts to the environment that would be

35 LA County DRP, Hawthorne Airport: Airport Influence Area (May 13, 2003),
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/aluc_airport-hawthorne.pdf.
36 Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan, adopted December 1991,
http://planning.lacounty.gov/view/alup/
37 Los Angeles World Airports, “Quarterly Noise Reports and Contour Maps,”
https://www.lawa.org/en/lawaenvironment/noise-management/lawa-noise-management-lax/quarterly-noise-reportsand-contour-maps.
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6.4.11

Public Services

Threshold:

Law enforcement services in the City are provided by the Inglewood Police Department (IPD). IPD operates

Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of the public
services:
i)

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

one police station that houses most of the department’s offices, located adjacent to Inglewood City Hall
at One Manchester Boulevard. The Office of the Chief of Police, the Patrol Bureau, the Detective Bureau,
the Records Division, the Custody Division, and the pistol range are all located at the police station. The
Communications Division is located in the basement of the station, known as the Emergency Operations
Center. The offices for the Traffic Division, the Training Section, and the Personnel Section are located on
the second floor of the City Hall Building. IPD has 186 sworn officers and approximately 92 civilian
personnel. The department comprises three major offices: Administrative Services, Criminal Investigative
Services, and Patrol Services.

Fire protection?

The proposed Project would have a significant impact on fire protection if it were to require the addition

Although the proposed Project would help accommodate large numbers of persons attending events at

of a new fire station or the expansion, consolidation, or relocation of an existing facility to maintain service.

adjacent sports and entertainment venues associated with LASED and proposed IBEC, these people would

Services include fire suppression; hazardous materials protection; emergency medical treatment,

likely be in the proposed Project’s vicinity regardless of the proposed Project’s implementation. The

including basic and advanced life support transportation; earthquake and fire safety planning; fire

proposed Project would provide an alternative mode of transit for persons attending such events but

inspections; and building plan reviews.

would not result in greater attendance than would otherwise be expected to occur. Because the proposed
Project would divert some attendees who would otherwise travel by private vehicle, the proposed Project

The City is served by Battalion 20 within Division 6 of LACFD. Battalion 20 operates six stations in total;
four of these serve the City (Fire Stations 170, 171, 172, and 173). Fire Station 171 is located approximately
0.25 miles west of the proposed Project at 141 W. Regent Street; Station 172 is approximately 0.7 miles

will reduce vehicle traffic. The reduction in surface vehicle traffic could potentially reduce the amount of
police services required in the area. Therefore, the implementation of the proposed Project would not
increase the need for police services.

north at 810 Centinela Avenue; Station 173 is approximately 1 mile east at 9001 S. Crenshaw Boulevard;
and Station 170 is approximately 1.1 miles southeast at 10701 S. Crenshaw Boulevard. The stations are

Impacts would be less than significant.

staffed in three rotating shifts (A, B, and C). A three-platoon schedule is based on 24-hour shifts that start
iii)

at 8 AM. Standard company staffing is generally a minimum of 25 personnel per shift. An assistant deputy

Schools?

Significant impacts would occur if the Project were to necessitate the construction or expansion of schools

chief oversees each of the three divisions.

in the proposed Project’s area.
Although the proposed Project would help accommodate large numbers of persons attending events at
adjacent sports and entertainment venues, these people would likely be in the proposed Project’s vicinity

The proposed Project would not result in an increase in the number of residents; thus, there would be no

due to events at LASED or proposed IBEC. The reduction in vehicle traffic that would directly result from

increase in demand for school facilities. Because the proposed Project will primarily serve to accommodate

the proposed Project’s implementation could potentially reduce the amount of fire services required in

persons attending one-day events at adjacent sports and entertainment venues, the construction or

the area. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Project would not represent an increase in the need

expansion of schools would not be required because of the proposed Project’s implementation.

for these services.

No impacts would occur.

Impacts would be less than significant.
ii)

iv)

Parks?

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to result in a need for new or expanded parks

Police protection?

The proposed Project would have a significant impact on police protection services if it were to require

facilities.

expanded police services in the area as a result of the proposed Project’s implementation.
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The proposed Project would not result in an increase in the number of residents; thus, there would be no

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

Threshold:

Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of

increase in demand for parks and recreational facilities. Because the proposed Project will primarily serve

recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the

to accommodate persons attending one-day events at adjacent sports and entertainment venues, the

environment?

construction or expansion of parks or recreational facilities would not be required because of the proposed
Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to include recreational facilities or required

Project’s implementation.

the expansion or construction of existing residential facilities.
No impacts would occur.
The proposed Project does not include recreational facilities. Because it will primarily serve to
v)

accommodate persons attending one-day events at adjacent sports and entertainment venues, the

Other public services?

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to result in an increased need in public

construction or expansion of recreational facilities would not be required because of the proposed
Project’s implementation.

services other than those described above.
The proposed Project would not result in an increase in the number of residents; thus, there would be no
increase in demand for other public services such as libraries. Because the Project will primarily serve to

6.4.13

Utilities and Service Systems

Would the proposed Project:

accommodate persons attending one-day events at adjacent sports and entertainment venues, the
construction or expansion of library facilities would not be required because of the proposed Project’s

Threshold:

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

implementation.

A significant impact could occur if a project were to increase water consumption to such a degree that
No impacts would occur.

6.4.12

new water sources would need to be identified.

Recreation

Water supply to the City is provided through WBMWD and the West Coast Groundwater Basin via City

Would the project:

wells. 38 The City’s UWMP concludes that Inglewood has sufficient existing water supplies so that a
nonwater-intensive project, such as the one proposed, would not result in a strain on existing water

Threshold:

Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility

supplies. Because water supplies in the proposed Project area are more than sufficient, impacts would be
less than significant.

would occur or be accelerated?
Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to result in an increased use of existing

Threshold:

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the Project that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s

recreational facilities such that these facilities would need to be expanded or new ones constructed.

projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
The proposed Project would primarily serve special events at the existing, under-construction, and
proposed sports and entertainment venues associated with LASED. As such, most of ridership would use

A significant impact would occur if a project were to increase water consumption or wastewater
generation to such a degree that the capacity of the existing facilities would be exceeded.

the proposed Project for events at those facilities and would not visit existing neighborhood or regional
parks. In addition, weekday commuter ridership on nonevent days would not increase the use of

Water is provided to the proposed Project via WBMWD as well as City-owned wells. Wastewater generated

neighborhood and regional parks.

by the proposed Project would be treated at the JWPCP.

No impacts would occur.
38 City of Inglewood, Final Draft 2015 Urban Water Management Plan,
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/1061/2015-Urban-Water-Mangement-Plan-PDF?bidId=.
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Development of the proposed Project would not significantly increase the demand for water and

6.0 Other Environmental Considerations

Threshold:

Comply with federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and

wastewater treatment services within the City. The ATS trains are electrified systems; the operation of the

regulations related to solid waste?

trains would not require significant water resources because none of its constituent components is water
dependent. In addition, activities at the MSF and PDS sites would not require additional water demands
such that existing facilities would need expansion or new facilities constructed. The routine maintenance

A significant impact would occur if a project were to generate solid waste that was not disposed of in
accordance with applicable regulations.

and storage of parts of the ATS trains at the MSF would not require significant amounts of water except

Assembly Bill (AB) 939 requires every city and county to divert 50 percent of its waste from landfills by the

for train washing. Activities that would take place at the MSF includes service activities to the ATS train

year 2000 through such means as recycling, source reduction, and composting. 39 In addition, AB 939

cars, vehicle storage, loading platforms, and a paint booth. Although water and wastewater lines may need

requires each county to prepare a countywide siting element for a 15-year period, specifying areas for

to be relocated, no aspect of the construction or operation of the proposed Project would require new or

transformation or disposal sites to provide capacity for solid waste generated in the county that cannot be

expanded water or wastewater treatment facilities.

reduced or recycled. Further, AB 1327, the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991,
requires local agencies to adopt ordinances mandating the use of recyclable materials in development

Impacts would be less than significant
Threshold:

projects. 40

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid

The proposed Project would generate solid waste during both construction and operation that is typical
of the development of a mechanical transportation system and industrial uses. This includes typical

waste reduction goals?

construction waste such as wood, concrete, and asphalt, as well as operational waste such as that collected
A significant impact would occur if a project were to increase solid waste generation to a degree such that

from pedestrians and employees.

the existing and projected landfill capacity would be insufficient to accommodate the additional solid
The proposed Project would fully comply with all federal, State, and local statutes and regulations

waste.

regarding proper disposal. Impacts would therefore be less than significant.
Solid waste services in the City are provided by Consolidated Disposal Service (CDS); trash collected in the
City is taken to CDS’s American Waste Transfer Station in the City of Gardena, where it is sorted; residual

6.4.14

Wildfire

garbage is taken to the Consolidated Volume Transport Disposal and Recycling Center (CVT) in the City of

If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones,

Anaheim, and recycling and green waste is taken to CDS’s Compton Transfer Station in the City of

would the project:

Compton.66 Solid waste generated in the City is ultimately disposed of at various landfill facilities located
Threshold:

throughout Los Angeles County.

Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

The proposed Project would generate additional solid waste from construction debris, activities, and site
preparation, as well as during operation of the proposed Project. Solid waste generated during
construction and operation of the proposed Project would have to be separated and recycled. As described

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to impair the implementation of an adopted
emergency response or emergency evacuation plan.

in Los Angeles County’s most recent landfill disposal capacity report, a shortfall in permitted solid waste

The City is located in a fully developed urban area that is not associated with wildland fires. According to

disposal capacity within the County is not anticipated to occur under forecasted growth and ongoing

the Fire Hazard Severity Zone mapping done by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection,

municipal efforts at waste reduction and diversion. The proposed Project would not drastically change the

the proposed Project is located in an incorporated city that is considered to be in the Non Very High Fire

amount of solid waste disposal projected by the County due to the fact that the operations phase would
generate minimal waste. Impacts would be less than significant.
39 CalRecycle, “Assembly Bill 939,” http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/laws/legislation/calhist/1985to1989.htm. Accessed October
2021.
40 CalRecycle, “Ordinances, Resolutions, and Policies,”
http://www.calrecycle.ca.gov/LGCentral/Library/LocalDocs/Policy.htm. Accessed October 2021.
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Hazard Safety Zone (non-VHFHSZ). 41 The City is responsible for fire protection in the area, which is

proposed Project. The nearest surrounding mountains, the Santa Monica Mountains, are more than 10

implemented in part by enforcement of the Fire Code requirements contained within the Building Code,

miles to the north.44

as well as fire protection services provided by the City Fire Department.
According to the CGS, 45 the proposed Project is not located within an Earthquake-Induced Landslide Zone
As described in Section 4.8: Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the proposed Project is located largely

as shown on the Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation, Inglewood Quadrangle map. The probability

within public rights-of-way. For this reason, construction activities associated with the proposed Project

of seismically induced landslides occurring within the area of the proposed Project is not significant due

would likely cause the closure of travel lanes in streets along the elevated guideway. The City has planned

to the general lack of elevation difference in slope geometry across or adjacent to the site. In addition,

evacuation routes that assume worst-case displacement and surface rupture from a seismic event in the

development of the proposed Project would not substantially alter the existing topography of the area.

region along the Newport-Inglewood Fault or Potrero Fault, as described in the Safety Element of the City’s
Therefore, the proposed Project’s impacts on exacerbation of wildfire risks, and thereby exposure of

General Plan. 42

Project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire
However, the closure of lanes would be temporary and such closures would only be associated with the

would be less than significant due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors.

construction phase of the proposed Project. A Traffic Management Plan will be prepared to ensure that
interference with area traffic is minimized. This would include ensuring that routes to the emergency room

Threshold:

Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as

at the adjacent Centinela Hospital Medical Center would be maintained. The plan will require that

roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that

emergency access be maintained throughout the proposed Project’s construction. Therefore, the

may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to

proposed Project’s impacts on emergency response or evacuation plans would be less than significant.

the environment?

Threshold:

Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and
thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other
utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the

the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

environment.
Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose Project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a

As discussed above in Section 4.14: Utilities and Service Systems, the proposed Project will require utility

wildfire due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors.

systems improvements, upgrades, and possible relocations to accommodate and serve the various project
related components. The design and construction of the proposed Project’s elevated guideway structures,

The City is a fully developed urban area that is not associated with wildland fires. As mentioned previously,

stations and support facilities will avoid existing utility and other infrastructure to the degree possible. In

the proposed Project is located in an area considered to be non-VHFHSZ.43 The City is responsible for fire

addition to surface improvements, some utility infrastructure that cannot be avoided may need to be

protection in the area, which is implemented in part by enforcement of Fire Code requirements contained

relocated to accommodate the guideway columns and foundations. As mentioned above, the City is a fully

within the Building Code, as well as fire protection services provided by the City Fire Department.

developed urban area that is not associated with wildland fires. According to the Fire Hazard Severity Zone
mapping done by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, the proposed Project is

As described in Section 4.7: Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the proposed Project is located on level terrain.

located in an incorporated city that is considered to be non-VHFHSZ. 46 The City is responsible for fire

Based on the topographic setting and a review of previous geotechnical evaluations in the proposed

protection in the area, which is implemented in part by enforcement of Fire Code requirements contained

Project’s vicinity, no historical landslides are known to have occurred that could potentially impact the

within the Building Code, as well as fire protection services provided by the City Fire Department. With

41 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2011. Fire and Resource Assessment Program. Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones in LRA as Recommended by CAL FIRE. Los Angeles County.
42 City of Inglewood, General Plan (adopted July 1995).
43 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2011. Fire and Resource Assessment Program. Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones in LRA as Recommended by CAL FIRE. Los Angeles County.
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44 Google Maps, https://www.google.com/maps. Accessed October 2021.
45 CDC, CGS, Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation.
46 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2011. Fire and Resource Assessment Program. Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones in LRA as Recommended by CAL FIRE. Los Angeles County.
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adherence to Fire Code requirements contained within the Building Code and implementation of fire

topographic changes or altered drainage patterns are currently proposed as part of the proposed Project,

protection services provided by the City Fire Department, any potential infrastructure-induced fire risk or

and any increases in runoff would be handled through compliance with MS4 Permit requirements during

ongoing environmental impacts would be less than significant.

operation.

Threshold:

Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or

As such, no impacts associated with downstream flooding or landslides as a result of runoff, post-fire slope

downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope

instability, or drainage changes would occur.

instability, or drainage changes?

6.5

Significant impacts would occur if the proposed Project were to expose people or structures to impacts
associated with downstream flooding or landslides as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or
drainage changes. The City is a fully developed urban area that is not associated with wildland fires.
According to the Fire Hazard Severity Zone mapping done by the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection, the proposed Project is located in an incorporated city that is considered to be nonVHFHSZ. 47 The City is responsible for fire protection in the area, which is implemented in part by
enforcement of Fire Code requirements contained within the Building Code, as well as fire protection
services provided by the City Fire Department.

GROWTH INDUCING EFFECTS

As required CEQA Guidelines section 15126.2(e), 50 an EIR must discuss ways in which a project could foster
economic or population growth or the construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in
the surrounding environment. Also, an EIR must discuss the characteristics of a project that could
encourage and facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the environment, either individually
or cumulatively. Growth can be induced in a number of ways, such as through the elimination of obstacles
to growth, through the stimulation of economic activity within the region, or through the establishment
of policies or other precedents that directly or indirectly encourage additional growth. The purpose of this
section is to evaluate the potential growth-inducing effects resulting from the implementation of the

As discussed in Section 4.7, the proposed Project is located on level terrain. Based on the topographic

proposed Project in the greater Los Angeles area. Additional analysis of the effects of the proposed Project

setting and a review of previous geotechnical evaluations in the proposed Project’s vicinity, no historical

on population and employment growth is provided in Section 4.11: Population, Employment, and

landslides are known to have occurred that could potentially impact the proposed Project.

Housing.

According to the CGS, 48 the proposed Project is not located within an Earthquake-Induced Landslide Zone

In general, a project may foster spatial, economic, or population growth in a geographic area if the project

as shown on the Earthquake Zones of Required Investigation, Inglewood Quadrangle map. The probability

removes an impediment to growth (e.g., the establishment of an essential public service, the provision of

of seismically induced landslides occurring within the area of the proposed Project is not significant due

the new access to or infrastructure capacity that serves an area; a change in zoning or general plan

to the general lack of elevation difference in slope geometry across or adjacent to the site. In addition,

designations that increase density for areas outside the boundaries of a project site); or indirectly

development of the Project would not substantially alter the existing topography of the area.

stimulates economic expansion or growth that occurs in an area in response to the project (e.g., changes
in revenue base, employment expansion, etc.). These circumstances are further described below:

No streams or rivers run within the proposed Project’s location., nor does it propose any changes to
existing drainage patterns. During construction, BMPs (required and monitored under the SWPPP) would

x

Elimination of Obstacles to Growth: This refers to the potential for a project to remove infrastructure
limitations or provide infrastructure capacity, or remove regulatory constraints that could result in
growth unforeseen at the time of project approval; and

x

Economic Effects: This refers to the potential for a project to cause increased activity in the local or
regional economy. Economic effects can include such effects as the Multiplier Effect. A “multiplier” is
an economic term used to describe inter-relationships among various sectors of the economy. The
Multiplier Effect provides a quantitative description of the direct employment effect of a project, as
well as indirect and induced employment growth. The multiplier effect recognizes that the on-site
employment and population growth of each project may not be the complete picture of growth
caused by the project.

be used to reduce the volume and velocity of stormwater runoff, thereby mitigating the potential for
flooding due to construction. Any accumulated sediment observed during inspection of temporary BMPs
or permanent stormwater network devices would be removed to prevent flooding. The proposed Project
is located outside the 100-year Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood hazard

area. 49

No

47 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2011. Fire and Resource Assessment Program. Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones in LRA as Recommended by CAL FIRE. Los Angeles County.
48 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, 2011. Fire and Resource Assessment Program. Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zones in LRA as Recommended by CAL FIRE. Los Angeles County.
49 County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works, Flood Zone Determination Website,
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/floodzone/.
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50 CEQA Guidelines sections 15126.2(e).
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x

The private property at the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street with an estimated
123 workers employed at the various commercial/retail/office uses.

Project is located in a highly urbanized area in the vicinity of other facilities designed to accommodate

x

The commercial use at 150 S. Market Street with an estimated 37 workers; and

large sporting and entertainment events. Common factors that limit growth include limited capacities of

x

Existing businesses at the commercial center at 500 and 510 Manchester Boulevard (grocery store,
café, gym, bank, and a gas station) which have a combined estimated workforce of 172 workers. 51

Elimination of Obstacles to Growth
The elimination of physical obstacles to growth is considered a growth-inducing effect. The proposed

local or regional utility infrastructure, such as storm drainage systems, or wastewater conveyance and
treatment systems. Transportation infrastructure can also be a factor that limits growth.

In total, the existing businesses on these properties which would be displaced by the construction of the
The proposed Project is located within a fully urbanized landscape, with extensive transportation and

proposed Project employs approximately 733 workers (for existing employment details refer to Table

utility infrastructure designed to accommodate urban development in the City and the larger South Bay

4.11-6). To the extent these businesses relocate in Inglewood, these existing jobs would be retained.

region.
The proposed Project would generate approximately 150 full-time jobs for the operation and maintenance

Economic Effects

of the ATS trains and will either directly or indirectly benefit 11,516 jobs. This results in a net support for

Section 4.11, Population, Employment, and Housing describes potential employment of the proposed
Project. The proposed Project is anticipated to have a total direct employment of up to 150 full-time
equivalent people. This would include workforce requirements for the operation and maintenance
necessary for the proposed Project, including system engineers, operators, maintenance personnel,
janitorial crews, security, and other jobs. These jobs would extend beyond construction and into oversight
of long-term operations.

approximately 10,783 52 jobs with the implementation of the proposed Project. Furthermore, ongoing,
and proposed developments along the elevated guideway would also benefit from the implementation of
the proposed Project. Nearby projects such as the Hollywood Park Specific Plan (HPSP) and the Los Angeles
Sports and Entertainment District (LASED) would also provide additional jobs and employment
opportunities. The HPSP is projected to generate approximately 517 net new jobs 53 while the IBEC is
projected to generate 833 net new jobs, 54 resulting in a combined 1,350 net new jobs from adjacent
projects. Since jobs supported by the implementation of the proposed Project does not directly correlate

Additionally, the proposed Project will provide funding for the support and transition of jobs through the

to the number of new jobs created, the number of jobs created does not directly correlate to population

California Climate Investments which facilitate GHG emission reductions and deliver a suite of economic,

growth within the area.

environmental, and public health co-benefits, including job co-benefits. Approximately 11,516 jobs will be
benefitted through these funds and programs. Estimated jobs supported by the California Climate
Investments through the proposed Project can be found in the Table 4.11-8.

As previously discussed, approximately 92 percent of the residents in the City currently commutes to work
outside of the City, with the remaining 8 percent of residents working within the City (Table 4.11-5). This
pattern points to a regional spread in work locations for the City residents. Because of this, local

The proposed Project would also result in some existing uses located on properties proposed for

fluctuations in job generation are unlikely to directly impact population growth within the City. Even

acquisition in order to accommodate the various Project components (guideway, stations, and MSF).

though the proposed Project will either directly or indirectly support 10,783 jobs, the implementation of

Existing uses located on these properties include the commercial/retail center at the southeast corner of

the proposed Project will only directly create 150 full-time equivalent jobs. Therefore, not all jobs

Florence Avenue and Market Street that would be removed for the Market Street/Florence Avenue
station, the office uses at the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard, the
commercial/retail space at the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street, the commercial uses
at 500 and 510 Manchester Boulevard that would be removed for the proposed MSF, and the commercial
building that would be removed to allow for the encroachment of the guideway at 150 S. Market Street.
The existing work force for these uses include:
x

The retail commercial center at Market Street and Florence Avenue with an estimated 284 workers
employed at the various commercial and retail uses.

x

The private property at the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard with an
estimated 98 workers employed under office uses.
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51 Number of employees generated by each commercial plaza area are calculated using the square footage of the facilities
multiplied by a set factor. The factor used is 2.2371 employees per 1,000 SF, which is found in Inglewood Unified School
District’s
Commercial
Fee
Justification
Study
2018.
The
report
can
be
located
at:
https://www.lbschools.net/Asset/Files/Business_Services/Developer_Fees/2018/2018-Commercial-Fee-JustificationStudy.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2021. It is important to note that land areas and number of employees are rounded
numbers used for estimates for analysis purposes only.
52 11,516 minus 733 in numbers of jobs displaced.
53 Hollywood Park Specific Plan. “Introduction Executive Summary.”
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/125/I-Introduction-Execitive-Summary-PDF. Accessed October
2021.
54 City of Inglewood. Summary. https://www.cityofinglewood.org/DocumentCenter/View/13888/03-Summary. Accessed
October 2021.
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supported by the proposed Project will translate into an increase in population growth for the local area

Implementation of the proposed Project would increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and

or the region.

reduce VMT accordingly.

Additionally, according to SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, approximately 8,389,000 jobs were available in 2016

The proposed Project will help manage and support the City’s projected growth by providing transit within

across industries in the region and the number of jobs available would increase to 10,050,000 by 2045, an

a safe and accessible walking distance to thousands of new residents, housing units and jobs. The

increase of approximately 0.62 percent or approximately 52,700 annually in jobs. 55 The proposed Project

proposed Project’s connection from the City’s new housing and employment centers, and sports and

would provide benefits to approximately 0.13 percent of the jobs in the region based on the 2016 jobs

entertainment venues, to the Metro K Line and larger regional and State rail system will result in significant

number or approximately 20 percent of new jobs added to the region annually. The jobs that would be

benefits for both the City and southern California region. The housing and employment growth projected

supported by the proposed Project in the region is within the regional trends provided by the SCAG 2020-

in the City, together with the proposed Project, are generating approximately 6.9 million annual boardings

2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that would benefit from the proposed Project does not directly translate

on the regional transportation system in 2026 and increase to approximately 13.9 million annual boardings

into population growth.

in 2076; 57 the resulting reduction in VMT in 2026 is approximately 30 million, and in 2076 will reach 67.4
million. These reductions will improve air quality through reduced emissions and generate a significant

As a result of this analysis, the proposed Project will not substantially induce population growth beyond

reduction in the generation of GHG emissions throughout the region.

the regionally projected value. Therefore, there is a less than significant impact on employment and
population growth from the operation of the proposed Project.

The incremental changes in economic activity created by the indirect and induced employment associated
with the proposed Project would be a small part of the overall future growth in economic activity in the

Environmental Effects of Induced Growth

City or the greater Los Angeles metropolitan region. The City is approving additional employment-

The proposed Project’s is a transit system that spans the length of approximately 1.6 miles and would be

generating land uses such as the LASED and HPSP, which would benefit from the proposed Project.

located near existing residential, office, retail, and commercial land uses which generate vehicle trips on

Through their planning and entitlement actions, the future actions of the City and other surrounding local

local roadways within the City. The proposed Project would provide direct connections between regional

agencies would be subject to environmental review under CEQA and would be required to be consistent

transit provided by Metro, specifically at the Metro K line, and other transit providers as well as the City’s

with regional and State plans and regulations. To the extent that future development that accommodates

major activity centers, such as The Forum, the LASED and HPSP. Implementation of the proposed Project

indirect and induced growth from the proposed Project is undertaken in a manner consistent with the

would provide an alternate mode of transportation within the City and decrease vehicle ridership and

multitude of planning and regulatory documents referred to throughout the technical sections of this EIR,

thereby resulting in a corresponding decrease in VMTs.

many of the potential adverse environmental consequences would be reduced in magnitude or avoided
altogether.

The proposed Project would be designed to accommodate a projected demand of approximately 11,450
travelers during the peak hour in each direction for special-events service, which occurs during a three

Although the economic effect of indirect and induced employment can be predicted because the adverse

event night. 56 In addition, the operations to serve the normal weekday peak-hour ridership outlined in the

physical environmental impacts of these economic effects could occur at locations throughout the City

Lea+Elliott Report would be approximately 414 pedestrians per hour per direction (pphpd). At 2.0 minutes

and the Los Angeles metropolitan region, the environmental consequences of this type of economic

headway, the system capacity is approximately 11,000 pphpd. Table 4.12-8 shows the projected ridership

growth are too speculative to evaluate or predict. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15145, no further

numbers for the proposed Project.

analysis of the environmental consequences of indirect or induced growth associated with the proposed
Project is required under CEQA.

VMT estimates are derived from the Transportation Study (see Appendix O) and are shown in Table 4.7-7
for the six operational scenarios with and without the proposed Project. As shown, the proposed Project
daily and annual VMT are less than the daily and annual VMT without the proposed Project.

56 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition, August
2021.
56 Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition, August
2021.
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57 City if Inglewood, Transit, and Intercity Rail Program (TIRCP) Application for the City of Inglewood Transit Connector
Project, January 16, 2020. Table 6.
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ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED

The City of Inglewood, with assistance from Meridian Consultants LLC, prepared this Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR). The report preparers and consultants are identified
as follows, along with agencies, organizations, and individuals that provided information used to prepare
this Recirculated Draft EIR.

7.1

LEAD AGENCY

The City of Inglewood is the Lead Agency for the preparation of this Draft EIR.

Leanna Williams, Senior Project Manager
Holly Galbreath, Project Planner
Evan Sensibile, Project Planner
Dillan Murray, Staff Planner
Jeannie Ma, Staff Planner
Jesse McCandless, Field Environmental Supervisor
Marina Barton, Staff Planner/Biologist
Lisa Maturkanic, Administrative Services Manager
Matt Lechuga, Marketing Manager
Tom Brauer, Graphics Specialist
Rachel Bastian, Production Coordinator

7.3

City of Inglewood
One West Manchester Boulevard
Inglewood, CA 90301

ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

The following organizations provided information used in the preparation of this Draft EIR:

Trifiletti Consulting, Inc.
City of Inglewood

1541 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 560
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Administrative Office
Artie Fields: City Manager
Louis A. Atwell, P.E.: Assistant City Manager/Public Works Department Director

Lisa Trifiletti, Principal
Desiree De La O, Director of Operations
Omar Pulido, Senior Project Director
Julie Soic, Senior Project Director
Derek O’Hara, Project Director
Todd Osborne, Project Manager
Perla Solis, Planning Associate
Elliott Cobb, Project Engineer
Ellen Wright, Strategic Advisor

Public Works Department
Eloy Castillo, Principal Civil Engineer
Peter Puglese, P.E. T.E.: Principal City Traffic Engineer
Elsa Moreno, GIS Analyst

Economic and Community Development Department
Christopher E. Jackson, Sr.: Director
Mindy Wilcox, AICP: Planning Division, Planning Manager
Fred Jackson: Planning Division, Senior Planner
Taylor Kay: Planning Division, Assistant Planner

7.2

Sanjeev Shah, Inc.
1172 South Dixie Highway #527
Coral Gables, FL 33146

EIR PREPARERS

Sanjeev Shah, Esq., P.E., Principal and CEO

The following participated in the preparation of this document:

Lee+Elliott, Inc.
Meridian Consultants LLC

101 Montgomery Street, Suite 1750
San Francisco, CA 94104

920 Hampshire Road, Suite A5
Westlake Village, California 91361

Sambit Bhattacharjee, Professional Engineer (P.E.), LEED AP, Associate Principal & Vice President
Iris Yuan, Senior Associate
Eduardo Cuadra, Project Engineer

Tony Locacciato, AICP, Partner, Principal-in-Charge
Joe Gibson, Partner
Christ Kirikian, Principal/Director, Air Quality and Acoustics
Chris Hampson, Principal
Barbara Wu Heyman, Associate Principal
Christine Lan, AICP, Senior Project Manager
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Gannett Fleming, Inc.

Teresa Grimes Historic Preservation

3838 N Central Ave, Suite 1900
Phoenix, AZ. 85012

40 Arroyo Drive Unit 101
Pasadena, CA 91105

Mark Pilwallis, Vice President
William Peterson, P.E., LEED AP®, ENV SP, CBSI, Senior Resident Engineer

Teresa Grimes, Principal

Skidmore, Owings & Merrill LLP

64 N. Raymond Avenue, Suite 200
Pasadena, CA 91103

Geosyntec Consultants

333 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 3600
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Jane Besch, Principal
Mital Desai, Senior Professional
Jared J. Warner, Project Geologist
Alexander J. Greene, Senior Principal Engineering Geologist
Megan Otto, Senior Engineer
Curtis Fang, P.E.

Jed Zimmerman, AIA, LEED® AP, DBIA, Managing Director
Hansol Park, AIA, LEED® AP, Architect/Senior Designer
Lani Lee, Associate, Project Manager

RCH Group
11060 White Rock Road, Suite 150-A
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670
Mike Ratte, Senior Air Quality Scientist

Raju Associates, Inc.
505 E. Colorado Boulevard, #200
Pasadena, CA 91101

Pax Environmental, Inc.
Srinath Raju, P.E., President/CEO
Chris Munoz, Senior Transportation Engineer

530 West Ojai Avenue, Suite 202 and 207
Ojai, CA 93023

The Robert Group

Brian Holly, Principal, Senior Ecologist
Iggy Sharp, Project Manager/Senior Biologist

111 N La Brea Avenue, Suite 409
Inglewood, CA 90301

PaleoWest Archaeology
Christine M. Robert, President

517 S. Ivy Avenue
Monrovia, CA 91016

Remy Moose Manley, LLP
555 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA 95814

Roberta Thomas, M.A., RPA, Senior Archaeologist
Gena Granger, M.A., RPA
W. Geoffrey Spaulding, Lead, Ph.D., Lead Paleontologist
Jorge Mendieta, Staff Paleontologist

Tiffany Wright, J.D., Managing Partner
Laura Harris, J.D., Senior Counsel

Historic Resources Group

CAJA Environmental Services, LLC

12 S. Fair Oaks Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91105

15350 Sherman Way, Suite 315
Van Nuys, CA 91406

Paul Travis, AICP, Managing Principal
Kari Fowler, Senior Preservation Planner
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DKA Associates

8.0

1513 W. Sepulveda Boulevard, Suite D
Torrance, CA 90501
Doug Kim, Principal

Wood Environment & Infrastructure Solutions, Inc
6001 Rickenbacker Road
Los Angeles, CA 90040
Rosalind Munro, Principal Geologist

HR&A
700 Flower St
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Amitabh Barthakur, Partner
Ignacio Montojo, Director

Paul Manzer Graphic Design
943 North Grass Valley Road
Lake Arrowhead, Cal 92352

TERMS, DEFINITIONS, AND ACRONYMS

AAQS

ambient air quality standards

AB

Assembly Bill

ACC

Advanced Clean Cars

ACM

asbestos-containing materials

ACWM

asbestos-containing waste materials

ADA

Americans with Disabilities Act

ADT

Average daily traffic

AERMOD

American Meteorological Society/USEPA Regulatory Model

AFY

Acre-feet per year

AIA

Airport Influence Area

ALRT

Automated light rail transit

ALUC

Airport land use commission

ALUP

Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Plan

AM

Morning Peak Hour

ANSI

American National Standard Institute

ATS

Automated Transit System

APEFZ

Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zones

AQMP

SCAQMD 2016 Air Quality Management Plan

Paul Manzer, Principal
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ATCM

Airborne Toxic Control Measure

BACT

Best Available Control Technology

Basin

South Coast Air Basin

BAU

Business-as-usual

BMP

best management practice

BRT

Bus rapid transit

CAA

Clean Air Act

CAAQS

California Ambient Air Quality Standards

CAFE

Corporate Average Fuel Economy

CAL FIRE

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

CALGreen

California Green Building Standards Code

California Register/CR

California Register of Historical Resources

CalRecycle

California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery

CALSTA

California State Transportation Agency
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Caltrans

California Department of Transportation

COPCs

Chemicals of potential concern

CAPCOA

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association

COPD

Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease

CARB

California Air Resources Board

CPUC

California Public Utility Commission

CBC

California Building Code

CNDDB

California Natural Diversity Database

CBSC

California Building Code Commission

CNPS

California Native Plant Society

CCC

Command, control, and communications

CNRA

California Natural Resources Agency

CCP

Construction Commitment Program

County

County of Los Angeles

CCR

California Code of Regulations

CPUC

California Public Utilities Commission

CCTV

Closed-circuit television

CTA

Central Terminal Area

CDC

California Department of Conservation

CVT

Consolidated Volume Transport Disposal and Recycling Center

CDFW

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

CWC

California Water Code

CDRP

Construction and Demolition Recycling Program

CY

Cubic yards

CDS

Consolidated Disposal Service

DB

decibel

CEC

California Energy Commission

dBA

A-weighted sound pressure level

CEQA

California Environmental Quality Act

DBFOM

design/build/finance/operate/maintain

CESA

California Endangered Species Act

DBH

Diameter at breast heigh

CEUS

California Commercial End Use Survey

DDW

Division of Drinking Water

CFR

Code of Federal Regulations

DES

Division of Engineering Services

CGP

Construction General Permit

DHS

Department of Health Services

CGS

California Geological Survey

DMV

Department of Motor Vehicles

CHHSL

California Human Health Screening Levels

DNEL

Day-Night Average Sound Level

CHMIRS

California Hazardous Material Incident Report System

DOE

Department of Energy

CHRIS

California Historic Resources Information System

DOGGR

Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas and Geothermal Resources

CI

Compression ignition

DOSH

Division of Occupational Safety and Health

CIP

cast-in-place

DPM

Diesel Particulate Matter

City

City of Inglewood

DPF

Diesel Particulate Filters

CIWMB

California Integrated Waste Management Board

DTSC

California Department of Toxic Substances Control

CLEO

Commercial Lighting Efficiency Offer

DWP

Drinking Water Program

CMP

Congestion Management Plan

ECAP

Energy and Climate Action Plan
Enhanced Infrastructure Financing District

CNDDB

California Natural Diversity Database

EIFD

CNEL

Community noise exposure level

EIR

Environmental Impact Report

CO

Carbon monoxide

EISA

Energy Independence and Security Act

CO2

Carbon dioxide

ELM

Energy Loading Monitoring

Col WMP

County of Los Angeles Integrated Waste Management Plan

EPCRA

Emergency Planning and Community Right-to Know Act
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ETDM

Event Travel Demand Model

IPCC

EWMP

Enhanced Watershed Management Programs

IPD

Inglewood Police Department

FAA

Federal Aviation Administration

ips

Inches per second

FEMA

Federal Emergency Management Agency

IRP

Integrated Water Resources Plan

FESA

Federal Endangered Species Act

ITC

Inglewood Transit Connector

FTA

Federal Transit Administration

ITDF

Inglewood Travel Demand Forecasting Model

Geosyntec

Geosyntec Consultants

ITF

Inglewood intermodal transit facility

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change

GHG

Greenhouse Gas

JWPCP

Joint Water Pollution Control Plant

GPS

Geographic positioning system

LACDRP

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning

GSA

Groundwater Sustainability Agencies

LACFD

Los Angeles County Fire Department

GSP

Groundwater Sustainability Plans

LACM

Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County

GSWC

Golden State Water Company

LACSD

Los Angeles County Sanitation District

GWP

Global warming potential

LADOT

Los Angeles Department of Transportation

HABS

Historic American Buildings Survey

LADWP

City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

HAZNET

California Department of Toxic Substances Control database

LAMP

Landside Access Modernization Program

HCP

Habitat Conservation Plan

LARWQCB

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board

HEPA

High-efficiency particulate air filters

LASED

Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District

HHM

Hazards and Hazardous materials

LAWA

Los Angeles World Airports

HHMD

Hazards and Hazardous Materials Division

LAX

Los Angeles International Airport

HHR

Jack Northrop Field/Hawthorne Municipal Airport (HHR)

LAX ALUP

LAX Airport Land Use Plan

HI

Hazard Index

LCFS

Low Carbon Fuel Standard

HMBP

Hazardous materials business plan

HOT

High occupancy toll

HPSP

Hollywood Park Specific Plan

HRA

Health Risk Assessment

LDP

Lead-based paints

LED

Light-emitting diode

LEPC

Local emergency planning center
Locally Preferred Alternative

HRG

Historic Resources Group

LPA

HSWA

Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments

LID

low-impact development

Hertz

Lmax

Maximum noise level

Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center

LRT

Light Rail Transit

ICT

Innovative Clean Transit Program

Lv

velocity level in decibels as measured in 1/3 octave bands of frequency over

IEC

International Electrotechnical Commission

Hz
IBEC

IHPA

Inglewood Historic Preservation Alliance

IIPP

Injury and Illness Prevention Program

IMC

City of Inglewood Municipal Code
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MATES IV

Multiple Air Toxics Exposure Study

MBTA

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

MD

Midday
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MDAB

Mojave Desert Air Basins

NSR

New Source Review

MDE

Maximum design element

OEHHA

Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment

MDR LCP

Marina Del Rey Local Coastal Program

OES

Office of Emergency Services

Metro

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

OHP

Office of Historic Preservation

MEI

Maximally exposed individual

OPR

Office of Planning and Research

MHMP

Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

OSHA

Occupational Safety and Health Act

MM

Mitigation measure

PCB

polychlorinated biphenyl

MMRP

Mitigation monitoring and reporting program

PCE

Perchloroethylene

MPO

Metropolitan planning organization

PDS

Power Distribution System
Premium Efficiency Motors

MRZ-3

Mineral Resources Zone 3

PEM

MS4

Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System

PFA

Public Financing Authority

MSF

Maintenance and storage facility

PHBT

Puente Hills Blind Thrust fault

MTA

Metropolitan Transportation Authority

PM

Evening Peak Hour

MTD

Memo to designers

PM

Particulate Matter

MTBE

methyl tertiary-butyl ether

PPV

Peak particle velocity

NAAQS

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

PRC

Public Resources Code

NAHC

California Native American Heritage Commission

PSC

Property-specific Soil Criteria

National Register/NR

National Register of Historic Places

PVC

Polyvinyl chloride

NBA

National Basketball Association

RCRA

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

NCCP

Natural Community Conservation Plan

RFS

Renewable Fuel Standard

NEHRPA

National Earthquake Hazards Reduction Program

RHNA

Regional Housing Needs Allocation

NFL

National Football League

RMS

Root mean square

NFRAP

No Further Remedical Action Planned

ROGs

Reactive organic gases

NHPA

National Historic Preservation Act

ROW

Right-of-way

NHTSA

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

RPS

Renewable Portfolio Standards

NIFZ

Newport-Inglewood Fault Zone

RPZ

Reduced pressure zone

NIST

National Institute of Standards and Technology

RTP/SCS

Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

NPPA

California Naive Plant protect act

RWQCB

Regional Water Quality Control Board

NPS

National Park Service

SAFE Vehicles Rule

Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles Rule for Model Years 2021-

NO

Nitric oxide
SAR

Second Assessment Report

2026 Passenger Cars and Light Trucks

NOx

Nitrogen Oxide

NPDES

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

NSF
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SB

Senate Bill

SBCCOG

South Bay Cities Council of Governments

SCAB

South Coast Air Basin
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SCAG

Southern California Association of Governments

UPS

Uninterruptible power supplies

SCAQMD

South Coast Air Quality Management District

USDOE

US Department of Energy

SCCIC

South Central Coastal Information Center

USDOT

US Department of Transportation

SCE

Southern California Edison

USEPA

United States Environmental Protection Agency

SCP

Site Cleanup Program

USFWS

United States Fish and Wildlife Service

SCS

Sustainable Communities Strategy

USGS

US Geological Survey

SEL

Sound exposure level

UWMP

City of Inglewood 2015 Urban Water Management Plan Update

SERC

State Emergency Response Center

UST

Underground storage tank
Vibration decibels

SGMA

Sustainable Groundwater Management Act

VdB

SHRC

State Historical Resources Commission

VDC

Volt direct current

SLF

Sacred Lands File

VMT

Vehicle miles traveled

SLMs

Sound level meters

VOC

Volatile organic compound

SMFZ

Santa Monica Fault Zone

WBMWD

West Basin Municipal Water District

SMP

Soils Management Plan

WMPs

Watershed Management Programs

SOx

Sulfur oxide

YOLA

Youth Orchestra Los Angeles

SP

Service population

ZE

Zero emissions

SRTS

Safe Routes to Schools

SSMP

Sewer System Management Plan

SUSMP

Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan

SVP

Society of Vertebrate Paleontology

SWPPP

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

SWRCB

State Water Resources Control Board

TAC

Toxic air contaminants

TBA

tert-Butyl alcohol

TCR

Tribal cultural resource

TIRCP

Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program

TNC

Transportation network company

TNM

Traffic noise model

TOD

Transit Oriented Development

TOD Plan

City of Inglewood 2016 New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit
Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines

TPZ

Tree Protective Zone

TSA

Thomas Safran & Associates

TSCA

Toxic Substances Control Act
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The Inglewood Transit Connector Project (ITC Project) is a 1.6-mile, three-station, fully elevated, electrically powered light-rail
transit system, including, among other things, an Automated People Mover (APM) mass-transit line, proposed by the City to
close the last-mile gap and connect passengers between the Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line and Downtown Inglewood to major
event and activity centers, including the Forum, the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District (which includes SoFi
Stadium) and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center. The ITC Project also includes a maintenance storage facility
(MSF) for maintaining APM trains, two traction power substations (TPSSs) for providing power to the APM system, and surface
parking facilities at the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, the MSF, and at 150 Market Street.
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Notice of Availability

CITY OF INGLEWOOD
ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

P l a n n i n g D i v i s i on

Christopher E. Jackson, Sr.
Director

Mindy Wilcox, AICP
Planning Manager

November 11, 2021
NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
OF A RECIRCULATED DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City of Inglewood (City or Inglewood) has prepared a Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Recirculated Draft EIR) for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project (ITC Project). The
Recirculated Draft EIR is being distributed for public review. Pursuant to the California Public Resources Code and the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the City of Inglewood is the Lead Agency for the ITC Project.
PROJECT TITLE: Inglewood Transit Connector Project
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NO.: 2018071034
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Inglewood Transit Connector Project (ITC Project) is a 1.6-mile, three-station, fully
elevated, electrically powered light-rail transit system, including, among other things, an Automated Transit System
(ATS) mass-transit line, proposed by the City to close the last-mile gap and connect passengers between the Metro K
(Crenshaw/LAX) Line and Downtown Inglewood to major event and activity centers, including the Forum, the Los
Angeles Sports and Entertainment District, including SoFi Stadium, and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment
Center (Intuit Dome). Three stations are proposed: (1) The Market Street/Florence Avenue station generally located
between Market Street and Locust Street; (2) The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station located on the
southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard; and (3) The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station
located on the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street. The ITC Project also includes a maintenance
storage facility (MSF) for maintaining ATS trains, two power distribution substations (PDSs) for providing power to
the ATS system, and public parking along the proposed alignment at the Market Street/Florence Avenue station, 150
South Market Street and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station. The proposed Project is planned to operate from
6:00 AM to 12:00 AM during the week and on weekends, with the possibility of extending operation hours as needed
during special events.
PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed Project is located entirely in the central portion of the City, east of the San Diego
Freeway (I-405) and north of the Glen Anderson Freeway (I-105) in Los Angeles County, California. The proposed
alignment for the Project would be primarily located within the public right of way along Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue, with limited encroachments on adjacent private property (See Figure 1: Project
Vicinity Map).
Environmental Topics Evaluated/Potentially Significant Impacts: The Recirculated Draft EIR examines the potential
impacts that would be generated by the ITC Project for the following environmental topics: Aesthetics, Air Quality,
Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Energy, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, Land Use and Planning, Noise and Vibration, Population, Employment, and Housing,
Transportation, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems. Less than significant impacts are
identified for the following topics: Aesthetics, Energy, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Waste,
Noise and Vibration, Land Use and Planning, Population, Employment, and Housing, and Transportation. Potentially
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significant impacts are identified related to the following topics: Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and Service Systems. Measures are identified to mitigate
all potentially significant impacts to less than significant.
Alternatives Evaluated: (1) No Project, (2) Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System, (3) Market Street Pedestrian Promenade,
(4) 4th Station Alternative, (5) Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative and (6) Maintenance and Storage Facility
Relocation Alternative.
A portion of the Project Site, the MSF site located at 500 Manchester Boulevard, is included on the following list
compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the California Government Code: Historical Cortese list. The sites in this list
are designated by the State Water Resource Control board [i.e., LUST sites], the Integrated WasteBoard [i.e., active,
closed and inactive landfills, SWF/LF], and the Department of Toxic Substances Control [i.e., sites contain potential
or confirmed hazardous substance release, CALSITES]. This list is no longer updated by the state.
Public Meeting
A Public Meeting will be held at the date and time below to provide project information on the Project and
Recirculated Draft EIR:
•
•

Date: Monday, November 22, 2021
Time: 6:00PM to 7:00PM

Please see below for instructions on how to join this meeting.

•

•

Zoom Meeting Weblink:
https://trifiletticonsulting.zoom.us/j/86733559092?pwd=YWw3SFFSQUlIZHRUeEU5Wml3U0tzQT09
o Meeting ID: 867 3355 9092
Passcode:1970
Join By Phone:
o Number: (253) 215-8782
o Number: (346) 248-7799

Public Comment Period: The Recirculated Draft EIR and its technical appendices are available for public review and
comment as required by Section 15105 of the CEQA Guidelines from November 12, 2021, through December 27,
2021. Written comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR and technical appendices must be received no later than 5:00
p.m. on December 27, 2021.
The Recirculated Draft EIR and technical appendices are available for review at the City of Inglewood website at:
https://www.cityofinglewood.org/1016/Environmental-Documents
Submit written comments to:
Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager:
City of Inglewood, Planning Division
One W. Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301
You may also send comments via email to:
E-Mail: inglewoodtransitconnector@cityofinglewood.org
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1.1

PURPOSE OF THIS DOCUMENT

dŚŝƐĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂůůĂŐĞŶĐǇĂŶĚƉƵďůŝĐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚŽŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
/ŵƉĂĐƚZĞƉŽƌƚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕^ƚĂƚĞůĞĂƌŝŶŐŚŽƵƐĞ;^,ͿηϮϬϭϴϬϳϭϬϯϰĨŽƌƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ
;/dͿWƌŽũĞĐƚ;ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚͿ͘tƌŝƚƚĞŶĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐǁĞƌĞƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞ
ƉƵďůŝĐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƉĞƌŝŽĚĨƌŽŵEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϭϮ͕ϮϬϮϭƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ͘dŚŝƐĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ
ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽĞĂĐŚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚŽŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘dŚĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐĐŽƌƌĞĐƚ͕ĐůĂƌŝĨǇ͕
ĂŶĚĂŵƉůŝĨǇƚĞǆƚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĂƐĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͘dŚĞƐĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐĚŽŶŽƚĂůƚĞƌƚŚĞĐŽŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶƐ
ŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘dŚŝƐ&ŝŶĂů/ZĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚŚĂƐďĞĞŶƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ
ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů YƵĂůŝƚǇ Đƚ ;YͿ ĂŶĚ ƚŽŐĞƚŚĞƌ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ;ĂŶĚ ƉƉĞŶĚŝĐĞƐͿ
ĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚĞƐ ƚŚĞ /Z ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŵĂŬĞƌƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ŚĞĂƌŝŶŐƐ͘

1.2

SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐĂŶƵƚŽŵĂƚĞĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚ^ǇƐƚĞŵ;d^ͿǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚŝŶĐůƵĚĞĂŶĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭ͘ϲͲ
ŵŝůĞͲůŽŶŐ͕ĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇůŽĐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĂŶĚƚŽͲďĞͲĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇĂůŽŶŐDĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ͘dŚƌĞĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ



ŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞůǇŽǁŶĞĚůĂŶĚƚŚĂƚŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƚŽďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚĞĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚ
Appendices

ƉƉĞŶĚŝǆ͗ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ

A disc containing both the Final and Recirculated Draft EIR is attached on the inside back cover.


ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇǁŝůůĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĚƵĂůůĂŶĞƐƚŽĂůůŽǁƚƌĂŝŶƐƚŽƚƌĂǀĞůĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇŝŶĞĂĐŚĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘^ĞǀĞƌĂůƚƌĂŝŶƐ
ǁŽƵůĚůŝŬĞůǇďĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĂƚƚŚĞƐĂŵĞƚŝŵĞ͕ĚĞƉĞŶĚŝŶŐŽŶƌŝĚĞƌƐŚŝƉĚĞŵĂŶĚ͘
ƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐĐŽůůĂďŽƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƉĂƌƚŶĞƌƐŚŝƉǁŝƚŚDĞƚƌŽ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂƐĂŶ
ĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽƌĞŐŝŽŶĂůƌĂŝůƐǇƐƚĞŵƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ĐůŽƐŝŶŐƚŚĞĐƌŝƚŝĐĂůĨŝƌƐƚͬůĂƐƚŵŝůĞ
ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚŐĂƉŝŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐŝŶŐƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌƐĞƌǀŝĐĞĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽƐǇƐƚĞŵďǇĨĂĐŝůŝƚĂƚŝŶŐĂƐĞĂŵůĞƐƐ
ƚƌĂŶƐĨĞƌŽĨƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌƐďĞƚǁĞĞŶƚŚĞ/dĂŶĚƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞ͘






dŚĞ d^ ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ ŵĂǇ ďĞ Ă ƐĞůĨͲƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƌƵďďĞƌͲƚŝƌĞd^ ƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͕ŵŽŶŽƌĂŝůƐ͕
ůĂƌŐĞƐƚĞĞůͲǁŚĞĞůd^ƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͕ĂůƐŽŬŶŽǁŶĂƐĂƵƚŽŵĂƚĞĚůŝŐŚƚƌĂŝůƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ;>ZdͿ͕ŽƌĂĐĂďůĞƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚd^
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dŚĞd^ƚƌĂŝŶƐǁŝůůŽƉĞƌĂƚĞŝŶĂƉŝŶĐŚĞĚͲůŽŽƉŵŽĚĞŽŶĚƵĂůƚƌĂĐŬƐĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ǁŚĞƌĞŝŶƚƌĂŝŶƐ

ĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ŶĞǁsŽŶƐƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŽƌĞŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

ĨŽůůŽǁĞĂĐŚŽƚŚĞƌĂŶĚƐǁŝƚĐŚďĂĐŬĂƚƚŚĞĞŶĚͲŽĨͲůŝŶĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐƚŽŵĂŬĞƚŚĞƌĞƚƵƌŶũŽƵƌŶĞǇŽŶƚŚĞŽƚŚĞƌ

ĂŶĚ,ŝůůĐƌĞƐƚŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘

ƚƌĂĐŬ͘ƐƉůĂŶŶĞĚ͕ƚŚĞƚƌĂŝŶƐĐĂŶďĞŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚŝŶŵƵůƚŝƉůĞĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚĐŽŶĨŝŐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ƌĂŶŐŝŶŐĨƌŽŵĂŽŶĞͲĐĂƌ
ƚƌĂŝŶƚŽŵƵůƚŝƉůĞͲĐĂƌůĞŶŐƚŚƚƌĂŝŶƐǁŝƚŚĂŵĂǆŝŵƵŵƚƌĂŝŶůĞŶŐƚŚŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϮϬϬĨĞĞƚ͘ĞƉĞŶĚŝŶŐŽŶ
ƚŚĞƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ;ƐĞůĨͲƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚŽƌĐĂďůĞƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚͿĂŶĚƌŝĚĞƌƐŚŝƉĚĞŵĂŶĚƐ͕ǁŚŝĐŚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŝŵĞŽĨĚĂǇĂŶĚ
ĂƌĞĞǀĞŶƚĚĂǇĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚ͕ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞƚƌĂŝŶƐŽĨƵƉƚŽƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵƚƌĂŝŶůĞŶŐƚŚĐĂŶďĞŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚĂƚǀĂƌǇŝŶŐ
ŚĞĂĚǁĂǇƐĨŽƌƐĞůĨͲƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͕ĂƐĐůŽƐĞĂƐϭ͘ϱŵŝŶƵƚĞƐĂƉĂƌƚ͕ƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚŚĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƉĞĂŬĂŶĚ
ƌĞƐĞƌǀĞĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ͘

dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂůƐŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ƚǁŽ ƉŽǁĞƌ ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ;W^Ϳ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ dŚĞƐĞ W^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŝůůƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚŚĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇ
ƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂŶĚŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚƌĞůĂƚĞĚŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͘KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞ͕ǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞ^ŽƵƚŚĞƌŶĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂĚŝƐŽŶ;^ͿƐĞƌǀŝĐĞĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͘dŚĞƐĞĐŽŶĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ƐŝƚĞŽƌƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘

dŚƌĞĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĨŽƌĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƉƵďůŝĐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐǁŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƚƚŚƌĞĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞ

dŚĞƐĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞ͗

ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ƵƐĞ ĂƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐ ĂƌĞĂƐ͘ ĨƚĞƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƐŝƚĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ

x dŚĞ Market Street/Florence Avenue ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŐĞŶĞƌĂůůǇ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ĂŶĚ >ŽĐƵƐƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞĂŶĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͖

ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞĚĂƐƉƵďůŝĐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐůŽƚƐ͗

x dŚĞPrairie Avenue/Manchester BoulevardƐƚĂƚŝŽŶůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĂŶĚ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ &ŽƌƵŵ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ >^ Ăƚ
,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵĂŶĚĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĂŶĚĨƵƚƵƌĞůŽĐĂůďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͘
x dŚĞPrairie Avenue/Hardy StreetƐƚĂƚŝŽŶůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞŶŽƌƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƚŽƚŚĞ>^Ăƚ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ͕
ƚŚĞ/͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĂŶĚĨƵƚƵƌĞůŽĐĂůďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͘
dŚĞƐĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐǁĞƌĞĐŚŽƐĞŶƚŽďĞŶĞĂƌŵĂũŽƌĞŵƉůŽǇŵĞŶƚ͕ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐ͕ĂŶĚƌĞƚĂŝůĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ

x ƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇ ϲϱϬ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ƐƉĂĐĞƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ůŽƚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ DĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶĂůŽŶŐǁŝƚŚƉŝĐŬͲƵƉĂŶĚĚƌŽƉͲŽĨĨĂƌĞĂƐŽŶ>ŽĐƵƐƚǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚZĞŐĞŶƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘
x ƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϱϬƉĂƌŬŝŶŐƐƉĂĐĞƐǁŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝŶĂƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƉĂƌŬŝŶŐůŽƚĂƚϭϱϬ^͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘
x ƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϴϬƉĂƌŬŝŶŐƐƉĂĐĞƐ ĂŶĚ Ă ƐŚƵƚƚůĞ ďƵƐ ƉŝĐŬͲƵƉ ĂŶĚ ĚƌŽƉͲŽĨĨ ĂƌĞĂ ĂƌĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂƚƚŚĞ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘dŚŝƐůŽƚǁŽƵůĚďĞƵƐĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͕dEƐĂŶĚƐŚƵƚƚůĞďƵƐ
ƉŝĐŬͲƵƉĂŶĚĚƌŽƉͲŽĨĨŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĞǀĞŶƚƐ͘

ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵ͕ƚŚĞ>^͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĞŵƉůŽǇŵĞŶƚ͕ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐĂŶĚƌĞƚĂŝůĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐ

dŚĞƐĞƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐǁŝůůƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƉƵďůŝĐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐŶĞĞĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƵƐĞŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕

ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬ ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐWůĂŶ;,W^WͿ͕ƚŚĞ /͕ĂŶĚĞŵƉůŽǇŵĞŶƚ͕ŚŽƵƐŝŶŐĂŶĚƌĞƚĂŝůĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů

ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐĞĨĨŽƌƚƐ ƚŽ ŚĞůƉ ƌĞǀŝƚĂůŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƚĂŝů ĂƌĞĂƐ ĂůŽŶŐDĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ

ƵƐĞƐŝŶŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ǁŚŝĐŚƚŚĞŝƚǇŝƐƐĞĞŬŝŶŐƚŽĞŶŚĂŶĐĞĂŶĚĂĐƚŝǀĂƚĞ͘

WƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚŝŶƚĞŶĚĞĚƚŽĞǆƚĞŶĚƚŚĞƚƌĂŶƐŝƚƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚďǇƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞƚŽƚŚĞŵĂũŽƌ

ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƐ ĂŶĚ ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ǁŝůů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞĐŽŶĨŝŐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ

ĞǀĞŶƚǀĞŶƵĞƐĂŶĚĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĂŶĚƉůĂŶŶĞĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂŶĚĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞƐĞƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ

ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǁ ĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚ ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ /Ŷ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƵƚŝůŝƚǇŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚƵŶĚĞƌƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƐŵĂǇŶĞĞĚƚŽďĞƌĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚƚŽĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ
ƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĐŽůƵŵŶƐ͕ĨŽŽƚŝŶŐƐ͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐ͘dŚĞƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƌĞĐŽŶĨŝŐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŽŶŐ
DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ ĂŶĚ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĂƌĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ ĂƐƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ

ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐĂƌĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƚŽ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ ƵƐĞ͘ KŶ ŶŽŶͲĞǀĞŶƚ ĚĂǇƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ŝƐ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ƚŽĂůůŽǁƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇ͛ƐƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐƚŽďĞĐŽŵĞƚƌĂŶƐŝƚƌŝĚĞƌƐĂŶĚƵƐĞƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽZĂŝůƐǇƐƚĞŵ͕ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐůŽĐĂůĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ
ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽƚŚĞ/dĂŶĚDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞ͘DŽƌĞŽǀĞƌ͕ŽŶĞǀĞŶƚĚĂǇƐ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌĞƐƚŚĂƚŵĂŶǇǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐŵĂǇ
ƐƚŝůůĚƌŝǀĞƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇŝŶƐĞĂƌĐŚŽĨĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚƉĂƌŬŝŶŐǁŝƚŚƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇƚŽĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽĂ

ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƚƌĂǀĞůĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇŝƐŶŽƚƌĞĚƵĐĞĚƚŽĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ĚŝƌĞĐƚƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŵĂũŽƌĞǀĞŶƚǀĞŶƵĞƐ͘dŽŚĞůƉǁŝƚŚŽǀĞƌĂůůƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĐŽŶŐĞƐƚŝŽŶ

dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂDĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞĂŶĚ^ƚŽƌĂŐĞ&ĂĐŝůŝƚǇ;D^&ͿƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƌĂŶĚƉƌĞǀĞŶƚŝǀĞ

ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞƐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƉĂƌŬŝŶŐŝŶĐůŽƐĞƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶDĂƌŬĞƚ

ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞĨŽƌƚŚĞd^ƚƌĂŝŶƐ͕ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ͕ĂŶĚĂŶŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĐŽŶƚƌŽůĐĞŶƚĞƌůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĞĂƐƚĞƌŶ

^ƚƌĞĞƚĂƌĞĂ͘dŚĞƐĞƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐǁŝůůĂůƐŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐŽŶƐƚƌĞĞƚƐƚŚĂƚ

ŚĂůĨ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ďůŽĐŬ ďŽƵŶĚ ďǇ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ ,ŝůůĐƌĞƐƚ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ EƵƚǁŽŽĚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ĂŶĚ ^ƉƌƵĐĞ

ŵĂǇďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ĂŶĚŝŵƉƌŽǀĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶŽŶůŽĐĂůƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ͕ĂŶĚƚŽŚĞůƉƌĞĚƵĐĞǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐŝŶƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂƌĞĂƐ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇ

ǀĞŶƵĞ͘ŶĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĐŽŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐĂsŽŶƐŐƌŽĐĞƌǇƐƚŽƌĞ͕Ă ĨŝƚŶĞƐƐĐĞŶƚĞƌ͕ĂŶĚĂďĂŶŬ
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1.3

PROJECT ACTIONS

dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĂŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨĂĐƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚƌĞǀŝĞǁƐďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂĐƚŝŶŐĂƐ>ĞĂĚŐĞŶĐǇ͕
ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌůŽĐĂů͕ƌĞŐŝŽŶĂů͕ĂŶĚƐƚĂƚĞĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐĂĐƚŝŶŐĂƐZĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞŐĞŶĐŝĞƐĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚďĞůŽǁ͘
x ůƚŚŽƵŐŚ ƚŚĞ WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ĞǆĞŵƉƚ ĨƌŽŵ Y ƵŶĚĞƌWƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϮϭϬϴϬ͕
ƐƵďĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ;ďͿ;ϭϮͿ͕ŝĨƚŚĞŝƚǇĂƉƉƌŽǀĞƐƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŽƵůĚǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌǇĐĞƌƚŝĨǇƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/ZĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚĂĚŽƉƚŽĨƚŚĞDŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶDŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐWůĂŶ͕
Y&ŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŽĨ&ĂĐƚ͕ĂŶĚ͕ŝĨƚŚĞƌĞĂƌĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĂŶĚƵŶĂǀŽŝĚĂďůĞĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͕ĂĚŽƉƚĂ
^ƚĂƚĞŵĞŶƚŽĨKǀĞƌƌŝĚŝŶŐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ'ĞŶĞƌĂůWůĂŶŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚ͕ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚŝŶŐŽĨĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ'ĞŶĞƌĂůWůĂŶ
>ĂŶĚhƐĞůĞŵĞŶƚ͕ŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶůĞŵĞŶƚ͕ĂŶĚ^ĂĨĞƚǇůĞŵĞŶƚ͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨĂŶĂŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚƚŽŚĂƉƚĞƌϭϮ;WůĂŶŶŝŶŐĂŶĚŽŶŝŶŐͿŽĨƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůŽĚĞƚŽ͗
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x 'ƌĂĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ͕ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ͕ŚĂƵůƌŽƵƚĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌƉĞƌŵŝƚƐŝƐƐƵĞĚďǇƚŚĞĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ
ŽĨ ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ĂŶǇ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ WƵďůŝĐ tŽƌŬƐ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ
;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĞŶĐƌŽĂĐŚŵĞŶƚƉĞƌŵŝƚƐͿĨŽƌŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ͖
x dƌĞĞƌĞŵŽǀĂůƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ͖ĂŶĚ
x EŽŝƐĞƉĞƌŵŝƚĨŽƌŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƵŝůĚŝŶŐ,ŽƵƌƐĞǆƚĞŶƐŝŽŶ͘
x KƚŚĞƌĨĞĚĞƌĂů͕^ƚĂƚĞ͕ŽƌůŽĐĂůĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐ͕ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ͕ŽƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚŵĂǇďĞĚĞĞŵĞĚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŽƌƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ͕ďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ͕ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗
 ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂWƵďůŝĐhƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ͖
 >ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ&ŝƌĞĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ͘

1.4

ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL EIR

Section 1.0: Introduction and List of Commenters͘ dŚŝƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞƐ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƵŶĚĞƌ

 ĚĚƚŚĞdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶŽƌƌŝĚŽƌKǀĞƌůĂǇ;dͲͲKͿŽŶĞ͖ĂŶĚ
 ŵĞŶĚƚŚĞDĞĚŝĐĂůŶƚĞƌƉƌŝƐĞKǀĞƌůĂǇŽŶĞƚŽĞǆĐůƵĚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͘
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨĂŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚƐƚŽƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚƚŽƌĞĨůĞĐƚƚŚĞĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶŽĨĨƌŽŶƚĂŐĞ
ĂůŽŶŐWƌĂŝƌŝĞ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐůŽƐƐŽĨ&ŽƌƵŵƉĂƌŬŝŶŐͿ͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨĂ^ƉĞĐŝĂůhƐĞWĞƌŵŝƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĨŽƌĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽĨĂŐĂƐƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĞƐŝŐŶZĞǀŝĞǁĨŽƌƚŚĞŶĞǁ
ƐƵƉĞƌŵĂƌŬĞƚ͕ĂŶĚĂŶǇŽƚŚĞƌĚŝƐĐƌĞƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĨŽƌĂŶĞǁƐƵƉĞƌŵĂƌŬĞƚĂƚϱϬϬĂŶĚϱϭϬ
ĂƐƚDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŽĨ ĂŵĞŶĚŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĐůĂƌŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚ WĂƌŬ ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ WůĂŶ ĂŶĚ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ
ĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚ͖
x WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă WƌŽũĞĐƚͲƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ^ƚŽƌŵǁĂƚĞƌ DĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ Žƌ ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ hƌďĂŶ ^ƚŽƌŵǁĂƚĞƌ
DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶĨŽƌĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐŽĨůŽƚůŝŶĞĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚ;ƐͿ͕ƉĂƌĐĞůŵĂƉ;ƐͿ͕ĂŶĚƚƌĂĐƚŵĂƉ;ƐͿĂƐŶĞĞĚĞĚ͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŽĨ ĂŐƌĞĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƌĞƐŽůƵƚŝŽŶƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ ĂĐƋƵŝƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ĨŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ŝŶĨĞĞƐŝŵƉůĞŽƌƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ůŝĐĞŶƐĞƐ͕ĂŝƌƌŝŐŚƚƐ͕
ůĞĂƐĞƐ͕ŽƌŽƚŚĞƌŵĞĂŶƐŽĨĂĐĐĞƐƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĞŵŝŶĞŶƚĚŽŵĂŝŶ͖

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞƐƚŚĞĐŽŶƚĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/Z͘dŚŝƐĐŚĂƉƚĞƌĂůƐŽĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐĂůŝƐƚŽĨĂůůŽĨƚŚĞ
ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐŽƌ ƉĞƌƐŽŶƐǁŚŽ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ
ƉĞƌŝŽĚ͕ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚŝŶŽƌĚĞƌďǇĨĞĚĞƌĂů͕^ƚĂƚĞ͕ĂŶĚůŽĐĂůĂŐĞŶĐǇ͖ƚƌŝďĂůĞŶƚŝƚǇ͖ŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ͖ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂů͖ĂŶĚ
ĚĂƚĞƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ͘
Section 2.0: Revisions to the Recirculated Draft EIR͘dŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞƐĐŚĂŶŐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞĨŝŶĞŵĞŶƚƐŵĂĚĞ
ƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚƐŝŶĐĞƉƵďůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘dŚĞƐĞƌĞĨŝŶĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĐůĂƌŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ĂŵƉůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚĐŽƌƌĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ǁŚŝĐŚĂƌĞĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶƚŚĞďĞŐŝŶŶŝŶŐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ǁŽƵůĚŶŽƚĐŚĂŶŐĞƚŚĞ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐĂŶĚĐŽŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶƐƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĨŽƌƚŚĞƌĞĂƐŽŶƐĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ
ŝŶƚŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶĂůƐŽƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞƐƚĞǆƚĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŵĂĚĞƚŽƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZŝŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ
ƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͘ŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞƚĞǆƚŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĂƌĞƐŚŽǁŶďǇĞŝƚŚĞƌƐƚƌŝŬĞƚŚƌŽƵŐŚǁŚĞƌĞ
ƚĞǆƚŚĂƐďĞĞŶĚĞůĞƚĞĚ͕ŽƌĚŽƵďůĞƵŶĚĞƌůŝŶĞǁŚĞƌĞŶĞǁƚĞǆƚŚĂƐďĞĞŶŝŶƐĞƌƚĞĚ͘
Section 3.0: Comments and Responses͘ dŚŝƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ůĞƚƚĞƌƐ ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚďǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͘
dŚŝƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĐŽƉŝĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ůĞƚƚĞƌƐ ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŽĨ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ;ŝƚǇͿ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ

x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ/dĞƐŝŐŶ'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͖
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŽĨ Ă ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ Žƌ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ ĨŝŶĂŶĐĞ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͖ĂŶĚ
x ƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐĨŽƌĨĞĚĞƌĂů͕^ƚĂƚĞ͕ŽƌůŽĐĂůĨŝŶĂŶĐŝŶŐƉůĂŶƐŽƌŐƌĂŶƚƐ͘

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘ĂĐŚůĞƚƚĞƌŝƐŶƵŵďĞƌĞĚĂŶĚŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĨŽƌƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞĂŶĚƚŚĞŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ŝŶĞĂĐŚůĞƚƚĞƌĂƌĞĂůƐŽŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚďǇŶƵŵďĞƌ͘ĂĐŚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚůĞƚƚĞƌŝƐĨŽůůŽǁĞĚďǇǁƌŝƚƚĞŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽĞĂĐŚ
ŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŝŶƚŚĂƚůĞƚƚĞƌ͘
^ŽŵĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƚŚĂƚǁĞƌĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇĚŽŶŽƚƉĞƌƚĂŝŶƚŽƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŽƌĚŽ

/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞĂďŽǀĞ͕ŵŝŶŝƐƚĞƌŝĂůĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƐŵĂǇďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĂƐĨŽůůŽǁƐ͗
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x

Ɛ Ă ƌĞƐƵůƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ ĂŶĚ ƌĞĨŝŶĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞKƌŝŐŝŶĂůEKWĂŶĚKƌŝŐŝŶĂů/^ĂĨƚĞƌĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ:ƵůǇϮϬϭϴEŽƚŝĐĞŽĨWƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ͕
ĂZĞǀŝƐĞĚEKWĂŶĚ/^ǁĞƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĨƌŽŵ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌϭϬ͕ϮϬϮϬƚŽ
KĐƚŽďĞƌϭϮ͕ϮϬϮϬ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚďŽƚŚƚŚĞKƌŝŐŝŶĂůĂŶĚZĞǀŝƐĞĚEKWƐĂŶĚ/ŶŝƚŝĂů^ƚƵĚŝĞƐƚŽƚŚĞ
'ŽǀĞƌŶŽƌ͛ƐKĨĨŝĐĞŽĨWůĂŶŶŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ;KWZͿ͖ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƚƌƵƐƚĞĞŽƌƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨĞĚĞƌĂů͕^ƚĂƚĞ͕
ƌĞŐŝŽŶĂů͕ĂŶĚůŽĐĂůĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚĐŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚĐŽƵŶƚŝĞƐ͖
ƚŚĞŽƵŶƚǇŽĨ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ͖ƌĞůĞǀĂŶƚEĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƚƌŝďĞƐ͖ĂŶĚĂůůŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚƉĂƌƚŝĞƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚŝŶŐƐƵĐŚ
ŶŽƚŝĐĞƚŽĂůůŽǁĨŽƌĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŽŶƚŚĞ/^ĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞϯϬͲĚĂǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƉĞƌŝŽĚ͘/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ĐŽƉŝĞƐŽĨƚŚĞ
KƌŝŐŝŶĂů ĂŶĚ ZĞǀŝƐĞĚ EKWƐ ĂŶĚ /^Ɛ ǁĞƌĞ ŵĂĚĞ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ĨŽƌ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ Ăƚ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ŝƚǇ ,Ăůů ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ WƵďůŝĐ ůŝďƌĂƌǇ͕ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ǁĞďƐŝƚĞ͕ ƚŽ ŐŝǀĞ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ƚŚĞ ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ ƚŽ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƌĞƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞϯϬͲĚĂǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƉĞƌŝŽĚƐ͘

x

dŚĞŝƚǇƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂŶĚƌĞůĞĂƐĞĚĂƌĂĨƚ/ZĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƌĞǀŝĞǁŝŶĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϬ͘ĂƐĞĚŽŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů
ĨĞĞĚďĂĐŬƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/ZĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŝŽĚƚŚĞŝƚǇĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĐŽůůĂďŽƌĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚ
ŬĞǇƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐŽŶƚŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ŝƚǇĂůƐŽĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂůĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐĂŶĚ
ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ŽŶ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐ͕ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚƌĞĨŝŶĞĚƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĨŽŽƚƉƌŝŶƚǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘

x

ƐĂƌĞƐƵůƚŽĨƚŚŝƐŽŶŐŽŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇŚĂƐĨƵƌƚŚĞƌƌĞĨŝŶĞĚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚƌĞǀŝƐĞĚ
ƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŽĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞƚŚĞƐĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂŶĚƌĞůĞĂƐĞĚĂZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ
ƌĂĨƚ/ZĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƌĞǀŝĞǁŝŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϭ͘dŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĂŶĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭ͘ϲͲŵŝůĞůŽŶŐ
ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ϯ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ďĞŐŝŶŶŝŶŐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ĂŶĚ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ͕
ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŝŶŐĂůŽŶŐDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ͕ĂŶĚĞŶĚŝŶŐĂƚƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘

x

x /Ŷ:ƵůǇϮϬϭϴ͕ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůYƵĂůŝƚǇĐƚ;YͿ͕ƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇĂƐƚŚĞ>ĞĂĚŐĞŶĐǇƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂEŽƚŝĐĞŽĨWƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ;KƌŝŐŝŶĂůEKWͿĂŶĚĂŶ/ŶŝƚŝĂů^ƚƵĚǇ;KƌŝŐŝŶĂů
/^Ϳ;^,ϮϬϭϴϬϳϭϬϯϰͿ͘

EŽƚŝĐĞŽĨŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ;EKͿĂŶĚĐŽƉŝĞƐŽĨƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/ZǁĞƌĞĨŝůĞĚǁŝƚŚ^,ŽŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϭϮ͕ϮϬϮϭ͘
ŶŽĨĨŝĐŝĂůϰϱͲĚĂǇƉƵďůŝĐƌĞǀŝĞǁƉĞƌŝŽĚĨŽƌƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/ZǁĂƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚďǇ^,͕ĞŶĚŝŶŐŽŶĞĐĞŵďĞƌ
Ϯϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ͘EŽƚŝĐĞŽĨǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇ;EKͿĨŽƌƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/ZǁĂƐƉƵďůŝƐŚĞĚŽŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϭϭ͕ϮϬϮϭĂŶĚ
ƐĞŶƚƚŽĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞƉƵďůŝĐĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ^,ĂŶĚ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇůĞƌŬ͕ĂŶĚĂůůĞŶƚŝƚŝĞƐǁŚŽ
ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚƚŽďĞŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚͬŽƌ/Z͘dŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZǁĂƐĂůƐŽ
ƉƵďůŝƐŚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐǁĞďƐŝƚĞ͘

x

x dŚĞKƌŝŐŝŶĂůEKWĂŶĚ/^ǁĞƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐǁĞƌĞƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐĂŶĚĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ
ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂϯϬͲĚĂǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƉĞƌŝŽĚƚŚĂƚĞŶĚĞĚŽŶƵŐƵƐƚϭϱ͕ϮϬϭϴ͘

ǀŝƌƚƵĂůƉƵďůŝĐŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŽŶƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZǁĂƐ
ŚĞůĚŽŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϭϭ͕ϮϬϮϭ͕ĨƌŽŵϲWDƚŽϳWD͘

1.6

ŶŽƚĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇƉĞƌƚĂŝŶƚŽĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐĂŶĂůǇǌĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĚŽĞƐŶŽƚĂƐŬĂƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶ
ĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂĚĞƋƵĂĐǇŽĨƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐĞƐĂŶŽƉŝŶŝŽŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚ
ƚŽƚŚĞŵĞƌŝƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ŽƌĚŽĞƐŶŽƚƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶĂŶĞůĞŵĞŶƚŽĨŽƌĐŽŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ
ƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞŶŽƚĞƐƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĂŶĚŵĂǇƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͘
DĂŶǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĞǆƉƌĞƐƐŽƉŝŶŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞŵĞƌŝƚƐŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƐƉĞĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚƚŚĞƐĞ
ĂƌĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/ZĨŽƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶďǇƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐ͘
Section 4.0: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program͘ dŚŝƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐ ƚŚĞ DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;DDZWͿƚŽŐƵŝĚĞƚŚĞŝƚǇŝŶŝƚƐŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐŽĨ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ĂĚŽƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ /Z͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŽ ĐŽŵƉůǇ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ŽĨ WƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϮϭϬϴϭ͘ϲ͕ƐƵďĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ;ĂͿ͘

1.5

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND REVIEW

dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŽĨ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ŚĂƐ ĐŽŵƉůŝĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ Ăůů ŶŽƚŝĐŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƉƵďůŝĐ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ŽĨ Y͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ăůů ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞ ĂŶĚ ƚƌƵƐƚĞĞ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ͕
ŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůƐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZǁĂƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌƌĞǀŝĞǁ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐůŝƐƚ
ŽĨĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽŽŬƉůĂĐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚƌĞǀŝĞǁŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͗
x /ŶϮϬϭϳ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇƉĂƌƚŶĞƌĞĚǁŝƚŚDĞƚƌŽƚŽĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐĐƌŝƚŝĐĂůŵŽďŝůŝƚǇŝƐƐƵĞƐďǇĂŶĂůǇǌŝŶŐǀŝĂďůĞ
ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶŽƉƚŝŽŶƐĨƌŽŵƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞƚŽƚŚĞ>^͕ǁŚŝĐŚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ͘tŝƚŚƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇ͛ƐŝŶƉƵƚ͕DĞƚƌŽĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĂƐƚƵĚǇ ϭƚŽĞǆƉůŽƌĞŚŽǁďĞƐƚƚŽĞǆƚĞŶĚƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽZĂŝůƐǇƐƚĞŵǀŝĂĂŚŝŐŚͲ
ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇƚƌĂŶƐŝƚĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞ>^͘
x /Ŷ ĞĂƌůǇ ϮϬϭϴ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂůƐŽ ŝŶŝƚŝĂƚĞĚ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌ ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ ƚŽ ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ Ă
ĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ ůŽŶŐͲƌĂŶŐĞ ŵŽďŝůŝƚǇ ƉůĂŶ͕ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŐŽĂůƐ ĂŶĚ ŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐ͕ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ďĞŶĞĨŝƚƐĂŶĚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͕ĂŶĚƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͘

x ƐĐŽƉŝŶŐŵĞĞƚŝŶŐǁĂƐŚĞůĚŽŶ:ƵůǇϮϲ͕ϮϬϭϴ͕ĨƌŽŵϲWDƚŽϴWDĂƚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ^ĞŶŝŽƌŝƚŝǌĞŶƐ
ĞŶƚĞƌ͕ϭϭϭE͘>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŚĞŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇĨŽƌĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ƚŽďĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞƐĐŽƉŝŶŐŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ͘

PROJECT MODIFICATIONS IN THE FINAL EIR

WƌŽũĞĐƚŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/ZŝŶĐůƵĚĞ͗;ϭͿƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƉŽǁĞƌ
ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐǇƐƚĞŵ;W^ͿƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚ;ϮͿƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;WͿ͕
ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ ƚŚĞƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ ƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ &ƵŶĚ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐΘ dƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ ŝƌ
YƵĂůŝƚǇ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ sŝƐƵĂů ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ ,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ DĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ ĂŶĚ EŽŝƐĞ ĂŶĚ sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ


ϭ

ŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵ͘

>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇDĞƚƌŽƉŽůŝƚĂŶdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ͕City of Champions/Inglewood (NFL) Focused
Analysis of Transit Connection ;ƵŐƵƐƚϮϬϭϳͿ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϭ͘ϬͲϲ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϭ͘ϬͲϳ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϭ͘ϬͲϴ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϭϭ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

'ůĂƐĞƌtĞŝůͬd^

DŝƌĂĐůĞdŚĞĂƚĞƌ
ϭϬ

ϵ

ϴ



ĞƌŽŽůůĞĐƚŝǀĞ

ϭ͘ϬͲϵ

ůŝƐĂWĂƐƚĞƌ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϮ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭ͕ϮϬϮϭ
KǁĞŶ^ŵŝƚŚ

ŶĚƌĞǁƌĂŶĞ

ůŝƐŽŶzŽŚ͕^ŚŝŶĞ>ŝŶŐ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐDĞƚƌŽƉŽůŝƚĂŶdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ

DĂŶĚǇ,ƵĨĨŵĂŶ͕ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůWůĂŶŶĞƌ

DĂŶĚǇ,ƵĨĨŵĂŶ͕ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůWůĂŶŶĞƌ

ZŽŶĂůĚD͘ƵƌďŝŶ͕ŚŝĞĨ͕&ŽƌĞƐƚƌǇŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ



ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϯ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϯ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϴ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϵ͕ϮϬϮϭ
ƌ͘ƌŝŬĂ&͘dŽƌƌĞƐ͕ŽƵŶƚǇĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌ

hǌŝĂŶŝĞů͕DĂŶĂŐĞƌŽĨKƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ

Public

Y'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͕^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘ϱ͕ƐƵďĚ͘;ĂͿ͘

Public Agencies

Letter No.

ŽĨĞĂĐŚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘

tĞƐƚĂƐŝŶDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůtĂƚĞƌŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ

Letters Regarding the Recirculated Draft EIRĚŝƐƉůĂǇƐƚŚĞŶƵŵĞƌŝĐĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĞŶƚŝƚǇ͕ĂƵƚŚŽƌ͕ĂŶĚĚĂƚĞ

Ϯ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮ͕ϮϬϮϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϴ͕ϮϬϮϭ

dŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚϮϭĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŝŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŽƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘Table 1: Comment

ϳ

LIST OF COMMENTERS

>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ^ĂŶŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌ

1.7

Entity

ƌĂĨƚ/ZŝƐŶŽƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ϲ

ƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶǇŶĞǁƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇƵŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚ͘dŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ͕ƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ

>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ^ĂŶŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƚƌŝĐƚŵĂŝů

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z͕ ƉƌŝŵĂƌŝůǇ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ƚŚĞ WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĚŽ ŶŽƚ
ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĂŶǇŽĨƚŚĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZŽƌ

ϱ

ǁŚŝĐŚ ǁĞƌĞ ŵĂĚĞ ĂƐ Ă ƌĞƐƵůƚ ŽĨ ƉƵďůŝĐ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌ ĨĞĞĚďĂĐŬ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ

>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ&ŝƌĞĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚĞŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕

ϰ

ϰ͘ dŚĞ/ZǁĂƐƐŽĨƵŶĚĂŵĞŶƚĂůůǇĂŶĚďĂƐŝĐĂůůǇŝŶĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞĂŶĚĐŽŶĐůƵƐŽƌǇŝŶŶĂƚƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŵĞĂŶŝŶŐĨƵů
ƉƵďůŝĐƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚǁĞƌĞƉƌĞĐůƵĚĞĚ͘

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚhŶŝĨŝĞĚ^ĐŚŽŽůŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ

ϯ͘ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞŽƌŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂďůǇĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚĨƌŽŵŽƚŚĞƌƐƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇ
ĂŶĂůǇǌĞĚǁŽƵůĚĐůĞĂƌůǇůĞƐƐĞŶƚŚĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ
ƉƌŽƉŽŶĞŶƚƐĚĞĐůŝŶĞƚŽĂĚŽƉƚŝƚ͘

ϯ

Ϯ͘ ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŝŶƚŚĞƐĞǀĞƌŝƚǇŽĨĂŶĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚƵŶůĞƐƐŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞĂĚŽƉƚĞĚƚŚĂƚƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƚŽĂůĞǀĞůŽĨŝŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ͘

ĂǀŝĚDĂĐŚ͕^ĞŶŝŽƌƵƐŝŶĞƐƐDĂŶĂŐĞƌ͕dƌĂŶƐŝƚWůĂŶŶŝŶŐ

ϭ͘ ŶĞǁƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŽƌĨƌŽŵĂŶĞǁŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƚŽďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘

Table 1-1
Comment Letters Regarding the Recirculated Draft EIR

ƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ͕ĨŽƌĞǆĂŵƉůĞ͕ĂĚŝƐĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚ͗

ŝƚǇŽĨdŽƌƌĂŶĐĞ

ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ  ƉƌŽƉŽŶĞŶƚƐ ŚĂǀĞ ĚĞĐůŝŶĞĚ ƚŽ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ͘ ͞^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ŶĞǁ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͟ ƌĞƋƵŝƌŝŶŐ

Ϯ

ŽĨĂŵĞĂŶŝŶŐĨƵůŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƵƉŽŶĂƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůĂĚǀĞƌƐĞĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
Žƌ Ă ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ǁĂǇ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ Žƌ ĂǀŽŝĚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂŶ ĞĨĨĞĐƚ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ Ă ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞͿ ƚŚĂƚ

DŝǇĂĚŵŽŶƐŽŶ͕/'ZͬYƌĂŶĐŚŚŝĞĨ

ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĂĚĚĞĚƚŽĂŶ/ZŝƐŶŽƚ͞ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͟ƵŶůĞƐƐƚŚĞ/ZŝƐĐŚĂŶŐĞĚŝŶĂǁĂǇƚŚĂƚĚĞƉƌŝǀĞƐƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐ

ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚŽĨdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚϳ

ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ Žƌ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ƐĞƚƚŝŶŐ͕ ĂƐǁĞůů ĂƐ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĚĂƚĂ Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͘ EĞǁ

ϭ

ƌĂĨƚ/ZĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƌĞǀŝĞǁďƵƚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/Z͘dŚĞƚĞƌŵ͞ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͟ĐĂŶŝŶĐůƵĚĞ

Date of
Comment

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘hŶĚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘ϱŽĨƚŚĞY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͕ ϮƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂŶ/ZŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ
ǁŚĞŶ͞ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŶĞǁŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͟ŝƐĂĚĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞ/ZĂĨƚĞƌƉƵďůŝĐŶŽƚŝĐĞŝƐŐŝǀĞŶŽĨƚŚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞ

Name of Commenter

dŚĞƐĞ ŵŝŶŽƌ ŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚŽ ŶŽƚ ŶĞĐĞƐƐŝƚĂƚĞ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ

1.0 Introduction and List of Commenters

1.0 Introduction and List of Commenters

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϴ͕ϮϬϮϮ

INTRODUCTION

dŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ;ŝƚǇͿ͕ĂĐƚŝŶŐĂƐƚŚĞ>ĞĂĚŐĞŶĐǇĨŽƌƚŚĞƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐĂŶĚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůƌĞǀŝĞǁŽĨƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ŚĂƐƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚƚŚŝƐ&ŝŶĂůŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů/ŵƉĂĐƚZĞƉŽƌƚ;/ZͿƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽĨƚŚĞĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůYƵĂůŝƚǇĐƚ;YͿ͘/ŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϭϯϮ
;ĂͿ͕ƚŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/ZƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z;Z/ZͿƚŚĂƚŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶ

:ĂƐŽŶ'ĂŶŶŽŶ͕DĂŶĂŐŝŶŐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌĂƚ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ

ŵĂĚĞƚŽĐůĂƌŝĨǇ͕ĐŽƌƌĞĐƚ͕ŽƌƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚƚŚĞĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘^ƵĐŚ
ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ ĂƌĞ Ă ƌĞƐƵůƚ ŽĨ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŝŶĂĚǀĞƌƚĞŶƚ ĞƌƌŽƌƐ Žƌ ŽŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ƉƵďůŝĐ ĂŶĚ ĂŐĞŶĐǇ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚŝŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŽƚŚĞZ/Z͘dŚĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶĚŽŶŽƚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶǇ
ŶĞǁŽƌŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĚƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

2.2

TEXT CHANGES TO THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR

WƌŽǀŝĚĞĚďĞůŽǁĂƌĞĐŽƌƌĞĐƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞZ/ZŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͕ƚŚĞĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ
ƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂůĂƉƉĞŶĚŝĐĞƐ͘ŚĂŶŐĞƐĂƌĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚďĞůŽǁďǇƚŚĞĐŽƌƌĞƐƉŽŶĚŝŶŐZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚƐƵďƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ŝĨĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞƉĂŐĞŶƵŵďĞƌ͘ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞĚŽƵďůĞƵŶĚĞƌůŝŶĞĚĂŶĚĚĞůĞƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞ
ƐŚŽǁŶŝŶƐƚƌŝŬĞƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĨŽƌŵĂƚ͘/ƚƐŚŽƵůĚĂůƐŽďĞŶŽƚĞĚƚŚĂƚŝŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚŽŶƚŚĞ
ϭ͘ϬͲϭϬ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ
ĚƌŝĂŶ^ĐŽƚƚ&ŝŶĞ͕^ĞŶŝŽƌŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨĚǀŽĐĂĐǇ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ
'ĞŶŝ>ŝŶĐŽůŶ͕'ĞŶĞƌĂůDĂŶĂŐĞƌΘ^ĞŶŝŽƌsŝĐĞWƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϯ͕ϮϬϮϭ
dŝŶĂDĐ<ŝŶŶŽƌ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭ͕ϮϬϮϭ
WĂƚƌŝĐŝĂWĂƚƌŝĐŬ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϰ͕ϮϬϮϭ
ŝƐŚŽƉZŽďĞƌƚŽƵŐůĂƐ͕:ƌ͕͘ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϰ͕ϮϬϮϭ
:ĂŶsŽŐĞů͕ǆĞĐƵƚŝǀĞŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ

EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϮ͕ϮϬϮϭ
ƌƚŚƵƌĂǁƐŽŶ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮ͕ϮϬϮϭ
ƌŝĐĂŝŶĞƐ͕KǁŶĞƌ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϮϭ
&ƌĞĚĞƌŝĐĞŵŽƵůŝŶ

Date of
Comment
Name of Commenter

2.1

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌ ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ͕ ŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;WͿ͕ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝŶAppendix DǁĞƌĞŵĂĚĞ͘dŚĞƐĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐĂƌĞƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ
ƌĞůĞǀĂŶƚƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϭϭ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚƐϮ͕ϱ͕ϵĂŶĚϭϬŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬ>ĂŶĚŽŵƉĂŶǇ͕>>͘

>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽŶƐĞƌǀĂŶĐǇ

&ŽƌƵŵŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚ͕>>͘

Ͳ

Ͳ

ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ&ĞůůŽǁƐŚŝƉŚƵƌĐŚ

Executive Summary

ƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚŚĂƐĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚĂŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵƚŽƉƌŽͲ
ĂĐƚŝǀĞůǇĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘dŚŝƐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ
ŝŶAppendix D͕ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƐĂŶĚƉůĂŶƐ͗
x ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĂŶĚ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ/ŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x dƌĂŶƐŝƚĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶWƌŽŐƌĂŵ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



Ϯϭ


ϮϬ

ϭϵ

ϭϴ

ϭϳ

x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐĂŶĚdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵ

ϭϲ

^ŽƵƚŚĂǇtŽƌŬĨŽƌĐĞ/ŶǀĞƐƚŵĞŶƚŽĂƌĚ
ϭϱ

ƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚŽŵƉůĞǆ
ϭϰ

&^d^/'E^
ϭϯ

hƌďĂŶZŽƉĞǁĂǇƐWƌŽũĞĐƚDĂŶĂŐĞƌ
ϭϮ

Entity

Section 1.0

Letter No.

1.0 Introduction and List of Commenters

2.0 REVISIONS TO THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR

x WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĐĐĞƐƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x WĂƌŬŝŶŐDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶ
x ŝƌYƵĂůŝƚǇWƌŽŐƌĂŵ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϭ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŝŐŚƚ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƐŚŝĞůĚĞĚ ƚŽ ƉƌĞǀĞŶƚ Ă ĚŝƌĞĐƚ ǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĨƌŽŵ
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚĂƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇďŽƵŶĚĂƌǇƚŚĂƚŝƐǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘

x sŝƐƵĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x ,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐDĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ

x >ŝŐŚƚƚƌĞƐƉĂƐƐƐŚĂůůŶŽƚĞǆĐĞĞĚŽŶĞĨŽŽƚͲĐĂŶĚůĞĂďŽǀĞĂŵďŝĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚůĞǀĞůĂƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĂƚĂŶǇĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐŝĞŶƚƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͘

x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶ
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶ

x dĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂŶĚĂŶǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝůůƵŵŝŶĂƚĞĚƚŽŝƚǇ
^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐƚŽƉƌŽƚĞĐƚƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘

x dƌĞĞZĞŵŽǀĂůĂŶĚZĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶ

x dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞǀŝƐƵĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͗

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϭϯ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚϴŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

x sŝƐƵĂůůǇŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀĞĞƌŽƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐƐŝůƚĨĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƉůĂƐƚŝĐŐƌŽƵŶĚĐŽǀĞƌ͕ĂŶĚƐƚƌĂǁ
ďĂůĞƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚĂƐƐŽŽŶĂƐƚŚĞĂƌĞĂŝƐƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĞĚ͘

x WŽǁĞƌŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ^ǇƐƚĞŵ;W^ͿƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞD^&ĂŶĚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
ŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶͬƉƌŽƉƵůƐŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇ
ƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂŶĚŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐƉŽǁĞƌ͖

x ^ƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞĂƌĞĂƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŝŶůĞƐƐǀŝƐŝďůǇƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞĂƌĞĂƐĂŶĚƉƌĞͲĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
^ƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ůĂǇĚŽǁŶ͕ĂŶĚƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐƐŚĂůůďĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐǁŝƚŚ
ŵŝŶŝŵĂůĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶŶĞĂƌƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ͘


dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϭϴ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϵŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
ƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĂĚĞŵĂŶĚĨŽƌϭϲϱ͕ϭϭϱŬtŚŽĨĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĂŶĚ
ƵƉƚŽϭϲϯ͘ϳŵŝůůŝŽŶŐĂůůŽŶƐŽĨƉĞƚƌŽůĞƵŵĞĂĐŚǇĞĂƌ͘ůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĨŽƌŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚd^ƐǇƐƚĞŵ
ǁŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚǀŝĂƚǁŽƉŽǁĞƌĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐǇƐƚĞŵ;W^ͿƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚ
ďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞ͘dŚĞƐĞĐŽŶĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ
^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ͘ dŚĞ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ ĚĞŵĂŶĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ


dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&YͲϭŝŶTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϰϲŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
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ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌďĞƚƚĞƌƐŚĂůůďĞƵƐĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚŝƐ

ǁŝƚŚƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞƚŚĂƚƐƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘dŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚ&ŝŶĂůdŝĞƌϰĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ ŝŶ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ďŝĚ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞ ŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ

PDF AES-1

Construction (CCP)

ƉĞƌŝŽĚŝĐ ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶ ŽĨ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ ďǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ;ƐͿ ĂŶĚ

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĞǀĞŶŝŶŐĂŶĚŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞŚŽƵƌƐŵĂǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ͘dŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ŽĨ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ

ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚƌĞŐƵůĂƌŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĂŶĚĞŶĨŽƌĐĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ͘

ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͗

^ƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŝůůďĞŽƵƚĨŝƚƚĞĚǁŝƚŚĞƐƚǀĂŝůĂďůĞŽŶƚƌŽůdĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇĚĞǀŝĐĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŝƌ

x dĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĂŵŽƵŶƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƚŽƐĂĨĞůǇƉĞƌĨŽƌŵƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚǁŽƌŬĂŶĚ
ǁŝůůďĞĚŝƌĞĐƚĞĚĚŽǁŶǁĂƌĚƐĂŶĚƐŚŝĞůĚĞĚ͘ĂƌĞƐŚĂůůďĞƚĂŬĞŶŝŶƚŚĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĂŶĚŽƌŝĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ƉŽƌƚĂďůĞůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĨŝǆƚƵƌĞƐƚŽĂǀŽŝĚĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŶŐůŝŐŚƚƐƚŽǁĂƌĚƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂƵƚŽŵŽďŝůĞ
ĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ͘DŽƚŽƌŝƐƚƐĂŶĚƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŶŽƚŚĂǀĞĚŝƌĞĐƚǀŝĞǁƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶůŝŐŚƚƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘
>ŝŐŚƚƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞďƵƚĂƌĞŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂƌĞĂƐĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐŝĞŶƚŽĐĐƵƉĂŶĐǇƵƐĞƐ͘

ĂĐŚŝĞǀŝŶŐĂƚůĞĂƐƚϴϱƉĞƌĐĞŶƚƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶŝŶƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞŵĂƚƚĞƌĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ŶǇĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƵƐĞĚ

ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĂƌĚ ;ZͿͲĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ >ĞǀĞů ϯ ŝĞƐĞů WĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞ &ŝůƚĞƌƐ ;W&Ϳ͘ >ĞǀĞů ϯ W& ĂƌĞ ĐĂƉĂďůĞ ŽĨ
ďǇƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞŶŽůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶǁŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĚďǇ&ŝŶĂů
dŝĞƌϰĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĨŽƌĂƐŝŵŝůĂƌůǇƐŝǌĞĚĞŶŐŝŶĞ͕ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚďǇƚŚĞZ͛ƐƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘^ƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵů
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŵƵƐƚĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƚŚĞĂďŝůŝƚǇƚŽƐƵƉƉůǇƚŚĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĨŽƌƵƐĞƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĂŶǇŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞǁŝůůŵĂŬĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ
ƚŽƚŚĞůĞĂĚĂŐĞŶĐǇĂŶĚ^ŽƵƚŚĞƌŶĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŝƌYƵĂůŝƚǇDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ;^YDͿĂĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚdŝĞƌƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ͘ĐŽƉǇŽĨĞĂĐŚƵŶŝƚ͛ƐĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚƚŝĞƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ďĞƐƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ

ĂƌĞĂ͕ǁŚŝĐŚŵĂǇďĞƵƐĞĚŝŶƌĞǀŝĞǁŝŶŐƚŚĞĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐŐŽŽĚĨĂŝƚŚĞĨĨŽƌƚƐĂŶĚĚƵĞ
ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ͘

ĐŽŶƚƌŽůƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ;dͿĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚZŽƌ^YDŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ
ŽŶƐŝƚĞĂƚƚŚĞƚŝŵĞŽĨŵŽďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶĨŽƌĞĂĐŚĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƉŝĞĐĞŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘
/ĨĂŶǇŽĨƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐůŝƐƚĞĚďĞůŽǁĞǆŝƐƚĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐǁƌŝƚƚĞŶĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƐƵďŵŝƚĂŶůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞWůĂŶ
ƚŚĂƚ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂů ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂŶ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ Ă ĐŽŵƉĂƌĂďůĞ ůĞǀĞů ŽĨ EKǆ
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐĂƐdŝĞƌϰͲĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚĞŶŐŝŶĞƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘
x dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌĚŽĞƐŶŽƚŚĂǀĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚǇƉĞŽĨŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶŝƚƐĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇ ĂƐ ƚŽ Ă ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ Žƌ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ďǇ ůĞĂƐŝŶŐ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ
ƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘
x dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐďĞĞŶĂǁĂƌĚĞĚĨƵŶĚŝŶŐďǇ^YDŽƌĂŶŽƚŚĞƌĂŐĞŶĐǇƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐŽŵĞ
ŽƌĂůůŽĨƚŚĞĐŽƐƚƚŽƌĞƚƌŽĨŝƚ͕ƌĞƉŽǁĞƌ͕ŽƌƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞĂƉŝĞĐĞŽĨĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ
ŚĂƐŶŽƚǇĞƚďĞĞŶƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚĚƵĞƚŽĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐďĞǇŽŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚ
ǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘
x ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐŽƌĚĞƌĞĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŽďĞƵƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞĂƚ
ůĞĂƐƚϲϬĚĂǇƐďĞĨŽƌĞƚŚĂƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶĞĞĚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ďƵƚƚŚĂƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ŚĂƐ ŶŽƚ ǇĞƚ ĂƌƌŝǀĞĚ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ ďĞǇŽŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌ
ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϭϮϬ ŵŝůĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ĚŝĞƐĞů ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĨŽƌ ĨĞǁĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ϮϬ
ĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌĚĂǇƐƉĞƌĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌǇĞĂƌ͘dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůŶŽƚĐŽŶƐĞĐƵƚŝǀĞůǇƵƐĞĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐƚŚĂƚƉĞƌĨŽƌŵƚŚĞƐĂŵĞŽƌĂƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůůǇƐŝŵŝůĂƌĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶŝŶĂŶĂƚƚĞŵƉƚƚŽƵƐĞƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽĐŝƌĐƵŵǀĞŶƚƚŚĞŝŶƚĞŶƚŽĨƚŚŝƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ͘
x ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŐŽŽĚĨĂŝƚŚĞĨĨŽƌƚƐĂŶĚĚƵĞĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶƌĞĐŽƌĚ;ƐͿŽĨŝŶƋƵŝƌŝĞƐ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ƉŚŽŶĞůŽŐƐͿƚŽĂƚůĞĂƐƚƚŚƌĞĞůĞĂƐŝŶŐͬƌĞŶƚĂůĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞƐƚŚĂƚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŶͲƌŽĂĚƚƌƵĐŬƐĂŶĚŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚŝŶŐƚŚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇͬƵŶĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨ
ƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚǇƉĞƐŽĨƚƌƵĐŬͬĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘dŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůů͕ĨƌŽŵƚŝŵĞͲƚŽͲƚŝŵĞ͕ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚŝŶĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚĂƵĚŝƚ
ŽĨƚŚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨƐƵĐŚǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂŶĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞͬƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂϭϮϬͲŵŝůĞƌĂĚŝƵƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ
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x ƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞͬŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů ƐĂǁƐ͕ ƉƵŵƉƐ͕ ĂĞƌŝĂů ůŝĨƚƐ͕ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐƚĂŶĚƐ͕ Ăŝƌ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ
ĨŽƌŬůŝĨƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞͲĨƵĞůĞĚ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ŶŽŶĚŝĞƐĞůͿ͘ WŽůĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘/ĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚŝĞƐĞůͲ
ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ &ŝŶĂů dŝĞƌ ϰ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌďĞƚƚĞƌĂŶĚůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ
;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
x ƚĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ͕ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ĂŶĚͬŽƌŚĂƵůƚƌƵĐŬŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐĐŽŵŵŝƚƚŽ
ƵƐŝŶŐϮϬϭϬŵŽĚĞůǇĞĂƌƚƌƵĐŬƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌǇƚƌƵĐŬƐĂŶĚƐŽŝůŝŵƉŽƌƚͬĞǆƉŽƌƚǁŝƚŚĂŐƌŽƐƐǀĞŚŝĐůĞ
ǁĞŝŐŚƚƌĂƚŝŶŐŽĨĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϰ͕ϬϬϭƉŽƵŶĚƐͿ͕ŽƌďĞƐƚĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůůǇĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĂƚŵĞĞƚZ͛Ɛ
ϮϬϭϬĞŶŐŝŶĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂƚϬ͘ϬϭŐͬŚƉͲŚŽƵƌŽĨƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞŵĂƚƚĞƌĂŶĚϬ͘ϮϬŐͬŚƉͲŚŽƵƌŽĨEKǆ
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐŽƌŶĞǁĞƌ͕ĐůĞĂŶĞƌƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ƵŶůĞƐƐƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐǁƌŝƚƚĞŶĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ
ǁŝƚŚƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŚĞĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐĞǆŝƐƚĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚĂďŽǀĞĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ƐƵďŵŝƚƐƚŚĞWůĂŶ͘KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨĂůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ ƚŚĂƚ ĞĂĐŚ ƚƌƵĐŬ ƵƐĞĚ ŵĞĞƚƐ ƚŚĞƐĞ ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚŝƐ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚŝŶĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ͘KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ
ƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨĂůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŽĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƚŚĂƚĞĂĐŚƚƌƵĐŬƵƐĞĚŵĞĞƚƐ
ƚŚĞƐĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂŶĚŵĂŬĞƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘
x ZĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ĨƵĞůĞĚ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ ŶĂƚƵƌĂů ŐĂƐͿ ƐǁĞĞƉĞƌƐ ǁŝƚŚ ŚŝŐŚͲĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ
ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞĂŝƌ;,WͿĨŝůƚĞƌƐ͘
x  ƉƵďůŝĐůǇ ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ƐŝŐŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉŽƐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ĨĨĂŝƌƐ >ŝĂŝƐŽŶ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ
ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ĚƵƐƚ ĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƌ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛Ɛ ƉŚŽŶĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ĞŶƐƵƌĞ
ĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
x ƵƐƚƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚƉĞƌůŽĐĂůŽƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞƐ͘dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĞǆĐĞƐƐŝǀĞĚƵƐƚ
Žƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚĞďƌŝƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ ŝŶ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ Žƌ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƚĂŬŝŶŐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĨŽƌĐůĞĂŶͲƵƉĂŶĚĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƐďƌŽƵŐŚƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
x ůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĐĂƌƌǇŝŶŐĨŝůůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐƐŚĂůůƐĞĐƵƌĞĂŶĚĐŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚƐƚŽƉƌĞǀĞŶƚ
ĚƵƐƚŽƌĚĞďƌŝƐǁŚŝůĞƚƌĂǀĞůůŝŶŐŽŶƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚŽĨǁĂǇƐ͘
x ůů ƚƌƵĐŬƐ ƌĞŵŽǀŝŶŐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůŽĂĚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ƉĞƌŝŵĞƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽĐŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚƐĂƐĚĞĞŵĞĚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŽƌĚƵƐƚĐŽŶƚƌŽů͘
x DĂƚĞƌŝĂů ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞĂ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ǁĂƚĞƌĞĚ ĂƐ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ƚŽ
ƉƌĞǀĞŶƚĚƵƐƚĂƚĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƌĞĂƐ͘
x ůůƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƐ͕ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇƐ͕ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ͕ĞƚĐ͕͘ďĞŝŶŐŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚĂƐ
ƐŽŽŶĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ͖ŝŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĂĚƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞůĂŝĚĂƐƐŽŽŶĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞĂĨƚĞƌŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͘
x dŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ĂůůŽǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞƐƚŽĐŽŵŵƵƚĞĚƵƌŝŶŐŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬŚŽƵƌƐ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x DĂŬĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌŽŶͲƐŝƚĞůƵŶĐŚƚƌƵĐŬƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚƌŝƉƐ͘

x ,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ WůĂŶ ʹ WƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ Ă ,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ WůĂŶ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞƚŽĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵĞŶƚƐŽĨĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƚŚĂƚŵĂǇďĞĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

x ǀĞƌǇĞĨĨŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂĚĞƚŽƵƚŝůŝǌĞŐƌŝĚͲďĂƐĞĚĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐƉŽǁĞƌĂƚĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘
x ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂŶĚŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞĞǆŚĂƵƐƚĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ůů
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ ƚƵŶĞĚ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂŶƵĨĂĐƚƵƌĞƌ͛ƐƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐƉƌŽƉĞƌŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ͕ŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ
ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŵĂŶƵĨĂĐƚƵƌĞƌ͛Ɛ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ͘ dĂŵƉĞƌŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌŽƌƚŽĚĞĨĞĂƚĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƐŵƵƐƚďĞƉƌŽŚŝďŝƚĞĚ͘
x ZĞƋƵŝƌĞŝŶĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƚŽŶŽƚŝĨǇ
Ăůů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ ƚŚĂƚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝĚůŝŶŐƚŝŵĞǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽŶŽůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞZ͛ƐƉŽůŝĐǇ͘
&ŽƌĂŶǇŝĚůŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝƐĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ƚŚĞĞŶŐŝŶĞƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƐŚƵƚŽĨĨ͘EŽƚŝĨǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ĂŶĚͬŽƌŚĂƵůƚƌƵĐŬŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝĚůŝŶŐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂƚƚŚĞ
ƚŝŵĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌŝƐŝƐƐƵĞĚ ĂŶĚĂŐĂŝŶǁŚĞŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĞŶƚĞƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͘dŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ŝĚůŝŶŐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ƉŽƐƚ ƐŝŐŶƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĞŶƚƌǇŐĂƚĞƐĂŶĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͕ƐƚĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝĚůŝŶŐůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶ
ĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐŝƐŶŽƚƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&,ͲϭŝŶTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϲϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF HAZ-1

x hƚŝůŝƚǇZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶtŽƌŬͲůůWƌŽũĞĐƚƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŶƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨ<ĞůƐŽůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ^ĐŚŽŽůƐŚĂůů
ďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚƚŽƌĞŵĂŝŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇĂŶĚŶŽƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĐŚŽŽůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘
ZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĂŶĚĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ
ƚŽĐƵƌƌĞŶƚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐƚŽĂƐƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞǇĐƌĞĂƚĞŶŽƵŶĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďůĞŚĂǌĂƌĚƐƚŽƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽů͘ƵƌŝŶŐWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶǇŽƉĞŶƚƌĞŶĐŚĞƐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂƌŬĞĚĂŶĚďĂƌƌŝĐĂĚĞĚƐƵĐŚ
ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞǇ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ Žƌ ĐƌĞĂƚĞ ĂŶǇ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŚĂǌĂƌĚ ƚŽ ƐĐŚŽŽů ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
WƌŽũĞĐƚƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽƌĐƵƚŽǀĞƌƐƚŚĂƚŵĂǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůŶŽƌŵĂůƵƚŝůŝƚǇƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚƚŽŽĐĐƵƌŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨŶŽƌŵĂůƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŝƚŚĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞ^ĐŚŽŽů
ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&EK/^ͲϭŝŶTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϲϲŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF-NOISE-1

Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚŝŶĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚĂĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůͬǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚĂŶĚƐŚĂůůďĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨWƵďůŝĐtŽƌŬƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞWůĂŶ
ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ďĞůŽǁ &d͛Ɛ 'ĞŶĞƌĂů
ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ EŽŝƐĞ ƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞWůĂŶ͗

Hazardous Materials Program 

dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌŝŶŐ
ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

x /ŶƐƚĂůůƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇŶŽŝƐĞďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐƚŚĂƚƌĞĚƵĐĞƐŽƵŶĚĂƚƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͖

x ƵŝůĚŝŶŐĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶWůĂŶʹWƌŝŽƌƚŽĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽĐĐƵƌƌŝŶŐ͕ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĂŶĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂůůďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ
ďƵŝůƚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽϭϵϴϬƚŽďĞĚĞŵŽůŝƐŚĞĚƚŽŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚŚĞƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞŽĨĂƐďĞƐƚŽƐĐŽŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ;DƐͿ
ĂŶĚ ůĞĂĚͲďĂƐĞĚ ƉĂŝŶƚ ;>WͿ͘ ZĞŵĞĚŝĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŶŽDƐŽƌ>WƌĞŵĂŝŶƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂŶĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞ
DƐĂŶĚ>WĂƌĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽůĞǀĞůƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘

x ůůĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞĞƋƵŝƉƉĞĚǁŝƚŚŽƉƚŝŵĂůŵƵĨĨůĞƌƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͖

x ,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐDĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŽŶƚŝŶŐĞŶĐǇWůĂŶʹWƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĂƉůĂŶĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĨŽƌ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĨ ƵŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ ƚĂŶŬƐ ;h^dƐͿ͕ ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ ƉĞƚƌŽůĞƵŵ
ŚǇĚƌŽĐĂƌďŽŶƐ͕ŽƌŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŽƌƐŽůŝĚǁĂƐƚĞƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚŝƐWůĂŶƐŚĂůůĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ
h^d ĚĞĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶŝŶŐ͕ ĨŝĞůĚ ƐĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ƚĞƐƚŝŶŐ ŵĞƚŚŽĚƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂŶƚ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĂŶĚŚĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚƐĂĨĞƚǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞŶŽĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞƚŽ ŚĂǌĂƌĚƐŽƌ ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŽĐĐƵƌƐŽŶƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĂŶǇŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƌĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽ
ůĞǀĞůƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘

x ŶĐůŽƐĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚŝĞƐĞůͲŽƌ ŐĂƐŽůŝŶĞͲƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂů
ďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐǁŚĞƌĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĂŶĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͖

x ^ŽŝůDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶʹĨƚĞƌĨŝŶĂůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉůĂŶƐĂƌĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĞůĂƚĞƌĂůĂŶĚǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů
ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƐŽŝů ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ͕ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ Ă ^Žŝů DĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ƚŽ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚƐŽŝůƌĞƵƐĞĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͕ĚĞĨŝŶĞĂƐĂŵƉůŝŶŐƉůĂŶĨŽƌƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞƚŚĞĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐƚŚĂƚĚŽŶŽƚƐĂƚŝƐĨǇƚŚĞƌĞƵƐĞĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͕ĂŶĚƐƉĞĐŝĨǇŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐĨŽƌŝŵƉŽƌƚĞĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͘

x /ŵƉĂĐƚƚŽŽůƐ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐ͕ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚďƌĞĂŬĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚƌŽĐŬĚƌŝůůƐͿƵƐĞĚĨŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐĂůůǇ Žƌ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůůǇ ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ǁŚĞƌĞǀĞƌ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ
ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ Ăŝƌ ĞǆŚĂƵƐƚ ĨƌŽŵ ƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐĂůůǇ ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ƚŽŽůƐ͘ tŚĞƌĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐ ƚŽŽůƐ ŝƐ
ƵŶĂǀŽŝĚĂďůĞ͕ĂŶĞǆŚĂƵƐƚŵƵĨĨůĞƌŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚĂŝƌĞǆŚĂƵƐƚĂŶĚĞǆƚĞƌŶĂůũĂĐŬĞƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞƵƐĞĚ
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x &ŽƌĂŶǇŝĚůŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝƐĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ƚŚĞĞŶŐŝŶĞƐŚĂůůďĞƐŚƵƚŽĨĨ͖

x hƐĞƐŽůĂƌ͕ďĂƚƚĞƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ͕ŽƌŚǇďƌŝĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů͖
x >ŽĐĂƚĞƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐĂƐĨĂƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͖
x >ŽĐĂƚĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇŶŽŝƐĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐĂƐĨĂƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͖

– /ĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĐĂŶŶŽƚďĞĞŶĐůŽƐĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƐŚĞĚŽƌďĂƌƌŝĞƌ͕ƐƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŵƵƐƚďĞ
ŵƵĨĨůĞĚĂŶĚůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞ
ĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
x WŽůĞƉŽǁĞƌƐŚĂůůďĞƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ǁŚĞƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ůŽǁĞƌ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ͘ YƵŝĞƚĞƌ ƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚƌŝůůƐ ƌĂƚŚĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůůǇ͕ƵƐĞŽĨ͞ƋƵŝĞƚ͟ƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ;ƐƵĐŚĂƐ
ĂƵŐĞƌ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶͿ͕ ǁŚĞƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ŝŶ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŐĞŽƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů ĂŶĚ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ͘
x ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ ďĞŚŝŶĚ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĞŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ŝĚůŝŶŐ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͘
x KŶƐŝƚĞͲƐŝŐŶĂŐĞƌĞŵŝŶĚŝŶŐǁŽƌŬĞƌƐƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘
x tŚĞŶŶŽƚŝŶƵƐĞŽƌďĞŝŶŐƐƚĂŐĞĚ͕ŚĞĂǀǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƐĨĂƌĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
x &ŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĚƌŝůůĞĚƉŝůĞƐŽƌƐŽŶŝĐƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐŽƌǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ
ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚŽĨƚƌĂĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ͕ĂƐƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚďǇŐĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͘
x ^ĞƋƵĞŶĐĞŶŽŝƐǇĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŽŽĐĐƵƌĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĂŵĞŐĞŶĞƌĂůƚŝŵĞƉĞƌŝŽĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĚĂǇƚŝŵĞŚŽƵƌƐƚŽƚŚĞ
ĞǆƚĞŶƚƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů͘

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐǁŝůůďĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞWůĂŶ͗
x  ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ tĂƌŶŝŶŐ
ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞĨŝŶĞĚƚŚĂƚĂƌĞϱĚďĞůŽǁƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůŝŵŝƚƐƚŽĂůůŽǁƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚƚŝŵĞĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƚŽƚĂŬĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƚŚĂƚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐĂůůĂůĂƌŵƐĂŶĚ
ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŬĞŶƚŽĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ͘
x /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;ĚͿŝƐĞǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇŚĂůƚĞĚŝŶ
ƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞĂƌĞĂǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞĞǆĐĞĞĚĂŶĐĞŽĐĐƵƌƐ͘dŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽĨƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞĞǆĐĞĞĚŝŶŐƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ
ůĞǀĞů ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ďǇ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ďĞůŽǁ ƚŚĞ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘EŽŝƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞŐĂƚŚĞƌĞĚĂĨƚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞůƐĂƌĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůďĞĨŽƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞĞǆĂŵƉůĞƐ
ŽĨĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĐĂŶďĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͗
– ,ĂůƚŝŶŐͬƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͖

x ^ĞůĞĐƚƋƵŝĞƚĞƌĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŵĞƚŚŽĚƐǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞĂŶĚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĐĂŶ
ƌĞŵĂŝŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͘

– ZĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĞĚ Žƌ ŝŶƚĞŶƐŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚĞĂǀǇͲĚƵƚǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ďĞŝŶŐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ
ƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇ͖

x hŶůĞƐƐĚĞĞŵĞĚŝŶĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĂƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƵƚŝůŝǌĞƌƵďďĞƌƚŝƌĞ
ĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨƚƌĂĐŬŵŽƵŶƚĞĚĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘

– KƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƚŚĞůŽǁĞƐƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƉŽǁĞƌůĞǀĞůƐ͖

x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐƐŚĂůůƚĂŬĞƉůĂĐĞǁŝƚŚŝŶĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐĂƐĨĂƌ
ĨƌŽŵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƐŝƚĞƐĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂůƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
x WƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ Ăƚ ĂĐƚŝǀĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐ ĂƌĞĂƐ ƌĞŵŝŶĚŝŶŐ ǁŽƌŬĞƌƐ͕ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐĂŶĚĚĞůŝǀĞƌǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐƚŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
x ZƵŵďůĞ ƐƚƌŝƉƐ Žƌ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ Ăƚ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ ŝŶƚŽ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ůĂǇĚŽǁŶ ĂŶĚ
ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐƚŽƐůŽǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂŶĚůŝŵŝƚǀĞŚŝĐůĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚhŶŝĨŝĞĚ^ĐŚŽŽůŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌƐƚŽĂǀŽŝĚĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝǀĞŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ƐĐŚŽŽů ŚŽƵƌƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐ ŚĞĂǀǇ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĐƌĂŶĞƐ͕ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕
ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞƉƵŵƉƐ͕ƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƚŽŽƉĞƌĂƚĞŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨƐĐŚŽŽů
ŚŽƵƌƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚΖƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŽƵůĚďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚ
ƚŽ ϱ Ě >ĞƋ ϭͲŚŽƵƌ ĂďŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ ĂŵďŝĞŶƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ Ăƚ <ĞůƐŽ ^ĐŚŽŽů ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ůŝŶĞ ĂƐ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZ/Z͘ĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚŝƐƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐŚĂůůďĞƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚƚŽŽĐĐƵƌŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ
ŽĨŶŽƌŵĂůƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐŽƌŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐƵĐŚĂƐƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇƐŽƵŶĚǁĂůůƐ͕
ƐŽƵŶĚďůĂŶŬĞƚƐ͕ŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƐŽƵŶĚͲĂƚƚĞŶƵĂƚŝŶŐĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚΖƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐƚŽĂƐƐƵƌĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ͘ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͕ŵŽŶƚŚůǇŶŽŝƐĞ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůǁŝůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘




– DŽĚŝĨǇŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚĂŵƉĞŶŝŶŐŽĨŵĞƚĂůƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƌĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŵĞƚĂůͲ
ƚŽͲŵĞƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&EK/^ͲϮŝŶTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϲϵŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF NOISE-2

Construction Vibration Reduction Plan (CCP)

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŵŝƚĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ Ăƚ ŶĞĂƌďǇ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĨƌŽŵǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĐƌĞĂƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚŝŶĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ
ǁŝƚŚ Ă ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůͬǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ ĂŶĚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ŽĨ WƵďůŝĐ
tŽƌŬƐ͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞďƵƚŶŽƚďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ďŽƌŶĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĂƌĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͗
x WƌĞͲĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƚŚĂƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐďƵƚŝƐŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ͗
– WŚŽƚŽƐŽĨĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐĂŶĚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐƚŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĚĂŵĂŐĞĚĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚŝƐĐƌĂĐŬƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƉŚŽƚŽƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐƌĂĐŬƐĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŽŶŽƌĂƚƚŚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇĞĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘/ŵĂŐĞƐŽĨŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝĨƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
WŚŽƚŽƐŝŶƚŚĞƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞůĂďĞůůĞĚŝŶĚĞƚĂŝůĂŶĚĚĂƚĞĚ͘
– /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞĐƌĂĐŬƐŝŶƚŚĞǁĂůůƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͕ŝĨĂŶǇ͕ĂŶĚŝŶƐƚĂůůĐƌĂĐŬŐĂƵŐĞƐŽŶ
ƐƵĐŚǁĂůůƐŽĨƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƚŽŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŝŶĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐƌĂĐŬƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘
– ƌĂĐŬ ŐĂƵŐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚ ŽŶ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ͕ ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌůǇ ŽŶ ƐŝĚĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĨĂĐŝŶŐƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

– ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ƚŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ĂŶĚ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƐĞŶƐŽƌƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ ŝŶ
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚĂƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚŝƚĞĐƚ͘dŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨƵŶŝƚƐĂŶĚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƐĞŶƐŽƌƐ
ƐŚĂůůƚĂŬĞŝŶƚŽĂĐĐŽƵŶƚƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ƚĂŬĞŶ ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ůĞǀĞůƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƵƌƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ĂŶĚ
ŝĨͬǁŚĞŶůĞǀĞůƐĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ͘

ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚůǇŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚĞĚĂŵĂŐĞ͕ŝĨĂŶǇ͕ĐĂƵƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚͬŽƌƐŚŽǁŚŽǁƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĚŝĚŶŽƚ
ĐĂƵƐĞƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůĚĂŵĂŐĞƚŽƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘dŚĞƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂƌĞůĂƚĞĚ
ƚŽƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ĂƐǁĞůůĂƐƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞĞĨĨŽƌƚƐƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶƚŽĂǀŽŝĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘&ŝŶĂůůǇ͕Ă
ƉŽƐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶůŝŶĞĂŶĚŐƌĂĚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůĂůƐŽďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘

– ůŝŶĞĂŶĚŐƌĂĚĞƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵƌǀĞǇĂƚƚŚĞĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ͘
x  sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƵƌŝŶŐĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗
– ZĞŐƵůĂƌůǇŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĂŶĚƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚĐƌĂĐŬŐĂƵŐĞƐ͕ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽďĞ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƉŽƐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ͘ 'ĂƵŐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĞĚ ĞǀĞƌǇ ƚǁŽ ǁĞĞŬƐ͕ Žƌ ŵŽƌĞ
ĨƌĞƋƵĞŶƚůǇĚƵƌŝŶŐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨĂĐƚŝǀĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝŽŶƐŝŶĐůŽƐĞƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇƚŽĐƌĂĐŬŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƐ͘
– dŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůůŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĂŶĚĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇƐƚŽƌĞƚŚĞƉĞĂŬƉĂƌƚŝĐůĞǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇ
;WWsͿŝŶŝŶĐŚĞƐͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ͘sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂƐŚĂůůďĞƐƚŽƌĞĚŽŶĂŽŶĞͲƐĞĐŽŶĚŝŶƚĞƌǀĂů͘dŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůů
ĂůƐŽďĞƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚĨŽƌƚǁŽƉƌĞƐĞƚǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇůĞǀĞůƐ͗ĂƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐǁŚĞŶWWs
ůĞǀĞůƐǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞ&d͛ƐƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚŽĨƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞĨŽƌĂďƵŝůĚŝŶŐŐŝǀĞŶŝƚƐĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚĂ
ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚŝƐϬ͘ϬϱŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ;WWsͿůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů͘dŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůůĂůƐŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌĞĂůͲƚŝŵĞĂůĞƌƚǁŚĞŶƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐĞǆĐĞĞĚĞŝƚŚĞƌŽĨƚŚĞƚǁŽƉƌĞƐĞƚůĞǀĞůƐ͘
– /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ ůĞǀĞů ;WWsͿ ŝƐ ƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŽĨ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚƐƚĞƉƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ
ŚĂůƚŝŶŐŽƌƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚƵƐŝŶŐůŽǁĞƌǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƚĞĐŚŶŝƋƵĞƐ͘
– /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů;WWsͿŝƐƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĞĚ͕ŚĂůƚƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ
ŽĨƚŚĞƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĂƌĞĂĂŶĚǀŝƐƵĂůůǇŝŶƐƉĞĐƚƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĨŽƌĂŶǇĚĂŵĂŐĞ͘ZĞƐƵůƚƐŽĨƚŚĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶŵƵƐƚ
ďĞůŽŐŐĞĚ͘/ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐƚĞƉƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ůĞǀĞů͘sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂĚĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŶĞǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĞƚŚŽĚƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇƚŚĂƚƚŚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůŝƐďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;WWsͿ͘ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŵĂǇƚŚĞŶƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘
– /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ǁŽƌŬ ŽĐĐƵƌƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ ŽĨ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ ƵƐĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚǁŽ ƉƌĞƐĞƚ ǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇ ůĞǀĞůƐ͗ Ă ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇ ůĞǀĞů ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐ ǁŚĞŶ WWs ůĞǀĞůƐ
ǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞ&dƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚŽĨƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞϬ͘ϭϮŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚĨŽƌĂďƵŝůĚŝŶŐŐŝǀĞŶŝƚƐĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ĂŶĚĂǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚŝƐϬ͘ϬϭϮŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ;WWsͿůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů͘
– ŽůůĞĐƚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂĨƌŽŵƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂŶĚƌĞƉŽƌƚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐƚŽƚŚĞ:ŽŝŶƚWŽǁĞƌƐƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŚŝĞĨ ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ KĨĨŝĐŝĂů ŽŶ Ă ĚĂŝůǇ ďĂƐŝƐ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂŶŶŽƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂƐŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƚŽĞǆƉůĂŝŶĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŝŶǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐ͘
x WŽƐƚͲŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƉĂŝƌƐ͗

x dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞƌŝƐŬŽĨƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂůĂŶĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĚĂŵĂŐĞ͗
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƌŽůůĞƌĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇƚŽŶŽƚďĞǁŝƚŚŝŶϱϱĨĞĞƚĂŶĚϯϬĨĞĞƚ
ŽĨƚŚĞŶĞĂƌĞƐƚŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌ͕ƌĞƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞůǇ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇƚŽŽŶĞ;ϭͿƉŝĞĐĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚŝŶϰϱ
ĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͕ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůŽŶůǇďĞƵƐĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞŚŽƵƌƐŽĨϳ͗ϬϬ
D ƚŽ ϳ͗ϬϬ WD͘ /Ĩ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ ƉŝůĞ ĚƌŝǀŝŶŐ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ƵƐĞ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ
ŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐŝŶƐĞƌƚŝŽŶ͘
x dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞƌŝƐŬŽĨƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽŚƵŵĂŶĂŶŶŽǇĂŶĐĞ͗
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐƚŽϯϭϬĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƌŽůůĞƌƚŽϭϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨůĂƌŐĞďƵůůĚŽǌĞƌƚŽϴϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐĂŝƐƐŽŶĚƌŝůůŝŶŐƚŽϴϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨůŽĂĚĞĚƚƌƵĐŬƐƚŽϳϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐƚŽϰϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƐŵĂůůďƵůůĚŽǌĞƌƚŽϮϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&dZE^ͲϮŝŶTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϳϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF TRANS-2

– WƌŽǀŝĚĞĂƌĞƉŽƌƚƚŽƚŚĞ:ŽŝŶƚWŽǁĞƌƐƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇĂŶĚͬŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇŚŝĞĨƵŝůĚŝŶŐKĨĨŝĐŝĂůƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ
ĐƌĂĐŬĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶƚŽĂ
ŶĂƌƌĂƚŝǀĞ ƐƵŵŵĂƌǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐ͕ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚƐŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĞƉŽƐƚͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂƚĞŽĨĐƌĂĐŬƐĂŶĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚǁĞƌĞ
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͕ ĂůŽŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ŝŵĂŐĞƐ ŽĨ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƌĞůĞǀĂŶƚ
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͕ Žƌ ůĂĐŬ ŽĨ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͕ ŽĨ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚƐ ƐŚĂůů
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– WĞƌĨŽƌŵƌĞƉĂŝƌƐƚŽďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐŝĨĚĂŵĂŐĞŝƐĐĂƵƐĞĚďǇǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŽƌŵŽǀĞŵĞŶƚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ ZĞƉĂŝƌƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ͕ ĨŽƌ ĞǆĂŵƉůĞ͕ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ ƚŚĂƚ
ĞǆƉĂŶĚĞĚĂƐĂƌĞƐƵůƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůĚĂŵĂŐĞǀŝƐŝďůĞŝŶƉŽƐƚͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ͕Žƌ
ŚŽůĞƐŽƌĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƉŽŝŶƚƐƚŚĂƚǁĞƌĞŶĞĞĚĞĚĨŽƌƐŚŽƌŝŶŐŽƌƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ͘ZĞƉĂŝƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ
ƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚǁŝůůŶŽƚĂƉƉůǇƚŽŐĞŶĞƌĂůƌĞŚĂďŝůŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŽƌƌĞƐƚŽƌĂƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘

Ϯ͘ϬͲϭϬ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐĂŶĚdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚďǇŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ
&ŽƌĐĞ;ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞWͿ͕ƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚͬŽƌƚŚĞ:W͕ĂŶĚǁŝůůĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ
ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƚŽƉŝĐƐ͗
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚŽƚŚĞƌƉƵďůŝĐŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐďŽƵŶĚĂƌŝĞƐ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϭϭ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x ĞƚŽƵƌƌŽƵƚĞƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ͕ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ͕ďŝĐǇĐůĞ͕ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚĂŶĚƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨůŽǁ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƚƌŝĐƚĞĚĂĐĐĞƐƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŝŽĚǁŝƚŚƐƉĞĐŝĂůĂƚƚĞŶƚŝŽŶ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚŚĞĂǀǇƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨƌŽŵĞǀĞŶƚƐƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚĂƚ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌǀĞŶƵĞƐŝŶ
ƚŚĞ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ^ƉŽƌƚƐĂŶĚŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĂƚ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬ͕ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ
ĂƐŬĞƚďĂůůĂŶĚŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚĞŶƚĞƌ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ƉŽůŝĐĞ͕ĂŶĚĨŝƌĞƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞŽĨĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇ
ĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ͘
x EŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƚŽďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐŽŶƵƉĐŽŵŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚ
ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ Ă ǁĞďƐŝƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ǁĞďͲďĂƐĞĚ
ŵĞĚŝĂ͘

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x ,ŽůĚƋƵĂƌƚĞƌůǇĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐǁŝƚŚďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƵƉĚĂƚĞƐŽŶ
ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ͕ĨƵůů͕ŽƌƉĂƌƚŝĂůƐƚƌĞĞƚĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘tĞďƐŝƚĞǁŝůůďĞƵƉĚĂƚĞĚϰϱƚŽϲϬ
ĚĂǇƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƉůĂŶŶĞĚĚĂƚĞƐŽĨĂŶǇƐƚƌĞĞƚĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
x ůůĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͕ĨƵůůŽƌƉĂƌƚŝĂů͕ĂƌĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽŝƚǇƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůǁŚŝĐŚƐŚĂůůĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĂŶĚĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƐƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚůĂŶĞĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
x ŶƚƌǇĂŶĚĞǆŝƚƚŽƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐŚĂůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƌŝŐŚƚƚƵƌŶƐ
ƚŽͬĨƌŽŵ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĨŽƌ ůĂƌŐĞ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ͘ Ŷ
ĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞŽĨĨ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚďĞƚǁĞĞŶ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚǁŝůůĂůƐŽďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽƐĞƌǀĞ
ƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐŽĨĨŝĐĞƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂ͘/ĨƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĨŽƌƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ͕ƚŚĞ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞŵĂǇĂůƐŽ
ďĞƵƐĞĚĨŽƌůĂƌŐĞƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĂŶĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐĂƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&dZE^ͲϰŝŶTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϳϳŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

dŚĞdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞƵƉĚĂƚĞĚĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚĂƐŶĞĞĚĞĚďĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƉƌŝŶĐŝƉĂůĞƐ͗

PDF TRANS-4

x DŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ͘

WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĐĐĞƐƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚďǇŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ&ŽƌĐĞ;ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ

x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵŝŶŝŵƵŵƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ͕ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĂƚůĞĂƐƚƚŚĞĨƵůůŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƐŝŶƚŚĞƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕
ĂŶĚŝĨĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ŽŶĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞŝŶƚŚĞŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͕ǁŝƚŚĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ
ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞĚĞƚŽƵƌƌŽƵƚĞƐ͘dŚĞĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂůƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƐŵĂǇďĞƌĞǀĞƌƐŝďůĞƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƚŚĞƉĞĂŬ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂů ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ ŝŶ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐŝƚĂƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĚĞŵĂŶĚƐ͘ &Žƌ Ăůů ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇ ĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ ďǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ŽŶĞ ůĂŶĞ ŽĨ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŝŶ ĞĂĐŚ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƵŶůĞƐƐ
ŽƚŚĞƌǁŝƐĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘

WͿ͕ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ :W͕ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ĂĚŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ

x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽĂŶĚĨƌŽŵĂůůĂůůĞǇƐĂƚŽŶĞŽƌďŽƚŚĞŶĚƐŽĨƚŚĞĂůůĞǇǁŚĞŶƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘/ĨĂŶĂůůĞǇŝƐ
ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĂƚƵƌŶĂƌŽƵŶĚďǇĂŶǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨůĂŐŐĞƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽ
ĐŽŶƚƌŽůĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽͬĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĂůůĞǇ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂĐĐĞƐƐĨŽƌĂůůƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ;ƐƵĐŚĂƐƉŽůŝĐĞ͕ĨŝƌĞ͕ĂŶĚĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞͿ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶďŝĐǇĐůĞĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂŽƌĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĚĞƚŽƵƌƐĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x WƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞƐƚƌĞĞƚĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽŝƚǇƐĞƌǀŝĐĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚƌĂƐŚƉŝĐŬƵƉĂŶĚ
ƐƚƌĞĞƚƐǁĞĞƉŝŶŐƐĞƌǀŝĐĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ĚƵƌŝŶŐƉůĂŶŶĞĚƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x ^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĂǀŽŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĂŶĚĂƌĞƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚŽŶůǇǁŚĞŶĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘ĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞĚĞƚŽƵƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝĨƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͘
x hƐĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĐŽŶƚƌŽůŽĨĨŝĐĞƌƐͬĨůĂŐŐĞƌƐĂƐĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĂŶĚĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚ
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽĂůůďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐŝŵƉĂĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƌŽĂĚǁĂǇĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
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ƉƌŝŶĐŝƉůĞƐ͗
x WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ăůů ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ tŚĞŶĞǀĞƌ Ă ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬ ŝƐ ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ͕
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐ ĂƐ ĐůŽƐĞ ĂƐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂůĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƵŶůĞƐƐƚŚĞŝƚǇĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬŝƐŶŽƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ
ƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂŶĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞůĞǀĞůŽĨƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ͘ZĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚďǇ
ǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĨŽƌ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ŝĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ŶǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů
ďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
x ^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ďĞŝŶŐ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ŵĞĞƚ Ăůů ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞ&ĞĚĞƌĂůŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƐǁŝƚŚŝƐĂďŝůŝƚŝĞƐĐƚ
ĂŶĚƐŝŵŝůĂƌĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂůĂǁƐĨŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐďĞŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶĂƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ͘
x WƌŽƚĞĐƚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ĚƵƐƚ͕ĂŶĚŶŽŝƐĞ͖ƐƵĐŚƉƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶŵĂǇŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ hŶŝĨŝĞĚ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŐƵĂƌĚƐ Ăƚ
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇ/h^ŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŚĞŶĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĐůŽƐĞĚ͘/ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ
ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞƌŽƵƚĞƐƚŽƐĐŚŽŽů͕ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐĐůŽƐĞůǇǁŝƚŚ/h^ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚĚŝƐƐĞŵŝŶĂƚĞƚŚŝƐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Section 2.0

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Introduction

Table 3.0-1
ITC Project Component Locations and Sizes (Conceptual)

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϮ͘ϬͲϴ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϴŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
dŚĞŝƚǇŚĂƐĂůƐŽĐŽůůĂďŽƌĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇĂŶĚďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐŽǁŶĞƌƐĂůŽŶŐDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚƚŽƌĞĨŝŶĞƚŚĞ

Project
Component

/dhƌďĂŶĞƐŝŐŶ'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐĂŶĚ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐƚŽĞŶŚĂŶĐĞŚĂƌŵŽŶǇŽĨƚŚĞƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐĐŽŶƚĞǆƚĂŶĚĂůŝŐŶǁŝƚŚ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐĞĨĨŽƌƚƐƚŽŚĞůƉƌĞǀŝƚĂůŝǌĞƚŚĞĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂƌĞĂ͘

Section 3.0

Guideway

Project Description

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϱ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϱ͕>ŝŶĞϵŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
dŚĞD^&ǁŝůůďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ;/dͿĞƐŝŐŶ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂŶĚ

ĂƌŽƵŶĚ ŝƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďŝůŝƚǇ ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ ;ƐĞĞ Appendix C: ITC Design Standards and GuidelinesͿ͘ dŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůƐŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚǁŽƉŽǁĞƌĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐǇƐƚĞŵ;W^ͿƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘dŚĞƐĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ

Market Street/
Florence Avenue
Station

ǁŝůůƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚŚĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂŶĚ
ŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚƌĞůĂƚĞĚŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͘KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚ
ŽŶ ƚŚĞ D^& ƐŝƚĞ͕ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŚĞ ^ŽƵƚŚĞƌŶ ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ ĚŝƐŽŶ ;^Ϳ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͘ dŚĞ
ƐĞĐŽŶĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚͶĞŝƚŚĞƌŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ŽƌŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞ

Approximate Size
x ƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭ͘ϲŵŝůĞƐĚƵĂůůĂŶĞ͕ĞŶĚƚŽĞŶĚ
x dŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇǁŝůůǀĂƌǇŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚĨƌŽŵĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ
ŽĨΕϯϱĨĞĞƚƚŽĂŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŽĨΕϲϬĨĞĞƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ
ĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĚĞĐŬ
x dŚĞ ĚƵĂůͲůĂŶĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ǁŝĚƚŚ ǁŝůů ǀĂƌǇ ĨƌŽŵ Ă
ŵŝŶŝŵƵŵŽĨΕϯϬĨĞĞƚƚŽĂŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŽĨΕϳϱĨĞĞƚ͘
DĂǆŝŵƵŵǁŝĚƚŚƐĂƌĞĂƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚĞƐ
ƚŽƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘

x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ;ƚŽ
ďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇͿĂƚƚŚĞ
ƐŽƵƚŚĞĂƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ DĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ

x hƉƚŽΕϴϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉǇ
x Εϳϱ ĨĞĞƚ ǁŝĚĞ ;ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ŽŶůǇ͖ŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶͿ
x ΕϮϬϬĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶďĞƌƚŚŝŶŐ
x ΕϰϮϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĨŽƌďĂĐŬŽĨŚŽƵƐĞ
ĂŶĚĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
x hƉƚŽΕϴϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉǇ
x Εϳϱ ĨĞĞƚ ǁŝĚĞ ;ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ŽŶůǇ͖ŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶͿ
x ΕϮϬϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶďĞƌƚŚŝŶŐ
x ΕϯϲϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĨŽƌďĂĐŬŽĨŚŽƵƐĞ
ĂŶĚĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
x hƉƚŽΕϴϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉǇ
x ΕϳϱͲĨŽŽƚ ǁŝĚĞ ;ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ŽŶůǇ͕ŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶͿ
x ΕϮϬϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶďĞƌƚŚŝŶŐ
x ΕϯϰϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĨŽƌďĂĐŬŽĨŚŽƵƐĞ
ĂŶĚĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
x sĞƌƚŝĐĂů ĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁŝůů ĞǆŝƐƚ Ăƚ ĞĂĐŚ
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵůĞǀĞů
ƚŽƚŚĞŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĂŶĚŐƌŽƵŶĚůĞǀĞů


stations

'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ;ĞƐŝŐŶ'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐͿ;ƐĞĞsection 3.5.8Ϳ ǁŚŝĐŚĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞŵĂƐƐŝŶŐ͕ĨĂĕĂĚĞ͕ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ĐŽůŽƌƐ͕
ƌŽŽĨ͕ĂŶĚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĨŽƌƚŚŝƐĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ͕ŚŽǁƚŚĞD^&ǁŝůůĞŶŐĂŐĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌĂŶĚǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ

General Location
x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚ ƉƌĞĚŽŵŝŶĂŶƚůǇ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ
ŽĨ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
x dŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ,ĂƌĚǇ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂƌĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ
ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ǁĞƐƚ
ŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĨŽƌ
ĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

Prairie Avenue/
Manchester
Boulevard Station

x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ;ƚŽ
ďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇͿĂƚƚŚĞ
ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ͘ dŚĞ ĨŝŶĂů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐĞĐŽŶĚ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ Ăƚ ƚŝŵĞ ŽĨ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ dŚĞ ĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ ŝŶ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽƉƚŝŽŶŝƐŶĞŐůŝŐŝďůĞ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϭ͘ϬͲϭϯ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
x W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ D^& ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶͬƉƌŽƉƵůƐŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌ͕
ĂŶĚŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐƉŽǁĞƌ͖

Prairie Avenue/
Hardy Street
Station

Vertical
Circulation
Elements

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽTable 3.0-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϭϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

Elevated
Passenger
Walkways
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x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ;ƚŽ
ďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇͿĂƚƚŚĞ
ŶŽƌƚŚǁĞƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚĞĂĐŚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ƚŚĞ
ƉƵďůŝĐ
ƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ͕
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ŽƌƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ
ƚŽďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚ
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝůů ĚĞƉĞŶĚ ŽŶ
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ
ƚŽ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ ƚŽ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬͬƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂůŬǁĂǇƐ͘
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ϭ͗ ĂďŽǀĞ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ
^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ DĞƚƌŽ < >ŝŶĞ
ŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ Ϯ͗ ĂďŽǀĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ
ĨƌŽŵ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ
ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵƐŝƚĞ
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ϯ͗ ĂďŽǀĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ ĨƌŽŵ WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϭϱ

x ,ĞŝŐŚƚǁŝůůďĞƵƉƚŽΕϲϱĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ
ĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ
x ΕϯϬĨĞĞƚǁŝĚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĨŽƌƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂůŬǁĂǇ
x ΕϮϴϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐĨŽƌůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶϭĂŶĚΕϭϲϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐ
ĨŽƌůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐϮĂŶĚϯ
x DŝŶŝŵƵŵǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐůĞĂƌĂŶĐĞŽĨϭϬĨĞĞƚǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞ
ǁĂůŬǁĂǇŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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Project
Component

Maintenance and
Storage Facility
(MSF)

Power
Distribution
System (PDS)
Substation

Roadway
Improvements

Pick-Up/Drop-Off
Areas, Surface
Parking Lots and
Staging Areas
During
Construction

General Location
Approximate Size
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚ WĂƌŬ
ƐŝƚĞ
x ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ Ăƚ ƚŝŵĞ ŽĨ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ
ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞĚ
ǁŝƚŚ
ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ
x WƌŝŵĂƌŝůǇ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ x Εϳϱ͕ϬϬϬƐĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĂƌĞĂ
ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇƚŽďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞ x hƉƚŽΕϳϱĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŝƚǇĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝƚŚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƌŽŽĨ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
D^& ƚŽ ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ĂŶ x ^ƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ĂƌĞĂ ƵŶĚĞƌ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐ
ϱϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĨŽƌĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞƐĂŶĚǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐ
Ăƚ
ϱϬϬ
͘ 
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ
DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
x dǁŽ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͖ ŽŶĞ x ΕϯϬĨĞĞƚǁŝĚĞǆΕϭϬϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐ
ůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞ x hƉƚŽΕϮϬĨĞĞƚĐůĞĂƌĂŶĐĞŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵ
ƐĞĐŽŶĚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ
ĨůŽŽƌƚŽĐĞŝůŝŶŐ
^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ x /Ĩ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ďĞůŽǁ ŐƌĂĚĞ͕ ĂŶ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽĨ
ΕϯϬ ĨĞĞƚ ǁŝĚĞ ǆ ΕϯϬ ĨĞĞƚ ůŽŶŐ ĨŽƌ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů
Žƌ
ƚŚĞ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
x
ΕϮϬĨĞĞƚǁŝĚĞǆΕϰϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƐƉĂĐĞĨŽƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘
ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐƵĐŚĂƐĂďĂĐŬƵƉŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌ͕
x ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ĞĂĐŚ
ŝĨŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ
ƐŝƚĞǁŝůůďĞĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƉŚĂƐĞ
x DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ x EĞǁ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƐƚƌŝƉŝŶŐ͕ ůĂŶĞ ƌĞͲĐŽŶĨŝŐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ƉĂƌƚŝĂů
ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕
ŽŶͲƐƚƌĞĞƚ
ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
ĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ͕
ŶĞǁ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ͕
ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ƐŝŐŶĂů ĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ͕
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐ͕ĂŶĚƐƚƌĞĞƚƐĐĂƉĞ
^ƵƌĨĂĐĞůĞǀĞůƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĂƚĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞ͗
x DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ
x ΕϲϱϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĂƚDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ
x ϭϱϬ^͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
x ΕϱϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĂƚϭϱϬ^͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

x ΕϭϬϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĂƚWƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ
WŝĐŬͲhƉͬƌŽƉͲKĨĨƌĞĂ͗
x DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ ŽŶ
>ŽĐƵƐƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ͕ ĂŶĚ
ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚďĞƚǁĞĞŶ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚDĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚ
x WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ƐŝƚĞ
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ƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚŚĂƐĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚĂŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵƚŽƉƌŽͲ
ĂĐƚŝǀĞůǇĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘dŚŝƐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ
ŝŶAppendix D͕ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƐĂŶĚƉůĂŶƐ͗
x ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĂŶĚ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ/ŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x dƌĂŶƐŝƚĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐĂŶĚdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĐĐĞƐƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x WĂƌŬŝŶŐDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶ
x ŝƌYƵĂůŝƚǇWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x sŝƐƵĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x ,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐDĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶ
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶ
x dƌĞĞZĞŵŽǀĂůĂŶĚZĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶ
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϴϭ͕>ŝŶĞƐϭϬĂŶĚϭϲŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
dŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĂĐĐŽŵƉĂŶǇŝŶŐƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƉĂƌŬŝŶŐůŽƚŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŽŶ
ƚǁŽ ĐŽŶƚŝŐƵŽƵƐ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ƉĂƌĐĞůƐ ƵŶĚĞƌ ĐŽŵŵŽŶ ŽǁŶĞƌƐŚŝƉ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘ĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƉĂƌĐĞůƐŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ͘Ŷ
ĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂůŬǁĂǇĂĐƌŽƐƐWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵǁŽƵůĚĂůƐŽƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĂŶ
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ƉĂƌƚŝĂů ĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶŽŶ ƚŚĞ &ŽƌƵŵ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ĨŽƌ ƚŚŝƐ ƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌ ǁĂůŬǁĂǇ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘  W^

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϯϲ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϭ͕>ŝŶĞϯͲϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŽŶƚŚŝƐƐŝƚĞŽƌ͕ŝŶƚŚĞĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ͕ŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘

WƌŽƉƵůƐŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌǁŚŝĐŚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞƉŽǁĞƌƚŽƌƵŶƚŚĞƚƌĂŝŶŽŶƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂŶĚƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇĂŶĚ
ŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐ ŶĞĞĚƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ǁĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ďǇ ƚǁŽ WŽǁĞƌ ŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ^ǇƐƚĞŵ ;W^Ϳ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ
ĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͘dŚĞƚǁŽW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞD^&ĂŶĚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ
^ƚƌĞĞƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŽƌƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐ͘dŚĞ^ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵǁŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŽŶƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞ͘

dŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĂĐĐŽŵƉĂŶǇŝŶŐ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ůŽƚ ŝƐ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚǁŽ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϳϱ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚƐϮ͕ϱ͕ϵĂŶĚϭϬŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

ĐŽŶƚŝŐƵŽƵƐƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉĂƌĐĞůƐƵŶĚĞƌĐŽŵŵŽŶŽǁŶĞƌƐŚŝƉůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘ĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƉĂƌĐĞůƐŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ͘ƐƐŚŽǁŶŝŶdĂďůĞϯ͘ϬͲϱĂŶĚ
ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŝŶSection 3.6.1 ĂďŽǀĞ͕ĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶ;ƉĂƌƚŝĂůŽƌĨƵůůͿŽĨϳĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƉĂƌĐĞůƐŶŽƌƚŚŽĨϭϬϯϱ͘^͘WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞŝƐĂůƐŽƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƚŽĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇŶŽƌƚŚŽĨƚŚŝƐƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘W^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
ŽŶƚŚŝƐƐŝƚĞŽƌ͕ŝŶƚŚĞĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ͕ŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽWĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϴϯ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
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x ^ŝƚĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂů ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƵďƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ ǁŝůů
ŽĐĐƵƌĂƚƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶŽƌƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ^ŝƚĞ͘


Section 4.0

0

Environmental Impact Analysis

dŚĞƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽĐŽƌƌĞĐƚƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŶFigure 4.0-2: Map of
Sensitive Receptors - Index͕ Figure 4.0-3b: Sensitive Receptors within a Quarter-Mile of the Project Area͕
ĂŶĚ Figure 4.0-3c: Sensitive Receptors within a Quarter-Mile of the Project Area ŽŶWĂŐĞƐϰ͘ϬͲϯϭ͕ϰ͘ϬͲϯϯ͕
ĂŶĚϰ͘ϬͲϯϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
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Aesthetics
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Construction (CCP)

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĞǀĞŶŝŶŐĂŶĚŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞŚŽƵƌƐŵĂǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ͘dŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ŽĨ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͗
x dĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĂŵŽƵŶƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƚŽƐĂĨĞůǇƉĞƌĨŽƌŵƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚǁŽƌŬĂŶĚ
ǁŝůůďĞĚŝƌĞĐƚĞĚĚŽǁŶǁĂƌĚƐĂŶĚƐŚŝĞůĚĞĚ͘ĂƌĞƐŚĂůůďĞƚĂŬĞŶŝŶƚŚĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĂŶĚŽƌŝĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ƉŽƌƚĂďůĞůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĨŝǆƚƵƌĞƐƚŽĂǀŽŝĚĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŶŐůŝŐŚƚƐƚŽǁĂƌĚƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂƵƚŽŵŽďŝůĞ
ĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ͘DŽƚŽƌŝƐƚƐĂŶĚƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŶŽƚŚĂǀĞĚŝƌĞĐƚǀŝĞǁƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶůŝŐŚƚƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘
>ŝŐŚƚƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞďƵƚĂƌĞŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂƌĞĂƐĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐŝĞŶƚŽĐĐƵƉĂŶĐǇƵƐĞƐ͘
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŝŐŚƚ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƐŚŝĞůĚĞĚ ƚŽ ƉƌĞǀĞŶƚ Ă ĚŝƌĞĐƚ ǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĨƌŽŵ
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚĂƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇďŽƵŶĚĂƌǇƚŚĂƚŝƐǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘



06)
6LWH

x >ŝŐŚƚƚƌĞƐƉĂƐƐƐŚĂůůŶŽƚĞǆĐĞĞĚŽŶĞĨŽŽƚͲĐĂŶĚůĞĂďŽǀĞĂŵďŝĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚůĞǀĞůĂƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĂƚĂŶǇĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐŝĞŶƚƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͘





0DQF
0DQFKHVWHU%OYG
FKH
HVWH
WHU%OY
OYG
YG
G

     

x dĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂŶĚĂŶǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝůůƵŵŝŶĂƚĞĚƚŽŝƚǇ
^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐƚŽƉƌŽƚĞĐƚƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
x dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞǀŝƐƵĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͗



x sŝƐƵĂůůǇŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀĞĞƌŽƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐƐŝůƚĨĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƉůĂƐƚŝĐŐƌŽƵŶĚĐŽǀĞƌ͕ĂŶĚƐƚƌĂǁ
ďĂůĞƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚĂƐƐŽŽŶĂƐƚŚĞĂƌĞĂŝƐƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĞĚ͘
x ^ƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞĂƌĞĂƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŝŶůĞƐƐǀŝƐŝďůǇƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞĂƌĞĂƐĂŶĚƉƌĞͲĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
^ƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ůĂǇĚŽǁŶ͕ĂŶĚƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐƐŚĂůůďĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐǁŝƚŚ
ŵŝŶŝŵĂůĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶŶĞĂƌƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ͘

62),
67$',80

dŚĞƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽĐŽƌƌĞĐƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨsŝĞǁƉŽŝŶƚϯŝŶFigure 4.1-1: Viewpoint Location
MapŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭͲϮϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭͲϮϬ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϱ͕>ŝŶĞϱŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘


Project
Component

ĨƚĞƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚd^ƐǇƐƚĞŵƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŚĂŶŐĞƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐǀŝƐƵĂů
ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚĞ d^ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͖ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů

Vertical
Circulation
Elements

ĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂůŬǁĂǇƐ͕ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĂŶĚWŝĐŬͲƵƉͬƌŽƉͲŽĨĨƐŝƚĞƐ͖ƚŚĞD^&͖ƚǁŽW^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ D^& ƐŝƚĞ ĂŶĚ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͖ĂŶĚƚŚĞŶĞǁsŽŶƐƐƵƉĞƌŵĂƌŬĞƚĂƚƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞ͘dŚĞƚƌĂŝŶƐŵŽǀŝŶŐŽŶƚŚĞĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚ
d^ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͕ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ĂŶĚĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚƐŝŐŶĂŐĞǁŽƵůĚďĞǀŝƐŝďůĞĨƌŽŵĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐĂŶĚ
ƚŚĞƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ͘dŚĞƐŚŝĨƚŽĨŽŶĞŽĨƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƚƌĂǀĞůůĂŶĞƐŽŶWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞďǇŶŽŵŽƌĞ
ƚŚĂŶƚŚŝƌƚǇ;ϯϬͿĨĞĞƚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƐĞƚďĂĐŬĂƌĞĂǁŽƵůĚĂůƐŽĂĨĨĞĐƚƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐǀŝƐƵĂůĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌŽĨƚŚŝƐ
ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ͘

Elevated
Passenger
Walkways

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽTable 4.1-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭͲϯϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
Table 4.1-1
ITC Project Component Locations and Sizes (Conceptual)
Project
Component

Guideway

General Location
x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚ ƉƌĞĚŽŵŝŶĂŶƚůǇ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ
ŽĨ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
x dŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ,ĂƌĚǇ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂƌĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ
ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ǁĞƐƚ
ŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĨŽƌ
ĂĐƋƵŝƐŝƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

Approximate Size
x ƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭ͘ϲŵŝůĞƐĚƵĂůůĂŶĞ͕ĞŶĚƚŽĞŶĚ
x dŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇǁŝůůǀĂƌǇŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚĨƌŽŵĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ
ŽĨΕϯϱĨĞĞƚƚŽĂŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŽĨΕϲϬĨĞĞƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ
ĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĚĞĐŬ
x dŚĞ ĚƵĂůͲůĂŶĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ǁŝĚƚŚ ǁŝůů ǀĂƌǇ ĨƌŽŵ Ă
ŵŝŶŝŵƵŵŽĨΕϯϬĨĞĞƚƚŽĂŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŽĨΕϳϱĨĞĞƚ͘
DĂǆŝŵƵŵǁŝĚƚŚƐĂƌĞĂƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚĞƐ
ƚŽƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘

x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ;ƚŽ
ďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇͿĂƚƚŚĞ
ƐŽƵƚŚĞĂƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ DĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ

x hƉƚŽΕϴϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉǇ
x Εϳϱ ĨĞĞƚ ǁŝĚĞ ;ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ŽŶůǇ͖ŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶͿ
x ΕϮϬϬĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶďĞƌƚŚŝŶŐ
x ΕϰϮϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĨŽƌďĂĐŬŽĨŚŽƵƐĞ
ĂŶĚĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
x hƉƚŽΕϴϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉǇ
x Εϳϱ ĨĞĞƚ ǁŝĚĞ ;ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ŽŶůǇ͖ŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶͿ
x ΕϮϬϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶďĞƌƚŚŝŶŐ
x ΕϯϲϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĨŽƌďĂĐŬŽĨŚŽƵƐĞ
ĂŶĚĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
x hƉƚŽΕϴϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉǇ
x ΕϳϱͲĨŽŽƚ ǁŝĚĞ ;ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ŽŶůǇ͕ŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶͿ
x ΕϮϬϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶďĞƌƚŚŝŶŐ
x ΕϯϰϬͲĨŽŽƚůŽŶŐŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĨŽƌďĂĐŬŽĨŚŽƵƐĞ
ĂŶĚĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ

Maintenance and
Storage Facility
(MSF)

Power
Distribution
System (PDS)
Substation

stations

Market Street/
Florence Avenue
Station

Prairie Avenue/
Manchester
Boulevard Station

Prairie Avenue/
Hardy Street
Station
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x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ;ƚŽ
ďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇͿĂƚƚŚĞ
ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ;ƚŽ
ďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇͿĂƚƚŚĞ
ŶŽƌƚŚǁĞƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϮϰ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Roadway
Improvements

Pick-Up/Drop-Off
Areas, Surface
Parking Lots and
Staging Areas
During
Construction

General Location
Approximate Size
x >ŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚĞĂĐŚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚŝŶ x sĞƌƚŝĐĂů ĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ǁŝůů ĞǆŝƐƚ Ăƚ ĞĂĐŚ
ƚŚĞ
ƉƵďůŝĐ
ƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ͕
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉůĂƚĨŽƌŵůĞǀĞů
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ŽƌƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ
ƚŽƚŚĞŵĞǌǌĂŶŝŶĞůĞǀĞůĂŶĚŐƌŽƵŶĚůĞǀĞů
ƚŽďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚ

x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝůů ĚĞƉĞŶĚ ŽŶ
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ
ƚŽ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ ƚŽ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬͬƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂůŬǁĂǇƐ͘
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ϭ͗ ĂďŽǀĞ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ x ,ĞŝŐŚƚǁŝůůďĞƵƉƚŽΕϲϱĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ
ǀĞŶƵĞĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ
ĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ
^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ x ΕϯϬĨĞĞƚǁŝĚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĨŽƌƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂůŬǁĂǇ
^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ DĞƚƌŽ < >ŝŶĞ
x ΕϮϴϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐĨŽƌůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶϭĂŶĚΕϭϲϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐ
ŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘
ĨŽƌůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐϮĂŶĚϯ
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ Ϯ͗ ĂďŽǀĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ
ĨƌŽŵ x DŝŶŝŵƵŵǀĞƌƚŝĐĂůĐůĞĂƌĂŶĐĞŽĨϭϬĨĞĞƚǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞ
ǁĂůŬǁĂǇŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ
ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵƐŝƚĞ
x >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ϯ͗ ĂďŽǀĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ ĨƌŽŵ WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚ WĂƌŬ
ƐŝƚĞ
x ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ Ăƚ ƚŝŵĞ ŽĨ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ
ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞĚ
ǁŝƚŚ
ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ
x WƌŝŵĂƌŝůǇ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ x Εϳϱ͕ϬϬϬƐĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĂƌĞĂ
ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇƚŽďĞĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞ x hƉƚŽΕϳϱĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŝƚǇĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝƚŚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƚŽƚŽƉŽĨƌŽŽĨ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
D^& ƚŽ ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ĂŶ x ^ƵƌĨĂĐĞ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ĂƌĞĂ ƵŶĚĞƌ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐ
ϱϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĨŽƌĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞƐĂŶĚǀŝƐŝƚŽƌƐ
Ăƚ
ϱϬϬ
͘ 
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ
DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
x dǁŽ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͖ ŽŶĞ x ΕϯϬĨĞĞƚǁŝĚĞǆΕϭϬϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐ
ůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞ x hƉƚŽΕϮϬĨĞĞƚĐůĞĂƌĂŶĐĞŚĞŝŐŚƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĨƌŽŵ
ƐĞĐŽŶĚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ
ĨůŽŽƌƚŽĐĞŝůŝŶŐ
^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ x /Ĩ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ďĞůŽǁ ŐƌĂĚĞ͕ ĂŶ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽĨ
ΕϯϬ ĨĞĞƚ ǁŝĚĞ ǆ ΕϯϬ ĨĞĞƚ ůŽŶŐ ĨŽƌ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů
Žƌ
ƚŚĞ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
x ΕϮϬĨĞĞƚǁŝĚĞǆΕϰϬĨĞĞƚůŽŶŐĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƐƉĂĐĞĨŽƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘
ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐƵĐŚĂƐĂďĂĐŬƵƉŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌ͕
x ^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ĞĂĐŚ
ŝĨŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ
ƐŝƚĞǁŝůůďĞĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƉŚĂƐĞ
x DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ x EĞǁ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ƐƚƌŝƉŝŶŐ͕ ůĂŶĞ ƌĞͲĐŽŶĨŝŐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ƉĂƌƚŝĂů
ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕
ŽŶͲƐƚƌĞĞƚ
ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
ĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ͕
ŶĞǁ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ͕
ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ƐŝŐŶĂů ĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ͕
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐ͕ĂŶĚƐƚƌĞĞƚƐĐĂƉĞ
^ƵƌĨĂĐĞůĞǀĞůƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĂƚĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞ͗
x DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ
x ΕϲϱϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĂƚDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ
x ϭϱϬ^͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
x ΕϱϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĂƚϭϱϬ^͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

x ΕϭϬϬƐƉĂĐĞƐĂƚWƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ
WŝĐŬͲhƉͬƌŽƉͲKĨĨƌĞĂ͗
x DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ ŽŶ
>ŽĐƵƐƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ƐŽƵƚŚ ŽĨ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ͕ ĂŶĚ
ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚďĞƚǁĞĞŶ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚDĂƌŬĞƚ
^ƚƌĞĞƚ
x WƌĂŝƌŝĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ƐŝƚĞ
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Section 4.2

Air Quality

^ƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŝůůďĞŽƵƚĨŝƚƚĞĚǁŝƚŚĞƐƚǀĂŝůĂďůĞŽŶƚƌŽůdĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇĚĞǀŝĐĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŝƌ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽTable 4.2-22ŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϮͲϴϱŽĨƚŚĞZ/ZƚŽĐŚĂŶŐĞ͞KĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
tŽƌŬĞƌ͟ ƚŽ ͞WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ZĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞ͟ ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ dĂďůĞ ϭϵ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ ŝƌ YƵĂůŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ
,ĞĂůƚŚZŝƐŬƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚdĞĐŚŶŝĐĂůZĞƉŽƌƚ͘

ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĂƌĚ ;ZͿͲĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ >ĞǀĞů ϯ ŝĞƐĞů WĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞ &ŝůƚĞƌƐ ;W&Ϳ͘ >ĞǀĞů ϯ W& ĂƌĞ ĐĂƉĂďůĞ ŽĨ
ĂĐŚŝĞǀŝŶŐĂƚůĞĂƐƚϴϱƉĞƌĐĞŶƚƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶŝŶƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞŵĂƚƚĞƌĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ŶǇĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƵƐĞĚ
ďǇƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞŶŽůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶǁŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĚďǇ&ŝŶĂů
dŝĞƌϰĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĨŽƌĂƐŝŵŝůĂƌůǇƐŝǌĞĚĞŶŐŝŶĞ͕ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚďǇƚŚĞZ͛ƐƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘^ƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵů

Table 4.2-22
Estimated Mitigated Health Impacts from Construction Activities for Morning/Night Scenario
(Approximately 7:00 AM to 3:00 PM and 11:00 PM to 7:00 AM)
Criteria
Existing Off-site Residence
^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞdŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ
dŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͍

Cancer Risk

Chronic/Acute Impact

ϴ͘ϭϴ
ϭϬ
EŽ

фϬ͘Ϭϭ
ϭ͘Ϭ
EŽ

Off-site School/Daycare
^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞdŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ
dŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͍

Ϭ͘ϱϮ
ϭϬ
EŽ

фϬ͘Ϭϭ
ϭ͘Ϭ
EŽ

Off-site Worker
^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞdŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ
dŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͍

Ϭ͘Ϭϵ
ϭϬ

фϬ͘Ϭϭ
ϭ͘Ϭ

EŽ

EŽ

Proposed Residence Off-site Worker 
^ŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞdŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ
dŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͍

ϵ͘ϭϳ
ϭϬ
EŽ

Ϭ͘Ϭϭ
ϭ͘Ϭ
EŽ

______________
Note: Values in bold are in excess of applicable standard.
Source: Appendix G.1.


dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&YͲϭŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϮͲϰϴŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF AQ-1 Construction Air Quality Program
ƚĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ͕ƵƐĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŚĂƚŵĞĞƚƐƚŚĞh͘^͘ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůWƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶŐĞŶĐǇ;h^WͿ͛Ɛ&ŝŶĂůdŝĞƌ
ϰĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĨŽƌŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĚŝĞƐĞůͲƉŽǁĞƌĞĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŝƚŚϱϬŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌ;ŚƉͿŽƌ
ŐƌĞĂƚĞƌ͕ĨŽƌĂůůƉŚĂƐĞƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕ƵŶůĞƐƐŝƚĐĂŶďĞĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇWůĂŶŶŝŶŐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ǁŝƚŚƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞƚŚĂƚƐƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘dŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚ&ŝŶĂůdŝĞƌϰĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌďĞƚƚĞƌƐŚĂůůďĞƵƐĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚŝƐ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ ŝŶ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ďŝĚ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞ ŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƉĞƌŝŽĚŝĐ ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶ ŽĨ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ ďǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ;ƐͿ ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚƌĞŐƵůĂƌŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĂŶĚĞŶĨŽƌĐĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ͘
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ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŵƵƐƚĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƚŚĞĂďŝůŝƚǇƚŽƐƵƉƉůǇƚŚĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĨŽƌƵƐĞƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĂŶǇŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞǁŝůůŵĂŬĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ
ƚŽƚŚĞůĞĂĚĂŐĞŶĐǇĂŶĚ^ŽƵƚŚĞƌŶĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŝƌYƵĂůŝƚǇDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ;^YDͿĂĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ
ŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇŽĨĂůůŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĞƋƵĂůƚŽŽƌŐƌĞĂƚĞƌƚŚĂŶϱϬŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌ͕ǁŚŝĐŚǁŝůůďĞ
ƵƐĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇǁŝůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌƌĂƚŝŶŐ͕ĞŶŐŝŶĞƉƌŽĚƵĐƚŝŽŶǇĞĂƌ͕ĂŶĚ
ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚdŝĞƌƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ͘ĐŽƉǇŽĨĞĂĐŚƵŶŝƚ͛ƐĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚƚŝĞƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ďĞƐƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ
ĐŽŶƚƌŽůƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ;dͿĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚZŽƌ^YDŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ
ŽŶƐŝƚĞĂƚƚŚĞƚŝŵĞŽĨŵŽďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶĨŽƌĞĂĐŚĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƉŝĞĐĞŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘
/ĨĂŶǇŽĨƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐůŝƐƚĞĚďĞůŽǁĞǆŝƐƚĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐǁƌŝƚƚĞŶĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƐƵďŵŝƚĂŶůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞWůĂŶ
ƚŚĂƚ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂů ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂŶ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ Ă ĐŽŵƉĂƌĂďůĞ ůĞǀĞů ŽĨ EKǆ
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐĂƐdŝĞƌϰͲĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚĞŶŐŝŶĞƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘
x dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌĚŽĞƐŶŽƚŚĂǀĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚǇƉĞŽĨŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶŝƚƐĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇ ĂƐ ƚŽ Ă ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ Žƌ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ďǇ ůĞĂƐŝŶŐ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ
ƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘
x dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐďĞĞŶĂǁĂƌĚĞĚĨƵŶĚŝŶŐďǇ^YDŽƌĂŶŽƚŚĞƌĂŐĞŶĐǇƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐŽŵĞ
ŽƌĂůůŽĨƚŚĞĐŽƐƚƚŽƌĞƚƌŽĨŝƚ͕ƌĞƉŽǁĞƌ͕ŽƌƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞĂƉŝĞĐĞŽĨĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ
ŚĂƐŶŽƚǇĞƚďĞĞŶƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚĚƵĞƚŽĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐďĞǇŽŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚ
ǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘
x ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐŽƌĚĞƌĞĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŽďĞƵƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞĂƚ
ůĞĂƐƚϲϬĚĂǇƐďĞĨŽƌĞƚŚĂƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶĞĞĚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ďƵƚƚŚĂƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ŚĂƐ ŶŽƚ ǇĞƚ ĂƌƌŝǀĞĚ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ ďĞǇŽŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌ
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ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϭϮϬ ŵŝůĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘

x ůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĐĂƌƌǇŝŶŐĨŝůůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐƐŚĂůůƐĞĐƵƌĞĂŶĚĐŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚƐƚŽƉƌĞǀĞŶƚ
ĚƵƐƚŽƌĚĞďƌŝƐǁŚŝůĞƚƌĂǀĞůůŝŶŐŽŶƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚŽĨǁĂǇƐ͘

x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ĚŝĞƐĞů ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĨŽƌ ĨĞǁĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ϮϬ
ĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌĚĂǇƐƉĞƌĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌǇĞĂƌ͘dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůŶŽƚĐŽŶƐĞĐƵƚŝǀĞůǇƵƐĞĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐƚŚĂƚƉĞƌĨŽƌŵƚŚĞƐĂŵĞŽƌĂƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůůǇƐŝŵŝůĂƌĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶŝŶĂŶĂƚƚĞŵƉƚƚŽƵƐĞƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽĐŝƌĐƵŵǀĞŶƚƚŚĞŝŶƚĞŶƚŽĨƚŚŝƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ͘

x ůů ƚƌƵĐŬƐ ƌĞŵŽǀŝŶŐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůŽĂĚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ƉĞƌŝŵĞƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽĐŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚƐĂƐĚĞĞŵĞĚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŽƌĚƵƐƚĐŽŶƚƌŽů͘

x ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŐŽŽĚĨĂŝƚŚĞĨĨŽƌƚƐĂŶĚĚƵĞĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶƌĞĐŽƌĚ;ƐͿŽĨŝŶƋƵŝƌŝĞƐ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ƉŚŽŶĞůŽŐƐͿƚŽĂƚůĞĂƐƚƚŚƌĞĞůĞĂƐŝŶŐͬƌĞŶƚĂůĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞƐƚŚĂƚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŶͲƌŽĂĚƚƌƵĐŬƐĂŶĚŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚŝŶŐƚŚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇͬƵŶĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨ
ƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚǇƉĞƐŽĨƚƌƵĐŬͬĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘dŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůů͕ĨƌŽŵƚŝŵĞͲƚŽͲƚŝŵĞ͕ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚŝŶĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚĂƵĚŝƚ
ŽĨƚŚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨƐƵĐŚǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂŶĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞͬƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂϭϮϬͲŵŝůĞƌĂĚŝƵƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƌĞĂ͕ǁŚŝĐŚŵĂǇďĞƵƐĞĚŝŶƌĞǀŝĞǁŝŶŐƚŚĞĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐŐŽŽĚĨĂŝƚŚĞĨĨŽƌƚƐĂŶĚĚƵĞ
ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ͘
x ƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞͬŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů ƐĂǁƐ͕ ƉƵŵƉƐ͕ ĂĞƌŝĂů ůŝĨƚƐ͕ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐƚĂŶĚƐ͕ Ăŝƌ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ
ĨŽƌŬůŝĨƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞͲĨƵĞůĞĚ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ŶŽŶĚŝĞƐĞůͿ͘ WŽůĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘/ĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚŝĞƐĞůͲ
ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ &ŝŶĂů dŝĞƌ ϰ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌďĞƚƚĞƌĂŶĚůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ
;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
x ƚĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ͕ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ĂŶĚͬŽƌŚĂƵůƚƌƵĐŬŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐĐŽŵŵŝƚƚŽ
ƵƐŝŶŐϮϬϭϬŵŽĚĞůǇĞĂƌƚƌƵĐŬƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌǇƚƌƵĐŬƐĂŶĚƐŽŝůŝŵƉŽƌƚͬĞǆƉŽƌƚǁŝƚŚĂŐƌŽƐƐǀĞŚŝĐůĞ
ǁĞŝŐŚƚƌĂƚŝŶŐŽĨĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϰ͕ϬϬϭƉŽƵŶĚƐͿ͕ŽƌďĞƐƚĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůůǇĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĂƚŵĞĞƚZ͛Ɛ
ϮϬϭϬĞŶŐŝŶĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂƚϬ͘ϬϭŐͬŚƉͲŚŽƵƌŽĨƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞŵĂƚƚĞƌĂŶĚϬ͘ϮϬŐͬŚƉͲŚŽƵƌŽĨEKǆ
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐŽƌŶĞǁĞƌ͕ĐůĞĂŶĞƌƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ƵŶůĞƐƐƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐǁƌŝƚƚĞŶĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ
ǁŝƚŚƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŚĞĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐĞǆŝƐƚĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚĂďŽǀĞĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ƐƵďŵŝƚƐƚŚĞWůĂŶ͘KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨĂůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ ƚŚĂƚ ĞĂĐŚ ƚƌƵĐŬ ƵƐĞĚ ŵĞĞƚƐ ƚŚĞƐĞ ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚŝƐ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚŝŶĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ͘KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ
ƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨĂůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŽĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƚŚĂƚĞĂĐŚƚƌƵĐŬƵƐĞĚŵĞĞƚƐ
ƚŚĞƐĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂŶĚŵĂŬĞƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘
x ZĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ĨƵĞůĞĚ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ ŶĂƚƵƌĂů ŐĂƐͿ ƐǁĞĞƉĞƌƐ ǁŝƚŚ ŚŝŐŚͲĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ
ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞĂŝƌ;,WͿĨŝůƚĞƌƐ͘
x  ƉƵďůŝĐůǇ ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ƐŝŐŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉŽƐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ĨĨĂŝƌƐ >ŝĂŝƐŽŶ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ
ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ĚƵƐƚ ĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƌ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛Ɛ ƉŚŽŶĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ĞŶƐƵƌĞ
ĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
x ƵƐƚƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚƉĞƌůŽĐĂůŽƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞƐ͘dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĞǆĐĞƐƐŝǀĞĚƵƐƚ
Žƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚĞďƌŝƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ ŝŶ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ Žƌ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƚĂŬŝŶŐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĨŽƌĐůĞĂŶͲƵƉĂŶĚĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƐďƌŽƵŐŚƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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x DĂƚĞƌŝĂů ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞĂ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ǁĂƚĞƌĞĚ ĂƐ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ƚŽ
ƉƌĞǀĞŶƚĚƵƐƚĂƚĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƌĞĂƐ͘
x ůůƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƐ͕ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇƐ͕ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ͕ĞƚĐ͕͘ďĞŝŶŐŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚĂƐ
ƐŽŽŶĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ͖ŝŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĂĚƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞůĂŝĚĂƐƐŽŽŶĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞĂĨƚĞƌŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͘
x dŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ĂůůŽǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞƐƚŽĐŽŵŵƵƚĞĚƵƌŝŶŐŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬŚŽƵƌƐ͘
x DĂŬĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌŽŶͲƐŝƚĞůƵŶĐŚƚƌƵĐŬƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚƌŝƉƐ͘
x ǀĞƌǇĞĨĨŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂĚĞƚŽƵƚŝůŝǌĞŐƌŝĚͲďĂƐĞĚĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐƉŽǁĞƌĂƚĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘
x ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂŶĚŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞĞǆŚĂƵƐƚĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ůů
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ ƚƵŶĞĚ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂŶƵĨĂĐƚƵƌĞƌ͛ƐƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐƉƌŽƉĞƌŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ͕ŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ
ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŵĂŶƵĨĂĐƚƵƌĞƌ͛Ɛ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ͘ dĂŵƉĞƌŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌŽƌƚŽĚĞĨĞĂƚĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƐŵƵƐƚďĞƉƌŽŚŝďŝƚĞĚ͘
x ZĞƋƵŝƌĞŝŶĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƚŽŶŽƚŝĨǇ
Ăůů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ ƚŚĂƚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝĚůŝŶŐƚŝŵĞǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽŶŽůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞZ͛ƐƉŽůŝĐǇ͘
&ŽƌĂŶǇŝĚůŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝƐĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ƚŚĞĞŶŐŝŶĞƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƐŚƵƚŽĨĨ͘EŽƚŝĨǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ĂŶĚͬŽƌŚĂƵůƚƌƵĐŬŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝĚůŝŶŐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂƚƚŚĞ
ƚŝŵĞƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞ ŽƌĚĞƌ ŝƐ ŝƐƐƵĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĂŐĂŝŶ ǁŚĞŶ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ ĞŶƚĞƌ ƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͘dŽ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ŝĚůŝŶŐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ƉŽƐƚ ƐŝŐŶƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĞŶƚƌǇŐĂƚĞƐĂŶĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͕ƐƚĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝĚůŝŶŐůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶ
ĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐŝƐŶŽƚƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚ͘

Section 4.3 Biological Resources
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϯͲϰϭ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϭ͕>ŝŶĞƐϱĂŶĚϴŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚǁŽ ƉŽǁĞƌ ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ;W^Ϳ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ dŚĞƐĞ W^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŝůůƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚŚĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇ
ƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂŶĚŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚƌĞůĂƚĞĚŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͘KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞƐĞĐŽŶĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ
^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ͘ Ɛ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ĂďŽǀĞ͕ ƚŚĞ D^& ƐŝƚĞ ǁŚŝĐŚ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞĨŝƌƐƚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂŶĂƌĞĂŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞŽǁŶƚŽǁŶdKWůĂŶ
ĂŶĚǁŽƵůĚďĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞƚƌĞĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌƚŚŝƐƉůĂŶ͘dŚĞƐĞĐŽŶĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚ
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞǁŚŝĐŚŝƐĂƌĞ

ĨƚĞƌ ĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞĐĞŵďĞƌ ϮϬϮϬ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ĨŽƌ ƉƵďůŝĐ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƌĞǀŝƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ

ŶŽƚůŽĐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂŝƚǇƉůĂŶďƵƚŝƐĂƌĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞ/D͘

ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝŶ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ŬĞǇ ƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ


dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϯͲϰϵ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϰ͕>ŝŶĞϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
Ɛ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ D^& ƐŝƚĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞǁŚŝĐŚĂƌĞĂŶĂůǇǌĞĚĂďŽǀĞ͘dŚĞ
W^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚŝŶǀŽůǀĞƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨŶĞǁďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐĂŶĚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ƐŽŵĞŽĨǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚ
ŚĂǀĞǁŝŶĚŽǁƐƚŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚƉŽƐĞŽďƐƚĂĐůĞƐƚŽŵŝŐƌĂƚŽƌǇďŝƌĚƐ͘,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ĂƐƚŚĞƌĞĂƌĞŶŽŶĂƚŝǀĞŽƌŶŽŶŶĂƚŝǀĞ
ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚĞĚĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌƐŝŶƚŚĞƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐŽŶ
ŵŝŐƌĂƚŽƌǇďŝƌĚƐŝƐĂŶƚŝĐŝƉĂƚĞĚƚŽďĞŵŝŶŝŵĂů͘ƵƌŝŶŐŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ŝƚŝƐƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƚŚĂƚ
ŵŝŐƌĂƚŽƌǇ Žƌ ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ ďŝƌĚƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďƵŝůĚ ŶĞƐƚƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Žƌ ŶĞĂƌ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ͘ ,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ W^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚŶŽƚƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůůǇŝŶƚĞƌĨĞƌĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐĞŶĞƐƚƐŽŶĐĞďƵŝůƚĂƐƚŚĞŵĂũŽƌŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ

ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϬƌĂĨƚ/Z͘^ƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƌĂŝƐŝŶŐƚŚĞ
ŚĞŝŐŚƚŽĨƚŚĞd^ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂůŽŶŐDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚƚŽƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐǀŝĞǁƐŽĨŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͕ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬWŝŶĐĂǇ ƌŝǀĞ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚ ĐŽƌŶĞƌ ŽĨ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĂŶĚ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ƌĞĚĞƐŝŐŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚD^&ƚŽĂůůŽǁƚŚŝƐĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇƚŽďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƐŝƚĞǁŝƚŚĂ
ŶĞǁsŽŶƐƐƚŽƌĞ͕ĂŶĚƌĞĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂŶĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŽŶWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞƚŽƚŚĞǁĞƐƚƐŝĚĞŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞ͘/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞƚǁŽƉŽǁĞƌĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐǇƐƚĞŵ;W^ͿƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞŶŽǁƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƚŽďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚ
ŽŶƚŚĞD^&ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐ͘Ɛŝƚ
ƌĞůĂƚĞƐ ƚŽ ĞŶĞƌŐǇ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͕ ƚŚĞƐĞ ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƵƉĚĂƚĞĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂů ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ ǁŚŝĐŚ
ƌĞƐƵůƚĞĚŝŶƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŽĨĞŶĞƌŐǇƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞĐŽŶƐƵŵƉƚŝŽŶĐŽŵƉĂƌĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϬƌĂĨƚ/Z͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮϳ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϵŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐǁŽƵůĚƌĞŵĂŝŶƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇǁŝƚŚĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞd^ƚƌĂŝŶĐĂƌƐ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϯͲϱϵ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϭ͕>ŝŶĞϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚǁŽ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ D^& ƐŝƚĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞǁŚŝĐŚĂƌĞĂŶĂůǇǌĞĚĂďŽǀĞ͘

WƌŽƉƵůƐŝŽŶ ƉŽǁĞƌ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ƚŚĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ ƚŽ ƌƵŶ ƚŚĞ ƚƌĂŝŶ ŽŶ Ă ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇͿ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ǀŝĂ ƚǁŽ W^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͘ĂĐŚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽƚƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵ
ƚŚĞŵĞĚŝƵŵͲƚŽŚŝŐŚͲǀŽůƚĂŐĞƉŽǁĞƌĨĞĞĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉŽǁĞƌĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞƐƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚϳϱϬͲǀŽůƚ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ;sͿŶĞĞĚĞĚƚŽƉŽǁĞƌƚŚĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĂŶĐŝůůĂƌǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐǁŽƵůĚƵƚŝůŝǌĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůĞŶĞƌŐǇĨŽƌƚŚĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƌĞůĂƚĞĚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ͕

Section 4.4 Cultural Resources
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϰͲϮ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϭϭŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ d^ ƚƌĂŝŶƐ͕ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĂŶĚ D^& ǀŝĂ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƚǁŽ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ &Žƌ ŶŽƌŵĂů
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚůŽĂĚĨůŽǁĨŽƌƉŽǁĞƌŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚďĞĚŝǀŝĚĞĚďĞƚǁĞĞŶƚŚĞƚǁŽ

Figure 4.4-1: Historic Resource Study Area ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞĂĂŶĚǆƉĂŶĚĞĚ^ƚƵĚǇƌĞĂĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ

W^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞ͘dŚĞƐĞĐŽŶĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ

ĨŽƌƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐŽĨƚŚĞŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞĂŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂůůĂƌĞĂƐĂŶĚƉĂƌĐĞůƐǁŚĞƌĞ

ǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ

ŶĞǁ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ŽĐĐƵƌ͘ dŚŝƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ƌŝŐŚƚƐͲŽĨͲǁĂǇ ĂůŽŶŐ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ

ƐŝƚĞ͘dŚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂůůŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌĂŶĚĞǆƚĞƌŝŽƌůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚd^ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇǁŝůůďĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ͖ƚŚĞďůŽĐŬďŽƵŶĚĞĚ

WŽǁĞƌ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĨŽƌ ĞĂĐŚ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ŝŶ Table 4.5-7: Proposed Project Normal

ďǇDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ͕>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ĂŶĚZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ

Operation Load Flow͘

ǀĞŶƵĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ͖ƉĂƌĐĞůƐŶŽƌƚŚŽĨ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞǁŚĞƌĞĂƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶďƌŝĚŐĞĨƌŽŵ
ƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůů

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽTable 4.5-7ŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮϳŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ůĂŶĚ͖ ƚŚĞ ďůŽĐŬ ďŽƵŶĚĞĚ ďǇ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ ,ŝůůĐƌĞƐƚ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ EƵƚǁŽŽĚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ^ƉƌƵĐĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞD^&ĂŶĚĂW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞďƵŝůƚ͖ƚŚĞƉĂƌĐĞůĂƚƚŚĞĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨ

Table 4.5-7
Proposed Project Normal Operation Load Flow

DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞǁŚĞƌĞĂƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚ͖ƉĂƌĐĞůƐĂƚƚŚĞŶŽƌƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌ
ŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚǁŚĞƌĞĂƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚ
PDS Site

Peak Power
(KW)

D^&

Ϯ͕ϬϬϴ

WƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ

Ϯ͕ϭϭϵ

ĂW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚ͖ĂŶĚƉĂƌĐĞůƐĞĂƐƚŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞďĞƚǁĞĞŶDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌĂŶĚ,ĂƌĚǇǁŚĞƌĞ
ƚŚĞƚƌĂǀĞůůĂŶĞƐǁŝůůďĞƌĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĞĂƐƚ͘

Section 4.5 Energy Resources
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϰ͕>ŝŶĞϵŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϯϬ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Average Power
(KW)

RMS Current
(A)

ϴϯϰ

ϳϱϱ

ϭ͕Ϭϲϳ

ϳϳϳ

ϲϯϵ

ϵϵϲ

RMS Power
(KW)

__________
Source: Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August 2021. Table 9-2.

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϯϭ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Notes:
KW – kilowatt
RMS –The substation load calculation output provides both per second and root mean squared (RMS) KVA loads for each substation.


2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŝŶĞŶĞƌŐǇƐŚŽǁŶŝŶTable 4.5-8 ǁŽƵůĚďĞƌĞĚƵĐĞĚďƵƚŝŶŶŽĞǀĞŶƚǁŽƵůĚƚŚĞĂŵŽƵŶƚŽĨĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞƚŽƚĂůƐŚŽǁŶĨŽƌƚŚĞd^ƐǇƐƚĞŵ͘





dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮϳ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϯ͕>ŝŶĞϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽTable 4.5-8ŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮϴŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ƐƐŚŽǁŶ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚD^&W^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚƚŽŚĂǀĞĂƉĞĂŬƉŽǁĞƌůŽĂĚĨůŽǁŽĨϮ͕ϬϬϴŬt͕

Table 4.5-8
Annual Electricity Use from Proposed Project Operation

ĂŶĚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐ
ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚƚŽŚĂǀĞĂƉĞĂŬƉŽǁĞƌůŽĂĚĨůŽǁŽĨϮ͕ϭϭϵŬtĨŽƌĂƚŽƚĂůŽĨϰ͕ϭϮϳŬt͘ Ϯ dŚĞd^ƚƌĂŝŶƐǁŽƵůĚ

Annual Electricity Usage (kWh/yr)

ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĨŽƌϭϴŚŽƵƌƐƉĞƌĚĂǇǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĂƚŽƚĂůĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĚĞŵĂŶĚŽĨϳϰ͕ϮϴϲŬtŚƉĞƌĚĂǇŽƌ

Operation Scenario

ATS Systema

Existingb

Net Increase

Ϯϳ͕ϭϭϰ͕ϯϵϬŬtŚ;Ϯϳ͘ϭ'tŚͿƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘ ϯ

EŽƌŵĂůKƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ
WƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶW^KŶůǇ
D^&W^KŶůǇ

Ϯϳ͕ϭϭϰ͕ϯϵϬ

ϰ͕ϳϰϲ͕ϴϮϯ

ϮϮ͕ϯϲϳ͕ϱϲϳ

Ϯϳ͕Ϯϳϴ͕ϲϰϬ

ϰ͕ϳϰϲ͕ϴϮϯ

ϮϮ͕ϱϯϭ͕ϴϭϳ

Ϯϴ͕ϱϵϵ͕ϮϭϬ

ϰ͕ϳϰϲ͕ϴϮϯ

Ϯϯ͕ϴϱϮ͕ϯϴϳ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮϴ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞƐϭĂŶĚϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
/Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ D^& W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƵŶĂďůĞ ƚŽ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ͕ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ

Notes: kWh/yr = kilowatt-hours per year.
a
Lea+Elliott, Inc. Inglewood Transit Connector EIR Operating Systems Conceptual Planning EIR Project Definition - August
2021.
b Existing data accounts for operation of the Vons store replacement.

ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚƚŽŚĂǀĞĂƉĞĂŬƉŽǁĞƌůŽĂĚŽĨϰ͕ϭϱϮ
ŬtǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĂƚŽƚĂůĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĚĞŵĂŶĚŽĨϳϰ͕ϳϯϲŬtŚƉĞƌĚĂǇŽƌϮϳ͕Ϯϳϴ͕ϲϰϬŬtŚ;Ϯϳ͘ϯ



'tŚͿ ƉĞƌ ǇĞĂƌ͘ ^ŝŵŝůĂƌůǇ͕ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ



ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƵŶĂďůĞƚŽŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ͕ƚŚĞD^&W^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚƚŽŚĂǀĞĂ
ƉĞĂŬƉŽǁĞƌůŽĂĚŽĨϰ͕ϯϱϯŬtǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĂƚŽƚĂůĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĚĞŵĂŶĚŽĨϳϴ͕ϯϱϰŬtŚƉĞƌĚĂǇŽƌ

Section 4.6 Geology and Soils

Ϯϴ͕ϱϵϵ͕ϮϭϬŬtŚ;Ϯϴ͘ϲ'tŚͿƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽMitigation Measure (MM) GEO-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϲͲϮϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϱͲϮϴ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϯ͕>ŝŶĞϳŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

MM GEO-1:

Project Design. dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ƚŽ ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ ĨĂƵůƚƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ
ǁŚĞƌĞ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ Dd ϮϬͲϴ͕
Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults͕ĚĂƚĞĚ:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϮϬϭϯ͖ĂŶĚDdϮϬͲϭϬ͕Fault
Rupture͕ĚĂƚĞĚ:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϮϬϭϯ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĂŶǇƉŽƌƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞĨĂůůƐǁŝƚŚŝŶĂŶW&͕Žƌ
ǁŚĞƌĞĂŶǇƉŽƌƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞĨĂůůƐǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭϬϬŵĞƚĞƌƐ;ϯϯϬĨĞĞƚͿŽĨǁĞůůͲ
ŵĂƉƉĞĚĂĐƚŝǀĞĨĂƵůƚƐ͕ŽƌǁŝƚŚŝŶϯϬϬŵĞƚĞƌƐ;ϭ͕ϬϬϬĨĞĞƚͿŽĨĂŶƵŶͲǌŽŶĞĚĨĂƵůƚ;ŶŽƚŝŶĂŶ
W&ͿƚŚĂƚŝƐ,ŽůŽĐĞŶĞŽƌǇŽƵŶŐĞƌŝŶĂŐĞ͘



^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞƵƚŽŵĂƚĞĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚ^ǇƐƚĞŵ;d^ͿŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇƐŚĂůů
ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ Žƌ ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ ƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ ŚĂǌĂƌĚ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ
ƌĞĨŝŶĞŵĞŶƚŽĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚd^ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚǁŽƌŬĞĚŝŶƚŽĨŝŶĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƐŶĞĞĚĞĚ
ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ŐĞŽůŽŐŝĐ ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐ͕ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͘ ƌŝĚŐĞ ƚǇƉĞ
ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ d^ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͕ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ƚŽƚĂŬĞ ŝŶƚŽĂĐĐŽƵŶƚ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĨƌŽŵĂĨĂƵůƚŽĨĨƐĞƚ͕ĚǇŶĂŵŝĐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞĚƵĞƚŽŐƌŽƵŶĚƐŚĂŬŝŶŐ͕ĂŶĚĂŶǇŽƚŚĞƌ
ĨĂƵůƚͲŝŶĚƵĐĞĚŚĂǌĂƌĚƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ĐƌĞĞƉͿƚŚĂƚŵĂǇŽĐĐƵƌ͘dŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚ
ƚŚĞ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ Dd ϮϬͲϴ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ĚĞĨŝŶĞƐ Ă ŵĞƚŚŽĚ ĨŽƌ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů

dŚĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůĚĞŵĂŶĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐƚŽďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐϲ͕ϰϴϵ͕Ϯϭϰ
ŬtŚƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘ƐŶŽƚĞĚƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇ͕ƚŚĞsŽŶƐƐƚŽƌĞƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚǁŽƵůĚƵƐĞϭ͕ϳϰϮ͕ϯϵϭŬtŚŽĨĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ
ƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘ƐƐŚŽǁŶŝŶTable 4.5-8: Annual Electricity Use from Proposed Project Operation͕ƚŚĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ
ĚĞŵĂŶĚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĚƵƌŝŶŐŶŽƌŵĂůŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶĞƚŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϮϮ͕ϯϲϳ͕ϱϲϳ
ŬtŚ ;ϮϮ͘ϰ 'tŚͿ ƉĞƌ ǇĞĂƌ͘ /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ D^& W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƵŶĂďůĞ ƚŽ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ͕ ƚŚĞ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ
ĚĞŵĂŶĚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶĞƚŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϮϮ͕ϱϯϭ͕ϴϭϳŬtŚ;ϮϮ͘ϱ'tŚͿƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘/ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƵŶĂďůĞ ƚŽ
ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ͕ƚŚĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĚĞŵĂŶĚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶĞƚŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϮϯ͕ϴϱϮ͕ϯϴϳŬtŚ;Ϯϯ͘ϵ'tŚͿƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘
^ŚŽƵůĚĂŶǇŽĨƚŚĞƵƐĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞůŽĐĂƚĞǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ƚŚĞŶĞƚ
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ŝƚĐĂŶƐůŝĚĞǁŝƚŚŽƵƚĨĂůůŝŶŐ͘

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

PDF TRANS-4

Pedestrian Access Program

WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĐĐĞƐƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚďǇŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ&ŽƌĐĞ;ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ

Section 4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

WͿ͕ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ :W͕ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ĂĚŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&,ͲϭŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϴͲϮϲŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗

ƉƌŝŶĐŝƉůĞƐ͗

PDF HAZ-1

x WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͘

Hazardous Materials Program 

dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌŝŶŐ
ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
x ƵŝůĚŝŶŐĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶWůĂŶʹWƌŝŽƌƚŽĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽĐĐƵƌƌŝŶŐ͕ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĂŶĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂůůďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ
ďƵŝůƚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽϭϵϴϬƚŽďĞĚĞŵŽůŝƐŚĞĚƚŽŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚŚĞƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞŽĨĂƐďĞƐƚŽƐĐŽŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ;DƐͿ
ĂŶĚ ůĞĂĚͲďĂƐĞĚ ƉĂŝŶƚ ;>WͿ͘ ZĞŵĞĚŝĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŶŽDƐŽƌ>WƌĞŵĂŝŶƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂŶĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞ
DƐĂŶĚ>WĂƌĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽůĞǀĞůƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
x ,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐDĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŽŶƚŝŶŐĞŶĐǇWůĂŶʹWƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĂƉůĂŶĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĨŽƌ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĨ ƵŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ ƚĂŶŬƐ ;h^dƐͿ͕ ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ ƉĞƚƌŽůĞƵŵ
ŚǇĚƌŽĐĂƌďŽŶƐ͕ŽƌŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŽƌƐŽůŝĚǁĂƐƚĞƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚŝƐWůĂŶƐŚĂůůĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ
h^d ĚĞĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶŝŶŐ͕ ĨŝĞůĚ ƐĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ƚĞƐƚŝŶŐ ŵĞƚŚŽĚƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂŶƚ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĂŶĚŚĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚƐĂĨĞƚǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞŶŽĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞƚŽ ŚĂǌĂƌĚƐŽƌ ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŽĐĐƵƌƐŽŶƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĂŶǇŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƌĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽ
ůĞǀĞůƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
x ^ŽŝůDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶʹĨƚĞƌĨŝŶĂůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉůĂŶƐĂƌĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĞůĂƚĞƌĂůĂŶĚǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů
ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƐŽŝů ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ͕ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ Ă ^Žŝů DĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ƚŽ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚƐŽŝůƌĞƵƐĞĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͕ĚĞĨŝŶĞĂƐĂŵƉůŝŶŐƉůĂŶĨŽƌƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞƚŚĞĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐƚŚĂƚĚŽŶŽƚƐĂƚŝƐĨǇƚŚĞƌĞƵƐĞĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͕ĂŶĚƐƉĞĐŝĨǇŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐĨŽƌŝŵƉŽƌƚĞĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͘
x ,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ WůĂŶ ʹ WƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ Ă ,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ WůĂŶ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞƚŽĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵĞŶƚƐŽĨĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƚŚĂƚŵĂǇďĞĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
x hƚŝůŝƚǇZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶtŽƌŬͲůůWƌŽũĞĐƚƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŶƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨ<ĞůƐŽůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ^ĐŚŽŽůƐŚĂůů
ďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚƚŽƌĞŵĂŝŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇĂŶĚŶŽƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĐŚŽŽůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘
ZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĂŶĚĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ
ƚŽĐƵƌƌĞŶƚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐƚŽĂƐƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞǇĐƌĞĂƚĞŶŽƵŶĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďůĞŚĂǌĂƌĚƐƚŽƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽů͘ƵƌŝŶŐWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶǇŽƉĞŶƚƌĞŶĐŚĞƐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂƌŬĞĚĂŶĚďĂƌƌŝĐĂĚĞĚƐƵĐŚ
ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞǇ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ Žƌ ĐƌĞĂƚĞ ĂŶǇ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŚĂǌĂƌĚ ƚŽ ƐĐŚŽŽů ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
WƌŽũĞĐƚƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽƌĐƵƚŽǀĞƌƐƚŚĂƚŵĂǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůŶŽƌŵĂůƵƚŝůŝƚǇƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚƚŽŽĐĐƵƌŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨŶŽƌŵĂůƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŝƚŚĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞ^ĐŚŽŽů
ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&dZE^ͲϰŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϴͲϮϵŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
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x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ăůů ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ tŚĞŶĞǀĞƌ Ă ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬ ŝƐ ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ͕
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐ ĂƐ ĐůŽƐĞ ĂƐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂůĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƵŶůĞƐƐƚŚĞŝƚǇĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬŝƐŶŽƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ
ƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂŶĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞůĞǀĞůŽĨƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ͘ZĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚďǇ
ǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĨŽƌ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ŝĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ŶǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů
ďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
x ^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ďĞŝŶŐ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ŵĞĞƚ Ăůů ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞ&ĞĚĞƌĂůŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƐǁŝƚŚŝƐĂďŝůŝƚŝĞƐĐƚ
ĂŶĚƐŝŵŝůĂƌĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂůĂǁƐĨŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐďĞŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶĂƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ͘
x WƌŽƚĞĐƚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ĚƵƐƚ͕ĂŶĚŶŽŝƐĞ͖ƐƵĐŚƉƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶŵĂǇŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ hŶŝĨŝĞĚ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŐƵĂƌĚƐ Ăƚ
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇ/h^ŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŚĞŶĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĐůŽƐĞĚ͘/ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ
ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞƌŽƵƚĞƐƚŽƐĐŚŽŽů͕ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐĐůŽƐĞůǇǁŝƚŚ/h^ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚĚŝƐƐĞŵŝŶĂƚĞƚŚŝƐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϴͲϯϲ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
x Power Distribution System (PDS) Substations and Backup Power Generators.dŚĞD^&ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ĞĂĐŚ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ Ă W^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƉŽǁĞƌ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌ͘ sĂƌŝŽƵƐ ĐŚĞŵŝĐĂůƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ ĂŶĚ ƐƚŽƌĞĚ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ďƵƚ ŶŽƚ
ůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽĚŝĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĨůƵŝĚ͕ƚƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵĞƌŽŝů͕ŝŶƐƵůĂƚŝŶŐŽŝůƐ͕ƐƵůĨƵƌŝĐĂĐŝĚ͕ĂŶĚƐƵůĨƵƌŚĞǆĂĨůƵŽƌŝĚĞŝŶŽƌĚĞƌ
ƚŽŝŶƐƵůĂƚĞĂŶĚĐŽŽůĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůĐŽŶĚƵĐƚŽƌƐĂŶĚŽƉĞƌĂƚĞƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ŝĞƐĞůĨƵĞůǁŽƵůĚĂůƐŽďĞ
ƐƚŽƌĞĚĨŽƌƚŚĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉŽǁĞƌŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϴͲϰϭ͕>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚƐϮĂŶĚϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
x KƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ D^& ĂŶĚ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
^ƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƐĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚĞƌĞĚďǇƚŚĞ>Ž&ĨŽƌƐƚŽƌĂŐĞŽĨ
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ĂůůŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŽŶƐŝƚĞ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĚŝĞƐĞůĨƵĞůĨŽƌƚŚĞĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ǁŚŝĐŚǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽĂĚŚĞƌĞƚŽĂĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇͲƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ,DW͘
x dŚĞD^&ǁŽƵůĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŽŽůƐ͕ĂŶĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĨŽƌŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͖ƚŚĞƐĞ
ŵĂǇĂůƐŽƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨǀĂƌŝŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĂŶĚƐƵďƐƚĂŶĐĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ͘
dŚĞ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ D^& ĂŶĚ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚƵƐĞĂŶĚƐƚŽƌĞďƵůŬƋƵĂŶƚŝƚŝĞƐŽĨŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐͶƐƵĐŚĂƐĨƵĞů͕ƐŽůǀĞŶƚƐ͕
Žŝů͕ƚƌĂŶƐŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĨůƵŝĚ͕ƉĂŝŶƚƐ͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĐŚĞŵŝĐĂůƐͶƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚŚĂǀĞƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůƚŽďĞƌĞůĞĂƐĞĚŝŶƚŽ
ƚŚĞĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚŝĨŶŽƚƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇŚĂŶĚůĞĚĂŶĚƐƚŽƌĞĚ͘dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŐŽǀĞƌŶŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ŚĂŶĚůŝŶŐ ŽĨ ƐƵĐŚ ĐŚĞŵŝĐĂůƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚŝŶŐƚŽĂĐĐŝĚĞŶƚĂůƌĞůĞĂƐĞŽĨƐƵĐŚĐŚĞŵŝĐĂůƐ͘
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dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϵͲϰϮ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϯ͕>ŝŶĞϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
dŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƐĞƚĨŽƌƚŚŝŶƚŚĞW͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞdƌĂŶƐŝƚĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;W͕^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϱ͘ϬͿ͕ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ Θ dƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŽŶƚƌŽů WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ;W͕ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϲ͘ϬͿ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ ĂŶĚ
ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ;W͕ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ Ϯ͘ϬͿ ĂŶĚ ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ /ŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶ ƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ;W͕
^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϯ͘ϬͿ;ƐĞĞAppendix DͿǁŽƵůĚĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŽĂůůŽǁĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽ
ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͕ĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚŝŶĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶĐĞƐǁŽƵůĚďĞƌĞĚƵĐĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ
ĂŶĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĨŽƌďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ͘ĨĨŽƌƚƐǁŽƵůĚďĞŵĂĚĞƚŽŬĞĞƉĂůůƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƐŽƉĞŶĨŽƌ
ƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂůƚƌĂǀĞů͘/ĨĂůůůĂŶĞƐĐĂŶŶŽƚƌĞŵĂŝŶŽƉĞŶ͕ŽŶĞůĂŶĞǁŽƵůĚďĞŬĞƉƚŽƉĞŶĨŽƌƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚďǇĚĞƚŽƵƌŽƉƚŝŽŶƐ͘ĚǀĂŶĐĞĚŶŽƚŝĐĞŽĨƌŽĂĚĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂŶĚĚĞƚŽƵƌƐǁŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ

Section 4.9 Land Use

ƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚƚŚĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϵͲϮϰ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϱ͕>ŝŶĞϱŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
^ƵƉƉŽƌƚ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚǁŽ ƉŽǁĞƌ ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ;W^Ϳ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ dŚĞƐĞ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ǁŽƵůĚďĞƚŚĞƐĞƌǀŝĐĞĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƉŽŝŶƚĂŶĚǁŽƵůĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƚŚĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƉŽǁĞƌ͕ĂƵǆŝůŝĂƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĂŶĚŚŽƵƐĞŬĞĞƉŝŶŐƉŽǁĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͘
KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚďĞĐŽͲůŽĐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞD^&ĂŶĚĂŶŽƚŚĞƌǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϵͲϰϯ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϱ͕>ŝŶĞϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
tŚŝůĞĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƐŽŵĞŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐǁŽƵůĚďĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚĞĚĂŶĚĚĞƚŽƵƌĞĚĨŽƌƐŚŽƌƚƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨƚŝŵĞĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŽƵůĚĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŽďĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ
ĨŽƌďŽƚŚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐĂŶĚĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ͘/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞĨƵŶĚŝŶŐĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞ
WΖƐƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ/ŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŽƵůĚĂǀŽŝĚŝŶĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĨƌŽŵ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘&ŽƌƚŚĞƐĞƌĞĂƐŽŶƐ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚŶŽƚƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůůǇĚŝǀŝĚĞƚŚĞ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϵͲϮϲ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϱŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƚŚŝƐŝŵƉĂĐƚŝƐůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͘

dŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ^ĞŐŵĞŶƚĞǆƚĞŶĚƐĨƌŽŵƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϵͲϲϴ͕>ŝŶĞϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ƚŽũƵƐƚŶŽƌƚŚǁĞƐƚŽĨƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘ƐƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇƚƵƌŶƐƐŽƵƚŚ͕ƚŚĞ
DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚͬWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶĂǀĂĐĂŶƚĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƐŝƚĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶ
ƚŚĞƐŽƵƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞĂƚϰϬϭWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ĂĐƋƵŝƌĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘W^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚĂůƐŽďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚŝƐƐĞŐŵĞŶƚĂƚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘

dŚĞ ĐŽŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐ ƐƚƵĚǇ ŝƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŝůů ŶŽƚ ŶĞŐĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ƚŚĞ ĨĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕
ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͕ǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĂŶĚƐĂĨĞƚǇ͕ĂŶĚƋƵĂůŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐƌĞĂůŵƚŚĂƚǁŝůůĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚĞƚŽ
ƚŚĞ ĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐ ǀŝĂďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ƐƚƵĚǇ ĂůƐŽ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ Ă ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚ ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ
ƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ h͘^͘ ĐŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ĨŽƵŶĚ ŶŽ ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ
ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐĂůŽŶĞŵĂǇůĞĂĚƚŽĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐĚĞĐůŝŶĞŝŶĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶƐ͘dŚĞƌĞŝƐĂƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϵͲϰϯ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽŶĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐŝŶĚŽǁŶƚŽǁŶĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞϰϲͲŵŽŶƚŚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

dŚĞ W ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ďĞůŽǁ ƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŝŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĂŶĚŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵĂŶĚĂƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ/ŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞWƌŽŐƌĂŵƚŽĂƐƐŝƐƚĂůů

/ŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ dƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŽŶƚƌŽů WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ǁŝůů ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĂŶĚ

ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĨŝŶĂŶĐŝĂůůǇĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘

ǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘KƚŚĞƌŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞW͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ

ƉĞƌŝŽĚĨŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ƐŶŽƚĞĚƵŶĚĞƌ/ŵƉĂĐƚ>hͲϭ͕ƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂ

ƚŚĞƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĂŶĚŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵĂŶĚƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ/ŶƚĞƌƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞWƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ǁŝůůĂůƐŽ
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x ^ŝƚĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ ĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ;W^Ϳ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂů
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĂŶĚƐƵďƐǇƐƚĞŵƐǁŝůůŽĐĐƵƌĂƚƚŚĞD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ^ŝƚĞ͘

ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ďĞůŽǁ &d͛Ɛ 'ĞŶĞƌĂů


dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϬͲϰϰ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϭ͕>ŝŶĞϭϱĂŶĚ>ŝƐƚƵůůĞƚϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
>ĂŶĚƵƐĞƐĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽĂŶĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƋƵĂƌƚĞƌŵŝůĞƌĂĚŝƵƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐŝƐƚŝŶŐŽĨƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͕
ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚƚŚĞD^&͕ŝŶĐůƵĚĞŶŽŝƐĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐǁŚĞƌĞƉĞŽƉůĞŶŽƌŵĂůůǇƐůĞĞƉƐƵĐŚĂƐŚŽƚĞůƐĂŶĚ

ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ EŽŝƐĞ ƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞWůĂŶ͗
x /ŶƐƚĂůůƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇŶŽŝƐĞďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐƚŚĂƚƌĞĚƵĐĞƐŽƵŶĚĂƚƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͖
x &ŽƌĂŶǇŝĚůŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝƐĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ƚŚĞĞŶŐŝŶĞƐŚĂůůďĞƐŚƵƚŽĨĨ͖
x ůůĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞĞƋƵŝƉƉĞĚǁŝƚŚŽƉƚŝŵĂůŵƵĨĨůĞƌƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͖

ƐŝŶŐůĞ ĂŶĚ ŵƵůƚŝĨĂŵŝůǇ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ ;ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƐ ĂƚĞŐŽƌǇ Ϯ ƵƐĞƐͿ͕ ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ ƉůĂĐĞƐ ŽĨ ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉ͕ ŵĞĚŝĐĂů

x hƐĞƐŽůĂƌ͕ďĂƚƚĞƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ͕ŽƌŚǇďƌŝĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů͖

ŽĨĨŝĐĞƐ;ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂƐĂƚĞŐŽƌǇϯƵƐĞƐͿ͘&ŽƌƚŚĞƉƵƌƉŽƐĞŽĨƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŝŶŐƚŚĞƌĞƐƵůƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŶŽŝƐĞ

x >ŽĐĂƚĞƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐĂƐĨĂƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͖

ŝŵƉĂĐƚĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŝŶƚŚŝƐZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐŶĞĂƌĞƐƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶ

x >ŽĐĂƚĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇŶŽŝƐĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐĂƐĨĂƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͖

ŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĞĚ ŝŶƚŽ ŐƌŽƵƉƐ ďǇ ŐĞŽŐƌĂƉŚŝĐ ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ ĂƐ ƐŚŽǁŶ ŝŶ Figure 4.10-5: Noise Sensitive Receptor
Groups͘dŚĞƐĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌŐƌŽƵƉƐĂƌĞƵƐĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶŶŽŝƐĞͲƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƌŽƵŶĚƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƚŚĞĂƌĞĂƐ
ǁŚĞƌĞďĂƐĞůŝŶĞŶŽŝƐĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐǁĂƐĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ͘ůƚŚŽƵŐŚƚŚĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌŐƌŽƵƉƐƐŚŽǁŶĚŽŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞĂůů
ƚŚĞƌĞĐĞŝǀĞƌƉŽŝŶƚƐĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞŵŽĚĞůŝŶŐĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ͕ƚŚĞƐĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŐƌŽƵƉƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĂůůŶŽŝƐĞͲ
ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐŶĞĂƌĞƐƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƚŚĞŐƌĞĂƚĞƐƚƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
ĚũĂĐĞŶƚĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůĂŶĚŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂůƵƐĞƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞŶŽƚŶŽŝƐĞͲƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ;ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ͕ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌŐƌŽƵƉƐ^ŝƚĞ
ʹŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂůŽŶŐ͘YƵĞĞŶ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕^ŝƚĞʹŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂůŽŶŐWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ͖ůŽĚŐŝŶŐƵƐĞƐ
ĂůŽŶŐ t͘ ĞŶƚƵƌǇ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ ^ŝƚĞ  ʹ ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů ĂŶĚ ůŽĚŐŝŶŐ ƵƐĞƐ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƚŚĞƌŶ ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ t͘
ĞŶƚƵƌǇŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕^ŝƚĞ:ʹŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂůŽŶŐ͘DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ĂŶĚ^ŝƚĞ<ʹŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂůŽŶŐ͘ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͿďƵƚĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶͲƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ;ĂƐĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŝŶŵŽƌĞĚĞƚĂŝů
ďĞůŽǁͿ͕ĂƌĞĂůƐŽůŝƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞƉƌŝŽƌůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐĨŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĂůƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ͘ƐƐƵĐŚ͕ƚŚĞĂƌĞĂƐǁŚĞƌĞŶŽŝƐĞ
ĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐǁĂƐĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚĂŶĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞĐŽŵƉƌŝƐĞĚŽĨƚŚĞ
ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƵƐĞƐ͗

x ŶĐůŽƐĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚŝĞƐĞůͲŽƌ ŐĂƐŽůŝŶĞͲƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂů
ďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐǁŚĞƌĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĂŶĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͖
– /ĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĐĂŶŶŽƚďĞĞŶĐůŽƐĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƐŚĞĚŽƌďĂƌƌŝĞƌ͕ƐƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŵƵƐƚďĞ
ŵƵĨĨůĞĚĂŶĚůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞ
ĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
x WŽůĞƉŽǁĞƌƐŚĂůůďĞƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘
x /ŵƉĂĐƚƚŽŽůƐ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐ͕ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚďƌĞĂŬĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚƌŽĐŬĚƌŝůůƐͿƵƐĞĚĨŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐĂůůǇ Žƌ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůůǇ ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ǁŚĞƌĞǀĞƌ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ
ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ Ăŝƌ ĞǆŚĂƵƐƚ ĨƌŽŵ ƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐĂůůǇ ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ƚŽŽůƐ͘ tŚĞƌĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐ ƚŽŽůƐ ŝƐ
ƵŶĂǀŽŝĚĂďůĞ͕ĂŶĞǆŚĂƵƐƚŵƵĨĨůĞƌŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚĂŝƌĞǆŚĂƵƐƚĂŶĚĞǆƚĞƌŶĂůũĂĐŬĞƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞƵƐĞĚ
ǁŚĞƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ůŽǁĞƌ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ͘ YƵŝĞƚĞƌ ƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚƌŝůůƐ ƌĂƚŚĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůůǇ͕ƵƐĞŽĨ͞ƋƵŝĞƚ͟ƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ;ƐƵĐŚĂƐ
ĂƵŐĞƌ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶͿ͕ ǁŚĞƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ŝŶ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŐĞŽƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů ĂŶĚ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ͘

Market Street Segment

x ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ ďĞŚŝŶĚ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĞŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ŝĚůŝŶŐ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͘

x Site 1:ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƵƐĞƐŽŶƚŚĞĞĂƐƚƐŝĚĞŽĨE͘>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞ,ŽůǇ&ĂŝƚŚƉŝƐĐŽƉĂůŚƵƌĐŚ͕
ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐŽŶƚŚĞǁĞƐƚƐŝĚĞŽĨE͘>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͖

x KŶƐŝƚĞͲƐŝŐŶĂŐĞƌĞŵŝŶĚŝŶŐǁŽƌŬĞƌƐƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘

x Site A:ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂůŽŶŐ͘YƵĞĞŶ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͖ĂŶĚ
x Site K͗ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƵƐĞƐĂůŽŶŐ͘ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&EK/^ͲϭŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϬͲϲϭŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF-NOISE-1

Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚŝŶĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚĂĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůͬǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚĂŶĚƐŚĂůůďĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨWƵďůŝĐtŽƌŬƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞWůĂŶ
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x tŚĞŶŶŽƚŝŶƵƐĞŽƌďĞŝŶŐƐƚĂŐĞĚ͕ŚĞĂǀǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƐĨĂƌĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
x &ŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĚƌŝůůĞĚƉŝůĞƐŽƌƐŽŶŝĐƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐŽƌǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ
ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚŽĨƚƌĂĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ͕ĂƐƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚďǇŐĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͘
x ^ĞƋƵĞŶĐĞŶŽŝƐǇĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŽŽĐĐƵƌĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĂŵĞŐĞŶĞƌĂůƚŝŵĞƉĞƌŝŽĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĚĂǇƚŝŵĞŚŽƵƌƐƚŽƚŚĞ
ĞǆƚĞŶƚƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů͘
x ^ĞůĞĐƚƋƵŝĞƚĞƌĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŵĞƚŚŽĚƐǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞĂŶĚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĐĂŶ
ƌĞŵĂŝŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x hŶůĞƐƐĚĞĞŵĞĚŝŶĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĂƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƵƚŝůŝǌĞƌƵďďĞƌƚŝƌĞ
ĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨƚƌĂĐŬŵŽƵŶƚĞĚĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘
x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐƐŚĂůůƚĂŬĞƉůĂĐĞǁŝƚŚŝŶĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐĂƐĨĂƌ
ĨƌŽŵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƐŝƚĞƐĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂůƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
x WƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ Ăƚ ĂĐƚŝǀĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƐŝƚĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐ ĂƌĞĂƐ ƌĞŵŝŶĚŝŶŐ ǁŽƌŬĞƌƐ͕ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐĂŶĚĚĞůŝǀĞƌǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐƚŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
x ZƵŵďůĞ ƐƚƌŝƉƐ Žƌ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ Ăƚ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ ŝŶƚŽ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ůĂǇĚŽǁŶ ĂŶĚ
ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐƚŽƐůŽǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂŶĚůŝŵŝƚǀĞŚŝĐůĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚhŶŝĨŝĞĚ^ĐŚŽŽůŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌƐƚŽĂǀŽŝĚĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝǀĞŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ƐĐŚŽŽů ŚŽƵƌƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐ ŚĞĂǀǇ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĐƌĂŶĞƐ͕ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕
ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞƉƵŵƉƐ͕ƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƚŽŽƉĞƌĂƚĞŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨƐĐŚŽŽů
ŚŽƵƌƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚΖƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŽƵůĚďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚ
ƚŽ ϱ Ě >ĞƋ ϭͲŚŽƵƌ ĂďŽǀĞ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ ĂŵďŝĞŶƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ Ăƚ <ĞůƐŽ ^ĐŚŽŽů ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ ůŝŶĞ ĂƐ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZ/Z͘ĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚŝƐƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐŚĂůůďĞƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚƚŽŽĐĐƵƌŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ
ŽĨŶŽƌŵĂůƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐŽƌŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐƵĐŚĂƐƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇƐŽƵŶĚǁĂůůƐ͕
ƐŽƵŶĚďůĂŶŬĞƚƐ͕ŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƐŽƵŶĚͲĂƚƚĞŶƵĂƚŝŶŐĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚΖƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐƚŽĂƐƐƵƌĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ͘ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͕ŵŽŶƚŚůǇŶŽŝƐĞ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůǁŝůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘
/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐǁŝůůďĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞWůĂŶ͗
x  ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ tĂƌŶŝŶŐ
ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞĨŝŶĞĚƚŚĂƚĂƌĞϱĚďĞůŽǁƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůŝŵŝƚƐƚŽĂůůŽǁƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚƚŝŵĞĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƚŽƚĂŬĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƚŚĂƚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐĂůůĂůĂƌŵƐĂŶĚ
ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŬĞŶƚŽĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ͘
x /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;ĚͿŝƐĞǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇŚĂůƚĞĚŝŶ
ƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞĂƌĞĂǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞĞǆĐĞĞĚĂŶĐĞŽĐĐƵƌƐ͘dŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽĨƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞĞǆĐĞĞĚŝŶŐƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ
ůĞǀĞů ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ďǇ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ďĞůŽǁ ƚŚĞ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘EŽŝƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞŐĂƚŚĞƌĞĚĂĨƚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞůƐĂƌĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůďĞĨŽƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞĞǆĂŵƉůĞƐ
ŽĨĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĐĂŶďĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͗
– ,ĂůƚŝŶŐͬƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͖
– ZĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĞĚ Žƌ ŝŶƚĞŶƐŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚĞĂǀǇͲĚƵƚǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ďĞŝŶŐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ
ƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇ͖
– KƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƚŚĞůŽǁĞƐƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƉŽǁĞƌůĞǀĞůƐ͖
– DŽĚŝĨǇŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚĂŵƉĞŶŝŶŐŽĨŵĞƚĂůƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƌĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŵĞƚĂůͲ
ƚŽͲŵĞƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR
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PDF NOISE-2

Construction Vibration Reduction Plan (CCP)

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŵŝƚĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ Ăƚ ŶĞĂƌďǇ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĨƌŽŵǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĐƌĞĂƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚŝŶĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ
ǁŝƚŚ Ă ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůͬǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ ĂŶĚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ ŽĨ WƵďůŝĐ
tŽƌŬƐ͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞďƵƚŶŽƚďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ďŽƌŶĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĂƌĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͗
x WƌĞͲĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƚŚĂƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐďƵƚŝƐŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ͗
– WŚŽƚŽƐŽĨĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐĂŶĚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐƚŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĚĂŵĂŐĞĚĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚŝƐĐƌĂĐŬƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƉŚŽƚŽƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐƌĂĐŬƐĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŽŶŽƌĂƚƚŚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇĞĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘/ŵĂŐĞƐŽĨŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝĨƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
WŚŽƚŽƐŝŶƚŚĞƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞůĂďĞůůĞĚŝŶĚĞƚĂŝůĂŶĚĚĂƚĞĚ͘
– /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞĐƌĂĐŬƐŝŶƚŚĞǁĂůůƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͕ŝĨĂŶǇ͕ĂŶĚŝŶƐƚĂůůĐƌĂĐŬŐĂƵŐĞƐŽŶ
ƐƵĐŚǁĂůůƐŽĨƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƚŽŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŝŶĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐƌĂĐŬƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘
– ƌĂĐŬ ŐĂƵŐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚ ŽŶ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ͕ ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌůǇ ŽŶ ƐŝĚĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĨĂĐŝŶŐƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
– ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ƚŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ĂŶĚ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƐĞŶƐŽƌƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ ŝŶ
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚĂƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚŝƚĞĐƚ͘dŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨƵŶŝƚƐĂŶĚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƐĞŶƐŽƌƐ
ƐŚĂůůƚĂŬĞŝŶƚŽĂĐĐŽƵŶƚƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ƚĂŬĞŶ ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ůĞǀĞůƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƵƌƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ĂŶĚ
ŝĨͬǁŚĞŶůĞǀĞůƐĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ͘
– ůŝŶĞĂŶĚŐƌĂĚĞƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵƌǀĞǇĂƚƚŚĞĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ͘
x  sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƵƌŝŶŐĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗
– ZĞŐƵůĂƌůǇŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĂŶĚƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚĐƌĂĐŬŐĂƵŐĞƐ͕ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽďĞ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƉŽƐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ͘ 'ĂƵŐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĞĚ ĞǀĞƌǇ ƚǁŽ ǁĞĞŬƐ͕ Žƌ ŵŽƌĞ
ĨƌĞƋƵĞŶƚůǇĚƵƌŝŶŐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨĂĐƚŝǀĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝŽŶƐŝŶĐůŽƐĞƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇƚŽĐƌĂĐŬŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƐ͘
– dŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůůŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĂŶĚĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇƐƚŽƌĞƚŚĞƉĞĂŬƉĂƌƚŝĐůĞǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇ
;WWsͿŝŶŝŶĐŚĞƐͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ͘sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂƐŚĂůůďĞƐƚŽƌĞĚŽŶĂŽŶĞͲƐĞĐŽŶĚŝŶƚĞƌǀĂů͘dŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůů
ĂůƐŽďĞƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚĨŽƌƚǁŽƉƌĞƐĞƚǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇůĞǀĞůƐ͗ĂƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐǁŚĞŶWWs
ůĞǀĞůƐǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞ&d͛ƐƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚŽĨƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞĨŽƌĂďƵŝůĚŝŶŐŐŝǀĞŶŝƚƐĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚĂ
ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚŝƐϬ͘ϬϱŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ;WWsͿůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů͘dŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůůĂůƐŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌĞĂůͲƚŝŵĞĂůĞƌƚǁŚĞŶƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐĞǆĐĞĞĚĞŝƚŚĞƌŽĨƚŚĞƚǁŽƉƌĞƐĞƚůĞǀĞůƐ͘
– /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ ůĞǀĞů ;WWsͿ ŝƐ ƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŽĨ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚƐƚĞƉƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ
ŚĂůƚŝŶŐŽƌƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚƵƐŝŶŐůŽǁĞƌǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƚĞĐŚŶŝƋƵĞƐ͘
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

– /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů;WWsͿŝƐƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĞĚ͕ŚĂůƚƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ
ŽĨƚŚĞƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĂƌĞĂĂŶĚǀŝƐƵĂůůǇŝŶƐƉĞĐƚƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĨŽƌĂŶǇĚĂŵĂŐĞ͘ZĞƐƵůƚƐŽĨƚŚĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶŵƵƐƚ
ďĞůŽŐŐĞĚ͘/ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐƚĞƉƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ůĞǀĞů͘sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂĚĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŶĞǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĞƚŚŽĚƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇƚŚĂƚƚŚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůŝƐďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;WWsͿ͘ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŵĂǇƚŚĞŶƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞƌŝƐŬŽĨƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽŚƵŵĂŶĂŶŶŽǇĂŶĐĞ͗
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐƚŽϯϭϬĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƌŽůůĞƌƚŽϭϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨůĂƌŐĞďƵůůĚŽǌĞƌƚŽϴϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

– /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ǁŽƌŬ ŽĐĐƵƌƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ ŽĨ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ ƵƐĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚǁŽ ƉƌĞƐĞƚ ǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇ ůĞǀĞůƐ͗ Ă ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇ ůĞǀĞů ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐ ǁŚĞŶ WWs ůĞǀĞůƐ
ǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞ&dƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚŽĨƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞϬ͘ϭϮŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚĨŽƌĂďƵŝůĚŝŶŐŐŝǀĞŶŝƚƐĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ĂŶĚĂǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚŝƐϬ͘ϬϭϮŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ;WWsͿůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů͘

– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐĂŝƐƐŽŶĚƌŝůůŝŶŐƚŽϴϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

– ŽůůĞĐƚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂĨƌŽŵƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂŶĚƌĞƉŽƌƚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐƚŽƚŚĞ:ŽŝŶƚWŽǁĞƌƐƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŚŝĞĨ ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ KĨĨŝĐŝĂů ŽŶ Ă ĚĂŝůǇ ďĂƐŝƐ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂŶŶŽƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂƐŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƚŽĞǆƉůĂŝŶĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŝŶǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐ͘

– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƐŵĂůůďƵůůĚŽǌĞƌƚŽϮϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

x WŽƐƚͲŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƉĂŝƌƐ͗

– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨůŽĂĚĞĚƚƌƵĐŬƐƚŽϳϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘
– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐƚŽϰϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϬϮ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϭ͕>ŝŶĞϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

– WƌŽǀŝĚĞĂƌĞƉŽƌƚƚŽƚŚĞ:ŽŝŶƚWŽǁĞƌƐƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇĂŶĚͬŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇŚŝĞĨƵŝůĚŝŶŐKĨĨŝĐŝĂůƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ
ĐƌĂĐŬĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶƚŽĂ
ŶĂƌƌĂƚŝǀĞ ƐƵŵŵĂƌǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐ͕ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚƐŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĞƉŽƐƚͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂƚĞŽĨĐƌĂĐŬƐĂŶĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚǁĞƌĞ
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͕ ĂůŽŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ŝŵĂŐĞƐ ŽĨ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƌĞůĞǀĂŶƚ
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͕ Žƌ ůĂĐŬ ŽĨ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͕ ŽĨ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚƐ ƐŚĂůů
ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚůǇŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚĞĚĂŵĂŐĞ͕ŝĨĂŶǇ͕ĐĂƵƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚͬŽƌƐŚŽǁŚŽǁƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĚŝĚŶŽƚ
ĐĂƵƐĞƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůĚĂŵĂŐĞƚŽƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘dŚĞƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂƌĞůĂƚĞĚ
ƚŽƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ĂƐǁĞůůĂƐƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞĞĨĨŽƌƚƐƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶƚŽĂǀŽŝĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘&ŝŶĂůůǇ͕Ă
ƉŽƐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶůŝŶĞĂŶĚŐƌĂĚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůĂůƐŽďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘

dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚǁŽW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘dŚĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƚŚĞ

– WĞƌĨŽƌŵƌĞƉĂŝƌƐƚŽďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐŝĨĚĂŵĂŐĞŝƐĐĂƵƐĞĚďǇǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŽƌŵŽǀĞŵĞŶƚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ ZĞƉĂŝƌƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ͕ ĨŽƌ ĞǆĂŵƉůĞ͕ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ ƚŚĂƚ
ĞǆƉĂŶĚĞĚĂƐĂƌĞƐƵůƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůĚĂŵĂŐĞǀŝƐŝďůĞŝŶƉŽƐƚͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ͕Žƌ
ŚŽůĞƐŽƌĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƉŽŝŶƚƐƚŚĂƚǁĞƌĞŶĞĞĚĞĚĨŽƌƐŚŽƌŝŶŐŽƌƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ͘ZĞƉĂŝƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ
ƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚǁŝůůŶŽƚĂƉƉůǇƚŽŐĞŶĞƌĂůƌĞŚĂďŝůŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŽƌƌĞƐƚŽƌĂƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘

ƐŽƵŶĚ͘EŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵĨĂŶƐĂŶĚǀĞŶƚŝůĂƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐĐĂŶĂůƐŽĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚĞƚŽƚŚŝƐƐŽƵƌĐĞ͘

ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘
ĂĐŚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽƚƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵƚŚĞŵĞĚŝƵŵͲƚŽŚŝŐŚͲǀŽůƚĂŐĞƉŽǁĞƌĨĞĞĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ
ĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉŽǁĞƌĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞƐƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚϳϱϬͲǀŽůƚĚŝƌĞĐƚĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ;sͿŶĞĞĚĞĚƚŽƉŽǁĞƌƚŚĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ
ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĂŶĐŝůůĂƌǇ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘  ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŝƐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ŝŶ Section 3.0͕ 3.5.5:
Power Distribution System Substations͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶƐŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϬϮ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϯ͕>ŝŶĞƐϵĂŶĚϭϮŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
EŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵƚƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵĞƌƐĂŶĚƐŝŵŝůĂƌĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƐƵƐƵĂůůǇĂůŽǁͲĨƌĞƋƵĞŶĐǇ;ϲϬ,ǌͿŚƵŵŵŝŶŐ
dƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵĞƌ ŶŽŝƐĞǁŝůů ͞ƚƌĂŶƐŵŝƚ͟ ĂŶĚ ĂƚƚĞŶƵĂƚĞ ĂƚĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚ ƌĂƚĞƐ ĚĞƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƚƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵĞƌ ƐŝǌĞ͕
ǀŽůƚĂŐĞ ƌĂƚŝŶŐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘  dŚĞ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƚŚĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŽĨ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĨƌŽŵ ǁŚĂƚ ŝƐ ƚĞƌŵĞĚ ĐŽƌŽŶĂ
ĚŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞ͘EŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵĐŽƌŽŶĂĚŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞĂŶĚƐŝŵŝůĂƌĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůƉŚĞŶŽŵĞŶĂĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚŚŝŐŚǀŽůƚĂŐĞ
ƚƌĂŶƐŵŝƐƐŝŽŶůŝŶĞƐŝƐŚĞĂƌĚĂƐĂĐƌĂĐŬŝŶŐŽƌŚŝƐƐŝŶŐƐŽƵŶĚ͕ǁŚŝĐŚĐŽŵŵŽŶůǇǀĂƌŝĞƐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŚƵŵŝĚŝƚǇ͘tŚŝůĞ
ĚŝƐƚŝŶĐƚŝǀĞĂƚĂƐŚŽƌƚĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ͕ƚŚŝƐŶŽŝƐĞŝƐƚǇƉŝĐĂůůǇŽŶůǇĂďŽƵƚϰϬƚŽϱϬĚŽƌůĞƐƐĂŶĚǁŽƵůĚŶŽƚďĞůŽƵĚ

x dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞƌŝƐŬŽĨƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂůĂŶĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĚĂŵĂŐĞ͗

ĞŶŽƵŐŚ ƚŽ ĐĂƵƐĞ Ă ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞ ŝŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ Ăƚ ďŽƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ D^& ƐŝƚĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ

– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƌŽůůĞƌĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇƚŽŶŽƚďĞǁŝƚŚŝŶϱϱĨĞĞƚĂŶĚϯϬĨĞĞƚ
ŽĨƚŚĞŶĞĂƌĞƐƚŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌ͕ƌĞƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞůǇ͘

ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘ tŚĞŶ ƚĂŬŝŶŐ ŝŶƚŽ ĂĐĐŽƵŶƚ ƚŚĞ

– >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇƚŽŽŶĞ;ϭͿƉŝĞĐĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚŝŶϰϱ
ĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

>ĞƋ͕ǁŚŝĐŚŝƐƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂůůǇĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚŶŽƚƉĞƌĐĞŝǀĂďůĞ͘tŝƚŚƚŚĞĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŶŽŝƐĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĚ

– /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͕ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůŽŶůǇďĞƵƐĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞŚŽƵƌƐŽĨϳ͗ϬϬ
D ƚŽ ϳ͗ϬϬ WD͘ /Ĩ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ ƉŝůĞ ĚƌŝǀŝŶŐ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ƵƐĞ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ
ŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐŝŶƐĞƌƚŝŽŶ͘

ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƚƌĂŶƐĨŽƌŵĞƌƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ŶĞŐůŝŐŝďůĞ͘ ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůůǇ͕ ĂƐ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ

ŶŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƚƌĂŶƐŵŝƐƐŝŽŶůŝŶĞƌĂŶŐŝŶŐĨƌŽŵϰϬƚŽϱϬĚ͕ƚŚŝƐƌĞƐƵůƚƐŝŶĂŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϬ͘ϭĚ
ĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚD^&ƐŝƚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚŽƌWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇ͕ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ W& EK/^Ͳϭ ǁŽƵůĚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ
ŵĞĐŚĂŶŝĐĂůĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŽďĞĞŶĐůŽƐĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƐŚĞĚŽƌďĂƌƌŝĞƌƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͘
dŚƵƐ͕ƚŚĞŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϮ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϯ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϰ
Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Site

Approximate Address

ϮϬϱDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
ϯϬϬYƵĞĞŶ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

<


ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂů

ϳϭϮDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ


ϳϮϴ<ĞůƐŽ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
ϯϲϴϭŚĂƉŵĂŶ>ĂŶĞ
ϲϯϲ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

,
D
&

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϲϮϵƌďŽƌsŝƚĂĞ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

'

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ϱϬϬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
/

Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ϯϱϬϬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
>

ϳϮ͘ϴ
ϳϯ͘Ϯ
ϲϮ͘ϳ
ϳϭ͘ϱ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϳ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϵ͕ϮϬϭϴ
:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϮϭ͕ϮϬϭϵ
:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϮϯ͕ϮϬϭϵ
ϰ͘ϭϬͲϰϱ

ϲϴ͘ϭ
ϲϱ͘ϰ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϳ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϵ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϳϲ͘ϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϯ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϲϰ͘ϯ
ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϭ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϭ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϯ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϲϵ͘ϱ
ϲϳ͘ϲ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϭ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϯ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϲϯ͘ϱ

EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϴ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϳϯ͘ϵ
ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϲ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϳ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϵ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϲϳ͘ϭ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϲ͕ϮϬϭϴ
EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϴ͕ϮϬϭϵ
WƵďůŝĐZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϯ͘ϴ

ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϳ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϵ͕ϮϬϭϴ

Monitored Date

ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚhƐĞ

Existing Land Use

ϲϯ͘ϴ
ϳϬ͘ϵ

ϳϱ͘ϵ
ϳϲ͘ϲ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ
ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϵ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ϲϲ͘ϲ
ϲϳ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ
ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϲϰ͘ϲ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϲϰ͘ϲ

ϳϯ͘Ϯ
ϳϯ͘ϵ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

Average

ůĞĂƌůǇͬEŽƌŵĂůůǇ
ŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

EŽƌŵĂůůǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
ŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞͬEŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ



Manchester Boulevard Segment

ϮϬϭDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

:

Market Street Segment

ϴϭ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϴϯ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϴϳ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϴϵ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϵϲ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϬϬ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϬϲŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
Noise Exposure
Compatibility
Category

͞WƵďůŝĐ͟ƚŽ͞ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů͟ŝŶTables 4.10-12, 4.0-13, 4.0-15, 4.0-16, 4.0-17, 4.0-18, 4.0-19, 4.0-20, 4.0-21,

PM Peak
Hour

4.0-22, 4.0-23, 4.0-24, and4.10-25ŽŶWĂŐĞƐϰ͘ϭϬͲϱϬ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϱϮ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϲϵ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϳϭ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϳϱ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϳϳ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲ

AM Peak
Hour

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽĐŚĂŶŐĞƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐůĂŶĚƵƐĞĂƚŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͞^ŝƚĞ<͟ĨƌŽŵ

1-hour Leq (dBA)

Table 4.10-12
Short-term (1-hour) Ambient Noise Measurements (Daytime)

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ϭϬϬϮϯWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
ϰϬϮϬĞŶƚƵƌǇŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ




ϯϬϬYƵĞĞŶ^ƚƌĞĞƚ



>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

WůĂĐĞŽĨtŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

ϳϳ͘ϯ
ϳϳ͘ϭ
ϳϱ͘ϭ
ϳϰ͘ϰ
ϳϮ͘ϴ
ϳϯ͘ϭ

Monitored Date
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϭ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϭϯ͕ϮϬϭϴ
EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϰ͕ϮϬϭϴ
EŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϳ͕ϮϬϭϴ
ĞĐĞŵďĞƌϰ͕ϮϬϭϴ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϳϭ͘ϳ

ϳϱ͘ϰ

ϳϴ͘ϱ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘ϭ

PM Peak
Hour

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ϳϭϮDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

ϴϮϯWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
ϭϬϬϮϯWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ
ϰϬϮϬĞŶƚƵƌǇŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ





>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

WůĂĐĞŽĨtŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ƵŐƵƐƚϱ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϱ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϱ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϱ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϰ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϰ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϱ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϰ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϯ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϰ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϯ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϯ͕ϮϬϮϬ

ƵŐƵƐƚϯ͕ϮϬϮϬ

Monitored Date

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϳ

____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.1-3: Short-term (15-minute) Ambient Noise Measurements (Nighttime) for monitoring data sheets.
Note: Nighttime measurements took place between 8:00 PM to 9:45 PM.

ϲϯϲ,ĂƌĚǇ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

&

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ϳϮϴ<ĞůƐŽ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
ϯϲϴϭŚĂƉŵĂŶ>ĂŶĞ

,

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ϲϮϵƌďŽƌsŝƚĂĞ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

D

'

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂů

ϱϬϬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

/


ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

WƵďůŝĐZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚhƐĞ

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

Prairie Avenue Segment

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϲ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

Average

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϱϲ͘ϲ

ϲϭ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϱϴ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϱϳ͘ϴ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

15-minute dBA

Table 4.10-13
Short-term (15 minute) Ambient Noise Measurements (Nighttime)

ϯϱϬϬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ

>

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ϮϬϱDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

<

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



Approximate Address

Market Street Segment
:
ϮϬϭDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ

Site

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



ϴϮϯWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ



Existing Land Use

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇͬůĞĂƌůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

Noise Exposure
Compatibility
Category

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
ŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
ŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

ůĞĂƌǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
ŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

ůĞĂƌǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
ŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

ůĞĂƌǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

EŽƌŵĂůůǇ
/ŶĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

ůĞĂƌǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

ůĞĂƌǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

ůĞĂƌǇŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞ

Noise Exposure
Compatibility
Category

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.1-2: Short-term (1-hour) Ambient Noise Measurement (Daytime) for monitoring data sheets.
Note: Two sets of measurements were taken on nonsuccessive days for each site. AM Peak hour measurements taking place between 7:00 AM to 10:00 AM. PM peak hour measurements took place
between 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM.

Approximate Address

Site

1-hour Leq (dBA)
AM Peak
Hour

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ>

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,

Meridian Consultants
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ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ&

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ
ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ
ϱϵ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

^ŝƚĞ

ϳϲ͘ϳ
ϳϬ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
^ŝƚĞ

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ



>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

^ŝƚĞϱ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϵ

ϱϴ͘ϳ

ϲϭ͘ϳ

ϱϳ͘ϲ

ϲϬ͘ϲ

ϲϯ͘Ϯ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϱϱ͘ϭ

ϱϴ͘ϭ

ϱϲ͘ϲ

ϱϵ͘ϲ

ϱϯ͘ϱ

ϱϲ͘ϲ

ϱϲ͘ϱ

ϱϵ͘ϱ

ϱϴ͘Ϭ

ϲϭ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϯ

ϱϯ͘ϱ

ϱϲ͘ϱ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

Ϯ͘ϬͲϰϴ

ϲϰ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

ϳϰ͘ϲ

ϳϳ͘ϲ

ϲϬ͘ϵ

ϲϯ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϭ

ϱϳ͘ϵ

ϲϬ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϳ͘ϲ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

ϲϬ͘ϴ

ϲϴ͘ϲ

ϲϯ͘Ϭ

ϲϴ͘ϭ

ϲϰ͘ϵ

ϳϬ͘ϳ

ϲϲ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϲϳ͘ϰ

ϳϲ͘ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϳ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϳ

ϳϭ͘ϴ

ϳϳ͘ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϰ

ϳϲ͘Ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϬ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϲ

ϳϰ͘ϳ

ϳϴ͘ϭ

ϳϭ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϴ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϬ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϲϬ͘ϵ

ϲϱ͘ϴ

ϲϴ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϳ͘ϳ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Table 4.10-15
Phase 1 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϰ

^ŝƚĞ

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞD

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ



Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor



ϱϮ͘Ϭ

ϱϱ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϭ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϬ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϳϬ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ
ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϭ

ϱϬ͘ϳ

ϱϯ͘ϳ

ϱϮ͘ϭ

ϱϱ͘ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϱ͘ϴ

ϲϭ͘ϵ

ϲϰ͘ϵ

ϲϰ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

ϰϴ͘ϭ

ϱϭ͘ϭ

ϱϬ͘Ϯ

ϱϯ͘Ϯ

ϲϰ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

ϰϴ͘ϴ

ϱϭ͘ϵ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϳ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ

ϳϲ͘ϱ

ϳϭ͘ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϰ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϲϯ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϱϴ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘ϰ

ϲϳ͘ϰ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϱϱ͘ϲ

ϲϮ͘ϯ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Table 4.10-16
Phase 2 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.
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WƵďůŝĐ

^ŝƚĞ<

Time Period

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-2 for construction noise (Phase 1) worksheets.

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ
^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<
^ŝƚĞD

ϳϬ͘ϲ
ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ
ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

ϱϬ͘Ϯ

ϱϯ͘Ϯ

ϰϴ͘ϭ

ϱϭ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϴ

ϲϲ͘ϳ

ϲϮ͘ϱ

ϲϱ͘ϱ

ϲϮ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘Ϯ

ϱϭ͘ϲ

ϱϰ͘ϳ

ϱϯ͘Ϭ

ϱϲ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϱϭ͘ϵ

ϱϰ͘ϵ

ϲϵ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϴ͘ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

Meridian Consultants
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Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
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ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϯ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϰ͘ϲ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϰ

ϲϲ͘ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϭ

ϳϴ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϯ͘ϴ

ϳϴ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ
ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϯ

ϱϮ͘Ϯ

ϱϱ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϳϳ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϲϴ͘ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϲϵ͘ϰ

ϳϮ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϲϲ͘ϵ

ϲϵ͘ϵ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϱ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϳ͘ϲ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϲ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϳϱ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϲϵ͘ϳ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϳϱ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Table 4.10-17
Phase 3 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϮ

Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-3 for construction noise (Phase 2) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ
^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<
^ŝƚĞD

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ
ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ
ϱϵ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

ϰϵ͘ϱ

ϱϮ͘ϱ

ϲϴ͘ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϱϴ͘ϴ

ϲϭ͘ϴ

ϱϯ͘ϵ

ϱϲ͘ϵ

ϱϰ͘ϭ

ϱϳ͘ϭ

ϰϳ͘ϭ

ϱϬ͘ϭ

ϰϵ͘ϳ

ϱϮ͘ϳ

ϱϬ͘ϭ

ϱϯ͘ϭ

ϰϵ͘Ϯ

ϱϮ͘Ϯ

ϱϬ͘ϲ

ϱϯ͘ϲ

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

Receptor

Receptor

Existing Land Use

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment



Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϵ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϲϬ͘ϴ

ϲϴ͘ϲ

ϲϮ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

ϲϬ͘ϵ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϲϲ͘ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϭ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ
ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϱ

ϳϰ͘ϴ

ϳϳ͘ϴ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϴ͘ϵ

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϳϴ͘Ϯ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϳϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϱ͘ϲ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϱ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

ϳϭ͘Ϭ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Table 4.10-18
Phase 4 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

Time Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϰ

Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-4 for construction noise (Phase 3) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ

^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20





ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞD

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ
ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϲ͘ϳ
ϳϬ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϱ͘Ϭ
ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϱϯ͘Ϯ



ϳϬ͘Ϭ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϯ͘Ϯ

ϲϲ͘ϱ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

ϲϱ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘Ϭ

ϲϲ͘ϰ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϳϲ͘ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϵ

ϳϴ͘ϲ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϳϵ͘Ϭ

ϳϮ͘Ϭ

ϳϱ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϳ

ϳϱ͘ϲ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϱϲ͘Ϯ

ϲϴ͘ϵ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϲ

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘Ϭ

ϲϰ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϲϯ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘ϵ

ϱϯ͘ϳ

ϱϲ͘ϴ

ϱϱ͘Ϭ

ϱϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϱϰ͘Ϭ

ϱϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϴ

ϳϯ͘ϴ

ϱϰ͘ϭ

ϱϳ͘ϭ

ϲϴ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

Construction
Noise (Max
Leq, 1hr)

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϳ

____________
Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-5 for construction noise (Phase 4) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ>

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ

^ŝƚĞ:
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ
^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<
^ŝƚĞD

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϬ͘ϳ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϴ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ
ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϱϯ͘Ϭ

ϱϲ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϲϱ͘ϵ

ϲϴ͘ϵ

ϲϰ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϲϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϭ

ϱϯ͘ϵ

ϱϲ͘ϵ

ϱϰ͘ϳ

ϱϳ͘ϳ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϰ

ϱϯ͘ϳ

ϱϲ͘ϳ

ϳϭ͘ϱ

ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϵ

ϳϯ͘ϵ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϱϵ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϱ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϲϲ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

ϲϱ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘Ϭ

ϲϲ͘ϰ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϳϴ͘ϳ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϲ

ϳϵ͘ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϳϱ͘ϴ

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϳ

ϳϱ͘ϲ

ϲϴ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘ϭ

ϳϳ͘ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϳϱ͘ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϬ͘ϰ

ϳϯ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϳϱ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

dBA

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

ϱϮ͘ϴ

ϱϱ͘ϴ

ϲϴ͘ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

ϳϰ͘ϲ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϰ

ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time
Period

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-6 for construction noise (Phase 5) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Table 4.10-19
Phase 5 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Existing Land Use

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/

ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ

^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor



Receptor

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)
dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ
ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϬ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ
ϳϲ͘ϳ
ϳϬ͘ϲ
ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϮ͘Ϯ

ϲϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϲϮ͘ϰ

ϲϱ͘ϱ

ϲϮ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘Ϯ

ϱϭ͘ϵ

ϱϰ͘ϵ

ϱϮ͘ϵ

ϱϱ͘ϵ

ϲϵ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϱ

ϱϭ͘ϴ

ϱϰ͘ϴ

ϲϵ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϲϵ͘Ϭ

ϳϮ͘Ϭ

ϱϭ͘ϭ

ϱϰ͘ϭ

ϲϮ͘ϰ

ϲϱ͘ϰ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϭ

ϲϴ͘ϲ

ϲϰ͘ϳ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

ϲϱ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϰ

ϲϲ͘ϰ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϭ

ϳϴ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϯ͘ϳ

ϳϴ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϮ͘Ϯ

ϳϱ͘ϴ

ϳϯ͘ϭ

ϳϲ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϴ

ϳϯ͘ϵ

ϲϰ͘ϴ

ϲϴ͘ϲ

ϲϬ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘ϰ

ϳϬ͘ϴ

ϳϯ͘ϵ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

dBA

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

ϳϮ͘Ϭ

ϳϱ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϵ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϱϵ͘Ϯ

ϲϮ͘Ϯ

ϱϲ͘ϰ

ϱϵ͘ϰ

ϲϵ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϲϯ͘ϳ

ϲϲ͘ϳ

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Table 4.10-20
Phase 6 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time
Period

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϭϬϬ͘ϬϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<
Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞD
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϱϭ͘Ϭ

ϱϰ͘Ϭ

ϱϵ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϮ

ϳϬ͘ϲ
ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϮ͘Ϯ

ϱϬ͘ϲ

ϱϯ͘ϲ

ϱϮ͘Ϯ

ϱϱ͘Ϯ

ϰϴ͘ϵ

ϱϭ͘ϵ

ϱϭ͘ϭ

ϱϰ͘ϭ

ϱϮ͘Ϭ

ϱϱ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϰϵ͘ϵ

ϱϯ͘Ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϴ

ϲϲ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϱ͘ϲ

ϱϴ͘ϵ

ϲϭ͘ϵ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ϲϲ͘ϱ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϯ

ϲϵ͘ϳ

ϲϲ͘ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϭ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϴ

ϳϱ͘ϱ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϰ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϲ͘ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϴ

ϳϯ͘ϴ

ϲϲ͘ϴ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϲϴ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϱϵ͘ϯ

ϲϰ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘ϴ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϵ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

dBA

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

ϲϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϱϰ͘Ϭ

ϱϳ͘Ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ϲϲ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Table 4.10-21
Phase 7 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϰ͘ϴ

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Time
Period

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-7 for construction noise (Phase 6) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.


Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<
^ŝƚĞD

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ
ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ
ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϰϴ͘ϯ

ϱϭ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϱϱ͘ϲ

ϱϴ͘ϳ

ϱϮ͘ϯ

ϱϱ͘ϯ

Existing Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚ
hƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
ǁŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞϱ
^ŝƚĞ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

Existing Land Use

Receptor

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϰ

ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ
ϳϲ͘ϳ
ϳϬ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ
ϳϭ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ
ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϲ͘ϱ

ϳϵ͘ϱ

ϱϴ͘ϴ

ϲϭ͘ϴ

ϳϲ͘ϲ

ϳϵ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘Ϭ

ϳϵ͘Ϭ

ϱϳ͘ϵ

ϲϬ͘ϵ

ϳϯ͘ϰ

ϳϲ͘ϰ

ϳϯ͘ϭ

ϳϲ͘ϭ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϵ͘ϳ

ϳϲ͘ϱ

ϳϵ͘ϲ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϱ͘ϯ

ϳϴ͘ϯ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϱ

ϳϳ͘ϱ

ϴϭ͘ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϳϳ͘ϴ

ϴϭ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϰ

ϳϵ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϴ

ϳϴ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϳ͘ϲ

ϴϬ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϵ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϳϳ͘ϲ

ϳϱ͘ϰ

ϳϴ͘ϱ

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϵ͘ϵ

ϳϮ͘ϵ

ϳϲ͘Ϭ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

dBA

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

ϳϲ͘ϱ

ϳϵ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϱ͘ϴ

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time
Period

Ambient
Noise
Levels

Table 4.10-22
Phase 8 Proposed Project Construction Noise Levels

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϴ͘ϳ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϱϵ͘ϭ

ϲϴ͘ϭ

ϲϮ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϮ͘ϲ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϱϵ͘Ϯ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Time
Period

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-8 for construction noise (Phase 7) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.


Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞ<
^ŝƚĞD

ϲϴ͘ϴ
ϱϵ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ
ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ
ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϮ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϱϴ͘ϭ

ϲϭ͘ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϯ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϰ

ϳϮ͘ϰ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϮ͘Ϯ

ϱϵ͘Ϭ

ϲϮ͘Ϭ

ϱϵ͘ϴ

ϲϮ͘ϴ

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

WƵďůŝĐZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ

^ŝƚĞ
<

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂů

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚhƐĞ

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ

^ŝƚĞ
/
^ŝƚĞ
:
^ŝƚĞ
>

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
Ϯ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
ϭ

Site
ID
Land Use
Market Street Segment

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϭ͘ϵ

Daytime

dBA

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϱϴ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϱϵ͘ϰ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ϱϳ͘ϴ

ϱϰ͘ϲ

Nighttime

Existing Ambient

ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů

ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů

Train
Type

Nighttime

ϯϵ͘ϯ

ϯϯ͘ϭ

ϯϯ͘ϵ
ϰϬ͘ϭ

ϯϯ͘ϭ

ϰϱ͘Ϭ

ϰϱ͘ϵ

ϰϲ͘ϯ

ϯϳ͘ϳ

ϯϴ͘ϲ

ϯϰ͘Ϭ

ϰϳ͘ϭ

ϰϴ͘Ϭ

ϰϳ͘Ϯ

ϯϳ͘ϳ

ϯϴ͘ϲ

ϱϰ͘Ϭ

ϱϰ͘ϴ

ϯϲ͘ϳ

ϰϴ͘ϱ

ϰϵ͘ϯ

ϰϲ͘ϴ

ϰϳ͘ϵ

ϰϴ͘ϳ

ϯϳ͘ϲ

ϯϲ͘ϳ

ϯϳ͘ϲ

ϰϳ͘ϲ

ϰϴ͘ϭ
ϱϭ͘ϴ

ϰϴ͘ϵ
ϱϮ͘ϳ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϳ

Daytime

Modeled Guideway
Noise Levels

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϲϮ͘ϰ

ϲϮ͘ϭ

Daytime
dBA

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϱϴ͘ϳ

ϱϴ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϱϵ͘ϲ

ϱϵ͘ϰ

ϲϯ͘ϵ

ϲϯ͘ϱ

ϱϴ͘Ϯ

ϱϳ͘ϴ

ϱϲ͘ϰ

ϱϱ͘ϱ

Nighttime

Future Ambient Plus
Proposed ATS Trains

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϲϴ͘ϯ

Table 4.10-23
ATS Trains Exterior Noise Levels

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϲ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϴϬ͘Ϭ

ϵϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

ϭϬϬ͘Ϭ

Significance
Threshold

ϳϱ͘ϭ

ϳϰ͘ϱ

ϳϳ͘ϲ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϲϵ͘ϲ

ϳϯ͘ϴ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϴ

ϳϲ͘ϰ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

dBA

Ambient plus
Construction
Noise1

Time
Period

Construction
Noise (Max Leq,
1hr)

____________
Source: SoundPLAN (version 8.2). Refer to Appendix N.4-9 for construction noise (Phase 8) worksheets.
Note: 1 Logarithmic increase = Ambient Noise + Modeled Construction Level.


Existing Land Use

Receptor

Ambient
Noise
Levels

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

нϬ͘ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϱ

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϱ

нϬ͘ϭ

нϬ͘ϰ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϭ͘ϴ

нϬ͘ϵ

Nighttime

Significant
Impact?

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Increase in Noise
Daytime

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

EŽ

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

ͲͲ

Increase Over
Significance
Threshold

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

WůĂĐĞŽĨ
tŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

^ŝƚĞ

^ŝƚĞ

^ŝƚĞ
&
^ŝƚĞ
'
^ŝƚĞ
,
^ŝƚĞ
D
^ŝƚĞ
ϱ
^ŝƚĞ


dBA

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϱϲ͘ϲ

ϲϭ͘ϱ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

ϲϲ͘Ϭ

Nighttime

Daytime

dBA

Nighttime

Existing Ambient

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

Daytime

Train
Type

ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů
ZƵďďĞƌ
dŝƌĞĚ
DŽŶŽƌĂŝů

Train
Type

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Nighttime

ϯϬ͘ϴ
ϯϳ͘ϱ
ϯϬ͘ϰ
ϰϭ͘ϯ
ϯϬ͘Ϭ
ϯϴ͘Ϯ

ϯϴ͘ϯ
ϯϭ͘ϯ
ϰϮ͘ϭ
ϯϬ͘ϵ
ϯϵ͘Ϭ

Daytime

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϵ

Nighttime

Modeled Guideway
Noise Levels

ϰϳ͘Ϯ

ϰϱ͘ϰ

ϰϲ͘ϯ

ϯϭ͘ϲ

ϯϳ͘Ϭ

ϯϳ͘ϴ

ϰϴ͘ϭ

ϯϴ͘ϳ

ϯϵ͘ϲ

ϰϬ͘ϲ

Ϯϲ͘ϲ

Ϯϳ͘ϱ

ϰϭ͘ϱ

ϰϱ͘ϰ

ϰϲ͘ϯ

ϰϬ͘Ϭ

ϯϰ͘ϭ

ϯϱ͘Ϭ

ϰϳ͘ϭ

ϰϱ͘ϭ

ϰϲ͘Ϭ

ϰϬ͘ϵ

ϯϰ͘ϭ

ϯϱ͘ϭ

ϰϳ͘ϵ

ϯϵ͘ϲ
ϰϳ͘ϳ

ϰϬ͘ϰ
ϰϴ͘ϲ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϲϴ

Daytime

Modeled Guideway
Noise Levels

____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N.6-2 for Operational Noise for Modeled Guideway System Worksheets.


Site
ID

Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
ϰ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
ϯ

Site
ID
Land Use
Prairie Avenue Segment

Existing Ambient
dBA

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϱϳ͘Ϭ

ϱϲ͘ϳ

ϲϭ͘ϳ

ϲϭ͘ϱ

ϲϬ͘ϭ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϲϲ͘Ϭ

Nighttime

Daytime
dBA

Nighttime

Future Ambient Plus
Proposed ATS Trains

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

Daytime

Future Ambient Plus
Proposed ATS Trains

Daytime

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Nighttime

Significant
Impact?

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϰ

нϬ͘ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Nighttime

Increase in Noise

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Daytime

Increase in Noise

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Land Use

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚhƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

WůĂĐĞŽĨ
tŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞD
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞϱ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ
ϲϳ͘Ϭ
ϳϯ͘ϯ
ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϰ͘ϵ
ϲϳ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϲ
ϱϲ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϯ
ϲϭ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘ϴ
ϱϵ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϮ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘ϲ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

Ambient
Noise
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time
Period

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ
ϳϮ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϵ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϴ͘Ϭ
ϱϴ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘ϱ
ϳϬ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϰ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϳ͘ϱ
ϲϯ͘ϰ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϭ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϭ͘ϵ
ϱϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Ambient
Noise

Meridian Consultants
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____________
Source: Refer to Appendix N-5.1 for MSF Stationary Source Worksheets.


Land Use

Receptor

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

^ŝƚĞϰ

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Receptor

Time
Period

Ϯ͘ϬͲϳϭ

Ϯϵ͘ϳ

ϯϱ͘ϰ

ϯϬ͘ϴ

ϯϲ͘ϱ

ϯϬ͘ϴ

ϯϲ͘ϰ

ϯϵ͘Ϯ

ϰϰ͘ϵ

ϯϰ͘ϱ

ϰϬ͘Ϯ

ϯϮ͘Ϭ

ϯϳ͘ϲ

ϮϮ͘ϲ

Ϯϴ͘Ϯ

Ϯϴ͘ϲ

ϯϰ͘ϯ

Ϯϲ͘ϲ

MSF Operational
Noise, Leq

Ϯ͘ϬͲϳϬ

ϯϮ͘ϯ

ϰϭ͘ϲ

ϰϳ͘ϯ

ϯϰ͘Ϯ

ϯϵ͘ϵ

ϯϳ͘ϭ

ϰϮ͘ϳ

ϲϬ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘ϵ

ϯϵ͘ϱ

ϰϱ͘Ϯ

ϱϭ͘ϯ

ϱϲ͘ϵ

ϯϮ͘ϳ

ϯϴ͘ϯ

ϯϱ͘Ϯ

ϰϬ͘ϵ

ϯϯ͘ϱ

ϯϵ͘ϭ

MSF Operational
Noise, Leq

ϲϭ͘ϵ

ϳϳ͘Ϯ

ϲϲ͘Ϭ

ϳϭ͘Ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϴ

ϳϰ͘Ϭ

ϲϵ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϲϮ͘ϰ

ϳϬ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϱ

ϳϯ͘ϱ

ϲϰ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϲϯ͘ϰ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϱϳ͘ϴ

ϲϰ͘ϭ

ϱϰ͘ϲ

dBA

ϳϬ͘Ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϯ

ϲϳ͘Ϭ

ϳϲ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϳϰ͘ϵ

ϱϲ͘ϳ

ϲϳ͘ϲ

ϲϭ͘ϱ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϲϲ͘Ϯ

ϳϮ͘ϲ

ϳϬ͘ϲ

ϳϲ͘ϳ

ϳϭ͘ϲ

MSF Operational Noise
plus Ambient, leq

dBA

MSF Operational Noise
plus Ambient, leq

Table 4.10-24
Modeled Operational Noise Levels

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Increase Over
Ambient, Leq

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϯ͘ϵ

нϮ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

нϬ͘ϰ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Increase Over
Ambient, Leq

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WƵďůŝĐZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ<

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůͬDŝǆĞĚhƐĞ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ/
^ŝƚĞ:
^ŝƚĞ>

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
WůĂĐĞŽĨ
tŽƌƐŚŝƉͬ>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ
>ŽĚŐŝŶŐ

^ŝƚĞϰ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞ&
^ŝƚĞ'
^ŝƚĞ,
^ŝƚĞD
^ŝƚĞ
^ŝƚĞϱ

ϲϯ͘ϰ
ϱϱ͘ϴ
ϲϴ͘ϴ
ϲϭ͘ϯ
ϳϯ͘Ϭ
ϲϱ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Meridian Consultants
251-.004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϳϮ

ϳϯ͘ϲ
ϲϲ͘ϭ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Ϯ͘ϬͲϳϯ

ϳϮ͘ϭ
ϲϰ͘ϲ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϭ͘ϯ
ϲϯ͘ϴ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘ϴ
ϱϳ͘ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϱ͘ϯ
ϱϳ͘ϴ

ϱϮ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϱϵ͘ϳ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ
ϲϱ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϳϮ͘ϭ
ϲϰ͘ϱ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϲϰ͘Ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϰϭ͘ϯ

ϰϮ͘ϭ

ϯϴ͘Ϯ

ϯϵ͘Ϭ

ϯϳ͘ϱ

ϯϴ͘ϯ

ϰϳ͘Ϯ

ϰϴ͘ϭ

ϰϳ͘ϭ

ϰϳ͘ϵ

ϰϱ͘ϰ

ϰϲ͘ϯ

ϯϴ͘ϳ

ϯϵ͘ϲ

ϰϱ͘ϰ

ϰϲ͘ϯ

ϰϱ͘ϭ

Ϯϵ͘ϳ

ϯϱ͘ϰ

ϯϬ͘ϴ

ϯϲ͘ϱ

ϯϬ͘ϴ

ϯϲ͘ϰ

ϯϵ͘Ϯ

ϰϰ͘ϵ

ϯϰ͘ϱ

ϰϬ͘Ϯ

ϯϮ͘Ϭ

ϯϳ͘ϲ

ϮϮ͘ϲ

Ϯϴ͘Ϯ

Ϯϴ͘ϲ

ϯϰ͘ϯ

Ϯϲ͘ϲ

ϯϮ͘ϯ

ϰϭ͘ϲ
ϳϭ͘ϳ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϰϲ͘Ϭ

ϲϰ͘ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Maximum
Stationary
Noise
Levels3

ϰϳ͘ϯ

ϯϰ͘Ϯ

ϯϵ͘ϵ

ϯϳ͘ϭ

ϰϮ͘ϳ

ϲϬ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘ϵ

ϯϵ͘ϱ

ϰϱ͘Ϯ

ϱϭ͘ϯ

ϱϲ͘ϵ

ϯϮ͘ϳ

ϯϴ͘ϯ

ϯϱ͘Ϯ

ϰϬ͘ϵ

ϯϯ͘ϱ

ϯϵ͘ϭ

dBA

Maximum
Stationary
Noise
Levels3

dBA
ϰϳ͘ϳ

2

Maximum
Noise
Levels at
Guideway

ϰϴ͘ϲ

ϯϵ͘ϯ

ϰϬ͘ϭ

ϰϲ͘ϯ

ϰϳ͘Ϯ

ϰϱ͘Ϭ

ϰϱ͘ϵ

ϰϳ͘ϭ

ϰϴ͘Ϭ

ϰϲ͘ϴ

ϰϳ͘ϲ

ϱϰ͘Ϭ

ϱϰ͘ϴ

ϰϳ͘ϵ

ϰϴ͘ϳ

ϱϭ͘ϴ

ϱϮ͘ϳ

2

Maximum
Noise
Levels at
Guideway

Time Period

Future LongTerm (2045)
With Project
Roadway
Noise Levels1

ϳϭ͘ϵ

ϲϮ͘ϳ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϱϵ͘ϴ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ
ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϲϳ͘ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϮ͘ϳ

ϱϯ͘ϯ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

ϲϬ͘ϵ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ

EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

ϱϴ͘ϳ
ϱϭ͘Ϯ

ĂǇƚŝŵĞ
EŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ

Time Period

____________
Notes: 1 Refer to Table 4.10-20 for Roadway Noise Levels
2
Refer to Table 4.10-23 for Monorail Guideway System operational noise levels.
3
Refer to Table 4.10-25 for MSF Operational Noise Levels
4
Logarithmic increase = Roadway Noise + Guideway Noise + Stationary MSF Noise

Land Use

ĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůͬZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

Sensitive
Receptor ID

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

^ŝƚĞϯ

Prairie Avenue Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

^ŝƚĞϮ

Manchester Boulevard Segment

ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů

Land Use

^ŝƚĞϭ

Market Street Segment

Sensitive
Receptor ID

Future LongTerm (2045)
With Project
Roadway
Noise Levels1

ϲϲ͘ϭ

ϳϯ͘ϲ

ϲϰ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϲϯ͘ϴ

ϳϭ͘ϯ

ϱϳ͘ϴ

ϲϰ͘ϵ

ϱϴ͘Ϯ

ϲϱ͘ϰ

ϱϯ͘ϭ

ϱϵ͘ϵ

ϲϱ͘ϱ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ

ϲϰ͘ϲ

ϳϮ͘ϭ

ϲϰ͘ϯ

ϳϭ͘ϳ

ϲϰ͘ϰ

Future
Roadway plus
Maximum
Noise at
Guideway plus
Stationary

ϳϮ͘Ϭ

ϲϱ͘ϱ

ϳϯ͘Ϭ

ϲϭ͘ϱ

ϲϴ͘ϴ

ϲϭ͘ϲ

ϲϳ͘ϵ

ϲϮ͘ϴ

ϳϬ͘Ϯ

ϲϯ͘ϭ

ϳϬ͘ϰ

ϲϬ͘ϴ

ϲϳ͘ϱ

ϱϰ͘ϱ

ϲϭ͘Ϯ

ϱϰ͘ϲ

ϱϵ͘ϳ

Future
Roadway plus
Maximum
Noise at
Guideway plus
Stationary

Table 4.10-25
Composite Operational Noise (Roadway, ATS Trains, and Stationary Sources)

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Significant
Impact?

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϱ

нϬ͘ϭ

нϬ͘ϰ

нϬ͘ϭ

нϬ͘ϵ

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϭ

Increase
in
Composite
Noise3

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
Maech 2022

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϱ͘ϴ

нϰ͘ϱ

нϬ͘ϭ

Ϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘ϰ

нϬ͘Ϯ

нϭ͘Ϭ

нϬ͘Ϯ

нϭ͘Ϯ

нϬ͘ϯ

нϯ͘ϴ

нϭ͘Ϭ

Increase
in
Composite
Noise3
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

Section 4.12
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2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x WƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞƐƚƌĞĞƚĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽŝƚǇƐĞƌǀŝĐĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚƌĂƐŚƉŝĐŬƵƉĂŶĚ
ƐƚƌĞĞƚƐǁĞĞƉŝŶŐƐĞƌǀŝĐĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ĚƵƌŝŶŐƉůĂŶŶĞĚƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x ^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĂǀŽŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĂŶĚĂƌĞƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚŽŶůǇǁŚĞŶĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘ĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞĚĞƚŽƵƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝĨƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͘

Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐĂŶĚdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚďǇŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ
&ŽƌĐĞ;ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞWͿ͕ƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚͬŽƌƚŚĞ:W͕ĂŶĚǁŝůůĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ

x hƐĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĐŽŶƚƌŽůŽĨĨŝĐĞƌƐͬĨůĂŐŐĞƌƐĂƐĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĂŶĚĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚ
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘

ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƚŽƉŝĐƐ͗

x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘

x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚŽƚŚĞƌƉƵďůŝĐŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐďŽƵŶĚĂƌŝĞƐ͘

x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽĂůůďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐŝŵƉĂĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƌŽĂĚǁĂǇĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘

x ĞƚŽƵƌƌŽƵƚĞƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ͕ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ͕ďŝĐǇĐůĞ͕ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚĂŶĚƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨůŽǁ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƚƌŝĐƚĞĚĂĐĐĞƐƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŝŽĚǁŝƚŚƐƉĞĐŝĂůĂƚƚĞŶƚŝŽŶ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚŚĞĂǀǇƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨƌŽŵĞǀĞŶƚƐƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚĂƚ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌǀĞŶƵĞƐŝŶ
ƚŚĞ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ^ƉŽƌƚƐĂŶĚŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĂƚ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬ͕ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ
ĂƐŬĞƚďĂůůĂŶĚŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚĞŶƚĞƌ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ƉŽůŝĐĞ͕ĂŶĚĨŝƌĞƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞŽĨĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇ
ĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ͘
x EŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƚŽďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐŽŶƵƉĐŽŵŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚ
ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ Ă ǁĞďƐŝƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ǁĞďͲďĂƐĞĚ
ŵĞĚŝĂ͘
dŚĞdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞƵƉĚĂƚĞĚĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚĂƐŶĞĞĚĞĚďĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƉƌŝŶĐŝƉĂůĞƐ͗

x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵŝŶŝŵƵŵƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ͕ĂŶĚWƌĂŝƌŝĞ
ǀĞŶƵĞĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĂƚůĞĂƐƚƚŚĞĨƵůůŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƐŝŶƚŚĞƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕
ĂŶĚŝĨĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ŽŶĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞŝŶƚŚĞŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͕ǁŝƚŚĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ
ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞĚĞƚŽƵƌƌŽƵƚĞƐ͘dŚĞĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂůƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƐŵĂǇďĞƌĞǀĞƌƐŝďůĞƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƚŚĞƉĞĂŬ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂů ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ ŝŶ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐŝƚĂƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĚĞŵĂŶĚƐ͘ &Žƌ Ăůů ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇ ĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ ďǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ŽŶĞ ůĂŶĞ ŽĨ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŝŶ ĞĂĐŚ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƵŶůĞƐƐ
ŽƚŚĞƌǁŝƐĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽĂŶĚĨƌŽŵĂůůĂůůĞǇƐĂƚŽŶĞŽƌďŽƚŚĞŶĚƐŽĨƚŚĞĂůůĞǇǁŚĞŶƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘/ĨĂŶĂůůĞǇŝƐ
ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĂƚƵƌŶĂƌŽƵŶĚďǇĂŶǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨůĂŐŐĞƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽ
ĐŽŶƚƌŽůĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽͬĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĂůůĞǇ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂĐĐĞƐƐĨŽƌĂůůƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ;ƐƵĐŚĂƐƉŽůŝĐĞ͕ĨŝƌĞ͕ĂŶĚĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞͿ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶďŝĐǇĐůĞĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂŽƌĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĚĞƚŽƵƌƐĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͘

Ϯ͘ϬͲϳϰ

x ůůĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͕ĨƵůůŽƌƉĂƌƚŝĂů͕ĂƌĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽŝƚǇƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůǁŚŝĐŚƐŚĂůůĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĂŶĚĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƐƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚůĂŶĞĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
x ŶƚƌǇĂŶĚĞǆŝƚƚŽƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐŚĂůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƌŝŐŚƚƚƵƌŶƐ
ƚŽͬĨƌŽŵ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĨŽƌ ůĂƌŐĞ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ͘ Ŷ
ĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞŽĨĨ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚďĞƚǁĞĞŶ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚǁŝůůĂůƐŽďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽƐĞƌǀĞ
ƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐŽĨĨŝĐĞƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂ͘/ĨƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĨŽƌƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ͕ƚŚĞ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞŵĂǇĂůƐŽ
ďĞƵƐĞĚĨŽƌůĂƌŐĞƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĂŶĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐĂƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽW&dZE^ͲϰŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϮͲϮϴŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͗
PDF TRANS-4

x DŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ͘
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x ,ŽůĚƋƵĂƌƚĞƌůǇĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐǁŝƚŚďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƵƉĚĂƚĞƐŽŶ
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ĚĂǇƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƉůĂŶŶĞĚĚĂƚĞƐŽĨĂŶǇƐƚƌĞĞƚĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
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Pedestrian Access Program

WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĐĐĞƐƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚďǇŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ&ŽƌĐĞ;ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ
WͿ͕ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ :W͕ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ĂĚŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ƉƌŝŶĐŝƉůĞƐ͗
x WĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ăůů ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ tŚĞŶĞǀĞƌ Ă ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬ ŝƐ ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ͕
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐ ĂƐ ĐůŽƐĞ ĂƐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂůĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƵŶůĞƐƐƚŚĞŝƚǇĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬŝƐŶŽƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ
ƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂŶĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞůĞǀĞůŽĨƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ͘ZĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚďǇ
ǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
x ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘
x DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĨŽƌ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ŝĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ŶǇƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů
ďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Ϯ͘ϬͲϳϱ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

2.0 Revisions to the Draft EIR

x ^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ďĞŝŶŐ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ŵĞĞƚ Ăůů ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ƐĂĨĞƚǇ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞ&ĞĚĞƌĂůŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƐǁŝƚŚŝƐĂďŝůŝƚŝĞƐĐƚ
ĂŶĚƐŝŵŝůĂƌĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂůĂǁƐĨŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐďĞŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶĂƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ͘

ƐƐŚŽǁŶŝŶTable 4.5-6ŝŶSection 4.5͕ƚŚĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĚĞŵĂŶĚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĚƵƌŝŶŐŶŽƌŵĂů

x WƌŽƚĞĐƚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ĚƵƐƚ͕ĂŶĚŶŽŝƐĞ͖ƐƵĐŚƉƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶŵĂǇŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐ͘

;ϮϬ͘ϴ 'tŚͿ ƉĞƌ ǇĞĂƌ͘ /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ

x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ hŶŝĨŝĞĚ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƚŽ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ŐƵĂƌĚƐ Ăƚ
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇ/h^ŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŚĞŶĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĐůŽƐĞĚ͘/ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ
ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚĞƌŽƵƚĞƐƚŽƐĐŚŽŽů͕ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐĐůŽƐĞůǇǁŝƚŚ/h^ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚĚŝƐƐĞŵŝŶĂƚĞƚŚŝƐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

Section 4.14

ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶĞƚŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϮϬ͕ϲϮϱ͕ϭϳϲŬtŚ;ϮϬ͘ϲ'tŚͿƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘/ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞD^&W^
ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƵŶĂďůĞƚŽŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ͕ƚŚĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇĚĞŵĂŶĚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶĞƚŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϮϬ͕ϳϴϵ͕ϰϮϲŬtŚ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ W^ ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƵŶĂďůĞ ƚŽ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ͕ ƚŚĞ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐŝƚǇ ĚĞŵĂŶĚ ǁŽƵůĚ ƌĞƐƵůƚ ŝŶ Ă ŶĞƚ
ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŽĨϮϮ͕ϭϬϵ͕ϵϵϲŬtŚ;ϮϮ͘ϭ'tŚͿƉĞƌǇĞĂƌ͘

Section 7.0 Organizations and Persons Consulted
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϳ͘ϬͲϮ͕^ƵďŚĞĂĚŝŶŐϳ͘ϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘

Utilities and Service Systems

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϰͲϱϰ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϮ͕>ŝŶĞϯŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
DŽƌĞŽǀĞƌ͕^ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚƚŚĂƚŶŽƌŵĂůŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƚƚŚĞD^&^ŝƚĞǁŽƵůĚ
ŚĂǀĞĂƉĞĂŬƉŽǁĞƌůŽĂĚĨůŽǁŽĨϮ͕ϬϬϴŬŝůŽǁĂƚƚƐ;ŬtͿĂŶĚŶŽƌŵĂůŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚW^ƐƵďƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ
Ăƚ ƚŚĞ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ Žƌ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŽƵůĚ ŚĂǀĞ ĂŶ

dƌŝĨŝůĞƚƚŝŽŶƐƵůƚŝŶŐ͕/ŶĐ͘
DĂƌŝĞƚƚĂdŽƌƌŝĞŶƚĞ͕WƌŽũĞĐƚƐнKƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ^ƉĞĐŝĂůŝƐƚ


ĞƐƚŝŵĂƚĞĚƉĞĂŬƉŽǁĞƌůŽĂĚĨůŽǁŽĨϮ͕ϭϭϵŬtĨŽƌĂƚŽƚĂůŽĨϰ͕ϭϮϳŬt͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞƚŽMitigation Measure (MM) UT-1ŽŶWĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϰͲϱϱŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
MM UT-1:

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞĂǁĂƌĚŽĨƚŚĞ&KDĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ͕ĂŶĚƐƚĂƌƚŽĨĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇŽƌ&KDƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇŝŶŐƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚŝƐƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚ
Ăůů ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ǁĞƚ ĂŶĚ ĚƌǇ ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ;ǁĂƚĞƌ͕ ƐĞǁĞƌ͕ ŐĂƐ͕ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ͕ ĂŶĚ
ƚĞůĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐͿ ƚŽ ŽďƚĂŝŶ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ &ŝĞůĚ
ǀĞƌŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ƉŽƚŚŽůŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ŵĞƚŚŽĚƐ ĂƐ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞͿ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽĨĂůůƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶϮϬĨĞĞƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ĂŶĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
ĂƐĞĚŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĨŝĞůĚ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ƚŚĞ &KDĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞƵƚŝůŝƚǇŽǁŶĞƌƐͬŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƚŽĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƐĞƚďĂĐŬƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌĞĂĐŚ
ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ůŝŶĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĂŶǇ ƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƉůĂĐĞ Žƌ ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͘

Section 6.0 Other Environmental Considerations
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶŵĂĚĞŽŶWĂŐĞϲ͘ϬͲϰ͕WĂƌĂŐƌĂƉŚϯ͕>ŝŶĞϰŽĨƚŚĞZ/Z͘
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ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭ
67$7(2)&$/,)251,$&$/,)251,$67$7(75$163257$7,21$*(1&<

3.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES
dŚŝƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ĐŽƉŝĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ůĞƚƚĞƌƐ ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŽĨ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ;ŝƚǇͿ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů/ŵƉĂĐƚZĞƉŽƌƚ;/ZͿ͘ĂĐŚůĞƚƚĞƌŝƐŶƵŵďĞƌĞĚĂŶĚŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĨŽƌƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞ
ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŝŶĞĂĐŚůĞƚƚĞƌĂƌĞĂůƐŽŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚďǇŶƵŵďĞƌ͘ĂĐŚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚůĞƚƚĞƌŝƐĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ

'(3$570(172)75$163257$7,21
',675,&7±2IILFHRI5HJLRQDO3ODQQLQJ

60$,1675((706
/26$1*(/(6&$
3+21(  
)$;  
77<
ZZZGRWFDJRY

ďǇǁƌŝƚƚĞŶƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽĞĂĐŚŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŝŶƚŚĂƚůĞƚƚĞƌ͘

'HFHPEHU

3.1

0LQG\:LOFR[$,&33ODQQLQJ0DQDJHU
&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG3ODQQLQJ'LYLVLRQ
2QH:0DQFKHVWHU%RXOHYDUGWK)ORRU
,QJOHZRRG&$

INTRODUCTION

dŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/ZĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚůĞƚƚĞƌƐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŝƚǇƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚŽŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
/Z͘dŚĞůĞƚƚĞƌƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐĂƌĞŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĞĚďǇƉƵďůŝĐĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ͕ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ƉƵďůŝĐďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ͕
ĂŵĞŶĚƐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͖ƚŚĂƚƌĞĨĞƌƐƚŚĞƌĞĂĚĞƌƚŽƚŚĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞƉůĂĐĞ
ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĨŽƵŶĚ͖ Žƌ ƚŚĂƚ ŽƚŚĞƌǁŝƐĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘ŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞŶŽƚĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŵĂǇďĞĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŽƌŶŽƚĞĚĨŽƌ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚŽƐĞĐŚĂŶŐĞƐĂƌĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͖ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞ
ƚĞǆƚŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĂƌĞĂůƐŽƐŚŽǁŶŝŶSection 2.0: Revisions to the Recirculated Draft EIR͕
ǁŚĞƌĞĂůůƚŚĞƚĞǆƚĐŚĂŶŐĞƐĐĂŶďĞĨŽƵŶĚ͘




Making Conservation
a California Way of Life.

5(,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW±
5HFLUFXODWHG'UDIW(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW
5HSRUW 5'(,5 
6&+
*76/$
9LF/$30

ĂŶĚŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůƐ͘&ŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĞĂĐŚĐŽŵŵĞŶƚůĞƚƚĞƌŝƐĂƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŚĂƚƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĐůĂƌŝĨŝĞƐ͕Žƌ

ƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ͘tŚĞƌĞƚĞǆƚĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĂƌĞǁĂƌƌĂŶƚĞĚďĂƐĞĚƵƉŽŶĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŽŶƚŚĞ

*DYLQ1HZVRP*RYHUQRU

'HDU0LQG\:LOFR[
7KDQN\RXIRULQFOXGLQJWKH&DOLIRUQLD'HSDUWPHQWRI7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ &DOWUDQV LQWKHHQYLURQPHQWDOUHYLHZ
SURFHVVIRUWKHDERYHUHIHUHQFHG'(,57KH,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW ,7&3URMHFW LVD
PLOH WKUHHVWDWLRQ IXOO\ HOHYDWHG HOHFWULFDOO\ SRZHUHG OLJKWUDLO WUDQVLW V\VWHP LQFOXGLQJ DPRQJ RWKHU
WKLQJVDQ$XWRPDWHG7UDQVLW6\VWHP $76 PDVVWUDQVLWOLQHSURSRVHGE\WKH&LW\WRFORVHWKHODVWPLOH
JDSDQGFRQQHFW SDVVHQJHUV EHWZHHQWKH 0HWUR. &UHQVKDZ/$;  /LQHDQG'RZQWRZQ,QJOHZRRGWR
PDMRUHYHQWDQGDFWLYLW\FHQWHUVLQFOXGLQJWKH)RUXPWKH/RV$QJHOHV6SRUWVDQG(QWHUWDLQPHQW'LVWULFW
LQFOXGLQJ 6R)L 6WDGLXP DQG WKH ,QJOHZRRG %DVNHWEDOO DQG (QWHUWDLQPHQW &HQWHU ,QWXLW 'RPH  7KUHH
VWDWLRQVDUHSURSRVHG  7KH0DUNHW6WUHHW)ORUHQFH$YHQXHVWDWLRQJHQHUDOO\ORFDWHGEHWZHHQ0DUNHW
6WUHHWDQG/RFXVW6WUHHW  7KH3UDLULH$YHQXH0DQFKHVWHU%RXOHYDUGVWDWLRQORFDWHGRQWKHVRXWKZHVW
FRUQHURI3UDLULH$YHQXHDQG0DQFKHVWHU%RXOHYDUGDQG  7KH3UDLULH$YHQXH+DUG\6WUHHWVWDWLRQ
ORFDWHG RQ WKH QRUWKZHVW FRUQHU RI 3UDLULH $YHQXH DQG +DUG\ 6WUHHW 7KH ,7& 3URMHFW DOVR LQFOXGHV D
PDLQWHQDQFHVWRUDJHIDFLOLW\ 06) IRUPDLQWDLQLQJ$76WUDLQVWZRSRZHUGLVWULEXWLRQVXEVWDWLRQV 3'6V 
IRUSURYLGLQJSRZHUWRWKH$76V\VWHPDQGSXEOLFSDUNLQJDORQJWKHSURSRVHGDOLJQPHQWDWWKH0DUNHW
6WUHHW)ORUHQFH $YHQXH VWDWLRQ  6RXWK 0DUNHW 6WUHHW DQG WKH 3UDLULH $YHQXH+DUG\ 6WUHHW VWDWLRQ
7KHSURSRVHG3URMHFWLVSODQQHGWRRSHUDWHIURP$0WR$0GXULQJWKHZHHNDQGRQZHHNHQGV
ZLWKWKHSRVVLELOLW\RIH[WHQGLQJRSHUDWLRQKRXUVDVQHHGHGGXULQJVSHFLDOHYHQWV



7KH SURMHFW LV ORFDWHG DSSUR[LPDWHO\  PLOHV DZD\ IURP WKH ,QWHUVWDWH  ,  DQG 0DQFKHVWHU
%RXOHYDUGLQWHUFKDQJHDQGDSSUR[LPDWHO\PLOHVDZD\IURPWKH,QWHUVWDWH , UDPSVDW3UDLULH
$YHQXHLQ,QJOHZRRG
$IWHUUHYLHZLQJWKH5'(,5&DOWUDQVFRQFXUVZLWKWKHIROORZLQJVWDWHPHQW³7KHSURSRVHG3URMHFWZRXOG
UHVXOWLQDUHGXFWLRQRI907>9HKLFOH0LOHV7UDYHOHG@XQGHUDOOVFHQDULRVDQGZRXOGQRWWKHUHIRUHFRQIOLFW
RU EH LQFRQVLVWHQW ZLWK &(4$ *XLGHOLQHV VHFWLRQ  VXEGLYLVLRQ E  7KHUHIRUH LPSDFWV GXULQJ
RSHUDWLRQUHODWHGWR907ZRXOGEHOHVVWKDQVLJQLILFDQW´7KXVWKHIROORZLQJLQIRUPDWLRQLVLQFOXGHGIRU
\RXUFRQVLGHUDWLRQ
7KHPLVVLRQRI&DOWUDQVLVWRSURYLGHDVDIHVXVWDLQDEOHLQWHJUDWHGDQGHIILFLHQWWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPWR
HQKDQFH &DOLIRUQLD¶V HFRQRP\ DQG OLYDELOLW\ )XUWKHUPRUH &DOWUDQV HQFRXUDJHV /HDG $JHQFLHV WR
Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϭ
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³3URYLGHDVDIHDQGUHOLDEOHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQQHWZRUNWKDWVHUYHVDOOSHRSOHDQGUHVSHFWVWKHHQYLURQPHQW´
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ϯ͘ϬͲϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ
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ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 1:

0LQG\:LOFR[
'HFHPEHU
3DJHRI

LPSOHPHQW7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ'HPDQG0DQDJHPHQW 7'0 VWUDWHJLHVWKDWUHGXFH907DQG*UHHQKRXVH*DV
HPLVVLRQV)RUH[DPSOHVRI7'0RSWLRQVWRIXUWKHUUHGXFHWKLVSURMHFW¶V907SOHDVHUHIHUWR
x
x



7KHQuantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures UHSRUWE\WKH&DOLIRUQLD$LU
3ROOXWLRQ&RQWURO2IILFHUV$VVRFLDWLRQ &$3&2$ DYDLODEOHDWKWWSZZZFDSFRDRUJZS
FRQWHQWXSORDGV&$3&2$4XDQWLILFDWLRQ5HSRUW)LQDOSGI RU
Integrating Demand Management into the Transportation Planning Process: A Desk Reference
&KDSWHU E\WKH)HGHUDO+LJKZD\$GPLQLVWUDWLRQ )+:$ DYDLODEOHDW
KWWSVRSVIKZDGRWJRYSXEOLFDWLRQVIKZDKRSLQGH[KWP

$OVR DQ\ WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ RI KHDY\ FRQVWUXFWLRQ HTXLSPHQW DQGRU PDWHULDOV ZKLFK UHTXLUHV XVH RI
RYHUVL]HGWUDQVSRUWYHKLFOHVRQ6WDWHKLJKZD\VVXFKDV,ZLOOQHHGD&DOWUDQVWUDQVSRUWDWLRQSHUPLW
&DOWUDQVVXSSRUWVOLPLWLQJSURMHFWFRQVWUXFWLRQWUDIILFWRRIISHDNSHULRGVWRWKHJUHDWHVWH[WHQWSRVVLEOHWR
PLQLPL]HSRWHQWLDOLPSDFWVRQ6WDWHIDFLOLWLHV,IFRQVWUXFWLRQWUDIILFLVH[SHFWHGWRFDXVHGHOD\VRQDQ\
6WDWHIDFLOLWLHVSOHDVHVXEPLWWKH:RUNVLWH7UDIILF&RQWURO3ODQVGHWDLOLQJWKHVHGHOD\VIRU&DOWUDQV¶UHYLHZ
,I\RXKDYHDQ\TXHVWLRQVDERXWWKHVHFRPPHQWVSOHDVHFRQWDFW(PLO\*LEVRQWKHSURMHFWFRRUGLQDWRU
DW(PLO\*LEVRQ#GRWFDJRYDQGUHIHUWR*76/$
6LQFHUHO\
6LQFHUHO\

DŝǇĂĚŵŽŶƐŽŶ͕/'ZͬYƌĂŶĐŚŚŝĞĨ
ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚŽĨdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚϳʹKĨĨŝĐĞŽĨZĞŐŝŽŶĂůWůĂŶŶŝŶŐ
ϭϬϬ^͘DĂŝŶ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕D^ϭϲ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ͕ϵϬϬϭϮ
Response 1-1:
dŚŝƐ ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐ Ă ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ
ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĂƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ
ŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ



ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 1-2:
dŚĞĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞŽĨĂůƚƌĂŶƐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞĐŽŶĐůƵƐŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZǁŝƚŚƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ǁŝůůƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶƚŚĞƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨsDdsĞŚŝĐůĞƐDŝůĞƐdƌĂǀĞůĞĚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘
Response 1-3:

0,<$('021621
,*5&(4$%UDQFK&KLHI

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŽŶƚŚĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶŽĨĂůƚƌĂŶƐĚŽĞƐŶŽƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ

FF6WDWH&OHDULQJKRXVH

ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 1-4:
ĂůƚƌĂŶƐƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŵŝƚǁŝůůďĞŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚďĞĨŽƌĞƚŚĞƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚŽĨŚĞĂǀǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐǁŚŝĐŚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐƵƐĞŽĨŽǀĞƌƐŝǌĞĚͲƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐŽŶ^ƚĂƚĞŚŝŐŚǁĂǇƐĂƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘dŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;WͿŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ůŝŵŝƚƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚƌĂĨĨŝĐƚŽŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬƉĞƌŝŽĚƐƚŽƚŚĞŐƌĞĂƚĞƐƚĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘
/ĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚƌĂĨĨŝĐŝƐĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚƚŽĐĂƵƐĞĚĞůĂǇƐŽŶĂŶǇ^ƚĂƚĞĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͕ĂtŽƌŬƐŝƚĞdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶǁŝůů
ďĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĨŽƌƌĞǀŝĞǁďǇĂůƚƌĂŶƐĂƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘


³3URYLGHDVDIHDQGUHOLDEOHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQQHWZRUNWKDWVHUYHVDOOSHRSOHDQGUHVSHFWVWKHHQYLURQPHQW´
DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



ϯ͘ϬͲϰ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘Ϯ
$0

3.0 Comments and Responses

&RPPHQWVIRU,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFWLQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU

COMMENT LETTER NO. 2:

&RPPHQWVIRU,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW

ĂǀŝĚDĂĐŚ͕^ĞŶŝŽƌƵƐŝŶĞƐƐDĂŶĂŐĞƌ͕dƌĂŶƐŝƚWůĂŶŶŝŶŐ
ŝƚǇŽĨdŽƌƌĂŶĐĞ
ϮϬϱϬϬDĂĚƌŽŶĂǀĞŶƵĞ
dŽƌƌĂŶĐĞ͕ϵϬϱϬϯ

0DFK'DYLG'0DFK#7RUUDQFH&$JRY!
7XH30
7R LQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRULQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU#FLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJ!

Response 2-1:
dŚĞ /d ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐ ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ

,ŝDŝŶĚǇ͕

ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ /d͛Ɛ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ DĞƚƌŽ < ;ƌĞŶƐŚĂǁͲ>y Ϳ>ŝŶĞ͘ dŚĞ >Ă ƌĞĂͲ

ƚƚŚĞŵŽƐƚƌĞĐĞŶƚƉƵďůŝĐŵĞĞ͘ ŶŐŽŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϮ͕ϮϬϮϭĨŽƌƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ǁĞǁĞƌĞŝŶĨŽƌŵĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞƌƐƚŚĂƚĂůůĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐǁŽƵůĚŶĞĞĚƚŽďĞƐĞŶƚĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇƚŽǇŽƵĂƚƚŚŝƐĞŵĂŝůĂĚĚƌĞƐƐďǇŶŽůĂƚĞƌƚŚĂŶĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϯ͕
ϮϬϮϭ͕ŝŶŽƌĚĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƚŽďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞƌĂŌ/Z͘
/ǁŽƵůĚůŝŬĞƚŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŽŶƚŚĞĨĂĐƚƚŚĂƚdŽƌƌĂŶĐĞdƌĂŶƐŝƚŚĂƐďĞĞŶƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐŽƵƌƐĞƌǀŝĐĞĞǆƉĂŶƐŝŽŶŽŶŽƵƌďƵƐ>ŝŶĞϭϬĨƌŽŵ
ƌĞŶƐŚĂǁ;'ƌĞĞŶ>ŝŶĞͿ^ƚĂƟŽŶƚŽ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞĂƚ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚ͘dŚŝƐƌŽƵƚĞǁŝůůďĞĐĂůůĞĚdŽƌƌĂŶĐĞƚŽ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ͘>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚĂƚ
ϮͲϭ
&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞ͘ǁŝůůĂůƐŽďĞĐŽŵĞŽƵƌƚĞƌŵŝŶƵƐĨŽƌƚŚĞƌŽƵƚĞĂŶĚĂůĂǇŽǀĞƌƐƚŽƉĨŽƌŽƵƌŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƚŽƚĂŬĞďƌĞĂŬƐĂŶĚƵƐĞƚŚĞ
ƌĞƐƚƌŽŽŵ͘ƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ>DĞƚƌŽƌŽƵƚĞϮϭϭŝƐƵƐŝŶŐƚŚŝƐůŽĐĂƟŽŶĂƐǁĞůů͘/ŚŽƉĞƚŚĂƚǁĞǁŽƵůĚƐƟůůďĞĂďůĞƚŽƵƟůŝǌĞƚŚŝƐůŽĐĂƟŽŶ
ĨŽƌďƵƐůĂǇŽǀĞƌĂŶĚƐƚŽƉŝŶƚŚĞĨƵƚƵƌĞĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨǇŽƵƌ/ZƐƚƵĚǇ͘dŚŝƐǁŽƵůĚĂůůŽǁƐĞĂŵůĞƐƐĐŽŶŶĞĐƟŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞŶĞǁ
ƌĞŶƐŚĂǁͬ>y>ŝŶĞĂŶĚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚWĞŽƉůĞDŽǀĞƌĂƐǁĞůů͘

ŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶĚĞƐŝŐŶŽĨƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĨŽƌĂďƵƐƚƌĂŶƐĨĞƌƉůĂǌĂŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ
ďƵƐďĂǇƐǁŝƚŚĂƐŝŐŶĂůŝǌĞĚĂĐĐĞƐƐͬĞŐƌĞƐƐŽŶƚŚĞŶŽƌƚŚƐŝĚĞŽĨ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĂůůŽǁŝŶŐĨŽƌďƵƐĞƐƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ
ďŽƚŚ ĞĂƐƚďŽƵŶĚ ĂŶĚ ǁĞƐƚďŽƵŶĚ ƚŽ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ƉůĂǌĂ͘ dŚĞ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ůĂǇ ŽǀĞƌ ƐƉĂĐĞ ŽŶ >ŽĐƵƐƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ǁŝůů
ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŽďĞŵĂĚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘dŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůůĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŽĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞǁŝƚŚdŽƌƌĂŶĐĞdƌĂŶƐŝƚĂŶĚĂůůŽƚŚĞƌ
ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐƚŽŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞƚƌĂŶƐŝƚƵƐĞ͘dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚƉƌŽƉŽƐĞƐĂŐƌĂĚĞͲƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ
ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞ>ĂƌĞĂͲŽǁŶƚŽǁŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶĨƌŽŵƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ĂŶĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ďƵƐ ƉůĂǌĂ ĂƐ ǁĞůů͕ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĞŶŚĂŶĐŝŶŐ ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ƚŽ
ƉĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌƐďĞƚǁĞĞŶdŽƌƌĂŶĐĞ>ŝŶĞϭϬĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌďƵƐůŝŶĞƐ͘tŝƚŚƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƚƚŚĞ

KƵƌĂŐĞŶĐǇǁŽƵůĚĂůƐŽǁĞůĐŽŵĞĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŽŶƐǁŝƚŚǇŽƵƌƚĞĂŵĂŶĚ>DĞƚƌŽƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐǁŚĂƚǁŝůůŚĂƉƉĞŶƚŽƚŚŝƐůŽĐĂƟŽŶĂƐ
ƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ͘

DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĞŶŚĂŶĐĞĚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ͕ ĂŵĞŶŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐĂĨĞ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ĨŽƌ ƉĂƚƌŽŶƐ ŽĨ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ

ZĞƐƉĞĐƞƵůůǇ͕

ŵŽĚĞƐ;DĞƚƌŽ͛Ɛ<>ŝŶĞ͕dŽƌƌĂŶĐĞ>ŝŶĞϭϬ͕DĞƚƌŽ͛ƐďƵƐůŝŶĞƐĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌŵƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͛ďƵƐůŝŶĞƐͿǁŝůů
ďĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘

'DYLG0DFK +H+LP+LV
6HQLRU%XVLQHVV0DQDJHU7UDQVLW3ODQQLQJ



&LW\RI7RUUDQFH_0DGURQD$YHQXH_7RUUDQFH&$_YRLFH_ID[_'0DFK#7RUUDQFH&$*RY

KWWSVPDLOFLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJRZDYLHZPRGHO 5HDG0HVVDJH,WHP ,WHP,' $$0N$*([1P4\2'4[/7J<]NW1'1P2&K1:(/74Z<MGO1MF[<:«
DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ



Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



ϯ͘ϬͲϲ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϯ

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϯ

^^^

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

(ULND)7RUUHV(G'06:
BOARD OF EDUCATION

0DUJDUHW7XUQHU(YDQV0$
President, Trustee Area 4
&DUOLVV50F*KHH3K'
Vice President, Trustee Area 2
1DRPL6+DPPRQGV
Member, Trustee Area 1
%UDQGRQ*0\HUV
Member, Trustee Area 3
(UQHVWR&DVWLOOR
Member, Trustee Area 5
ADMINISTRATION

5DSKDHO*X]PDQ
Chief Business Official
%HUQDGHWWH/XFDV(G'
Chief Academic Officer
1RUEHUWR-3HUH]
Chief Operating Officer
9$&$17
Chief Human Resources Officer

'HFHPEHU

Via e-mail

0V0LQG\:LOFR[
$,&33ODQQLQJ0DQDJHU
&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG
3ODQQLQJ'LYLVLRQ
2QH:0DQFKHVWHU%RXOHYDUGWK)ORRU
,QJOHZRRG&$
LQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU#FLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJ
5(

,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU5HFLUFXODWHG(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW5HSRUW&RPPHQW/HWWHU
'HFHPEHU
3DJH

,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU5HFLUFXODWHG(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW5HSRUW
&RPPHQW/HWWHU

'HDU0V:LOFR[
7KH,QJOHZRRG8QLILHG6FKRRO'LVWULFW ³'LVWULFW´ WKDQNVWKH&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG ³&LW\´ 
IRU SURYLGLQJ WKH 'LVWULFW ZLWK WKH RSSRUWXQLW\ WR FRPPHQW RQ WKH SURSRVHG ,QJOHZRRG
7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW¶V ³3URMHFW´ 5HFLUFXODWHG'UDIW(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW5HSRUW
³'UDIW (,5´  DQG IRU 0D\RU -DPHV %XWWV DQG KLV VWDII PHHWLQJ ZLWK 'LVWULFW¶V &RXQW\
$GPLQLVWUDWRU DQG 'LVWULFW VWDII WR GLVFXVV WKH SRWHQWLDO LPSDFWV RI WKH 3URMHFW RQ WKH
'LVWULFW¶VVFKRROV

7KH'LVWULFWORRNVIRUZDUGWRFRQWLQXLQJWRZRUNFROODERUDWLYHO\ZLWKWKH&LW\RQWKLVDQG
PDQ\RWKHUSURMHFWVWREHQHILWWKHVWXGHQWVDQG,QJOHZRRGFRPPXQLW\,I\RXKDYHDQ\
TXHVWLRQVSOHDVHFRQWDFWPHDWHULNDWRUUHV#LQJOHZRRGXVGFRP

$IWHU UHYLHZLQJ WKH 5HFLUFXODWHG 'UDIW (,5 DQG KDYLQJ IROORZ XS GLVFXVVLRQV ZLWK WKH
ϯͲϭ
&LW\¶VSURMHFW WHDP ZHEHOLHYH WKDWZLWK WKH&LW\¶VFRPPLWPHQWVGLVFXVVHGEHORZ WKH
5HYLVHG ,7& 3URMHFW ZLOO VXSSRUW WKH 'LVWULFW¶V JRDO RI LQFUHDVLQJ VDIH SXEOLF WUDQVLW
LQFUHDVLQJDFFHVVWRFRPPXQLW\HYHQWVDQGUHGXFLQJYHKLFOHFRQJHVWLRQLQDQGDURXQG
WKH ,QJOHZRRG FRPPXQLW\ ,Q EULQJLQJ WKLV LPSRUWDQW 3URMHFW LQWR UHDOLW\ DQG WR
DFFRPSOLVKWKH&LW\¶VDQG'LVWULFW¶VIXUWKHUVKDUHGJRDOVRISURWHFWLQJWKHKHDOWKVDIHW\
ZHOIDUHDQGDFFHVVWRTXDOLW\HGXFDWLRQRIWKH'LVWULFW¶VVWXGHQWVWKLVOHWWHUVHHNVWRVKDUH
WKH GLVWULFW¶V VXSSRUW RI WKH ,7& 3URMHFW DQG FRQILUP WKH IROORZLQJ &LW\ FRPPLWPHQWV
HVWDEOLVKHGGXULQJFRQYHUVDWLRQVZLWKWKH&LW\¶VSURMHFWWHDPWRHQVXUHWKH3URMHFWZLOOQRW
VLJQLILFDQWO\LPSDFW.HOVR(OHPHQWDU\6FKRRO
 &RQVWUXFWLRQ1RLVHPLWLJDWLRQDW.HOVR(OHPHQWDU\6FKRRO7KH&LW\VKDOOUHTXLUHWKDW
WKH3URMHFW¶VFRQVWUXFWLRQQRLVHZRXOGQRWFDXVHPRUHWKDQDG%/0$;LQFUHDVHRYHU
WKHW\SLFDODPELHQWQRLVHOHYHODWWKH6FKRROSURSHUW\OLQHGXULQJQRUPDOVFKRROKRXUV
$FWLYLWLHV WKDW ZRXOG H[FHHG WKLV WKUHVKROG VKDOO EH VFKHGXOHG WR RFFXU RXWVLGH RI
QRUPDOVFKRROKRXUVRUPLWLJDWHGZLWKVSHFLILFPLWLJDWLRQPHDVXUHVVXFKDVWHPSRUDU\
VRXQGZDOOVVRXQGEODQNHWVRURWKHUVRXQGDWWHQXDWLQJGHYLFHV7KH&LW\VKDOOPRQLWRU
WKH3URMHFW¶VFRQVWUXFWLRQQRLVHOHYHOVGXULQJVFKRROKRXUVWRDVVXUHFRPSOLDQFHDQG
VKDOOSURYLGHPRQWKO\UHSRUWVWRWKH'LVWULFW

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

 8WLOLW\UHORFDWLRQVLQ.HOVR(OHPHQWDU\6FKRRO9LFLQLW\$OO3URMHFWXWLOLW\UHORFDWLRQV
LQ WKHVFKRRO YLFLQLW\VKDOOEHGHVLJQHG DQGFRQVWUXFWHGWR UHPDLQ ZLWKLQWKHSXEOLF
ULJKWRIZD\DQGQRWLPSDFWVFKRROSURSHUW\5HORFDWLRQVVKDOOEHORFDWHGIXUWKHUDZD\
IURPWKHVFKRRODVIHDVLEOHDQGGHVLJQHGDQGFRQVWUXFWHGWRFXUUHQWVWDQGDUGVWRDVVXUH
WKDWWKH\FUHDWHQRXQDFFHSWDEOHKD]DUGVWRWKHVFKRRO'XULQJ3URMHFWFRQVWUXFWLRQDQ\
RSHQWUHQFKHV DQGFRQVWUXFWLRQHTXLSPHQWVKDOOEHPDUNHGDQGEDUULFDGHGVXFKWKDW
WKH\ DUH QRW DFFHVVLEOH E\ WKH VWXGHQWV RU FUHDWH DQ\ SRWHQWLDO KD]DUG WR VFKRRO
RSHUDWLRQV3URMHFWXWLOLW\UHORFDWLRQVRUFXWRYHUVWKDWPD\UHTXLUHGLVUXSWLRQWRVFKRRO
QRUPDOXWLOLW\VHUYLFHVVKDOOEHVFKHGXOHGWRRFFXURXWVLGHRIQRUPDOVFKRROKRXUVZLWK
DGYDQFHGQRWLILFDWLRQWRWKH'LVWULFW

ϯ͘ϬͲϲ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

6LQFHUHO\

'U(ULND)7RUUHV&RXQW\$GPLQLVWUDWRU
,QJOHZRRG8QLILHG6FKRRO'LVWULFW

ϯͲϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϳ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯͲϯ

3.0 Comments and Responses

x hƚŝůŝƚǇZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶtŽƌŬ ʹhƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽ<ĞůƐŽůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ^ĐŚŽŽůƐŚĂůůďĞŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞĚ
ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘ ŶǇ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƐŚĂůů ƌĞŵĂŝŶ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ƌŝŐŚƚ ŽĨ ǁĂǇ ĂŶĚ
ƉƌĞĨĞƌĂďůǇƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƐĐŚŽŽůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘dŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůƐƚƌŝǀĞ
ƚŽƉƌŝŽƌŝƚŝǌĞĂǀŽŝĚŝŶŐƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƌŬĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƚŽƚŚĞ^ĐŚŽŽůƚŚĂƚƉŽƐĞƐĂƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŚĂǌĂƌĚ͕ƐƵĐŚ
ĂƐ ŐĂƐ Žƌ ǁĂƚĞƌ ůŝŶĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƉƌĞƐƐƵƌĞ͕ ǀĞƌƐƵƐ ůŽǁĞƌ ƌŝƐŬ ĚƌǇ ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ŐƌĂǀŝƚǇ ǁĞƚ
ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͘

COMMENT LETTER NO. 3:

ƌ͘ƌŝŬĂ&͘dŽƌƌĞƐ͕ŽƵŶƚǇĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚhŶŝĨŝĞĚ^ĐŚŽŽůŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ;/h^Ϳ
ϰϬϭ^͘/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚǀĞŶƵĞ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ
Response 3-1:
dŚŝƐŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐĂĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĂŶŬƐƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĨŽƌŵĞĞƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƚŽĚŝƐĐƵƐƐƚŚĞ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĞĨĨĞĐƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛Ɛ ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚ
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŵĂŬĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘



x ŶĐůŽƐĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚŝĞƐĞůͲŽƌ ŐĂƐŽůŝŶĞͲƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂů
ďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐǁŚĞƌĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĂŶĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘
 /ĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĐĂŶŶŽƚďĞĞŶĐůŽƐĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶĂƐŚĞĚŽƌďĂƌƌŝĞƌ͕ƐƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŵƵƐƚďĞ
ŵƵĨĨůĞĚĂŶĚůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞ
ĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
dŚĞWŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂǀĂƌŝĞƚǇŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŝůůŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĞĨĨĞĐƚŽĨŶŽŝƐĞ
ĨƌŽŵĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĞǀĞŶŝŶŐĂŶĚŶŝŐŚƚ͘ƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐďĞůŽǁ͕
ƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚƚŽŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵĞƐƚƐĂŶĚƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ŝŶƚŚĞƐĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͘

Response 3-2:
dŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ;WͿ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ Ă ǀĂƌŝĞƚǇ ŽĨ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŶƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛ƐƐĐŚŽŽůƐŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ͗
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚhŶŝĨŝĞĚ^ĐŚŽŽůŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ;/h^ͿĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐŐƵĂƌĚƐ
ĂƚůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇ/h^ŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŚĞŶĐƌŽƐƐǁĂůŬƐŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐĂƌĞĐůŽƐĞĚ͘/ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ
ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞƌŽƵƚĞƐƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐĐůŽƐĞůǇǁŝƚŚ/h^ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚĚŝƐƐĞŵŝŶĂƚĞƚŚŝƐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŬĞŚŽůĚĞƌƐĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
x ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ hŶŝĨŝĞĚ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌƐ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝǀĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐŚĞĂǀǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůů
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŽƵůĚďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽϱĚ>ĞƋϭͲ
ŚŽƵƌŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĂďŽǀĞƚŚĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĂŵďŝĞŶƚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇůŝŶĞĂƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶ
ƚŚĞZ/Z͘ĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚŝƐƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐŚĂůůďĞƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚƚŽŽĐĐƵƌŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨŶŽƌŵĂů
ƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐŽƌŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐƵĐŚĂƐƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇƐŽƵŶĚǁĂůůƐ͕ƐŽƵŶĚ
ďůĂŶŬĞƚƐ͕ŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƐŽƵŶĚͲĂƚƚĞŶƵĂƚŝŶŐĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞůƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƐĐŚŽŽů ŚŽƵƌƐ ƚŽ ĂƐƐƵƌĞ ĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ͘ Ɛ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͕ ŵŽŶƚŚůǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůǁŝůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘
x ƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞͬŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů ƐĂǁƐ͕ ƉƵŵƉƐ͕ ĂĞƌŝĂů ůŝĨƚƐ͕ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐƚĂŶĚƐ͕ Ăŝƌ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ
ĨŽƌŬůŝĨƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞͲĨƵĞůĞĚ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ŶŽŶĚŝĞƐĞůͿ͘ WŽůĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘/ĨƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚŝĞƐĞůͲ
ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ &ŝŶĂů dŝĞƌ ϰ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌďĞƚƚĞƌĂŶĚůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ
;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
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/ŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞWƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐƚŚĂƚĂŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĨĨĂŝƌƐ>ŝĂŝƐŽŶƚŽďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞƐƉŽŶĚƚŽ
ĂŶǇĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶϮϰŚŽƵƌƐ͗
“The Community Affairs Liaison shall be responsible for responding within 24 hours to any
local complaintor question about construction activities. A website will be established with
project construction information and contact information for the Community Affairs
Liaison. A toll-free phone line (available 24 hours a day) and website will be made a part
of all construction notices and shall be posted in prominent public facing locations around
the Project area and in adjacent public spaces.
The Community Affairs Liaison shall receive all public complaints, investigate the cause of
the complaint and develop/implement feasible measures to address and resolve the cause
of the complaint.”
dŚĞWŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂŶŽŝƐĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĨƌŽŵ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞďĞůŽǁĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐƉůĂŶ͗
x  ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ tĂƌŶŝŶŐ
ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞĨŝŶĞĚƚŚĂƚĂƌĞϱĚďĞůŽǁƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůŝŵŝƚƐƚŽĂůůŽǁƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚƚŝŵĞĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƚŽƚĂŬĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƚŚĂƚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐĂůůĂůĂƌŵƐĂŶĚ
ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŬĞŶƚŽĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ͘
x /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;ĚͿŝƐĞǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇŚĂůƚĞĚŝŶ
ƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞĂƌĞĂǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞĞǆĐĞĞĚĂŶĐĞŽĐĐƵƌƐ͘dŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽĨƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞĞǆĐĞĞĚŝŶŐƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ
ůĞǀĞů ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ďǇ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ďĞůŽǁ ƚŚĞ
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ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘EŽŝƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞŐĂƚŚĞƌĞĚĂĨƚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞůƐĂƌĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůďĞĨŽƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞĞǆĂŵƉůĞƐ
ŽĨĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĐĂŶďĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͗
 ,ĂůƚŝŶŐͬƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
 ZĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĞĚ Žƌ ŝŶƚĞŶƐŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŽĨ ŚĞĂǀǇͲĚƵƚǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ďĞŝŶŐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ
ƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇ͘

3.0 Comments and Responses

Response 3-3:
ĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚhƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƉƉĞŶĚŝǆY͘ϭ
ŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ŶŽĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐǁŝƚŚĂŶǇĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚŶĞĂƌ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͘&ŽƌƚŚŝƐƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ŶŽŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůĨƌŽŵ
ƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŝƐĂŶƚŝĐŝƉĂƚĞĚ͘
^ŚŽƵůĚ͕ĚƵƌŝŶŐĨŝŶĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶǇƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŶĞĂƌ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůďĞĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚƚŽďĞ

 KƉĞƌĂƚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƚŚĞůŽǁĞƐƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƉŽǁĞƌůĞǀĞůƐ͘
 DŽĚŝĨǇŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚĂŵƉĞŶŝŶŐŽĨŵĞƚĂůƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƌĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŵĞƚĂůͲ
ƚŽͲŵĞƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘

ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͕ƚŚŝƐǁŽƌŬǁŝůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚƐŵĂƌŬŝŶŐĂŶĚďĂƌƌŝĐĂĚŝŶŐĂŶǇ
ŽƉĞŶƚƌĞŶĐŚĞƐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƉƌĞĐůƵĚĞĂĐĐĞƐƐďǇƚŚĞƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐŽƌĐƌĞĂƚĞĂŶǇƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŚĂǌĂƌĚ
ƚŽ ƐĐŚŽŽůŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘ŶǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽƌ ĐƵƚ ŽǀĞƌƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŵĂǇ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƐĐŚŽŽů

Ŷ ŝŶĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚ ƚŽ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŚŝƐ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ͘  /Ŷ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ

ŶŽƌŵĂů ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚ ƚŽ ŽĐĐƵƌ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ ŶŽƌŵĂů ƐĐŚŽŽů ŚŽƵƌƐ ǁŝƚŚ ĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚ

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĂďŽǀĞ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ

ŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĞĨĨĞĐƚƐ ŽŶ <ĞůƐŽ ^ĐŚŽŽů͕ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ŶŽƌŵĂů ƐĐŚŽŽů ŚŽƵƌƐ ĨƌŽŵ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŽŶWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽϱĚ>ĞƋϭͲŚŽƵƌĂďŽǀĞƚŚĞĂŵďŝĞŶƚϭͲŚŽƵƌ>ĞƋ;ĚͿŶŽŝƐĞ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌ^ŝƚĞŽŶWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZ/ZƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŶŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐŚĂƐďĞĞŶĂĚĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞWƚŽŵĂŶĂŐĞƵƚŝůŝƚǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǁŽƌŬƚŽĂǀŽŝĚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽ<ĞůƐŽ
^ĐŚŽŽů͗

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽϱĚ>ĞƋϭͲŚŽƵƌĂďŽǀĞƚŚĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĂŵďŝĞŶƚ

x hƚŝůŝƚǇZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶtŽƌŬ ʹůůWƌŽũĞĐƚƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŶƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨ<ĞůƐŽůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ^ĐŚŽŽůƐŚĂůů
ďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚƚŽƌĞŵĂŝŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚͲŽĨͲǁĂǇĂŶĚŶŽƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĐŚŽŽůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘
ZĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĂŶĚĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ
ƚŽĐƵƌƌĞŶƚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐƚŽĂƐƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞǇĐƌĞĂƚĞŶŽƵŶĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďůĞŚĂǌĂƌĚƐƚŽƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽů͘ƵƌŝŶŐWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶǇŽƉĞŶƚƌĞŶĐŚĞƐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂƌŬĞĚĂŶĚďĂƌƌŝĐĂĚĞĚƐƵĐŚ
ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞǇ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ Žƌ ĐƌĞĂƚĞ ĂŶǇ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ŚĂǌĂƌĚ ƚŽ ƐĐŚŽŽů ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
WƌŽũĞĐƚƵƚŝůŝƚǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐŽƌĐƵƚŽǀĞƌƐƚŚĂƚŵĂǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶƚŽƐĐŚŽŽůŶŽƌŵĂůƵƚŝůŝƚǇƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚƚŽŽĐĐƵƌŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨŶŽƌŵĂůƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐǁŝƚŚĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞ^ĐŚŽŽů
ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘

ŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůĂƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZ/Z͘

x 

ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝƐĐŽŵƉĂƚŝďůĞǁŝƚŚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽů͘
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĞƋƵĞƐƚƐƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐŶŽƚĞǆĐĞĞĚϱĚ>DyĂďŽǀĞƚŚĞĂŵďŝĞŶƚŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞů͘dŚĞ>Dy͕ŽƌDĂǆŝŵƵŵ^ŽƵŶĚ>ĞǀĞů͕ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŽƌŝƐƚŚĞŚŝŐŚĞƐƚƐŽƵŶĚůĞǀĞůŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĂƐŝŶŐůĞ
ŶŽŝƐĞĞǀĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĂǀĞŚŝĐůĞƉĂƐƐŝŶŐďǇ͘dŚĞŶŽŝƐĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŝŶƚŚĞZ/ZĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞƐĂǀĞƌĂŐĞϭͲŚŽƵƌƐŽƵŶĚ
ůĞǀĞůƐ;>ĞƋϭͲŚŽƵƌͿǁŚŝĐŚĂƌĞŵŽƌĞƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞŽĨƚŚĞŽǀĞƌĂůůŶŽŝƐĞĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚƚŚĂŶƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵ
ƐŽƵŶĚůĞǀĞůŽĨĂŶǇƐŝŶŐůĞŶŽŝƐĞĞǀĞŶƚ͘&ŽƌƚŚŝƐƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ĂƐƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚĂďŽǀĞ͕ƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůĨƌŽŵ



/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďůĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĂƌĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽůĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůĚĂǇ͕ƌĞĂů
ƚŝŵĞŶŽŝƐĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ^ĐŚŽŽů͘ŶǇƚŝŵĞƚŚĞ>ĞƋϭŚŽƵƌŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞďǇ
ϯĚĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůĚĂǇ͕ĂŶĂůĞƌƚŵĞƐƐĂŐĞǁŝůůďĞƐĞŶƚƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞƌ;ƐͿĂŶĚĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ;ƐͿ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ;ƐͿǁŽƌŬŝŶŐŝŶƚŚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůƚŽĂůůŽǁĨŽƌĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐƚŽďĞŵĂĚĞƚŽƚŚĞǁŽƌŬ
ŝŶƉƌŽŐƌĞƐƐƚŽĂǀŽŝĚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐƌĞĂĐŚŝŶŐŽƌĞǆĐĞĞĚŝŶŐĂϱĚϭͲŚŽƵƌ>ĞƋŽǀĞƌĂŵďŝĞŶƚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͘
ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚǁŝůůĂůƐŽďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚhŶŝĨŝĞĚ^ĐŚŽŽůŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĂŶĚĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŝŽŶĂƚ<ĞůƐŽƐĐŚŽŽů
ƚŽĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶŐŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĂƚĂŶǇƚŝŵĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĐŚŽŽůĚĂǇ͘
ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͕ŵŽŶƚŚůǇŶŽŝƐĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐĂƚ<ĞůƐŽ
^ĐŚŽŽůǁŝůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘
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ϰͲϭ

ϰͲϳ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϯ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϰ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϰ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 4:
ZŽŶĂůĚD͘ƵƌďŝŶ͕ŚŝĞĨŽĨƚŚĞ&ŽƌĞƐƚƌǇŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ŽƵŶƚǇŽĨ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ&ŝƌĞĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ
ϭϯϮϬEŽƌƚŚĂƐƚĞƌŶǀĞŶƵĞ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ͕ϵϬϬϲϯͲϯϮϵϰ
Response 4-1:
/ƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚƚŚĂƚƚŚĞWůĂŶŶŝŶŐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶŚĂĚŶŽĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŽŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘
Response 4-2:
dŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐĨŽƌĨŝƌĞĨůŽǁƐĂŶĚĨŝƌĞŚǇĚƌĂŶƚƐ͘ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ
ĂŶĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϭZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĂŶĚǁŝůůďĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚǁĂƚĞƌŵĂŝŶƐ͘
Response 4-3:
dŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ&ŝƌĞŽĚĞƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘
Response 4-4:
dŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůĐŽŵƉůǇ ǁŝƚŚ ĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ E&WϭϯϬ ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ ĨŽƌ &ŝǆĞĚ
'ƵŝĚĞǁĂǇdƌĂŶƐŝƚĂŶĚWĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌZĂŝů^ǇƐƚĞŵƐ͘
Response 4-5:
ŶǇĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽĨŝƌĞŚǇĚƌĂŶƚƐĂŶĚǁĂƚĞƌŵĂŝŶƐĨŽƌĨŝƌĞĨŝŐŚƚŝŶŐƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐǁŝůůďĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĨŽƌƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŽƵŶƚǇ ŽĨ >ŽƐ ŶŐĞůĞƐ &ŝƌĞ WƌĞǀĞŶƚŝŽŶ͕ >ĂŶĚ ĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ hŶŝƚ͕ ĂƐ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘
Response 4-6:
ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚĂŶĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϭZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
ǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĂŶĚĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚĂŶĚ͕ĨŽƌƚŚŝƐƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞŽƵŶƚǇ͛Ɛ
ƐƚĂƚƵƚĞƐĂŶĚƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽĞƌŽƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ǁĂƚĞƌƐŚĞĚŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ƌĂƌĞĂŶĚĞŶĚĂŶŐĞƌĞĚƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ͕
ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĨƵĞůŵŽĚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽƌĂƌĐŚĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĂŶĚĐƵůƚƵƌĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŽƌƚŚĞŽƵŶƚǇ͛ƐKĂŬdƌĞĞŽƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞ͘
Ɛ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϰ͘ϯ͕ ŝŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ EŽǀĞŵďĞƌ ϮϬϮϭ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z͕ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĂŶĚĂůŽŶŐƐƚƌĞĞƚƐŝŶĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚƵƌďĂŶŝǌĞĚƉŽƌƚŝŽŶƐŽĨƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƚŚĂƚĚŽŶŽƚĐŽŶƚĂŝŶ
ŽƉĞŶƐƉĂĐĞŽƌŶĂƚŝǀĞŚĂďŝƚĂƚ͘dŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůĂĨĨĞĐƚĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƚƌĞĞƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϱ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϲ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϱ

3.0 Comments and Responses
$0

ƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͛ƐdƌĞĞWƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ǁŚŝĐŚĂĚĚƌĞƐƐďŽƚŚŶĂƚŝǀĞĂŶĚŶŽŶͲŶĂƚŝǀĞ
ƚƌĞĞƐ͘
Response 4-7:

4XHVWLRQVUH9HKLFOH:DVK)DFLOLW\
+XIIPDQ0DQG\PDQG\KXIIPDQ#ODFVGRUJ!

ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶƚŚĞEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϭZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ/dǁŝůůďĞĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůůǇƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ
ĂŶĚ͕ ĨŽƌ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ ŶŽ ƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ ĨƵĞů ƚĂŶŬƐ ĂƌĞ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
^ŚŽƵůĚĂŶǇƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚƐƚŽƌĂŐĞĨƵĞůƚĂŶŬƐďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƚĂĨƵƚƵƌĞĚĂƚĞ͕
ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƚĂŶŬƐǁŝůůďĞŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚŽĨWƵďůŝĐ
tŽƌŬƐŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůWƌŽŐƌĂŵƐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ͘


4XHVWLRQVUH9HKLFOH:DVK)DFLOLW\LQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU

7KX$0
7R LQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRULQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU#FLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJ!

'ŽŽĚŵŽƌŶŝŶŐDƐ͘tŝůĐŽǆ͕
dŚĞ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ^ĂŶŝƚĂ ŽŶŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƐƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚĂEŽ ĐĞŽĨǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨĂƌĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚĚƌĂ͘ /ZĨŽƌƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ
dƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘/ĂŵǁƌŝŶŐƚŽƐĞĞŬĐůĂƌŝĮĐĂŽŶƐŽŶƚŚĞsĞŚŝĐůĞtĂƐŚ&ĂĐŝůŝƚǇĂƚƚŚĞD^&ĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͗



ϭ͘ tŝůůƚŚĞsĞŚŝĐůĞtĂƐŚ&ĂĐŝůŝƚǇďĞĞǆƉŽƐĞĚƚŽƚŚĞƌĂŝŶĂŶĚĐŽŶǀĞǇƌĂŝŶǁĂƚĞƌƚŽƚŚĞƐĞǁĞƌ͍/ĨƐŽ͕ǁŚĂƚŝƐƚŚĞƐƋƵĂƌĞ
ĨŽŽƚĂŐĞŽĨƚŚĞĞǆƉŽƐĞĚĂƌĞĂ͍
Ϯ͘ tŝůůĂŶǇĐŚĞŵŝĐĂůƐďĞƵƐĞĚƚŽǁĂƐŚƚŚĞƚƌĂŝŶƐ͍
ϯ͘ /ƐƚŚĞƌĞĂŶǇƉůĂŶƚŽĐůĞĂŶƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌŽĨŝŶƚĞƌŵŽĚĂůĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞƌƐŝŶƚŚĞĨƵƚƵƌĞ͍

ϱͲϭ
ϱͲϮ
ϱͲϯ

dŚĂŶŬǇŽƵ͘
0DQG\+XIIPDQ
(QYLURQPHQWDO3ODQQHU_:DVWHZDWHU3ODQQLQJ
H[W
PDQG\KXIIPDQ#ODFVGRUJ
±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±±

:HEVLWH_)DFHERRN_7ZLWWHU_,QVWDJUDP_<RX7XEH

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϳ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

KWWSVPDLOFLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJRZDYLHZPRGHO 5HDG0HVVDJH,WHP ,WHP,' $$0N$*([1P4\2'4[/7J<]NW1'1P2&K1:(/74Z<MGO1MF[<:«
DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϴ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ



ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϲ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 5:
DĂŶĚǇ,ƵĨĨŵĂŶ͕ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůWůĂŶŶĞƌ
&ĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐWůĂŶŶŝŶŐĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ^ĂŶŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƐ
ϭϵϱϱtŽƌŬŵĂŶDŝůůZŽĂĚ
tŚŝƚƚŝĞƌ͕ϵϬϲϬϭͲϭϰϬϬ

December 23, 2021
Ref. DOC 6372459

Response 5-1:
dŚĞsĞŚŝĐůĞtĂƐŚ&ĂĐŝůŝƚǇůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞD^&ǁŽƵůĚŶŽƚďĞĞǆƉŽƐĞĚƚŽƌĂŝŶŽƌĐŽŶǀĞǇƌĂŝŶǁĂƚĞƌƚŽƚŚĞ
ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƐĞǁĞƌƐǇƐƚĞŵ͘ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞϰ͘ϭϰͲϱϬŽĨSection 4.14: Utilities & Service SystemsŝŶƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞǁĂƐŚǁŝůůďĞĂƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇůŽĐĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞD^&ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐǁŚĞƌĞƚƌĂŝŶƐ
ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ŵĂŶƵĂůůǇ Žƌ ĂƵƚŽŵĂƚŝĐĂůůǇ ŵŽǀĞĚ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ƚŚĞ ǁĂƐŚ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ͘ dŚĞ D^& ǁŽƵůĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚ ƚŽ
ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ǁĂƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ ƐĞǁĞƌ ůŝŶĞƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ĂůŽŶŐ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘ Ɛ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ŽŶ ƉĂŐĞ ϰ͘ϱͲϯϳ ŽĨ

Ms. Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager
Planning Division
City of Inglewood
One West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301
Dear Ms. Wilcox:

Section 4.5: EnergyŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ǁĂƚĞƌǁŽƵůĚďĞĨŝůƚĞƌĞĚĂŶĚƌĞƵƐĞĚĂƐǁĂƐŚĂŶĚƌŝŶƐĞ
ǁĂƚĞƌĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶĐĂƌƐŝŶƚŚĞD^&͘
Response 5-2:
EŽĐŚĞŵŝĐĂůƐǁŽƵůĚďĞƵƐĞĚƚŽǁĂƐŚƚŚĞd^ƚƌĂŝŶƐ͘ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇŝŶZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞϱͲϭ͕ƚŚĞD^&
ǁŽƵůĚĐŽŶŶĞĐƚƚŽĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐǁĂƚĞƌĂŶĚƐĞǁĞƌůŝŶĞƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘tĂƚĞƌǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ĨŝůƚĞƌĞĚĂŶĚƌĞƵƐĞĚĂƐǁĂƐŚĂŶĚƌŝŶƐĞǁĂƚĞƌĨŽƌƚƌĂŝŶĐĂƌƐŝŶƚŚĞD^&͘

Recirculated DEIR Response to the Inglewood Transit Connector Project
The Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts (Districts) received a Recirculated Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) for the subject project on November 15, 2021. The proposed project is located within the
jurisdictional boundaries of District No. 5. Previous comments submitted by the Districts to your agency in
correspondences dated August 6, 2018, and February 8, 2021, (copies enclosed) still apply to the subject project
with the following information:
1.

Response 5-3:
dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĚŽĞƐŶŽƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨŝŶƚĞƌŵŽĚĂůĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞƌƐ͘dŚĞŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌŽĨƚŚĞd^dƌĂŝŶƐǁŝůů
ďĞĐůĞĂŶĞĚƵƐŝŶŐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚĐůĞĂŶŝŶŐƉƌŽĚƵĐƚƐĂŶĚŶŽĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůǁĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌǁŝůůďĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĚ͘




2.

3.

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϵ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

The proposed Vehicle Wash Facility at the Maintenance and Storage Facility may require a Districts’
Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit. Project developers should contact the Districts’ Industrial Waste
Section at (562) 908-4288, extension 2900, to reach a determination on this matter. If this permit is
necessary, project developers will be required to forward copies of final plans and supporting information
for the proposed project to the Districts for review and approval before beginning project construction. For
additional
Industrial
Wastewater
Discharge
Permit
information,
go
to
https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-programs-permits/industrial-waste-pretreatmentprogram/industrial-wastewater-discharge-permits.
Availability of sewer capacity depends upon project size and timing of connection to the sewerage system.
Because there are other proposed developments in the area, the availability of trunk sewer capacity should
be verified as the project advances. Please submit a copy of the project’s build-out schedule to the
undersigned to ensure the project is considered when planning future sewerage system relief and
replacement projects.
The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee to connect facilities
(directly or indirectly) to the Districts’ Sewerage System or to increase the strength or quantity of wastewater
discharged from connected facilities. This connection fee is used by the Districts for its capital
facilities. Payment of a connection fee may be required before this project is permitted to discharge to the
Districts’ Sewerage System. For more information and a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go
to www.lacsd.org, under Services, then Wastewater (Sewage) and select Rates & Fees. In determining the
impact to the Sewerage System and applicable connection fees, the Districts will determine the user category
(e.g. Condominium, Single Family home, etc.) that best represents the actual or anticipated use of the
parcel(s) or facilities on the parcel(s) in the development. For more specific information regarding the
connection fee application procedure and fees, the developer should contact the Districts’ Wastewater Fee
Public Counter at (562) 908-4288, extension 2727. If an Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit is
required, connection fee charges will be determined by the Industrial Waste Section.
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ϯ͘ϬZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϲ

Ms. Mindy Wilcox
4.

2

ϯ͘ϬZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϲ

December 23, 2021

In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the capacities
of the Districts’ wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth forecast adopted by the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific policies included in the development
of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into clean air plans, which are prepared by the South
Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality Management Districts in order to improve air quality in the South
Coast and Mojave Desert Air Basins as mandated by the CAA. All expansions of Districts’ facilities must
be sized and service phased in a manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for
the counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial. The available
capacity of the Districts’ treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels associated with the approved
growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute a guarantee of wastewater service, but
is to advise the developer that the Districts intend to provide this service up to the levels that are legally
permitted and to inform the developer of the currently existing capacity and any proposed expansion of the
Districts’ facilities.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2743, or
mandyhuffman@lacsd.org.

February 8, 2021



Ref. DOC 6012833
Ms. Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager
Planning Division
City of Inglewood
One West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301
Dear Ms. Wilcox:

Very truly yours,

DEIR Response for Inglewood Transit Connector Project

Mandy Huffman
Environmental Planner
Facilities Planning Department

The Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts (Districts) received a Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) for the subject project on December 28, 2020. The proposed project is located within the jurisdictional
boundary of District No. 5. Previous comments submitted by the Districts in correspondence dated August 6, 2018
(copy enclosed) still apply to the subject project with the following updated information:

MNH:mnh

x

Enclosure

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717 or at
araza@lacsd.org.

cc:

All information concerning Districts’ facilities and sewerage service contained in the document is current.

J. Chung
A. Schmidt
A. Howard

Very truly yours,

Adriana Raza
Customer Service Specialist
Facilities Planning Department
AR:ar
Enclosure
cc:
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A. Howard
R. Paracuelles
Engineering Counter

DOC 6059861.D05
ϯ͘ϬͲϮϭ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϲ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 6:
DĂŶĚǇ,ƵĨĨŵĂŶ͕ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůWůĂŶŶĞƌ
&ĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐWůĂŶŶŝŶŐĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽƵŶƚǇ^ĂŶŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƐ
ϭϵϱϱtŽƌŬŵĂŶDŝůůZŽĂĚ
tŚŝƚƚŝĞƌ͕ϵϬϲϬϭͲϭϰϬϬ
Response 6-1:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚĞ tĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌ KƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐ ĂŶǇ ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĚĞƐŝƌĞƐ ƚŽ ĚŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞ
ŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂůǁĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌƚŽƚŚĞ^ĂŶŝƚĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƐΖƐĞǁĞƌĂŐĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƚŽĨŝƌƐƚŽďƚĂŝŶĂŶ/ŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂůtĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌ
ŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞWĞƌŵŝƚ͘/ƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚƚŚĂƚƵŶĚĞƌƚŚĞŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛ƐtĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌKƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞƚƌƵĐŬĂŶĚďƵƐǁĂƐŚĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ǁŝƚŚ ĨůŽǁƐ ůĞƐƐ ƚŚĂŶ ϭ D'z Ă ǇĞĂƌ ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĞǆĞŵƉƚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ŽďƚĂŝŶ ĂŶ /ŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů
tĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞWĞƌŵŝƚ͘dŚĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚƌĂŝŶǁĂƐŚǁŽƵůĚďĞƐŝŵŝůĂƌƚŽĂƚƌƵĐŬŽƌďƵƐǁĂƐŚĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ͘
ĨŝŶĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶĨŽƌƚŚŝƐĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŚĂƐŶŽƚďĞĞŶĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚĂƐƚŚŝƐƚŝŵĞ͘tŚĞŶƚŚŝƐĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇŝƐ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ͕ŝĨŝƚŝƐĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚƚŚĂƚƚŚĞĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇǁŝůůŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞϭD'zŽƌŵŽƌĞŽĨǁĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌ͕ĂŶ/ŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů
tĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌ ŝƐĐŚĂƌŐĞ WĞƌŵŝƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚ ďĞĨŽƌĞ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘
Response 6-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚƌƵŶŬƐĞǁĞƌĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚĞŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞƐϰ͘ϭϰͲϱϮʹϰ͘ϭϰͲ
ϱϯŽĨSection 4.14: Utilities & Service Systems ŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞŝƐ
ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ ƚƌƵŶŬ ƐĞǁĞƌ ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ Ăƚ ƚŚŝƐ ƚŝŵĞ͕ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŽƵůĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞ ůĞƐƐ
ǁĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌƚŚĂŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚƵƐĞƐ;ƐĞĞTable 4.14-10Ϳ͘dŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůůĐŽŶƐƵůƚǁŝƚŚ>^ƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ŝƐĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚǁŚĞŶƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐĨƵƚƵƌĞƐĞǁĞƌƌĞůŝĞĨĂŶĚͬŽƌƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ͘
Response 6-3:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ &ĞĞƐ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŝůů ĐŽŵƉůǇ ǁŝƚŚ Ăůů ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ
ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͘
Response 6-4:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĞǆƉůĂŝŶŝŶŐ >^ΖƐ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ ĞǆƉĂŶƐŝŽŶ ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚŝĞƐ ďĞŝŶŐ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ŐƌŽǁƚŚ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ďǇ ^' ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ
ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ
ƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞ
ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘


DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϯ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ


ϯ͘ϬͲϮϰ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϳ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 7:
hǌŝĂŶŝĞů͕DĂŶĂŐĞƌŽĨKƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ
tĞƐƚĂƐŝŶDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůtĂƚĞƌŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ
ϭϳϭϰϬ^ŽƵƚŚǀĂůŽŶŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
ĂƌƐŽŶ͕ϵϬϳϰϲ

'HFHPEHU
0LQG\:LOFR[3ODQQLQJ0DQDJHU
&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG
2QH:HVW0DQFKHVWHU%OYG
,QJOHZRRG&$
LQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU#FLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJ

tĂƚĞƌ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ϰ ǁĂƚĞƌ ůŝŶĞƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĂŶĚ ,ĂƌĚǇ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ

6XEMHFW

ǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚĞ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ dƌĂŶƐŝƚ ŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ WƌŽũĞĐƚ hƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ZĞƉŽƌƚ͕

Response 7-1:
ƐŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨtĞƐƚĂƐŝŶDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂů

,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW 6&1 

ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝŶƉƉĞŶĚŝǆY͘ϭŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚ

'HDU0V:LOFR[

ǁŝƚŚĂŶĚŝŵƉĂĐƚĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐtĞƐƚĂƐŝŶDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůtĂƚĞƌŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐďĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĂƐďƵŝůƚĚƌĂǁŝŶŐƐĨŽƌ

7KDQN\RXIRUWKHRSSRUWXQLW\WRFRPPHQWRQWKH5HFLUFXODWHG'UDIW(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW
5HSRUWGDWHG1RYHPEHUIRUWKH,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW 3URSRVHG
3URMHFW :HVW%DVLQ0XQLFLSDO:DWHU'LVWULFW :HVW%DVLQ DVDZKROHVDOHVXSSOLHURI
LPSRUWHGGULQNLQJZDWHUWRWKH&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG &LW\ DQGDSURGXFHURIUHF\FOHGZDWHU
WRWKHUHJLRQXQGHUVWDQGVWKHLPSDFWVRIYLWDOGHYHORSPHQWSURMHFWVVXFKDVWKHQHHGIRU
SXEOLFWUDQVSRUWDWLRQDVZHOODVWKHQHHGIRUUHOLDEOHZDWHUVXSSOLHVWRPHHWORFDOZDWHU
GHPDQGV
:HVW%DVLQKDVSURGXFHGDQGVHUYHGUHF\FOHGZDWHUWRWKH&LW\IRUPRUHWKDQ\HDUV
DQGRZQVDQGRSHUDWHVDUHF\FOHGZDWHUGLVWULEXWLRQV\VWHPLQWKHDUHDZLWKLQWKH&LW\¶V
3URSRVHG3URMHFW,WLVFULWLFDOWRQRWHWKDWWKH3URSRVHG3URMHFWPD\DIIHFW:HVW%DVLQ
UHF\FOHG ZDWHU GLVWULEXWLRQ V\VWHP LQFOXGLQJ SLSHOLQHV VHUYLFH OLQHV VXSSRUWLYH
DSSXUWHQDQFHVDQGFDWKRGLFSURWHFWLRQV\VWHPVFXUUHQWO\VHUYLQJWKH&LW\

ǁĂƚĞƌ ůŝŶĞƐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͘ Ɛ ƐŚŽǁŶ ŝŶ dĂďůĞ ͘ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ dƌĂŶƐŝƚ ŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ hƚŝůŝƚǇ ŽŶĨůŝĐƚ
DĂƚƌŝǆŝŶƚŚĞhƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚ͕ŶŽĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚƐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞtĞƐƚĂƐŝŶ͛ƐǁĂƚĞƌůŝŶĞƐǁĞƌĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ͘
ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚŝƚƐĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐǁŝůůĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŽĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞtĞƐƚĂƐŝŶ
DƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůtĂƚĞƌŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĚƵƌŝŶŐƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐ͕ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĞŝŶƚĞŐƌŝƚǇ
ŽĨtĞƐƚĂƐŝŶ͛ƐĚŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶƐǇƐƚĞŵŝƐŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ͘




ϳͲϭ

:HVW%DVLQORRNVIRUZDUGWRZRUNLQJZLWKWKH&LW\WRHQVXUHLWVGLVWULEXWLRQV\VWHPLVQRW
DGYHUVHO\LPSDFWHG:HVW%DVLQVHHNVDVVXUDQFHWKDWGXULQJWKHSODQQLQJGHVLJQDQG
FRQVWUXFWLRQSKDVHVRIWKH3URSRVHG3URMHFWWKH&LW\DQGWKHLUFRQWUDFWRUVZLOOPDLQWDLQ
WKHLQWHJULW\RI:HVW%DVLQ¶VGLVWULEXWLRQV\VWHPDQGSURWHFWH[LVWLQJZDWHUUHVRXUFHVIRU
WKHFRPPXQLW\
3OHDVHIHHOIUHHWRFRQWDFWPHRU:HVW%DVLQ2SHUDWLRQV6XSHUYLVRU)UDQN)XFKVDW  
ZLWKIXUWKHUTXHVWLRQV:HVW%DVLQORRNVIRUZDUGWRFRQWLQXLQJRXUSDUWQHUVKLS
ZLWKWKH&LW\RI,QJOHZRRGWRGHOLYHUGULQNLQJDQGUHF\FOHGZDWHUVXSSOLHVWRWKH&LW\
6LQFHUHO\
8]L
8]L'DQLHO
'DQLHO
0DQDJHURI2SHUDWLRQV
:HVW%DVLQ0XQLFLSDO:DWHU'LVWULFW

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϱ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϲ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
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ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϴ

ϯ͘ϬZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϴ

Inglewood Transit Connector
RDEIR – Metro Comments
December 27, 2021
(Intuit Dome). Three stations are proposed: (1) The Market Street/Florence Avenue station generally located
between Market Street and Locust Street; (2) The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station located on the
southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard; and (3) The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station
located on the northwest corner of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street. The Project also includes a maintenance
storage facility (MSF) for maintaining ATS trains, two power distribution substations (PDSs) for providing power
to the ATS system, and public parking along the proposed alignment at the Market Street/Florence Avenue
station, 150 South Market Street and the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station. The Project is planned to operate
from 6:00 AM to 12:00 AM during the week and on weekends, with the possibility of extending operation hours
as needed during special events.

December 27, 2021
Mindy Wilcox, AICP
City of Inglewood, Planning Division
One West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301
Sent by Email: inglewoodtransitconnector@cityofinglewood.org

Comments
RE:

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (RDEIR) – Metro Comments

Interface between Metro Downtown Inglewood Station and APM Station
Metro appreciates the coordination efforts with the APM design team over the past year regarding the interface
between the Market/Florence APM Station and Metro’s Downtown Inglewood Station. As mutually identified
already through these collaborations, Metro and the City will continue to coordinate on the following topics to
further strengthen and optimize the performance of the APM and the Metro regional system:

Dear Ms. Wilcox:
Thank you for coordinating with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
regarding the proposed Inglewood Transit Connector Project (Project) located in the City of Inglewood (City).
Metro’s aim is to create and maintain a world-class transportation system that focuses on providing an excellent
customer experience and enhancing the quality of life for those who live, work, and play within Los Angeles
County. As the public mass transportation planner, builder and operator, Metro is constantly working to deliver a
regional system that supports increased transportation options and associated benefits, such as improved
mobility options, air quality, health and safety, and access to opportunities.
As such, Metro supports this Project and recognizes its significance to the City and the greater Los Angeles
County region. We appreciate the City’s ongoing coordination efforts on the Project, particularly with respect to
the interface between the Project and Metro’s Crenshaw/LAX Line (K Line). Metro and the City already enjoy a
strong collaborative working relationship on many planning efforts including the K Line, Metro-funded transitoriented development (TOD) Specific Plans, the Inglewood First/Last Mile Plan, the Centinela/Florence Grade
Separation, and event transportation demand management for SoFi Stadium and the Inglewood Basketball and
Entertainment Center. We are committed to continuing this collaborative approach with respect to this Project,
including the formation of a Joint Powers Authority for implementation of the Project.

x
x
x

ϴͲϭ

As Metro continues to advance our bus services and intermodal connections throughout the region, Metro and
the City will continue to coordinate on any changes to bus service, or stops or layover locations proposed by the
Project. It should be noted that in December 2021, Metro completed its implementation of the NextGen Bus
Plan, a major update to Metro’s bus service network and stop locations. For more information, visit the NextGen
Bus Plan’s website at https://www.metro.net/projects/nextgen/, as well as the service changes website at
https://mybus.metro.net/.

See CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3(a); Governor’s Office of Planning and Research Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation
Impacts In CEQA, December 2018, p. 19.

ϴͲϮ

Construction Commitments Program
Metro appreciates the inclusion of Project Design Feature PDF-TRANS-1 (Transit Access and Circulation
Program). Metro respectfully suggests that PDF-TRANS-2 (Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program) be
amended as follows:
x

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϳ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϴͲϰ

Coordinated network planning will be mutually beneficial in accommodating transfer activity between bus and
rail lines, bus-to-bus transfers and access of other modes (e.g., Metro Micro Transit, Metro Bike Share, TNCs,
etc.) that will occur along sidewalks and public spaces. Metro has completed the Metro Transfers Design Guide,
a best practices document on transit improvements. This can be accessed online at:
https://www.metro.net/about/station-design-projects/.

Project Description

1

ϴͲϯ

Bus Service and Intermodal Connections

Reflecting Metro’s interests in a successful ITC Project, this letter is intended to provide the City with specific
comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR for the Project per Metro’s area of statutory responsibility pursuant to
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and to identify opportunities for coordination and
implementation of goals and policies to advance a world-class transportation network for the region. Effects of a
project on transit systems and infrastructure are within the scope of transportation impacts to be evaluated
under CEQA.1

The Inglewood Transit Connector Project (Project) is a 1.6-mile, three-station, fully elevated, electrically powered
light-rail transit system, including, among other things, an Automated Transit System (ATS) mass-transit line,
proposed by the City to close the last-mile gap and connect passengers between the Metro K (Crenshaw/LAX)
Line and Downtown Inglewood to major event and activity centers, including the Forum, the Los Angeles Sports
and Entertainment District, including SoFi Stadium, and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center

x
x
x

Buses operating in the vicinity of Market/Florence, including the new off-street bus hub;
Pedestrian volumes, circulation patterns, security, and queuing accommodations for patrons
transferring from the APM to the Metro Station, as well as the proposed pedestrian bridge that will link
the two stations and any touchdown points for the bridge on Metro’s property;
Coordination of projected service headways and passenger throughput under different scenarios for the
Project, given K Line headways and two-car trains;
Vertical circulation elements (e.g. escalators, elevators, and staircases);
Maintenance and upkeep of the proposed pedestrian bridge after construction; and
Signage for wayfinding and customer information.

“Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, transit, and traffic flow”

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϴ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϴͲϱ

ϯ͘ϬZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϴ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 8:
ůŝƐŽŶzŽŚ
^ŚŝŶĞ>ŝŶŐ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐDĞƚƌŽƉŽůŝƚĂŶdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ
KŶĞ'ĂƚĞǁĂǇWůĂǌĂ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ͕ϵϬϬϭϮͲϮϵϱϮ

Inglewood Transit Connector
RDEIR – Metro Comments
December 27, 2021

Response 8-1:
Centinela/Florence Avenues Grade Separation Project

dŚŝƐŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐĂĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶŽĨDĞƚƌŽ͛ƐƌŽůĞŝŶƌĞŐŝŽŶĂůƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶƉůĂŶŶŝŶŐĂŶĚ

The Centinela/Florence Avenues Grade Separation Project, pending project construction funding availability, is
projected to occur between Fall 2022 and Summer 2025, and will likely overlap with construction of the APM
Project. Metro and the City will endeavor to coordinate and consider construction schedule, right of way (ROW)
construction staging, construction site safety and appropriate clearances between properties and operating
areas, construction traffic management (roadway closure, traffic detour, relocation of bus stops, temporary bus
layover locations); shared utilities (if any), Track Allocation, and other needs as appropriate to ensure the safety
and efficient construction of both projects.

ƚŚĞĐŽŶƚĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐůĞƚƚĞƌ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ϴͲϲ

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

Special Permits

Response 8-2:

Should construction or maintenance of the Project necessitate temporary or ongoing access to Metro ROW, the
Project must adhere to Metro Track Allocation requirements. Permits allowing for single tracking or a power
shutdown, while possible, are highly discouraged and must be obtained at least two months before start of
construction. Permits for special operations, including the use of a pile driver or any other equipment that could
come into close proximity or encroach on the ROW’s airspace of the Overhead Catenary System (OCS) or
support structures must be obtained at least one month before the start of construction. Metro and the City will
work together to ensure implementation of these coordination procedures to provide for safety during
construction.

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐĂĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ
ϴͲϳ

ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚ
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŵĂŬĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 8-3:

In conclusion, Metro supports the successful delivery of the Inglewood Transit Connector Project and looks
forward to continuing coordination with the City as the Project continues to develop. If you have any questions
regarding this letter, please contact us at yoha@metro.net or lings@metro.net.

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞƐƚŚĞŽŶŐŽŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶďĞƚǁĞĞŶDĞƚƌŽĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝŶƚĞƌĨĂĐĞ
ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ DĞƚƌŽ < >ŝŶĞ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚ

Sincerely,

ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŵĂŬĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
Allison Yoh, Ph.D.
Executive Officer, Mobility Corridors
Countywide Planning & Development

Shine Ling
Trans
nssit Oriented
n
O
Manager, Transit
Communities
Countywide Planning & Development

ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 8-4:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞƐƚŚĞŽŶŐŽŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶďĞƚǁĞĞŶDĞƚƌŽĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽďƵƐƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ

cc:

ĂŶĚ ŝŶƚĞƌŵŽĚĂů ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ

David Mieger, Senior Executive Officer, Long Range & Mobility Corridors Planning

ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ
ƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞ
ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϮϵ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϬ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϵ

3.0 Comments and Responses

Response 8-5:
WƌŽũĞĐƚĞƐŝŐŶ&ĞĂƚƵƌĞW&ͲdZE^ͲϮŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚĂƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝŶƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

%D>DZ<Dg{ {

ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;WͿ͘

.M^Bz{8NT>`y
#Npz{`F{'^ITDw``B{ 0T:^^N^I{%NvNmM`^
/^D{8Dmp{.:^>KDmpDg{"TvB{
(^ITDw``B {#!{

Response 8-6:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů ŽĐĐƵƌ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ DĞƚƌŽ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĂŶǇ
ĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ ĞŶƚŝŶĞůĂͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞƐ'ƌĂĚĞ^ĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚ

2D {(^ITDw``B{5g:^mNp{#`^^D>p`g  3D>Ng>tT:pDB{%g:Fp{&^vNg`^ZD^p:U{)[b:>p{2Db`gq %&(2

ƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĚŽĞƐŶŽƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚ

%D:g{.m{8MT>`y

ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y

!m{:{>`F`t^BDg{`F{!&2/{#`TTD>pNvD {wNpK{DZbT`zDDm{:^B{>TMD^pDUD{Fg`Z{pKD{#Mpz{`F{(^ITDw``B
:^B{DTmDwKDgD{M^{pKD{#`t^pz{`F{-`m{!^IDTDm {'{wgNpD{pKMm{TDppDg{O_{nucdak{aG{rLE{*_JVExaaC
6h;_nOr{$a__EAah{1haPE?r{:^B{pKD{DTDv:pDB {DTD>pgN>:TTz{b`wDgDB{:tp`Z:pDB{bD`bTD{Z`vDg{!m
:{<tmM^Dmm{`w^Dg{({:Z{>`ZZNppDB{p`{SDDbN^I{`tg{<tmN^Dmm{N^{pKD{#Mpz{`F{(^ITDw``B{:^B{:m{b:l
`F{pK:p{>`ZZNpZD^p{wD{<:>S{pKD{#Npzm{bT:^{p`{:TXDvN:pD{DvD^p{B:z{pi:FFN>{>`^IDmpM`^{wNpK{pKD{
bg`b`mDB{0g`QD>p

'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ
ŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 8-7:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŶŽƚŝĨŝĞƐƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŚĂƚƉĞƌŵŝƚƐƚŽĂůůŽǁƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇŽƌƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽDĞƚƌŽZŝŐŚƚͲŽĨ

!m{'^ITDw``B{t^BDgI`Dm{:{KNmp`gM>{pj:^mF`gZ:pM`^{N^p`{:{w`gTB>T:mm{mb`gpm{:^B{DvD^pm
BDmpN^:pN`^ {({<DTNDvD{pKD{'5#{0i`QD>p{wNUT{>`^pgN<tpD{mNI^NFN>:^pTz{p`{pKD{>Npzm{D>`^`ZN>{Ig`wpK
<z{D^>`tg:IM^I{pg:vDT{p`{:^B{Fg`Z{pKD{>Npz{vN:{pKD{.Dpg`{#gD^mK:w-!9{TM^D{:^B{pKD{:tp`Z:pDB
bD`bUD{Z`vDg{'^{:BBNpN`^{p`{pKD{D>`^`ZN>{BDvDT`bZD^p{pKNm{wNTT{<gN^I{'{mtbb`gp{pKD{#Mpzm{
>`ZZNpZD^p{p`{N^vDmpM^I{N^{:{ZDpK`B{`F{pi:^mb`l:pN`^{pK:p{Nm{mtmp:N^:<TD{:^B{>`^piM=tpDm{p`
pKD{`vDi:TU{bg`pD>pN`^{`F{pKD{D^vMg`^ZD^p{

tĂǇĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽƌĨŽƌŽƌĨŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĂůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐǁŝůůďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĚŽĞƐ
ŶŽƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘




ϵͲϭ

ϵͲϮ

5KD{2D>Ni>tT:pDB{%g:Fs{&'2{:Tm`{Z:bm{`tp{pKD{#Mpzm{#`^mpgt>pM`^{0T:^{wKN>K{bg`ZMmDm{p`{w`gS
wNpK{T`>:T{<tmM^DmmDm{p`{SDDb{b`pD^pN:T{>`^mpit>pN`^{M^pDgitbpN`^m{:p{:{ZN^NZtZ{){mtbb`gp{pKD
#Npzm{>gD:pN`^{:{{ZNUTM`^{B`UT:i{"tmN^Dmm{(^pDggtbpN`^{Ft^B{p`{bg`vNBD{FM^:^>N:T{:mmNmp:^>D{p`
mZ:TT{Z`Z{:^B{b`b{<tmM^DmmDm{p`{KDTb{`FFmDp{p`{pKD{DypD^p{b`mmN<TD{<tmN^Dmm{gDvD^tD{T`mmDm
`g{M^>gD:mDB{DybD^mDm{pK:p{:gD{BNgD>pTz{:ppgM<tp:<UD{p`{BNmgtbpN`^m{BtgN^I{pKD{(5#{>`^mpit>pN`^{
:>pNvNpNDm{wNpKN^{pKD{(7#{0g`QD>p

ϵͲϯ

5KD{(5#{0g`RD>p{Nm{BDmMI^DB{p`{bg`vNBD{mNI^NFN>:^p{>`^^D>pMvMpz{pg:FFN@{gDBt>pN`^ {D>`^`ZN>
bg`mbDgNpz{:^B{ft:UNpz{`F{TNFD{<D^DFNpm{p`{pKD{#Npz{`F{)^ITDw``B{5KD{#Npz{^DDBm{p`{>T`mD{FNimpT:mp
\NTD{I:bm{<DpwDD^{pKD{m``^{p`{`bD^{.Dpi`{,{-M^D{ #gD^mK:w-!9{YN^D {:^B{pKD{K`tmM^I{:^B
DZbT`zZD^p{>D^pDgm{:^B{mb`lm{:^B{D^pDl:M^ZD^p{vD^tDm{

ϵͲϰ

5K



et{F`i Z{ ]I{F`gw:gB{wNpK{pKNm{bg`QD>p {:^B{F`g{mtbb`gpM^I{'^ITDw``B{<tmN^DmoDm



{

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϭ

#`Ht^{ i{ Dg`{#`TUD>pMvD
{4`tpK{.:gSDp{4pjDDp{
+^IWDw``B {#!{{

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘Ϭ   
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϬ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 9:
ŶĚƌĞǁƌĂŶĞ
ĞƌŽŽůůĞĐƚŝǀĞ
ϮϬϵ^ŽƵƚŚDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ

December 1, 2021
Mindy Wilcox
Planning Division
City of Inglewood
One West Manchester Blvd.
Inglewood, CA 90301

Response 9-1:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 9-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 9-3:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ ƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ &ƵŶĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ /d ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ
WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY
'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ
ŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 9-4:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ

Re: Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on the Inglewood Transit Connector
(ITC)
Dear Ms. Wilcox,
As Co-owner of Miracle Theater, with employees and clientele from the City of Inglewood and
elsewhere in the County of Los Angeles, I write this letter in support of the Inglewood Transit
Connector Project and the elevated, electrically powered, automated people mover. As a
business owner, I am committed to keeping our business in the City of Inglewood, and as part
of that commitment we back the Citys plan to alleviate event day traffic congestion with the
proposed Project.
As Inglewood undergoes a historic transformation into a world-class sports and events
destination, I believe the ITC Project will contribute significantly to the citys economic
growth by encouraging travel to and from the city via the Metro Crenshaw/LAX line and the
automated people mover. In addition to the economic development this will bring, I support
the City's commitment to investing in a method of transportation that is sustainable, and
contributes to the overall protection of the environment. The Recirculated Draft EIR also
maps out the Citys Construction Plan, which promises to work with local businesses to keep
potential construction interruptions at a minimum.
I support the efforts of the Business Interruption Assistance Program that the city will create a
$5 million dollar Business Interruption fund to provide financial assistance to small mom and
pop” businesses to help offset to the extent possible, business revenue losses or increased
expenses that are directly attributable to disruptions during the ITC construction activities
within the ITC Project.

ϭϬͲϭ

ϭϬͲϮ

ϭϬͲϯ

In anticipation of the Governor releasing the new State Budget and the upcoming
deliberations by the Legislature, I express my strong support for the City of Inglewoods
pursuit of $400 million for the ITC Project from the forthcoming State budget.

ϭϬͲϰ

The ITC Project is designed to provide significant connectivity, traffic reduction, economic
prosperity, and quality of life benefits to the City of Inglewood. The City needs to close first/
last mile gap between Metro K Line (Crenshaw/LAX Line) and the housing and employment
centers, and sports and entertainment venues.

ϭϬͲϱ

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ

Thank you for moving forward with this project, and for supporting Inglewood businesses.

ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ

Sincerely,

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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Owen Smith

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϯ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϰ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

3.0 Comments and Responses

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 10

Response 10-5:

KǁĞŶƐŵŝƚŚ

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů

dŚĞDŝƌĂĐůĞdŚĞĂƚĞƌ
ϮϮϲ^DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚ͕/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ

ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ

Response 10-1:

WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ





ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 10-2:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ
WƌŽŐƌĂŵŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 10-3:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ ƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ &ƵŶĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ /d ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ
WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY
'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ
ŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 10-4:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƉƵƌƐƵŝŶŐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƐƚĂƚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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ϯ͘ϬͲϯϱ
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ϯ͘ϬͲϯϲ
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ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϭ

the Project, but rather to ensure the Properties, especially D-3, are protected from
potential Project impacts.
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December 22, 2021
VIA E-MAIL

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϭ

Ms. Mindy Wilcox, AICP
Planning Manager
City of Inglewood
One W. Manchester Boulevard
Inglewood, California 90301
mwilcox@cityofinglewood.org;
inglewoodtransitconnector@cityofinglewood.org

As D-3 was designed to achieve the City and Owner’s common vision to activate and
foster a robust pedestrian environment on Market Street, we see the Project as an
opportunity to help facilitate that vision. Our goal throughout this process has been to
ensure that the Project and Properties are developed harmoniously and to benefit the
community.

ϭϭͲϰ

After reviewing the RDEIR circulated by the City on November 12, 2021, we are pleased
that some of the issues raised in our previous comment letter were addressed in the
revisions found in the RDEIR. This comment letter identifies remaining, necessary
revisions and mitigation measures which need to be added to the RDEIR pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

ϭϭͲϱ

The following significant revisions need to be made to the RDEIR:
Re:

Inglewood Transit Connector Environmental Impact Report Comment Letter

x

Dear Ms. Wilcox:
We are writing on behalf of Thomas Safran & Associates (TSA) and Black Equities Group
(together, “Owner”), local stakeholders in the Inglewood Community, to provide
comment on the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (RDEIR) for the
Inglewood Transit Connector project (ITC, or “Project”) by the City of Inglewood
(“City”).
TSA and Black Equities own or have an agreement with the City to purchase four
properties on Market Street in close proximity to the proposed northern terminus of the
ITC: the Fox Theater located at 115 North Market Street, 139 North Market Street, 158
North Market Street, and a mixed use development currently under construction at the
property bordered by North Market Street, East Regent Street, North La Brea Avenue,
and East Florence Avenue, referred to in the RDEIR as D-3 (collectively, “the
Properties”). Each of these properties were purchased from the City with the
understanding that TSA would redevelop (or in the case of the Fox Theater, adaptively
reuse) them to fulfill the City’s priority of establishing residential and commercial uses
at these locations.
TSA and Black Equities are committed to the development and operation of the highest
quality communities that enrich the lives of its residents and positively contribute to
the community. TSA and Black Equities appreciate their long, positive working
relationship with the City and its leaders and are very supportive of all current
community development efforts. This includes support of the ITC as a new high-quality
transportation option that can be compatible with the community and serve its
residents. In that vein, we want to emphasize that our intention is not to stop or delay

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϳ

It is unclear whether D-3 was fully analyzed as a sensitive receptor for the
purposes of noise analysis. Figure 4.10-5 identifies Noise Sensitive Receptor
Groups, but it does not include D-3. Given the revisions made to the Air Quality
analysis based on our previous comments, this appears to be an oversight but it
needs to be addressed with D-3 properly identified on a revised Figure 4.10-5;
this is essential to ensuring that 1) any potential noise impacts to D-3 are fully
analyzed, and 2) D-3 is treated as a sensitive receptor during the ITC’s
construction and operation.

ϭϭͲϲ

Given the proximity of D-3 to the Market Street/Florence Avenue station and
construction staging area (the property bordered by Florence Avenue, Market
Street, Regent Street, and Locust Street, referred to as “Construction Staging
Area”), baseline noise measurements need to be taken from D-3.

ϭϭͲϳ

x

In Table 4.10-15 of the RDEIR, Site K is identified as a “Public” Existing Land Use
as opposed to “Residential.” Given the proximity of so many residential
properties, including D-3, this should be revised to “Residential.”

ϭϭͲϴ

x

The RDEIR identifies three coral trees to be removed at the Southeastern corner
of D-3. Due to their size and maturity, these trees are considered protected by
the Inglewood Municipal Code (IMC), and thus their removal would constitute an
environmental impact. (IMC § 12-113(A).) Significantly, these trees appear to be
in the ITC’s 25 foot buffer as opposed to its actual proposed path. Accordingly,
the City should include mitigation to avoid the environmental impact of removing
these trees, which provide beauty and character to D-3 and the larger
community.

ϭϭͲϵ

ϭϭͲϭ

x

ϭϭͲϮ

ϭϭͲϯ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϴ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϭ

x

There appears to be an error in the Air Quality Analysis in Table 4.2-22 on page
4.2-85 of the RDEIR: the TSA Properties are referred to as “Off-Site Worker”
instead of “Proposed Residence.”

We noticed the RDEIR changed the noise thresholds from ambient + 5dBA to a property
and use-specific range, such that many activities which the DEIR considered impactful
would not be considered an impact under the RDEIR. The RDEIR does not provide a
rationale for this change, and it should be revised to reflect ambient + 5dBA, as
included in the DEIR. Given the Construction Staging Area’s proximity to so many
residential uses, we want to ensure proper mitigation is used to minimize the noise
generated by the Project. We request that the Project implement the following noise
mitigation measures to minimize noise impacts on the Properties, including D-3:

ϭϭͲϭϭ

Inclusion of a 24 foot sound wall during Project construction along Market Street
at the Construction Staging Area.

ϭϭͲϭϮ

x

Limitation of construction hours where residential properties are within 150 feet
of the construction activity, as measured on a property line to property line
basis. Construction shall be prohibited between 6:00 pm and 8:00 am.

ϭϭͲϭϯ

During construction, the City shall retain an independent noise consultant to
monitor noise impacts on sensitive uses generated by the Project. The noise
consultant shall install sound monitoring equipment at the property lines of
sensitive uses identified in the EIR. The sound monitoring equipment shall record
and upload to the internet on an hourly basis Leq, Lmax, L5, L10, L50, L90, L95.
The Independent Noise Monitor shall establish and maintain a website making
noise measurements publicly available in real time. The threshold for sensitive
uses shall be ambient + 5dBA, as set forth in the DEIR. The noise monitor shall be
responsible for collecting fines for each violation of the established noise
thresholds. Each violation of noise thresholds would be subject to an escalating
fine structure of $500 for the first violation, $1000 for the second violation, and
$2000 for each subsequent violation over the course of a calendar month, to be
paid to an affordable housing trust fund.

ϭϭͲϭϰ

Limitation of non-emergency entry/exit access to the Construction Staging Area
to right turns to/from Florence Avenue.

ϭϭͲϭϱ

x

Use of rubber tire earth moving equipment.

ϭϭͲϭϲ

x

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as
practicable from sensitive receptors.

ϭϭͲϭϳ

ϯ͘ϬͲϯϵ

Staging of construction material deliveries behind fencing to minimize noise
emitting from idling vehicles.

ϭϭͲϭϴ

x

On site-signage at the Construction Staging Area reminding workers to minimize
noise generation.

ϭϭͲϭϵ

x

Use of drill piles or sonic or vibratory pile drivers instead of traditional impact
pile drivers, as permitted by geological conditions.

ϭϭͲϮϬ

x

Sequence noisy activities to occur during the same time period during daytime
hours.

ϭϭͲϮϭ

x

Select quieter demolition methods where appropriate.

ϭϭͲϮϮ

x

All trucks removing materials from the Construction Staging Area to be loaded
within the site perimeter (and will be required to cover loads as deemed
necessary for dust control).

ϭϭͲϮϯ

In addition to the noise-specific mitigation measures listed above, we have identified
the following mitigation measures which should be incorporated into the Project:

ϭϭͲϮϰ

x

x

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

x
ϭϭͲϭϬ

x

x

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϭ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

Funding to rehabilitate the Fox Theater, a historic resource which is listed on
the National Register of Historic Places, to address noise, vibration, and
aesthetic impacts caused by the construction and operation of the Project.

ϭϭͲϮϱ

Construction night lighting abatement during construction, including light
shields. Flood lighting or lighting that creates fugitive light impacts shall be
prohibited within 150 feet of sensitive uses, as measured from property line to
property line, between 8:00 pm and 7:00 am.

ϭϭͲϮϲ

x

Dust control – street washing, building cleaning, and resident car washes to be
provided by the Project.

ϭϭͲϮϳ

x

Rumble strips at truck entry/exit ways at the Construction Staging Area, watering
down stockpiles and surfaces as required, covering of stocks while minimizing
piling of material, and use of street sweepers to maintain adjacent roadways.

ϭϭͲϮϴ

Finally, we are requesting that we be provided notice for all Project notifications. We
had previously requested to be added to the list of interested parties, but did not
received the Notice of Availability for the RDEIR.

ϭϭͲϮϵ

x

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϰϬ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϭ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 11

Thank you for taking the time to consider these comments. TSA and Black Equities
remain committed to a productive partnership with the City to realize a vision together
for a sustainable and transit-oriented community around the ITC that achieves Project
goals in a manner that is sensitive to community and stakeholders that are heavily
invested in its success.

ůŝƐĂWĂƐƚĞƌ
'ůĂƐĞƌtĞŝů&ŝŶŬ,ŽǁĂƌĚǀĐŚĞŶΘ^ŚĂƉŝƌŽ>>W
ϭϬϮϱϬŽŶƐƚĞůůĂƚŝŽŶŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
ϭϵƚŚ&ůŽŽƌ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ͕ϵϬϬϲϳ
Response 11-1:
dŚŝƐŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƚĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŝŶƚŚŝƐůĞƚƚĞƌǁĞƌĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚŽŶďĞŚĂůĨŽĨdŚŽŵĂƐ

Respectfully,

^ĂĨƌĂŶ Θ ƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞƐ ;d^Ϳ ĂŶĚ ůĂĐŬ ƋƵŝƚŝĞƐ 'ƌŽƵƉ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚ

ELISA L. PASTER

ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŵĂŬĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ

of GLASER WEIL FINK HOWARD AVCHEN & SHAPIRO LLP

ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ELP:eg
Response 11-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇŝŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐŝŶ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƚŚĂƚd^ŚĂǀĞĂŶŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚŝŶŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ
ƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϴϴ͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 11-3:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŚŝůĞĞŶƐƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŽŶd^͛Ɛ
ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͕ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇƚŚĞŵŝǆĞĚͲƵƐĞĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇƵŶĚĞƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƚƚŚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇďŽƌĚĞƌĞĚ
ďǇEŽƌƚŚDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ĂƐƚZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕EŽƌƚŚ>ĂƌĞĂǀĞŶƵĞ͕ĂŶĚĂƐƚ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞ͕ƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚƚŽ
ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ĂƐ Ͳϯ ĂƌĞ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ
/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚ
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ ŵĂŬĞƌƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 11-4:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĚĞƐĐƌŝďŝŶŐƚŚĞŝŶƚĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞϯŵŝǆĞĚƵƐĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽĂƐƐŝƐƚŝŶŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐ
ƚŽ ĐƌĞĂƚĞ Ă ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ŽƌŝĞŶƚĞĚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚ ŽŶ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϰϭ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϰϮ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

3.0 Comments and Responses

3.0 Comments and Responses

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ

Response 11-8:

ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ

^ŝƚĞ<͕ŝƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚϮϬϱE͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ǁŚŝĐŚŝƐƚŚĞĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨƚŚĞͲϯWƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘ƐƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐ

ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂƐ Ă ŵŝǆĞĚͲƵƐĞ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ ďƵŝůƚ Ăƚ ƚŚŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ

Response 11-5:

ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐůĂŶĚƵƐĞĂƚƚŚŝƐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚƚŽ͞ZĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů͟ŝŶdĂďůĞƐϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϮ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϯ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϱ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲ

dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌĞƐƚŚĂƚ ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇƌĂŝƐĞĚ ĂƌĞ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z ĂŶĚ
ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐĞƐƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ǁŚŝĐŚĂƌĞĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚďĞůŽǁ͘

ϭϲ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϳ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϴ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϵ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϬ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϭ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϮ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϯ͕ϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϰ͕ĂŶĚϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϱ͘
WůĞĂƐĞŶŽƚĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚŝƐŶĞǁŵŝǆĞĚͲƵƐĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐŚĂĚŶŽƚďĞŐƵŶŝŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϬϭϴǁŚĞŶŶŽŝƐĞ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ǁĂƐ ĨŝƌƐƚ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ Ăƚ ƚŚŝƐ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͘ ƚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŝŵĞ͕ Ă ƉƵďůŝĐ ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ ůŽƚ ǁĂƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ

Response 11-6:

ŶŽƌƚŚǁĞƐƚĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨE͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚ͘ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚƚŚĞƌĞƐƚŽĨƚŚĞďůŽĐŬďĞƚǁĞĞŶE͘DĂƌŬĞƚ

dŚĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌŐƌŽƵƉƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ/ZĂƐƐĞƐƐƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞŶŽŝƐĞͲƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ

^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕͘ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚE͘>ĂƌĞĂǀĞŶƵĞǁĂƐǀĂĐĂŶƚ͘dŚŝƐŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ

ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ ǁŚĞƌĞ ďĂƐĞůŝŶĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ǁĂƐ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ͘ DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ǁĂƐ ŶŽƚ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ Ăƚ ĞǀĞƌǇ

ǁĂƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂƐ͞WƵďůŝĐ͟ďĞĐĂƵƐĞĂƉƵďůŝĐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐůŽƚǁĂƐƚŚĞƵƐĞŝŶEŽǀĞŵďĞƌϮϬϭϴ͘dŚŝƐƉĂƌŬŝŶŐůŽƚǁĂƐ

ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƵƐĞďƵƚŝŶƐƚĞĂĚĂƚƚŚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƵƐĞƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĐůŽƐĞƐƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ƐƵďƐĞƋƵĞŶƚůǇƌĞŵŽǀĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞŶĞǁŵŝǆĞĚͲƵƐĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂƚƚŚŝƐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͘

DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƚŽ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ĂŵďŝĞŶƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ĂŶĚ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ ƵƐĞƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚŝƐŶŽƚŶĞĞĚĞĚƚŽŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůǁŽƌƐƚͲĐĂƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚ

Response 11-9:

ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͘ EŽŝƐĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůĞƐƐ Ăƚ Ăůů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĂǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ

dŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĐŽƌƌĞĐƚůǇŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐƚŚĞĐŽƌĂůƚƌĞĞƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞϯƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇĂƐƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ

ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚƚŚĂŶƚŚĞĐůŽƐĞƐƚƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂŶĂůǇǌĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘

;ƐĞĞTable 4.3-5ŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZͿ͘ĂƐĞĚŽŶƌĞǀŝĞǁŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶĐĞƉƚƵĂůƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕

dŚĞ͞ͲϯƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͟;ƐŝƚĞŽĨƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ'ĂƚĞǁĂǇWƌŽũĞĐƚͿŝƐďŽƌĚĞƌĞĚďǇDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕>Ă
ƌĞĂ ǀĞŶƵĞ͕ ĂŶĚ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ͘ dŚĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ Ͳϯ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘

ƚŚĞƐĞŽƌĂůdƌĞĞƐĐĂŶďĞƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶƉůĂĐĞ͘
Response 11-10:

DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ^ŝƚĞ<͕ĂƚϮϬϱE͘DĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ĂƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZEŽŝƐĞƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ŝƐĂƚ

dĂďůĞ4.2-22ŚĂƐďĞĞŶĐŽƌƌĞĐƚĞĚĂƐƚŚĞd^WƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐǁĞƌĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ͞KĨĨͲ^ŝƚĞtŽƌŬĞƌ͟ŝŶĞƌƌŽƌŝŶƚŚŝƐ

ƚŚĞĐŽƌŶĞƌŽĨZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĂƚƚŚĞͲϯƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘dŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂƚ^ŝƚĞ

ƚĂďůĞ͘Table 4.2-22ŚĂƐďĞĞŶĐŽƌƌĞĐƚĞĚƚŽŵĂƚĐŚdĂďůĞϭϵŝŶƚŚĞŝƌYƵĂůŝƚǇĂŶĚ,ĞĂůƚŚZŝƐŬƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ

<ĂƌĞƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞŽĨƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚďĞĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞĚĂƚƚŚĞͲϯƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘&ŽƌƚŚŝƐƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕

dĞĐŚŶŝĐĂůZĞƉŽƌƚĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶƉƉĞŶĚŝǆ'͘ϭŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZǁŚŝĐŚĐŽƌƌĞĐƚůǇŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐ

ƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞůǇĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐĂŶĚĚŝƐĐůŽƐĞƐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƵƐĞƐ

ƚŚĞd^WƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐĂƐ͞WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚZĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞ;d^WƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͟Ϳ͘

ĂƚƚŚĞͲϯƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘

Response 11-11:

/ŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϭ͘Ϭ͕EŽŝƐĞĂŶĚsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵŽĨƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŽŶĂůůƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƵƐĞƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞͲϯƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͕ůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚǁŚĞƚŚĞƌƚŚĞƐĞƵƐĞƐĂƌĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂůůǇĂŶĂůǇǌĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZŽƌŶŽƚ͘ƐĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĞĚ
ŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞǁŝůůďĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͘

dŚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂůĞĨŽƌƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐŝƐƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝŶ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϰ͘ϭϭ͘ϲ͘ϭŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŽŶ
ƉĂŐĞƐϰ͘ϭϬͲϱϲĂŶĚϰ͘ϭϬͲϱϳŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͘ƐĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŝŶƚŚĂƚƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ďĞĐĂƵƐĞƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛Ɛ
'ĞŶĞƌĂůWůĂŶĂŶĚDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůŽĚĞĚŽŶŽƚĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵĂǆŝŵƵŵŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĨŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ĂƐƉĂƌƚ
ŽĨƚŚĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞĞĐĞŵďĞƌϮϬϮϬƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚĂŶĚĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚƚŚĞƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐŽĨ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ƵƐĞĚ ďǇ ŽƚŚĞƌ ũƵƌŝƐĚŝĐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ ƵƐĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐϮϬϬϲ>͘͘YdŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐ'ƵŝĚĞ͘dŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŶŽůŽŶŐĞƌ

Response 11-7:
WůĞĂƐĞƐĞĞZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞϭϭͲϲ͕ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŶŽŝƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂƚƚŚĞϯƐŝƚĞĂƌĞŶŽƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĂƐDŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
^ŝƚĞ<ŝƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞͲϯWƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘

ƵƐĞƐƚŚĞƐĞƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐĂŶĚŝƐƉƌĞƐĞŶƚůǇĚĞǀĞůŽƉŝŶŐŶĞǁƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐĨŽƌƵƐĞŝŶĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝŶŐƚŚĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞ͘
&Žƌ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞ ŽĨ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZďĂƐĞĚŽŶŐƵŝĚĂŶĐĞŝŶƚŚĞ&dTransit Noise and Vibration
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3.0 Comments and Responses

3.0 Comments and Responses

Impact Assessment Manual͘ƐƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞ&d͛Ɛ'ĞŶĞƌĂůƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞ

tŝƚŚŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝŶƚŚĞWĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ

ƌŝƚĞƌŝĂŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐĚĂǇƚŝŵĞĂŶĚŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐĨŽƌƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů͕ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů͕ĂŶĚŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂůůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ͕

ǁŝůůďĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĂŶĚ͕ĨŽƌƚŚŝƐƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ŶŽŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞ͕ƐŝŶĐĞ

ǁŚŝĐŚĂƌĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚƌĞĂƐŽŶĂďůĞĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂĨŽƌƵƐĞŝŶĂƐƐĞƐƐŝŶŐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌĂĚǀĞƌƐĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇƌĞĂĐƚŝŽŶ

ĂƐƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨĂŶŽŝƐĞďĂƌƌŝĞƌĂƐƐƵŐŐĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ĂƌĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘

ƚŽŶŽŝƐĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞƵƐĞŽĨƚŚĞƐĞƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐŝŶƚŚŝƐZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z
ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚƐƚŽƚŚĞƵŶŝƋƵĞĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚŝƚƐĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞĨŝǆĞĚŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌ͘

ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵĞƐƚƐĂŶĚƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŶƚŚĞƐĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐϭϭͲϭϱ͕ϭϭͲϭϲ͕ϭϭͲϭϳ͕ϭϭͲϭϴ͕ϭϭͲϭϵ͕ϭϭͲ
ϮϬ͕ϭϭͲϮϭ͕ϭϭͲϮϮ͕ϭϭͲϮϯ͕ϭϭͲϮϳ͕ĂŶĚϭϭͲϮϴƚŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚĚƵƌŝŶŐ

/ƚƐŚŽƵůĚĂůƐŽďĞŶŽƚĞĚƚŚĂƚƚŚĞWƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶĂŶĚĂůƐŽƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐƚŚĂƚĂ
ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ĨĨĂŝƌƐ >ŝĂŝƐŽŶ ƚŽ ďĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚ ƚŽ ĂŶǇ ĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶϮϰŚŽƵƌƐ͗
“The Community Affairs Liaison shall be responsible for responding within 24 hours to any
local complaintor question about construction activities. A website will be established with
project construction information and contact information for the Community Affairs
Liaison. A toll-free phone line (available 24 hours a day) and website will be made a part
of all construction notices and shall be posted in prominent public facing locations around
the Project area and in adjacent public spaces.
The Community Affairs Liaison shall receive all public complaints, investigate the cause of
the complaint and develop/implement feasible measures to address and resolve the cause
of the complaint.”

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
Response 11-13:
^ĞĞZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞϭϭͲϭϮĂďŽǀĞƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
dŚĞ ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚ ŚŽƵƌƐ ůŝŵŝƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ͕ ƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ͕ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ ĂŶǇ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͘
EŽƚǁŝƚŚƐƚĂŶĚŝŶŐ͕ƚŚĞWŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂǀĂƌŝĞƚǇŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŝůůŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞ
ĞĨĨĞĐƚŽĨŶŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĞǀĞŶŝŶŐĂŶĚŶŝŐŚƚ͘ƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ ϭϭͲϭϱ͕ϭϭͲϭϲ͕ ϭϭͲϭϳ͕ ϭϭͲϭϴ͕ϭϭͲϭϵ͕ϭϭͲϮϬ͕ϭϭͲϮϭ͕ϭϭͲϮϮ͕ ϭϭͲϮϯ͕ϭϭͲϮϳ͕ ĂŶĚ ϭϭͲϮϴ ďĞůŽǁ͕ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚƚŽŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵĞƐƚƐĂŶĚƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐŝŶ
ƚŚĞƐĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐ͘
Response 11-14:
Ɛ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚ ŝŶ ZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ϭϭͲϭϮ͕ ƚŚĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ĐŽŶĐůƵĚĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ



ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůĞƐƐ ƚŚĂŶ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝŶƚŚĞW͕ǁŚŝĐŚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐƚŚĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

Response 11-12:
ĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĂŶŽŝƐĞďĂƌƌŝĞƌ
ŝƐŶŽƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĂƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽŶDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚƚŽŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂƚƚŚĞϯ
ĂŶĚƚŚĞŽƚŚĞƌƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐůĞƚƚĞƌ͘dŚĞƌĞƐƵůƚƐŽĨƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĂƚ^ŝƚĞ<
ĂƚƚŚĞϯWƌŽƉĞƌƚǇĨŽƌWŚĂƐĞƐϭƚŚƌŽƵŐŚϴŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚŝŶdĂďůĞƐϰ͘ϭϬͲϭϱƚŚƌŽƵŐŚϰ͘ϭϬͲϮϮŽĨ
ƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĂƚƚŚŝƐƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇǁŝůůŶŽƚďĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͘ŵďŝĞŶƚ
ƉůƵƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞĂƚ^ŝƚĞ<ǁŽƵůĚƌĂŶŐĞĨƌŽŵĂůŽǁŽĨϲϯ͘ϱ>ĞƋϭͲŚŽƵƌĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞĚƵƌŝŶŐ
WŚĂƐĞϮƚŽĂŚŝŐŚŽĨϳϳ͘ϲĚϭͲŚŽƵƌ>ĞƋĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĚĂǇƚŝŵĞĚƵƌŝŶŐWŚĂƐĞϮ͕ǁŚĞŶĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞ
ǁŽƵůĚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶĂŶŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞĂďŽǀĞĂŵďŝĞŶƚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭϬĚ͘
ƐĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůĂŶĚsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞWĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĂƌŽďƵƐƚƐĞƚŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐƚŚĂƚǁŝůůďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ
ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽĐŽŶƚƌŽůĂŶĚŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞ͘W&EK/^ͲϭĂŶĚW&
EK/^ͲϮ ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ EŽŝƐĞ ŽŶƚƌŽů ĂŶĚ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;WͿĂƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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ŶŽŝƐĞ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ďǇ ĂŶ ŝŶĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚ͕ ŝŶ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨWƵďůŝĐtŽƌŬƐ͘
dŚĞWŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂŶŽŝƐĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞůƐĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐŽĨƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ
ŽĨƚŚŝƐƉůĂŶ͗
x  ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘
tĂƌŶŝŶŐƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞĨŝŶĞĚƚŚĂƚĂƌĞϱĚďĞůŽǁƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůŝŵŝƚƐƚŽĂůůŽǁ
ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚƚŝŵĞĨŽƌƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƚŽƚĂŬĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƚŚĂƚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐĂůůĂůĂƌŵƐĂŶĚĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŬĞŶƚŽĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ͘
x /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;ĚͿŝƐĞǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇ
ŚĂůƚĞĚ ŝŶƚŚĞ ǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŚĞ ĞǆĐĞĞĚĂŶĐĞ ŽĐĐƵƌƐ͘ dŚĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ
ĞǆĐĞĞĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ďǇ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ƚŽ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐďĞůŽǁƚŚĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘EŽŝƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞŐĂƚŚĞƌĞĚ
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3.0 Comments and Responses

3.0 Comments and Responses

ĂĨƚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĂƌĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůďĞĨŽƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ĂƌĞ ĞǆĂŵƉůĞƐ ŽĨ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ƚĂŬĞŶ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͗

x hŶůĞƐƐĚĞĞŵĞĚŝŶĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĂƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕ƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƵƚŝůŝǌĞƌƵďďĞƌƚŝƌĞ
ĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨƚƌĂĐŬŵŽƵŶƚĞĚĞĂƌƚŚŵŽǀŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘
Response 11-17:

 ,ĂůƚŝŶŐͬƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŝŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
 ZĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĞĚ Žƌ ŝŶƚĞŶƐŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŽĨ ŚĞĂǀǇͲĚƵƚǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ďĞŝŶŐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚ
ƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇ͘

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ

 KƉĞƌĂƚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƚŚĞůŽǁĞƐƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƉŽǁĞƌůĞǀĞůƐ͘

x tŚĞŶ ŶŽƚ ŝŶ ƵƐĞ Žƌ ďĞŝŶŐ ƐƚĂŐĞĚ͕ ŚĞĂǀǇ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ĂƐ ĨĂƌ ĂƐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ ĨƌŽŵ
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůĂƌĞĂƐ͕ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƉĂƚŚǁĂǇƐ͘

 DŽĚŝĨǇŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚĂŵƉĞŶŝŶŐŽĨŵĞƚĂůƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐŽƌŽƚŚĞƌƌĞĚĞƐŝŐŶƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŵĞƚĂůͲ
ƚŽͲŵĞƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕Ă:ŽŝŶƚWŽǁĞƌƐƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ;:WͿŚĂƐďĞĞŶĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƚŽĞŶĨŽƌĐĞ

ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘

ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂůůŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝŶƚŚĞ

Response 11-18:

W͘dŚĞ:WǁŝůůŚĂǀĞƚŚĞĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇƚŽƐƚŽƉǁŽƌŬĂŶĚǁŝƚŚŚŽůĚƉĂǇŵĞŶƚŝĨĂůůƚĞƌŵƐŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚĂƌĞŶŽƚ

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ

ŵĞƚ͘ &Žƌ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ Ă ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ŽĨ ĨŝŶĞƐ ĨŽƌ ŶŽƚ ĐŽŵƉůǇŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů

ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘

ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŝŶƚŚĞWŝƐŶŽƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͘
dŚĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ǁĞƌĞ ƌĞǀŝĞǁĞĚ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚŶŽƚƚŽďĞŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚŶŽŝƐĞĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝƐĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚŝŶĂŵĂŶŶĞƌ

x ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ ďĞŚŝŶĚ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĞŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ŝĚůŝŶŐ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͘

ƚŚĂƚǁŝůůĂǀŽŝĚƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶŶŽŝƐĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƵƐĞƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚĨŽƌƚŚĞ

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘

ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

Response 11-19:

Response 11-15:

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ

ŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵĞƐƚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ

ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘

ĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘WůĞĂƐĞŶŽƚĞƚŚŝƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŝƐŶŽƚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŝƐŶŽƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘
x ŶƚƌǇĂŶĚĞǆŝƚƚŽƚŚĞDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞƐŚĂůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƌŝŐŚƚƚƵƌŶƐ
ƚŽͬĨƌŽŵ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĨŽƌ ůĂƌŐĞ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ͘ Ŷ
ĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞŽĨĨ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚďĞƚǁĞĞŶ&ůŽƌĞŶĐĞǀĞŶƵĞĂŶĚZĞŐĞŶƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚǁŝůůĂůƐŽďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽƐĞƌǀĞ
ƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐŽĨĨŝĐĞƐĂŶĚƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂ͘/ĨƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĨŽƌƉŚĂƐŝŶŐ͕ƚŚĞ>ŽĐƵƐƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞŵĂǇĂůƐŽ
ďĞƵƐĞĚĨŽƌůĂƌŐĞƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ĂŶĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐĂƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘

x KŶƐŝƚĞͲƐŝŐŶĂŐĞƌĞŵŝŶĚŝŶŐǁŽƌŬĞƌƐƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞŶŽŝƐĞŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘
WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘
Response 11-20:
ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ
ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘
x &ŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨĚƌŝůůĞĚƉŝůĞƐŽƌƐŽŶŝĐƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐŽƌǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ
ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚŽĨƚƌĂĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ͕ĂƐƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚďǇŐĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͘

Response 11-16:
ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘

ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘
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3.0 Comments and Responses

3.0 Comments and Responses

Response 11-21:

dŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZŝŶ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶƐϰ͘ϭĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐƐ͕ϰ͘ϰƵůƚƵƌĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚϰ͘ϭϬEŽŝƐĞ

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ

ĂŶĚsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĐŽŶĐůƵĚĞĚƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůŶŽƚƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ

ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘

ĂĞƐƚŚĞƚŝĐ ŶŽŝƐĞ Žƌ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ &Žǆ dŚĞĂƚĞƌ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ Žƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ

x ^ĞƋƵĞŶĐĞŶŽŝƐǇĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚŽŽĐĐƵƌĚƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞƐĂŵĞŐĞŶĞƌĂůƚŝŵĞƉĞƌŝŽĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĚĂǇƚŝŵĞŚŽƵƌƐƚŽƚŚĞ
ĞǆƚĞŶƚƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů͘

ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌŝƐƚŝĐƐŽĨƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĂŶĚ͕ĨŽƌƚŚŝƐƌĞĂƐŽŶ͕ĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĨƵŶĚƐĨƌŽŵƚŚŝƐƉƌŽŐƌĂŵĂƌĞŶŽƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ
ƚŽŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘
&ƵŶĚƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚŝƐ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ĨŽƌ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƚŽ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŽŶ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕

Response 11-22:

ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞ&ŽǆdŚĞĂƚĞƌƵŝůĚŝŶŐ͘

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ
ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘

Response 11-26:
ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƚŽůŝŵŝƚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ

x ^ĞůĞĐƚƋƵŝĞƚĞƌĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŵĞƚŚŽĚƐǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞĂŶĚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĐĂŶ
ƌĞŵĂŝŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͘

ĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ

x ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŝŐŚƚ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƐŚŝĞůĚĞĚ ƚŽ ƉƌĞǀĞŶƚ Ă ĚŝƌĞĐƚ ǀŝĞǁ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĨƌŽŵ
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐǁŝƚŚĂƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇďŽƵŶĚĂƌǇƚŚĂƚŝƐǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘
Response 11-23:

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƐĂĐŽƵƌƚĞƐǇ

ĐŽŶĐůƵĚĞĚƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͘

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ Ă ůĞƐƐ ƚŚĂŶ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ůĞǀĞů͘ dŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z

ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌ͘

Response 11-27:

x ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ ďĞŚŝŶĚ ĨĞŶĐŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŶŽŝƐĞ ĞŵŝƚƚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ ŝĚůŝŶŐ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͘

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ

x ƵƐƚƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚƉĞƌůŽĐĂůŽƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞƐ͘dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĞǆĐĞƐƐŝǀĞĚƵƐƚ
Žƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚĞďƌŝƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ ŝŶ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ Žƌ ƉƌŝǀĂƚĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƚĂŬŝŶŐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĨŽƌĐůĞĂŶͲƵƉĂŶĚĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƐďƌŽƵŐŚƚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘
Response 11-24:

WůĞĂƐĞ ŶŽƚĞ ƚŚŝƐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ

dŚĞĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚĨŽƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽŝƚĞŵƐŽƚŚĞƌƚŚĂŶŶŽŝƐĞĂƌĞ

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ Ăŝƌ ƋƵĂůŝƚǇ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ Ă ůĞƐƐ ƚŚĂŶ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ůĞǀĞů͘ dŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ

ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůůǇŝŶƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ͘WůĞĂƐĞŶŽƚĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƚŚĞŝƚǇŝƐǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌŝůǇ

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĐŽŶĐůƵĚĞĚƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĨƌŽŵƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞ

ĂĚĚŝŶŐƚŽƚŚĞWĂƌĞŶŽƚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĂƌĞŶŽƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞĂŶǇƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚĂƐŶŽƚĞĚŝŶ

ůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͘

ƚŚĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐďĞůŽǁ͘

Response 11-28:

Response 11-25:

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĞWŚĂƐďĞĞŶƌĞǀŝƐĞĚƚŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗

dŚĞŝƚǇŚĂƐŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚΨϴ͘ϱŵŝůůŝŽŶŽĨƐƚĂƚĞĨƵŶĚŝŶŐĂůůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĂŶĚŝƚƐĞĨĨŽƌƚƐƚŽ
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞ DĂƌŬĞƚ ^ƚƌĞĞƚ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ Ă ^ƚƌĞĞƚƐĐĂƉĞ /ŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚ WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ĂŶĚ Ă ^ƚƌĞĞƚ &ĂĕĂĚĞ Θ dĞŶĂŶƚ
/ŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ͘

x ZƵŵďůĞ ƐƚƌŝƉƐ Žƌ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ Ăƚ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ ŝŶƚŽ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ůĂǇĚŽǁŶ ĂŶĚ
ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐƚŽƐůŽǁĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĂŶĚůŝŵŝƚǀĞŚŝĐůĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘
x ůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĐĂƌƌǇŝŶŐĨŝůůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐƐŚĂůůƐĞĐƵƌĞĂŶĚĐŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚƐƚŽƉƌĞǀĞŶƚ
ĚƵƐƚŽƌĚĞďƌŝƐǁŚŝůĞƚƌĂǀĞůůŝŶŐŽŶƉƵďůŝĐƌŝŐŚƚŽĨǁĂǇƐ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϰϵ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϬ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

3.0 Comments and Responses

x ůů ƚƌƵĐŬƐ ƌĞŵŽǀŝŶŐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůŽĂĚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ƉĞƌŝŵĞƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽĐŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚƐĂƐĚĞĞŵĞĚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŽƌĚƵƐƚĐŽŶƚƌŽů͘
x DĂƚĞƌŝĂů ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƌĞĂ ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ǁĂƚĞƌĞĚ ĂƐ ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ƚŽ
ƉƌĞǀĞŶƚĚƵƐƚĂƚĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƌĞĂƐ͘
WůĞĂƐĞŶŽƚĞƚŚĞƐĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞŶŽƚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĂƌĞŶŽƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŽŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞ

City of Inglewood Planning Division
2QH:0DQFKHVWHU%RXOHYDUGWK)ORRU,QJOHZRRG&$
$WWQ0LQG\:LOFR[$,&33ODQQLQJ0DQDJHU

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽĂůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚůĞǀĞů͘

'HFHPEHUWK

Response 11-29:

'HDU0V0LQG\:LOFR[

ƐƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ͕ƚŚĞĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞƌŚĂƐďĞĞŶĂĚĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶůŝƐƚĨŽƌƚŚŝƐƉƌŽũĞĐƚ

/HLWQHU3RPDRI$PHULFD,QFRIIHUVDFRPSOHWHOLQHRIFDEOHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPVLQFOXGLQJFKDLUOLIWVDHULDOJRQGRODV 
WUDPV$XWRPDWHG3HRSOH0RYHUVHWFDOOPDQXIDFWXUHGLQRXUIDFWRULHVLQ&RORUDGRDQG(XURSH

ĂŶĚǁŝůůƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĂůůĨƵƚƵƌĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŶŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘


:HDOVRKDYHPRUHWKDQ\HDUVRIH[SHULHQFHLQWKHURSHZD\VGHVLJQDQGFRQVWUXFWLRQDQGZHKDYHPRUHWKDQ
UHIHUHQFHVRI$30¶VDQGIXQLFXODUUDLOZD\VDOORYHUWKHZRUOG7KHUHIRUHZHDUHIXOO\HTXLSSHGWRSURGXFHHQWLUHFDEOH
SURSHOOHG$30V\VWHPVLQFOXGLQJDOOGHVLJQLQJHQJLQHHULQJFRQVWUXFWLRQIDEULFDWLRQDVZHOODVRSHUDWLRQDQG
PDLQWHQDQFHRIRXUV\VWHPV)RUH[DPSOHZHEXLOWRQHRIWKH$30LQWKH0LDPL,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW$30ZKLFKZH
VXFFHVVIXOO\RSHUDWHZLWKDQDYDLODELOLW\UDWHRI



ϭϮͲϭ

:HKDYHUHDG\RXUWHFKQLFDOGDWDDQGQHHGVLQWKH5HFLUFXODWHG'UDIWRI(,5IRUWKH,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW
DQGZHFRQILUPRXULQWHUHVWLQWKLVSURMHFW+RZHYHUWKHWHFKQLFDOGDWDVXJJHVWHGLQWKHGRFXPHQWDUHYHU\RULHQWHG
WRZDUGVDVHOISURSHOOHG$30WHFKQRORJ\DQGGRQRWRIIHUDQ\URRPIRUDFDEOHSURSHOOHGV\VWHP)RUWKLVUHDVRQZH
ZRXOGOLNHWRFRPPXQLFDWHRXUFRPPHQWVDQGVXJJHVWLRQVUHJDUGLQJWKH$30FRQILJXUDWLRQZKLFK\RXZLOOILQGLQWKH
DWWDFKHGSGISUHVHQWDWLRQ:HKRSHWKDWRXUVXJJHVWLRQVZLOOEHWDNHQLQWRDFFRXQWIRUWKHXSFRPLQJ5)3SURFHVVLQ
RUGHUWRDOORZWKHFDEOHSURSHOOHG$30WHFKQRORJ\DPRQJWKHELGGHUV
$GGLWLRQDOO\ZHKDYHWKHIROORZLQJTXHVWLRQV





'R\RXNQRZZKLFKOLFHQVH V DUHQHHGHGWRSHUIRUPWKLVSURMHFWLQ,QJOHZRRG")RULQVWDQFHLVDQHOHYDWRU
OLFHQVHQHHGHG"
,VWKHUHD5)4SKDVHEHIRUHWKH5)3SURFHVV",I\HVZKLFKLVWKHVFKHGXOH"

ϭϮͲϮ

:LOOWKHFRQVWUXFWLRQEHXQGHUDWXUQNH\FRQWUDFWRUZLOO\RXRUJDQL]HDSURFHVVDSDUWIRUWKH$30HTXLSPHQW
PDQXIDFWXUHUVHOHFWLRQ",QWKLVFDVHZKDWZLOOEHWKHH[DFW62:"
,VWKHUHDQ\SRVVLELOLW\WKDWWKLVSURMHFWZLOOEHUHOHDVHGDVD3XEOLF3ULYDWH3DUWQHUVKLS 333 "

:HDSSUHFLDWHWKHWLPH\RXWRRNUHDGLQJRXUFRPPHQWVDQGVXJJHVWLRQVDQGZHORRNIRUZDUGWRUHFHLYLQJ\RXUDQVZHUV
6LQFHUHO\

)UHGHULF'HPRXOLQ
Urban Ropeways Project Manager
Leitner-Poma of America, Inc.
&HOO_2IILFH
(PDLOIUHGHULFGHPRXOLQ#SRPDQHW

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϭ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϯ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

7KLVW\SHRIWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPKDVEHHQGHVLJQHGWDNLQJ
LQWRDFFRXQW VRPHIXQGDPHQWDOFULWHULDWKDWPDNHLWPRUH
DWWUDFWLYHWKDQ RWKHUV
,WVPDMRUFKDUDFWHULVWLFVLQDGGLWLRQWROLJKWQHVVDQG
IOH[LELOLW\DUH
 WKHVHUYLFHZLOOEHFRQWLQXRXVZLWKVKRUWZDLWLQJ
WLPHIRUSDVVHQJHUV
 WKHV\VWHPZLOOHQVXUHPD[LPXPFRPIRUW PLQLPDO
QRLVHDQGYLEUDWLRQV 
 WKHV\VWHPZLOOEHDFFHVVLEOHWRSHRSOHZLWK
GLVDELOLWLHVDQGWKHHOGHUOLHV
 WKLVV\VWHPRIIHUVH[WUDRUGLQDU\VHUYLFH
SHUIRUPDQFHV

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϰ

7KLVLVDIXOO\DXWRPDWHGRSHUDWLQJWUDQVSRUWV\VWHPWKDW
GRHVQRWUHTXLUHDQ\PDQXDOLQWHUYHQWLRQRQERDUGRUDWWKH
VWDWLRQV,QIDFWWKHFRQWUROV\VWHPLVDXWRPDWLFDOO\RSHUDWHG
7KHWUDQVSRUWDWLRQV\VWHPLVFRQWUROOHGE\D&HQWUDO&RQWURO
5RRP

2XUSURSRVDO IRUWKH,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU SURMHFW LVD
FDEOHSURSHOOHGV\VWHPZLWKYHKLFOHVEDVHGRQZHOONQRZQ
DQGSURYHQ320$WHFKQRORJLHVV\VWHPVLPLODUWR WKHRQHV
WKDWRXUJURXSGHVLJQHGPDQXIDFWXUHGRSHUDWHGDQG
PDLQWDLQHGLQ3LVDDQG0LDPLDLUSRUWV
,WLVDSURYHQWHFKQRORJ\V\VWHPZKLFKSURYLGHVDQ
DYDLODELOLW\UDWHRYHU

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± WHFKQLFDOGDWDV\VWHPSHUIRUPDQFH

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

'HFHPEHU WK

,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW
&RQQHFWRU3URMHFW

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϱ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ



6\VWHPOHQJWK P
6WDWLRQV
6\VWHPFDSDFLW\ SSKSG

LQGHSHQGHQWGULYH
PDFKLQHV URSHORRSV
'ULYHSURSXOVLRQ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϲ

SDVV
DWSDVVPð VTIWSDVV
7UDLQFDSDFLW\

PV PV



6,0
FDUWUDLQV
WUDLQV

1950




*XLGHZD\

Required capacity
(pphpd)
6SHHG PV
$FFGHFHOHUDWLRQ PVð
'ZHOO WLPH PQ
+HDGZD\ PQ
Required headway (mn)
7UDLQFRQILJXUDWLRQ
)OHHWVL]H

3LQFKHG /RRS
'XDOODQHZLWKVZLWFKHVLQ
IURQWRIVWDWLRQ

GXULQJ QRUPDOZHHNGD\
2SHUDWLQJ0RGH

SDUDPHWHUV

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± WHFKQLFDOGDWDV\VWHPSHUIRUPDQFHQRUPDOZHHNGD\

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

6FKHPDWLF GLDJUDP

7KHSURSRVHGV\VWHP
RSHUDWHVLQDIXOO\
DXWRPDWHGVFKHGXOHG
PRGHZLWKWUDLQV
RSHUDWLQJLQSLQFKHG
ORRSPRGHRQGXDO
ODQHDFKLHYLQJD
V\VWHPFDSDFLW\RYHU
SSKSG

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± WHFKQLFDOGDWDV\VWHPSHUIRUPDQFH

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϳ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

Required capacity (pphpd)

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϴ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

LQGHSHQGHQWGULYHPDFKLQHV 
URSHORRSV

LQGHSHQGHQWGULYHPDFKLQHV 
URSHORRSV
'ULYHSURSXOVLRQ

%HWZHHQ)ORUHQFHVWDWLRQDQG0DQFKHVWHUVWDWLRQWKHUXQQLQJWUDFNVLQWLJKWUDGLXVFXUYHVZLOO
KDYHVXSHUHOHYDWLRQ

SDVV
DWSDVVPð VTIWSDVV

SDVV
DWSDVVPð VTIWSDVV

 PV



2,0
FDUWUDLQV
WUDLQV

PV

11400



7UDLQFDSDFLW\

 PV



2,4
FDUWUDLQV
WUDLQV

9700

6\VWHPFDSDFLW\ SSKSG

PV



6\VWHPOHQJWK P
6WDWLRQV

6SHHG PV
$FFGHFHOHUDWLRQ PVð
'ZHOO WLPH PQ
+HDGZD\ PQ
Required headway (mn)
7UDLQFRQILJXUDWLRQ
)OHHWVL]H




*XLGHZD\




3LQFKHG/RRS
'XDOODQHZLWKVZLWFKHVLQIURQW
RIVWDWLRQ

3LQFKHG/RRS
'XDOODQHZLWKVZLWFKHVLQIURQW
RIVWDWLRQ

1)/HYHQWV
2SHUDWLQJ0RGH

$OO2WKHUHYHQWV

SDUDPHWHUV

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± WHFKQLFDOGDWDV\VWHPSHUIRUPDQFHGXULQJHYHQWV

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

 7ZR :FDUWUDLQ 0HDQLQJ RI:::LGHFDELQGRRUV SHUVLGH
 )ORRU DUHDZLWK JDQJZD\Pð
 7UDLQFDSDFLW\SDVV ZLWK SDVVHQJHUVPð

1250$/23(5$7,21

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± *HQHUDO/D\RXW

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϱϵ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

$OO2WKHUHYHQWV
1)/HYHQWV

QRUPDOZHHNGD\

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϬ

3HDNSHULRG
3HDNSHULRG

2IISHDNSHULRG

3HDNSHULRG

)RXUFDUWUDLQV
)RXUFDUWUDLQV

7ZR FDUWUDLQV

)RXUFDUWUDLQV

7UDLQVLQRSHUDWLRQ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

)RXUFDUWUDLQV
)RXUFDUWUDLQV
7ZRFDUWUDLQV



7UDLQVLQJDUDJH
DQGRULQ
0DLQWHQDQFH

7KHWUDLQIOHHW LV FRPSRVHG RI)RXUFDUWUDLQV
(DFK WUDLQLV FRPSRVHG RIRQHFDUWUDLQDQGRQHFDUWUDLQ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± 7UDLQIOHHW

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

)LYH:FDUWUDLQ 0HDQLQJ RI:::LGHFDELQGRRUV SHUVLGH
 )ORRU DUHDZLWK JDQJZD\Pð
 7UDLQFDSDFLW\SDVV DWSDVVPð RWKHUV HYHQWV
 7UDLQFDSDFLW\SDVV DWSDVVPð 1)/HYHQWV

23(5$7,21'85,1*(9(176

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± *HQHUDO/D\RXW

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

HQJLQHV

RU

EUDNLQJ

\HDUV

LQ

VLPLODU

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϭ

Return bull
wheels

Haul rope

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

7KH URSH LV GULYHQ E\ DQ HOHFWULFDO PRWRU 7KH GULYH EXOO ZKHHOV LQ WKH GULYH
PDFKLQH URRP DQG WKH VKHDYHV DOO DORQJ WKH WUDFN FRQQHFW WKH SDVVHQJHU YHKLFOH
WR WKH PDFKLQH 7KH YHKLFOHV DUH RSHUDWHG ZLWK VLPSOH WHFKQRORJ\ DQG FDQ EH
DGDSWHG WR SURYLGH DQ DHVWKHWLF DSSHDO DQG LQ DFFRUGDQFH ZLWK WKH SURMHFW
VSHFLILFDWLRQV

7KH PDLQ OLQN RI DOO FRPSRQHQWV LQ RXU V\VWHP LV WKH URSH 7KLV PHDQV WKDW
 $FFHOHUDWLRQ DQG GHFHOHUDWLRQ DUH QRW GHSHQGLQJ DQ\PRUH RQ WKH IULFWLRQ
EHWZHHQ WKH WUDFN DQG WKH WLUHV 7KH URSH LV LQVXULQJ WKLV IXQFWLRQ
SURSHUO\ LQ DQ\ ZHDWKHU FRQGLWLRQV
 7KH H[DFW SRVLWLRQ DQG VSHHG RI HDFK WUDLQ LV DOZD\V ZHOO NQRZQ DQG
SURSHUO\ PRQLWRUHG

7KH $7& V\VWHP VXSHUYLVHV DOO V\VWHPV RI WKH $30 $OO V\VWHPV DUH FRQWUROOHG DQG
FRPPDQGHG WR JXDUDQWHH WKH PD[LPXP RI VDIHW\ UHOLDELOLW\ DQG DYDLODELOLW\ RI WKH
$30

5RSH V\VWHP SULQFLSOH

Return bull
wheels

Stationary drive unit
with braking system

Bull wheels

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± WHFKQLFDOGDWDV\VWHPSHUIRUPDQFH

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

3URYHQ WHFKQRORJ\
 PRUH WKDQ 
DSSOLFDWLRQV

&RQQHFWLRQ YLD JULS
 7UDLQV DUH GLUHFWO\ FRQQHFWHG WR WKH
FDEOH YLD D GHWDFKDEOH JULS

3DVVLYH WUDLQV
 QR RQERDUG
V\VWHPV

+DXO URSH SHUIRUPV SURSXOVLRQ
 7KH KDXO URSH LV SURSHOOHG E\ D
VWDWLRQDU\ GULYH XQLW

+DXOURSHSHUIRUPVDOOFULWLFDOIXQFWLRQV

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± KRZWKHV\VWHPZRUNV"

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϯ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϰ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

:LWKURSHWHFKQRORJ\GULYHPDFKLQHULHVUHWXUQVDQGWHQVLRQQLQJ URRPVDUHQHFHVVDU\
LQVWDWLRQVDQGFDQEHORFDWHGEHORZWKH$30WUDFNDWPH]]DQLQHOHYHORUJURXQGOHYHO

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± *HQHUDO/D\RXW

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

:LWKURSHWHFKQRORJ\GULYHPDFKLQHULHVUHWXUQVDQGWHQVLRQQLQJ URRPVDUHQHFHVVDU\
LQVWDWLRQVDQGFDQEHORFDWHGEHORZWKH$30WUDFNDWPH]]DQLQHOHYHORUJURXQGOHYHO

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± *HQHUDO/D\RXW

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϱ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϲ

7KH ERJLH LV SDVVLYH
,W LV D PHFKDQLFDO VWHHO IUDPH ERJLH ZLWK IHZ PRYLQJ SDUWV
1R HQJLQHV QR EUDNHV Æ QR PDLQWHQDQFH
,QWHJUDWHG UXQQLQJ VXUIDFH DQG JXLGHUDLO

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ






6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± VXEV\VWHP %RJLH

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

WUDFN JDUDJHIRU
WZRFDUWUDLQV

JDUDJHWUDFNV IRU
WKUHHFDUWUDLQV

:DVKLQJ DUHD

7UDQVERUGHXU

/ŶƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƐǇƐƚĞŵ͕D^&ƐŝƚĞŝƐŶĞĞĚĞĚƚŽƉĂƌŬƚŚĞƚƌĂŝŶƐĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ŶŽŶͲĞǀĞŶƚƐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± *HQHUDO/D\RXW

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

7RPDLQWUDFN

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϳ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ADVANTAGES
AND
SOLUTIONS



8SJUDGHRIRSHUDWLRQDODYDLODELOLW\UDWH LQFDVHRIIDLOXUHRIVRPHSDUW V RIWKHSHUPDQHQWPDJQHWVDQGRU



(FRORJLFDO 1RJHDUUHGXFHURLO

FRQILJXUDWLRQ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϴ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ZLQGLQJVWKHHQJLQHLVUXQQLQJQRUPDOO\ZLWKXQWLORIWKHQRPLQDOWRUTXH GHSHQGLQJRQWKH

)LQDQFLDOJDLQVRQ0DLQWHQDQFH VDYLQJPDLQWHQDQFHFRVWVDQGJHDUER[PDLQWHQDQFH
$JUHDWHUVDIHW\IRUWKHRSHUDWLQJVWDII 1RYLVLEOHURWDWLQJSDUWHYHU\WKLQJLVLQWHJUDWHGLQWKHIUDPH



*DLQVLQHQHUJ\FRQVXPSWLRQ IURPXQWLORIFRQVXPSWLRQVDYLQJV




SDVVHQJHUV DQG WKH VHFXULW\ RI WKH ZRUNHUV

7KH 'LUHFW 'ULYH WHFKQRORJ\ KLJKO\ LPSURYHG WKH HDVH RI WKH

D[HV RI LWV GHYHORSPHQW

7KH RSHUDWLRQDO DYDLODELOLW\ UDWH DQG WKH UHOLDELOLW\ KDYH EHHQ WKH PDLQV

HVWDEOLVKHG VLQFH  RQ RXU PDFKLQHV

7KH 'LUHFW 'ULYH WHFKQRORJ\ 'LUHFW 'ULYH W\SH KDV EHHQ GHYHORSHG DQG

',5(&7'5,9(7(&12/2*<

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

&RPSOH[ERJLH
+HDY\ZHLJKWGXHWRLQWHJUDWHGV\VWHPV
LQWHJUDWHGGULYHEUDNLQJDQGK\GUDXOLFFRPSRQHQWV
0DLQWHQDQFHLQWHQVLYH
5HTXLUHVRIIOLQHPDLQWHQDQFHGHSRW

6HOISURSXOVLRQERJLH

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± VXEV\VWHP± SURSXOVLRQPDFKLQHU\

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

6LPSOHPHFKDQLFDOVWHHOIUDPHERJLH
)HZ PRYLQJSDUWV
/RZZHLJKW
/RZPDLQWHQDQFH
12RIIOLQHPDLQWHQDQFHGHSRWUHTXLUHG

&DEOHSURSXOVLRQERJLH

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± VXEV\VWHP ERJLH

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϲϵ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϬ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± VXEV\VWHP JXLGHZD\HTXLSPHQW

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± VXEV\VWHPV± GULYHSURSXOVLRQOD\RXW

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϭ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

7KHVHVXSHUHOHYDWLRQ VDUHQHFHVVDU\WRSUHVHUYHWKHSDVVHQJHUV FRPIRUWDQGUHVSHFW
WKHPD[LPXPWUDQVYHUVDODFFHOHUDWLRQV
7KHPD[LPXPVORSHRIWKHVXSHUHOHYDWLRQLV

%HWZHHQ)ORUHQFHVWDWLRQDQG0DQFKHVWHUVWDWLRQWKHUXQQLQJWUDFNVLQWLJKWUDGLXV
FXUYHVZLOOKDYHVXSHUHOHYDWLRQWRDFFHSWWKHPVVSHHG

3ULQFLSOH
VHFWLRQ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

*XLGHZD\ VWUXFWXUH/HLWQHU3RPD
GHYHORSPHQW

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± JXLGHZD\UXQQLQJVXUIDFH

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

%DVHUXQQLQJWUDFN
VHFWLRQ

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± JXLGHZD\UXQQLQJVXUIDFH

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

6HOISURSXOVLRQWUDLQV

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϯ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

/(,71(5320$WUDLQFRQWURO

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϰ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

$FWLYHWUDLQVZLWKRQERDUGHTXLSPHQWÆ 5HTXLUHV
RIIOLQH0DLQWHQDQFHGHSRW KLJKFRVW
Æ 5HTXLUHVSDUHYHKLFOH

+HDY\WUDLQVÆ KLJKORDGH[SHQVLYHJXLGHZD\
VXSHUVWUXFWXUH

0(7+2'62):25.± PDQXIDFWXULQJFDSDFLW\ WUDLQFRQWURO

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

3DVVLYHWUDLQÆ QRRIIOLQHPDLQWHQDQFHGHSRW
UHTXLUHG

)HZ PRYLQJSDUWVÆ ORZFRVWPDLQWHQDQFH

/RZORDGVÆ OLJKWZHLJKW JXLGHZD\

&DEOHSURSXOVLRQWUDLQV

6<67(063(&,),&$7,21± VXEV\VWHP WUDLQV

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

'XNHXQLYHUVLW\ 0HGLFDO&HQWHU86$
+DUERXU ,VODQG7DPSD86$
6HUIDXV$XVWULD
6XQ &LW\6RXWK$IULFD
1DULWD ,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW-DSDQ
&LQFLQQDWL,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW86$
-3DXO*HWW\&HQWHU/RVD$QJHOHV86$
6DQ5DIIDHOH+RVSLWDO,WDO\

$30

5()(5(1&(6

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϱ

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϲ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

*XLGHZD\HTXLSPHQW
*XLGHVKHDYHV \HDUV 
%DOOEHDULQJV\HDUV

%RJLH
1RPDMRUPDLQWHQDQFHUHTXLUHG
7LUHV NP

7UDLQV
0LQRUHTXLSPHQWRQERDUGWRPDLQWDLQ
+9$& \HDUV DXWRPDWLFGRRUV
F\FOHV HWF

'ULYHDQGJHDUER[
$OPRVWPDLQWHQDQFHIUHHRSHUDWLRQIRU
\HDUV

)UDQNIXUW*HUPDQ\
0LDPL,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW86$
3LVD,WDO\

Stationary drive unit
with braking system

Bull wheels

Return bull
wheels

0LQQHDSROLV,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW*DUDJH86$
'HWURLW0HWURSROLWDQ $LUSRUW86$
=XULFK,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LSRUW6ZLW]HUODQG
0LQQHDSROLV,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW*UHHQ
&RQFRXUVH86$
+XQWVYLOOH+RVSLWDO86$
/DJRDV 3DUTXH2HULUDV3RUWXJDO
3HUXJLD,WDO\
&DLUR$LUSRW(J\SW

Haul rope

5RSH
5RSHFKDQJHHYHU\ \HDUV VXEMHFW
WRFRQILJXUDWLRQ

23(5$7,21 0$,17(1$1&(± PDMRUPDLQWHQDQFHLWHPV

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

'XNH8QLYHUVLW\ 0HGLFDO &HQWHU
+DUERXU,VODQG7DPSD
6HUIDXV
6XQ&LW\

/DRQ
1DULWD,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW
&LQFLQQDWL,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW
-3DXO*HWW\&HQWHU/RV$QJHOHV
6DQ5DIIDHOH+RVSLWDO
0LQQHDSROLV$LUSRUW3DUNLQJ*DUDJH

'HWURLW0HWURSROLWDQ$LUSRUW
0LQQHDSROLV$LUSRUW*UHHQ&RQFRXUVH
















=XULFK,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW
/DJRDV 3DUTXH 2HLUDV ± VWSKDVH
3HUXJLD
&DLUR$LUSRUW
6TXDLUH 0HWUR )UDQNIRUW
3LVD$LUSRUW
0LDPL,QWHUQDWLRQDO$LUSRUW
6HUIDXV











DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

6:,7=(/$1'

+XQWVYLOOH+RVSLWDO



ϯ͘ϬͲϳϴ

$8675,$

86$

,7$/<

*(50$1<

(*<37

,7$/<

32578*$/

86$

/2&$7,21

&28175<

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϳ

86$

86$

86$

,WDO\

86$

86$

-DSDQ

)UDQFH

6RXWK$IULFD

$XVWULD XSJUDGHG LQ

86$

86$

&28175<

'$7(

5()(5(1&(6

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

/2&$7,21

'$7(

5()(5(1&(6

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϯ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 12:
&ƌĞĚĞƌŝĐĞŵŽƵůŝŶ
hƌďĂŶZŽƉĞǁĂǇƐWƌŽũĞĐƚDĂŶĂŐĞƌ
>ĞŝƚŶĞƌͲWŽŵĂŽĨŵĞƌŝĐĂ͕/ŶĐ͘
Ϯϳϰϲ^ĞĞďĞƌƌŝǀĞ͕ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
'ƌĂŶĚ:ƵŶĐƚŝŽŶ͕KϴϭϱϬϲ

1sfs¡ds´Ï Ï  Ï

Response 12-1:

G¦mÉÏ[gªÈÏ
,¾ÉÏªzÏ:¥tÇªªoÏ M^¥¥¥Ï2Å¸ª¥Ï
K¦sÏ\s¸½ÏH^¦fs¸½s°Ï)ÅnÏ
;¥sÇªªo Ï,&Ï$!Ï

WůĞĂƐĞ ƐĞĞ ƉĂŐĞ ϯ͘ϬͲϭϱ ŽĨ Section 3.0: Project Description ǁŚŝĐŚ ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞƐ ƚŚĞ ƐƵŝƚĂďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ĐĂďůĞͲ

Qt%Ï;¥tÇªªpÏX´^¦¸¾Ï,ª¥¥th¾ª±Ï Qth´hÃ^¾toÏ2´^zÂÏ3¥Å´ª¥¢t¥¾^Ï<¢¬^h¾ÏQu¬ª¶ÂÏ23=QÏ

ƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚƐǇƐƚĞŵƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ĂďůĞͲƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐŝĞƐĂƌĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂƐƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇǀŝĂďůĞĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ŵĞƚ͘ /Ŷ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉůĞĂƐĞ ƐĞĞ ƉĂŐĞ ϳ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ dƌĂŶƐŝƚ ŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ KƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐ ^ǇƐƚĞŵ ŽŶĐĞƉƚƵĂů WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ ZĞƉŽƌƚ ŝŶ Appendix E ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ƐƚĂƚĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂďůĞͲƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚ ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐŝĞƐ ĂƌĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇ ǀŝĂďůĞ ĂŶĚ ŶŽƚ
ƉƌĞĐůƵĚĞĚĨƌŽŵƉƌŽƉŽƐŝŶŐŽŶƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŽŶƚŚĞƵƌďĂŶĐĂďůĞͲƉƌŽƉĞůůĞĚƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ
ƐƵƉƉůŝĞĚ ďǇ >ĞŝƚŶĞƌͲWŽŵĂ ŝƐ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ŽŶ ƉĂŐĞ ϮϬ ŽĨ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ dƌĂŶƐŝƚ ŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ KƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐ ^ǇƐƚĞŵ
ŽŶĐĞƉƚƵĂůWůĂŶŶŝŶŐZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶAppendix E͘
Response 12-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐŽŶƚŚĞƉƌŽĐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƉƌŽĐĞƐƐƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůůĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚ
ƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϴϴ͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘




2s^´ÏH¸Ï\fªÈ Ï
&¸Ï^Ïfª{ªÃ¦os²Ïª{Ï6&SVS>8ISÏ?¦vÇªªqB&] ÏÇ¾ Ïs¡¬ªÉss¸Ï^¦oÏfs¦¾ssÏ{°ª£Ï¾ sÏ,¾ÉÏª{Ï
>¦sÇªªoÏ^¦oÏs¸sÇ s´sÏ¦Ï¾ sÏ,ªÃ¦¾ÉÏª{ÏBª¸Ï&¦ss¸ Ï;ÏÇ´¾sÏ¾ ¸Ïs¾¾s´Ï§Ï   
     ^¦qÏ¾ sÏssÅ^¾sq Ïssf¾°f^ÉÏ¬ªÇs°sq Ï_Ã¾©¤^¾sqÏ
¬sª¬sÏ¡ªÅs´Ï&¸Ï^ÏdÃ¸¦s¸¸ÏªÇ¦s´ Ï?Ï^¡Ïfª¡¡¾¾soÏ¾ªÏss¬¦ÏªÃ´ÏdÃ¸¦t¸¸Ï¦Ï¾ sÏ,¾ÉÏªzÏ
?¥tÇªªm Ï^¦oÏ^¸Ï¬^±ÀÏªzÏ¾ ^¾Ïfª¡¡¾¡s¦¾ÏÇsÏd^fÏ¾ tÏ,¾É¸Ï¬^¥Ï¾ªÏ^sÅ^¾sÏsÅs¦¾Ïo^ÉÏ
¿´^fÏfª¥s¸¿ª¦ÏÇ¿ Ï¿sÏ¬´ª¬ª¸smÏN´ªsf¿Ï
&¸Ï?¦sÇªªoÏÃ¥os´ªs¸Ï^Ï ¸¾ª´fÏ¾°^¥¸{ª´¡^¾ª¦Ï¦¾ªÏ^ÏÇª±of^¸¸Ï¸¬ª´¾¸Ï^¥oÏsÅt¦¾¸Ï
ms¸¾¦^¾ª¦ Ï?ÏdssÅsÏ¾ sÏ;V,ÏO´ªsf¾ÏÇÏfª¦¾°dÃ¾sÏ¸¦{f^¦¾ÉÏ¾ªÏ¾ sÏf¾É¸Ïsf©¦ª¡fÏ°ªÇ¾ Ï
dÉÏt¥fªÃ´^¥ÏÀ³^ÅtÏÀªÏ^¥mÏ|³ª¡ÏÀtÏiÀÉÏÅ^ÏÀtÏGtÀ´ªÏ,´t¥¸^ÇC']Ï ¥tÏ^¥oÏÀtÏ^ÃÀª¡cÀtoÏ
¬sª¬sÏ£ªÅs´Ï>¦Ï^om¾ª¦Ï¾ªÏ¾ sÏsfª¦ª¡fÏmsÅsª¬¡s¦¾Ï¾ ¸ÏÇÏd´¦ Ï;Ï¸Ã¬¬ª´ÂÏ¾ sÏ-¾É¸Ï
fª¡£¾¡s¦¾Ï¾ªÏ¦Ås¸¾¥Ï¦Ï^Ï¡s¾ ªoÏª{Ï¾´^¥¸¬ª²¾^¾ª¥Ï¾ ^¾Ï¸Ï¸Ã¸¾^¥^dsÏ^¥oÏfª¦¾±dÃ¾t¸Ï¾ªÏ
¾sÏªÅs´^Ï¬´ª¾sf¾ª¦ÏªzÏ¾sÏs¥Å´ª¥¡t¥¾Ï

ϭϯͲϭ

ϭϯͲϮ

V sÏRsf°fÃ^¾smÏ1°^{¾Ï4?RÏ^¸ªÏ¡^¬¸ÏªÃ¾Ï¾ sÏ,¾É¸Ï,ª¦¸¾´Ãf¾ª¦ÏM^¥ ÏÇ f Ï¬´ª£¸s¸Ï¾ªÏÇª±Ï
Ç¾ Ïªf^ÏdÃ¸¦s¸¸s¸Ï¾ªÏss¬Ï¬ª¾s¦¾^Ïfª¦¸¾´Ãf¾ª¦Ï¦¾s´´Ã¬¾ª¦¸Ï^¾Ï^Ï¡¦¡Ã¡Ï>Ï¸Ã¬¬ª°¾Ï¾ sÏ
ϭϯͲϯ
.¾É¹Ïj²w`¾ª¦Ï©{Ï`Ï#Ï¡«¦Ïo«a°Ï*Ãº¦xººÏ;¦¾s°°Ã¾«¨Ï&»»»½_¦fsÏ}Ã¦qÏ¾©Ï®²©ÆqsÏ¦b¦kbÏ
^¸¸¸¾^¦fsÏ¾ªÏ¸¡^Ï¡ª¡Ï^¦oÏ¬ª¬ÏdÃ¸¥s¸¸s¸Ï¾ªÏ s¬Ïª{{¸s¾Ï¾ªÏ¾ sÏsÈ¾s¦¾Ï¬ª¸¸ds ÏdÃ¸¦s¸¸Ï
´tÅs¥ÃsÏª¸¸s¸Ïª´Ï¦f´s^¸soÏsÈ¬s¥¸s¸Ï¾ ^¾Ï^´sÏo´sf¾ÉÏ^¾¾°dÃ¾^dsÏ¾ªÏo¸´Ã¬¾ª¥¸ÏmÃ´¥Ï¾ tÏ>X,Ï
fª¦¼¾²Äk¾©¦Ïbk¾Æ¾s¼ÏÇ¾ ¦Ï¾sÏ@W/ÏPµªskÁÏ
X sÏ?X,ÏM´ªtf¾Ï¸Ïos¸¥soÏ¾ªÏ¬´ªÅosÏ¸¦{f^¦¾Ïfª¦¦sf¾Å¾É Ï¾´^zzfÏ´soÃf¾ª¦ Ïsfª¦ª¡fÏ
¬±ª¸¬s´¿É Ï^¦rÏ¯Ã^¿ÉÏª~Ï~sÏes¦s~¾¸Ï¾ªÏ¾sÏ,¾ÉÏª{Ï?¦sÇªªqÏY sÏ0¾ÉÏ¦ssq¸Ï¾ªÏfª¸sÏ{°¸¾^¸¾Ï
¡tÏ^¬¸Ïds¾Çss¥Ï¾tÏ¸ªª¦Ï¾ªÏª¬s¦ÏGs¾´ªÏAÏF¦sÏ,°s¦¸ ^ÇB&]ÏF¦sÏ^¦mÏ¾ sÏ ªÃ¸¦Ï^¦qÏ
s¡¬ªÉ¡s¦¾Ïfs¦¾s´¸Ï^¦qÏ¸¬ª²À¸Ï^¦oÏs¦¾s°¾^¦¡s¦¾ÏÅs¦Ãs¸Ï

ϭϯͲϰ

X ^¥ É
Å¥ ´Çc´mÏÇ¾Ï¾¸Ï¬´ªtl¾Ïc¦mÏzª´Ï¸Ã¬¬ª·¦Ï>¦sÇªªoÏdÃ¸¦s¸¸s¸Ï
 ÊÏ Ë Ì
5²fÏ ^ÏÏÍÎÏ
LÇ¥s´ÏªÏ7(TZT;9JTÏ=¥yÇªªoD&]Ï
 U E^Ï+´s^
;¦sÇªªo Ï0&Ï$"Ï

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϳϵ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϴϬ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϰ

3.0 Comments and Responses
$0

COMMENT LETTER NO. 13:

,7&=RRP0HHWLQJLQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU

,7&=RRP0HHWLQJ

ƌŝĐĂŝŶĞƐ͕KǁŶĞƌ
&^d^/'E^/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚͬ>y
ϰϬϯ^ŽƵƚŚ>ĂƌĞĂǀĞŶƵĞ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ

$UWKXU'DZVRQHZGDZVRQFRUS#JPDLOFRP!
0RQ30
7R LQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRULQJOHZRRGWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRU#FLW\RILQJOHZRRGRUJ!

Response 13-1:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 13-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ

+HOOR0V:LOFR[
£££££££:HRZQDFRPSOH[ZLWKWKLUWHHQWHQDQWVDWWKHVRXWKHDVWFRUQHURI0DUNHWDQG0DQFKHVWHUDQGDIHZTXHVWLRQVFDPHWR ϭϰͲϭ
PLQGGXULQJ\RXUSUHVHQWDWLRQ
 +RZZLOOWKLVFRPSOHWHGSURMHFWLPSDFWRXUSURSHUW\"
ϭϰͲϮ
 ,VWKHUHDQ\GLVFXVVLRQDERXWDVWRSDWWKLVLQWHUVHFWLRQDQGZK\QRWJRDOOWKHZD\WR&HQWXU\" ϭϰͲϯ
ϭϰͲϰ
 +RZORQJGR\RXWKLQNFRQVWUXFWLRQZLOOWDNH"
 +RZZLOOWUDIILFRQ0DQFKHVWHUEHLPSDFWHGGXULQJDQGDIWHUFRQVWUXFWLRQ"£:LOOZHORVHDODQH" ϭϰͲϱ
 ,VDQ\RQHWDONLQJDERXWDWUDIILFVLJQDODW2VDJH$YH"£7KHUHKDYHEHHQVHYHUDODFFLGHQWVWKHUH ϭϰͲϲ
ϭϰͲϳ
 :LOOWKHUDLOEHDERYHWKHFHQWHURIWKHVWUHHWRURQWKHQRUWKRUVRXWKVLGHRI0DQFKHVWHU"
ϭϰͲϴ
 +RZORQJGR\RXWKLQNLWZLOOWDNHWRFRPSOHWH"
ϭϰͲϵ
 $UHDQ\IXQGVFRPLQJIURPWKHMXVWDSSURYHGLQIUDVWUXFWXUHELOOSDVVHGE\&RQJUHVV"
ϭϰͲϭϬ
 /DVWO\ZKDWGR\RXWKLQNDUHWKHFKDQFHVWKDWWKLVSURMHFWJHWVDSSURYHG"
7KDQN\RX£,HQMR\HG\RXUSUHVHQWDWLRQ

ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 13-3:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƵƐŝŶĞƐƐƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ&ƵŶĚ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌ
ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ
ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϴϴ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ŝƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ĂƐ Ă ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 13-4:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϴϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ



3.0 Comments and Responses

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 14:

ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĐŽŶƚƌŽůƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞŽĨĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͕ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ͕ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ

ƌƚŚƵƌĂǁƐŽŶ
ϯϬϮĂƐƚDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚηϮ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ

ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͘ Ɛ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ŽŶ ƉĂŐĞ ϯ͘ϬͲϲϰ ŽĨ Section 3.0 ĂŶĚ ŽŶ ƉĂŐĞ ϰϳ ŽĨ Appendix O: Transportation
Assessment Study͕ƚŚĞƌĞǁŝůůďĞŶŽĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞůĂŶĞĐŽŶĨŝŐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶƐŽƌƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚƵĞƚŽƚŚĞ/d
WƌŽũĞĐƚĂƚDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚͬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚƐŝŐŶĂůŝǌĞĚŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶĐŽŵƉĂƌĞĚƚŽĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͘
dŚĞŶŽƌƚŚďŽƵŶĚĂŶĚƐŽƵƚŚďŽƵŶĚĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚĞƐǁŝůůƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂůĞĨƚͲƚƵƌŶůĂŶĞĂŶĚĂƐŚĂƌĞĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚͬƌŝŐŚƚͲƚƵƌŶ

Response 14-1:

ůĂŶĞ͘dŚĞĞĂƐƚďŽƵŶĚĂŶĚǁĞƐƚďŽƵŶĚĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚĞƐǁŝůůďŽƚŚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂůĞĨƚͲƚƵƌŶůĂŶĞ͕ŽŶĞƚŚƌŽƵŐŚůĂŶĞĂŶĚ

dŚŝƐŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŚĂƐďĞĞŶŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐ

ĂƐŚĂƌĞĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚͬƌŝŐŚƚͲƚƵƌŶůĂŶĞ͘KŶĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐŝƐƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƌŽĂĚǁĂǇĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ

ŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ

ƚŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϭϬŽĨSection 3.0͘

ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϴϴ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ŝƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ĂƐ Ă ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞĐŽƌĚ ĂŶĚ ŝƐ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ

Response 14-6:

WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞϰϴŽĨAppendix O͕ƚŚĞƌĞǁŝůůďĞŶŽĐŚĂŶŐĞƐƚŽƚŚĞĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ

Response 14-2:

ƐƚŽƉͲƐŝŐŶƐĂƚKƐĂŐĞǀĞŶƵĞĨƌŽŵƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

dŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůŚĂǀĞŶŽĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŵƉĂĐƚŽŶƚŚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚϯϬϮDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘ŝƌ

Response 14-7:

YƵĂůŝƚǇ͕EŽŝƐĞ͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚƚŚĞƌĞǁŝůůďĞŶŽƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ

Ɛ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ŽŶ ƉĂŐĞ ϯ͘ϬͲϯϮ ŽĨ Section 3.0: Project Description, ƐŝŶŐůĞ ĐŽůƵŵŶ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ d^

ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂĨƚĞƌŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞƌĞĂƌĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;WͿƚŽ

ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ǁŝůů ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŵĞĚŝĂŶ ŽĨ DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů ŶŽƚ ƌĞƐƚƌŝĐƚ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ

ƉƌŽĂĐƚŝǀĞůǇĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŽŶƚŚĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘dŚŝƐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ

ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ Žƌ ƚƵƌŶŝŶŐ ŵŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ Ăƚ ŝŶƚĞƌƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͘ Ɛ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇ ŝŶ ZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ϭϰͲϱ͕ ŽŶĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ

ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞƐďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĂŶĚĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƉůĂŶƐ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂŶĚƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĐŽŶƚƌŽůƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕

WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐŝƐƚŽŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƌŽĂĚǁĂǇĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇƚŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞ

ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞŽĨĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͕ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ͕ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͕ŶŽŝƐĞĂŶĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϬŽĨSection 3.0͘

ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͕ĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͕ĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌǀŝƚĂůŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

Response 14-8:

Response 14-3:

ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϴϮŽĨSection 3.0: Project DescriptionŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

ƐĚŝƐĐƵƐƐĞĚŝŶSection 3.0: Project DescriptionŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ

ŽĨƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚƚĂŬĞĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϰϲŵŽŶƚŚƐ͘

ƚŽŵĞĞƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞƐϯ͘ϬͲϭϬʹϯ͘ϬͲϭϭ͕ǁŚŝĐŚŝŶĐůƵĚĞĐůŽƐŝŶŐƚŚĞůĂƐƚŵŝůĞŐĂƉ
ƚŽƌĞŐŝŽŶĂůƚƌĂŶƐŝƚƐǇƐƚĞŵƐďǇĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŶŐƚŚĞDĞƚƌŽ<>ŝŶĞƚŽƚŚĞĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇĐĞŶƚĞƌƐŝŶƚŚĞ>^ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ

Response 14-9:

^Ž&ŝ ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ͕ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂů ƵƐĞƐ Ăƚ ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚ WĂƌŬ͕ ƚŚĞ / ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ ůŽĐĂů

dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ Ă ƌĞĐĞŶƚůǇ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ /ŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ /ŶǀĞƐƚŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ :ŽďƐ Đƚ͘

ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ŶĞĞĚ ƚŽ ĞǆƚĞŶĚ ƚŽ ĞŶƚƵƌǇ ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ ƚŽ ŵĞĞƚ ƚŚĞƐĞ

&ƵŶĚŝŶŐƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƚŽƚŚĞƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞĚĐƚŚĂƐŶŽƚďĞĞŶĚĞĐŝĚĞĚĂƐƚŚŝƐƚŝŵĞ͘dŚĞŝƚǇŝŶƚĞŶĚƐƚŽĂƉƉůǇĨŽƌ

ŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐ͘

ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨĞĚĞƌĂůĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ͘

Response 14-4:

Response 14-10:

ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŽŶƉĂŐĞϯ͘ϬͲϴϮŽĨSection 3.0: Project DescriptionŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

dŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůďǇƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŽƵŶĐŝů ŝŶ &ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ

ŽĨƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚǁŽƵůĚƚĂŬĞĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϰϲŵŽŶƚŚƐ͘

ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ

Response 14-5:

ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ

ƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶSection 3.0: Project DescriptionĂŶĚSection 4.12: TransportationŽĨƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ/Z͕
ƚŚĞWĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞƐƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵĐŚĂƐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂŶĚ
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ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϱ
        



  

 



3PWDlo>OTCXko
5T@WWOWMo)PhPbOXWo
(PcloXGo,WMTEiXXDo
4WEo>Ebco3@WCNEbcE\o'ThDo
,WMTEiXXD o(&o$!o

Response 15-1:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ

<DVa ?V5Da
D;<?a A <a
'55Za a ;B55a

6E%o6ECP\CfT@cEDo)\@Gdo*WhP\XWVEWc@To,VZ@Cco6EZX^co*,6oXWocNEo-WMTEiXXDo8\@WbOco(XWWECcX\o-9(o

ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ

)E@\o3bo>OTCXk o

ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ

&bo@oVEVBE\oXGocNEo,WMTEiXXDo&P\ZX\co&\E@o(N@VBE\oXGo(XVVE\CEo@WDo*kECfcOhEo)O\ECcX\oXGocNEo7XfcNo
'@lo>X\SGX\CEo-WhEbcVEWco'X@\Do7'>-'oiOcNoEVZTXlEEbo@WDoCTPEWcETEoG\XVocNEo(PcloXGo-WMTEiXXDo@WDo
ETbEiNE\EoPWocNEo(XfWcloXGo2Xbo&WMETEb o,oi\PcEocNPboTEccE\oOWobfZZX\coXGocNEo,WMTEiXXDo:\@WbPco(XWWECcX\o
5\XQECco@WDocNEoETEh@cED oETECc\OC@TTloZXiE\ED o @fcXV@cEDoZEXZTEoVXhE\o-o@VoCXVVPcdEDocXoEWbf\PWMocN@co
-WMTEiXXDo\EbODEWcbo@WDocNXbEocN]XfMNXfcocNEo7XfcNo'@lo\EMPXWoiNXoV@lohObOcocNEo(PcloGX\oEVZTXlVEWc o
\Ec@PTo X\o EWcE]c@OWVEWco Zf\ZXbEbo @\Eo @BTEo cXo EWQXlo cNEo GfTTo BEWEGPcbo XGo cNEo (Pclo @WDo @bo Z@ao XGo cN@co
CXVVOcVEWcoiEoB@CSocNEo(OclboZT@WocXo@TTEhO@cEoEhEWcoD@loc\@LCoCXWMEbcOXWoiPcNocNEoZ\XZXbEDo5\XQECco

WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

DQa[?Q<!a
D?5Z<aW??Da
#D'Ja ?Q!#DMZa
#D'Ja $<<<a
#D'Ja AMD?<Ja
T'a 50a
Da <a:5?<Za
?<5a?Da
55<;H\a:'#5a
'J5a$J#;'a
D<aQ5M?<a
"5<<a:'M#55a
"D!!a:5 '<a
+;'<a"55;<a

ϭϱͲϭ

,D;Za )`a
+?a&<a
+?J#a 6 D!a
-a 3';a:=QMM
3<a"?;_a
2>G)1aF@GK@>a
3R <a :M5a
Da 7<aW'55';Ja
6'9aD'!a
:DaW'JJa

Response 15-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ

,<'a+';<_a
,DZa Ea+<<'J?<a

COMMENT LETTER NO. 15:
:ĂŶsŽŐĞů͕ǆĞĐƵƚŝǀĞŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ
^ŽƵƚŚĂǇtŽƌŬĨŽƌĐĞ/ŶǀĞƐƚŵĞŶƚŽĂƌĚ
ϭϭϱϯϵ,ĂǁƚŚŽƌŶĞŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ϱƚŚ&ůŽŽƌ͕^ƵŝƚĞϱϬϬ
,ĂǁƚŚŽƌŶĞ͕ϵϬϮϱϬ

)ECEVBE\o"o  o
    

3.0 Comments and Responses

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ

&bo -WMTEiXXDo fWDE\MXEbo @o NObcX\PCo c\@WbGY\V@cOXWo OWcXo @o iX\TDCT@bbo bZX]cbo @WDo EhEWcbo DEbcOW@cOXWo ,o
BETPEhEocNEo.:(o5]XQECcoiOTToCXWc\PBfcEobPMWPGOC@WcTlocXocNEoCPclboECXWXVOCoM]XicNoBloEWCXf\@MPWMoc\@hETocXo
@WDoG\XVocNEoCOclohP@ocNEo3Ec\Xo(\EWbN@j2&?oTPWEo@WDocNEo@fcXV@cEDoZEXZTEoVXhE\o /Wo@DDPcPXWocXocNEo
ECXWXVOCo DEhETXZVEWco cNObo iOTTo B\OWM o -o bfZZX\co cNEo (Oclbo CXVVPcVEWco cXo OWhEbcPWMo PWo @o VEcNXDo XGo
c\@WbZX]e@cOXWo cN@co Pbo bfbc@PW@BTEo @WDo CXWc\PBfcEbo cXo cNEo XhE\@UTo Z\XcECcOXWo XHo cNEo EWhO\XWVEWco ;NEo
6ECO\CfT@cEDo )\@Gdo *-6o @TbXoV@ZboXfcocNEo (Oclbo(XWbc\fCcOXWo 5T@Wo iNOCNo Z]XVObEbo cXoiX\So iPcNo TXC@To
BfbPWEbbEbocXoSEEZoZXcEWcO@ToCXWbc\fCcOXWoOWcE\^gZcPXWbo@co@oVPWPVfVo

ϭϱͲϮ

-obfZZXaocNEoEJX\cboXGocNEo'fbOWEbbo,WcE\\fZcPXWo&bbObc@WCEo5\XM\@VocN@cocNEo(OcloiPTToC\E@cEo@o#VPTTPXWn
DXTT@\o'fbPWEbbo,WcE\\fZcOXWoGfWDocXoZ\XhPDEoGOW@WCP@To@bbObc@WCEocXobV@TToVXVo@WDoZXZoBfbOWEbbEbocXo
NETZo XGIbEco cXo cNEo EkeEWco ZXbbPBTEo BfbOWEbbo \EhEWfEo TXbbEbo X\o PWC\E@bEDo EkZEWbEbo cN@co @\Eo DO\ECcTlo
@cc\OBfc@BTEocXoDOb\fZcOXWboDf\PWMocNEo-9(oCXWbc\fCcPXWo@CcPhOcPEboiOcNPWocNEo,<(o5\XQECco

ϭϱͲϯ

-Wo@WcOCOZ@cOXWoXGocNEo+XhE\WX\o\ETE@bOWMocNEoWEio7c@cEo'fDMEco@WDocNEofZCXVPWMoDETPBE\@cPXWboBlocNEo
2EMPbT@cf\Eo -oEkZ\EbboVlobc]XWMobfZZX\coGX\ocNEo(OcloXGo,WMTEiXXDboZf\bfOcoXGo"oVPTTPXWoGX\ocNEo,9(o
5\XQECcoG]XVocNEoGX\cNCXVPWMo7c@cEoBfDMEco

ϭϱͲϰ

ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 15-3:

:D'a;#?a
:'#5a D<0a
:'0a ?JM'!<a
:(0a%DD(5a
:'M#a A ?<a
:?#;;a=JDa
AMD''a<<MMa

EQM#'a  U*Ja
L<a.Za:QDMZa
LD#a "?<_!a
LB<Da5aDQ_a

WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY

CD''a?<5J?<a
E?D'0a 'J?<a

dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ ƐƐŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ &ƵŶĚ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ

'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ
ŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

LM55a 6'a
LQJ<a L<'?Da
N ;5a6V'Ja
N ;'a 7?D<_< <J5?Va
Oa?D?Sa
O?a LV?Ia
O?;a 45Za

9NEo-8(o5\XQECcoOboDEbPMWEDocXoZ\XhODEobOMWOGPC@WcoCXWWECcOhOcloc\@KPCo\EDfCcPXWoECXWXVPCoZ\XbZE\Pclo@WDo
[f@TPcloXGoTOGEoBEWEGPcbocXocNEo(OcloXGo.WMTEiXXDo<NEo(OcloWEEDbocXoCTXbEoGO\b=T@bcoVOTEoM@ZoBEciEEWo3Ec\Xo
1o2OWEo(\EWbN@i2&?o2PWEo@WDocNEoNXfbPWMo@WDoEVZTXlVEWcoCEWcE\bo @WDobZX^cbo@WDoEWcE_c@OWVEWco
hEWfEbo

ϭϱͲϱ

O?<] a"D''<a
X 8PDa##/MM Z

:N@WSolXfoGX\oVXhPWMoGX`A\DoiPcNocNOboZ\XRECco@WDoGX\obfZZX]cOWMo,WMTEiXXDoBfbOWEbbEb
o

Y^<a 'Q5'?a

7PWCE\FTmoo






o



dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇƉƵƌƐƵŝŶŐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƐƚĂƚĞĨƵŶĚŝŶŐĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ
ƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϴϴ͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ

 
 



Response 15-4:

ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

o 0@Wo

 *kECfcPhEo)O\ECcX\o

 63%/1,#8:#1+/2 :# !&8: 1"#, 9:-$*#6//"8: 6." )#8:#"/,"/:# !%9: ,% 33 ,:# !&9: 12/.9:*:#$4,"/8:11 ,!#9:/+'3 :
 : 63&01.#:/4)#5 1": 3&:*//1:4(3#: : 63%/1,#:: ::%/,#:   :: 7:   :

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϴϱ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϴϲ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϲ

3.0 Comments and Responses

Response 15-5:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘



!"##$%!
'**++;!<%#!*!+%$=%!
ŝƐŚŽƉZŽďĞƌƚd͘ŽƵŐůĂƐ͕^ƌ͘
ŚĂŝƌŵĂŶͬK

ƌ͘WĂƵůĞƚƚĞŽƵŐůĂƐ
sŝĐĞŚĂŝƌŵĂŶ

ƌ͘>ŽŝƐ>ĞůĂŶĐ
Treasurer/Chief Financial Officer

ƌ͘:ĞŶŶŝĨĞƌWĂǇŶĞ
ŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞ^ĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇ

DŝŶŝƐƚĞƌŚƌŝƐƚŽƉŚĞƌ EĂůůƐ
DĞŵďĞƌ

ϭϲͲϭ

ĞĂĐŽŶŽďďǇ^ŵŝƚŚ
DĞŵďĞƌ

ϭϲͲϮ

ϭϲͲϯ

ϭϲͲϰ

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϴϳ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϭϭϱϮĂƐƚ,ǇĚĞWĂƌŬŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚͻ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂϵϬϯϬϮ
DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

WĂƐƚŽƌ͛Ɛ^ƚƵĚǇ͗ϯϭϬͲϲϳϰͲϬϳϳϭ
ϯ͘ϬͲϴϴ

ǁǁǁ͘ũĂĐŽďƐůĂĚĚĞƌĐŚƵƌĐŚ͘ĐŽŵ ŽĐƚŽƌϳϮϭΛĂŽů͘ĐŽŵ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

3.0 Comments and Responses







COMMENT LETTER NO. 16:
ŝƐŚŽƉZŽďĞƌƚŽƵŐůĂƐ͕:ƌ͕͘ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƌĞĂDŝŶŝƐƚĞƌƐƐƐŽĐŝĂƚŝŽŶ
ϭϭϱϮĂƐƚ,ǇĚĞWĂƌŬŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϮ





ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϳ
  



.]S]Q]¼ ¼  ¼

Response 16-1:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ

AsW¶¼JsSµ¼
DKsh¼.s°rr¼
+s¥¶¼c¼7h]²W¼
C]¼J]¥¼AKSm]¥]¼*°W¼
7h]²W ¼+&¼#!¼
E]$¼ E]SsS¬K¥]W¼.Kc¥¼1°s]¥K¼7KS¥¼E]¥¼º17E¼
¼¥m]¼7i]²W¼HKs¥¼+]S¥¼7H-¼

ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
'¼K¼]sX]¥¼c¼7h]²X ¼7¼²r¥]¼¥ms¼]¥¥]¼s¼¬¥¼c¼¥m]¼+r¥¶¼c¼7h]²X¼
]W¼7h]²W¼HKs¥¼+]S¥¼D|]S¥¼7H+ ¼KW¼'¬¥K¥]X¼D]]¼B°]¼

Response 16-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 16-3:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐƚŚĞďĞŶĞĨŝƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂƐƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 16-4:

ϭϳͲϭ

&¼¥m]¼+s¥¶¼¬W]h]¼K¼hK] SmKhsh¼¥KcK¥s¼s¥¼K¼Q¬¶¼¼KW¼
]¥]¥Ks]¥¼Ws¥sS¥ ¼7¼R]s]°]¼¥m]¼7H+¼D|]S¥ ¼²nsSm¼²¬W¼Qsh¼K¼]]S¥tSK¶¼²]]W¼
K¬¥K¥]W¼]]¼°]¼¥¼¥m]¼+s¥¶¼c¼7h]²W ¼²r¼m]¼¬m]¼s¼K¼Kh]¼c¼¥¬s¥s]¼
KW¼h²¥m¼c¼¥m]¼]hs¼Hms¼²s¼m]¼K]°sK¥]¼¥m]¼K¥sSsK¥]W¼sS]K]¼s¼°ss¥¼KW¼
ϭϳͲϮ
°]msS]¼¥¼KW¼c¼.²¥²¼7h]²WAK~]¥¼F¥]]¥ ¼Hm]¼3¬ ¼F3s¼F¥KWs¬ ¼6¶²W¼
DK ¼KW¼c¬¥¬]¼7¥¬s¥¼/]¼Hm]¼7H+¼D|]S¥¼s¼W]rh]W¼¥¼°rW]¼shrcsSK¥¼S]S¥r°r¥¶ ¼
¥KfczS¼]X¬S¥s ¼]SrS¼]s¥¶ ¼KX¼¬Kr¥·¼c¼rc]¼R^^cs¥¼¥¼¥m]¼,s¥·¼c¼7h]²X¼Im]¼
+s¥¶¼]]W¼¥¼S]¼cs¥K¥¼s]¼hK¼Q]¥²]]¼A]¥¼=¼>r]¼+]mK²@¼?s] ¼KX¼¥m]¼
m¬uh¼KW¼]¶]¥¼S]¥] ¼KW¼¥¼KW¼]¥]¥Ks]¥¼°]¬]¼
8¼K¥sSuK¥r¼c¼¥m]¼4°]¼]]Krh¼¥m]¼]²¼F¥K¥]¼*¬Wh]¥¼KW¼¥m]¼¬Ssh¼
Y]uQ]K¥u¼Q¶¼¥m]¼>]jsK¥¬] ¼7¼]µ]¼¶¼¥h¼¬¥¼c¼¥m]¼+s¥¶¼c¼7h]²W¼¬¬r¥¼
d¼"¼uu¼c¼¥m]¼;H+¼D}]S¥¼c¼¥m]¼c¥mSsh¼F¥K¥]¼Q¬Wh]¥¼

ϭϳͲϯ

9NNZ¼¦p_¼5v¦¹ v§b¦¼¦¼w±`¡¦wk¼w(¼[``¨ %a[¡¼e¼¨VO)G{«P¨xªqL » 
K]¼¬¥KyKQ]¼KW¼S¥rQ¬¥]¼¥¼¥m]¼°]K¼m]K¥m¼KX¼²]R]rh¼c¼]rW]¥¼r~]¼]¼ K¼
ϭϳͲϰ
rWsSK¥]X¼r¼¥m]¼E]SsS®K¥]X¼0Kg¼27E¼HmK~¼¶¯¼c¼°rh¼c²KX¼²s¥m¼¥ms¼|]S¥ ¼KX¼c¼
<¼
rl¼©o]¼l´o¼M\¼¢®TU¼ ££¼c¼¥m]¼,r¥¸¼c¼7l]³\

dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ďĞŶĞĨŝƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ
ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ
ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ
ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϵϬ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

¤¼:

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϭϴ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 17:
WĂƚƌŝĐŝĂWĂƚƌŝĐŬ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕

;7;L6;Raaa

Response 17-1:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

)EM9_a3EJ7N^a
-J5MMEMAa E\EUENMa
EW_aN=a%MAJ;]NN9a
,M;a3;UVa*5M7B;UV;RaK\:a
%MAJ<]NN9aaa
/;a/;7ER7ZJ5W<9a R5=Wa!M\ERNML;MW5Ja%LP57Wa/<PNSWa!%0aNMaWC<a%MAJ<]NN9a2R5MUEWaNMM<7WNRa
%2`a
;5Ra*Ua3EJ7N^a

Response 17-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŽďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 17-3:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƉƵƌƐƵŝŶŐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƐƚĂƚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 17-4:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ďĞŶĞĨŝƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ
ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ
ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ

Ua5aR<UE9;MWaN=a%MAJ;]NN9a%a]REW;aWCEUaJ;WW<RaEMaUZPPNSWaN=aWC<aEW_aN=a%MAJ<]NN9UaPRNPNU;9a
%MAJ<]NN9a2R5MUFWaNMM;8WNRa-RNH;7Wa%2a5M9aZWNL5W;9a-;NPJ;a+N\;Ra
UaWC;aEW_aZM9;RAN;Ua5aA5L< 7C5MAEMAaWR5MU=ORL5WENMaEMWNa5a6ZU_aUPNSWUa5M9a<MW<T5EML<MWa
9EUWRE7Wa%a6<JE<\;aWC;a%2a.RNH;7Wa]CE7Ca]N[J9a6REMAa5Ma;J;7WRE75JJ_aPN];R;9a5[WNL5V;9aP;NPJ;a
LN\;RaWNaWC;aEW_aN=a%MAJ;]NN9a]EJJaC;JPa[UC;RaEMa5aR5MA;aN=aNPPNRY[MEWE;Ua5M9aARN]VCa=ORaWD;a
R;AENMa2CEUa]EJJaC;JPa5JJ;\E5W;aWC;a5MWE7EP5W;9aEM7R;5U;aEMa\EUEWNRUa5M9a\;CE7J;UaWNa5M9a=RNLa
N]MXN]Ma%MAJ;]NN9)5RI<Wa1WR<<Wa2C;a"NRZL a1N"Ea1W59EZL a$NJJ_]NN9a-5RI a5M9a=[WZR<a
%MW[EWa NL;a2C;a%2a-RNH;7WaEUa9;UEAM;9aWNaPRN\E9;aUEAME=E75MWa7NMM;7WE\EW_aWR5@E7aR;9[7WENMa
;7NMNLE7aPRNUP;REW_a5M9aQ[5JEW_aN=aJE=;a6;M<=EWUaWNaWC;aEW_aN=a%MAJ<]NN9a2C;aEW_aM;;9UaWNa
7JNU;a=FRUWJ5UWaLEJ<aA5Pa6<W]<<Ma+;WRNa&a'EM;aR;MUC5](4a'EM;a5M9aWC<aCNZUEMAa5M9a
<LPJN_L;MWa7;MW;RUa5M9aUPNSWUa5M9a;MW;SW5EML;MWa\;MZ;Ua
%Ma5MWG7EP5WENMaN=aWC;a#N\;RMNRaR;J;5UEMAaWC;aM;]a1W5W;aZ9A<Wa5M9aWC<aZP7NLEMAa9;JE6;R5WFNMUa
6_aWC;a';AEUJ5W[R;a%a;^PR;UUaL_aUWRNMAaU[PPNRYa>NRaWC;aEW_aN=a%MAJ;]NN9UaPZRU[EWaN=aa
LEJJENMa=NRaWC;a%2a-RNH;7Wa=RNLaWC;a>NSWC7NLEMAa1W5W<a6Z9A<Wa
%a5PPJ5Z9aWC;aEW_Ua7NLLEWL;MWaWNaEM\;UWEMAaEMaLN9;RMaL;WDN9UaN=aWR5MUPNRW5WENMaWC5Wa5R<a
UZUW5EM56J;a5M9a7NMWRE6ZW;aWNaWC;aN\<R5JJaC;5JWCa5M9a]<JJ 6<EMAaN=aR<UE9<MWUaJEI<aL<a 5Ua
EM9E75W;9aEMaWC;a/;7ER7[J5W;9a R5=Ya!%0a2C5MIa_NZa?NRaLN\EMAa=OR]5R9a]EWCaWCEUaPRNH;7Wa5M9a>ORa
UZPPNSWEMAaWC;aARN]WCa5M9aUZ77;UUaN=aWC;a7EW_a

ϭϴͲϭ

ϭϴͲϮ

ϭϴͲϯ

ϭϴͲϰ

1EM7<R;J_a

ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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ϯ͘ϬͲϵϭ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϵϮ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

3.0 Comments and Responses
'RFX6LJQ(QYHORSH,'%&((($%()$&&%%

COMMENT LETTER NO. 18:
dŝŶĂDĐ<ŝŶŶŽƌ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕
Response 18-1:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ
ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 18-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐKďũĞĐƚŝǀĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 18-3:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƉƵƌƐƵŝŶŐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ƐƚĂƚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 18-4:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ /d WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ďĞŶĞĨŝƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ŝƐ
ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ
ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ
ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘


'HFHPEHU
0LQG\:LOFR[$,&3
3ODQQLQJ0DQDJHU
3ODQQLQJ'LYLVLRQ
&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG
2QH:HVW0DQFKHVWHU%OYGWK)ORRU
,QJOHZRRG&$
5H,QJOHZRRG7UDQVLW&RQQHFWRU ,7& 5HFLUFXODWHG(,5
'HDU0V:LOFR[
,ZULWHRQEHKDOIRI7KH)RUXPDZRUOGFODVVFRQFHUWYHQXHORFDWHGDW:0DQFKHVWHU%RXOHYDUGLQ
FRQQHFWLRQZLWKWKH&LW\RI,QJOHZRRG¶VUHFLUFXODWHG'UDIW(QYLURQPHQWDO,PSDFW5HSRUW (,5 IRUWKH,7&
SURMHFW7KHWUDQVLWFRQQHFWRULVDQLPSRUWDQWSURMHFWWKDWZLOOSURYLGHDFULWLFDOFRQQHFWLRQEHWZHHQWKH
/$0HWURV\VWHPDQG,QJOHZRRG¶VHQWHUWDLQPHQWGLVWULFW7KH)RUXPYHU\PXFKDSSUHFLDWHVWKHFKDQJHV
WRWKHSURMHFWDVGHOLQHDWHGLQWKH(,5,WLVFOHDUWKDWWKHQHZVWDWLRQORFDWLRQDW0DQFKHVWHUDQG3UDLULH
DQGWKHUHYLVHGZHVWVLGHDOLJQPHQWRIWKHJXLGHZD\LPSURYHVWKHGHVLJQRIWKHV\VWHPDQGUHGXFHV
LPSDFWVWR7KH)RUXP¶VDFFHVVFLUFXODWLRQDQGSURSHUW\
:HQRQHWKHOHVVQRWHWKDWWKHSURMHFWLVGHVFULEHGLQWKH(,5DVKDYLQJ³QRPRUHWKDQWKUHHVWUDGGOHEHQW
FROXPQVIRUDVZLWFK]RQHORFDWHGLPPHGLDWHO\VRXWKRI1XWZRRG6WUHHW7KHVHWKUHHVWUDGGOHEHQWV
ZRXOGVSDQ3UDLULH$YHQXHDQGSRWHQWLDOO\UHTXLUHDFTXLVLWLRQRISULYDWHSURSHUW\IURPWKH)RUXP´:H
DUHKRSHIXOWKDWWKHQXPEHURIVWUDGGOHEHQWVXOWLPDWHO\UHTXLUHGFDQEHUHGXFHGDVWKH\DUHLQWUXVLYH
DQGKDYHDQHJDWLYHLPSDFWRQWKHSDUNLQJVXSSO\DQGFLUFXODWLRQIRUWKH)RUXP:HDOVRZDQWWRFORVHO\
FROODERUDWHZLWKWKH&LW\RQFRRUGLQDWLRQRIFRQVWUXFWLRQDFWLYLWLHVDVZHOODVSHGHVWULDQDFFHVV
:HDSSODXGWKH&LW\¶VPRGLILFDWLRQWRWKH,7&SURMHFW7KHLQFUHDVHGPRELOLW\IURPWKH,7&ZLOOKDYHDQ
LPPHGLDWHDQGVLJQLILFDQWLPSDFWRQWKHFRPPXQLW\DOOHYLDWLQJFRQJHVWLRQDQGFRQQHFWLQJUHVLGHQWVZLWK
MREVHGXFDWLRQDORSSRUWXQLWLHVDQGHQWHUWDLQPHQW7KLVW\SHRIVPDUWLQIUDVWUXFWXUHLQYHVWPHQWHQKDQFHV
WKHTXDOLW\RIOLIHIRUUHVLGHQWVDQGDOORZVWKHFLW\WREXLOGRQLWVVXFFHVVHVE\DWWUDFWLQJQHZSULYDWH
VHFWRULQYHVWPHQWWRWKHUHJLRQ:HORRNIRUZDUGWRZRUNLQJZLWKWKH&LW\WRFRQWLQXHWRUHGXFHSURMHFW
LPSDFWVDQGEULQJWKLVH[FLWLQJSURMHFWWRIUXLWLRQ
6LQFHUHO\


*HQL/LQFROQ
*HQHUDO0DQDJHU 6HQLRU9LFH3UHVLGHQW
)RUXP(QWHUWDLQPHQW//&
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ϯ͘ϬͲϵϯ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϭϵͲϭ

ϭϵͲϮ

ϭϵͲϯ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϮϬ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 19:
'ĞŶŝ>ŝŶĐŽůŶ͕'ĞŶĞƌĂůDĂŶĂŐĞƌΘ^ĞŶŝŽƌsŝĐĞWƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ
&ŽƌƵŵŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚ>>
ϯϵϬϬDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϱ
January 11, 2022

Response 19-1:
dŚŝƐŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞƌĞǀŝƐĞĚĚĞƐŝŐŶĨŽƌ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ
ƌĂĨƚ /Z ŝƐ ŶŽƚĞĚ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY
'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ
ŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

Sent Electronically
Mindy Wilcox, Planning Manager
City of Inglewood
One West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor
Inglewood, CA 90301
Email: inglewoodtransitconnector@cityofinglewood.org
RE:

Response 19-2:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƵƉ ƚŽ ƚŚƌĞĞ ƐƚƌĂĚĚůĞ ďĞŶƚ ĐŽůƵŵŶƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ &ŽƌƵŵ
ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘ƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĨŝŶĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶƉƌŽĐĞƐƐĨŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůůǁŽƌŬƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞŶƵŵďĞƌ
ŽĨƐƚƌĂĚĚůĞďĞŶƚƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚŽŶƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ͘
Response 19-3:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐƌĞǀŝƐĞĚĚĞƐŝŐŶĨŽƌƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌŝŶŐƚŚĞďĞŶĞĨŝƚƐŽĨƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚ
ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y
'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ
ŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘


Inglewood Transit Connector Project, Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Wilcox:
On behalf of the Los Angeles Conservancy, I am writing to comment on the
Inglewood Transit Connector Project and its Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR). This is follow-up to our previous
comments submitted on February 8, 2021.

ϮϬͲϭ

The recirculated DEIR addresses some of our previously raised questions
and comments, and reflects substantial modifications to the project scope.
The Conservancy greatly appreciates consideration of our comments as we
provide them with the intent of improving and making this proposed
project better. We thank the City of Inglewood for including us in
conversations regarding the proposed project’s impacts to historic
resources.

ϮϬͲϮ

The Conservancy is not opposed to the basis for the proposed project or an
APM, as a means to increase transportation efficiencies and access. Our
concerns have centered on potential adverse impacts to historic resources
due to this proposed undertaking, specifically those in the historic
downtown portions of Inglewood along Market Street. We appreciate the
sensitivity to listening to our concerns and attempts to offset potential
harm, namely through a proposed design review process, design guidelines,
and securing funding to help with future downtown revitalization efforts.
This includes streetscape, façade improvements, and specific financial
assistance to help rehabilitate the long-shuttered historic Fox Theatre.
The Fox Theatre, a National Register listed property, has been cited as
having significant direct impacts caused by interrupted view sheds as a
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ϯ͘ϬͲϵϱ
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ϮϬͲϯ

ϮϬͲϰ
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DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϵϲ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘ϮϬ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 20:
result of the construction of the APM. This is a highly significant historic resource, built in the
late ‘40s and designed by theatre architect S. Charles Lee. Improvements to the alignment and
height of the APM have reduced impacts to this theatre, which we greatly appreciate.
As this proposed project moves forward, much attention will need to remain focused on Market
Street to ensure the APM actually helps and reinforces the vitality of downtown Market Street
corridor. We urge the City to not lose focus, and continue seeking funding and support for this
initiative as downtown is poised for an economic revitalization and can continue to serve as the
heart of the community. We look forward to seeing Market Street reactivated with programming
and pedestrian amenities, and urge the City to continue to revitalize this important commercial
corridor.
The Conservancy has no additional comments regarding the recirculated DEIR and the
proposed project.
About the Los Angeles Conservancy:
The Los Angeles Conservancy is the largest local historic preservation organization in the United
States, with nearly 5,000 members throughout the Los Angeles area. Established in 1978, the
Conservancy works to preserve and revitalize the significant architectural and cultural heritage
of Los Angeles County through advocacy and education.
Please do not hesitate to contact me at (213) 430-4203 or afine@laconservancy.org should you
have any questions or concerns.

ĚƌŝĂŶ^ĐŽƚƚ&ŝŶĞ͕^ĞŶŝŽƌŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨĚǀŽĐĂĐǇ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽŶƐĞƌǀĂŶĐǇ
ϱϮϯtĞƐƚ^ŝǆƚŚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕^ƵŝƚĞϴϮϲ
>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐ͕ϵϬϬϭϰ
ϮϬͲϱ

Response 20-1:
dŚŝƐ ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐƚŽƌǇ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶƐ Ă ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚĞŶƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ůĞƚƚĞƌ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ
ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞ

ϮϬͲϲ

ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 20-2:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĞǆƉƌĞƐƐŝŶŐĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚŝŽŶĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƚǇĐŽŶƐƵůƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚƚŚĞ>ŽŶƐĞƌǀĂŶĐǇĂŶĚƌĞǀŝƐŝŶŐƚŚĞ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŽŶƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂƐŽƌŝŐŝŶĂůůǇƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ
ƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϴϴ͘ dŚŝƐ

Sincerely,

ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 20-3:
dŚŝƐ ĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐŝŶŐ ĂƉƉƌĞĐŝĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ > ŽŶƐĞƌǀĂŶĐǇ

Adrian Scott Fine
Senior Director of Advocacy

ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽĂĨĨĞĐƚŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐ Žƌ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 20-4:
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚĂĐŬŶŽǁůĞĚŐŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞǀŝƐĞĚĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƌĞĚƵĐĞƐ
ƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽŝŵƉĂĐƚƚŚĞ&ŽǆdŚĞĂƚĞƌ͕ĂŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͕ŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘tŝƚŚŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĞƐŝŐŶ &ĞĂƚƵƌĞ ;W&Ϳ h>Ͳϭ͕ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ǁŝůů ŚĂǀĞ Ă ůĞƐƐ ƚŚĂŶ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ &Žǆ
dŚĞĂƚĞƌ͘ dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚ ƌĂŝƐĞƐ ŶĞŝƚŚĞƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝƐƐƵĞƐ ŶŽƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐ ĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞ
ĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ

19203.000 - 298458.2

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϵϳ
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/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

ϯ͘ϬͲϵϴ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ϯ͘ϬŽŵŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚZĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƐ
ŽŵŵĞŶƚ>ĞƚƚĞƌEŽ͘Ϯϭ

3.0 Comments and Responses

ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
Response 20-5:

74U\2U`ccc

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĞƋƵĞƐƚŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŝƚǇĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŽĨŽĐƵƐŽŶƚŚĞƌĞǀŝƚĂůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘
dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚ ƌĂĨƚ /Z ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ Y 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

(?P6`c1?H5Q_c
*M2PP@P<c@]@Z@QPc
?[acQ8c$P=I7^QQ6c
)P7c17Z[c(2P5>7Z[7Vc I]6 c
%P=J7^QQ6 c cc
-7c .\SSQW[c8QUc17Z[ZA67cH?=PO7P[cQ8c[>7c$P=H7^QQ6c/U2PZ?[cQPP75[RUc$/c

Response 20-6:
/ƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚƚŚĂƚƚŚĞ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐŽŶƐĞƌǀĂŶĐǇŚĂƐŶŽĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐŽŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/Z
ĂŶĚƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘




72Uc(Z c1?H5Q_c
)Pc47>3J8cR8c"RIIa^RR6c+2VFc&2P6cROS2Pac''c$c^U?[7c?PcZ\SSQW[cQ8c[>7c^7Z[7UPc2H?=PO7P[cQ8c
[>7c$P=H7^QQ6c0U3PZB[cQPP75[RVc %0c2Zc67Z5VC476cCPc[>7c?[acQ8c$P=H7^RQ6ZcV75AV5\H2[76cU29[c
P]?UQPO7P[2Hc$OS35[c-7SRU[c$-c8QUc[>7cSUQE75[ c2P6c^7c2HZQcZ\SSQXc[>7cA[`Zc7:QU[Zc[Qc
S\UZ\7c266?[?QP2Hc8\P6?P=c8UQOc[>7c!Q]7UPQUZcP7^c.[3[7c\6=7[ c17c2SSU75?2[7c[>7c?[`Zc
^?HH?P=P7ZZc[QcH?Z[7Pc[QcO\K[?SH7cZ[2F7>QH67UZc2P6cZ[V?]7c[RcO2F7c[>7c$/c[>7c47Z[cSQZZ?4H7c
SUQE75[cZcU7]?Z76c2P6c67Z5U?476c?Pc[>7c$- c[>7c^7Z[Z?67c2H?=PO7P[cV76\57Zc[>7cCOS25[ZcQ8c[>7c
SUQE75[ c ^>?H7c7P>2P5AP=c[>7cOQ4?H?[` c0>AZcO\5> P77676c?P]7Z[O7P[c?PcQ\VcAP8V2Z[U\5[\U7c^?HHc
ZB=P?8B52P[Jac47P78A[c[>7c7P[?U7c$P=H7^QR6c5ROO\PA[ac
/>7c$/cSURE75[c?Zc3c cOAI7c8\HH`c7H7]3[76 c 7I75[UQPA52HH`cSR^7V76c2\[QO2[76c[V2PZ?[cZ`Z[7O c
^>?5>c^?HHcSUQ]?67c2cZ387c2P6cV7H?24H7c5RPP75[?RPc8VQOc[>7cSH3PP76c(7[UQcAOSUR]7O7P[Zc[Qc
$P=K7^QQ6ZcOQZ[cSQS\H3Uc67Z[AP2[?RPZ c ?P5H\6@P=c[>7c.R Ac.[26A\O c[>7c QV\Oc2P6c[>7c$P[\A[c
QO7c #2]?P=cZS7P[cO2Paca72UZc^QUG@P=c[Qc4\@H6cV7H2[?QPZ>?SZc2P6c[U\Z[c^?[>CPc[>7c$P=H7^QQ6c
5ROO\PB[a c$c\P67UZ[2P6c[>2[c[U2;A5c5QP=7Z[?QPc?Zc2c[QSc5QP57UPc9QUcO2P`cHQ52HcU7Z?67P[Zc2P6c
4\Z?P7ZZcQ^P7UZc `c[2F?P=c[>Q\Z3P6ZcQ8c52UZcQ:c[>7cUQ26c7]7V`c`72U c [>7c%/c^AHHcPQ[cQPHac5\[c
6R^PcRPc[U3:B5 c B[c^?HJcZC=PD8A53P[HacU76\57cZOR=c3P6cSRII\[BRPcBPc[>7c2U73c

ϮϭͲϭ

/>?ZcSUQE75[c^?HHc2HZRc>7KSc[QcU72K?b7c[>7c?[`Zc=Q2HZcQ8c4U?P=CP=cO72PAP=8\Hc7OSLQ`O7P[c
QSSQU[\P?[?7Zc[RcHQ52Mc%P=H7^QQ6cV7Z?67P[Zc/>7c%/cSUQE75[c^ANHc4U?P=c>\P6V76ZcQ8c=QQ6 S2`?P=c
EQ4Zc[Qc%P=H7^QQ6 c>7HSAP=c[Qc7PZ\U7c[>7c?[ac^?HHcV7O2APcSUQZS7UQ\Zc8QUcO2P`c`72VZc[Qc5QO7 c
/>?Zc[aS7cQ8cZO2U[cAP8U2Z[V\5[\U7c?P]7Z[O7P[c7P>3P57Zc[>7cT\3HA[`cQ8cH@97c9QVcU7ZA67P[Z c2P6c2HHR^Zc
[>7c5?[`c[Qc4\AK6cQPc?[ZcZ\557ZZ7Zc4`c2[[V25[@P=cP7^cSU?]2[7cZ75[QVc?P]7Z[O7P[c[Rc[>7cV7=?RP c
/>7cA[acR8c$P=J7^QR6c>2Zc2PcAOSV7ZZB]7c[V25FcU75QV6c^>7PcA[c5QO7Zc[Qc4UAP=AP=c[U3PZ8QUO3[A]7c
2P6c?PPQ]2[?]7c?673Zc[Qc9U\@[?QP c/>7c$/c@ZcPQc7_57S[?QP c />7V7c@ZcZ[?HHcO\5>c^QUGc[Qc6Q c2P6c
67[2?HZc[Qc^QUGcQ\[c \[c^7cIQQFc9QY2U6c[Qc^QUG?P=c^A[>c[>7c?[`c[QcO2F7c[>7c^7Z[7UPc2HC=PO7P[c
Q8c[>7c%/c2cU72KA[`c






"QHH`c QQ6c,2UGc'2P6cQOS2P` c''c

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϵϵ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞƌŝĚŝĂŶŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƐ
ϮϱϭͲϬϬϰͲϮϭ

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϬϬ

/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚ
&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϮϬϮϮ

3.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER NO. 21:

4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

:ĂƐŽŶ'ĂŶŶŽŶ͕DĂŶĂŐŝŶŐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌĂƚ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ
ϭϬϬϭ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵƌŝǀĞ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ϵϬϯϬϭ

4.1

Response 21-1:

;YͿ 'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƉƵďůŝĐ ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ ƚŽ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ Žƌ ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƐ ĨŽƌ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ

INTRODUCTION

WƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϮϭϬϴϭ͘ϲ ĂŶĚ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϵϳ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů YƵĂůŝƚǇ Đƚ

dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚŝƐŶŽƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚƌĂŝƐĞƐŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
ŝƐƐƵĞƐŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶƐĂďŽƵƚƚŚĞĂŶĂůǇƐĞƐŽƌŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƚŚĞZĞĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚĞĚƌĂĨƚ/ZƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽY'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϴϴ͘dŚŝƐĐŽŵŵĞŶƚŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚĂƐĂƉĂƌƚŽĨƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚ

ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ Ă ƉƵďůŝĐ ĂŐĞŶĐǇ ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŝŶǀŽůǀĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĂĚŽƉƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ Ă ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚĞĚ ŶĞŐĂƚŝǀĞ
ĚĞĐůĂƌĂƚŝŽŶŽƌƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ͘
dŚŝƐŝƐƚŚĞDŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶDŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐWƌŽŐƌĂŵ;DDZWͿĨŽƌƚŚĞ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚŽŶŶĞĐƚŽƌ

ĂŶĚŝƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶŵĂŬĞƌƐĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨƚŚĞ

;/d͕ŽƌWƌŽũĞĐƚͿ͘dŚĞŝŶƚĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞDDZWŝƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĞƐƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵůŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ

WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂůŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů/ŵƉĂĐƚZĞƉŽƌƚ;&ŝŶĂů/ZͿĨŽƌƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘



4.2

MITIGATION MEASURES

dŚĞŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ &ŝŶĂů /Z ĂƌĞ ĂƐƐŝŐŶĞĚ ƚŚĞ ƐĂŵĞƚŝƚůĞĂƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ &ŝŶĂů/Z͘ dŚĞDDZW
ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞƐƚŚĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽďĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĂĐŚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ͕ƚŚĞƚŝŵŝŶŐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ƚŚĞ
ĞŶƚŝƚŝĞƐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚŝŶŐĂŶĚŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƚŚĞĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͕ƚŚĞĞŶƚŝƚŝĞƐ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĞŶƐƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚŝĞƐĂƌĞĐĂƌƌŝĞĚŽƵƚ͘dŚĞŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ
ƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƐƚŚĞ͞WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͖͟ ƚŚŝƐ ƐĂŵĞ ƚĞƌŵŝŶŽůŽŐǇ ŝƐ ƵƐĞĚ ŚĞƌĞ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝŶƚŚŝƐDDZWĂƌĞĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚŽƐĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/Z͘
/Ŷ ƐŽŵĞ ŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ͕ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ Ă ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ Žƌ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ůŝĂŝƐŽŶ ƚŽ ďĞ ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚ Žƌ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ͘/ŶƚŚŽƐĞŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ͕ƚŚĞƉĞƌƐŽŶŽƌĞŶƚŝƚǇĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚƚŽƉĞƌĨŽƌŵƚŚŝƐƚĂƐŬƐŚĂůůďĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůůƌĞǀŝĞǁƚŚĂƚƉĞƌƐŽŶŽƌĞŶƚŝƚǇ͛ƐƋƵĂůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƚŽĐŽŶĨŝƌŵƚŚĂƚƚŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚƉĂƌƚǇ
ŚĂƐƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƐŝƚĞĞǆƉĞƌƚŝƐĞŽƌƋƵĂůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
dŚĞDDZWĂůƐŽŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĂƚĂďůĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇŝŶŐ͞WƌŽũĞĐƚĞƐŝŐŶ&ĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ͟;W&ƐͿ͘dŚŝƐŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŝƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ
ĨŽƌĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶĐĞĂŶĚĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞŶĞƐƐ͘dŚĞƐĞW&ƐĂƌĞŶŽƚ͞ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͟ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚďǇY͘
W&ƐĐŽŶƐŝƐƚŽĨĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐŽƌĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐƚŚĂƚŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƚŚĂƚŵĂǇƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚĞƐĞW&ƐĂƌĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶĂƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞƚĂďůĞŝŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚ
ƚŚĞƐĞĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐĂƌĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘

4.3

MMRP COMPONENTS

dŚĞĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚƚĂďůĞƐ͕ǁŚŝĐŚĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐĂŶĚƉƌŽũĞĐƚĚĞƐŝŐŶ
ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ͕ĂƌĞĂĚĚƌĞƐƐĞĚďƌŝĞĨůǇ͕ďĞůŽǁ͗
x Impact: dŚŝƐĐŽůƵŵŶƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞƐƚŚĞŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĂƐƌĞǀŝƐĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/Z͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ͘ϬͲϭϬϭ
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4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

x Mitigation Measure:ůůŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞƌĂĨƚ/Z͕ĂƐƌĞǀŝƐĞĚŝŶƚŚĞ&ŝŶĂů/Z͕ĂƌĞ
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚĂŶĚƚŝƚůĞĚĂĐĐŽƌĚŝŶŐůǇ͘

Name of Department or Agency

x Implementing Party: dŚĞ ĐŽůƵŵŶ ĞŶƚŝƚůĞĚ ͞/ŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚŝŶŐ WĂƌƚǇ͟ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶƚŝƚǇ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů
ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĂĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞ/ŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚŝŶŐWĂƌƚǇŝƐŵŽƐƚŽĨƚĞŶƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ͕ǁŚŽ
ǁŝůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌƚŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽƌŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞ͕ƉŚĂƐĞ͕ŽƌĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞ ĨŽƌ ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬŝŶŐ Ă ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ĂĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂǇ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚĞ
ŽǁŶĞƌŽƌŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŵƉŽŶĞŶƚ͕ĂƐĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͘/ŶƐŽŵĞŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ͕ƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĂĐƚŝŽŶ
ǁŝůůŽƌƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶďǇĂŶŽƚŚĞƌƉĂƌƚǇ͘dŚŝƐĐŽůƵŵŶƚŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐĐůĂƌŝƚǇƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞ
ĞŶƚŝƚǇƚŚĂƚŝƐƉƌŝŵĂƌŝůǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌĐĂƌƌǇŝŶŐŽƵƚƚŚĞĂĐƚŝŽŶ͘

ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

WtͲŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

WtͲŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶΘdƌĂĨĨŝĐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

WtͲdƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶΘdƌĂĨĨŝĐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

South Coast Air Quality Management District

SCAQMD

State of California, Department of Transportation

Caltrans

x Monitoring Party: dŚŝƐĐŽůƵŵŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐƚŚĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƉĂƌƚǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ. dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŽĨ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ;ƚŚĞŝƚǇͿŝƐƉƌŝŵĂƌŝůǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞƐƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵůůǇ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘tŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ƚŚĞWƵďůŝĐtŽƌŬƐĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚǁŽƵůĚŚĂǀĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĨŽƌŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ƐŽŵĞĂƐƉĞĐƚŽĨƚŚĞŽǀĞƌĂůůƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚƚŚĞĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂũŽŝŶƚƉŽǁĞƌƐ
ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ ;:WͿ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ >ŽƐ ŶŐĞůĞƐ ŽƵŶƚǇ DĞƚƌŽƉŽůŝƚĂŶ dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ ;DĞƚƌŽͿ ƚŽ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂŶĚŽƉĞƌĂƚĞƚŚĞ/dWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘/ŶDĂƌĐŚϮϬϮϭ͕DĞƚƌŽ͛ƐŽĂƌĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĂŶĚǀŽƚĞĚƚŽĨŽƌŵ
ƚŚĞ:W͘hƉŽŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞ:WǁŽƵůĚĂƐƐƵŵĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĨŽƌŽǀĞƌƐŝŐŚƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘dŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ͕
ĂůƚŚŽƵŐŚƚŚĞ:WĚŽĞƐŶŽƚǇĞƚĞǆŝƐƚ͕ŝƚŚĂƐďĞĞŶĂĚĚĞĚĂƐĂDŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐWĂƌƚǇǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞ:WǁŽƵůĚ
ŚĂǀĞƚŚĂƚƌŽůĞŽŶĐĞƚŚĞ:WŝƐĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚĞĚ͘KƚŚĞƌĞŶƚŝƚŝĞƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐƚŚĞ&KDŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͕ŽƌŽƚŚĞƌ
ĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐƚŚĞ>ŽƐŶŐĞůĞƐZĞŐŝŽŶĂůtĂƚĞƌYƵĂůŝƚǇŽŶƚƌŽůŽĂƌĚ͕ŵĂǇĂůƐŽďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƚŚĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͘

d^

ƵƚŽŵĂƚĞĚdƌĂŶƐŝƚ^ǇƐƚĞŵ

W

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWůĂŶ

:W

:ŽŝŶƚWŽǁĞƌƐƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ

W&

WƌŽũĞĐƚĞƐŝŐŶ&ĞĂƚƵƌĞ

Acronym

City of Inglewood, Public Works Department

Other acronyms:

dŚĞĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŚŽŝƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂƐĂŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƉĂƌƚǇŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞ͗;ϭͿƚŚĞWƵďůŝĐ
tŽƌŬƐ ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŚĞůƉƐ ƚŽ ƉůĂŶ͕ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚĞƌ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ ĨŽƌ ĐĂƉŝƚĂů
ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ ;ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶͿ͖ ŵĂŶĂŐĞ ƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ŵƵŶŝĐŝƉĂů ƐŽůŝĚ ǁĂƐƚĞ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ ;ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶͿ͖ ĂŶĚ ĂƐƐƵƌĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƚǇ
ƚƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉƌŽǀĞŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚƐǇƐƚĞŵƐĂƌĞĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůĂŶĚƐĂĨĞ;dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶΘdƌĂĨĨŝĐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶͿ͘
x Timing:/ŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞĂĐƚŝŽŶŵƵƐƚŽĐĐƵƌƉƌŝŽƌƚŽŽƌĚƵƌŝŶŐƐŽŵĞƉĂƌƚŽĨƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů͕
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚĚĞƐŝŐŶŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ŽƌĚƵƌŝŶŐŽŶŐŽŝŶŐƉƌŽũĞĐƚŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘dŚĞƚŝŵŝŶŐĨŽƌĞĂĐŚŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŝƐ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐĐŽůƵŵŶ͘
x Notes:ĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ͘/ŶƚŚŽƐĞŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ͕ƚŚĞDDZWŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐƚŚĞ
ƉĂƌƚǇƚŚĂƚŵƵƐƚƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĂƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŽƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƉĂƌƚǇĐĂŶĐŽŶĨŝƌŵƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĂĐƚŝŽŶ;ƐͿ
ŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘dŚŝƐĐŽůƵŵŶĂůƐŽŶŽƚĞƐǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞǁŝůůďĞĞŶĨŽƌĐĞĚŝŶ
ƉĂƌƚďǇĂŶŽƚŚĞƌĂŐĞŶĐǇŽƌƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶƚŚĂƚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĐůĂƌŝƚǇĐŽŶĐĞƌŶŝŶŐŚŽǁƚŚĞ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞǁŝůůďĞĐĂƌƌŝĞĚŽƵƚ͘
x Acronyms:dŚĞDDZWƵƐĞƐǀĂƌŝŽƵƐĂĐƌŽŶǇŵƐƚŽƌĞĨĞƌƚŽǀĂƌŝŽƵƐŝƚǇĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚƐŽƌŽƚŚĞƌĂŐĞŶĐŝĞƐ
ŽƌĞŶƚŝƚŝĞƐ͘/ŶƐŽŵĞŝŶƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ͕ƚŚĞĨƵůůŶĂŵĞŽĨƚŚĞĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚŽƌĂŐĞŶĐǇŝƐƵƐĞĚ͘dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂŐĞŶĐǇ
ŽƌĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚĂĐƌŽŶǇŵƐĂƌĞƵƐĞĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚƚŚĞDDZW͗
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ϰ͘ϬͲϯ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Mitigation Measures

Impact
BIO-1:
/ŶƚĞƌĨĞƌĞ
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůůǇ
ǁŝƚŚ
ƚŚĞ
ŵŽǀĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ Žƌ
ŵŝŐƌĂƚŽƌǇ ĨŝƐŚ Žƌ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ
ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ Žƌ ǁŝƚŚ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ
ŶĂƚŝǀĞ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ Žƌ ŵŝŐƌĂƚŽƌǇ
ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞĐŽƌƌŝĚŽƌƐŽƌŝŵƉĞĚĞƚŚĞ
ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ŶĂƚŝǀĞ ǁŝůĚůŝĨĞ ŶƵƌƐĞƌǇ
ƐŝƚĞƐ͘

4.3 Biology Resources

Impact AQ-3: ǆƉŽƐĞ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ
ƚŽ
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů
ƉŽůůƵƚĂŶƚĐŽŶĐĞŶƚƌĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘

Impact AQ-2: ZĞƐƵůƚ ŝŶ Ă
ĐƵŵƵůĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂďůĞ ŶĞƚ
ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ
ƉŽůůƵƚĂŶƚĨŽƌǁŚŝĐŚƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ƌĞŐŝŽŶŝƐŶŽŶĂƚƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚƵŶĚĞƌ
ĂŶ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ĨĞĚĞƌĂů Žƌ ^ƚĂƚĞ
ĂŵďŝĞŶƚĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ͘

Meridian Consultants
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Impact

EĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞ͗

WƌŝŽƌƚŽŝŶŝƚŝĂƚŝŶŐĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ Ă ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ ďŝƌĚ
ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚƚŽĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ
ƚŚĞƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇŶĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚƐǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϱϬϬ ĨĞĞƚ ŽĨ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ /Ŷ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕
ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ ďŝƌĚ ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ
Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ĞǀĞƌǇ Ɛŝǆ ;ϲͿ ŵŽŶƚŚƐ ƵŶƚŝů ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚďĞůŽǁ͘

- WƌŝŽƌƚŽĂŶǇǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ DĂƌĐŚ ϭ ĂŶĚ ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌ
ϭϱ͕ĂŶĚĂůĞĂƐƚĞǀĞƌǇƐŝǆ;ϲͿŵŽŶƚŚƐ
ƵŶƚŝůƚŚĞĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ Ă ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ƐŚĂůů
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĂƐƵƌǀĞǇĨŽƌŶĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚƐŝŶ
Ăůů ďƌĞĞĚŝŶŐͬŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ ŚĂďŝƚĂƚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂƌĞĂƐ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϯϬϬ ĨĞĞƚ ŽĨ Ăůů
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞĂƌĞĂƐ͘dŚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇƐƐŚĂůů
ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚƌĞĞƐ ĂŶĚ
ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ ǁŚĞƌĞǀĞƌ ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ ďŝƌĚ
ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐŵĂǇďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚ͘EĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚ
ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ŶŽ
ĞĂƌůŝĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ϯϬ ĚĂǇƐ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŝŶŝƚŝĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ Žƌ ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ͘ /Ĩ ŶŽ ďƌĞĞĚŝŶŐͬŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ
ďŝƌĚƐĂƌĞŽďƐĞƌǀĞĚ͕ƐŝƚĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶ͕
ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞŐŝŶ͘ /Ĩ ďƌĞĞĚŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚͬŽƌĂŶĂĐƚŝǀĞďŝƌĚŶĞƐƚ

Mitigation Measures
- WƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĂŶǇ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ Ă ůĞĂƐƚ ĞǀĞƌǇ Ɛŝǆ
;ϲͿ ŵŽŶƚŚƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ƌĂƉƚŽƌ ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ ƐĞĂƐŽŶ ƵŶƚŝů ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϭƚŽ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌϭ͕
ĂƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚƐŚĂůůĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĂ
ƐŝƚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇĨŽƌĂĐƚŝǀĞŶĞƐƚƐŶŽŵŽƌĞ
ƚŚĂŶϯϬĚĂǇƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĂŶǇƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚ
ĐůĞĂƌŝŶŐ͕ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ͕ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͕ Žƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ƐƵƌǀĞǇ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Ăůů ƚƌĞĞƐ͕
ŵĂŶŵĂĚĞƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ĂŶĚĂŶǇŽƚŚĞƌ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůƌĂƉƚŽƌŶĞƐƚŝŶŐŚĂďŝƚĂƚ͘

x

BIO-1 Conservation of Faunal Resources:
Nesting Birds/Raptors: dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ ƚŽ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͗

Impact AQ-1: ŽŶĨůŝĐƚ ǁŝƚŚ Žƌ MM AQ-1: PDF AQ-1 ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ
ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂƐ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ ŝŶ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞĂŝƌƋƵĂůŝƚǇƉůĂŶ.
ĞƐŝŐŶ&ĞĂƚƵƌĞƐƚĂďůĞ ďĞůŽǁ͘

4.2 Air Quality

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



ϰ͘ϬͲϱ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϰ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

:WͬWt

:WͬWt

Monitoring
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

DĞĂƐƵƌĞĂƉƉůŝĞƐĨŽƌ
ƚƌĞĞƌĞŵŽǀĂů
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŽĐĐƵƌƌŝŶŐ
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϭ
ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌ
ϭĨŽƌƌĂƉƚŽƌƐĂŶĚ
DĂƌĐŚϭƚŽ
^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌϭϱĨŽƌ
ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚƐ
ŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚďǇ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ
ƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁ
ĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůďǇŝƚǇ
ƚŽĐŽŶĨŝƌŵƚŚĂƚ
ďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚŝƐƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƚŽƉĞƌĨŽƌŵƐƵƌǀĞǇ͘

^ĞĞPDF AQ-1ŝŶ
WƌŽũĞĐƚĞƐŝŐŶ
&ĞĂƚƵƌĞƐƚĂďůĞ
ďĞůŽǁ͘

Notes

Notes
ŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚƚŽƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚŽĨƉƌĞͲ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵƌǀĞǇ͕
ĂŶĚƚŽƐƵďŵŝƚƌĞƉŽƌƚ
ƚŽͲWůĂŶŶŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ͘ŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ƐŚĂůůŶŽƚŝĨǇͲ
WůĂŶŶŝŶŐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶŝĨ
ĂĐƚŝǀĞŶĞƐƚƐĂƌĞ
ĨŽƵŶĚ͘

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘/ĨĂĐƚŝǀĞ
ŶĞƐƚƐĂƌĞĨŽƵŶĚ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ƉƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐ͕ƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ƐŚĂůůƵƚŝůŝǌĞƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞďƵĨĨĞƌ
;ϯϬϬĨĞĞƚĨŽƌŶĞƐƚŝŶŐ
ďŝƌĚƐĂŶĚϱϬϬĨĞĞƚ
ĨŽƌƌĂƉƚŽƌƐͿƚŽĂǀŽŝĚ
ƚŚĞŶĞƐƚĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚ͘
dŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƚŽ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂďƵĨĨĞƌ
ĂƉƉůŝĞƐŝĨĂĐƚŝǀĞ
ŶĞƐƚƐŽƌƌĂƉƚŽƌƐĂƌĞ
ĨŽƵŶĚĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚƌĞĞ
ƌĞŵŽǀĂůĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ
ƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚŽĐĐƵƌ
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϭ
ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌ
ϭĨŽƌƌĂƉƚŽƌƐĂŶĚ
DĂƌĐŚϭƚŽ
^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌϭϱĨŽƌ
ŶĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚƐ͕
ƉƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚďǇĂ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ŶŽĞĂƌůŝĞƌƚŚĂŶϯϬ
ĚĂǇƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶĐĞŵĞŶƚŽĨ

^ĞĞPDF AQ-1ŝŶ
WƌŽũĞĐƚĞƐŝŐŶ
&ĞĂƚƵƌĞƐƚĂďůĞ
ďĞůŽǁ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

x

dŚĞďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚƐŚĂůůƐƵďŵŝƚǁĞĞŬůǇƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ
ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ WĂƌŬƐ͕ ZĞĐƌĞĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ
>ŝďƌĂƌǇ ^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ͕ Žƌ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ
ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞ͕ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ ŽĨ
ƚŚĞŶĞƐƚŝŶŐďŝƌĚƐƵƌǀĞǇƐ͘

Mitigation Measures
ĂŶĚ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌϯϬĂŶĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚĞǀĞƌǇ
Ɛŝǆ;ϲͿŵŽŶƚŚƐƵŶƚŝůƚŚĞĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞĂƌĞĂƐ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌŝǌĞĚ ĂƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞŝƌ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ Ă ďĂƚ
ŵĂƚĞƌŶĂůĐŽůŽŶǇŽƌŶƵƌƐĞƌǇƐŝƚĞ͘dŚĞ
ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞĂůůƚƌĞĞƐĂŶĚĂŶǇ
ŵĂŶŵĂĚĞ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ ďĂƚ
ŚĂďŝƚĂƚĂƌĞĂƐƚŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ͘
/Ĩ ďĂƚ ŵĂƚĞƌŶĂů ĐŽůŽŶǇ Žƌ ŶƵƌƐĞƌǇ
ƐŝƚĞƐĂƌĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ͕ƚŚĞŶƚŚĞƐĞĂƌĞĂƐ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĂǀŽŝĚĞĚ ďǇ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ďĂƚ
ďƌĞĞĚŝŶŐ ƐĞĂƐŽŶ͕ ĨƌŽŵ DĂƌĐŚ ϭ
ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ^ĞƉƚĞŵďĞƌϯϬ͘ĂĐŚƚƌĞĞŽƌ
ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ĂŶ ĂĐƚŝǀĞ
ŵĂƚĞƌŶŝƚǇƌŽŽƐƚƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĞĚĂ
ǁĞĞŬ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ ƚŽ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƚŚĞƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞŽƌĂďƐĞŶĐĞ
ŽĨƌŽŽƐƚŝŶŐďĂƚƐ͘

- ƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĞǇĞĂƌƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ Ă ƐƵƌǀĞǇ ƐŚĂůů
ďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚďǇĂƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ĨŽƌ ďĂƚ ŚĂďŝƚĂƚ ĂƌĞĂƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĨŽŽƚƉƌŝŶƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚďĞƚǁĞĞŶDĂƌĐŚϭ

Mitigation Measures
ŝƐůŽĐĂƚĞĚ͕ƚŚĞďƌĞĞĚŝŶŐŚĂďŝƚĂƚͬŶĞƐƚ
ƐŝƚĞƐŚĂůůďĞĨĞŶĐĞĚďǇƚŚĞďŝŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵŽĨϯϬϬĨĞĞƚ;ϱϬϬ
ĨĞĞƚĨŽƌƌĂƉƚŽƌƐͿŝŶĂůůĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚ
ƚŚŝƐĂƌĞĂƐŚĂůůŶŽƚďĞĚŝƐƚƵƌďĞĚƵŶƚŝů
ƚŚĞ ŶĞƐƚ ďĞĐŽŵĞƐ ŝŶĂĐƚŝǀĞ͕ ƚŚĞ
ǇŽƵŶŐ ŚĂǀĞ ĨůĞĚŐĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞ ǇŽƵŶŐ ĂƌĞ
ŶŽůŽŶŐĞƌďĞŝŶŐĨĞĚďǇƚŚĞƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ͕
ƚŚĞǇŽƵŶŐŚĂǀĞůĞĨƚƚŚĞĂƌĞĂ͕ĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ƚŚĞ ǇŽƵŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ŶŽ ůŽŶŐĞƌ ďĞ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚĞĚ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ Ă ŶĂƌƌŽǁĞƌ ďƵĨĨĞƌ
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽďƐĞƌǀĞĚĂĐƚŝǀĞŶĞƐƚƐŝƐǁĂƌƌĂŶƚĞĚ͕
ƚŚĞ ďŝŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ŵĂǇ ƐƵďŵŝƚ Ă ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ
ĞǆƉůĂŶĂƚŝŽŶĂƐƚŽǁŚǇ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐͲ
ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͖ ĂŵďŝĞŶƚ
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚďŝƌĚ͛ƐŚĂďŝƚƵĂƚŝŽŶƚŽ
ƚŚĞŵ͖ƚĞƌƌĂŝŶ͕ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚďŝƌĚƐ͛
ůŝŶĞƐ ŽĨ ƐŝŐŚƚ ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ ƚŚĞ
ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚƚŚĞŶĞƐƚĂŶĚĨŽƌĂŐŝŶŐ
ĂƌĞĂƐͿƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚ͕ƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ͕
ƚŚĞ &t͘ ĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͕ ĂĐƚŝŶŐ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ
ůĞĂĚ ĂŐĞŶĐǇ ;ĂŶĚ &t͕ ŝĨ &t
ƌĞƋƵĞƐƚƐͿ ƐŚĂůů ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ǁŚĞƚŚĞƌ
ƚŽĂůůŽǁĂŶĂƌƌŽǁĞƌďƵĨĨĞƌ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact CUL-3:ŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶǇ
ŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƚŚŽƐĞŝŶƚĞƌƌĞĚŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨ



^ĞĞ MM TCR-1͕ MM TCR-3͕ MM TCR-5͘

Impact CUL-2: ĂƵƐĞ Ă ^ĞĞ MM TCR-1 ƚŽ MM TCR-4͘
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů ĂĚǀĞƌƐĞ ĐŚĂŶŐĞ ŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ĂŶ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ
ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϲϰ͘ϱ͍

4.4 Cultural Resources

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

:WĂŶĚƐĞĞ
MM TCR-1͕
MM TCR-3͕

^ĞĞ MM
TCR-1͕ MM
TCR-3͕ MM
ϰ͘ϬͲϳ

:WĂŶĚƐĞĞ
MM TCR-1
ƚŽ MM TCR4͘

Monitoring
Party

Monitoring
Party

^ĞĞ MM
TCR-1 ƚŽ MM
TCR-4

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϲ

Implementing
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

^ĞĞ MM TCR-1͕ MM
TCR-3͕ MM TCR-5͘

^ĞĞ MM TCR-1 ƚŽ
MM TCR-4͘

Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

^ĞĞ MM TCR-1͕ MM
TCR-3͕ MM TCR-5͘

^ĞĞ MM TCR-1 ƚŽ
MM TCR-4͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact GEO-1: ŝƌĞĐƚůǇ Žƌ
ŝŶĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ ĐĂƵƐĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů ĂĚǀĞƌƐĞ ĞĨĨĞĐƚƐ͕
ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƌŝƐŬŽĨůŽƐƐ͕ŝŶũƵƌǇ͕
ŽƌĚĞĂƚŚŝŶǀŽůǀŝŶŐƌƵƉƚƵƌĞŽĨĂ
ŬŶŽǁŶ ĞĂƌƚŚƋƵĂŬĞ ĨĂƵůƚ͕ ĂƐ
ĚĞůŝŶĞĂƚĞĚŽŶƚŚĞŵŽƐƚƌĞĐĞŶƚ
ůƋƵŝƐƚͲWƌŝŽůŽĂƌƚŚƋƵĂŬĞ&ĂƵůƚ
ŽŶŝŶŐDĂƉ͕ŝƐƐƵĞĚďǇƚŚĞ^ƚĂƚĞ
'ĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĨŽƌƚŚĞĂƌĞĂŽƌďĂƐĞĚ
ŽŶ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞ
ŽĨ Ă ŬŶŽǁŶ ĨĂƵůƚ͘ ZĞĨĞƌ ƚŽ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶŽĨDŝŶĞƐĂŶĚ'ĞŽůŽŐǇ
^ƉĞĐŝĂůWƵďůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶϰϮ͘

4.6 Geology

Impact
ĨŽƌŵĂůĐĞŵĞƚĞƌŝĞƐ͘

ĞƌŝĂůƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ͖
'ĞŽƉŚǇƐŝĐĂů ƐƵƌǀĞǇƐ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ ƐĞŝƐŵŝĐ
ƌĞĨůĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƐĞŝƐŵŝĐ ƌĞĨƌĂĐƚŝŽŶͿ ƚŽ
ƌĞĨŝŶĞ ƚŚĞ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŐĞŽƉŚǇƐŝĐĂů
ĂŶŽŵĂůǇ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ dŽǁŶƐŝƚĞ
ĨĂƵůƚ ĂŶĚ ŝŶĨŽƌŵ ƐƵďƐĞƋƵĞŶƚ ƚĂƌŐĞƚĞĚ
ĨĂƵůƚŚĂǌĂƌĚĞǆƉůŽƌĂƚŝŽŶĂƐŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͖
dĂƌŐĞƚĞĚ ĨĂƵůƚ ƚƌĞŶĐŚŝŶŐ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ
ĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŽĨĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůŐĞŽƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůƐƚƵĚŝĞƐ
ƚŽ ůŽĐĂƚĞ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů dŽǁŶƐŝƚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ
ǁŚĞƌĞ ŝƚ ĐƌŽƐƐĞƐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ /d
ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͖ĂŶĚ
ǆƉůŽƌĂƚŽƌǇ ĚƌŝůůŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƐĂŵƉůŝŶŐ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘
ŚŽůůŽǁƐƚĞŵĂƵŐĞƌĂŶĚWdďŽƌŝŶŐƐͿ͕ĂƐ

x
x

x

x

dŚĞ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞĂŶĚƐƵďƐƵƌĨĂĐĞŵĞƚŚŽĚƐ͗

dŚĞ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ Ă
ƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂů ĨĂƵůƚ ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ
ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƚƌĂĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ dŽǁŶƐŝƚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ ƚŽ
ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌƌĞĨŝŶĞƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞĨĞĂƚƵƌĞĂŶĚ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐƚŚĞĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇůĞǀĞůǁŚĞƌĞŝƚĐƌŽƐƐĞƐƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚd^ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚĂŶĚĂŶǇƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘

MM GEO-2: ƵƌŝŶŐƐŝƚĞŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ƚŚĞƐƚĂƌƚŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ
ĂŶƚŝĐŝƉĂƚĞĚƚƌĞŶĚŽĨƚŚĞdŽǁŶƐŝƚĞ&ĂƵůƚƐŚĂůů
ďĞĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĚĞĨŝŶĞĚǀŝĂĂƉŚĂƐĞĚŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ƚŽ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ĂŶĚ ůŽĐĂƚĞ ĂĐƚŝǀĞ ĨĂƵůƚ
ƚƌĂĐĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ƚŽ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ
ĂĚũƵƐƚŵĞŶƚƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘

Mitigation Measures
ŵƵƐƚďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƐŽƚŚĞƐƵƉĞƌƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞĐĂŶ
ƐůŝĚĞ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ĂďƵƚŵĞŶƚ͕ ďĞŶƚ͕ Žƌ ŚŝŶŐĞ ƐĞĂƚƐ
ǁŝƚŚŽƵƚĨĂůůŝŶŐ͘

^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƐĂŶĚĞůĞǀĂƚĞĚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^
'ƵŝĚĞǁĂǇƐŚĂůůďĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚƚŽĂǀŽŝĚƚŚĞĨĂƵůƚ
ƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ ŚĂǌĂƌĚ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ
ƌĞĨŝŶĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ d^ 'ƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ǁŽƌŬĞĚ ŝŶƚŽ ĨŝŶĂů ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂƐ
ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͘ Ɛ ŶŽƚĞĚ ŝŶ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ DĞŵŽƌĂŶĚƵŵ
ƚŽ ĞƐŝŐŶĞƌƐ ;DdͿ ϮϬͲϴ͕ ďƌŝĚŐĞ ƚǇƉĞ
ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ d^ 'ƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͕ ŵƵƐƚ
ďĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĚĞŵĂŶĚ
ƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶŐ ĨƌŽŵ Ă ƐƚĂƚŝĐ ĨĂƵůƚ ŽĨĨƐĞƚ͕ ƚŚĞ
ĚǇŶĂŵŝĐ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ƐŚĂŬŝŶŐ͕
ĂŶĚ ĂŶǇ ŽƚŚĞƌ ĨĂƵůƚͲŝŶĚƵĐĞĚ ŚĂǌĂƌĚƐ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘
ĐƌĞĞƉͿ ƚŚĂƚ ŵĂǇ ŽĐĐƵƌ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ͘ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ
Dd ϮϬͲϴ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐ Ă ŵĞƚŚŽĚ ĨŽƌ ŽďƚĂŝŶŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƐĂƚĐŽůƵŵŶƐĂŶĚĂďƵƚŵĞŶƚƐ
ĂƚĨĂƵůƚĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐƐ͖ĂůůƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŵƵƐƚ
ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ͘ ĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ ďĞĂƌŝŶŐ ƐĞĂƚƐ

MM GEO-1: dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ƚŽ ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ ƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ
ǁŚĞƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ
ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ DĞŵŽ ƚŽ
ĞƐŝŐŶĞƌƐϮϬͲϴ;ŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨKƌĚŝŶĂƌǇƌŝĚŐĞƐ
ƚŚĂƚ ƌŽƐƐ &ĂƵůƚƐͿ͕ ĚĂƚĞĚ :ĂŶƵĂƌǇ ϮϬϭϯ͖ ĂŶĚ
DĞŵŽ ƚŽ ĞƐŝŐŶĞƌƐ ϮϬͲϭϬ ;&ĂƵůƚ ZƵƉƚƵƌĞͿ͕
ĚĂƚĞĚ:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϮϬϭϯ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĂŶǇƉŽƌƚŝŽŶŽĨĂ
ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞĨĂůůƐǁŝƚŚŝŶĂŶW&͕ŽƌǁŚĞƌĞĂŶǇ
ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ă ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ ĨĂůůƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ĂƉƉƌŽǆŝŵĂƚĞůǇϭϬϬŵĞƚĞƌƐ;ϯϯϬĨĞĞƚͿŽĨǁĞůůͲ
ŵĂƉƉĞĚ ĂĐƚŝǀĞ ĨĂƵůƚƐ͕ Žƌ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϯϬϬ ŵĞƚĞƌƐ
;ϭ͕ϬϬϬ ĨĞĞƚͿ ŽĨ ĂŶ ƵŶͲǌŽŶĞĚ ĨĂƵůƚ ;ŶŽƚ ŝŶ ĂŶ
W&ͿƚŚĂƚŝƐ,ŽůŽĐĞŶĞŽƌǇŽƵŶŐĞƌŝŶĂŐĞ͘

Mitigation Measures

:WͬWt

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϵ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϴ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ
:WͬWt

MM TCR-5͘

TCR-5͘


Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party

Notes



EĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĐŽůƵŵŶ
ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƐĂŶĚd^
ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇĚĞƐŝŐŶǁŽƵůĚ
ďĞĂĚũƵƐƚĞĚŽŶĂŶ
ĂƐͲŶĞĞĚĞĚďĂƐŝƐ
ďĂƐĞĚŽŶ
ƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂůĨĂƵůƚ
ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƌĞƐƵůƚƐ͘

Notes
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d^ƐǇƐƚĞŵĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚŝŶ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞĂůƚƌĂŶƐ
ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƐŚŽǁŶŽŶďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
ƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͕
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘

ƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂůĨĂƵůƚ
ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůďĞ
ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇ
ƉĞƌŵŝƚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ĨŽƌŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ
ĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞŽƌ
ƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕
ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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d^ƐǇƐƚĞŵĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚŝŶ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞĂůƚƌĂŶƐ
ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƐŚŽǁŶŽŶďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
ƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͕
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program



ĂͿ WƌĞƉĂƌĞ͕ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ Ă
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ ĨŽƌ

MM GEO-4:  ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ^ŽĐŝĞƚǇ ŽĨ sĞƌƚĞďƌĂƚĞ
WĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐǇ ;^sWͿ ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ ;^sW͕ ϮϬϭϬͿ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚďǇƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ
ĂŶĚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŽĨ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚƐŚĂůů͗

WƌŽďĂďŝůŝƐƚŝĐ ƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ ĂůƐŽ ƐŚĂůů ĨŽůůŽǁ
ƚŚŽƐĞ ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ ŵĞŵŽ ƚŽ ĞƐŝŐŶĞƌƐ
ϮϬͲϭϬͲ&ĂƵůƚZƵƉƚƵƌĞ͕ĚĂƚĞĚ:ĂŶƵĂƌǇϮϬϭϯ͘

MM GEO-3: dŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ d^ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ
ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
DĞŵŽ ƚŽ ĞƐŝŐŶĞƌƐ ϮϬͲϴ ;ŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŽĨ
KƌĚŝŶĂƌǇƌŝĚŐĞƐƚŚĂƚƌŽƐƐ&ĂƵůƚƐͿĂŶĚϮϬͲϭϬ
;&ĂƵůƚ ZƵƉƚƵƌĞͿ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ ƐƉĞĐƚƌĂ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ŝŶ the Development of Seismic
Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR Seismic Design Criteria ;Appendix K.2Ϳ ƐŚĂůů
ďĞ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ĨŽƌ ďŽƚŚ ĂĞƌŝĂů
ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂŶĚĂŶĐŝůůĂƌǇƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶĞĂĐŚ
ƐĞŐŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƚŚĞ
ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂŶĚĞĂĐŚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶ͘

ďĞĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ͘

Mitigation Measures
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ ƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ ŝƐ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞŶ
ƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐĂƐŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚŝŶ'^EŽƚĞϰϵ ϭƐŚĂůů

WƌŽďĂďŝůŝƐƚŝĐ ƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ĨŽůůŽǁ ƚŚŽƐĞ
ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚŝŶďƌĂŚĂŵƐŽŶϮϬϬϴĂŶĚWĞƚĞƌƐĞŶ
Ğƚ Ăů͕͘ ϮϬϭϭ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ Fault Rupture Hazard
Evaluation;Appendix K.1Ϳ͘dŚĞƐĞƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ
ĂůůŽǁ ĨŽƌ ĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŽĨĨƐĞƚ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ
ƌĞƐƵůƚƐŽĨĨŝĞůĚŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͘/ĨĨƵƌƚŚĞƌƐƚƵĚǇ

WƌŽďĂďŝůŝƐƚŝĐĂůůǇ ĚĞƌŝǀĞĚ ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ
ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ Ă ϱ ƉĞƌĐĞŶƚ ŝŶ ϱϬͲǇĞĂƌƐ
ƉƌŽďĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨĞǆĐĞĞĚĂŶĐĞ͘

ĂǀĞƌĂŐĞ

x

ĚĞƌŝǀĞĚ

ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝƐƚŝĐĂůůǇ
ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ͘

x

ŽůƵŵŶƐ ĂŶĚ ĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ĂŶĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂƐǁĞůůĂƐĂŶǇŽƚŚĞƌd^ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ƚŚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ ƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ
ŚĂǌĂƌĚǁŚĞƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ͘dŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĨĂƵůƚŽĨĨƐĞƚ
ǁŚĞƌĞ ĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŶŐ ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ ĐƌŽƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ d^
ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ĂƐ
ƚŚĞůĂƌŐĞƌŽĨƚŚĞ͗

ĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞƌĞƐƵůƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ĐŽůƵŵŶ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ ĚĞƐŝŐŶƐ
ǁŽƵůĚďĞĂĚũƵƐƚĞĚƚŽĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞŐĞŽůŽŐŝĐ
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ͘ &ƵƌƚŚĞƌ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ĂůƚƌĂŶƐ ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
DĞŵŽ ƚŽ ĞƐŝŐŶĞƌƐ ϮϬͲϴ ;ŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŽĨ
KƌĚŝŶĂƌǇƌŝĚŐĞƐƚŚĂƚƌŽƐƐ&ĂƵůƚƐͿĂŶĚϮϬͲϭϬ
;&ĂƵůƚ ZƵƉƚƵƌĞͿ͘ ^ƚĂƚŝŽŶƐͬƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ƚŚĞ ĨĂƵůƚ ƌƵƉƚƵƌĞ ŚĂǌĂƌĚ
ǁŚĞƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ͘

Mitigation Measures
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͕ ŝĨ ĚĞĨŝŶŝƚŝǀĞ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞƚƌĂĐĞŽĨƚŚĞdŽǁŶƐŝƚĞĨĂƵůƚ
ĐĂŶŶŽƚďĞĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞůǇĚĞůŝŶĞĂƚĞĚĂĐƌŽƐƐ
ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ /d ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ůŝŵŝƚƐŽĨĨĂƵůƚƚƌĞŶĐŚŝŶŐ͘

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϬ

Implementing
Party

:WͬWt

:WͬWt

Monitoring
Party

Monitoring
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

Notes

ĂͿ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ĂͿ ͲƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
ĂŶĚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
^ĂĨĞƚǇŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƚŽ
ƉůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚ
ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ
ŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚƚŽ
ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌ
ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵƚŚĂƚ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĞŚĂƐ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ

d^ƐǇƐƚĞŵĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚŝŶ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞĂůƚƌĂŶƐ
ŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƐŚŽǁŶŽŶďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
ƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͕
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞd^

Timing
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ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ'ĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů^ƵƌǀĞǇ͕EŽƚĞϰϵ͗'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐĨŽƌǀĂůƵĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĞ,ĂǌĂƌĚŽĨ^ƵƌĨĂĐĞ&ĂƵůƚZƵƉƚƵƌĞ͕ŚƚƚƉƐ͗ͬͬǁǁǁ͘ĐŽŶƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ͘ĐĂ͘ŐŽǀͬĐŐƐͬŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐͬWƵďůŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐͬ'^Ͳ
EŽƚĞƐͬ'^ͲEŽƚĞͲϰϵ͘ƉĚĨ
Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϭ



Impact GEO-3: ŝƌĞĐƚůǇ Žƌ
ŝŶĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇ ĚĞƐƚƌŽǇ Ă ƵŶŝƋƵĞ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽƌƐŝƚĞ
ŽƌƵŶŝƋƵĞŐĞŽůŽŐŝĐĨĞĂƚƵƌĞ͍

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

ĚͿ /Ĩ ĨŽƐƐŝůƐ ĂƌĞ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ͕ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ
ƚŚĞŝƌ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ͕ ŝĨ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͕
ƐƵƉĞƌǀŝƐĞ ƚŚĞŝƌ ĐŽůůĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ͘
ŶǇ ĨŽƐƐŝůƐ ĐŽůůĞĐƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ WƌŽũĞĐƚͲ
ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ƚŽ
ďĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ͕ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ƉŽŝŶƚ ŽĨ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐƵƌĂƚĞĚ ŝŶƚŽ
ĂŶĂĐĐƌĞĚŝƚĞĚƌĞƉŽƐŝƚŽƌǇǁŝƚŚƌĞƚƌŝĞǀĂďůĞ
ƐƚŽƌĂŐĞ͘

ĐͿ ŝƌĞĐƚ
ƚŚĞ
ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐďǇ
Ă ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ
;ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƚŚĞƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐŽĨƚŚĞ^sW͕ϮϬϭϬͿ͘
WĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ
ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ƵŶĚĞƌ ;ĂͿ͘ DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ĂůƚĞƌĞĚ Žƌ ĐĞĂƐĞĚ ŝĨ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ͘ DŽŶŝƚŽƌƐ ƐŚĂůů ŚĂǀĞ ƚŚĞ
ĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇƚŽĂŶĚƐŚĂůůƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇŚĂůƚŽƌ
ĚŝǀĞƌƚǁŽƌŬĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵĞǆƉŽƐĞĚĨŽƐƐŝůƐŽƌ
ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƐƐŝůƐ ĂŶĚ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ Ă ϱϬͲĨŽŽƚ
ƌĂĚŝƵƐ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇ ŚĂůƚŝŶŐ ǁŽƌŬ ĂƌŽƵŶĚ
ƚŚĞ ĨŝŶĚ͘ DŽŶŝƚŽƌƐ ƐŚĂůů ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ ĚĂŝůǇ
ůŽŐƐ ĚĞƚĂŝůŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƚǇƉĞƐ ŽĨ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƐŽŝůƐ ŽďƐĞƌǀĞĚ͕
ĂŶĚĂŶǇĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌŝĞƐ͘

Mitigation Measures
WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ ƚŽ ďĞ
ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ŝĨ ƚŚĞǇ ĂƌĞ ĨŽƵŶĚ͘
ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚďǇƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ
ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞůĂƚƚĞŶĚĞĚƚŚĞƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ͘

ďͿ ŽŶĚƵĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ǁŽƌŬĞƌ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀŝƚǇ
ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ŬŝĐŬͲŽĨĨ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ
ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐƚĂƌƚ ŽĨ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƌĞŵŽǀĂů͕
ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ ƌĞŵŽǀĂů͕ ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ ĂŶĚ ǁŽƵůĚ
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƚŚĞWůĂŶĂƐŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚŝŶ;ĂͿ͘/ŶƚŚĞ
ĞǀĞŶƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐƌĞǁƐ ĂƌĞ ƉŚĂƐĞĚ Žƌ
ƌŽƚĂƚĞĚ͕ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ĨŽƌ ŶĞǁ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞůǁŽƌŬŝŶŐŽŶŐƌŽƵŶĚͲĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ ƐĞƐƐŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞŝŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŶƚŚĞƌĞĐŽŐŶŝƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ƚŚĞ ƚǇƉĞƐ ŽĨ ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ

Mitigation Measures
ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ^ŽĐŝĞƚǇ ŽĨ
sĞƌƚĞďƌĂƚĞWĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐǇ'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͘dŚĞ
WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ĚĞĨŝŶĞ ƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ĨŽƌ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶƐ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ
ĂŶĚ ĚĞƉƚŚ ŽĨ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ ƉůĂŶŶĞĚ ĨŽƌ
ĞĂĐŚ ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĚĂƚĂ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ŚĂůƚŝŶŐ Žƌ ĚŝǀĞƌƚŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŽƚŚĂƚĨŽƐƐŝůƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĐĂŶďĞ
ƐĂůǀĂŐĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƚŝŵĞůǇ ŵĂŶŶĞƌͿ͕ ĨŽƐƐŝů
ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ͕ ƉƌŽĐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ͘
dŚĞ WůĂŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ
ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ĨŝƌƐƚ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ƉĞƌŵŝƚ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ǁŽƵůĚ ŶŽƚ ĂĨĨĞĐƚ KůĚĞƌ
YƵĂƚĞƌŶĂƌǇ ůůƵǀŝƵŵ͕ ƚŚĞŶ ŶŽ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϯ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϮ

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Monitoring
Party

DDWƚŽďĞ
ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ
ͲƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
^ĂĨĞƚǇŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƚŽ
ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵƚŚĂƚ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨ
DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
DĞĂƐƵƌĞ'KͲ
ϰ;ĂͿŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶ
ŵĞƚ

Notes
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
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ĞͿ &ŝŶĂůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϵϬĚĂǇƐŽĨ
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
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ĚͿ /ĨĨŽƐƐŝůƐĂƌĞ
ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ƚŚĞŝƌ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞƐŚĂůů
ďĞĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ
ĂŶĚ͕ŝĨƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͕
ĚĞůŝǀĞƌĞĚƚŽĂŶ

^ŚŽƵůĚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐďĞ
ĐĞĂƐĞĚĚƵĞƚŽ
ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨ
ĨŽƐƐŝůƐ͕ƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚ͘

YƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ
ĚĂŝůǇůŽŐƐŽŶĂŶ
ŽŶͲŐŽŝŶŐďĂƐŝƐ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘

ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚ
ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵĂŶĚĂƐ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚĞĚďǇ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ͘
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ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚƚŽƚŚĞ

WĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ďͿ WĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀŝƚǇ
ƚŽƌĞƚĂŝŶ
ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚƉƌŝŽƌ
ƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƚŽƚŚĞƐƚĂƌƚŽĨ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞůŚĂǀĞ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĂƚƚĞŶĚĞĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ͖
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͖
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů
ƚŽďĞŵĂĚĞ
ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽ
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĨŽƌ
ͲƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
ŶĞǁ
^ĂĨĞƚǇŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞůĚƵƌŝŶŐ

ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂƐ

ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͘

ĐͿ WĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů

ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƐŚĂůů

ďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ

ĚƵƌŝŶŐŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͕

ďͿ dŚĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ĂŶĚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇďǇƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞ
ŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

MM TCR-1: Retention of a Tribal Cultural
Resources Monitor/Consultant͘WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞ
ĐŽŵŵĞŶĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ƐŚĂůůƌĞƚĂŝŶĂƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚŵĞĞƚŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞ ^ĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ /ŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ͛Ɛ WƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů
YƵĂůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĨŽƌĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐǇ;h^
ĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞ/ŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ͕ϮϬϬϴͿƚŽĐĂƌƌǇŽƵƚ
ĂůůŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽĐƵůƚƵƌĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘/Ŷ
ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ĂEĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶDŽŶŝƚŽƌƐŚĂůůďĞ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ 'ĂďƌŝĞůĞŶŽ ĂŶĚ ŽĨ
DŝƐƐŝŽŶ /ŶĚŝĂŶƐͲ<ŝǌŚ EĂƚŝŽŶ ʹ ƚŚĞ ƚƌŝďĞ ƚŚĂƚ
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚŝƐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ
ƐƐĞŵďůǇ ŝůů ϱϮ ;ƚŚĞ ͞dƌŝďĞ͟ Žƌ ƚŚĞ
͞ŽŶƐƵůƚŝŶŐ dƌŝďĞ͟Ϳ͘ /Ĩ ŶŽ EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ
DŽŶŝƚŽƌ ŝƐ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Ă ƌĞĂƐŽŶĂďůĞ
ƉĞƌŝŽĚ ŽĨ ƚŝŵĞ ;ŶŽƚ ƚŽ ĞǆĐĞĞĚ ϯϬ ĚĂǇƐͿ͕ ƚŚĞ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ĐĂŶ ĐŽŵŵĞŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚDŽŶŝƚŽƌ͘ĐŽƉǇŽĨƚŚĞĞǆĞĐƵƚĞĚ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ

Mitigation Measures
ĞͿ WƌĞƉĂƌĞĂĨŝŶĂůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚĨŽƌƐƵďŵŝƚƚĂůƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇŝŶŽƌĚĞƌ
ƚŽ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐƵůƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ƉĂůĞŽŶƚŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌŝĞƐ͕ ĨŽƐƐŝů ůŽĐĂůŝƚǇ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĨŝŶĂůĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ĨŝŶĂů ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ǁŚŝĐŚ
ǁŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ
ƌĞƉŽƐŝƚŽƌǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͘ dŚĞ ĨŝŶĂů
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŝƚŚŝŶϵϬĚĂǇƐŽĨĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ĂĨĨĞĐƚ KůĚĞƌ
YƵĂƚĞƌŶĂƌǇůůƵǀŝƵŵ͘
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WƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĚĞ ͲƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ ƉƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ƉĞƌŵŝƚ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ
ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶϱϬϮϬ͘ϭ;ŬͿ͖Žƌ
ŝŝͿ  ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ďǇ ĐŽŵŵĞŶĐĞ Ă ŐƌŽƵŶĚͲĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͘ dŚĞ
dƌŝďĂů
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ ǁŝůů ŽŶůǇ ďĞ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ ŽŶͲ ƐŝƚĞ
ƚŚĞ ůĞĂĚ ĂŐĞŶĐǇ͕ ŝŶ ŝƚƐ
ĚŝƐĐƌĞƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉŚĂƐĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝŶǀŽůǀĞ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘
'ƌŽƵŶĚ
ďǇ ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞ͕ ƚŽ ŐƌŽƵŶĚͲĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ďĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂƌĞĚĞĨŝŶĞĚďǇƚŚĞdƌŝďĞ
ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ ƐĞƚ ĨŽƌƚŚ ŝŶ ĂƐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŵĂǇ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ͕ ďƵƚ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ
ƐƵďĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ ;ĐͿ ŽĨ WƵďůŝĐ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ͕ ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ ƌĞŵŽǀĂů͕ ƉŽƚŚŽůŝŶŐ Žƌ
ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŽĚĞΑϱϬϮϰ͘ϭ͘/Ŷ ĂƵŐƵƌŝŶŐ͕ ŐƌƵďďŝŶŐ͕ ƚƌĞĞ ƌĞŵŽǀĂůƐ͕ ďŽƌŝŶŐ͕
ĂƉƉůǇŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ ƐĞƚ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͕ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĚƌŝůůŝŶŐ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚƌĞŶĐŚŝŶŐ͕
ĨŽƌƚŚ ŝŶ ƐƵďĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ ;ĐͿ ŽĨ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͘ dŚĞ dƌŝďĂů DŽŶŝƚŽƌ
WƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŽĚĞ Α ǁŝůůĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚĂŝůǇŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐůŽŐƐƚŚĂƚǁŝůů
ϱϬϮϰ͘ϭ͕ ƚŚĞ ůĞĂĚ ĂŐĞŶĐǇ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚĂǇ͛Ɛ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕
ƐŚĂůů
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ
ƚŚĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞŽĨƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ƐŽŝů͕ĂŶĚĂŶǇĐƵůƚƵƌĂůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ͘dŚĞ
ƚŽ Ă ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ EĂƚŝǀĞ ŽŶͲƐŝƚĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƐŚĂůůĞŶĚǁŚĞŶĂůůŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ĂƌĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƚƌŝďĞ͘
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ͕
Žƌ
ǁŚĞŶ
ƚŚĞ
dƌŝďĂů
ZĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞƐ ĂŶĚ dƌŝďĂů DŽŶŝƚŽƌ ŚĂǀĞ
ŝŶĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ Ăůů ƵƉĐŽŵŝŶŐ ŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂŚĂǀĞ
ůŝƚƚůĞ ƚŽ ŶŽ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ŝŵƉĂĐƚŝŶŐ dƌŝďĂů
ƵůƚƵƌĂů ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘ hƉŽŶ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ
dƌŝďĂů ƵůƚƵƌĂů ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůĐĞĂƐĞŝŶƚŚĞŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ
ŽĨƚŚĞĨŝŶĚ;ŶŽƚůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐϱϬ
ĨĞĞƚͿƵŶƚŝůƚŚĞĨŝŶĚĐĂŶďĞĂƐƐĞƐƐĞĚ͘ůůdƌŝďĂů
ƵůƚƵƌĂů ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ƵŶĞĂƌƚŚĞĚ ďǇ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĂŶĚdƌŝďĂůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƵůƚŝŶŐ dƌŝďĞ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĂƌĞ
EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ŝŶ ŽƌŝŐŝŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƵůƚŝŶŐ
dƌŝďĞ ǁŝůů ƌĞƚĂŝŶ ŝƚͬƚŚĞŵ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĨŽƌŵ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ŵĂŶŶĞƌ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ ĚĞĞŵƐ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͕ ĨŽƌ
ĞĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂů͕ ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ
ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ͘ /Ĩ ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŐƌĂǀĞ
ŐŽŽĚƐ ĂƌĞ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ Žƌ ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌĞĚ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ
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ŝͿ >ŝƐƚĞĚ Žƌ ĞůŝŐŝďůĞ ĨŽƌ ůŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ŝŶƚŚĞĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂZĞŐŝƐƚĞƌŽĨ
,ŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ŽƌŝŶĂ
ůŽĐĂů ƌĞŐŝƐƚĞƌ ŽĨ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĂƐ ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ

Impact TCR-1: ĂƵƐĞ Ă
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů ĂĚǀĞƌƐĞ ĐŚĂŶŐĞ ŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ Ă ƚƌŝďĂů
ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͕ ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ
WƵďůŝĐZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŽĚĞΑϮϭϬϳϰ
ĂƐĞŝƚŚĞƌĂƐŝƚĞ͕ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞ͕ƉůĂĐĞ͕
Žƌ ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƐ
ŐĞŽŐƌĂƉŚŝĐĂůůǇĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚĞƌŵƐ
ŽĨ ƐŝǌĞ ĂŶĚ ƐĐŽƉĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ͕ ƐĂĐƌĞĚ ƉůĂĐĞ͕ Žƌ
ŽďũĞĐƚ ǁŝƚŚ ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ǀĂůƵĞ ƚŽ Ă
ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ
ƚƌŝďĞ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĂƚŝƐ͗

4.13 Tribal

Impact

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϱ

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϰ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

:WͬWt

Monitoring
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

WƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶŝŶ
ƉůĂĐĞŝƐĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ
ŝŶĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝĨ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ
ŐĞŽƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů͕
ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂůƉůĂŶƐ͕
ĂŶĚͬŽƌďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĐŽĚĞ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ
ƉƌĞĐůƵĚĞ
ƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶŝŶ
ƉůĂĐĞ͘

Notes
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕
ŝĨƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐĂƌĞ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚĂƐEĂƚŝǀĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ͕ƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĂŶĚ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ
ƐŚĂůůĐŽŶƐƵůƚǁŝƚŚ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞEĂƚŝǀĞ

ƵůƚƵƌĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
dƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚWůĂŶƐŚĂůů
ďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŝĨĚĂƚĂ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶŝƐƚŚĞ
ŽŶůǇĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ
ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘

ƐŚĂůůďĞŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚŽĨ
ƚŚĞĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ͘
ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŚĂůů
ƌĞƐƵŵĞŽŶĐĞƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚŚĂƐ
ŵĂĚĞĂ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶŽŶ
ƚŚĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞŽĨ
ƚŚĞĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ;ƐͿ͘/Ĩ
ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ŽƌƵŶŝƋƵĞ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐĂƌĞ
ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ͕
ĂǀŽŝĚĂŶĐĞĂŶĚ
ƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

/ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞ
ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨĂŶǇ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ǁŽƌŬ
ƐŚĂůůŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ
ĐĞĂƐĞĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƚǇ

ƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĂŶĚ
EĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ
ĨŽƌĂŶǇŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ
DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƐŚĂůů
ŽĐĐƵƌĨŽƌƚŚĞ
ĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕
ĂƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘

ĞͿ ĨŝŶĂů
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚ
ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƌĞƉŽƌƚ
ƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϵϬĚĂǇƐŽĨ
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ŽƚŚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘

ĂĐĐƌĞĚŝƚĞĚ
ƌĞƉŽƐŝƚŽƌǇ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

MM TCR-3: Cultural Resources Sensitivity
Training͘ dŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ĂŶĚ
EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ DŽŶŝƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲǁŽƌŬĞƌ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀŝƚǇ ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ Ăƚ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ŬŝĐŬͲŽĨĨŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞƐƚĂƌƚŽĨŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ǀĞŐĞƚĂƚŝŽŶ

MM TCR-2: Monitoring and Mitigation Plan͘
WƌĞƉĂƌĞ͕ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ĂŶĚŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ĂŶĚ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚĞ
WůĂŶ
ƐŚĂůů
ĚĞĨŝŶĞ
ƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶƐďĂƐĞĚŽŶƚŚĞĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚĚĞƉƚŚ
ŽĨ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ ƉůĂŶŶĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĞĂĐŚ ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĚĂƚĂ ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ŚĂůƚŝŶŐ Žƌ ĚŝǀĞƌƚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƐŽ ƚŚĂƚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĐĂŶďĞĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚĂŶĚ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ƚŝŵĞůǇ ŵĂŶŶĞƌͿ͕ ĂƌƚŝĨĂĐƚ ĂŶĚ
ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ͕ ƉƌŽĐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ͘ dŚĞ WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇĂƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨƚŚĞĨŝƌƐƚŐƌĂĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚ͘

MM TCR-4 ĂŶĚ MM TCR-5 ǁŝůů ƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚ
MM TCR-1͘

Mitigation Measures
ŽƵŶƚǇ Žƌ ƚŚĞ &ŽǁůĞƌ DƵƐĞƵŵ͕ ŝĨ ƐƵĐŚ ĂŶ
ŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶĂŐƌĞĞƐƚŽĂĐĐĞƉƚƚŚĞŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů͘/ĨŶŽ
ŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ ĂĐĐĞƉƚƐ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů͕ŝƚƐŚĂůůďĞŽĨĨĞƌĞĚƚŽĂůŽĐĂůƐĐŚŽŽů
Žƌ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ ĨŽƌ
ĞĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ͘

'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϭϱϬϲϰ͘ϱ;ĨͿ ĨŽƌ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĂŶĚ WZ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ ϮϭϬϴϯ͘Ϯ;ďͿ ĨŽƌ
ƵŶŝƋƵĞ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘
WƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƉůĂĐĞ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ĂǀŽŝĚĂŶĐĞͿ ŝƐ ƚŚĞ
ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ ŵĂŶŶĞƌ ŽĨ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ͘ /Ĩ
ƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƉůĂĐĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕
ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ŵĂǇ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ĚĂƚĂ ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ
ƌĞŵŽǀĞƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞĂůŽŶŐǁŝƚŚƐƵďƐĞƋƵĞŶƚ
ůĂďŽƌĂƚŽƌǇ ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ͘ ŶǇ
ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ƚŚĂƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ
EĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶŝŶŽƌŝŐŝŶƐŚĂůůďĞĐƵƌĂƚĞĚĂƚ
Ă ƉƵďůŝĐ͕ ŶŽŶͲƉƌŽĨŝƚ ŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ Ă
ƌĞƐĞĂƌĐŚŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚŝŶƚŚĞŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐƚŚĞ
EĂƚƵƌĂů ,ŝƐƚŽƌǇ DƵƐĞƵŵ ŽĨ >ŽƐ ŶŐĞůĞƐ

Mitigation Measures
WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ Ăůů ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ ƐŚĂůů
ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ ĐĞĂƐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƵŶƚǇ ĐŽƌŽŶĞƌ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚ ƉĞƌ WƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĚĞ
^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϱϬϵϳ͘ϵϴ͕ ĂŶĚ ,ĞĂůƚŚ Θ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ ŽĚĞ
^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϳϬϱϬ͘ϱ͘ ,ƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĂŶĚ
ŐƌĂǀĞͬďƵƌŝĂůŐŽŽĚƐƐŚĂůůďĞƚƌĞĂƚĞĚĂůŝŬĞƉĞƌ
ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ WƵďůŝĐ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĚĞ ƐĞĐƚŝŽŶ
ϱϬϵϳ͘ϵϴ;ĚͿ;ϭͿĂŶĚ;ϮͿ͘tŽƌŬŵĂǇĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞŽŶ
ŽƚŚĞƌ ƉĂƌƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ǁŚŝůĞ
ĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ͕ŝĨŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͕ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƚĂŬĞƐ
ƉůĂĐĞ;Y'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϭϱϬϲϰ͘ϱĨͿ͘/Ĩ
Ă ŶŽŶͲEĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŝƐ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚďǇƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚĞĂ͞ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͟Žƌ͞ƵŶŝƋƵĞ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͕͟ƚŝŵĞĂůůŽƚŵĞŶƚĂŶĚ
ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ
ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ
ƚŽ
ĂůůŽǁ
ĨŽƌ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĂǀŽŝĚĂŶĐĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͕ Žƌ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘
dŚĞ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ƉůĂŶ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚY͘

:WͬWt

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϳ

:WͬWt

Monitoring
Party

Monitoring
Party

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϲ

Implementing
Party

Notes

YƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚďǇ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽ
ƌĞǀŝĞǁͬĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůďǇ
ͲƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
^ĂĨĞƚǇŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƚŽ
ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĞ͛Ɛ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐͲ
ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ^ĂĨĞƚǇ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁ
DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚ
DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƚŽ
ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵƚŚĂƚƚŚĞ
ƉůĂŶŵĞĞƚƐƚŚĞ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚŝƐ
ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ͘

Notes
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ƵůƚƵƌĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ 
^ĞŶƐŝƚŝǀŝƚǇdƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞƐƚĂƌƚŽĨ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͖ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů
ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚĨŽƌŶĞǁ



DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚ
DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶǁŝůů
ďĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂŶĚ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇ
ƉĞƌŵŝƚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ĨŽƌŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ
ĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞŽƌ
ƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕
ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘dŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ
DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚ
DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƐŚĂůů
ďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ
WƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

Timing
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ĨŝŶĂůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ
ĂŶĚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚǁŝƚŚŝŶϵϬ
ĚĂǇƐŽĨĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ŽƚŚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ
ƚŚĂƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ͘

ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ
ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞƐ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Ϯ͘ /Ĩ ŝƚ ŝƐ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵƚĞƐ Ă
ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ Žƌ Ă ƵŶŝƋƵĞ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ
Y͕ ĂǀŽŝĚĂŶĐĞ ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ
ƉůĂĐĞ ŝƐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞĨĞƌƌĞĚ ŵĂŶŶĞƌ ŽĨ
ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ͘WƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƉůĂĐĞŵĂǇďĞ
ĂĐĐŽŵƉůŝƐŚĞĚ ďǇ͕ ďƵƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ͕
ĂǀŽŝĚĂŶĐĞ͕ ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ
ŝŶƚŽŽƉĞŶƐƉĂĐĞ͕ĐĂƉƉŝŶŐ͕ŽƌĚĞĞĚŝŶŐƚŚĞ

ϭ͘ /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ Ăůů ǁŽƌŬ
ƐŚĂůůŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇĐĞĂƐĞǁŝƚŚŝŶϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨ
ƚŚĞĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇƵŶƚŝůŝƚĐĂŶďĞĞǀĂůƵĂƚĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ͘ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƐŚĂůů ŶŽƚ ƌĞƐƵŵĞ ƵŶƚŝů ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ŚĂƐ ŵĂĚĞ Ă ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽŶƚŚĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞŽĨƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ;ƐͿĂŶĚ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞŚĂŶĚůŝŶŐŽĨƚŚĞĨŝŶĚ͘/ĨƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŝƐ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚƚŽďĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͕ƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚǁŝůůĐŽŶĨĞƌǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶĨŽƌ
ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚĂŶĚƵůƚŝŵĂƚĞĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞ
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ;ƐͿ͘

Mitigation Measures
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐďĞŝŶŐĞǆĐĂǀĂƚĞĚ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞĚĞƉƚŚŽĨ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂŶĚ ŝĨ ĨŽƵŶĚ͕ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂŶƚŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ
ƚǇƉĞ
ŽĨ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ͘ &ƵůůͲƚŝŵĞ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞĚ ƚŽ ƉĂƌƚͲƚŝŵĞ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐ͕ Žƌ ĐĞĂƐĞĚ
ĞŶƚŝƌĞůǇ͕ ŝĨ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ EĂƚŝǀĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ͘

MM TCR-4: Archaeological and Native
American Monitoring. dŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚǁŝůůŽǀĞƌƐĞĞĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůĂŶĚ
EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƐ ǁŚŽ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚƚŽďĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂŶĚǁŽƌŬŝŶƚĂŶĚĞŵ͕
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͕ ƚƌĞŶĐŚŝŶŐ͕ Žƌ ĂŶǇ ŽƚŚĞƌ
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚĂŶĚĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶƚŚĞDŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚ
DŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶWůĂŶ͘/Ĩ͕ĂĨƚĞƌĂĚǀĂŶĐĞĚŶŽƚŝĐĞ͕ƚŚĞ
EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞ ĚĞĐůŝŶĞƐ͕ ŝƐ
ƵŶĂďůĞ͕ Žƌ ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŶŽƚŝĐĞ͕
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐĂŶ ƉƌŽĐĞĞĚ ƵŶĚĞƌ ƐƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ŽĨƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ͘dŚĞĨƌĞƋƵĞŶĐǇ
ŽĨ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƌĂƚĞ ŽĨ

Mitigation Measures
ƌĞŵŽǀĂů͕ ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ ƌĞŵŽǀĂů͕ ĞƚĐ͘Ϳ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů
ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ WůĂŶ ĂƐ ŽƵƚůŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ ;ĂͿ͕ ĨŽƌ Ăůů
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞů
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚŝŶŐ͕
ƐƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŝŶŐ͕ Žƌ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ
ǁŽƌŬ͕ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĐƌĞǁƐ ĂƌĞ ƉŚĂƐĞĚ Žƌ ƌŽƚĂƚĞĚ͕
ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ ĨŽƌ
ŶĞǁ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞů ǁŽƌŬŝŶŐ ŽŶ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚͲĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞů ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĞĚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƚǇƉĞƐ ŽĨ
ƉƌĞŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ ĂŶĚ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ͕ ĂŶĚ ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐ ƚŽ ďĞĞŶĂĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ĞǀĞŶƚ ŽĨ ĂŶ ŝŶĂĚǀĞƌƚĞŶƚ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĨ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŽƌŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͘
ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ
ƚŚĞ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞů
ĂƚƚĞŶĚĞĚƚŚĞƚƌĂŝŶŝŶŐ͘

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϵ

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

:WͬWt

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϭϴ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022



Notes

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program





ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉĞƌƐŽŶŶĞůĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂƐ
ŶĞĞĚĞĚ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

/ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚŽĨƚŚĞƵŶĂŶƚŝĐŝƉĂƚĞĚĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨ
ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ Ăůů ǁŽƌŬ ƐŚĂůů ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞůǇ ĐĞĂƐĞ
ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϭϱϬ ĨĞĞƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽƵŶƚǇ ŽƌŽŶĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ

MM TCR-5: Inadvertent Discoveries Related
to Human Remains.

ϱ͘ WƌĞƉĂƌĞĂĨŝŶĂůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂŶĚŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚĨŽƌƐƵďŵŝƚƚĂůƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞ
^ŽƵƚŚĞŶƚƌĂůŽĂƐƚĂů/ŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĞŶƚĞƌ
;^/Ϳ͕ŝŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƚŚĞƌĞƐƵůƚƐ
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ĂŶĚ EĂƚŝǀĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞƌĞ ĂƌĞ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌŝĞƐ͕ ĂƌƚŝĨĂĐƚ ĂŶĚ
ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐĂŶĚĨŝŶĂůĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶƐŚĂůů
ďĞ ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ĨŝŶĂů ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ
ǁŝůů ďĞ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ^/ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚ͘ dŚĞ ĨŝŶĂů ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϵϬĚĂǇƐŽĨĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ŽƚŚĞƌ ŐƌŽƵŶĚ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ͘

Mitigation Measures
ϰ͘ /Ĩ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŝƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƐ Ă EĂƚŝǀĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ͕ƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĂŶĚ
ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ĐŽŶƐƵůƚ ǁŝƚŚ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ
EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞƐ͕ ĂƐ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚƚŚĞϱϮĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŽĐĞƐƐ ŝŶ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶŝŶŐ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌ
ƉƌĞŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐŽƌEĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĐƵůƚƵƌĂůǀĂůƵĞƐĂƐĐƌŝďĞĚƚŽƚŚĞ
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͕ ďĞǇŽŶĚ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŝƐ
ƐĐŝĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂůůǇŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ͕ĂƌĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ͘

ϯ͘ /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĂƚƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶŝŶƉůĂĐĞŝƐ
ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ďĞ ŝŶĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ĂŶĚ ĚĂƚĂ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ƚŚĞ ŽŶůǇ
ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ŵŝƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͕ Ă ƵůƚƵƌĂů
ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ dƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ĂŶĚ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ ŝŶ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ
EĂƚŝǀĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ
ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞƐ ;ŝĨ ƚŚĞ ĨŝŶĚ ŝƐ ŽĨ EĂƚŝǀĞ
ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶŽƌŝŐŝŶͿ͘dŚĞƵůƚƵƌĂůZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
dƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ
ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐĐŝĞŶƚŝĨŝĐĂůůǇ
ĐŽŶƐĞƋƵĞŶƚŝĂů ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ
ůĂďŽƌĂƚŽƌǇƉƌŽĐĞƐƐŝŶŐĂŶĚĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐŽĨƚŚĞ
ĂƌƚŝĨĂĐƚƐ͘dŚĞdƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚWůĂŶǁŝůůĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ
ŵĂŬĞƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞƵůƚŝŵĂƚĞ
ĐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂŶǇĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕
ǁŚŝĐŚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĐƵƌĂƚĞĚ Ăƚ Ă ƉƵďůŝĐ͕ ŶŽŶͲ
ƉƌŽĨŝƚ ĐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚǇ͕ ƵŶŝǀĞƌƐŝƚǇ͕ Žƌ
ŵƵƐĞƵŵ ǁŝƚŚ Ă ƌĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ŝĨƐƵĐŚĂŶŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶĂŐƌĞĞƐƚŽ
ĂĐĐĞƉƚƚŚĞŵ͘/ĨƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐĂƌĞĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ
ƚŽďĞEĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶŝŶŽƌŝŐŝŶ͕ƚŚĞǇǁŝůů
ĨŝƌƐƚ ďĞ ŽĨĨĞƌĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ ĨŽƌ
ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ĐƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ƌĞƉĂƚƌŝĂƚŝŽŶ͕ Žƌ
ƌĞďƵƌŝĂů͕ ĂƐ ĚŝƌĞĐƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ͘ /Ĩ ŶŽ
ŝŶƐƚŝƚƵƚŝŽŶ Žƌ dƌŝďĞ ĂĐĐĞƉƚƐ ƚŚĞ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂů ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů͕ ƚŚĞŶ ƚŚĞ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŚĂůůďĞĚŽŶĂƚĞĚƚŽĂůŽĐĂůƐĐŚŽŽů
Žƌ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů ƐŽĐŝĞƚǇ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ĂƌĞĂ ĨŽƌ
ĞĚƵĐĂƚŝŽŶĂůƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ͘

Mitigation Measures
ƐŝƚĞ ŝŶƚŽ Ă ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ĐŽŶƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ
ĞĂƐĞŵĞŶƚ͘

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϭ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϬ

Implementing
Party

:WͬWt

Monitoring
Party

Monitoring
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes



Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022



Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program



EŽ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĂŶĐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ Žƌ ĂŶǇ ŶĞĂƌďǇ ĂƌĞĂ ƌĞĂƐŽŶĂďůǇ
ƐƵƐƉĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ ŽǀĞƌůŝĞ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƌĞŵĂŶƐ ;ĂƐ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌƚƌŝďĂůĐƵůƚƵƌĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŵŽŶŝƚŽƌͿƐŚĂůů
ŽĐĐƵƌ ƵŶƚŝů ƚŚĞ ĐŽƌŽŶĞƌ ŚĂƐ ŵĂĚĞ ƚŚĞ
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐĂƐƚŽŽƌŝŐŝŶĂŶĚĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶ
ƉƵƌƐƵĂŶƚ ƚŽ WZ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϱϬϵϳ͘ϵϴ͘ /Ĩ ƐƵĐŚ Ă
ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĐĐƵƌƐ͕ Ă ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞǆĐůƵƐŝŽŶ ǌŽŶĞ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ
ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐƚŚĞĂƌĞĂŽĨƚŚĞĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇƐŽƚŚĂƚ
ƚŚĞĂƌĞĂǁŽƵůĚďĞƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ;ĂƐĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ
ďǇƚŚĞƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĂŶĚͬŽƌĐƵůƚƵƌĂů
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌͿ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ

dŚĞ ŝƚǇ͕ ĂƐ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐƉŽŶƐŽƌ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞ ŝŵŵĞĚŝĂƚĞ
ǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ ǁŚĞƌĞ ƚŚĞ ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŽĐĐƵƌƌĞĚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďĞĚ ďǇ ĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕ ŝƐ ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞůǇ
ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ĂĐĐŽƌĚŝŶŐ ƚŽ ŐĞŶĞƌĂůůǇ ĂĐĐĞƉƚĞĚ
ĐƵůƚƵƌĂůĂŶĚƚƌŝďĂůƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐŽƌƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐ͕ĂŶĚ
ƚŚĂƚĨƵƌƚŚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚͲĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƚĂŬĞ
ŝŶƚŽ ĂĐĐŽƵŶƚ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƐƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ
ďƵƌŝĂůƐ͘

ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůůǇ͕ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ŶŽƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞƚƌŝďĂůĐƵůƚƵƌĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ
ĂŶĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝĐĂůŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ͘

ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ WZ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϱϬϵϳ͘ϵϴ Ϯ ĂŶĚ
,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ ŽĚĞ ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϳϬϱϬ͘ϱ͘ ϯ

Mitigation Measures

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party
Timing

Notes

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

dŽ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ͕ ƚŚĞ ƚĞƌŵ ͞ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͟
ĞŶĐŽŵƉĂƐƐĞƐ ŵŽƌĞ ƚŚĂŶ ŚƵŵĂŶ ďŽŶĞƐ͘ /Ŷ
ĂŶĐŝĞŶƚ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ ƚŝŵĞƐ͕ dƌŝďĂů
dƌĂĚŝƚŝŽŶƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ͕ďƵƚǁĞƌĞŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ͕
ƚŚĞ ďƵƌŝĂů ŽĨ ĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇ ŽďũĞĐƚƐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ĚĞĐĞĂƐĞĚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĐĞƌĞŵŽŶŝĂů ďƵƌŶŝŶŐ ŽĨ
ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͘ dŚĞƐĞ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĂƌĞ ƚŽ ďĞ
ƚƌĞĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƐĂŵĞ ŵĂŶŶĞƌ ĂƐ ďŽŶĞ
ĨƌĂŐŵĞŶƚƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞŵĂŝŶ ŝŶƚĂĐƚ͘ ƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ
ĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇŽďũĞĐƚƐĂƌĞŽďũĞĐƚƐ ƚŚĂƚ͕ĂƐƉĂƌƚŽĨ
ƚŚĞĚĞĂƚŚƌŝƚĞŽƌĐĞƌĞŵŽŶǇŽĨĂĐƵůƚƵƌĞ͕ĂƌĞ
ƌĞĂƐŽŶĂďůǇďĞůŝĞǀĞĚƚŽŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶƉůĂĐĞĚǁŝƚŚ
ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵĂůŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĞŝƚŚĞƌĂƚƚŚĞƚŝŵĞ
ŽĨ ĚĞĂƚŚ Žƌ ůĂƚĞƌ͖ ŽƚŚĞƌ ŝƚĞŵƐ ŵĂĚĞ
ĞǆĐůƵƐŝǀĞůǇ ĨŽƌ ďƵƌŝĂů ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ Žƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶ

/ĨƚŚĞdƌŝďĞŝƐĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚD>͕ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ ƐŚĂůů ĂƉƉůǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů
ďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͘

/ĨƚŚĞĐŽƌŽŶĞƌƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌĞƐƚŚĞŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ
ƚŽ ďĞ ƚŚŽƐĞ ŽĨ Ă EĂƚŝǀĞ ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ Žƌ ŚĂƐ
ƌĞĂƐŽŶ ƚŽ ďĞůŝĞǀĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƚŚĞǇ ĂƌĞ ƚŚŽƐĞ ŽĨ Ă
EĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ͕ŚĞŽƌƐŚĞƐŚĂůůĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ͕ďǇ
ƚĞůĞƉŚŽŶĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Ϯϰ ŚŽƵƌƐ͕ ƚŚĞ E,͘ /Ŷ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ ŽĚĞ
^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϳϬϱϬ͘ϱ͕ ƐƵďĚŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ ;ĐͿ͕ ĂŶĚ WZ
^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ ϱϬϵϳ͘ϵϴ ;ĂƐ ĂŵĞŶĚĞĚ ďǇ  ϮϲϰϭͿ͕
ƚŚĞ E, ǁŽƵůĚ ŵĂŬĞ ĂŶ D>
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͘

Mitigation Measures
ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ĐŽƵůĚŽĐĐƵƌĂƐƉƌĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚďǇůĂǁ͘
Ɛ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ďǇ ůĂǁ͕ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƌŽŶĞƌ ǁŽƵůĚ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞǁŝƚŚŝŶƚǁŽǁŽƌŬŝŶŐĚĂǇƐŽĨďĞŝŶŐ
ŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŝĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĂƌĞ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ŚŝƐ Žƌ
ŚĞƌĂƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ͘

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϯ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϮ

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

E'WZ͕dŝƚůĞϰϯ͘WƵďůŝĐ>ĂŶĚƐ͗/ŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ͕^ƵďƚŝƚůĞ͘KĨĨŝĐĞŽĨƚŚĞ^ĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇŽĨƚŚĞ/ŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ͕WĂƌƚϭϬ͘EĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ'ƌĂǀĞƐWƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶĂŶĚZĞƉĂƌĂƚŝŽŶZĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕Α
ϱϬϵϳ͘ϵϴʹEŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨEĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͕ĚĞƐĐĞŶĚĂŶƚƐ͖ĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶŽĨŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĂŶĚĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚŐƌĂǀĞŐŽŽĚƐ͘
ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂͬ,ĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚ^ĂĨĞƚǇŽĚĞͲ,^ͬ,WdZϮ͘'ĞŶĞƌĂůWƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶƐϳϬϱϬ͘ϱ͘ͲϳϬϱϱͬ͘^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϳϬϱϬ͘ϱ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ϯ

Ϯ



Impact

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact

/Ĩ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ D>͕ ĞĂĐŚ
ŽĐĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞŽĨŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĂŶĚĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ
ĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇŽďũĞĐƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞƐƚŽƌĞĚƵƐŝŶŐŽƉĂƋƵĞ
ĐůŽƚŚ ďĂŐƐ͘ ůů ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͕ ĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇ
ŽďũĞĐƚƐ͕ ƐĂĐƌĞĚ ŽďũĞĐƚƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ŽďũĞĐƚƐ ŽĨ
ĐƵůƚƵƌĂůƉĂƚƌŝŵŽŶǇƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌĞƐĞƌǀĞĚŝŶƉůĂĐĞ
ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞĂŶĚƚŽĐŽŶƐƵůƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƚƌŝďĂů
ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ D>
ĂďŽƵƚ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚ ŝĨ ƌĞŵŽǀĂů ŝƐ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͘/ĨƌĞŵĂŝŶƐĂƌĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ͕ƚŚĞǇƐŚĂůů
ďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽĂƐĞĐƵƌĞĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞƌŽŶƐŝƚĞ͕ŝĨ
ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĂŶĚͬŽƌƚƌŝďĂůĐƵůƚƵƌĂů

ĂĐŚ ŽĐĐƵƌƌĞŶĐĞ ŽĨ ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĂŶĚ
ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇ ŽďũĞĐƚƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƐƚŽƌĞĚ
ƵƐŝŶŐŽƉĂƋƵĞĐůŽƚŚďĂŐƐ͘ůůŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͕
ĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇŽďũĞĐƚƐ͕ƐĂĐƌĞĚŽďũĞĐƚƐĂŶĚŽďũĞĐƚƐ
ŽĨ ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ƉĂƚƌŝŵŽŶǇ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ ƚŽ Ă
ƐĞĐƵƌĞ ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶĞƌ ŽŶ ƐŝƚĞ ŝĨ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ dŚĞƐĞ
ŝƚĞŵƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚ ĂŶĚ ƌĞďƵƌŝĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ƐŝǆŵŽŶƚŚƐŽĨƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇŝĨĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘dŚĞƐŝƚĞŽĨ
ƌĞďƵƌŝĂůͬƌĞƉĂƚƌŝĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƌĞĂ͕ďƵƚĂƚĂůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶĂŐƌĞĞĚƵƉŽŶďĞƚǁĞĞŶ
ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ůĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌ Ăƚ Ă ƐŝƚĞ ƚŽ ďĞ
ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƉĞƌƉĞƚƵŝƚǇ͘ dŚĞƌĞ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŶŽ
ƉƵďůŝĐŝƚǇ ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ĂŶǇ ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ͘

Mitigation Measures
ƚŚĞĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐĨŽƵƌ
ŽƌŵŽƌĞďƵƌŝĂůƐ͕ƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŝƐĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚĂ
ĐĞŵĞƚĞƌǇĂŶĚĂƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚƉůĂŶƐŚĂůů
ďĞĐƌĞĂƚĞĚ͘KŶĐĞĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ͕ĂĨŝŶĂůƌĞƉŽƌƚŽĨ
Ăůů ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŝƐ ƚŽ ďĞ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ
ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ E,͘ ^ĐŝĞŶƚŝĨŝĐ ƐƚƵĚǇ Žƌ ƚŚĞ
ƵƚŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ŝŶǀĂƐŝǀĞ ĚŝĂŐŶŽƐƚŝĐƐ ŽŶ
ŚƵŵĂŶƌĞŵĂŝŶƐŽĨEĂƚŝǀĞŵĞƌŝĐĂŶŽƌŝŐŝŶ͘

/Ĩ ĚĂƚĂ ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ ŝƐ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ͕
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƐŚĂůůďĞƚĂŬĞŶǁŚŝĐŚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐ
ĂƚĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƚŝǀĞŶŽƚĞƐĂŶĚ
ƐŬĞƚĐŚĞƐ͘ dŚĞ dƌŝďĞ ƐŚĂůů ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů
ƚǇƉĞƐ ŽĨ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĚĂƚĂ ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ
ƉƵƌƉŽƐĞƐ͘ ƌĞŵĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŵƵƐƚ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ďĞ
ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚŝŶďƵůŬŽƌďǇŵĞĂŶƐĂƐŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇƚŽ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞůǇƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨĂůůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů͘/Ĩ

The Tribe will make every effort to
recommend diverting the project and
keeping the remains in situ and protected.
If the project cannot be diverted, it may be
determined that burials will be removed.
The Tribe will work closely with the
qualified archaeologist to ensure that the
excavation is treated carefully, ethically,
and respectfully͘

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ůĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ĂƌƌĂŶŐĞ Ă
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚƐŝƚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞĨŽŽƚƉƌŝŶƚ
ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐƉĞĐƚĨƵů ƌĞďƵƌŝĂů ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ĐĞƌĞŵŽŶŝĂů
ŽďũĞĐƚƐ͘/ŶƚŚĞĐĂƐĞǁŚĞƌĞĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌĞĚŚƵŵĂŶ
ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĐĂŶŶŽƚ ďĞ ĨƵůůǇ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĂŶĚ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌĞĚŽŶƚŚĞƐĂŵĞĚĂǇ͕ƚŚĞƌĞŵĂŝŶƐƐŚĂůů
ďĞĐŽǀĞƌĞĚǁŝƚŚŵƵƐůŝŶĐůŽƚŚĂŶĚĂƐƚĞĞůƉůĂƚĞ
ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ŵŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ŚĞĂǀǇ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ƉůĂĐĞĚ ŽǀĞƌ ƚŚĞ ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶ ŽƉĞŶŝŶŐ ƚŽ
ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚƚŚĞƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ͘/ĨƚŚŝƐƚǇƉĞŽĨƐƚĞĞůƉůĂƚĞ
ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͕ Ă ϮϰͲŚŽƵƌ ŐƵĂƌĚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ
ƉŽƐƚĞĚŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨǁŽƌŬŝŶŐŚŽƵƌƐ͘ƐƐƚĂƚĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞ dƌŝďĞ ĂƐ ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ  ϱϮ
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶ͗

Mitigation Measures
ŚƵŵĂŶ ƌĞŵĂŝŶƐ ĐĂŶ ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ĂƐ
ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚĨƵŶĞƌĂƌǇŽďũĞĐƚƐ͘

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϱ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϰ

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Monitoring
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20



Impact

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Impact U-1:ZĞƋƵŝƌĞŽƌƌĞƐƵůƚŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨ ŶĞǁ Žƌ ĞǆƉĂŶĚĞĚ ǁĂƚĞƌ͕
ǁĂƐƚĞǁĂƚĞƌƚƌĞĂƚŵĞŶƚŽƌƐƚŽƌŵ
ǁĂƚĞƌĚƌĂŝŶĂŐĞ͕ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐƉŽǁĞƌ͕
ŶĂƚƵƌĂů
ŐĂƐ͕
Žƌ
ƚĞůĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĨĂĐŝůŝƚŝĞƐ͕
ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨǁŚŝĐŚĐŽƵůĚĐĂƵƐĞƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚƐ͘

4.14 Utilities

Impact

MM UT-2: WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞĂǁĂƌĚŽĨƚŚĞ&KD
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂƌƚ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ
ƐŚĂůůĐŽŶƚĂĐƚ^ŽƵƚŚĞƌŶĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂĚŝƐŽŶ;^Ϳ
ĂŶĚƌĞƋƵĞƐƚĂŶƵƉĚĂƚĞĚƐǇƐƚĞŵŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ
^ƚƵĚǇƚŽĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƚŚĞĂŵŽƵŶƚŽĨůŽĂĚƚŚĂƚ
^ ĐŽƵůĚ ĂĐĐŽŵŵŽĚĂƚĞ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ
ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƵƉŐƌĂĚĞƐŝŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽŵĞĞƚƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĞĚ ĨƵůů
ƌĞĚƵŶĚĂŶĐǇ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘ ^ŚŽƵůĚ ^ ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ
ƚŚĂƚĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƐǇƐƚĞŵƵƉŐƌĂĚĞƐĂƌĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͕
ƐƵĐŚ ƵƉŐƌĂĚĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ &KD ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƚŽ
ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ ;ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ĂŶĚ ĂŶǇ
ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůĐůĞĂƌĂŶĐĞͿ͕ƐƵďũĞĐƚ
ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ŽĨ ^ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇ͕ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘

Mitigation Measures
ƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ƉƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ƉůĂĐĞ Žƌ
ƌĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ͘

ĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ĨŝĞůĚ
ŝŶǀĞƐƚŝŐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ƚŚĞ&KDĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶĨŝƌŵŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ŽǁŶĞƌƐͬŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ ƚŽ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐƐĞƚďĂĐŬƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌ
ĞĂĐŚ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ůŝŶĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŶĞĞĚ ĨŽƌ ĂŶǇ

MM UT-1: WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞĂǁĂƌĚŽĨƚŚĞ&KD
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƚĂƌƚ ŽĨ ĂŶǇ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ Žƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ Žƌ &KD
ƐŚĂůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇŝŶŐƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘ dŚŝƐ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚĂůůĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƵƚŝůŝƚǇƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌƐ
ĨŽƌ ǁĞƚ ĂŶĚ ĚƌǇ ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ ;ǁĂƚĞƌ͕ ƐĞǁĞƌ͕ ŐĂƐ͕
ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚĞůĞĐŽŵŵƵŶŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐͿ ƚŽ ŽďƚĂŝŶ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƵƚŝůŝƚǇ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
&ŝĞůĚ ǀĞƌŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ƉŽƚŚŽůŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ
ŵĞƚŚŽĚƐĂƐĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞͿƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ
ƚŽ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ Ăůů ƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ
ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϮϬ ĨĞĞƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ
ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂŶĚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĨŽƵŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘

Mitigation Measures
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ͘ dŚĞƐĞ ŝƚĞŵƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚ ĂŶĚ ƌĞďƵƌŝĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Ɛŝǆ ŵŽŶƚŚƐ ŽĨ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌǇ Žƌ ĂƐ ĚŝƌĞĐƚĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ
ĂƌĐŚĂĞŽůŽŐŝƐƚĂŶĚͬŽƌƚƌŝďĂůĐƵůƚƵƌĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌ͘ dŚĞ ƐŝƚĞ ŽĨ ƌĞďƵƌŝĂůͬƌĞƉĂƚƌŝĂƚŝŽŶ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĨŽŽƚƉƌŝŶƚ͕ Žƌ Ăƚ Ă ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŐƌĞĞĚ ƵƉŽŶ
ďĞƚǁĞĞŶƚŚĞD>ĂŶĚƚŚĞůĂŶĚŽǁŶĞƌĂƚĂƐŝƚĞ
ƚŽďĞƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚŝŶƉĞƌƉĞƚƵŝƚǇ͘dŚĞƌĞƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŶŽƉƵďůŝĐŝƚǇƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐĂŶǇĐƵůƚƵƌĂůŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
ƌĞĐŽǀĞƌĞĚ͘

Monitoring
Party

:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶͬ^


ŝƚǇ͕
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϳ

Timing

Notes

ͲWůĂŶŶŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƚŽĐŽŶĨŝƌŵ
ƚŚĂƚƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂǀĞ
ďĞĞŶƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ^͘

Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ŶƵƉĚĂƚĞĚƐǇƐƚĞŵ
ŝƐƚƌŝďƵƚŝŽŶ^ƚƵĚǇ
ƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ
ĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇĂŶĚ^ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĂǁĂƌĚŽĨĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ
ĂŶĚŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŵŝƚ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

:WͬWtͲ ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƵƚŝůŝƚŝĞƐ

ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ďǇƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƚŽďĞ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĂǁĂƌĚŽĨ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚĂŶĚ
ŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŵŝƚ͘

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϲ

ŝƚǇ͕
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

>ŝŐŚƚ ƚƌĞƐƉĂƐƐ ƐŚĂůů ŶŽƚ ĞǆĐĞĞĚ ŽŶĞ ĨŽŽƚͲĐĂŶĚůĞ ĂďŽǀĞ
ĂŵďŝĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚůĞǀĞůĂƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚĂƚĂŶǇĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐŝĞŶƚƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͘
dĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ĂŶĚ ĂŶǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝůůƵŵŝŶĂƚĞĚƚŽŝƚǇ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ
ƚŽƉƌŽƚĞĐƚƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞǀŝƐƵĂůĞĨĨĞĐƚƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͗
sŝƐƵĂůůǇŽďƚƌƵƐŝǀĞĞƌŽƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐƐŝůƚĨĞŶĐĞƐ͕
ƉůĂƐƚŝĐŐƌŽƵŶĚĐŽǀĞƌ͕ĂŶĚƐƚƌĂǁďĂůĞƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚĂƐ
ƐŽŽŶĂƐƚŚĞĂƌĞĂŝƐƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĞĚ͘
^ƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞ ĂƌĞĂƐ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ŝŶ ůĞƐƐ ǀŝƐŝďůǇ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ĂƌĞĂƐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌĞͲĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͘ ^ƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕
ůĂǇĚŽǁŶ͕ĂŶĚƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐƐŚĂůůďĞĂĐĐĞƐƐĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ

x

x

x
x

x

ZĞŵŽǀĂů ŽĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ŚĞĂůƚŚǇ ĂŶĚ ĨůŽƵƌŝƐŚŝŶŐ ƚƌĞĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ĂǀŽŝĚĞĚǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘
EĞǁƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƚƌĞĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞĂϯϲͲŝŶĐŚďŽǆŽĨ
ƚŚĞ ƐĂŵĞ ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ ĂƐ ƚŚŽƐĞ ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ͕ ŝĨ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŶŽƚ ŝŶ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚ ǁŝƚŚ ŶĞǁ ŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͘
ůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ WƵďůŝĐ
tŽƌŬƐĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚ͘
EĞǁƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƉĂůŵƚƌĞĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ
ŽĨϮϬĨĞĞƚŝŶŚĞŝŐŚƚ͘
dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚůǇƌĞƉůĂĐĞƚƌĞĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶƐŝǆ;ϲͿ
ŵŽŶƚŚƐ ŽĨ ƌĞƐƚŽƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĂƚ ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ
ƐƚƌĞĞƚƐƚŚĂƚŵĂǇŝŵƉĂĐƚƚŚĞƚƌĞĞ͘dŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚůǇ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞ ƚƌĞĞƐ ŽŶ ĂŶ ŽŶŐŽŝŶŐ
ďĂƐŝƐ ƐŽ ůŽŶŐ ĂƐ ĚŽŝŶŐ ƐŽ ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ĐŽŶĨůŝĐƚ ǁŝƚŚ ĨƵƚƵƌĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
/ĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƐƉƌƵŶŝŶŐŽĨŶĂƚŝǀĞƚƌĞĞ
ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉƌƵŶŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĞĚ ŝŶ Ă ŵĂŶŶĞƌ ƚŚĂƚ
ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ĐĂƵƐĞ ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ĚĂŵĂŐĞ Žƌ ĂĚǀĞƌƐĞůǇ ĂĨĨĞĐƚ ƚŚĞ
ŚĞĂůƚŚŽĨƚŚĞƚƌĞĞƐ͘
dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂůůƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚƚƌĞĞƐĂŶĚŽƚŚĞƌ
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚďǇƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌĨŽƌĂƉĞƌŝŽĚŽĨƚŚƌĞĞ
;ϯͿ ǇĞĂƌƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ĚĂƚĞ ŽĨ ƉůĂŶƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƐŚĂůů ǁĂƌƌĂŶƚǇ ƚŚĞ

x
x

x
x

x

x

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

dƌĞĞƌĞŵŽǀĂůĂŶĚƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůůĐŽŵƉůǇǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚDƵŶŝĐŝƉĂůŽĚĞĂŶĚƚŚĞĞƐŝŐŶ'ƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͘

x

 dƌĞĞ ZĞŵŽǀĂů ĂŶĚ ZĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ďǇ
ŵĞŵďĞƌƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ dĂƐŬ &ŽƌĐĞ͕ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ
ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ :W͕ ĂŶĚ ƐŚĂůů ĂĚŚĞƌĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƉƌŝŶĐŝƉůĞƐ͗

PDF AES-2 Tree Replacement (CCP)

Project Design Features
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ ǁŝƚŚ ŵŝŶŝŵĂů ĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝŽŶ ŶĞĂƌ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

dĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĂŵŽƵŶƚŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ
ƚŽ ƐĂĨĞůǇ ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ǁŽƌŬ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĚŝƌĞĐƚĞĚ
ĚŽǁŶǁĂƌĚƐ ĂŶĚ ƐŚŝĞůĚĞĚ͘ ĂƌĞ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƚĂŬĞŶ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ
ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ŽƌŝĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉŽƌƚĂďůĞ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ĨŝǆƚƵƌĞƐ ƚŽ
ĂǀŽŝĚ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŶŐ ůŝŐŚƚƐ ƚŽǁĂƌĚ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ĂƵƚŽŵŽďŝůĞ ĚƌŝǀĞƌƐ͘ DŽƚŽƌŝƐƚƐ ĂŶĚ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ ƐŚĂůů
ŶŽƚ ŚĂǀĞ ĚŝƌĞĐƚ ǀŝĞǁƐ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͘ >ŝŐŚƚ
ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐŝŶĐůƵĚĞďƵƚĂƌĞŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂů
ĂƌĞĂƐĂŶĚƚƌĂŶƐŝĞŶƚŽĐĐƵƉĂŶĐǇƵƐĞƐ͘

x

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĚƵƌŝŶŐĞǀĞŶŝŶŐĂŶĚŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞŚŽƵƌƐŵĂǇ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞƚŚĞƵƐĞŽĨƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ͘dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞŝŵƉĂĐƚŽĨ
ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚ ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚŝĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ
ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ͗

PDF AES-1 Construction (CCP)

4.1 Aesthetics

Project Design Features

:WͬWt


ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

:WͬWtͲ
ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

WƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ
&ŽƌĐĞ͕
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϵ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϮϴ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party
Timing




Notes

Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂ

ŐƌĂĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚŽƌŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕ĂƚƌĞĞ
ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐŚĂůůďĞŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚ͘ůů
ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚƚƌĞĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚĨŽƌĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵŽĨϯ
ǇĞĂƌƐĚƵƌŝŶŐŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĞĚĂĨƚĞƌϭǇĞĂƌ͘
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŵƵƐƚƌĞƉůĂĐĞƚƌĞĞƐ
ǁŝƚŚŝŶƐŝǆŵŽŶƚŚƐŽĨ
ƌĞƐƚŽƌĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĐŽŵƉůĞƚŝŽŶŽĨ
WƌŽũĞĐƚƉŽƌƚŝŽŶƐ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

KŶŐŽŝŶŐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
ĚũĂĐĞŶƚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϱϬϬĨĞĞƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨĂŶǇŐƌĂĚŝŶŐŽƌŐƌŽƵŶĚͲ
ĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇĨŽƌĂŶǇ
ƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘



4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

>ŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ĐůĞĂƌůǇ ŚŝŐŚůŝŐŚƚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ƉĂƚŚƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƚŚŽƐĞƚŽƐƚĂŝƌƐ͕ĞƐĐĂůĂƚŽƌƐ͕ĂŶĚĞůĞǀĂƚŽƌƐ͘
ĐĐĞŶƚĂŶĚĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐĂůůǇƉůĂĐĞĚƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƐƉŝůůŽǀĞƌ͘
ĐĐĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂů ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƚƌŽůƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĂďůĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐĞŶƐŽƌ ĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚ ƚŽ ĂůůŽǁ ĨŽƌ ĞŶĞƌŐǇ
ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ ĂŶĚ ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ ƐĞƚƚŝŶŐƐ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚĂǇƚŝŵĞ͕ ŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ͕
ĂŶĚĞǀĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ͘

x
x
x

>ŝŐŚƚĨŝǆƚƵƌĞƐǁŝůůďĞĐŽŶĐĞĂůĞĚŽƌŵŝŶŝŵĂůůǇǀŝƐŝďůĞ͘
ĐĐĞŶƚĂŶĚĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂůůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĐĂůůǇƉůĂĐĞĚƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƐƉŝůůŽǀĞƌ͘

x
x

^ƚƌĞĞƚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞƐƵƉƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĂƐŶĞĞĚĞĚƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĂ
ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚůĞǀĞůŽŶƚŚĞƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĂŶĚƌŽĂĚǁĂǇĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞ
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ

x

ƵŝůĚŝŶŐĞŶƚƌĂŶĐĞƐǁŝůůďĞǁĞůůůŝƚ͘
>ŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ĐůĞĂƌůǇ ŚŝŐŚůŝŐŚƚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ƉĂƚŚƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƚŚŽƐĞƚŽƌĂŵƉƐ͕ƐƚĂŝƌƐ͕ĞƐĐĂůĂƚŽƌƐ͕ĂŶĚĞůĞǀĂƚŽƌƐ
WƵďůŝĐƵƐĞƐŽŶƚŚĞŐƌŽƵŶĚƉůĂŶĞŽĨƚŚĞD^&^ŝƚĞŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐĂŶǇ
ĐŽǀĞƌĞĚƉĂƌŬŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐǁŝůůďĞǁĞůůůŝƚǁŝƚŚƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌĂƚƚĞŶƚŝŽŶ
ƉĂŝĚƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŵĨŽƌƚĂŶĚƐĂĨĞƚǇŽĨƚŚĞƉƵďůŝĐ͘

x
x
x

KǀĞƌĂůůůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĚĞƐŝŐŶǁŝůůŶŽƚŝŶƚĞƌĨĞƌĞǁŝƚŚƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ
ďĞůŽǁ͘
ĐĐĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐǁŝůůĐŽŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘
ĐĐĞŶƚ ĂŶĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƚƌŽůƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĂďůĞ
ĂŶĚ ƐĞŶƐŽƌ ĐŽŶƚƌŽůůĞĚ ƚŽ ĂůůŽǁ ĨŽƌ ĚĂǇƚŝŵĞ͕ ŶŝŐŚƚƚŝŵĞ͕ ĂŶĚ
ĞǀĞŶƚƐĞƚƚŝŶŐƐ͘

x
x
x

ŶĂƌďŽƌŝƐƚƌĞƉŽƌƚƐƵƌǀĞǇŝŶŐƚŚĞĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĞǆƚĞŶƚƐŽĨĂůů
ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƚƌĞĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞƌĨŽƌƚŚĞŝƌƵƐĞĂƐĂďĂƐĞůŝŶĞŝŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽƉƌŽĚƵĐĞĂ
ĨŝŶĂů ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ĚĞƚĂŝůŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŵŽƐƚ ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ŚĂŶĚůŝŶŐ ŽĨ Ăůů ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƚƌĞĞƐ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
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x
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tŚĞƌĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͕ ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂů ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉůĂĐĞĚ ƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƐƉŝůůŽǀĞƌ͘

x

ůĞǀĂƚĞĚWĂƐƐĞŶŐĞƌtĂůŬǁĂǇ

tŚĞƌĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͕ ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶĂů ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉůĂĐĞĚ ƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƐƉŝůůŽǀĞƌ

x

DĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞŶĚ^ƚŽƌĂŐĞ&ĂĐŝůŝƚǇ

ŽĚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇǁŝůůďĞĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ
ƚŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞǀŝƐŝďŝůŝƚǇĨƌŽŵƚŚĞŐƌŽƵŶĚůĞǀĞů͘

x

Project Design Features

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

tŚĞƌĞ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ͕ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ŝŶĚŝƌĞĐƚ ĂĐĐĞŶƚ ůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ǁŝůů
ĐŽŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚƐƚĂƚŝŽŶůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĚĞƐŝŐŶ͘

x

'ƵŝĚĞǁĂǇŶĚ^ƵƉƉŽƌƚ^ƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞĞƐŝŐŶ

^ƚĂƚŝŽŶĐĂŶŽƉŝĞƐǁŝůůŚĂǀĞŝŶĚŝƌĞĐƚĂĐĐĞŶƚůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ͘

x

^ƚĂƚŝŽŶĞƐŝŐŶ

PDF AES-3 Lighting (Design Guidelines)

Project Design Features
ƚƌĞĞƐĂŶĚůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐĨŽƌŽŶĞ;ϭͿǇĞĂƌĂĨƚĞƌƉůĂŶƚŝŶŐ͘WƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ƚŚĞ ĞŶĚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŽŶĞͲǇĞĂƌ ǁĂƌƌĂŶƚǇ ƉĞƌŝŽĚ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ǁŝůů ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚ ĂŶ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ Ăůů ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ
ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚƌĞĞƐ ĂŶĚ ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ŚĞĂůƚŚ ĂƐ Ă
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĨŝŶĂů ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͘ /Ĩ͕ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͕ Ă ƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚ ƌĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ƚƌĞĞ Žƌ
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐ ĚŽĞƐ ŶŽƚ ŵĞĞƚ ƚŚĞ ŚĞĂůƚŚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇ͕ƚŚĞŶƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůƌĞƉůĂĐĞƚŚĂƚƚƌĞĞǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚŝƌƚǇ
;ϯϬͿĚĂǇƐ͘&ŽƌĂŶǇƉĞƌŵĂŶĞŶƚƚƌĞĞƐŽƌůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŵƵƐƚ
ƚŚĞŶ ďĞ ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞ ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂů ǁĂƌƌĂŶƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞĞŵĞĚ
ƌĞŶĞǁĞĚĐŽŵŵĞŶĐŝŶŐĨƌŽŵǁŚĞŶƚŚĞƚƌĞĞŽƌůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉŝŶŐŝƐ
ƌĞƉůĂĐĞĚ͘

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϭ

:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϬ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party
Notes

dŚĞĂƌďŽƌŝƐƚƐŚĂůůďĞ
ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚďǇƚŚĞ
/ŶƚĞƌŶĂƚŝŽŶĂů
^ŽĐŝĞƚǇĨŽƌ
ƌďŽƌŝĐƵůƚƵƌĞ;/^Ϳ͘

Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

dƌĞĞƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůů
ďĞƐŚŽǁŶŽŶďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞd^͕ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

>ŝŐŚƚŝŶŐĚĞƐŝŐŶĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůů

ďĞƐŚŽǁŶŽŶďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞd^͕ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Ŷ ƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ WůĂŶƚ WĂůĞƚƚĞ ďĂƐĞĚ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͛Ɛ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ
ƐƚƌĞĞƚƚƌĞĞůŝƐƚǁŝůůďĞƵƐĞĚĂƐĂďĂƐŝƐĨŽƌĂůůƐĞĐƚŝŽŶƐŽĨŶĞǁ
ƚƌĞĞƐ͘
dŚĞƋƵĂŶƚŝƚǇĂŶĚƐƉĞĐŝĞƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐƚƌĞĞƐƌĞŵŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞ/d
WƌŽũĞĐƚǁŝůůďĞƌĞƉůĂĐĞĚŝŶĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ
ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐ͘
WƌŽƚĞĐƚĞĚ ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ DƵŶŝĐŝƉĂů ŽĚĞ͕ dƌĞĞ
WƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶǁŝůůƌĞŵĂŝŶ͘
ŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐĨŽƌƚƌĞĞƐƉĂĐŝŶŐǁŝůůďĞĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ͕
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌŝŶŐ ƐƉĞĐŝĞƐ ŽĨ ƚƌĞĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĚĞƐŝƌĞĚ ĐĂŶŽƉǇ
ĐŽǀĞƌĂŐĞ͘
dƌĞĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉůĂŶƚĞĚ ŽŶ ďŽƚŚ ƐŝĚĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ ǁŚĞƌĞ
ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘
dƌĞĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶĞĚ Ăƚ ƌĞŐƵůĂƌ ŝŶƚĞƌǀĂůƐ ƌĞůĂƚŝǀĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĐŽůƵŵŶƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐƚŽĐƌĞĂƚĞĂĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚƌŚǇƚŚŵ͘
KŶDĂƌŬĞƚ^ƚƌĞĞƚ͕ƚƌĞĞƐǁŝůůďĞƉůĂŶƚĞĚĂƚĂƌŚǇƚŚŵĂŶĚƐĐĂůĞ
ƚŽ ĐƌĞĂƚĞ Ă ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐ ǀŝƐƵĂů ĐĂŶŽƉǇ ŽǀĞƌ ƚŚĞ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ
ƌĞĂůŵ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘
KŶDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ƚƌĞĞƐǁŝůůďĞƉůĂŶƚĞĚĂƚĂƌŚǇƚŚŵ
ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐƚƌĞĞƚƚƌĞĞƐĞĂƐƚĂŶĚǁĞƐƚŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕
ŝŶĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚǁŝƚŚƚŚĞƐŚĂƉĞŽĨƚŚĞƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ͘
KŶWƌĂŝƌŝĞǀĞŶƵĞ͕ƚƌĞĞƐŽŶƚŚĞĞĂƐƚƐŝĚĞ ǁŝůů ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵĞƚŚĞ
ƐƚĂƚĞůǇ ƌŚǇƚŚŵ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ĞŵĞƚĞƌǇ ŶŽƌƚŚ ŽĨ
DĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͘dƌĞĞƐŽŶƚŚĞǁĞƐƚƐŝĚĞǁŝůůďĞƐƉĂĐĞĚ
ƚŽ ŵĂƚĐŚ ƚŚĞ ƌŚǇƚŚŵ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĞĂƐƚ ƐŝĚĞ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƚŽƚŚĞĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘

x

x

x
x

x
x
x

x

x

ůů ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ŝƚǇ ŽĨ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ƵƚŚŽƌŝƚǇ,ĂǀŝŶŐ:ƵƌŝƐĚŝĐƚŝŽŶ;,:Ϳ͘
ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ĂůŽŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĞŶƚŝƌĞ /d ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ĂƌĞ
ĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ͕ǁŝůůďĞƌĞƉůĂĐĞĚ͕ĂůŽŶŐǁŝƚŚŝƚƐŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞ͕ĂŶĚ
ǁŝůůŵĞĞƚŝƚƐŽƌŝŐŝŶĂůůǇŝŶƚĞŶĚĞĚĚĞƐŝŐŶŝŶƚĞŶƚĂŶĚĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶ͘
^ŝŐŶĂŐĞƌĞƉůĂĐĞĚƚŚĂƚŽƌŝŐŝŶĂƚĞĚŽŶƉƌŝǀĂƚĞƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇǁŝůůďĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŽĨ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ƐŝŐŶͬƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ
ŽǁŶĞƌ͘

x
x

x
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ƚĂŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ͕ƵƐĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚƚŚĂƚŵĞĞƚƐƚŚĞh͘^͘ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů
WƌŽƚĞĐƚŝŽŶŐĞŶĐǇ;h^WͿ͛Ɛ&ŝŶĂůdŝĞƌϰĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĨŽƌ
ŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚ ĚŝĞƐĞůͲƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ϱϬ
ŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌ;ŚƉͿŽƌŐƌĞĂƚĞƌ͕ĨŽƌĂůůƉŚĂƐĞƐŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ͕
ƵŶůĞƐƐŝƚĐĂŶďĞĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇWůĂŶŶŝŶŐŝǀŝƐŝŽŶǁŝƚŚ
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂů ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞ ƚŚĂƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘ dŽ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚ&ŝŶĂůdŝĞƌϰĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌďĞƚƚĞƌƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƵƐĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚŝŶĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞ
ŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƉĞƌŝŽĚŝĐ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶ ŽĨ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ ďǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ;ƐͿĂŶĚĐŽŶĚƵĐƚƌĞŐƵůĂƌŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽƚŚĞ
ŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĂŶĚĞŶĨŽƌĐĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞ͘

PDF AQ-1 Construction Air Quality Program (CCP)

4.2 Air Quality

WŚǇƐŝĐĂů EŽŶͲŝŐŝƚĂů ^ŝŐŶĂŐĞ ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚ ŝŶƚŽ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ǁŝůůŚĂǀĞĂĚŝƐƚŝŶĐƚǀŝƐƵĂůŐƌĂƉŚŝĐŝĚĞŶƚŝƚǇƚŚĂƚŝƐĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ
ĂĐƌŽƐƐĂůůƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚ

x

PDF AES-5 Signage (Design Guidelines)

Project Design Features
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ǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĨůŽƵƌŝƐŚŝŶŐƚƌĞĞƐ;ĂƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞĂƌďŽƌŝƐƚƌĞƉŽƌƚͿ
ǁŝůůƌĞŵĂŝŶ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘

x

Project Design Features
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘
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Monitoring
Party

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

Timing
^ŝŐŶĂŐĞƐŚĂůůďĞƐŚŽǁŶŽŶ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͕
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘
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ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ

ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ^ŝƚĞ͕
ĂƐǁĞůůĂƐƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŽƚŽĐŽůƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐƉƌŝŽƌ
ƚŽƐĞĞŬŝŶŐďŝĚƐĨŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ
ŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇŽĨĂůůŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĨŽƌ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐďĞŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚƐŚĂůů
ďĞŵĂĚĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽ^YD
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇ
ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞŽƌ
ƉŚĂƐĞ͕ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘
ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐĨŽƌĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
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Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

dŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌĚŽĞƐŶŽƚŚĂǀĞƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚǇƉĞŽĨŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶŝƚƐĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇ
ĂƐƚŽĂƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŽƌĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚďǇůĞĂƐŝŶŐŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲ
ƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ
ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͕ ďƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ŝƐ ŶŽƚ

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌŚĂƐŽƌĚĞƌĞĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŽďĞƵƐĞĚŽŶ
ƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŶĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞĂƚůĞĂƐƚϲϬĚĂǇƐďĞĨŽƌĞ
ƚŚĂƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶĞĞĚĞĚĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕
ďƵƚ ƚŚĂƚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ŚĂƐ ŶŽƚ ǇĞƚ ĂƌƌŝǀĞĚ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ
ĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ ďĞǇŽŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ
ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐ
ŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨ
ƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘
ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚĚŝĞƐĞůĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞǁŝůůďĞƵƐĞĚ
ŽŶƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚĨŽƌĨĞǁĞƌƚŚĂŶϮϬĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌĚĂǇƐƉĞƌĐĂůĞŶĚĂƌ
ǇĞĂƌ͘ dŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ŶŽƚ ĐŽŶƐĞĐƵƚŝǀĞůǇ ƵƐĞ ĚŝĨĨĞƌĞŶƚ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵ ƚŚĞ ƐĂŵĞ Žƌ Ă
ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƚŝĂůůǇ ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ ĨƵŶĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ ĂŶ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚ ƚŽ ƵƐĞ ƚŚŝƐ
ĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƚŽĐŝƌĐƵŵǀĞŶƚƚŚĞŝŶƚĞŶƚŽĨƚŚŝƐŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ͘

x

x
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dŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ďĞĞŶ ĂǁĂƌĚĞĚ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ďǇ ^YD Žƌ
ĂŶŽƚŚĞƌĂŐĞŶĐǇƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐŽŵĞŽƌĂůůŽĨƚŚĞĐŽƐƚƚŽ
ƌĞƚƌŽĨŝƚ͕ ƌĞƉŽǁĞƌ͕ Žƌ ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞ Ă ƉŝĞĐĞ ŽĨ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ͕ ďƵƚ ƚŚĞ ĨƵŶĚŝŶŐ ŚĂƐ ŶŽƚ ǇĞƚ ďĞĞŶ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ
ĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ ďĞǇŽŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛Ɛ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ĂƚƚĞŵƉƚĞĚ ŝŶ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĂŶĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĚƵĞ
ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ ƚŽ ůĞĂƐĞ Žƌ ƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵ ƌĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ Žƌ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚŚĂƚǁŽƵůĚĐŽŵƉůǇ͕ďƵƚƚŚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŽƌǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐ
ŶŽƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨ
ƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘

x

Project Design Features
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌůĞĂƐĞŽƌƐŚŽƌƚͲƚĞƌŵƌĞŶƚǁŝƚŚŝŶϭϮϬŵŝůĞƐŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ŚĂƐ ƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĂƚƚŚĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŽĨ
ƚŚŝƐĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶĂƉƉůǇ͘

Meridian Consultants
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x

/ĨĂŶǇŽĨƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐůŝƐƚĞĚďĞůŽǁĞǆŝƐƚĂŶĚƚŚĞ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ
ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƐŚĂůů ƐƵďŵŝƚ ĂŶ
ůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞWůĂŶ ƚŚĂƚŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞƐŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŽŶĂůĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ
Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĞƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĐĂŶ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ Ă ĐŽŵƉĂƌĂďůĞ ůĞǀĞů ŽĨ EKǆ
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ ĂƐ dŝĞƌ ϰͲĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ ĞŶŐŝŶĞƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘

Project Design Features
^ƵĐŚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ǁŝůů ďĞ ŽƵƚĨŝƚƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ĞƐƚ ǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ŽŶƚƌŽů
dĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ ĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ Ă ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ ŝƌ ZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ŽĂƌĚ
;ZͿͲĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ >ĞǀĞů ϯ ŝĞƐĞů WĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞ &ŝůƚĞƌƐ ;W&Ϳ͘ >ĞǀĞů ϯ
W& ĂƌĞ ĐĂƉĂďůĞ ŽĨ ĂĐŚŝĞǀŝŶŐ Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ϴϱ ƉĞƌĐĞŶƚ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŝŶ
ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞŵĂƚƚĞƌĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ŶǇĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƵƐĞĚ
ďǇƚŚĞĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞŶŽ
ůĞƐƐ ƚŚĂŶ ǁŚĂƚ ĐŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞĚ ďǇ &ŝŶĂů dŝĞƌ ϰ ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĨŽƌĂƐŝŵŝůĂƌůǇƐŝǌĞĚĞŶŐŝŶĞ͕ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ďǇƚŚĞZ͛Ɛ
ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘^ƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵůĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŵƵƐƚĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚĞƚŚĞĂďŝůŝƚǇ
ƚŽƐƵƉƉůǇƚŚĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĨŽƌƵƐĞƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ĂŶǇŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ
WƌŽũĞĐƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞǁŝůůŵĂŬĞĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞƚŽƚŚĞůĞĂĚĂŐĞŶĐǇĂŶĚ
^ŽƵƚŚĞƌŶĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŝƌYƵĂůŝƚǇDĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ;^YDͿĂ
ĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇŽĨĂůůŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕
ĞƋƵĂůƚŽŽƌŐƌĞĂƚĞƌƚŚĂŶϱϬŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌ͕ǁŚŝĐŚǁŝůůďĞƵƐĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ dŚĞ ŝŶǀĞŶƚŽƌǇ ǁŝůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƚŚĞ ŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌ ƌĂƚŝŶŐ͕
ĞŶŐŝŶĞ ƉƌŽĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǇĞĂƌ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚ dŝĞƌ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚ͘  ĐŽƉǇ ŽĨ ĞĂĐŚ ƵŶŝƚ͛Ɛ ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚ ƚŝĞƌ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ͕ ďĞƐƚ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĐŽŶƚƌŽůƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ;dͿĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚZŽƌ
^YDŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŽŶƐŝƚĞĂƚƚŚĞƚŝŵĞ
ŽĨ ŵŽďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ ĨŽƌ ĞĂĐŚ ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ƉŝĞĐĞ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘

Implementing
Party

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϱ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϰ

Monitoring
Party
Notes

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Timing
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĂƚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ^ŝƚĞ͕
ĂƐǁĞůůĂƐƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ƉƌŽƚŽĐŽůƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĂŶǇ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ
ĂŶĚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŽŶ
ĂŶŽŶͲŐŽŝŶŐďĂƐŝƐ͘WĞƌŝŽĚŝĐ
ƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐĂŶĚƉƌŽǀŝƐŝŽŶŽĨ
ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐďǇƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ĂŶĚĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐďǇ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇǁŽƵůĚďĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚŽŶ
ĂŶŽŶŐŽŝŶŐďĂƐŝƐĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

ƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĐŽŶĐƌĞƚĞͬŝŶĚƵƐƚƌŝĂů ƐĂǁƐ͕ ƉƵŵƉƐ͕ ĂĞƌŝĂů
ůŝĨƚƐ͕ ůŝŐŚƚ ƐƚĂŶĚƐ͕ Ăŝƌ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĨŽƌŬůŝĨƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞͲĨƵĞůĞĚ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ŶŽŶĚŝĞƐĞůͿ͘ WŽůĞ ƉŽǁĞƌ
ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŵĂǆŝŵƵŵ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ŝŶ ůŝĞƵ ŽĨ
ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘ /Ĩ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ
ĚŝĞƐĞůͲƉŽǁĞƌĞĚŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ŵƵƐƚďĞŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇ͕
ƐƵĐŚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŵƵƐƚďĞ&ŝŶĂůdŝĞƌϰĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
Žƌ ďĞƚƚĞƌ ĂŶĚ ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ϭϬϬ ĨĞĞƚ ĨƌŽŵ Ăŝƌ ƋƵĂůŝƚǇ
ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ ůĂŶĚ ƵƐĞƐ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞ
ĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ƉĂƌŬƐ͕ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘
ƚ Ă ŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ͕ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ ĐŽŵŵŝƚ ƚŽ ƵƐŝŶŐ
ϮϬϭϬŵŽĚĞůǇĞĂƌƚƌƵĐŬƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĚĞůŝǀĞƌǇƚƌƵĐŬƐĂŶĚƐŽŝů
ŝŵƉŽƌƚͬĞǆƉŽƌƚǁŝƚŚĂŐƌŽƐƐǀĞŚŝĐůĞǁĞŝŐŚƚƌĂƚŝŶŐŽĨĂƚůĞĂƐƚ
ϭϰ͕ϬϬϭƉŽƵŶĚƐͿ͕ŽƌďĞƐƚĐŽŵŵĞƌĐŝĂůůǇĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕
ƚŚĂƚ ŵĞĞƚ Z͛Ɛ ϮϬϭϬ ĞŶŐŝŶĞ ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ Ăƚ Ϭ͘Ϭϭ
ŐͬŚƉͲŚŽƵƌŽĨƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞŵĂƚƚĞƌĂŶĚϬ͘ϮϬŐͬŚƉͲŚŽƵƌŽĨEKǆ
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ Žƌ ŶĞǁĞƌ͕ ĐůĞĂŶĞƌ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ ƵŶůĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƐ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŚĞĐŝƌĐƵŵƐƚĂŶĐĞƐĞǆŝƐƚĂƐĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞĚ
ĂďŽǀĞĂŶĚƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐƵďŵŝƚƐƚŚĞWůĂŶ͘KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůů
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƌĞĐŽƌĚƐ ŽĨ Ăůů ƚƌƵĐŬƐ ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŽĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƚŚĂƚĞĂĐŚƚƌƵĐŬƵƐĞĚŵĞĞƚƐƚŚĞƐĞ

x

x

 ƉƵďůŝĐůǇ ǀŝƐŝďůĞ ƐŝŐŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉŽƐƚĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ĨĨĂŝƌƐ>ŝĂŝƐŽŶ͛ƐĐŽŶƚĂĐƚŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶƚŽĐŽŶƚĂĐƚƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐĚƵƐƚ
ĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚƐ͘ dŚĞ ŝƌ ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ͛Ɛ ƉŚŽŶĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ
ǀŝƐŝďůĞƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĐŽŵƉůŝĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŝŽŶƐ͘
ůů ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇƐ͕ ĚƌŝǀĞǁĂǇƐ͕ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ͕ ĞƚĐ͕͘ ďĞŝŶŐ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚ ĂƐ
ƉĂƌƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ ĂƐ ƐŽŽŶ ĂƐ
ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞ͖ŝŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ͕ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĂĚƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞůĂŝĚĂƐƐŽŽŶ
ĂƐƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂďůĞĂĨƚĞƌŐƌĂĚŝŶŐ͘
dŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ ĂůůŽǁ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞƐ ƚŽ
ĐŽŵŵƵƚĞĚƵƌŝŶŐŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬŚŽƵƌƐ͘
DĂŬĞ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ ĨŽƌ ŽŶͲƐŝƚĞ ůƵŶĐŚ ƚƌƵĐŬƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ĂƐ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞŵƉůŽǇĞĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƚƌŝƉƐ͘
ǀĞƌǇĞĨĨŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞŵĂĚĞƚŽƵƚŝůŝǌĞŐƌŝĚͲďĂƐĞĚĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐƉŽǁĞƌ
ĂƚĂŶǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŝƚĞ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ ƐŚĂůů ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ĂŶĚ ŽƉĞƌĂƚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĞǆŚĂƵƐƚ ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ ůů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ƉƌŽƉĞƌůǇ ƚƵŶĞĚ ĂŶĚ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ ŝŶ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŵĂŶƵĨĂĐƚƵƌĞƌ͛Ɛ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ĂŶĚ
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƉƌŽƉĞƌ ŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ͕ ŝŶ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞǁŝƚŚƚŚĞŵĂŶƵĨĂĐƚƵƌĞƌ͛ƐƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͕ƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŽŶƐŝƚĞ͘dĂŵƉĞƌŝŶŐǁŝƚŚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ƚŽŝŶĐƌĞĂƐĞŚŽƌƐĞƉŽǁĞƌŽƌƚŽĚĞĨĞĂƚĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĐŽŶƚƌŽůĚĞǀŝĐĞƐ
ŵƵƐƚďĞƉƌŽŚŝďŝƚĞĚ͘

x

x

x
x

x
x

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ZĞƋƵŝƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐ Žƌ ĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞůǇ ĨƵĞůĞĚ ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘
ŶĂƚƵƌĂů ŐĂƐͿ ƐǁĞĞƉĞƌƐ ǁŝƚŚ ŚŝŐŚͲĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƚĞ Ăŝƌ
;,WͿĨŝůƚĞƌƐ͘

x

Project Design Features
ĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘dŚĞŝƚǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƚŚŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚŝŶ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ ďŝĚ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞ ŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ͘
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐƐŚĂůůŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨĂůůƚƌƵĐŬƐĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚ
WƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƚŽĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƚŚĂƚĞĂĐŚƚƌƵĐŬƵƐĞĚŵĞĞƚƐ
ƚŚĞƐĞĞŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂŶĚŵĂŬĞƚŚĞƌĞĐŽƌĚƐĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĨŽƌ
ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ŐŽŽĚ ĨĂŝƚŚ ĞĨĨŽƌƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĚƵĞ ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐ ĞǆĐĞƉƚŝŽŶƐ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ǁƌŝƚƚĞŶ
ƌĞĐŽƌĚ;ƐͿ ŽĨ ŝŶƋƵŝƌŝĞƐ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ƉŚŽŶĞ ůŽŐƐͿ ƚŽ Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ƚŚƌĞĞ
ůĞĂƐŝŶŐͬƌĞŶƚĂůĐŽŵƉĂŶŝĞƐƚŚĂƚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽŶͲƌŽĂĚ
ƚƌƵĐŬƐ ĂŶĚ ŽĨĨͲƌŽĂĚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ
ĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇͬƵŶĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ ƚǇƉĞƐ ŽĨ
ƚƌƵĐŬͬĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͘ dŚĞ ŝƚǇ ǁŝůů͕ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŝŵĞͲƚŽͲƚŝŵĞ͕ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚ
ŝŶĚĞƉĞŶĚĞŶƚ ĂƵĚŝƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƐƵĐŚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ ĂŶĚ
ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ĨŽƌ ůĞĂƐĞͬƌĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Ă ϭϮϬͲŵŝůĞ ƌĂĚŝƵƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂƌĞĂ͕ ǁŚŝĐŚ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ ŝŶ ƌĞǀŝĞǁŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ
ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂďŝůŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ͛ƐŐŽŽĚĨĂŝƚŚĞĨĨŽƌƚƐĂŶĚĚƵĞ
ĚŝůŝŐĞŶĐĞ͘

x

Project Design Features

Implementing
Party

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϳ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϲ

Monitoring
Party

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

ZĞƋƵŝƌĞŝŶĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞďŝĚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ͕ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌƐ͕ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ ƚŽ ŶŽƚŝĨǇ Ăůů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ ƚŚĂƚ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŝĚůŝŶŐ ƚŝŵĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ŶŽ ůŽŶŐĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ĨŝǀĞ ŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
Z͛ƐƉŽůŝĐǇ͘&ŽƌĂŶǇŝĚůŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝƐĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚƚŽƚĂŬĞůŽŶŐĞƌ
ƚŚĂŶ ĨŝǀĞ ŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĞŶŐŝŶĞ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƐŚƵƚ ŽĨĨ͘ EŽƚŝĨǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀĞŶĚŽƌƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ŚĂƵů ƚƌƵĐŬ
ŽƉĞƌĂƚŽƌƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝĚůŝŶŐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĂƚƚŚĞƚŝŵĞƚŚĂƚƚŚĞ
ƉƵƌĐŚĂƐĞŽƌĚĞƌŝƐŝƐƐƵĞĚĂŶĚĂŐĂŝŶǁŚĞŶǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐĞŶƚĞƌƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚĂƌĞĂ͘dŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌ ĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĚƌŝǀĞƌƐƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚƚŚĞ
ǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝĚůŝŶŐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚ͕ƉŽƐƚƐŝŐŶƐĂƚƚŚĞƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĞŶƚƌǇ ŐĂƚĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂůŝŐŶŵĞŶƚ͕ ǁŚĞƌĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ͕ƐƚĂƚŝŶŐƚŚĂƚŝĚůŝŶŐůŽŶŐĞƌƚŚĂŶĨŝǀĞŵŝŶƵƚĞƐŝƐŶŽƚ
ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚ͘

dŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͛ƐĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĨĂĕĂĚĞŽĨƚŚĞ
ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ ǁŝůů ďĞ ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ƚŽ
ǀŝƐƵĂůůǇĐůĞĂƌƚŚĞƚŽƉŽĨƚŚĞŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͛ƐƚƌĞĞƚͲĨĂĐŝŶŐ

dŚĞ ĚŝŵĞŶƐŝŽŶƐ͕ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƉĂĐŝŶŐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ
ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĐŽůƵŵŶƐǁŝůůďĞƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚƚŚĞŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨǀŝĞǁƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͛ƐƚƌĞĞƚͲĨĂĐŝŶŐĨĂĕĂĚĞ;ƐͿǁŚĞŶǀŝĞǁĞĚ
ĨƌŽŵƚŚĞŽƉƚŝŵĂůǀŝĞǁƉŽŝŶƚƐǁŝůůďĞŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞĚ͘&ŽƌĨŝǀĞŽĨƚŚĞ
ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐͶ,ŽůǇ&ĂŝƚŚƉŝƐĐŽƉĂůŚƵƌĐŚ͕
ĨŽƌŵĞƌ hŶŝƚĞĚ ĂŶŬ ŽĨ ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ ;ŶŽǁ ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇ &ĞĚĞƌĂů
ĂŶŬͿ͕ ĨŽƌŵĞƌ &Žǆ dŚĞĂƚƌĞ͕ WƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ͕ ĂŶĚ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ WĂƌŬ ĞŵĞƚĞƌǇͶƚŚĞ ĨŝŶĂů WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŝƐ
ĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞůǇ ĂǀŽŝĚ ǀŝƐƵĂů ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐ ĨƌŽŵ
ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĐŽůƵŵŶƐ͘
&Žƌ ĨŝǀĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐͶƚŚĞ ĨŽƌŵĞƌ ĂŶŬ ŽĨ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ͕ĨŽƌŵĞƌ:͘͘WĞŶŶĞǇ͕ĂŶŬŽĨŵĞƌŝĐĂ͕ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵ͕
ĂŶĚ>ŝŐŚƚŚŽƵƐĞDĐŽƌŵŝĐŬDŽƌƚƵĂƌǇDŽƌƚƵĂƌǇͶǀŝĞǁƐƚŚĂƚ
ĂƌĞ ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞůǇ ƵŶŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ďǇ ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ ĐŽůƵŵŶƐ ĂƌĞ ŶŽƚ
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĨŽƌƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƚŽĐŽŶǀĞǇŝƚƐƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ͘ƐŵĂůů
ƉŽƌƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͛ ƉƌŝŵĂƌǇ ĨĂĕĂĚĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ŝŶƚĞƌŵŝƚƚĞŶƚůǇ ŽďƐĐƵƌĞĚ ĚĞƉĞŶĚŝŶŐ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ǀŝĞǁĞƌ͘ ,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ ĚƵĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƐĐĂůĞ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƐĞƚďĂĐŬ ŽĨ ƚŚĞƐĞ
ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ƚŚĞŝƌ ƉƌŝŵĂƌǇ ĨĂĕĂĚĞƐ ǁŝůů ƌĞŵĂŝŶ ƌĞĂĚŝůǇ
ĚŝƐĐĞƌŶĂďůĞ͘

x

x
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4.5 Energy

ƚƚŚĞĨŽƌŵĞƌ&ŽǆdŚĞĂƚƌĞ͕ĂŶĚĨŽƌϭϬϬĨĞĞƚŽŶĞŝƚŚĞƌƐŝĚĞŽĨ
ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͕ ƚŚĞ ŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶ ;ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚƉůĂŶĞƚŽƚŚĞƵŶĚĞƌƐŝĚĞŽĨƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞͿǁŝůů
ďĞ Ă ŵŝŶŝŵƵŵ ŽĨ ϱϮ ĨĞĞƚ ĨƌŽŵ ŐƌĂĚĞ ŝŶ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞ
ƵŶŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚ ǀŝĞǁƐ ŽĨ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ŝƚƐ
ŵŽŶƵŵĞŶƚĂůƐŝŐŶƉǇůŽŶ͘

x

Project Design Features
ĨĂĕĂĚĞ;ƐͿ ǁŚĞŶ ǀŝĞǁĞĚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ŽƉƚŝŵĂů ǀŝĞǁƉŽŝŶƚƐ͘ dŚĞ
ĨŝŶĂů WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚĞƐŝŐŶ ŝƐ ĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞ ŶŽ ǀŝƐƵĂů
ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨĂŶǇŽĨƚŚĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂůƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐĨƌŽŵ
ƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

x

dŚĞĨŝŶĂůWƌŽũĞĐƚĚĞƐŝŐŶŵƵƐƚĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĚĞƐŝŐŶǀĂƌŝĂďůĞƐ;ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͕ǁŝĚƚŚŽĨŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇ͕ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞŽĨƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĨƌŽŵ
ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ ĚŝŵĞŶƐŝŽŶƐ͕ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ƐƉĂĐŝŶŐ ŽĨ
ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĐŽůƵŵŶƐͿĂŶĚƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞǀĂƌŝĂďůĞƐ;ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ͛ƐŚĞŝŐŚƚ͕ƐĐĂůĞ͕
ŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨƐƚƌĞĞƚͲĨĂĐŝŶŐĨĂĐĂĚĞƐ͕ǁŝĚƚŚŽĨƉƌŝŵĂƌǇĨĂĕĂĚĞ͕ĨƌŽŶƚ
ƐĞƚďĂĐŬ͕ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ŽǀĞƌŚĂŶĚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ͕ ĂŶĚ
ǀŝĞǁƉŽŝŶƚƐĨƌŽŵǁŚŝĐŚƚŚĞƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞĐĂŶďĞƐƚďĞĚŝƐĐĞƌŶĞĚŝŶŝƚƐ
ĞŶƚŝƌĞƚǇͿ͘dŚĞĨŝŶĂůWƌŽũĞĐƚĚĞƐŝŐŶƐŚĂůůĞŶƐƵƌĞŵŝŶŝŵĂůŝŵƉĂĐƚƐƚŽ
ƚŚĞ ƐĞƚƚŝŶŐ ŽĨ ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ ĂŶĚ ůŝƚƚůĞ Žƌ ŶŽ ǀŝƐƵĂů
ŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͛Ɛ ƐƚƌĞĞƚͲĨĂĐŝŶŐ ĨĂĕĂĚĞƐ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ
ŽƉƚŝŵĂů ǀŝĞǁƉŽŝŶƚƐ͘ /Ŷ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ŵĞĞƚ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĂŶĐĞͲďĂƐĞĚ
ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĞƐŝŐŶ &ĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞĨŝŶĂůWƌŽũĞĐƚĚĞƐŝŐŶ͗
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4.4 Cultural Resources

x

Project Design Features

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϵ


:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ



Monitoring
Party

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϯϴ


:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ



Monitoring
Party

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party





Timing



Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022



Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

ŶĞƌŐǇĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚĚĞƐŝŐŶ
ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƐŚŽǁŶŽŶ



Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

'ƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĂŶĚƐƵƉƉŽƌƚĐŽůƵŵŶ 
ĚĞƐŝŐŶ͕ĞůĞǀĂƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞ
ĨƌŽŵŬŶŽǁŶƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƐŚŽǁŶŽŶďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞd^͕ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

tĂƚĞƌ ĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ Ͳ /Ŷ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ĞǆĐĞƐƐŝǀĞ ǁĂƚĞƌ
ĐŽŶƐƵŵƉƚŝŽŶ͕ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ĂŶĚ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ Žƌ ĞůŝŵŝŶĂƚĞ ƉŽƚĂďůĞ
ǁĂƚĞƌƵƐĞŝŶĚŽŽƌƐĂŶĚŝŶůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞĂƌĞĂƐ͘
DĂƚĞƌŝĂůŽŶƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶŶĚZĞƐŽƵƌĐĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇͲ/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ƚŚĞ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ĨƌŽŵ ƚŚĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐŚŽƵůĚŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞƵƐĞ
ŽĨ ǀŝƌŐŝŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͘ dŚŝƐ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ĂĐĐŽŵƉůŝƐŚĞĚ ďǇ ŝŶĐƌĞĂƐŝŶŐ
ƚŚĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ƌĞƵƐĞĚ͕ ƌĞĐǇĐůĞĚ͕ ƌĂƉŝĚůǇ
ƌĞŶĞǁĂďůĞ͕ ůŽĐĂůůǇ ƐŽƵƌĐĞĚ͕ ĂŶĚ ĚƵƌĂďůĞ͘ /Ŷ ŽƌĚĞƌ ƚŽ
ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ƚŚĞ ďĞƐƚ ĂƉƉƌŽĂĐŚ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ŽǀĞƌĂůů
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂů ŝŵƉĂĐƚ ĨƌŽŵ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ Ă ůŝĨĞ ĐǇĐůĞ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ;>ͿĐŽƵůĚďĞƵƐĞĚ͘
ŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚĂůYƵĂůŝƚǇͲ/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽƉƌŽƚĞĐƚĂŶĚĞŶŚĂŶĐĞƚŚĞ
ŚĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚĐŽŵĨŽƌƚŽĨŽĐĐƵƉĂŶƚƐ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐŚŽƵůĚƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ
Ă ŚŝŐŚ ƋƵĂůŝƚǇ͕ ƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĂďůĞ ŝŶĚŽŽƌ ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƐ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ ƚŽ ŵĂǆŝŵŝǌĞ ŶĂƚƵƌĂů ĚĂǇůŝŐŚƚŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ǀŝĞǁƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ŽƵƚĚŽŽƌƐ ǁŚĞƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ /ŶĚŽŽƌ ƐƉĂĐĞƐ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ƵƐĞ ŚŝŐŚ
ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ Ăŝƌ ĨŝůƚƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ĐƌĞĂƚĞ Ă ĐŽŵĨŽƌƚĂďůĞ
ŝŶĚŽŽƌĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚ͘DĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĂŶĚƐǇƐƚĞŵƐƐŚŽƵůĚ
ďĞ ƐĞůĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ǁŝůů ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĨŽƌ Ă ŚĞĂůƚŚǇ ŝŶĚŽŽƌ
ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚ͘

x

x

x

,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ DĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ŽŶƚŝŶŐĞŶĐǇ WůĂŶ ʹ WƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ Ă ƉůĂŶ ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ
ĚŝƐĐŽǀĞƌǇŽĨƵŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚƵŶĚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚƐƚŽƌĂŐĞƚĂŶŬƐ;h^dƐͿ͕
ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ƉĞƚƌŽůĞƵŵŚǇĚƌŽĐĂƌďŽŶƐ͕ŽƌŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ
Žƌ ƐŽůŝĚ ǁĂƐƚĞƐ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ dŚŝƐ WůĂŶ
ƐŚĂůů ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ h^d ĚĞĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶŝŶŐ͕ ĨŝĞůĚ ƐĐƌĞĞŶŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ƚĞƐƚŝŶŐ ŵĞƚŚŽĚƐ͕ ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂŶƚ ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ
ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕ĂŶĚŚĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚƐĂĨĞƚǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞ
ŶŽĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞƚŽŚĂǌĂƌĚƐŽƌŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐŽĐĐƵƌƐŽŶƐŝƚĞ
ĂŶĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞĂŶǇŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂƌĞƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽůĞǀĞůƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
^Žŝů DĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ʹ ĨƚĞƌ ĨŝŶĂů ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƉůĂŶƐ ĂƌĞ
ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ƐŚŽǁŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ůĂƚĞƌĂů ĂŶĚ ǀĞƌƚŝĐĂů ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ŽĨ ƐŽŝů
ĞǆĐĂǀĂƚŝŽŶĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂƌĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ͕ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĂ^Žŝů
DĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ WůĂŶ ƚŽ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ ƐŽŝů ƌĞƵƐĞ ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͕ ĚĞĨŝŶĞ Ă
ƐĂŵƉůŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ĨŽƌ ƐƚŽĐŬƉŝůĞĚ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͕ ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞ ƚŚĞ
ĚŝƐƉŽƐŝƚŝŽŶŽĨŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐƚŚĂƚĚŽŶŽƚƐĂƚŝƐĨǇƚŚĞƌĞƵƐĞĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͕
ĂŶĚƐƉĞĐŝĨǇŐƵŝĚĞůŝŶĞƐĨŽƌŝŵƉŽƌƚĞĚŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ͘
,ĞĂůƚŚ ĂŶĚ ^ĂĨĞƚǇ WůĂŶ ʹ WƌŝŽƌ ƚŽ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞ Ă

x

x

x
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ƵŝůĚŝŶŐĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶWůĂŶʹWƌŝŽƌƚŽĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽĐĐƵƌƌŝŶŐ͕
ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĂŶĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĂůůďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐďƵŝůƚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽϭϵϴϬƚŽ
ďĞ ĚĞŵŽůŝƐŚĞĚ ƚŽ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞƐĞŶĐĞ ŽĨ ĂƐďĞƐƚŽƐ
ĐŽŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ;DƐͿ ĂŶĚ ůĞĂĚͲďĂƐĞĚ ƉĂŝŶƚ ;>WͿ͘
ZĞŵĞĚŝĂƚŝŽŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĚĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞƐĞ ĞǀĂůƵĂƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ŶŽ
DƐŽƌ>WƌĞŵĂŝŶƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂŶĚƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞDƐĂŶĚ>WĂƌĞ
ƌĞŵŽǀĞĚƚŽůĞǀĞůƐĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚĨŽƌƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘

x

dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĞƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ
ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ĨŽƌ ĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌŝŶŐ ŚĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

PDF HAZ-1 Hazardous Materials Program (CCP)

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Project Design Features

Meridian Consultants
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dŽ ĂĐŚŝĞǀĞ ĞŶĞƌŐǇ ƵƐĞ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ƉĂƐƐŝǀĞ ƐƚƌĂƚĞŐŝĞƐ ƚĂŬŝŶŐ
ĂĚǀĂŶƚĂŐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ĨĂǀŽƌĂďůĞ ůŽĐĂů ĐůŝŵĂƚĞ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ
ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ ǁŚĞƌĞ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ dŚĞ ƵƐĞ ŽĨ ƐŽůĂƌ ĐĂŶŽƉŝĞƐ ĂƐ
ƐŚĂĚĞƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐŝŶĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶƚŽƌŽŽĨͲŵŽƵŶƚĞĚƐŽůĂƌŝƐĂŶŽƚŚĞƌ
ĞŶĞƌŐǇƐĂǀŝŶŐƐƚƌĂƚĞŐǇ͘

x

x


:WͬWt


ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϭ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϬ

Monitoring
Party
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

Implementing
Party

Implementing
Party
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ
ŶĞƌŐǇ ĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ Ͳ tŚĞƌĞ ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ ŶĞƌŐǇ ĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ
^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐĂƉƉůǇ͕ƚŚĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐŚŽƵůĚďĞŵŽƌĞĞŶĞƌŐǇĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ
ƚŚĂŶĂůůŽǁĞĚ͘&ŽƌĞŶĞƌŐǇͲƵƐŝŶŐĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚŶŽƚŐŽǀĞƌŶĞĚďǇ
ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂŶĞƌŐǇĨĨŝĐŝĞŶĐǇ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ďĞƐƚĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞĞŶĞƌŐǇ
ĞĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐŝĞƐ ƐŚŽƵůĚ ďĞ ƵƐĞĚ͘ ĚǀĂŶĐĞĚ
ĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶŝŶŐŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ ƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚƚŽ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐĂƌĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐĂƐĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ͘

Project Design Features

Timing

Notes



















ͲƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
^ĂĨĞƚǇƚŽĐŽŶĨŝƌŵ
ƚŚĂƚ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽ
ƌŚĂƐƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚ
^DW͕ĂŶĚƚŚĂƚ
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ
ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇĂŐĞŶĐǇ
ŚĂƐĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚŝƚ



Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

/ĨĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂƚĞĚƐŽŝůƐŽƌ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌŝƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ͕
ŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ
ƐŚĂůůŶŽƚƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĐĞƵŶƚŝů
ƌĞŵĞĚŝĂƚŝŽŶŝƐĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚĂŶĚ
Ă͞ŶŽĨƵƌƚŚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶ͟ůĞƚƚĞƌŝƐ
ŽďƚĂŝŶĞĚŽƌĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶŝƐ
ŽƚŚĞƌǁŝƐĞŐŝǀĞŶĨƌŽŵƚŚĞ

/ĨƵŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŽƌƐƵƐƉĞĐƚĞĚ
ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂƚĞĚƐŽŝůƐŽƌ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚǁĂƚĞƌŝƐĞŶĐŽƵŶƚĞƌĞĚ͕
ĂŶǇĨƵƌƚŚĞƌŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ
ĂĐĐŽƌĚŝŶŐƚŽĂƐŝƚĞͲƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĐ
ŚĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚƐĂĨĞƚǇƉůĂŶĂŶĚƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇƐŚĂůůďĞŶŽƚŝĨŝĞĚŽĨƚŚŝƐ
ĐŽŶƚĂŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͘

/ŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƚŚĞƉůĂŶƐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŽŶͲŐŽŝŶŐĨŽƌƚŚĞ
ĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

ƵŝůĚŝŶŐĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶWůĂŶ͕
,ĂǌĂƌĚŽƵƐDĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
ŽŶƚŝŶŐĞŶĐǇWůĂŶ͕^Žŝů
DĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚWůĂŶ͕ĂŶĚ,ĞĂůƚŚ
ĂŶĚ^ĂĨĞƚǇWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚĂŶĚƐƵďŵŝƚƚĞĚƉƌŝŽƌ
ƚŽŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇƉĞƌŵŝƚƐďǇ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇŽĨ/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĨŽƌ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚĚŝƐƚƵƌďŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĨŽƌ
ĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘
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Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉůĂŶƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͕
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌƚŚĞd^͘

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

ůů ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĞƋƵŝƉƉĞĚ ǁŝƚŚ ŽƉƚŝŵĂů ŵƵĨĨůĞƌ
ƐǇƐƚĞŵƐ͖
hƐĞƐŽůĂƌ͕ďĂƚƚĞƌǇƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ͕ŽƌŚǇďƌŝĚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌ
ƉƌĂĐƚŝĐĂů͖
>ŽĐĂƚĞƐƚĂŐŝŶŐĂƌĞĂƐĂƐĨĂƌĂǁĂǇĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƐ
ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͖
>ŽĐĂƚĞ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ ĂƐ ĨĂƌ ĂǁĂǇ ĨƌŽŵ ƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĂƐĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͖
ŶĐůŽƐĞƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇŶŽŝƐĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚŝĞƐĞůͲŽƌŐĂƐŽůŝŶĞͲ
ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂů ďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐ ǁŚĞƌĞ
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇĂŶĚƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͖

x

x
x
x

/ŵƉĂĐƚ ƚŽŽůƐ ;ŝ͘Ğ͕͘ ũĂĐŬ ŚĂŵŵĞƌƐ͕ ƉĂǀĞŵĞŶƚ ďƌĞĂŬĞƌƐ͕ ĂŶĚ
ƌŽĐŬĚƌŝůůƐͿƵƐĞĚĨŽƌƉƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐŚĂůůďĞŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐĂůůǇ
Žƌ ĞůĞĐƚƌŝĐĂůůǇ ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚ ǁŚĞƌĞǀĞƌ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ĂǀŽŝĚ ŶŽŝƐĞ
ĂƐƐŽĐŝĂƚĞĚǁŝƚŚĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚĂŝƌĞǆŚĂƵƐƚĨƌŽŵƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐĂůůǇ
ƉŽǁĞƌĞĚƚŽŽůƐ͘tŚĞƌĞƵƐĞŽĨƉŶĞƵŵĂƚŝĐƚŽŽůƐŝƐƵŶĂǀŽŝĚĂďůĞ͕
ĂŶ ĞǆŚĂƵƐƚ ŵƵĨĨůĞƌ ŽŶ ƚŚĞ ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ Ăŝƌ ĞǆŚĂƵƐƚ ĂŶĚ
ĞǆƚĞƌŶĂůũĂĐŬĞƚƐƐŚĂůůďĞƵƐĞĚǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞƚŽůŽǁĞƌŶŽŝƐĞ
ůĞǀĞůƐ͘YƵŝĞƚĞƌƉƌŽĐĞĚƵƌĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞƵƐĞĚ͕ƐƵĐŚĂƐĚƌŝůůƐƌĂƚŚĞƌ
ƚŚĂŶŝŵƉĂĐƚĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͘ĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůůǇ͕ƵƐĞ
ŽĨ ͞ƋƵŝĞƚ͟ ƉŝůĞ ĚƌŝǀŝŶŐ ƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ ;ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĂƵŐĞƌ
ĚŝƐƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƚŝŽŶͿ͕ǁŚĞƌĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞŝŶĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ŐĞŽƚĞĐŚŶŝĐĂů ĂŶĚ ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĞĚ͘
ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ /ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚ hŶŝĨŝĞĚ ^ĐŚŽŽů ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ
ĂĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŽƌƐƚŽĂǀŽŝĚĚŝƐƌƵƉƚŝǀĞŶŽŝƐĞĚƵƌŝŶŐƐĐŚŽŽůŚŽƵƌƐ͘

x

x

/Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ ůĞǀĞů ;ĚͿ ŝƐ ĞǆĐĞĞĚĞĚ͕
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇ ŚĂůƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ

x
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 ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƉůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ
ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ tĂƌŶŝŶŐ ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ĚĞĨŝŶĞĚ ƚŚĂƚ ĂƌĞ ϱ Ě ďĞůŽǁ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůŝŵŝƚƐ ƚŽ
ĂůůŽǁ ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚ ƚŝŵĞ ĨŽƌ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌ ƚŽ ƚĂŬĞ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŽ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞ͘ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƚŚĂƚĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐĂůůĂůĂƌŵƐ
ĂŶĚ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ƚĂŬĞŶ ƚŽ ĐŽŵƉůǇ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞƐĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŝƚǇƵƉŽŶƌĞƋƵĞƐƚ͘

x

/ŶŽƌĚĞƌƚŽĞŶƐƵƌĞƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐǁŝůůďĞďĞůŽǁƚŚĞ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ ƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚ ŝŶƚŽ
ƚŚĞWůĂŶ͗

WŽůĞƉŽǁĞƌƐŚĂůůďĞƵƚŝůŝǌĞĚƚŽƚŚĞŵĂǆŝŵƵŵĞǆƚĞŶƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ
ŝŶůŝĞƵŽĨŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŽƌƐ͘

x

Project Design Features
ƐŚĞĚ Žƌ ďĂƌƌŝĞƌ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ŵƵĨĨůĞĚ ĂŶĚ
ůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚůĞĂƐƚϭϬϬĨĞĞƚĨƌŽŵƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞůĂŶĚƵƐĞƐ;Ğ͘Ő͕͘
ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶĐĞƐ͕ ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͕ ĐŚŝůĚĐĂƌĞ ĐĞŶƚĞƌƐ͕ ŚŽƐƉŝƚĂůƐ͕ ƉĂƌŬƐ͕
ŽƌƐŝŵŝůĂƌƵƐĞƐͿ͕ǁŚĞŶĞǀĞƌƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘

Meridian Consultants
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 /Ĩ ƐƚĂƚŝŽŶĂƌǇ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ ĐĂŶŶŽƚ ďĞ ĞŶĐůŽƐĞĚ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ Ă

&Žƌ ĂŶǇ ŝĚůŝŶŐ ƚŚĂƚ ŝƐ ĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚĂŬĞ ůŽŶŐĞƌ ƚŚĂŶ ĨŝǀĞ
ŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͕ƚŚĞĞŶŐŝŶĞƐŚĂůůďĞƐŚƵƚŽĨĨ͖

x

x

/ŶƐƚĂůů ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ŶŽŝƐĞ ďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐ ƚŚĂƚ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ƐŽƵŶĚ Ăƚ
ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͖

x

 ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ EŽŝƐĞ ŽŶƚƌŽů WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ŝŶ
ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚĂŶĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůͬǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨWƵďůŝĐtŽƌŬƐƉƌŝŽƌ
ƚŽĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐĚĞŵŽŶƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ
ƚŚĂƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ůĞǀĞůƐ ǁŝůů ďĞ ďĞůŽǁ &ĞĚĞƌĂů dƌĂŶƐŝƚ
ĚŵŝŶŝƐƚƌĂƚŝŽŶ ;&dͿ͛Ɛ 'ĞŶĞƌĂů ƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ EŽŝƐĞ
ƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ͘ dŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŶŽŝƐĞ ƌĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ
ƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞĚŝŶƚŽƚŚĞƉůĂŶ͗

PDF-NOISE-1 Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)

4.10 Noise



Project Design Features
,ĞĂůƚŚĂŶĚ^ĂĨĞƚǇWůĂŶƚŽĂĚĚƌĞƐƐƚŚĞƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůĨŽƌĞǆƉŽƐƵƌĞ
ƚŽƚŚĞĐŽŶƐƚŝƚƵĞŶƚƐŽĨĐŽŶĐĞƌŶŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚŝŶƚŚĞůŝŵŝƚĞĚWŚĂƐĞ
//^͘

Implementing
Party


:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ


ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ͕
ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ĨĨĂŝƌƐ>ŝĂŝƐŽŶ

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϯ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϮ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party


ĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂů
ĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚƌĞƚĂŝŶĞĚ
ďǇ
ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬKƉĞƌĂƚŽ
ƌƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁ
ĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůďǇ
WtͲŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶƚŽĐŽŶĨŝƌŵ
ƚŚĂƚĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĞŚĂƐ
ƌĞƋƵŝƐŝƚĞĞǆƉĞƌƚŝƐĞ͘
dŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůů
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĂ
ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĨĨĂŝƌƐ
>ŝĂŝƐŽŶƚŽďĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϮϰŚŽƵƌƐƚŽĂŶǇ
ůŽĐĂůĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚŽƌ
ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶĂďŽƵƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ǁĞďƐŝƚĞ
ǁŝůůďĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ
ǁŝƚŚƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ĨŽƌƚŚĞŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ĨĨĂŝƌƐ>ŝĂŝƐŽŶ͘
ƚŽůůͲĨƌĞĞƉŚŽŶĞůŝŶĞ

Notes

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes
;ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞϮϰŚŽƵƌƐ
ĂĚĂǇͿĂŶĚǁĞďƐŝƚĞ
ǁŝůůďĞŵĂĚĞĂƉĂƌƚ
ŽĨĂůůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŶŽƚŝĐĞƐĂŶĚƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƉŽƐƚĞĚŝŶ
ƉƌŽŵŝŶĞŶƚƉƵďůŝĐ
ĨĂĐŝŶŐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂƌŽƵŶĚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƌĞĂĂŶĚŝŶ
ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƉƵďůŝĐ
ƐƉĂĐĞƐ͘

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞŽŶƚƌŽů
WůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚŽƌ
ƵƉĚĂƚĞĚĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽ
ƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐďǇƚŚĞ
ŝƚǇĨŽƌĞĂĐŚƐŝƚĞŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨ
ƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘dŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶEŽŝƐĞ
ŽŶƚƌŽůWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĨŽƌƚŚĞĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘



Timing
ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇĂŐĞŶĐǇ
ƚŚĂƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĐĂŶ
ƌĞĐŽŵŵĞŶĐĞ͘

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

 WŚŽƚŽƐŽĨĐƵƌƌĞŶƚĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐŽĨďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐĂŶĚƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ
ƚŚĂƚĐŽƵůĚďĞĚĂŵĂŐĞĚĨƌŽŵĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘dŚŝƐ
ĐƌĂĐŬƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞƉŚŽƚŽƐŽĨĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐĐƌĂĐŬƐĂŶĚ

WƌĞͲĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶĂŶĚŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƚŚĂƚŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐďƵƚŝƐ
ŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽ͗

 dŚĞ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ƐŚĂůů ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƚŝŶƵŽƵƐůǇ ƐƚŽƌĞ ƚŚĞ ƉĞĂŬ ƉĂƌƚŝĐůĞ ǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇ ;WWsͿ ŝŶ
ŝŶĐŚĞƐͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ͘sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĚĂƚĂƐŚĂůůďĞƐƚŽƌĞĚŽŶĂŽŶĞͲ

 ZĞŐƵůĂƌůǇ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚ ĂŶĚ ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚ ĐƌĂĐŬ ŐĂƵŐĞƐ͕
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶŝŶŐƌĞĐŽƌĚƐŽĨƚŚĞƐĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ
ŝŶƉŽƐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƌĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐ͘'ĂƵŐĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶƐƉĞĐƚĞĚ
ĞǀĞƌǇƚǁŽǁĞĞŬƐ͕ŽƌŵŽƌĞĨƌĞƋƵĞŶƚůǇĚƵƌŝŶŐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨ
ĂĐƚŝǀĞ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂĐƚŝŽŶƐ ŝŶ ĐůŽƐĞ ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ ƚŽ ĐƌĂĐŬ
ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌƐ͘

 sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ WůĂŶ ƵƌŝŶŐ ĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƚŚĂƚ
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞƐƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

x

 ůŝŶĞĂŶĚŐƌĂĚĞƉƌĞͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵƌǀĞǇĂƚƚŚĞĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐƐŚĂůůďĞĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ͘

 ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞ ƚŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ĂŶĚ ƉůĂĐĞŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ƐĞŶƐŽƌƐĂƚƚŚĞĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐŝŶĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚĂ
ƋƵĂůŝĨŝĞĚ ĂƌĐŚŝƚĞĐƚ͘ dŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ ƵŶŝƚƐ ĂŶĚ ƚŚĞ
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞƐĞ ƐĞŶƐŽƌƐ ƐŚĂůů ƚĂŬĞ ŝŶƚŽ ĂĐĐŽƵŶƚ
ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ƚŽ
ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ƚŚĂƚ ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ĐĂŶ ďĞ ƚĂŬĞŶ
ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ůĞǀĞůƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĐŽƵƌƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ ĂŶĚ ŝĨͬǁŚĞŶ ůĞǀĞůƐ ĞǆĐĞĞĚ ƚŚĞ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ
ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ͘

 ƌĂĐŬ ŐĂƵŐĞƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŝŶƐƚĂůůĞĚ ŽŶ ŵƵůƚŝƉůĞ
ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ͕ ƉĂƌƚŝĐƵůĂƌůǇ ŽŶ ƐŝĚĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐĨĂĐŝŶŐƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͘

 /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƚŝǀĞ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ǁĂůůƐ ŽĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͕ŝĨĂŶǇ͕ĂŶĚŝŶƐƚĂůůĐƌĂĐŬŐĂƵŐĞƐŽŶƐƵĐŚǁĂůůƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ ƚŽ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞ ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ ŝŶ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐƉƌŽũĞĐƚĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘

Project Design Features
ŽƚŚĞƌŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŽŶŽƌĂƚƚŚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇĞĚ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘/ŵĂŐĞƐŽĨŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƐŚĂůůďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ
ŝĨƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘WŚŽƚŽƐŝŶƚŚĞƌĞƉŽƌƚƐŚĂůůďĞůĂďĞůůĞĚŝŶĚĞƚĂŝů
ĂŶĚĚĂƚĞĚ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

x

WƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞŽĨĂŶǇĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŵŝƚĨŽƌ
ĞĂĐŚ ƉŚĂƐĞ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ Ă ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶ
WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ Ăƚ
ŶĞĂƌďǇƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐĨƌŽŵǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĐƌĞĂƚĞĚďǇĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ dŚĞ WůĂŶ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚ ŝŶ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ Ă
ĐĞƌƚŝĨŝĞĚĂĐŽƵƐƚŝĐĂůͬǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĐŽŶƐƵůƚĂŶƚĂŶĚƐŚĂůůďĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐŝƌĞĐƚŽƌŽĨWƵďůŝĐtŽƌŬƐ͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůŝŶĐůƵĚĞďƵƚŶŽƚ
ďĞ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ ƚŽ ĞŶƐƵƌĞ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ĨƌŽŵ
ŐƌŽƵŶĚďŽƌŶĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶĂƌĞůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶƚ͗

PDF NOISE-2 Construction Vibration Reduction Plan (CCP)



 DŽĚŝĨǇŝŶŐ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĚĂŵƉĞŶŝŶŐ ŽĨ ŵĞƚĂů
ƐƵƌĨĂĐĞƐ Žƌ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƌĞĚĞƐŝŐŶ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ŵĞƚĂůͲƚŽͲŵĞƚĂů
ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘

 KƉĞƌĂƚĞĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚĂƚƚŚĞůŽǁĞƐƚƉŽƐƐŝďůĞƉŽǁĞƌůĞǀĞůƐ͘

 ZĞĚƵĐŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƐƉĞĞĚ Žƌ ŝŶƚĞŶƐŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŽĨ ŚĞĂǀǇͲĚƵƚǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚďĞŝŶŐŽƉĞƌĂƚĞĚƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇ͘

 ,ĂůƚŝŶŐͬƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŝŶ
ĐĞƌƚĂŝŶůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ͖

Project Design Features
ǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇŽĨƚŚĞĂƌĞĂǁŚĞƌĞƚŚĞĞǆĐĞĞĚĂŶĐĞŽĐĐƵƌƐ͘dŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ
ŽĨƚŚĞŶŽŝƐĞĞǆĐĞĞĚŝŶŐƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƐŚĂůůďĞŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ
ĨŽůůŽǁĞĚďǇĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŽďĞŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ
ďĞůŽǁƚŚĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͘EŽŝƐĞŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐƐŚĂůů
ďĞŐĂƚŚĞƌĞĚĂĨƚĞƌĂĐƚŝŽŶƐĂƌĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽǀĞƌŝĨǇŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐĂƌĞ
ďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůďĞĨŽƌĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘
dŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐĂƌĞĞǆĂŵƉůĞƐŽĨĂĐƚŝŽŶƐƚŚĂƚĐĂŶďĞƚĂŬĞŶƚŽ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůƐ͗

Implementing
Party

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϱ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϰ

:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

Monitoring
Party

dŚĞŝƚǇǁŝůů
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĂ
ŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇĨĨĂŝƌƐ
>ŝĂŝƐŽŶƚŽďĞ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶĚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ϮϰŚŽƵƌƐƚŽĂŶǇ
ůŽĐĂůĐŽŵƉůĂŝŶƚŽƌ
ƋƵĞƐƚŝŽŶĂďŽƵƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ǁĞďƐŝƚĞ
ǁŝůůďĞĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĞĚ
ǁŝƚŚƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƚĂĐƚŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ

Notes

Timing

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes
ĨŽƌƚŚĞŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ĨĨĂŝƌƐ>ŝĂŝƐŽŶ͘
ƚŽůůͲĨƌĞĞƉŚŽŶĞůŝŶĞ
;ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞϮϰŚŽƵƌƐ
ĂĚĂǇͿĂŶĚǁĞďƐŝƚĞ
ǁŝůůďĞŵĂĚĞĂƉĂƌƚ
ŽĨĂůůĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŶŽƚŝĐĞƐĂŶĚƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƉŽƐƚĞĚŝŶ
ƉƌŽŵŝŶĞŶƚƉƵďůŝĐ
ĨĂĐŝŶŐůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ĂƌŽƵŶĚƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƌĞĂĂŶĚŝŶ
ĂĚũĂĐĞŶƚƉƵďůŝĐ
ƐƉĂĐĞƐ͘

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ƉƌĞƉĂƌĞĚŽƌƵƉĚĂƚĞĚĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƚŚĞŝƐƐƵĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨĂŶǇƉĞƌŵŝƚƐĨŽƌĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇĨŽƌĞĂĐŚ
ƐŝƚĞŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘dŚĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ
ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶsŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ZĞĚƵĐƚŝŽŶWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚĨŽƌƚŚĞĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶ
ŽĨWƌŽũĞĐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

dŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ ƌŝƐŬ ŽĨ ƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂů ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĂů ĂŶĚ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ
ĚĂŵĂŐĞ͗
 >ŝŵŝƚ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉŝůĞ ĚƌŝǀŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇ ƌŽůůĞƌ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚǇ ƚŽ ŶŽƚ ďĞ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ϱϱ ĨĞĞƚ ĂŶĚ ϯϬ ĨĞĞƚ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ŶĞĂƌĞƐƚŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌ͕ƌĞƐƉĞĐƚŝǀĞůǇ͘

 WĞƌĨŽƌŵ ƌĞƉĂŝƌƐ ƚŽ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ ŝĨ ĚĂŵĂŐĞ ŝƐ ĐĂƵƐĞĚ ďǇ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ŵŽǀĞŵĞŶƚ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ ZĞƉĂŝƌƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ
ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ͕ĨŽƌĞǆĂŵƉůĞ͕ĐƌĂĐŬƐƚŚĂƚĞǆƉĂŶĚĞĚĂƐĂƌĞƐƵůƚŽĨ
ƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂůĚĂŵĂŐĞǀŝƐŝďůĞŝŶƉŽƐƚͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ͕ Žƌ ŚŽůĞƐ Žƌ ĐŽŶŶĞĐƚŝŽŶ ƉŽŝŶƚƐ ƚŚĂƚ ǁĞƌĞ
ŶĞĞĚĞĚ ĨŽƌ ƐŚŽƌŝŶŐ Žƌ ƐƚĂďŝůŝǌĂƚŝŽŶ͘ ZĞƉĂŝƌƐ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚůǇƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽƉƌŽũĞĐƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚǁŝůůŶŽƚĂƉƉůǇƚŽ
ŐĞŶĞƌĂů ƌĞŚĂďŝůŝƚĂƚŝŽŶ Žƌ ƌĞƐƚŽƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘

WŽƐƚͲŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶZĞƉŽƌƚŝŶŐĂŶĚZĞƉĂŝƌƐ͗
 WƌŽǀŝĚĞ Ă ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŚŝĞĨ ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ KĨĨŝĐŝĂů
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ĐƌĂĐŬ ĂŶĚ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶĚƵĐƚĞĚ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĚĞŵŽůŝƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ /Ŷ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ Ă
ŶĂƌƌĂƚŝǀĞƐƵŵŵĂƌǇŽĨƚŚĞŵŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĂŶĚƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐ͕ ƚŚŝƐ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚƐ
ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ ƉŽƐƚͲĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ƐƚĂƚĞ ŽĨ ĐƌĂĐŬƐ ĂŶĚ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂů ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ ƚŚĂƚ ǁĞƌĞ ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌĞͲ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐƐĞƐƐŵĞŶƚ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ͕ ĂůŽŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ ŝŵĂŐĞƐ ŽĨ
ŽƚŚĞƌƌĞůĞǀĂŶƚĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐƐŚŽǁŝŶŐƚŚĞŝŵƉĂĐƚ͕ŽƌůĂĐŬŽĨ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͕ ŽĨ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͘ dŚĞ ƉŚŽƚŽŐƌĂƉŚƐ ƐŚĂůů
ƐƵĨĨŝĐŝĞŶƚůǇ ŝůůƵƐƚƌĂƚĞ ĚĂŵĂŐĞ͕ ŝĨ ĂŶǇ͕ ĐĂƵƐĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ
WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƐŚŽǁ ŚŽǁ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ ĚŝĚ ŶŽƚ ĐĂƵƐĞ
ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂů ĚĂŵĂŐĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐƐ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ ƐŚĂůů
ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŽĨ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĚĂƚĂ ƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ͕ ĂƐ ǁĞůů ĂƐ ƐƵŵŵĂƌŝǌĞ ĞĨĨŽƌƚƐ ƵŶĚĞƌƚĂŬĞŶ ƚŽ
ĂǀŽŝĚǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ͘&ŝŶĂůůǇ͕ĂƉŽƐƚĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶůŝŶĞ
ĂŶĚŐƌĂĚĞƐƵƌǀĞǇƐŚĂůůĂůƐŽďĞŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚŝŶƚŚŝƐƌĞƉŽƌƚ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

x

x

Project Design Features
ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐŝŶǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

 ŽůůĞĐƚ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĚĂƚĂ ĨƌŽŵ ƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƉŽƌƚ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ůĞǀĞůƐ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ŚŝĞĨ ƵŝůĚŝŶŐ KĨĨŝĐŝĂů ŽŶ Ă
ĚĂŝůǇ ďĂƐŝƐ͘ dŚĞ ƌĞƉŽƌƚƐ ƐŚĂůů ŝŶĐůƵĚĞ ĂŶŶŽƚĂƚŝŽŶƐ
ƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ĂƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ƚŽ ĞǆƉůĂŝŶ

 /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚǁŽƌŬ ŽĐĐƵƌƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉƌŽǆŝŵŝƚǇ ŽĨ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ
ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐƵƐĞƐ͕ƚŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵ ƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚĨŽƌƚǁŽ
ƉƌĞƐĞƚǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇůĞǀĞůƐ͗ĂƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐ
ǁŚĞŶ WWs ůĞǀĞůƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ĞǆĐĞĞĚ ƚŚĞ &d ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ ŽĨ
ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ Ϭ͘ϭϮ ŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ ĨŽƌ Ă ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ŐŝǀĞŶ ŝƚƐ
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚĂǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚŝƐϬ͘ϬϭϮŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ
;WWsͿůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů͘

 /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů;WWsͿŝƐƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĞĚ͕ŚĂůƚ
ƚŚĞ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ǀŝĐŝŶŝƚǇ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ƚƌŝŐŐĞƌ
ĂƌĞĂ ĂŶĚ ǀŝƐƵĂůůǇ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚ ƚŚĞ ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ĨŽƌ ĂŶǇ ĚĂŵĂŐĞ͘
ZĞƐƵůƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ ŝŶƐƉĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŵƵƐƚ ďĞ ůŽŐŐĞĚ͘ /ĚĞŶƚŝĨǇ ƚŚĞ
ƐŽƵƌĐĞ ŽĨ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ŐĞŶĞƌĂƚŝŽŶ ĂŶĚ ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ ƐƚĞƉƐ ƚŽ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞů͘sŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŵĞĂƐƵƌĞŵĞŶƚƐŚĂůů
ďĞ ŵĂĚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŶĞǁ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĞƚŚŽĚ ƚŽ ǀĞƌŝĨǇ
ƚŚĂƚƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůŝƐďĞůŽǁƚŚĞǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞů;WWsͿ͘
ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐŵĂǇƚŚĞŶƌĞƐƚĂƌƚ͘

 /Ŷ ƚŚĞ ĞǀĞŶƚ ƚŚĞ ǁĂƌŶŝŶŐ ůĞǀĞů ;WWsͿ ŝƐ ƚƌŝŐŐĞƌĞĚ͕ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌƐŚĂůůŝĚĞŶƚŝĨǇƚŚĞƐŽƵƌĐĞŽĨǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ
ĂŶĚ ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ ƐƚĞƉƐ ƚŽ ƌĞĚƵĐĞ ƚŚĞ ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶ ůĞǀĞůƐ͕
ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ďƵƚ ŶŽƚ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ŚĂůƚŝŶŐ Žƌ ƐƚĂŐŐĞƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƵƐŝŶŐ ůŽǁĞƌ ǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇ
ƚĞĐŚŶŝƋƵĞƐ͘

Project Design Features
ƐĞĐŽŶĚ ŝŶƚĞƌǀĂů͘ dŚĞ ƐǇƐƚĞŵ ƐŚĂůů ĂůƐŽ ďĞ ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵŵĞĚ
ĨŽƌ ƚǁŽ ƉƌĞƐĞƚ ǀĞůŽĐŝƚǇ ůĞǀĞůƐ͗ Ă ƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇ ůĞǀĞů ƚŚĂƚ
ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚƐ ǁŚĞŶ WWs ůĞǀĞůƐ ǁŽƵůĚ ĞǆĐĞĞĚ ƚŚĞ &d͛Ɛ
ƚŚƌĞƐŚŽůĚ ŽĨ ƐŝŐŶŝĨŝĐĂŶĐĞ ĨŽƌ Ă ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ ŐŝǀĞŶ ŝƚƐ
ĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶƐ͕ĂŶĚĂǁĂƌŶŝŶŐůĞǀĞůƚŚĂƚŝƐϬ͘ϬϱŝŶĐŚͬƐĞĐŽŶĚ
;WWsͿůĞƐƐƚŚĂŶƚŚĞƌĞŐƵůĂƚŽƌǇůĞǀĞů͘dŚĞƐǇƐƚĞŵƐŚĂůůĂůƐŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌĞĂůͲƚŝŵĞĂůĞƌƚǁŚĞŶƚŚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶůĞǀĞůƐĞǆĐĞĞĚ
ĞŝƚŚĞƌŽĨƚŚĞƚǁŽƉƌĞƐĞƚůĞǀĞůƐ͘

Implementing
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Implementing
Party
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ϰ͘ϬͲϰϲ

Monitoring
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Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

Notes
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Notes

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŶŐ ǁŝƚŚ DĞƚƌŽ ĂŶĚ ĂŶǇ ŽƚŚĞƌ ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌƐƚŽ͗

x

ĞƚŽƵƌ ƌŽƵƚĞƐ͕ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ ŽĨ ŝŵƉĂĐƚƐ ƚŽ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ͕
ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐ͕ďŝĐǇĐůĞ͕ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ͕ĂŶĚƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨůŽǁ
ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐƚƌŝĐƚĞĚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ƚŚĞ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƉĞƌŝŽĚǁŝƚŚƐƉĞĐŝĂůĂƚƚĞŶƚŝŽŶĚƵƌŝŶŐƉĞƌŝŽĚƐŽĨ

x
x

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶǁŝƚŚŽƚŚĞƌƉƵďůŝĐŝŶĨƌĂƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐǁŝƚŚŝŶ
ƚŚĞŝƚǇ͛ƐďŽƵŶĚĂƌŝĞƐ

x

 ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ^ƚĂŐŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ dƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŽŶƚƌŽů WƌŽŐƌĂŵ ǁŝůů ďĞ
ĚĞǀĞůŽƉĞĚďǇŵĞŵďĞƌƐŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ&ŽƌĐĞ;ĂƐĚĞĨŝŶĞĚŝŶ
ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ WƌŽŐƌĂŵͿ͕ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ
ĂĐĐĞƉƚĂŶĐĞ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ ĂŶĚͬŽƌ ƚŚĞ :W͕ ĂŶĚ ǁŝůů ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ ƚŚĞ
ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƚŽƉŝĐƐ͗

PDF TRANS-2 Construction Staging & Traffic Control Program
(CCP)

 ZĞƌŽƵƚĞ ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚ ďƵƐ ůŝŶĞƐ ŝĨ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͕ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶĚŝƐƐĞŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͘

 ZĞůŽĐĂƚĞ ďƵƐ ƐƚŽƉ;ƐͿ ŝĨ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͕ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ǁŝƚŚ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐ ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ ĂŶĚ ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ
ĚŝƐƐĞŵŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ͕ǁŝƚŚĂůůƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌŝůǇƌĞůŽĐĂƚĞĚďƵƐƐƚŽƉƐ
ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ ĂƐ ĐůŽƐĞ ĂƐ ĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ŽƌŝŐŝŶĂů ďƵƐ ƐƚŽƉ
ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ͘

ŶƐƵƌŝŶŐƚŚĂƚĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽďƵƐƚƌĂŶƐŝƚƐƚŽƉƐĂŶĚďƵƐĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶ
ĂƌĞ ĂůǁĂǇƐ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚ͕ ƵŶůĞƐƐ ŝŶĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ ĂŶĚ ĐůŽƐƵƌĞ ŝƐ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘

x

dŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ dĂƐŬ &ŽƌĐĞ ;ĂƐ ŝĚĞŶƚŝĨŝĞĚ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ ŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚWƌŽŐƌĂŵͿǁŝůůďĞƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďůĞĨŽƌƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ͗

PDF TRANS-1 Transit Access and Circulation Program (CCP)

4.12 Transportation

Project Design Features

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

dŚĞĚĞƐŝŐŶŽĨĂŶǇďĂƌƌŝĞƌƐĂůŽŶŐƚŚĞŐƵŝĚĞǁĂǇĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚƚŽƌĞĚƵĐĞ
ŶŽŝƐĞƐŚĂůůďĞƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƚŚĞůŝŵŝƚƐŶŽƚĞĚŝŶTable 4.10-9͘

dŚĞĞǆƚĞƌŝŽƌŶŽŝƐĞůĞǀĞůŐĞŶĞƌĂƚĞĚďǇƚŚĞd^ƚƌĂŝŶ͕ŝŶĐůƵƐŝǀĞŽĨĂůů
ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚŝŶŐŶŽŝƐĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕ƐŚĂůůŶŽƚĞǆĐĞĞĚƚŚĞůĞǀĞůƐƐƉĞĐŝĨŝĞĚŝŶ
^ĞĐƚŝŽŶ Ϯ͘Ϯ͘ϭ͕ ǆƚĞƌŝŽƌ ŝƌďŽƌŶĞ EŽŝƐĞ͕ ^ ϮϭͲϬϱ ;ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ
^ŽĐŝĞƚǇŽĨŝǀŝůŶŐŝŶĞĞƌƐ͕ƵƚŽŵĂƚĞĚWĞŽƉůĞDŽǀĞƌ^ƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐͲ
WĂƌƚϮ^ĞĐƚŝŽŶϮ͘Ϯ͘ϭ͕ǆƚĞƌŝŽƌŝƌďŽƌŶĞEŽŝƐĞ͕^ϮϭͲϬϱ͘Ϳ͘Ϯϵ&

Operational (CCP)

 >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƐŵĂůůďƵůůĚŽǌĞƌƚŽϮϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

 >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐƚŽϰϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

 >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨůŽĂĚĞĚƚƌƵĐŬƐƚŽϳϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

 >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨĐĂŝƐƐŽŶĚƌŝůůŝŶŐƚŽϴϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

 >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨůĂƌŐĞďƵůůĚŽǌĞƌƚŽϴϱĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

 >ŝŵŝƚƚŚĞůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ ǀŝďƌĂƚŽƌǇƌŽůůĞƌƚŽϭϱϬĨĞĞƚŽĨŽĨĨͲ
ƐŝƚĞǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

dŽŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞƌŝƐŬŽĨƌĞůĂƚĞĚƚŽŚƵŵĂŶĂŶŶŽǇĂŶĐĞ͗
 >ŝŵŝƚ ƚŚĞ ůŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ƉŝůĞ ĚƌŝǀŝŶŐ ƚŽ ϯϭϬ ĨĞĞƚ ŽĨ ŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞ
ǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

PDF NOISE-3

x

 /ŶƚŚĞĞǀĞŶƚŝŵƉĂĐƚƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐŝƐƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ͕ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ
ƐŚĂůůŽŶůǇďĞƵƐĞĚĨƌŽŵƚŚĞŚŽƵƌƐŽĨϳ͗ϬϬDƚŽϳ͗ϬϬWD͘
/ĨĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƉŝůĞĚƌŝǀŝŶŐƐŚŽƵůĚƵƐĞĂůƚĞƌŶĂƚŝǀĞƚĞĐŚŶŽůŽŐǇ
ƐƵĐŚĂƐǀŝďƌĂƚŝŽŶŽƌŚǇĚƌĂƵůŝĐŝŶƐĞƌƚŝŽŶ͘

 >ŝŵŝƚ ƚŚĞ ŶƵŵďĞƌ ŽĨ ũĂĐŬŚĂŵŵĞƌƐ ŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐ
ƐŝŵƵůƚĂŶĞŽƵƐůǇƚŽŽŶĞ;ϭͿƉŝĞĐĞŽƉĞƌĂƚŝŶŐǁŝƚŚŝŶϰϱĨĞĞƚ
ŽĨŽĨĨͲƐŝƚĞƐĞŶƐŝƚŝǀĞƌĞĐĞƉƚŽƌƐ͘

Project Design Features

WƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ
&ŽƌĐĞ
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:WͬWtͲ
dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ΘdƌĂĨĨŝĐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

:WͬWtͲ
dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ΘdƌĂĨĨŝĐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ͕
WƌŽũĞĐƚdĂƐŬ
&ŽƌĐĞ
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Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϰϴ

:WͬWtͲ
ŶŐŝŶĞĞƌŝŶŐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

Monitoring
Party

Implementing
Party

KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party



Notes

Timing



Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

dŚĞWƌŽŐƌĂŵƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƐƚĂƌƚŽĨ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĨŽƌĞĂĐŚ
ƐŝƚĞŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘EŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶŽĨ
ƐƚƌĞĞƚĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ƉŽƐƚĞĚŽŶůŝŶĞϰϱƚŽϲϬĚĂǇƐ
ƉƌŝŽƌƚŽĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘





4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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͘dŚĞWůĂŶƐŚĂůůďĞ
ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƐƚĂƌƚŽĨ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĨŽƌĞĂĐŚ
ƐŝƚĞŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐ
ĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞ͘ĐĐĞƐƐƚŽďƵƐ
ƚƌĂŶƐŝƚƐƚŽƉƐĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞ
ŽĨďƵƐĐŝƌĐƵůĂƚŝŽŶǁŽƵůĚďĞ
ŽŶŐŽŝŶŐĚƵƌŝŶŐĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘





Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

DŽŶŝƚŽƌŝŶŐ ĂŶĚ ĐŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ŽĨ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ
ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ
EŽƚŝĨŝĐĂƚŝŽŶ ƚŽ ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ŽŶ ƵƉĐŽŵŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ďƵƚ ŶŽƚ ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ
ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵĞŶƚ ŽĨ Ă ǁĞďƐŝƚĞ ǁŝƚŚ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ
ŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶ͕ƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͕ĂŶĚǁĞďͲďĂƐĞĚŵĞĚŝĂ͘

x
x

ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŵŝŶŝŵƵŵƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐĨŽƌDĂŶĐŚĞƐƚĞƌ
ŽƵůĞǀĂƌĚ͕ &ůŽƌĞŶĐĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ͕ ĂŶĚ WƌĂŝƌŝĞ ǀĞŶƵĞ ĚƵƌŝŶŐ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĂƚůĞĂƐƚƚŚĞĨƵůůŶƵŵďĞƌŽĨƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞƐ
ŝŶƚŚĞƉĞĂŬĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ͕ĂŶĚŝĨĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ŽŶĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐůĂŶĞŝŶƚŚĞ
ŽĨĨͲƉĞĂŬ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ŝƐ ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͕ ǁŝƚŚ ĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂů ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŚƌŽƵŐŚĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞĚĞƚŽƵƌƌŽƵƚĞƐ͘dŚĞĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂů
ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ůĂŶĞƐ ŵĂǇ ďĞ ƌĞǀĞƌƐŝďůĞ ƚŽ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ƚŚĞ ƉĞĂŬ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶĂů ĐĂƉĂĐŝƚǇ ŝŶ ĞŝƚŚĞƌ ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶ ĂƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐŝƚĂƚĞĚ ďǇ
ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĚĞŵĂŶĚƐ͘&ŽƌĂůůŽƚŚĞƌƐƚƌĞĞƚƐƉŽƚĞŶƚŝĂůůǇĂĨĨĞĐƚĞĚďǇ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͕ ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ Ăƚ ůĞĂƐƚ ŽŶĞ ůĂŶĞ ŽĨ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ŝŶ ĞĂĐŚ
ĚŝƌĞĐƚŝŽŶƵŶůĞƐƐŽƚŚĞƌǁŝƐĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽĂŶĚĨƌŽŵĂůůĂůůĞǇƐĂƚŽŶĞŽƌďŽƚŚĞŶĚƐŽĨ
ƚŚĞĂůůĞǇǁŚĞŶƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͘/ĨĂŶĂůůĞǇŝƐŽďƐƚƌƵĐƚĞĚƐƵĐŚƚŚĂƚĂ
ƚƵƌŶĂƌŽƵŶĚďǇĂŶǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞŝƐŶŽƚĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ͕ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨůĂŐŐĞƌƐƐŚĂůů
ďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚƚŽĐŽŶƚƌŽůĂĐĐĞƐƐƚŽͬĨƌŽŵƚŚĞĂůůĞǇ͘
DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĂĐĐĞƐƐĨŽƌĂůůƉƵďůŝĐƐĂĨĞƚǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ;ƐƵĐŚĂƐƉŽůŝĐĞ͕

x

x

x

WƌŽǀŝĚĞ ĂĚĞƋƵĂƚĞ ƐƚƌĞĞƚ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŽ ŝƚǇ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕
ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚůŝŵŝƚĞĚƚŽƚƌĂƐŚƉŝĐŬƵƉĂŶĚƐƚƌĞĞƚƐǁĞĞƉŝŶŐ
ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ĚƵƌŝŶŐƉůĂŶŶĞĚƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƚŝŵĞƐ͘
^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐƐŚŽƵůĚďĞĂǀŽŝĚĞĚƚŽƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĨĞĂƐŝďůĞ
ĂŶĚ ĂƌĞ ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚ ŽŶůǇ ǁŚĞŶ ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚ ďǇ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͘
ĐĐĞƐƐŝďůĞĚĞƚŽƵƌƐƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚŝĨƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐĂƌĞ
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ͘
hƐĞ ƚƌĂĨĨŝĐ ĐŽŶƚƌŽů ŽĨĨŝĐĞƌƐͬĨůĂŐŐĞƌƐ ĂƐ ĂƉƉƌŽƉƌŝĂƚĞ ƚŽ
ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚŚĞĚĞŐƌĞĞĂŶĚĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨŝŵƉĂĐƚƐĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ
ƐĂĨĞƚǇ͘
ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘
DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ǀĞŚŝĐƵůĂƌ ĂŶĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ƚŽ Ăůů ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐ
ĂŶĚ ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ ŝŵƉĂĐƚĞĚ ďǇ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ ĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐ ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ
ƌŽĂĚǁĂǇĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
,ŽůĚ ƋƵĂƌƚĞƌůǇ ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐƐ ǁŝƚŚ
ďƵƐŝŶĞƐƐĞƐĂŶĚƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐƚŽƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƵƉĚĂƚĞƐŽŶƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ͕
ĨƵůů͕ Žƌ ƉĂƌƚŝĂů ƐƚƌĞĞƚ ĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ ĨŽƌ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘
tĞďƐŝƚĞǁŝůůďĞƵƉĚĂƚĞĚϰϱƚŽϲϬĚĂǇƐƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƉůĂŶŶĞĚĚĂƚĞƐ
ŽĨĂŶǇƐƚƌĞĞƚĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘
ůů ĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͕ ĨƵůů Žƌ ƉĂƌƚŝĂů͕ ĂƌĞ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ ŝƚǇ ƌĞǀŝĞǁ ĂŶĚ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů ǁŚŝĐŚ ƐŚĂůů ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ ƚŽ ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ ƚŚĞ
ĚĞŐƌĞĞĂŶĚĚƵƌĂƚŝŽŶŽĨƐƚƌĞĞƚĂŶĚůĂŶĞĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ͘

x

x

x

x
x

x

x

dŽ ƚŚĞ ĞǆƚĞŶƚ ƉŽƐƐŝďůĞ͕ ƚƌƵĐŬ ĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐ ĂŶĚ ŚĂƵůŝŶŐ ŽĨ ďƵůŬ
ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ƐƵĐŚ ĂƐ ĂŐŐƌĞŐĂƚĞ͕ ďƵůŬ ĐĞŵĞŶƚ͕ Ěŝƌƚ͕ ĞƚĐ͘ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ

x

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

,ĂƵů ƌŽƵƚĞƐ ĂŶĚ ŽǀĞƌůŽĂĚͬŽǀĞƌƐŝǌĞĚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞ ƌŽƵƚĞƐ ĂƌĞ
ƐƵďũĞĐƚƚŽƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘

x

PDF TRANS-3 Preliminary Haul and Overload Routes (CCP)

DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶ ďŝĐǇĐůĞ ĂŶĚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶ ĂĐĐĞƐƐ ǁŝƚŚŝŶ ƚŚĞ WƌŽũĞĐƚ
ĂƌĞĂŽƌĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĚĞƚŽƵƌƐĂƚĂůůƚŝŵĞƐ͘

x

Project Design Features
ĨŝƌĞ͕ĂŶĚĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞͿ͘

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

DŝŶŝŵŝǌĞƚƌĂĨĨŝĐŝŵƉĂĐƚƐŽŶƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ͘

x

dŚĞdƌĂĨĨŝĐŽŶƚƌŽůWƌŽŐƌĂŵǁŝůůďĞƵƉĚĂƚĞĚĂƐŶĞĞĚĞĚďĂƐĞĚŽŶ
ƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƉƌŝŶĐŝƉĂůƐ͗

ŽŽƌĚŝŶĂƚŝŽŶ ǁŝƚŚ ƚŚĞ ŝƚǇ͕ ƉŽůŝĐĞ͕ ĂŶĚ ĨŝƌĞ ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ
ĚĞƉĂƌƚŵĞŶƚƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĞŶĂŶĐĞŽĨĞŵĞƌŐĞŶĐǇĂĐĐĞƐƐĂŶĚ
ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞƚŝŵĞƐ

x

Project Design Features
ĞǆƉĞĐƚĞĚŚĞĂǀǇƚƌĂĨĨŝĐĨƌŽŵĞǀĞŶƚƐƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞĚĂƚ^Ž&ŝ^ƚĂĚŝƵŵ
ĂŶĚ ŽƚŚĞƌ ǀĞŶƵĞƐ ŝŶ ƚŚĞ >ŽƐ ŶŐĞůĞƐ ^ƉŽƌƚƐ ĂŶĚ
ŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚĂƚ,ŽůůǇǁŽŽĚWĂƌŬ͕ƚŚĞ&ŽƌƵŵ͕ĂŶĚƚŚĞ
/ŶŐůĞǁŽŽĚĂƐŬĞƚďĂůůĂŶĚŶƚĞƌƚĂŝŶŵĞŶƚĞŶƚĞƌ͘

ŽŶƚƌĂĐƚŽƌͬ
KƉĞƌĂƚŽƌ

Implementing
Party

Implementing
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϱϭ

:WͬWtͲ
dƌĂŶƐƉŽƌƚĂƚŝŽŶ
ΘdƌĂĨĨŝĐ
ŝǀŝƐŝŽŶ

Monitoring
Party

ϰ͘ϬͲϱϬ

Monitoring
Party
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February 2022

Notes



Notes
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,ĂƵůƌŽƵƚĞƐƐŚĂůůďĞ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚƉƌŝŽƌƚŽƐƚĂƌƚŽĨ
ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶĂĐƚŝǀŝƚŝĞƐĨŽƌĞĂĐŚ
ƐŝƚĞŽƌƉŚĂƐĞŽĨƚŚĞWƌŽũĞĐƚ͕ĂƐ

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Timing

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

dƌƵĐŬĚĞůŝǀĞƌŝĞƐĂŶĚŚĂƵůŝŶŐŽĨĚŝƌƚ͕ĂŐŐƌĞŐĂƚĞ͕ďƵůŬĐĞŵĞŶƚ͕
ĂŶĚ Ăůů ŽƚŚĞƌ ŵĂƚĞƌŝĂůƐ ĂŶĚ ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ͕ ƐŚĂůů ďĞ ŽŶ
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚƌŽƵƚĞƐŽŶůǇ;ĨƌĞĞǁĂǇƐĂŶĚŶŽŶƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚŝĂůƐƚƌĞĞƚƐͿ͘

ƐƚĂďůŝƐŚĂŶĚŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶǁĂǇĨŝŶĚŝŶŐƐŝŐŶĂŐĞ͘
DĂŝŶƚĂŝŶƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬĂĐĐĞƐƐĨŽƌƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐƉƌŽǀŝĚŝŶŐ
ƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ŝĨ ĞǆŝƐƚŝŶŐ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐ ĂƌĞ ĚŝƐƌƵƉƚĞĚ
ĚƵƌŝŶŐ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶ͘ ŶǇ ƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬ ĐůŽƐƵƌĞƐ ĂƌĞ ƐƵďũĞĐƚ ƚŽ
ƌĞǀŝĞǁĂŶĚĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůďǇƚŚĞŝƚǇ͘
^ŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐƚŚĂƚĂƌĞďĞŝŶŐŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶĂƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ
ƐŚĂůůŵĞĞƚĂůůĂƉƉůŝĐĂďůĞƐĂĨĞƚǇƐƚĂŶĚĂƌĚƐ͕ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐďƵƚŶŽƚ
ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ ƚŽ ƚŚĞ ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞŵĞŶƚƐ ŽĨ ƚŚĞ &ĞĚĞƌĂů ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶƐ ǁŝƚŚ
ŝƐĂďŝůŝƚŝĞƐĐƚĂŶĚƐŝŵŝůĂƌĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂůĂǁƐĨŽƌƐŝĚĞǁĂůŬƐďĞŝŶŐ
ŵĂŝŶƚĂŝŶĞĚŝŶĂƚĞŵƉŽƌĂƌǇĐŽŶĚŝƚŝŽŶ͘
WƌŽƚĞĐƚ ƉĞĚĞƐƚƌŝĂŶƐ ĨƌŽŵ ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƚŝŽŶͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ĚĞďƌŝƐ͕ ĚƵƐƚ͕

x
x

x

x

WĂƌŬŝŶŐ͕ ƐƚĂŐŝŶŐ͕ Žƌ ƋƵĞƵŝŶŐ ŽĨ WƌŽũĞĐƚͲƌĞůĂƚĞĚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕
ŝŶĐůƵĚŝŶŐ ǁŽƌŬĞƌƐ͛ ƉĞƌƐŽŶĂů Žƌ ƉƌŽũĞĐƚͲĂƐƐŝŐŶĞĚ ǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕
ƚƌƵĐŬƐ͕ĂŶĚŚĞĂǀǇǀĞŚŝĐůĞƐ͕ƐŚĂůůďĞƉƌŽŚŝďŝƚĞĚŽŶŝƚǇƐƚƌĞĞƚƐ
Ăƚ Ăůů ƚŝŵĞƐ͕ ŽƵƚƐŝĚĞ ŽĨ Ă ƉĞƌŵŝƚƚĞĚ ǁŽƌŬƐƉĂĐĞ ƵŶůĞƐƐ
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INGLEWOOD TRANSIT CONNECTOR PROJECT
CONSTRUCTION COMMITMENT PROGRAM
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

2.0 BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SUPPORT PROGRAM͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘Ϯ
The Inglewood Transit Connector (ITC) Project includes this Construction Commitment Program to
proactively address the potential effects of the construction of the Project on the community. This
Program addresses:

3.0 BUSINESS ASSISTANCE FUND PROGRAM͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϯ
4.0 COMMUNITY AFFAIRS LIAISON͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϯ
5.0 TRANSIT ACCESS AND CIRCULATION PROGRAM͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϰ

x Business and community support plans

6.0 CONSTRUCTION STAGING & TRAFFIC CONTROL PROGRAM͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϰ

x Construction staging and traffic control requirements
x Maintaining access to parking, businesses, residences, and pedestrian facilities

6.1 PRELIMINARY HAUL AND OVERLOAD ROUTES͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϱ

x Noise and vibration measures
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x Air quality measures

7.0 PARKING MANAGEMENT PLAN͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϲ

x Other vital measures during construction
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x Tree removal and replacement
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A Project Task Force will be established for the ITC Project. The Project Task Force will include
representation from the following entities:
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x City of Inglewood (City)

11.1CONSTRUCTION NOISE CONTROL PLAN͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϭϭ

x The ITC Joint Powers Authority (JPA) – that will be responsible for the oversight of the DBFOM
Contractor during the design, construction and subsequent operations and maintenance of the ITC
Project.
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12.0TREE REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT PLAN͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘͘ϭϱ

The DBFOM Contractor (responsible for the design, build/construct, finance, operations, and
maintenance of the ITC Project)



2.0 BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SUPPORT PROGRAM
The Project Task Force will be responsible for developing a Business and Community Support Program
for the purpose of assisting those businesses financially affected by the construction that addresses the
following:
x Advertising support for local businesses in local or regional newspapers and social media.
x Notice of plans to all affected property owners of the schedule for specific planned construction
activities, changes in traffic flow, and required short-term modifications to property access.
x Notice of plans to all affected property owners if utilities would be disrupted for short periods of time
and ensuring major utility shut-offs are scheduled during low-use periods of the day.
x Methods by which business owners can convey their concerns about construction activities and the
effectiveness of measures during the construction period so activities can be modified to reduce adverse
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effects.



x Access plans that ensure that all businesses, service providers, and residents are provided with adequate
access during construction. Where there is a significant limited English population, signage shall be
provided in various languages (as appropriate).

The Community Affairs Liaison shall receive all public complaints, investigate the cause of the complaint
and develop/implement feasible measures to address and resolve the cause of the complaint.
5.0 TRANSIT ACCESS AND CIRCULATION PROGRAM
The Project Task Force will be responsible for the following:

x Funding for temporary signage during construction to help businesses that are partially blocked or that
have inconvenient access due to construction activity.

x Ensuring that access to bus transit stops and bus circulation are always maintained, unless infeasible
and closure is approved by the City.
x Coordinating with Metro and any other transit service providers to:

3.0 BUSINESS INTERRUPTIONASSISTANCE FUND PROGRAM

 Relocate bus stop(s) if necessary, during construction with appropriate wayfinding signage and
information dissemination, with all temporarily relocated bus stops located as close as feasible
to the original bus stop location.

The City is committed to providing financial assistance to small “mom and pop” businesses to help offset
to the extent possible, business revenue losses or increased expenses that are directly attributable to
disruptions during the ITC construction activities within the ITC Project area. The City will create a $5
million dollar Business Interruption Assistance Fund (BIF BAF) to provide financial assistance through
grants to eligible businesses for eligible expenses as established by the BIF BAF Program Administrator.
Similar to the LA Metro BIF model, businesses may file multiple requests for financial assistance through
the BIF; but in no event will the amount paid exceed the lesser total amount of $50,000, or 60% of annual
business revenue losses per business. The financial assistance is expected to cover eligible fixed operating
expenses such as utilities, insurance, rent or mortgage (excluding the principal amount portion of the
mortgage payment), fixed payroll, and certain other documented business-related expenses as determined by
the BIF BAF Program Administrator. Consistent with Metro’s program, commercial property owners may
file, however property owners may only file a claim for mortgage (excluding the principal amount portion
of the mortgage payment), utilities, insurance, and other expenses as determined eligible by the BIF
Program Administrator. The City will develop Administrative Guidelines to establish program eligibility
requirements targeted to businesses that are directly impacted by the ITC Project construction, are located
within the eligible geographic area in proximity to the ITC Project, and that meet the definition of small
“mom and pop” businesses; anticipated Anticipated requirements to participate in the program, include:

 Reroute transit bus lines if necessary, during construction with appropriate wayfinding signage
and information dissemination.
6.0 CONSTRUCTION STAGING & TRAFFIC CONTROL PROGRAM
The Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be developed by members of the Project Task
Force, subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will address the following topics:
x Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within the City’s boundaries
x Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, transit and traffic flow
x Coordination of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special attention
during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center.

x Businesses must be in continuous operation for at least two years within the eligible geographic area.

x Coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of emergency
access and response times

x Businesses must provide financial records (e.g., gross receipts, payroll taxes, bank statements or other
financial information as requested) to demonstrate the business revenue losses or increased expenses
are directly attributable to the ITC construction activities during the period of disruption.

x Monitoring and coordination of construction materials deliveries
x Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming construction activities including but not limited
to the establishment of a website with project construction information, signage, and web-based
media.

x Businesses must be financially solvent and have a good faith plan and commitment to remain in
business within the eligible geographical area; and
x Businesses must be in good standing with all local, state and federal taxing and licensing authorities.
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6.1 Traffic Control Program Updates
The Traffic Control Program will be updated developed based on the following principleas:

4.0 COMMUNITY AFFAIRS LIAISON

x Minimize traffic impacts on residential streets.

The Community Affairs Liaison shall be responsible for responding within 24 hours to any local
complaint or question about construction activities. A website will be established with project
construction information and contact information for the Community Affairs Liaison. A toll-free phone
line (available 24 hours a day) and website will be made a part of all construction notices and shall be
posted in prominent public facing locations around the Project area and in adjacent public spaces.

x Establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and Prairie
Avenue during construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes in the peak direction, and
if feasible, one traffic lane in the off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity provided
through appropriate detour routes. The directional traffic lanes may be reversible to maintain the peak
directional capacity in either direction as necessitated by traffic demands. For all other streets
potentially affected by construction, maintain at least one lane of traffic in each direction unless
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otherwise approved by the City.



x Maintain access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of the alley when possible. If an alley is
obstructed such that a turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall be provided to
control access to/from the alley.
x Maintain access for all public safety vehicles (such as police, fire, and emergency response).

x Maintain sidewalk access for pedestrians, including providing temporary sidewalks if existing
sidewalks are disrupted during construction. Any sidewalk closures are subject to review and approval
by the City.

x Provide adequate street access to City service vehicles, including but not limited to trash pickup and
street sweeping service vehicles, during planned service times.
x Sidewalk closures should be avoided to the degree feasible and are permitted only when approved by
the City. Accessible detours shall be provided if sidewalk closures are necessary.

x Sidewalks that are being maintained in a temporary condition shall meet all applicable safety
standards, including but not limited to the requirements of the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act
and similar California laws. for sidewalks being maintained in a temporary condition.

x Use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to minimize the degree and duration of impacts and
maintain safety.

x Protect pedestrians from construction-related debris, dust and noise; such protection may include the
use of dedicated pedestrian barriers.

x Establish and maintain wayfinding signage.

x Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District (IUSD) and the City to provide crossing
guards at locations requested by IUSD or the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed. Identify
temporary alternative routes to schools, working closely with IUSD and the City and disseminate this
informationto schools and stakeholders affected by construction.

x Maintain vehicular and pedestrian access to all businesses and residents impacted by construction
activities including roadway closures.
x Hold quarterly community outreach meetings with businesses and residents to provide updates on
temporary, full, or partial street closures necessary for construction. Website will be updated 45 to 60
days prior to planned dates of any street closures.

7.0 PARKING MANAGEMENT PLAN

x All closures, full or partial, are subject to City review and approval which shall consider measures to
minimize the degree and duration of street and lane closures.

A Parking Management Plan will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to review
and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:

x Entry and exit to the Market Street/Florence Avenue construction site shall be limited to right turns
to/from Florence Avenue for large trucks, construction equipment, and material deliveries. An entrance
off Locust Street between Florence Avenue and Regent Street will also be required to serve the
contractor’s offices and staging area. If required for phasing, the Locust Street entrance may also be
used for large trucks, construction equipment, and material deliveries as approved by the City.

x Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles, including workers’ personal or projectassigned vehicles, trucks, and heavy vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets at all times, outside
of a permitted workspace unless otherwise approved by the City. If the use of residential permit
parking spots is necessary for construction, provide for equivalent overnight replacement parking for
removed residential permit parking spots at the nearest possible location to the location where parking
has been removed.

6.12 Preliminary Haul And Overload Routes

x Replace loss of metered parking spaces by making available an equivalent number of parking spaces
in an off-street parking facility located near the lost parking. The parking spaces shall be provided for
public use at a rate no greater than the metered parking rate.

x Haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle routes are subject to review and approval by the City.
x To the extent possible, truck deliveries and hauling of bulk materials such as aggregate, bulk cement,
dirt, etc. to the Project area, and hauling of material from the Project area, shall be scheduled during
off-peak hours to avoid the peak commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.

x Provide public notice of the availability of the alternative parking spaces through outreach to
businesses and residents with signage.

x Truck deliveries and hauling of dirt, aggregate, bulk cement, and all other materials and equipment,
shall be on designated routes only (freeways and nonresidential streets)

8.0 AIR QUALITY PROGRAM
x At a minimum, use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final
Tier 4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 horsepower
(hp) or greater, for all phases of construction activity, unless it can be demonstrated to the City
Planning Division with substantial evidence that such equipment is not available. To ensure that Final
Tier 4 construction equipment or better shall be used during the proposed Project’s construction, the

6.23 Pedestrian Access Program
A Pedestrian Access Program will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to review and
acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will adhere to the following principles:
x Pedestrian access to buildings shall be maintained at all times.
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x Maintain all crosswalks to the extent feasible. Whenever a crosswalk is removed from service,
establish and maintain temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as practicable to the
original crosswalk locations unless the City determines that a replacement crosswalk is not necessary
to maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement crosswalks shall be identified and controlled by
wayfinding signs approved by the City.
x Establish and maintain pedestrian wayfinding signage.

x Maintain bicycle and pedestrian access within the Project area or approved detours at all times.
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City shall include this requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. The
City shall also require periodic reporting and provision of written construction documents by
construction contractor(s) and conduct regular inspections to the maximum extent feasible to ensure
and enforce compliance.



x Such equipment will be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology devices including a
California Air Resources Board (CARB)-certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters (DPF). Level 3
DPF are capable of achieving at least 85 percent reduction in particulate matter emissions. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than
what could be achieved by Final Tier 4 emissions standards for a similarly sized engine, as defined by
the CARB’s regulations. Successful contractors must demonstrate the ability to supply the compliant
construction equipment for use prior to any ground disturbing and construction activities. The proposed
Project representative will make available to the lead agency and Southern California Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) a comprehensive inventory of all off-road construction equipment,
equal to or greater than 50 horsepower, that will be used during construction. The inventory will
include the horsepower rating, engine production year, and certification of the specified Tier standard.
A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, best available control technology (BACT)
documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be maintained on site at the time of
mobilization for each applicable piece of construction equipment.

x Equipment such as concrete/industrial saws, pumps, aerial lifts, light stands, air compressors, and
forklifts shall be electric or alternative-fueled (i.e., nondiesel). Pole power shall be utilized to the
maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators. If stationary construction equipment, such as dieselpowered generators, must be operated continuously, such equipment must be Final Tier 4
construction equipment or better and located at least 100 feet from air quality sensitive land uses (e.g.,
residences, schools, childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.
x At a minimum, require that construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to
using 2010 model year trucks (e.g., material delivery trucks and soil import/export with a gross
vehicle weight rating of at least 14,001 pounds), or best commercially available equipment, that meet
CARB’s 2010 engine emissions standards at 0.01 g/hp-hour of particulate matter and 0.20 g/hp-hour
of NOx emissions or newer, cleaner trucks, unless the Contractor provides written documentation
consistent with project contract requirements the circumstances exist as described above and the
Contractor submits the Plan. Operators shall maintain records of all trucks associated with Project
construction to document that each truck used meets these emission standards. The City shall include
this requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. Operators shall
maintain records of all trucks associated with Project construction to document that each truck used
meets these emission standards and make the records available for inspection.

 The Contractor does not have the required type of off-road construction equipment within its
current available inventory as to a particular vehicle or equipment by leasing or short-term rent,
and the Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term
rent the equipment or vehicle, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease or shortterm rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted documentation
to the City showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.
 The Contractor has been awarded funding by SCAQMD or another agency that would provide
some or all of the cost to retrofit, repower, or purchase a piece of equipment or vehicle, but the
funding has not yet been provided due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and
the Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the
equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease
or short-term rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted
documentation to the City showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

x Require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers with high-efficiency
particulate air (HEPA) filters.
x A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the Community Affairs Liaison’s contact information to
contact regarding dust complaints. The Air District’s phone number shall also be visible to ensure
compliance with applicable regulations.
x Dust shall be controlled per local ordinances. The Contractor shall be responsible for excessive dust
or construction debris that results in impacts to adjacent residences or private vehicles, including
taking responsibility for clean-up and addressing complaints brought to the project.

 The Contractor has ordered equipment or vehicle to be used on the construction project in
compliance at least 60 days before that equipment or vehicle is needed at the Project alignment,
but that equipment or vehicle has not yet arrived due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s
control, and the Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or shortterm rent the equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is not
available for lease or short-term rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor
has submitted documentation to the City showing that the requirements of this exception
provision apply.
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 Construction-related diesel equipment or vehicle will be used on the Project for fewer than 20
calendar days per calendar year. The Contractor shall not consecutively use different
equipment or vehicles that perform the same or a substantially similar function in an attempt to
use this exception to circumvent the intent of this measure.
 Documentation of good faith efforts and due diligence regarding the previous exceptions shall
include written record(s) of inquiries (i.e., phone logs) to at least three leasing/rental companies
that provide construction on-road trucks and off-road equipment, documenting the
availability/unavailability of the required types of truck/equipment. The City will, from timeto-time, conduct independent audit of the availability of such vehicles and equipment for
lease/rent within a 120-mile radius of the Project area, which may be used in reviewing the
acceptability of the Contractor’s good faith efforts and due diligence.

x If any of the following circumstances listed below exist and the Contractor provides written
documentation consistent with project contract requirements, the Contractor shall submit an Alternative
Compliance Plan that identifies operational changes or other strategies that can reduce a comparable
level of NOx emissions as Tier 4-certified engines during construction activities:
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x All trucks carrying fill materials, debris, or similar materials shall secure and cover loads to prevent
dust or debris while travelling on public right of ways.
x All trucks removing materials from the site will be loaded within the site perimeter and will be
required to cover loads as deemed necessary for dust control.
x Material stockpiles and construction area surfaces shall be covered and/or watered as needed to
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prevent dust at designated construction areas.
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To minimize the visual effects of construction the following measures shall be implemented:

x All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., being installed as part of the Project should be completed as
soon as practicable; in addition, building pads should be laid as soon as practicable after grading.

x Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover, and straw bales
should be removed as soon as the area is stabilized.

x To the extent feasible, allow construction employees to commute during off-peak hours.

x Stockpile areas should be located in less visibly sensitive areas and pre-approved by the City. Stockpile
locations, laydown, and staging areas shall be accessed by construction vehicles with minimal
disruption near residential neighborhoods.

x Make access available for on-site lunch trucks during construction, as feasible, to minimize off-site
construction employee vehicle trips.
x Every effort shall be made to utilize grid-based electric power at any construction site, where feasible.

x When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as practicable from
residential areas, businesses and pedestrian pathways.

x Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment to minimize exhaust emissions. All
construction equipment must be properly tuned and maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s
specifications and documentation demonstrating proper maintenance, in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications, shall be maintained on site. Tampering with construction equipment to
increase horsepower or to defeat emission control devices must be prohibited͘

10.0 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PROGRAM
The following practices will be followed during construction to address the potential for encountering
hazardous materials during construction of the Project.

x Require in all applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts of the requirement to notify
all construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators that vehicle and construction
equipment idling time will be limited to no longer than five minutes, consistent with the CARB’s
policy. For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine should be shut off.
Notify construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators of these idling requirements at
the time that the purchase order is issued and again when vehicles enter the Project area. To further
ensure that drivers understand the vehicle idling requirement, post signs at the proposed Project entry
gates and throughout the Project alignment, where appropriate, stating that idling longer than five
minutes is not permitted.

x Building Demolition Plan – Prior to any demolition occurring, conduct an evaluation of all buildings
built prior to 1980 to be demolished to identify the presence of asbestos containing materials (ACMs)
and lead-based paint (LBP). Remediation shall be implemented in accordance with the
recommendations of these evaluations to ensure that no ACMs or LBP remain present and to ensure
ACMs and LBP are removed to levels established for public safety.
x Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a plan addressing the
potential for discovery of unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs), hazardous materials,
petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous or solid wastes encountered during construction. This Plan
shall address UST decommissioning, field screening and materials testing methods, contaminant
management requirements, and health and safety requirements to ensure no exposure to hazards or
hazardous materials occurs on site and to ensure any materials encountered during construction are
removed to levels established for public safety.

9.0 VISUAL RESOURCES PROGRAM

x Soil Management Plan – After final construction plans are prepared showing the lateral and vertical
extent of soil excavation during construction are prepared, prepare a Soil Management Plan to
establish soil reuse criteria, define a sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the disposition
of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidelines for imported materials.

Construction activities during evening and nighttime hours may require the use of temporary lighting. To
minimize the impact of temporary lighting on adjacent properties, the following measures shall be
implemented:
x Temporary lighting will be limited to the amount necessary to safely perform the required work and
will be directed downwards and shielded. Care shall be taken in the placement and orientation of
portable lighting fixtures to avoid directing lights toward sensitive receptors, including automobile
drivers. Motorists and sensitive receptors shall not have direct views of construction light sources.
Light sensitive receptors include but are not limited to residential areas and transient occupancy uses.

x Health and Safety Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a Health and Safety Plan to address the
potential for exposure to the constituents of concern identified in the limited Phase II ESA.
x Utility Relocation Work – All Project utility relocations in the vicinity of Kelso Elementary School
shall be designed and constructed to remain within the public right-of-way and not impact school
property. Relocations shall be located further away from the school as feasible and designed and
constructed to current standards to assure that they create no unacceptable hazards to the school. During
Project construction, any open trenches and construction equipment shall be marked and barricaded
such that they are not accessible by the students or create any potential hazard to school operations.
Project utility relocations or cut overs that may require disruption to school normal utility services shall
be scheduled to occur outside of normal school hours with advanced notification to the School District.

x Light trespass shall not exceed one foot-candle above ambient light level as measured at any adjacent
residential and transient properties.
x Construction night lighting shall be shielded to prevent a direct view of the light sources from
residential properties with a property boundary that is within 150 feet of the construction site.
x Temporary sidewalks and any sidewalk adjacent to construction activities shall be illuminated to City
Standards to protect public safety.

x .
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11.0 NOISE AND VIBRATION CONTROL PROGRAM



remain within the project specified noise levels.
x Unless deemed infeasible for a particular construction activity, the Contractor shall utilize rubber tire
earth moving equipment in lieu of track mounted earth moving equipment.

11.1 Construction Noise Control Plan
A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in coordination with a certified acoustical/vibration
consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior to construction. The Plan
shall include measures demonstrating that construction noise levels will be below the Federal Transit
Administration’s (FTA’s) General Assessment Construction Noise Critieria. The following construction
noise reduction measures shall be incorporated into the plan:

x Construction material deliveries shall take place within designated construction staging areas as far
from residential sites as practical to minimize noise impacts.
x Provide signage at active construction sites and staging areas reminding workers, equipment operators
and delivery vehicles to minimize noise levels to the extent possible.

x Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at receptors;

x Rumble strips or signage shall be provided at roadway access points into contractor laydown and
staging areas to slow construction vehicles and limit vehicle noise.

x For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

x Coordinate with Inglewood Unified School District administrators to avoid disruptive noise during
school hours including scheduling heavy equipment such as cranes, haul trucks, concrete trucks, concrete
pumps, pneumatic equipment, earth moving vehicles or similar to operate outside of school hours. The
City shall require that the Project’s construction noise during school hours would be limited to 5 dBA
Leq 1-hour above the measured ambient noise levels at Kelso School property line as identified in the
RDEIR. Activities that would exceed this threshold shall be scheduled to occur outside of normal school
hours or mitigated with specific mitigation measures such as temporary sound walls, sound blankets, or
other sound-attenuating devices. The City shall monitor the Project’s construction noise levels during
school hours to assure compliance. As requested by the District, monthly noise monitoring reports on
noise levels during school hours at Kelso School will be provided to the District.

x All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler systems;
x Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment whenever practical;
x Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;
x Locate stationary noise sources as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;
x Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or gasoline-powered generators, with acoustical
barriers where necessary and required;
 If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a shed or barrier, such equipment must be
muffled and located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools,
childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the established standards, the following shall
be incorporated into the Plan:

x Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators.
x Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for project construction
shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with
compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is
unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust and external jackets shall be used
where feasible to lower noise levels. Quieter procedures shall be used, such as drills rather than
impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as
auger displacement installation), where feasible in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions shall be considered.

x A monitoring plan shall be implemented during demolition and construction activities. Warning
thresholds shall be defined that are 5 dBA below the specified noise limits to allow sufficient time for
the Contractor to take actions to reduce noise. A monitoring record that documents all alarms and
actions taken to comply with these measures shall be provided to the City upon request.
x In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded, construction activities shall be temporarily halted in
the vicinity of the area where the exceedance occurs. The source of the noise exceeding the warning
level shall be identified followed by actions to be implemented to reduce noise levels below the
established standards. Noise measurements shall be gathered after actions are taken to verify noise
levels are below the warning level before construction activities restart. The following are examples of
actions that can be taken to reduce construction noise levels:

x Staging of construction material deliveries behind fencing to minimize noise emitting from idling
vehicles.
x On site-signage reminding workers to minimize noise generation.



Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in certain locations;

x When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as practicable from sensitive
receptors.



Reducing the speed or intensity of the of heavy-duty construction equipment being operated
simultaneously.

x For project foundations, consider the use of drilled piles or sonic pile drivers or vibratory pile drivers
instead of traditional impact pile drivers, as permitted by geological conditions.



Operate equipment at the lowest possible power levels.



Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal surfaces or other redesign to minimize metalto-metal impacts.

x Sequence noisy activities to occur during the same general time period during daytime hours to the
extent practical.
x Select quieter demolition methods where appropriate and feasible such that demolition activities can
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Prior to the issuance of any demolition or construction permit for each phase of the Project, a Construction
Vibration Reduction Plan shall be prepared to minimize construction vibration at nearby sensitive
receptors from vibration created by construction activities. The Plan shall be developed in coordination
with a certified acoustical/vibration consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public
Works. The Plan shall include but not be limited to the following elements to ensure impacts from ground
borne vibration are less than significant:



x A Pre-Demolition and Construction Plan that includes but is not limited to:


Photos of current conditions of buildings and structures that could be damaged from construction
activities. This crack survey shall include photos of existing cracks and other material
conditions present on or at the surveyed buildings. Images of interior conditions shall be
included if possible. Photos in the report shall be labelled in detail and dated.



Identify representative cracks in the walls of existing buildings, if any, and install crack gauges
on such walls of the buildings to measure changes in existing cracks during project activities.



Crack gauges shall be installed on multiple representative cracks, particularly on sides of the
building facing the Project.



Determine the number and placement of vibration sensors at the affected buildings in
consultation with a qualified architect. The number of units and the locations of these sensors
shall take into account proposed demolition and construction activities to ensure that adequate
measurements can be taken illustrating vibration levels during the course of the Project,
and if/when levels exceed the established threshold.



A line and grade pre-construction survey at the affected buildings shall be conducted.
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activities may then restart.


In the event work occurs in the proximity of identified historic uses, the system shall be
programmed for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that represents when PPV levels
would exceed the FTA threshold of significance 0.12 inch/second for a building given its
conditions, and a warning level that is 0.012 inch/second (PPV) less than the regulatory level.



Collect vibration data from receptors and report vibration levels to the Joint Powers Authority
and/or the City Chief Building Official on a daily basis. The reports shall include annotations
regarding project activities as necessary to explain changes in vibration levels.

x Post-Construction Reporting and Repairs:


Provide a report to the Joint Powers Authority and/or City City Chief Building Official
regarding crack and vibration monitoring conducted during demolition and construction. In
addition to a narrative summary of the monitoring activities and their findings, this report shall
include photographs illustrating the post-construction state of cracks and material conditions
that were presented in the pre-construction assessment report, along with images of other
relevant conditions showing the impact, or lack of impact, of project activities. The
photographs shall sufficiently illustrate damage, if any, caused by the Project and/or show how
the Project did not cause physical damage to the buildings. The report shall include analysis of
vibration data related to project activities, as well as summarize efforts undertaken to avoid
vibration impacts. Finally, a postconstruction line and grade survey shall also be included in
this report.



Perform repairs to buildings if damage is caused by vibration or movement during the
demolition and/or construction activities. Repairs may be necessary to address, for example,
cracks that expanded as a result of the Project, physical damage visible in post-construction
assessment, or holes or connection points that were needed for shoring or stabilization. Repairs
shall be directly related to project impacts and will not apply to general rehabilitation or
restoration activities of the buildings.

x A Vibration Plan During Demolition and Construction that includes the following:


Regularly inspect and photograph crack gauges, maintaining records of these inspections to be
included in postconstruction reporting. Gauges shall be inspected every two weeks, or more
frequently during periods of active project actions in close proximity to crack monitors.



The vibration monitoring system shall measure and continuously store the peak particle
velocity (PPV) in inches/second. Vibration data shall be stored on a one-second interval. The
system shall also be programmed for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that
represents when PPV levels would exceed the FTA’s threshold of significance for a building
given its conditions, and a warning level that is 0.05 inch/second (PPV) less than the regulatory
level. The system shall also provide real-time alert when the vibration levels exceed either of
the two preset levels.







x To minimize the risk of potential structural and building damage:

In the event the warning level (PPV) is triggered, the contractor shall identify the source of
vibration impacts and establish steps to reduce the vibration levels, including but not limited to
halting or staggering concurrent activities and using lower vibratory techniques.

February 2022

Limit the location of pile driving and vibratory roller activity to not be within 55 feet and 30
feet of the nearest off-site sensitive receptor, respectively.



Limit the number of jackhammers operating simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within
45 feet of off-site sensitive receptors.



In the event impact pile driving is required, equipment shall only be used from the hours of
7:00 AM to 7:00 PM. If feasible, pile driving should use alternative technology such as
vibration or hydraulic insertion.

x To minimize the risk of related to human annoyance:

In the event the regulatory level (PPV) is triggered, halt the construction activities in the
vicinity of the trigger area and visually inspect the building for any damage. Results of the
inspection must be logged. Identify the source of vibration generation and provide steps to
reduce the vibration level. Vibration measurement shall be made with the new construction
method to verify that the vibration level is below the warning level (PPV). Construction
Page 13 of 15







Limit the location of pile driving to 310 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of vibratory roller to 150 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of large bulldozer to 85 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.
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Limit the location of caisson drilling to 85 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of loaded trucks to 75 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of jackhammers to 45 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of small bulldozer to 25 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

12.0 TREE REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT PLAN
A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to
review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:
x Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of Inglewood Municipal Code and the ITC
Design Standards and Guidelines.
x Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be avoided where feasible.
x New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of the same species as those removed, if
appropriate for the location and not in conflict with new infrastructure. Alternative locations shall be
approved by the City’s Public Works Department.
x New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum of 20 feet in height.
x The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within 12 (12) months of restoration and completion
of that portion of streets that may impact the tree. To the extent feasible, the Contractor shall
permanently replace trees on an ongoing basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.
x If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree species, the pruning shall be performed in
a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the health of the trees.
The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other landscaping installed by the Contractor for a
period of three (3) years from the date of planting and shall warranty the trees and landscaping for one
(1) year after planting. Prior to the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the Contractor will
conduct an inspection of all permanent replacement trees and landscaping for general health as a
condition of final acceptance by the City. If, in the City’s determination, a permanent replacement tree or
landscaping does not meet the health requirements of the City, then the Contractor shall replace that tree
within thirty (30) days. For any permanent trees or landscaping that must then be removed, the original
warranty shall be deemed renewed commencing from when the tree or landscaping is replaced. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
This Errata addresses minor revisions and additions to the Final EIR for the proposed Inglewood Transit
Connector (ITC) Project (proposed Project) related to the responses to the comments from the Inglewood
Unified School District (IUSD) on the Draft EIR. Specifically, minor revisions were made to the response to
Comment 3-2 from the IUSD. The revision to this response clarifies the noise monitoring protocol during
construction to be implemented to avoid noise impacts to Kelso School. Corresponding revisions were also
made to the response to Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) in Section 4.0 of the Final
EIR and the Construction Commitment Program (CCP) in Appendix D of the Final EIR.
The revisions and additions to the Final EIR, MMRP, and CCP included in this EIR Errata would not result in
any new or substantially more significant impacts and are indicative of the City of Inglewood’s (City's)
commitment to implementing measures to avoid or lessen potential impacts to the greatest extent
feasible.
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2.0 REVISIONS AND ADDITIONS TO THE FINAL EIR
The following revision has been made to Response to Comment 3-2 on page 3.0-11 of the Final EIR:
In order to ensure that acceptable noise levels are maintained at Kelso School during the school day, real
time noise monitoring will be conducted at Kelso School during the school day. A noise monitor will be
located at the southeast corner of Kelso School on Prairie Avenue. This noise monitor will update the 1hour Leq noise level every minute during the school day. Any time the Leq 1-hour Leq noise level increases
by 3 dBA over the ambient noise level during the school day, an alert message will be sent to the
construction manager(s) and contact(s) for the contractor(s) working in the vicinity of the school to allow
for adjustments to be made to the work in progress to avoid noise levels reaching or exceeding an increase
of 5 dBA 1-hour Leq over ambient noise levels. A contact will also be provided to the Inglewood Unified
School District and administration at Kelso School to discuss resolve any District or Kelso School concerns
with construction activities and their resulting noise levels at any time during the school day.
The following addition has been made to Project Design Feature (PDF) HAZ-1 in the Mitigation Monitoring
Program on Page 4.0-41 of the Final EIR:
PDF HAZ-1

Hazardous Materials Program

The following practices will be followed during construction to address the potential for encountering
hazardous materials during construction of the Project.
•

Building Demolition Plan – Prior to any demolition occurring, conduct an evaluation of all buildings
built prior to 1980 to be demolished to identify the presence of asbestos containing materials (ACMs)
and lead-based paint (LBP). Remediation shall be implemented in accordance with the
recommendations of these evaluations to ensure that no ACMs or LBP remain present and to ensure
ACMs and LBP are removed to levels established for public safety.

•

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a plan addressing the potential
for discovery of unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs), hazardous materials, petroleum
hydrocarbons, or hazardous or solid wastes encountered during construction. This Plan shall address
UST decommissioning, field screening and materials testing methods, contaminant management
requirements, and health and safety requirements to ensure no exposure to hazards or hazardous
materials occurs on site and to ensure any materials encountered during construction are removed to
levels established for public safety.

•

Soil Management Plan – After final construction plans are prepared showing the lateral and vertical
extent of soil excavation during construction are prepared, prepare a Soil Management Plan to
establish soil reuse criteria, define a sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the disposition
of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidelines for imported materials.
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2.0 Revisions and Additions to the Final EIR

•

Health and Safety Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a Health and Safety Plan to address the
potential for exposure to any constituents of concern that may be encountered during construction.

•

Utility Relocation Work – All Project utility relocations in the vicinity of Kelso Elementary School shall
be designed and constructed to remain within the public right-of-way and not impact school property.
Relocations shall be located further away from the school as feasible and designed and constructed
to current standards to assure that they create no unacceptable hazards to the school. During Project
construction, any open trenches and construction equipment shall be marked and barricaded such
that they are not accessible by the students or create any potential hazard to school operations.
Project utility relocations or cut overs that may require disruption to normal school utility services
shall be scheduled to occur outside of normal school hours with advanced notification to the School
District.

The following addition has been made to Project Design Feature (PDF) NOISE-1 on Page 4.0-43 of the Final
EIR:
PDF-NOISE-1

Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)

A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in coordination with a certified acoustical/vibration
consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior to construction. The Plan
shall include measures demonstrating that construction noise levels will be below FTA’s General
Assessment Construction Noise Criteria. The following construction noise reduction measures shall be
incorporated into the Plan:
•

Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at receptors;

•

For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

•

All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler systems;

•

Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment whenever practical;

•

Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

•

Locate stationary noise sources as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

•

Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or gasoline-powered generators, with acoustical
barriers where necessary and required;
–

•

If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a shed or barrier, such equipment must be
muffled and located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools, childcare
centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators.
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•

Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for project construction
shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with
compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is
unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust and external jackets shall be used
where feasible to lower noise levels. Quieter procedures shall be used, such as drills rather than
impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as
auger displacement installation), where feasible in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions shall be considered.

•

Staging of construction material deliveries behind fencing to minimize noise emitting from idling
vehicles.

•

On site-signage reminding workers to minimize noise generation.

•

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as practicable from sensitive
receptors.

•

For project foundations, consider the use of drilled piles or sonic pile drivers or vibratory pile drivers
instead of traditional impact pile drivers, as permitted by geological conditions.

•

Sequence noisy activities to occur during the same general time period during daytime hours to the
extent practical.

•

Select quieter demolition methods where appropriate and feasible such that demolition activities can
remain within the project specified noise levels.

•

Unless deemed infeasible for a particular construction activity, the Contractor shall utilize rubber tire
earth moving equipment in lieu of track mounted earth moving equipment.

•

Construction material deliveries shall take place within designated construction staging areas as far
from residential sites as practical to minimize noise impacts.

•

Provide signage at active construction sites and staging areas reminding workers, equipment
operators and delivery vehicles to minimize noise levels to the extent possible.

•

Rumble strips or signage shall be provided at roadway access points into contractor laydown and
staging areas to slow construction vehicles and limit vehicle noise.

•

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District administrators to avoid disruptive noise during
school hours, including scheduling heavy equipment such as cranes, haul trucks, concrete trucks,
concrete pumps, pneumatic equipment, earth moving vehicles or similar to operate outside of school
hours. The City shall require that the Project's construction noise during school hours would be limited
to 5 dBA Leq 1-hour above the measured ambient noise levels at Kelso School property line as
identified in the RDEIR. Activities that would exceed this threshold shall be scheduled to occur outside
of normal school hours or mitigated with specific mitigation measures such as temporary sound walls,
sound blankets, or other sound-attenuating devices. The City shall monitor the Project's construction
noise levels during school hours to assure compliance. As requested by the District, monthly noise
monitoring reports on noise levels during school hours at Kelso School will be provided to the District.
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In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the established standards, the following
shall be incorporated into the Plan:
•

A monitoring plan shall be implemented during demolition and construction activities. Warning
thresholds shall be defined that are 5 dBA below the specified noise limits to allow sufficient time for
the Contractor to take actions to reduce noise. A monitoring record that documents all alarms and
actions taken to comply with these measures shall be provided to the City upon request.

•

In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded, construction activities shall be temporarily halted in
the vicinity of the area where the exceedance occurs. The source of the noise exceeding the warning
level shall be identified followed by actions to be implemented to reduce noise levels below the
established standards. Noise measurements shall be gathered after actions are taken to verify noise
levels are below the warning level before construction activities restart. The following are examples
of actions that can be taken to reduce construction noise levels:
–

Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in certain locations;

–

Reducing the speed or intensity of the heavy-duty construction equipment being operated
simultaneously;

–

Operating equipment at the lowest possible power levels;

−

Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal surfaces or other redesign to minimize metalto-metal impacts.

−

In order to ensure that acceptable noise levels are maintained at Kelso School, real time noise
monitoring will be conducted at Kelso School during the school day. A noise monitor will be
located at the southeast corner of Kelso School on Prairie Avenue. This noise monitor will update
the 1-hour Leq noise level every minute during the school day. Any time the 1-hour Leq noise level
increases by 3 dBA over the ambient noise level during the school day, an alert message will be
sent to the construction manager(s) and contact(s) for the contractor(s) working in the vicinity of
the school to allow for adjustments to be made to the work in progress to avoid noise levels
reaching or exceeding an increase of 5 dBA 1-hour Leq over ambient noise levels. A contact will
also be provided to the Inglewood Unified School District and administration at Kelso School to
resolve any District or Kelso School concerns with construction activities and their resulting noise
levels during the school day.
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3.0 ADDITION TO THE CONSTRUCTION COMMITMENT PROGRAM
Provided below is an addition to the Construction Commitment Program (CCP). Changes are identified
below by the corresponding CCP section and subsection, if applicable, and the page number. Additions are
double underlined and deletions are shown in strikethrough format. It should also be noted that in
response to comments received on the Recirculated Draft EIR and community and stakeholder outreach,
modifications to the Construction Commitment Program (CCP), provided in Appendix D of the Final EIR
were made. These changes are summarized in the relevant responses to comments, as applicable.
The following revision has been made to the Noise and Vibration Control Program on pages 11 through 13
of the CCP, included as Appendix D of the Final EIR:
11.0 NOISE AND VIBRATION CONTROL PROGRAM
11.1 Construction Noise Control Plan
A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in coordination with a certified
acoustical/vibrationconsultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior to
construction. The Plan shall include measures demonstrating that construction noise levels will be
below the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA’s) General Assessment Construction Noise Criteria. The
following construction noise reduction measures shall be incorporated into the plan:
•

Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at receptors;

•

For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

•

All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler systems;

•

Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment whenever practical;

•

Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

•

Locate stationary noise sources as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

•

Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or gasoline-powered generators, with acoustical
barriers where necessary and required;
 If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a shed or barrier, such equipment must
bemuffled and located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools,
childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

•

Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators.

•

Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for project construction
shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with
compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

3.0-1

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

3.0 Addition to the Construction Commitment Program

unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust and external jackets shall be used
where feasible to lower noise levels. Quieter procedures shall be used, such as drills rather than
impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as
auger displacement installation), where feasible in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions shall be considered.
•

Staging of construction material deliveries behind fencing to minimize noise emitting from idling
vehicles.

•

On site-signage reminding workers to minimize noise generation.

•

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as practicable from
sensitive receptors.

•

For project foundations, consider the use of drilled piles or sonic pile drivers or vibratory pile drivers
instead of traditional impact pile drivers, as permitted by geological conditions.

•

Sequence noisy activities to occur during the same general time period during daytime hours to the
extent practical.

•

Select quieter demolition methods where appropriate and feasible such that demolition activities
can remain within the project specified noise levels.

•

Unless deemed infeasible for a particular construction activity, the Contractor shall utilize rubber
tire earth moving equipment in lieu of track mounted earth moving equipment.

•

Construction material deliveries shall take place within designated construction staging areas as far
from residential sites as practical to minimize noise impacts.

•

Provide signage at active construction sites and staging areas reminding workers, equipment
operators and delivery vehicles to minimize noise levels to the extent possible.

•

Rumble strips or signage shall be provided at roadway access points into contractor laydown and
staging areas to slow construction vehicles and limit vehicle noise.

•

Coordinate with Inglewood Unified School District administrators to avoid disruptive noise during
school hours including scheduling heavy equipment such as cranes, haul trucks, concrete trucks,
concrete pumps, pneumatic equipment, earth moving vehicles or similar to operate outside of
school hours. The City shall require that the Project’s construction noise during school hours would
be limited to 5 dBA Leq 1-hour above the measured ambient noise levels at Kelso School property
line as identified in the RDEIR. Activities that would exceed this threshold shall be scheduled to
occur outside of normal school hours or mitigated with specific mitigation measures such as
temporary sound walls, sound blankets, or other sound-attenuating devices. The City shall monitor
the Project’s construction noise levels during school hours to assure compliance. As requested by
the District, monthly noise monitoring reports on noise levels during school hours at Kelso School
will be provided to the District.
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In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the established standards, the following
shall be incorporated into the Plan:
•

A monitoring plan shall be implemented during demolition and construction activities. Warning
thresholds shall be defined that are 5 dBA below the specified noise limits to allow sufficient time
for the Contractor to take actions to reduce noise. A monitoring record that documents all alarms
and actions taken to comply with these measures shall be provided to the City upon request.

•

In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded, construction activities shall be temporarily halted
in the vicinity of the area where the exceedance occurs. The source of the noise exceeding the
warninglevel shall be identified followed by actions to be implemented to reduce noise levels below
the established standards. Noise measurements shall be gathered after actions are taken to verify
noise levels are below the warning level before construction activities restart. The following are
examples of actions that can be taken to reduce construction noise levels:


Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in certain locations;



Reducing the speed or intensity of the of heavy-duty construction equipment being
operatedsimultaneously.



Operate equipment at the lowest possible power levels.



Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal surfaces or other redesign to minimize
metal-to-metal impacts.

In order to ensure that acceptable noise levels are maintained at Kelso School, real-time noise monitoring
will be conducted at Kelso School during the school day. A noise monitor will be located at the southeast
corner of Kelso School on Prairie Avenue. This noise monitor will update the 1-hour Leq noise level every
minute during the school day. Any time the 1-hour Leq noise level increases by 3 dBA over the ambient
noise level during the school day, an alert message will be sent to the construction manager(s) and
contact(s) for the contractor(s) working in the vicinity of the school to allow for adjustments to be made
to the work-in-progress to avoid noise levels reaching or exceeding an increase of 5 dBA 1-hour Leq over
ambient noise levels. A contact will also be provided to the Inglewood Unified School District and
administration at Kelso School to resolve any District or Kelso School concerns with construction activities
and their resulting noise levels during the school day.
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APPENDIX A
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

4.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
4.1

INTRODUCTION

Public Resources Code section 21081.6 and section 15097 of the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines require public agencies to establish monitoring or reporting programs for projects
approved by a public agency whenever approval involves the adoption of either a mitigated negative
declaration or specified environmental findings related to environmental impact reports.
This is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Inglewood Transit Connector
(ITC, or Project). The intent of the MMRP is to ensure the successful implementation of the mitigation
measures identified in the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the Project.

4.2

MITIGATION MEASURES

The mitigation measures from the Final EIR are assigned the same title as in the Final EIR. The MMRP
describes the actions to be taken to implement each mitigation measure, the timing of these actions, the
entities responsible for implementing and monitoring the actions, and, where appropriate, the entities
responsible for ensuring that reporting responsibilities are carried out. The mitigation measures identify
the Project as the “Proposed Project”; this same terminology is used here in order to ensure that the
measures in this MMRP are consistent with those identified in the Final EIR.
In some instances, mitigation measures require a monitor or community liaison to be retained or
designated. In those instances, the person or entity designated to perform this task shall be identified to
the City, and the City will review that person or entity’s qualifications to confirm that the designated party
has the requisite expertise or qualifications.
The MMRP also includes a table identifying “Project Design Features” (PDFs). This information is included
for convenience and comprehensiveness. These PDFs are not “mitigation measures” as defined by CEQA.
PDFs consist of elements or features that have been incorporated into the Project that may reduce the
environmental effects of the Project. These PDFs are included in a separate table in order to ensure that
these features are implemented.

4.3

MMRP COMPONENTS

The components of the attached tables, which contain applicable mitigation measures and project design
features, are addressed briefly, below:
•

Impact: This column summarizes the impact stated in the Draft EIR, as revised in the Final EIR.
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•

Mitigation Measure: All mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR, as revised in the Final EIR, are
presented and titled accordingly.

•

Implementing Party: The column entitled “Implementing Party” identifies the entity that will
undertake the required action. The Implementing Party is most often the Contractor/Operator, who
will be responsible for the design, construction or operation of each site, phase, or component of the
Project. The Contractor/Operator responsible for undertaking a required action may include the
owner or operator of the Project component, as appropriate. In some instances, the required action
will or should be undertaken by another party. This column therefore provides clarity regarding the
entity that is primarily responsible for carrying out the action.

•

Monitoring Party: This column identifies the specific party responsible for monitoring. The City of
Inglewood (the City) is primarily responsible for monitoring that mitigation measures are successfully
implemented. Within the City, the Public Works Department would have responsibility for monitoring
some aspect of the overall project. The City of Inglewood proposed the formation of a joint powers
authority (JPA) with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) to
implement and operate the ITC Project. In March 2021, Metro’s Board approved and voted to form
the JPA. Upon formation, the JPA would assume responsibility for oversight of the Project. Therefore,
although the JPA does not yet exist, it has been added as a Monitoring Party where the JPA would
have that role once the JPA is constituted. Other entities, such as the DBFOM Contractor, or other
agencies, such as the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, may also be responsible for
monitoring the implementation of mitigation measures.
The department within the City who is identified as a monitoring party includes the: (1) the Public
Works Department, which helps to plan, design, inspect, and administer contracts for capital
infrastructure construction and facility improvements projects (Engineering Division); manage the
City’s municipal solid waste services (Environmental Services Division); and assures that City
transportation improvements and systems are functional and safe (Transportation & Traffic Division).

•

Timing: Implementation of the action must occur prior to or during some part of project approval,
project design or construction, or during ongoing project operations. The timing for each measure is
identified in this column.

•

Notes: Certain measures identify reporting responsibility. In those instances, the MMRP identifies the
party that must prepare a report so that the monitoring party can confirm that the required action(s)
have been implemented. This column also notes where the mitigation measure will be enforced in
part by another agency or provides additional information that provide clarity concerning how the
measure will be carried out.

•

Acronyms: The MMRP uses various acronyms to refer to various City Departments or other agencies
or entities. In some instances, the full name of the department or agency is used. The following agency
or department acronyms are used throughout the MMRP:
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Name of Department or Agency

Acronym

City of Inglewood, Public Works Department
Engineering Division

DPW-Engineering Division

Environmental Services Division

DPW-Environmental Services Division

Transportation & Traffic Division

DPW-Transportation & Traffic Division

South Coast Air Quality Management District

SCAQMD

State of California, Department of Transportation

Caltrans

Other acronyms:
ATS

Automated Transit System

CCP

Construction Commitment Plan

JPA

Joint Powers Authority

PDF

Project Design Feature
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Impact

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

MM AQ-1: PDF AQ-1 shall be implemented
during construction, as described in Project
Design Features table below.

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

See PDF AQ-1 in
Project Design
Features table
below.

See PDF AQ-1 in
Project Design
Features table
below.

BIO-1 Conservation of Faunal Resources:
Nesting Birds/Raptors: The City shall require
demolition and construction contractors to
implement the following measures:

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Prior to tree
removal activities
that would occur
between January 1
through September
1 for raptors and
March 1 to
September 15 for
nesting birds,
preconstruction
surveys would be
conducted by a
qualified biologist
no earlier than 30
days prior to the
commencement of

Measure applies for
tree removal
activities occurring
between January 1
through September
1 for raptors and
March 1 to
September 15 for
nesting birds
Biologist retained by
Contractor/Operator
subject to review
and approval by City
to confirm that
biologist is qualified
to perform survey.

Mitigation Measures

Timing

Notes

4.2 Air Quality
Impact AQ-1: Conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan.
Impact AQ-2: Result in a
cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project
region is nonattainment under
an applicable federal or State
ambient air quality standard.
Impact AQ-3: Expose sensitive
receptors
to
substantial
pollutant concentrations.
4.3 Biology Resources
Impact
BIO-1:
Interfere
substantially
with
the
movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established
native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors or impede the
use of native wildlife nursery
sites.

•

Prior to initiating any demolition and/or
construction activities, a nesting bird
survey shall be conducted to determine
the presence of any nesting birds within
500 feet of demolition and/or
construction activities. In addition,
nesting bird surveys shall be conducted
at least every six (6) months until the
completion of construction activities, as
specified below.
Nesting bird survey shall include:

Meridian Consultants
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
 Prior to any demolition and/or
construction, and a least every six
(6) months during and prior to the
raptor nesting season until the
completion
of
construction
activities, January 1 to September 1,
a qualified biologist shall conduct a
site survey for active nests no more
than 30 days prior to any scheduled
clearing, demolition, grading, or
construction activities. The survey
shall be conducted within all trees,
manmade structures, and any other
potential raptor nesting habitat.
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

construction
activities. If active
nests are found
during
preconstruction
surveys, the
qualified biologist
shall utilize the
appropriate buffer
(300 feet for nesting
birds and 500 feet
for raptors) to avoid
the nest and the City
shall be notified.
The requirement to
establish a buffer
applies if active
nests or raptors are
found during
construction.

Prior to any vegetation disturbance
between March 1 and September
15, and a least every six (6) months
until the completion of construction
activities, a qualified biologist shall
conduct a survey for nesting birds in
all breeding/nesting habitat within
the construction or demolitions
areas and within 300 feet of all
disturbance areas. The surveys shall
be conducted within trees and
structures, wherever nesting bird
species may be located. Nesting bird
surveys shall be conducted no
earlier than 30 days prior to the
initiation of ground or vegetation
disturbance. If no breeding/nesting
birds are observed, site preparation,
demolition
and
construction
activities may begin. If breeding
activities and/or an active bird nest

4.0-5

Notes
Biologist to prepare
report of preconstruction survey,
and to submit report
to ECDD-Planning
Division. Biologist
shall notify ECDDPlanning Division if
active nests are
found.
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
is located, the breeding habitat/nest
site shall be fenced by the biological
monitor a minimum of 300 feet (500
feet for raptors) in all directions, and
this area shall not be disturbed until
the nest becomes inactive, the
young have fledged, the young are
no longer being fed by the parents,
the young have left the area, and/or
the young shall no longer be
impacted. If the qualified biologist
determines that a narrower buffer
between the demolition and/or
construction activities and the
observed active nests is warranted,
the biologist may submit a written
explanation as to why (e.g., speciesspecific
information;
ambient
conditions and bird’s habituation to
them; terrain, vegetation, and birds’
lines of sight between the
demolition and/or construction
activities and the nest and foraging
areas) to the City and, upon request,
the CDFW. Based on the submitted
information, the City, acting as the
lead agency (and CDFW, if CDFW
requests) shall determine whether
to allow a narrower buffer.
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

During the year prior to demolition
and/or construction, a survey shall
be conducted by a qualified biologist
for bat habitat areas within the
construction footprint of the
proposed Project between March 1
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
and September 30 and at least every
six (6) months until the completion
of construction activities. The areas
shall be characterized as to their
potential for supporting a bat
maternal colony or nursery site. The
survey shall include all trees and any
manmade structures, or other bat
habitat areas that could be affected.
If bat maternal colony or nursery
sites are identified, then these areas
shall be avoided by demolition
and/or construction during the bat
breeding season, from March 1
through September 30. Each tree or
structure supporting an active
maternity roost shall be inspected a
week prior to disturbance to
determine the presence or absence
of roosting bats.
•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

See MM
TCR-1 to MM
TCR-4

JPA and see
MM TCR-1
to MM TCR4.

See MM TCR-1 to
MM TCR-4.

See MM TCR-1 to
MM TCR-4.

See MM
TCR-1, MM
TCR-3, MM

JPA and see
MM TCR-1,
MM TCR-3,

See MM TCR-1, MM
TCR-3, MM TCR-5.

See MM TCR-1, MM
TCR-3, MM TCR-5.

Notes

Timing

The biologist shall submit weekly reports
to the City’s Parks, Recreation and
Library Services Director, or designated
representative, regarding the results of
the nesting bird surveys.

4.4 Cultural Resources
Impact CUL-2: Cause a
substantial adverse change in
the
significance
of
an
archaeological
resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

See MM TCR-1 to MM TCR-4.

Impact CUL-3: Disturb any
human remains, including
those interred outside of

See MM TCR-1, MM TCR-3, MM TCR-5.
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251-004-20

4.0-7

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Impact
formal cemeteries.

Mitigation Measures

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

TCR-5.

MM TCR-5.

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Notes

Timing

4.6 Geology
Impact GEO-1: Directly or
indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,
or death involving rupture of a
known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map, issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based
on other substantial evidence
of a known fault. Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

MM GEO-1: The proposed Project shall be
designed to accommodate fault rupture
where present in accordance with applicable
Caltrans guidelines, including Memo to
Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges
that Cross Faults), dated January 2013; and
Memo to Designers 20-10 (Fault Rupture),
dated January 2013, where any portion of a
structure falls within an APEFZ, or where any
portion of a structure falls within
approximately 100 meters (330 feet) of wellmapped active faults, or within 300 meters
(1,000 feet) of an un-zoned fault (not in an
APEFZ) that is Holocene or younger in age.

ATS system facilities
designed in
accordance with
applicable Caltrans
guidelines shall be
shown on building
plans for the ATS,
prior to the issuance
of building permits
for the ATS.

Stations and elevated structures for the ATS
Guideway shall be located to avoid or
accommodate the fault rupture hazard where
present with refinement of station and ATS
Guideway placement worked into final design
as needed based on project specific geologic
surveys, recommendations and criteria. As
noted in Caltrans Memorandum to Designers
(MTD) 20-8, bridge type structures, such as
the ATS Guideway, must be designed for the
displacement demand resulting from a static
fault offset, the dynamic response due to
ground shaking, and any other fault-induced
hazards (e.g., creep) that may occur at the
site. Caltrans MTD 20-8 provides a method
for obtaining the displacements at columns
and abutments at fault crossings; all the
Meridian Consultants
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
requirements must also be followed.
Adequate bearing seats must be provided so
the superstructure can slide at the abutment,
bent, or hinge seats without falling.
MM GEO-2: During site investigation prior to
the start of construction, the location of the
anticipated trend of the Townsite Fault shall
be further defined via a phased investigation
process to identify and locate active fault
traces in the Project area to support
adjustments to the proposed Project’s
design.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

The
investigation
shall
include
a
supplemental fault investigation conducted
along the trace of the Townsite fault to
further refine the location of the feature and
assess the activity level where it crosses the
proposed ATS alignment and any stations.

Meridian Consultants
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Aerial photograph analysis;

•

Geophysical surveys (e.g., seismic
reflection and/or seismic refraction) to
refine the identified geophysical
anomaly associated with the Townsite
fault and inform subsequent targeted
fault hazard exploration as necessary;

•

Targeted fault trenching based on the
findings of additional geophysical studies
to locate the potential Townsite fault
where it crosses the proposed ITC
alignment; and

•

Exploratory drilling and sampling (e.g.,

A supplemental fault
investigation will be
prepared prior to
the issuance of any
permit by the City
for grounddisturbing activity
for each site or
phase of the Project,
as applicable.

Necessary column
placements and ATS
facility design would
be adjusted on an
as-needed basis
based on
supplemental fault
investigation results.

ATS system facilities
designed in
accordance with
applicable Caltrans
guidelines shall be
shown on building
plans for the ATS,
prior to the issuance
of building permits
for the ATS.

The investigation shall include the following
surface and subsurface methods:
•

Notes

Timing
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
hollow stem auger and CPT borings), as
necessary, if definitive information
regarding the trace of the Townsite fault
cannot be adequately delineated across
the proposed ITC alignment within the
limits of fault trenching.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Based on the results of these investigations,
column placements and facility designs
would be adjusted to accommodate geologic
conditions identified. Further, the facilities
shall be designed in accordance with
applicable Caltrans guidelines including
Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of
Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults) and 20-10
(Fault Rupture). Stations/structures shall be
located to avoid the fault rupture hazard
where present.
Columns and foundations for the guideway
and stations, as well as any other ATS facilities
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture
hazard where present. The design fault offset
where evaluating features crossing the ATS
guideway alignment shall be determined as
the larger of the:
•

Deterministically
displacement.

derived

average

•

Probabilistically derived displacement
consistent with a 5 percent in 50-years
probability of exceedance.

Probabilistic procedures shall follow those
outlined in Abrahamson [2008] and Petersen
et al., [2011] of the Fault Rupture Hazard
Evaluation (Appendix K.1). These procedures
allow for evaluation of offset based on the
Meridian Consultants
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
results of field investigation. If further study
of the fault rupture is conducted, then
procedures as outlined in CGS Note 49 1 shall

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

ATS system facilities
designed in
accordance with
applicable Caltrans
guidelines shall be
shown on building
plans for the ATS,
prior to the issuance
of building permits
for the ATS

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

a) A monitoring
and mitigation
plan shall be
prepared and
designed prior to
issuance of any
permits for
ground-

Notes

Timing

be followed.

MM GEO-3: The proposed ATS system
facilities shall be designed in accordance with
applicable Caltrans guidelines including
Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of
Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults) and 20-10
(Fault Rupture). The response spectra
provided in the Development of Seismic
Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR Seismic Design Criteria (Appendix K.2) shall
be considered applicable for both aerial
guideway and ancillary structures within each
segment of the alignment under the
guideway and each station.
Probabilistic procedures also shall follow
those outlined Caltrans memo to Designers
20-10 -Fault Rupture, dated January 2013.
Impact GEO-3: Directly or
indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site
or unique geologic feature?

MM GEO-4: A qualified paleontologist
meeting the Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology (SVP) Standards (SVP, 2010)
shall be retained by the Contractor/Operator
and approved by the City prior to the
approval of grading permits. The qualified
paleontologist shall:
a) Prepare, design, and implement a

1

a) ECDD-Building
Safety Division to
review and
approve
designated
paleontologist to
confirm that
designee has

California Geological Survey, Note 49: Guidelines for Evaluating the Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture, https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/CGSNotes/CGS-Note-49.pdf
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Impact

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

Implementing
Party

Notes
appropriate
qualifications.

Timing

disturbing
activity by the
City for each site
or phase of the
Project, as
applicable.
b) The monitoring
and mitigation
plan shall be
implemented for
the duration of
Project
construction.
Paleontological
resources
sensitivity
training shall be
conducted prior
to the start of
ground
disturbing
activities;
additional
training shall be
conducted for
new
construction
personnel during
construction, as
needed.

b) Conduct
construction
worker
paleontological resources sensitivity
training at the Project kick-off meeting
prior to the start of ground disturbing
activities (including vegetation removal,
pavement removal, etc.) and would
present the Plan as outlined in (a). In the
event construction crews are phased or
rotated, additional training shall be
conducted for new construction
personnel working on ground-disturbing
activities. The training session shall
provide instruction on the recognition of
the types of paleontological resources

Meridian Consultants
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Monitoring
Party

MMP to be
submitted and
approved by
ECDD-Building
Safety Division to
confirm that
requirements of
Mitigation
Measure GEO4(a) have been
met
b) Paleontologist
to retain
documentation
that construction
personnel have
attended
training;
documentation
to be made
available to
ECDD-Building
Safety Division
upon request

c) Paleontological
resources
monitoring shall
be conducted
during grading,
4.0-12
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
that could be encountered within the
Project area and the procedures to be
followed
if
they
are
found.
Documentation shall be retained by the
qualified paleontologist demonstrating
that the appropriate construction
personnel attended the training.
c)

Implementing
Party

Notes

Timing

pursuant to the
monitoring and
mitigation
program and as
directed by
qualified
paleontologist.

Direct
the
performance
of
paleontological resources monitoring by
a qualified paleontological monitor
(meeting the standards of the SVP, 2010).
Paleontological resources monitoring
shall be conducted pursuant to the
monitoring and mitigation program
developed under (a). Monitoring
activities may be altered or ceased if
determined adequate by the qualified
paleontologist. Monitors shall have the
authority to and shall temporarily halt or
divert work away from exposed fossils or
potential fossils and establish a 50-foot
radius temporarily halting work around
the find. Monitors shall prepare daily
logs detailing the types of ground
disturbing activities and soils observed,
and any discoveries.

Qualified
paleontologist
shall maintain
daily logs on an
on-going basis
for the duration
of ground
disturbing
activities.
Should
construction
activities be
ceased due to
discovery of
fossils, the City
shall be notified.
d) If fossils are
encountered
during ground
disturbing
activities, their
significance shall
be determined
and, if required,
delivered to an

d) If fossils are encountered, determine
their significance, and, if significant,
supervise their collection for curation.
Any fossils collected during Projectrelated excavations, and determined to
be significant by the qualified
paleontologist, shall be prepared to the
point of identification and curated into
an accredited repository with retrievable
Meridian Consultants
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Monitoring
Party

4.0-13

e) Final monitoring
report submitted
to the City within
90 days of
completion of
excavation and
grounddisturbing
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
storage.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Notes
activities

Timing

accredited
repository.

e) Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation
report for submittal to the City in order
to document the results of the
paleontological monitoring. If there are
significant discoveries, fossil locality
information and final disposition shall be
included with the final report which
would be submitted to the appropriate
repository and the City. The final
monitoring report shall be submitted to
the City within 90 days of completion of
excavation and other ground disturbing
activities that could affect Older
Quaternary Alluvium.

e) A final
monitoring and
mitigation report
shall be
submitted within
90 days of
completion of
excavation and
other ground
disturbing
activities.

4.13 Tribal
Impact TCR-1: Cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code § 21074
as either a site, feature, place,
or cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms
of size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a
California Native American
tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing
in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a
local register of historical
resources as defined in
Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

MM TCR-1: Retention of a Tribal Cultural
Resources Monitor/Consultant. Prior to the
commencement of any ground disturbing
activity at the Project area, the contractor
shall retain a qualified archaeologist meeting
the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications Standards for archaeology (US
Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out
all mitigation related to cultural resources. In
addition, a Native American Monitor shall be
designated by the Gabrieleno Band of
Mission Indians-Kizh Nation – the tribe that
consulted on this project pursuant to
Assembly Bill A52 (the “Tribe” or the
“Consulting Tribe”). If no Native American
Monitor is designated within a reasonable
period of time (not to exceed 30 days), the
activity can commence without the

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Archaeological and
Native American
monitors shall be
retained prior to
issuance of permits
for any ground
disturbing activity
Monitoring shall
occur for the
duration of ground
disturbing activities,
as required.

Preservation in
place is considered
infeasible if
approved
geotechnical,
grading and/or
structural plans,
and/or building code
requirements
preclude
preservation in
place.

In the event of the
discovery of any
archaeological
materials during
construction, work
shall immediately
4.0-14
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Public Resources Code
section 5020.1(k); or
ii) A resource determined by
the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported
by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code § 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set
forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Code §
5024.1, the lead agency
shall
consider
the
significance of the resource
to a California Native
American tribe.

Meridian Consultants
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designated Monitor. A copy of the executed
contract shall be submitted to the City’s
ECDD-Building Safety Division prior to the
issuance of any permit necessary to
commence a ground-disturbing activity. The
Tribal monitor will only be present on- site
during the construction phases that involve
activities.
Ground
ground-disturbing
disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe
as activities that may include, but are not
limited to, pavement removal, potholing or
auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring,
grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching,
within the project area. The Tribal Monitor
will complete daily monitoring logs that will
provide descriptions of the day’s activities,
including construction activities, locations,
soil, and any cultural materials identified. The
on-site monitoring shall end when all grounddisturbing activities on the Project area are
completed,
or
when
the
Tribal
Representatives and Tribal Monitor have
indicated that all upcoming grounddisturbing activities at the Project area have
little to no potential for impacting Tribal
Cultural Resources. Upon discovery of any
Tribal Cultural Resources, construction
activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity
of the find (not less than the surrounding 50
feet) until the find can be assessed. All Tribal
Cultural Resources unearthed by project
activities shall be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist and Tribal monitor approved by
the Consulting Tribe. If the resources are
Native American in origin, the Consulting
Tribe will retain it/them in the form and/or
manner the Tribe deems appropriate, for
educational, cultural and/or historic

cease and the City
shall be notified of
the discovery.
Construction shall
resume once the
qualified
archaeologist has
made a
determination on
the significance of
the discovered
resource(s). If
historical resources
or unique
archaeological
resources are
discovered,
avoidance and
preservation
measures would be
implemented.
A Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall
be required during
construction if data
recovery through
excavation is the
only feasible
mitigation available.
During construction,
if the resources are
identified as Native
American, the
qualified
archaeologist and
Contractor/Operator
shall consult with
4.0-15
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
purposes. If human remains and/or grave
goods are discovered or recognized at the
Project area, all ground disturbance shall
immediately cease, and the county coroner
shall be notified per Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98, and Health & Safety Code
Section 7050.5. Human remains and
grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per
California Public Resources Code section
5097.98(d)(1) and (2). Work may continue on
other parts of the Project area while
evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes
place (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If
a non-Native American resource is
determined by the qualified archaeologist to
constitute a “historical resource” or “unique
archaeological resource,” time allotment and
funding
sufficient
to
allow
for
implementation of avoidance measures, or
appropriate mitigation, must be available.
The treatment plan established for the
resources shall be in accordance with CEQA.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

appropriate Native
American
representatives.
A final monitoring
and mitigation
report shall be
submitted within 90
days of completion
of excavation and
other ground
disturbing activities
that require
monitoring.

Guidelines Section 15064.5(f) for historical
resources and PRC Sections 21083.2(b) for
unique
archaeological
resources.
Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the
preferred manner of treatment. If
preservation in place is not feasible,
treatment may include implementation of
archaeological data recovery excavations to
remove the resource along with subsequent
laboratory processing and analysis. Any
historic archaeological material that is not
Native American in origin shall be curated at
a public, non-profit institution with a

Meridian Consultants
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Impact

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

MM TCR-2: Monitoring and Mitigation Plan.
Prepare, design, and implement a monitoring
and mitigation program for the Project. The
Plan
shall
define
pre-construction
coordination, construction monitoring for
excavations based on the activities and depth
of disturbance planned for each portion of
the Project area, data recovery (including
halting or diverting construction so that
archaeological remains can be evaluated and
recovered in a timely manner), artifact and
feature treatment, procurement, and
reporting. The Plan shall be prepared and
approved by a qualified archaeologist prior to
the issuance of the first grading permit.

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

A Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan will
be prepared and
designed prior to
the issuance of any
permit by the City
for grounddisturbing activity
for each site or
phase of the Project,
as applicable. The
approved
Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan shall
be implemented for
the duration of
Project construction.

MM TCR-3: Cultural Resources Sensitivity
Training. The qualified archaeologist and
Native American Monitor shall conduct
construction-worker
archaeological
resources sensitivity training at the Project

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

A Cultural Resources
Sensitivity Training
shall be conducted
prior to the start of
ground disturbing
activities; additional

Mitigation Measures
research interest in the materials, such as the
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles
County or the Fowler Museum, if such an
institution agrees to accept the material. If no
institution accepts the archaeological
material, it shall be offered to a local school
or historical society in the area for
educational purposes.

Notes

Timing

MM TCR-4 and MM TCR-5 will supplement
MM TCR-1.
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Qualified
archaeologist
retained by
Contractor/Operator
shall be subject to
review/ approval by
ECDD-Building
Safety Division to
confirm designee’s
qualifications ECDDBuilding Safety
Division to review
Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan to
confirm that the
plan meets the
requirements of this
mitigation measure.
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
kick-off meeting prior to the start of ground
disturbing activities (including vegetation
removal, pavement removal, etc.) and will
present the Plan as outlined in (a), for all
construction
personnel
conducting,
supervising, or associated with demolition
and ground disturbance, including utility
work, for the Project. In the event
construction crews are phased or rotated,
additional training shall be conducted for
new construction personnel working on
ground-disturbing activities. Construction
personnel shall be informed of the types of
prehistoric and historic archaeological
resources that may be encountered, and of
the proper procedures to be enacted in the
event of an inadvertent discovery of
archaeological resources or human remains.
Documentation shall be retained by the
qualified archaeologist demonstrating that
the appropriate construction personnel
attended the training.
MM TCR-4: Archaeological and Native
American Monitoring. The qualified
archaeologist will oversee archaeological and
Native American monitors who shall be
retained to be present and work in tandem,
monitoring during construction excavations
such as grading, trenching, or any other
excavation activity associated with the
Project and as defined in the Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan. If, after advanced notice, the
Native American representative declines, is
unable, or does not respond to the notice,
construction can proceed under supervision

Meridian Consultants
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

training shall be
conducted for new
construction
personnel during
construction, as
needed.

Contractor/
Operator
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Impact

Mitigation Measures
of the qualified archaeologist. The frequency
of monitoring shall be based on the rate of
excavation and grading activities, the
materials being excavated, and the depth of
excavation, and if found, the quantity and
type
of
archaeological
resources
encountered. Full-time monitoring may be
reduced to part-time inspections, or ceased
entirely, if determined adequate by the
qualified archaeologist and the Native
American monitor.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

1. In the event of the discovery of any
archaeological
materials
during
implementation of the Project, all work
shall immediately cease within 50 feet of
the discovery until it can be evaluated by
the qualified archaeologist. Construction
shall not resume until the qualified
archaeologist has made a determination
on the significance of the resource(s) and
provided recommendations regarding
the handling of the find. If the resource is
determined to be significant, the qualified
archaeologist will confer with the project
applicant regarding recommendation for
treatment and ultimate disposition of the
resource(s).
2. If it is determined that the discovered
archaeological resource constitutes a
historical resource or a unique
archaeological resource pursuant to
CEQA, avoidance and preservation in
place is the preferred manner of
mitigation. Preservation in place may be
accomplished by, but is not limited to,
Meridian Consultants
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avoidance, incorporating the resource
into open space, capping, or deeding the
site into a permanent conservation
easement.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

3. In the event that preservation in place is
demonstrated to be infeasible and data
recovery through excavation is the only
feasible mitigation available, a Cultural
Resources Treatment Plan shall be
prepared and implemented by the
qualified archaeologist in consultation
with the project applicant, and
appropriate
Native
American
representatives (if the find is of Native
American origin). The Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall provide for the
adequate recovery of the scientifically
consequential information contained in
the archaeological resource through
laboratory processing and analysis of the
artifacts. The Treatment Plan will further
make recommendations for the ultimate
curation of any archaeological materials,
which shall be curated at a public, nonprofit curation facility, university, or
museum with a research interest in the
materials, if such an institution agrees to
accept them. If resources are determined
to be Native American in origin, they will
first be offered to the Tribe for
permanent curation, repatriation, or
reburial, as directed by the Tribe. If no
institution or Tribe accepts the
archaeological material, then the
material shall be donated to a local school
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or historical society in the area for
educational purposes.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Timing

Notes

4. If the resource is identified as a Native
American, the qualified archaeologist and
the City shall consult with appropriate
Native American representatives, as
identified through the AB 52 consultation
process in determining treatment for
prehistoric or Native American resources
to ensure cultural values ascribed to the
resource, beyond that which is
scientifically important, are considered.
5. Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation
report for submittal to the City, and the
South Central Coastal Information Center
(SCCIC), in order to document the results
of the archaeological and Native
American monitoring. If there are
significant discoveries, artifact and
feature analysis and final disposition shall
be included with the final report, which
will be submitted to the SCCIC and the
applicant. The final monitoring report
shall be submitted to the applicant within
90 days of completion of excavation and
other ground disturbing activities that
require monitoring.
MM TCR-5: Inadvertent Discoveries Related
to Human Remains.
In the event of the unanticipated discovery of
human remains during excavation or other
ground disturbance related to the proposed
Project, all work shall immediately cease
within 150 feet of the discovery and the
Meridian Consultants
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County Coroner shall be contacted in
accordance with PRC Section 5097.98 2 and

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. 3
Additionally, the contractor shall notify the
City, and the tribal cultural resources monitor
and archaeological monitor.
The City, as the Project sponsor, and the
contractor shall ensure that the immediate
vicinity where the discovery occurred is not
disturbed by further activity, is adequately
protected according to generally accepted
cultural and tribal standards or practices, and
that further ground-disturbing activities take
into account the possibility of multiple
burials.
No further excavation or disturbance of the
discovery or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remans (as
determined by the qualified archaeologist
and/or tribal cultural resources monitor) shall
occur until the coroner has made the
necessary findings as to origin and disposition
pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. If such a
discovery occurs, a temporary construction
exclusion zone shall be established
surrounding the area of the discovery so that
the area would be protected (as determined
by the qualified archaeologist and/or cultural

2
3

NAGPRA, Title 43. Public Lands: Interior, Subtitle A. Office of the Secretary of the Interior, Part 10. Native American Graves Protection and Reparation Regulations, §
5097.98 – Notification of discovery of Native American human remains, descendants; disposition of human remains and associated grave goods.
California / Health and Safety Code - HSC / CHAPTER 2. General Provisions [7050.5. - 7055.] / Section 7050.5.
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resources monitor), and consultation and
treatment could occur as prescribed by law.
As required by law, the coroner would
determine within two working days of being
notified if the remains are subject to his or
her authority.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

If the coroner recognizes the human remains
to be those of a Native American or has
reason to believe that they are those of a
Native American, he or she shall contact, by
telephone within 24 hours, the NAHC. In
accordance with Health and Safety Code
Section 7050.5, subdivision (c), and PRC
Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641),
the NAHC would make an MLD
determination.
If the Tribe is designated MLD, the following
standards shall apply and the following
requirements and treatment measures shall
be implemented.
To the Tribe, the term “human remains”
encompasses more than human bones. In
ancient as well as historic times, Tribal
Traditions included, but were not limited to,
the burial of funerary objects with the
deceased, and the ceremonial burning of
human remains. These remains are to be
treated in the same manner as bone
fragments that remain intact. Associated
funerary objects are objects that, as part of
the death rite or ceremony of a culture, are
reasonably believed to have been placed with
individual human remains either at the time
of death or later; other items made
exclusively for burial purposes or to contain
Meridian Consultants
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human remains can also be considered as
associated funerary objects.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing
activities, the landowner shall arrange a
designated site location within the footprint
of the project for the respectful reburial of
the human remains and/or ceremonial
objects. In the case where discovered human
remains cannot be fully documented and
recovered on the same day, the remains shall
be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate
that can be moved by heavy equipment
placed over the excavation opening to
protect the remains. If this type of steel plate
is not available, a 24-hour guard should be
posted outside of working hours. As stated by
the Tribe as part of the Project’s AB 52
consultation:
The Tribe will make every effort to
recommend diverting the project and
keeping the remains in situ and protected.
If the project cannot be diverted, it may be
determined that burials will be removed.
The Tribe will work closely with the
qualified archaeologist to ensure that the
excavation is treated carefully, ethically,
and respectfully.
If data recovery is approved by the Tribe,
documentation shall be taken which includes
at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and
sketches. The Tribe shall approve additional
types of documentation for data recovery
purposes. Cremations must either be
removed in bulk or by means as necessary to
ensure completely recovery of all material. If
Meridian Consultants
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the discovery of human remains includes four
or more burials, the location is considered a
cemetery and a separate treatment plan shall
be created. Once complete, a final report of
all activities is to be submitted to the Tribe
and the NAHC. Scientific study or the
utilization of any invasive diagnostics on
human remains of Native American origin.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Each occurrence of human remains and
associated funerary objects will be stored
using opaque cloth bags. All human remains,
funerary objects, sacred objects and objects
of cultural patrimony will be removed to a
secure container on site if feasible. These
items shall be retained and reburied within
six months of recovery if feasible. The site of
reburial/repatriation shall be on the Project
area, but at a location agreed upon between
the Tribe and the landowner at a site to be
protected in perpetuity. There shall be no
publicity regarding any cultural materials
recovered.
If the Tribe is not designated MLD, each
occurrence of human remains and associated
funerary objects shall be stored using opaque
cloth bags. All human remains, funerary
objects, sacred objects, and objects of
cultural patrimony shall be preserved in place
where feasible and to consult with the tribal
cultural resources monitor and/or the MLD
about appropriate treatment if removal is
required. If remains are removed, they shall
be removed to a secure container on site, if
possible, with consultation with of the
qualified archaeologist and/or tribal cultural
Meridian Consultants
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resources monitor. These items shall be
retained and reburied within six months of
recovery or as directed by the qualified
archaeologist and/or tribal cultural resources
monitor. The site of reburial/repatriation
shall be within the proposed Project
footprint, or at a location agreed upon
between the MLD and the landowner at a site
to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be
no publicity regarding any cultural materials
recovered.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

City,
Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPWEngineering
Division

Notes

Timing

4.14 Utilities
Impact U-1: Require or result in
the relocation or construction
of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm
water drainage, electric power,
natural
gas,
or
telecommunications facilities,
the construction or relocation
of which could cause significant
environmental effects.

MM UT-1: Prior to the award of the DBFOM
contract, and start of any demolition or
construction activities, the City or DBFOM
shall be responsible identifying the locations
of existing utilities potentially affected by the
proposed Project. This shall include
coordinating with all existing utility providers
for wet and dry utilities (water, sewer, gas,
electric, and telecommunications) to obtain
documentation of existing utility locations.
Field verification (i.e., potholing and other
methods as appropriate) shall be conducted
to document the locations of all utilities
within 20 feet of the proposed Project’s
guideway and station foundations.

Existing utilities
potentially affected
by the Project to be
identified by the City
prior to award of
contract and
issuance of any
construction permit.

Based on the information from the field
investigations, the DBFOM contractor shall be
responsible for confirming the location of
existing utilities and coordinating with the
appropriate utility owners/operators to
determine specific set back requirements for
each utility line and the need for any
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stabilization for protection in place or
relocation measures.
MM UT-2: Prior to the award of the DBFOM
contract, and start of construction, the City
shall contact Southern California Edison (SCE)
and request an updated system Distribution
Study to determine the amount of load that
SCE could accommodate and required
infrastructure upgrades in order to meet the
proposed Project’s recommended full
redundancy design. Should SCE determine
that additional system upgrades are required,
such upgrades shall be the responsibility of
the DBFOM contractor and/or the City to
complete (including design and any
additional environmental clearance), subject
to the review and approval of SCE and the
City, as applicable.

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

City,
Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPWEngineering
Division/SC
E
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Timing

An updated system
Distribution Study
shall be prepared
and approved by the
City and SCE prior to
award of contract
and issuance of any
construction permit.

ECDD-Planning
Division to confirm
that reports have
been submitted and
approved by SCE.
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Timing

Notes

4.1 Aesthetics
PDF AES-1 Construction (CCP)
Construction activities during evening and nighttime hours may
require the use of temporary lighting. To minimize the impact of
temporary lighting on adjacent properties, the following
measures shall be implemented:
•

Temporary lighting will be limited to the amount necessary
to safely perform the required work and will be directed
downwards and shielded. Care shall be taken in the
placement and orientation of portable lighting fixtures to
avoid directing lights toward sensitive receptors, including
automobile drivers. Motorists and sensitive receptors shall
not have direct views of construction light sources. Light
sensitive receptors include but are not limited to residential
areas and transient occupancy uses.

•

Light trespass shall not exceed one foot-candle above
ambient light level as measured at any adjacent residential
and transient properties.

•

Construction night lighting shall be shielded to prevent a
direct view of the light sources from residential properties
with a property boundary that is within 150 feet of the
construction site.

•

Temporary sidewalks and any sidewalk adjacent to
construction activities shall be illuminated to City Standards
to protect public safety.

Ongoing during construction.
Adjacent residences within
500 feet of the Project shall be
notified prior to the issuance
of any grading or grounddisturbing activity for any
phase of the Project.

To minimize the visual effects of construction the following
measures shall be implemented:
•

Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences,
plastic ground cover, and straw bales should be removed as
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soon as the area is stabilized.
•

Stockpile areas should be located in less visibly sensitive
areas and pre-approved by the City. Stockpile locations,
laydown, and staging areas shall be accessed by construction
vehicles with minimal disruption near residential
neighborhoods.

•

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be
located as far as practicable from residential areas,
businesses and pedestrian pathways.

PDF AES-2 Tree Replacement (CCP)
A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by
members of the Project Task Force, subject to review and
acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the
following principles:
•

Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of
Inglewood Municipal Code and the Design Guidelines.

•

Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be
avoided where feasible.

•

New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of
the same species as those removed, if appropriate for the
location and not in conflict with new infrastructure.
Alternative locations shall be approved by the City’s Public
Works Department.

•

New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum
of 20 feet in height.

•

The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within six (6)
months of restoration and completion of that portion of
streets that may impact the tree. To the extent feasible, the
Contractor shall permanently replace trees on an ongoing
basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Project Task
Force,
Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPWEnvironmental
Services
Division
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Prior to the issuance of a
grading permit or grounddisturbing activity, a tree
permit shall be obtained. All
replacement trees shall be
maintained for a minimum of 3
years during operation and
shall be inspected after 1 year.
Contractor must replace trees
within six months of
restoration and completion of
Project portions.
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•

If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree
species, the pruning shall be performed in a manner that
does not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the
health of the trees.

•

The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other
landscaping installed by the Contractor for a period of three
(3) years from the date of planting and shall warranty the
trees and landscaping for one (1) year after planting. Prior to
the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the
Contractor will conduct an inspection of all permanent
replacement trees and landscaping for general health as a
condition of final acceptance by the City. If, in the City’s
determination, a permanent replacement tree or
landscaping does not meet the health requirements of the
City, then the Contractor shall replace that tree within thirty
(30) days. For any permanent trees or landscaping that must
then be removed, the original warranty shall be deemed
renewed commencing from when the tree or landscaping is
replaced.

PDF AES-3 Lighting (Design Guidelines)
Station Design
•

Station canopies will have indirect accent lighting.

•

Lighting will clearly highlight pedestrian paths including
those to stairs, escalators, and elevators.

•

Accent and functional lighting will be strategically placed to
minimize spillover.

•

Accent and functional lighting controls will be
programmable, and sensor controlled to allow for energy
efficiency and various settings such as daytime, nighttime,
and event lighting.
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Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPWEngineering
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Notes

Lighting design features shall
be shown on building plans for
the ATS, prior to the issuance
of building permits for the ATS.
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Guideway And Support Structure Design
•

Where provided, guideway indirect accent lighting will
complement station lighting design.

•

Light fixtures will be concealed or minimally visible.

•

Accent and functional lighting will be strategically placed to
minimize spillover.

•

Code required lighting along the guideway will be designed
to minimize visibility from the ground level.

•

Street lighting will be supplemented as needed to provide a
consistent light level on the sidewalk and roadway along the
project alignment

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Maintenance And Storage Facility
•

Where provided, functional lighting will be placed to
minimize spillover

•

Building entrances will be well lit.

•

Lighting will clearly highlight pedestrian paths including
those to ramps, stairs, escalators, and elevators

•

Public uses on the ground plane of the MSF Site including any
covered parking areas will be well lit with particular attention
paid to the comfort and safety of the public.

Elevated Passenger Walkway
•

Where provided, functional lighting will be placed to
minimize spillover.

•

Overall lighting design will not interfere with roadway traffic
below.

•

Accent lighting will complement station lighting design.

•

Accent and general lighting controls will be programmable
and sensor controlled to allow for daytime, nighttime, and
event settings.
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PDF AES-4 Tree Placement (Design Guidelines)
•

An arborist report surveying the condition and extents of all
existing trees in the Project area will be provided to the
developer for their use as a baseline in order to produce a
final report detailing the most current conditions and
proposed handling of all existing trees for the proposed
Project.

•

Existing flourishing trees (as identified in the arborist report)
will remain, where feasible.

•

An Approved Plant Palette based on the City’s approved
street tree list will be used as a basis for all sections of new
trees.

•

The quantity and species of existing trees removed by the ITC
Project will be replaced in accordance with the City’s current
landscape guidelines.

•

Protected species in the Inglewood Municipal Code, Tree
Preservation will remain.

•

City of Inglewood guidelines for tree spacing will be followed,
considering species of trees and the desired canopy
coverage.

•

Trees will be planted on both sides of the roadway where
feasible.

•

Trees will be positioned at regular intervals relative to the
guideway column supports to create a consistent rhythm.

•

On Market Street, trees will be planted at a rhythm and scale
to create a continuous visual canopy over the pedestrian
realm, where feasible.

•

On Manchester Boulevard, trees will be planted at a rhythm
consistent with the street trees east and west of the Project,
in alignment with the shape of the roadway.

•

On Prairie Avenue, trees on the east side will continue the
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Implementing
Party
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Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/ DPWEngineering
Division

4.0-32

Timing

Notes

Tree placement locations shall
be shown on building plans for
the ATS, prior to the issuance
of building permits for the ATS.

The arborist shall be
certified by the
International
Society for
Arboriculture (ISA).
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stately rhythm from the Inglewood Cemetery north of
Manchester Boulevard. Trees on the west side will be spaced
to match the rhythm of the east side and the guideway
support structure to the extent feasible.
PDF AES-5 Signage (Design Guidelines)
•

Physical Non-Digital Signage incorporated into the Project
will have a distinct visual graphic identity that is consistent
across all physical design elements of the project

•

All signage will be approved by City of Inglewood and the
Authority Having Jurisdiction (AHJ).

•

Existing signage along the entire ITC alignment, which are
affected, will be replaced, along with its infrastructure, and
will meet its originally intended design intent and function.

•

Signage replaced that originated on private property will be
approved by the City of Inglewood and the sign/property
owner.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/ DPWEngineering
Division/AHJ

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Timing

Notes

Signage shall be shown on
building plans for the ATS,
prior to the issuance of
building permits for the ATS.

4.2 Air Quality
PDF AQ-1 Construction Air Quality Program (CCP)
At a minimum, use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final Tier 4 emissions standards for
off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50
horsepower (hp) or greater, for all phases of construction activity,
unless it can be demonstrated to the City Planning Division with
substantial evidence that such equipment is not available. To
ensure that Final Tier 4 construction equipment or better shall be
used during the proposed Project’s construction, the City shall
include this requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase
orders, and contracts. The City shall also require periodic
reporting and provision of written construction documents by
construction contractor(s) and conduct regular inspections to the
maximum extent feasible to ensure and enforce compliance.
Meridian Consultants
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requirements for equipment
operating at the Project Site,
as well as the construction
protocols shall be included in
applicable bid documents prior
to seeking bids for
construction. A comprehensive
inventory of all off-road
construction equipment for
activities being permitted shall
be made available to SCAQMD
prior to issuance of any
permits for construction
activities by the City of
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Such equipment will be outfitted with Best Available Control
Technology devices including a California Air Resources Board
(CARB)-certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters (DPF). Level 3
DPF are capable of achieving at least 85 percent reduction in
particulate matter emissions. Any emissions control device used
by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no
less than what could be achieved by Final Tier 4 emissions
standards for a similarly sized engine, as defined by the CARB’s
regulations. Successful contractors must demonstrate the ability
to supply the compliant construction equipment for use prior to
any ground disturbing and construction activities. The proposed
Project representative will make available to the lead agency and
Southern California Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) a
comprehensive inventory of all off-road construction equipment,
equal to or greater than 50 horsepower, which will be used during
construction. The inventory will include the horsepower rating,
engine production year, and certification of the specified Tier
standard. A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, best
available control technology (BACT) documentation, and CARB or
SCAQMD operating permit shall be maintained on site at the time
of mobilization for each applicable piece of construction
equipment.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing
Inglewood for each site or
phase, as applicable.
Construction equipment
features for equipment
operating at the Project Site,
as well as the construction
protocols shall be
implemented during any
ground disturbing activities
and construction activities on
an on-going basis. Periodic
reporting and provision of
written construction
documents by the Contractor
and compliance inspections by
the City would be required on
an ongoing basis during
construction.

Notes

If any of the following circumstances listed below exist and the
Contractor provides written documentation consistent with
project contract requirements, the Contractor shall submit an
Alternative Compliance Plan that identifies operational changes
or other strategies that can reduce a comparable level of NOx
emissions as Tier 4-certified engines during construction
activities.
•

The Contractor does not have the required type of off-road
construction equipment within its current available inventory
as to a particular vehicle or equipment by leasing or shortterm rent, and the Contractor has attempted in good faith
and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the
equipment or vehicle, but the equipment or vehicle is not
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available for lease or short-term rent within 120 miles of the
Project area, and the Contractor has submitted
documentation to the City showing that the requirements of
this exception provision apply.
•

The Contractor has been awarded funding by SCAQMD or
another agency that would provide some or all of the cost to
retrofit, repower, or purchase a piece of equipment or
vehicle, but the funding has not yet been provided due to
circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and the
Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due
diligence to lease or short-term rent the equipment or
vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is
not available for lease or short-term rent within 120 miles of
the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted
documentation to the City showing that the requirements of
this exception provision apply.

•

Contractor has ordered equipment or vehicle to be used on
the construction project in compliance at least 60 days before
that equipment or vehicle is needed at the Project alignment,
but that equipment or vehicle has not yet arrived due to
circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and the
Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due
diligence to lease or short-term rent the equipment or
vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is
not available for lease or short-term rent within 120 miles of
the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted
documentation to the City showing that the requirements of
this exception provision apply.

•

Construction-related diesel equipment or vehicle will be used
on the Project for fewer than 20 calendar days per calendar
year. The Contractor shall not consecutively use different
equipment or vehicles that perform the same or a
substantially similar function in an attempt to use this
exception to circumvent the intent of this measure.

Meridian Consultants
251-004-20

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

4.0-35

Timing

Notes

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Project Design Features
•

Documentation of good faith efforts and due diligence
regarding the previous exceptions shall include written
record(s) of inquiries (i.e., phone logs) to at least three
leasing/rental companies that provide construction on-road
trucks and off-road equipment, documenting the
availability/unavailability of the required types of
truck/equipment. The City will, from time-to-time, conduct
independent audit of the availability of such vehicles and
equipment for lease/rent within a 120-mile radius of the
Project area, which may be used in reviewing the
acceptability of the Contractor’s good faith efforts and due
diligence.

•

Equipment such as concrete/industrial saws, pumps, aerial
lifts, light stands, air compressors, and forklifts shall be
electric or alternative-fueled (i.e., nondiesel). Pole power
shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in lieu of
generators. If stationary construction equipment, such as
diesel-powered generators, must be operated continuously,
such equipment must be Final Tier 4 construction equipment
or better and located at least 100 feet from air quality
sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools, childcare
centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

•

At a minimum, require that construction vendors,
contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to using
2010 model year trucks (e.g., material delivery trucks and soil
import/export with a gross vehicle weight rating of at least
14,001 pounds), or best commercially available equipment,
that meet CARB’s 2010 engine emissions standards at 0.01
g/hp-hour of particulate matter and 0.20 g/hp-hour of NOx
emissions or newer, cleaner trucks, unless the Contractor
provides written documentation consistent with project
contract requirements the circumstances exist as described
above and the Contractor submits the Plan. Operators shall
maintain records of all trucks associated with Project
construction to document that each truck used meets these
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emission standards. The City shall include this requirement in
applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts.
Operators shall maintain records of all trucks associated with
Project construction to document that each truck used meets
these emission standards and make the records available for
inspection.
•

Require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g.,
natural gas) sweepers with high-efficiency particulate air
(HEPA) filters.

•

A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the Community
Affairs Liaison’s contact information to contact regarding dust
complaints. The Air District’s phone number shall also be
visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations.

•

Dust shall be controlled per local ordinances. The Contractor
shall be responsible for excessive dust or construction debris
that results in impacts to adjacent residences or private
vehicles, including taking responsibility for clean-up and
addressing complaints brought to the project.

•

All trucks carrying fill materials, debris, or similar materials
shall secure and cover loads to prevent dust or debris while
travelling on public right of ways.

•

All trucks removing materials from the site will be loaded
within the site perimeter and will be required to cover loads
as deemed necessary for dust control .

•

Material stockpiles and construction area surfaces shall be
covered and/or watered as needed to prevent dust at
designated construction areas.

•

All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., being installed as
part of the Project should be completed as soon as
practicable; in addition, building pads should be laid as soon
as practicable after grading.

•

To the extent feasible, allow construction employees to
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commute during off-peak hours.
•

Make access available for on-site lunch trucks during
construction, as feasible, to minimize off-site construction
employee vehicle trips.

•

Every effort shall be made to utilize grid-based electric power
at any construction site, where feasible.

•

Contractors shall maintain and operate construction
equipment to minimize exhaust emissions. All construction
equipment must be properly tuned and maintained in
accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications and
documentation demonstrating proper maintenance, in
accordance with the manufacturer’s specifications, shall be
maintained on site. Tampering with construction equipment
to increase horsepower or to defeat emission control devices
must be prohibited.

•

Require in all applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and
contracts of the requirement to notify all construction
vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators that
vehicle and construction equipment idling time will be
limited to no longer than five minutes, consistent with the
CARB’s policy. For any idling that is expected to take longer
than five minutes, the engine should be shut off. Notify
construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck
operators of these idling requirements at the time that the
purchase order is issued and again when vehicles enter the
Project area. To further ensure that drivers understand the
vehicle idling requirement, post signs at the proposed Project
entry gates and throughout the Project alignment, where
appropriate, stating that idling longer than five minutes is not
permitted.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Contractor/

JPA/ DPWEngineering

Guideway and support column
design, elevation, and distance

Notes

4.4 Cultural Resources
PDF CUL-1 Historic Resources (Design Guidelines)
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The final Project design must consider design variables (elevation
of guideway, width of guideway, distance of the guideway from
the resources, and the dimensions, placement, and spacing of
support columns) and resource variables (building’s height, scale,
number of street-facing facades, width of primary façade, front
setback, project elements overhanding the sidewalk, and
viewpoints from which the resource can best be discerned in its
entirety). The final Project design shall ensure minimal impacts to
the setting of historical resources, and little or no visual
obstruction of the resource’s street-facing façades from the
optimal viewpoints. In order to meet these performance-based
standards, the following Project Design Features shall be
incorporated into the final Project design:
•

The guideway’s elevation and distance from the façade of the
historical resource will be sufficient for the guideway to
visually clear the top of the historical resources’ street-facing
façade(s) when viewed from the optimal viewpoints. The
final Project design is expected to achieve no visual
obstruction of any of the identified historical resources from
the guideway.

•

At the former Fox Theatre, and for 100 feet on either side of
the resource, the guideway elevation (measured from the
ground plane to the underside of the guideway structure) will
be a minimum of 52 feet from grade in order to achieve
unobstructed views of this resource, including its
monumental sign pylon.

•

The dimensions, placement, and spacing of the guideway
support columns will be such that the obstruction of views of
the historical resources’ street-facing façade(s) when viewed
from the optimal viewpoints will be minimized. For five of the
identified historical resources—Holy Faith Episcopal Church,
former United Bank of California (now Broadway Federal
Bank), former Fox Theatre, Professional Building, and
Inglewood Park Cemetery—the final Project design is
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expected to completely avoid visual obstructions from
support columns.
•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/ DPWEngineering
Division

Timing

Notes

For five of the historical resources—the former Bank of
Inglewood, former J.C. Penney, Bank of America, the Forum,
and Lighthouse McCormick Mortuary Mortuary—views that
are completely unobstructed by support columns are not
necessary for the resource to convey its significance. A small
portion of the resources’ primary façades will be
intermittently obscured depending on the position of the
viewer. However, due to the scale and/or setback of these
resources, their primary façades will remain readily
discernable.

4.5 Energy
PDF ENERGY-1 (Design Guidelines)
•

Energy Efficiency - Where California Energy Efficiency
Standards apply, the project should be more energy efficient
than allowed. For energy-using equipment not governed by
California Energy Efficiency Standards, best available energy
efficient technologies should be used. Advanced
commissioning of building systems should be conducted to
ensure systems are operating as designed.

•

To achieve energy use reduction, passive strategies taking
advantage of the favorable local climate should be
considered where feasible. The use of solar canopies as
shade structures in addition to roof-mounted solar is another
energy saving strategy.

•

Water Efficiency - In order to reduce excessive water
consumption, the project should identify and implement
appropriate opportunities to reduce or eliminate potable
water use indoors and in landscape areas.

•

Material Conservation And Resource Efficiency - In order to
reduce the environmental impact from the use of
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construction materials, the project should minimize the use
of virgin materials. This can be accomplished by increasing
the use of materials that are reused, recycled, rapidly
renewable, locally sourced, and durable. In order to
determine the best approach to reducing the overall
environmental impact from use of materials, a life cycle
assessment (LCA) could be used.
•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPW

Timing

Notes

A Building Demolition Plan,
Hazardous Materials
Contingency Plan, Soil
Management Plan, and Health
and Safety Plan shall be
prepared and submitted prior
to issuance of any permits by
the City of Inglewood for
ground disturbing activities for
each site or phase of the
Project, as applicable.

ECDD-Building
Safety to confirm
that
Contractor/Operato
r has submitted
SMP, and that
appropriate
regulatory agency
has approved it

Environmental Quality - In order to protect and enhance the
health and comfort of occupants, the project should provide
a high quality, sustainable indoor environment that is
designed to maximize natural daylighting and views of the
outdoors where feasible. Indoor spaces should use high
efficiency air filtration and should create a comfortable
indoor acoustical environment. Materials and systems should
be selected that will provide for a healthy indoor
environment.

4.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials
PDF HAZ-1 Hazardous Materials Program (CCP)
The following practices will be followed during construction to
address the potential for encountering hazardous materials
during construction of the Project.
•

•

Building Demolition Plan – Prior to any demolition occurring,
conduct an evaluation of all buildings built prior to 1980 to
be demolished to identify the presence of asbestos
containing materials (ACMs) and lead-based paint (LBP).
Remediation shall be implemented in accordance with the
recommendations of these evaluations to ensure that no
ACMs or LBP remain present and to ensure ACMs and LBP are
removed to levels established for public safety.

Implementation of the plans
shall be on-going for the
duration of construction.

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan – Prior to
construction, prepare a plan addressing the potential for
discovery of unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs),
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hazardous materials, petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous
or solid wastes encountered during construction. This Plan
shall address UST decommissioning, field screening and
materials testing methods, contaminant management
requirements, and health and safety requirements to ensure
no exposure to hazards or hazardous materials occurs on site
and to ensure any materials encountered during construction
are removed to levels established for public safety.
•

Soil Management Plan – After final construction plans are
prepared showing the lateral and vertical extent of soil
excavation during construction are prepared, prepare a Soil
Management Plan to establish soil reuse criteria, define a
sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the
disposition of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria,
and specify guidelines for imported materials.

•

Health and Safety Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a
Health and Safety Plan to address the potential for exposure
to the constituents of concern identified in the limited Phase
II ESA.

•

Utility Relocation Work – All Project utility relocations in the
vicinity of Kelso Elementary School shall be designed and
constructed to remain within the public right-of-way and not
impact school property. Relocations shall be located further
away from the school as feasible and designed and
constructed to current standards to assure that they create
no unacceptable hazards to the school. During Project
construction, any open trenches and construction equipment
shall be marked and barricaded such that they are not
accessible by the students or create any potential hazard to
school operations. Project utility relocations or cut overs that
may require disruption to normal school utility services shall
be scheduled to occur outside of normal school hours with
advanced notification to the School District.
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator,
Community
Affairs Liaison

JPA/DPWEngineering
Division

Timing

Notes

A Construction Noise Control
Plan shall be prepared or
updated and approved prior to
the issuance of any permits for
construction activities by the
City for each site or phase of
the Project, as applicable. The
approved Construction Noise
Control Plan shall be
implemented for the duration
of Project construction.

Acoustical
consultant retained
by
Contractor/Operato
r subject to review
and approval by
DPW-Engineering
Division to confirm
that designee has
requisite expertise.
The City will
designate a
Community Affairs
Liaison to be
responsible for
responding within
24 hours to any
local complaint or
question about
construction
activities. A website
will be established
with project
construction
information and
contact information
for the Community
Affairs Liaison. A
toll-free phone line
(available 24 hours
a day) and website
will be made a part
of all construction
notices and shall be

4.10 Noise
PDF-NOISE-1 Construction Noise Control Plan (CCP)
A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in
coordination with an acoustical/vibration consultant approved by
the City and approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior
to construction. The Plan shall include measures demonstrating
that construction noise levels will be below Federal Transit
Administration (FTA)’s General Assessment Construction Noise
Criteria. The following construction noise reduction measures
shall be incorporated into the plan:
−

Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at
receptors;

−

For any idling that is expected to take longer than five
minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

−

All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler
systems;

−

Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment
whenever practical;

−

Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors
as feasible;

−

Locate stationary noise sources as far away from
sensitive receptors as feasible;

−

Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or
gasoline-powered generators, with acoustical barriers
where necessary and required;

−

If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a
shed or barrier, such equipment must be muffled and
located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g.,
residences, schools, childcare centers, hospitals, parks,
or similar uses), whenever possible.
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−

Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent
feasible in lieu of generators.

−

Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers,
and rock drills) used for project construction shall be
hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible
to avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust
from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of
pneumatic tools is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on
the compressed air exhaust and external jackets shall be
used where feasible to lower noise levels. Quieter
procedures shall be used, such as drills rather than
impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use
of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as auger
displacement installation), where feasible in
consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions shall be considered.

−

Staging of construction material deliveries behind
fencing to minimize noise emitting from idling vehicles.

−

On site-signage reminding workers to minimize noise
generation.

−

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall
be located as far as practicable from sensitive receptors.

−

For project foundations, consider the use of drilled piles
or sonic pile drivers or vibratory pile drivers instead of
traditional impact pile drivers, as permitted by geological
conditions.

−

Sequence noisy activities to occur during the same
general time period during daytime hours to the extent
practical.

−

Select quieter demolition methods where appropriate
and feasible such that demolition activities can remain
within the project specified noise levels.
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−

Unless deemed infeasible for a particular construction
activity, the Contractor shall utilize rubber tire earth
moving equipment in lieu of track mounted earth
moving equipment.

−

Construction material deliveries shall take place within
designated construction staging areas as far from
residential sites as practical to minimize noise impacts.

−

Provide signage at active construction sites and staging
areas reminding workers, equipment operators and
delivery vehicles to minimize noise levels to the extent
possible.

−

Rumble strips or signage shall be provided at roadway
access points into contractor laydown and staging areas
to slow construction vehicles and limit vehicle noise.

−

Coordinate with Inglewood Unified School District
administrators to avoid disruptive noise during school
hours, including scheduling heavy equipment such as
cranes, haul trucks, concrete trucks, concrete pumps,
pneumatic equipment, earth moving vehicles or similar
to operate outside of school hours. The City shall require
that the Project's construction noise during school hours
would be limited to 5 dBA Leq 1-hour above the
measured ambient noise levels at Kelso School property
line as identified in the RDEIR. Activities that would
exceed this threshold shall be scheduled to occur outside
of normal school hours or mitigated with specific
mitigation measures such as temporary sound walls,
sound blankets, or other sound-attenuating devices. The
City shall monitor the Project's construction noise levels
during school hours to assure compliance. As requested
by the District, monthly noise monitoring reports on
noise levels during school hours at Kelso School will be
provided to the District.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the
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established standards, the following shall be incorporated into
the Plan:
−

A monitoring plan shall be implemented during
demolition and construction activities. Warning
thresholds shall be defined that are 5 dBA below the
specified noise limits to allow sufficient time for the
Contractor to take actions to reduce noise. A monitoring
record that documents all alarms and actions taken to
comply with these measures shall be provided to the City
upon request.

−

In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded,
construction activities shall be temporarily halted in the
vicinity of the area where the exceedance occurs. The
source of the noise exceeding the warning level shall be
identified followed by actions to be implemented to
reduce noise levels below the established standards.
Noise measurements shall be gathered after actions are
taken to verify noise levels are below the warning level
before construction activities restart. The following are
examples of actions that can be taken to reduce
construction noise levels:

−

Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in
certain locations;

−

Reducing the speed or intensity of the of heavy-duty
construction equipment being operated simultaneously.

−

Operate equipment at the lowest possible power levels.

−

Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal
surfaces or other redesign to minimize metal-to-metal
impacts.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

In order to ensure that acceptable noise levels are
maintained at Kelso School, real time noise monitoring will
be conducted at Kelso School during the school day. A noise
monitor will be located at the southeast corner of Kelso
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School on Prairie Avenue. This noise monitor will update the
1-hour Leq noise level every minute during the school day.
Any time the 1-hour Leq noise level increases by 3 dBA over
the ambient noise level during the school day, an alert
message will be sent to the construction manager(s) and
contact(s) for the contractor(s) working in the vicinity of the
school to allow for adjustments to be made to the work in
progress to avoid noise levels reaching or exceeding an
increase of 5 dBA 1-hour Leq over ambient noise levels. A
contact will also be provided to the Inglewood Unified School
District and administration at Kelso School to resolve any
District or Kelso School concerns with construction activities
and their resulting noise levels during the school day.

PDF NOISE-2 Construction Vibration Reduction Plan (CCP)
Prior to the issuance of any demolition or construction permit for
each phase of the Project, a Construction Vibration Reduction
Plan shall be prepared to minimize construction vibration at
nearby sensitive receptors from vibration created by construction
activities. The Plan shall be developed in coordination with a
certified acoustical/vibration consultant and shall be approved by
the City’s Director of Public Works. The Plan shall include but not
be limited to the following elements to ensure impacts from
ground borne vibration are less than significant:
•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Contractor/
Operator

JPA/DPWEngineering
Division

A Pre-Demolition and Construction Plan that includes but is
not limited to:
−

Photos of current conditions of buildings and structures
that could be damaged from construction activities. This
crack survey shall include photos of existing cracks and
other material conditions present on or at the surveyed
buildings. Images of interior conditions shall be included
if possible. Photos in the report shall be labelled in detail
and dated.
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The City will
designate a
Community Affairs
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with project
construction
information and
contact information
for the Community
Affairs Liaison. A
toll-free phone line
(available 24 hours
a day) and website
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•

−

Identify representative cracks in the walls of existing
buildings, if any, and install crack gauges on such walls of
the buildings to measure changes in existing cracks
during project activities.

−

Crack gauges shall be installed on multiple
representative cracks, particularly on sides of the
building facing the Project.

−

Determine the number and placement of vibration
sensors at the affected buildings in consultation with a
qualified architect. The number of units and the
locations of these sensors shall take into account
proposed demolition and construction activities to
ensure that adequate measurements can be taken
illustrating vibration levels during the course of the
Project, and if/when levels exceed the established
threshold.

−

A line and grade pre-construction survey at the affected
buildings shall be conducted.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes
will be made a part
of all construction
notices and shall be
posted in
prominent public
facing locations
around the Project
area and in
adjacent public
spaces.

A Vibration Plan During Demolition and Construction that
includes the following:
−

Regularly inspect and photograph crack gauges,
maintaining records of these inspections to be included
in postconstruction reporting. Gauges shall be inspected
every two weeks, or more frequently during periods of
active project actions in close proximity to crack
monitors.

−

The vibration monitoring system shall measure and
continuously store the peak particle velocity (PPV) in
inches/second. Vibration data shall be stored on a onesecond interval. The system shall also be programmed
for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that
represents when PPV levels would exceed the FTA’s
threshold of significance for a building given its
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conditions, and a warning level that is 0.05 inch/second
(PPV) less than the regulatory level. The system shall also
provide real-time alert when the vibration levels exceed
either of the two preset levels.

•

−

In the event the warning level (PPV) is triggered, the
contractor shall identify the source of vibration impacts
and establish steps to reduce the vibration levels,
including but not limited to halting or staggering
concurrent activities and using lower vibratory
techniques.

−

In the event the regulatory level (PPV) is triggered, halt
the construction activities in the vicinity of the trigger
area and visually inspect the building for any damage.
Results of the inspection must be logged. Identify the
source of vibration generation and provide steps to
reduce the vibration level. Vibration measurement shall
be made with the new construction method to verify
that the vibration level is below the warning level (PPV).
Construction activities may then restart.

−

In the event work occurs in the proximity of identified
historic uses, the system shall be programmed for two
preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that represents
when PPV levels would exceed the FTA threshold of
significance 0.12 inch/second for a building given its
conditions, and a warning level that is 0.012 inch/second
(PPV) less than the regulatory level.

−

Collect vibration data from receptors and report
vibration levels to the Joint Powers Authority and/or the
City on a daily basis. The reports shall include
annotations regarding project activities as necessary to
explain changes in vibration levels.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Post-Construction Reporting and Repairs:
− Provide a report to the Joint Powers Authority and/or
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the City regarding crack and vibration monitoring
conducted during demolition and construction. In
addition to a narrative summary of the monitoring
activities and their findings, this report shall include
photographs illustrating the post-construction state of
cracks and material conditions that were presented in
the pre-construction assessment report, along with
images of other relevant conditions showing the impact,
or lack of impact, of project activities. The photographs
shall sufficiently illustrate damage, if any, caused by the
Project and/or show how the Project did not cause
physical damage to the buildings. The report shall
include analysis of vibration data related to project
activities, as well as summarize efforts undertaken to
avoid vibration impacts. Finally, a postconstruction line
and grade survey shall also be included in this report.
−

•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Perform repairs to buildings if damage is caused by
vibration or movement during the demolition and/or
construction activities. Repairs may be necessary to
address, for example, cracks that expanded as a result of
the Project, physical damage visible in post-construction
assessment, or holes or connection points that were
needed for shoring or stabilization. Repairs shall be
directly related to project impacts and will not apply to
general rehabilitation or restoration activities of the
buildings.

To minimize the risk of potential structural and building
damage:
− Limit the location of pile driving and vibratory roller
activity to not be within 55 feet and 30 feet of the
nearest off-site sensitive receptor, respectively.
−

Limit the number of jackhammers operating
simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within 45 feet
of off-site sensitive receptors.
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−

•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Operator

JPA/DPWEngineering
Division

Timing

Notes

In the event impact pile driving is required, equipment
shall only be used from the hours of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM.
If feasible, pile driving should use alternative technology
such as vibration or hydraulic insertion.

To minimize the risk of related to human annoyance:
− Limit the location of pile driving to 310 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.
−

Limit the location of vibratory roller to 150 feet of offsite vibration sensitive receptors.

−

Limit the location of large bulldozer to 85 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

−

Limit the location of caisson drilling to 85 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

−

Limit the location of loaded trucks to 75 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

−

Limit the location of jackhammers to 45 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

−

Limit the location of small bulldozer to 25 feet of off-site
vibration sensitive receptors.

PDF NOISE-3

Operational (CCP)

The exterior noise level generated by the ATS train, inclusive of all
contributing noise sources, shall not exceed the levels specified in
Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-05 (American
Society of Civil Engineers, Automated People Mover Standards Part 2 Section 2.2.1, Exterior Airborne Noise, ASCE 21-05.).29F
The design of any barriers along the guideway designed to reduce
noise shall be subject to the limits noted in Table 4.10-9.
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Project Task
Force

JPA/DPWTransportation
& Traffic
Division,
Project Task
Force

. The Plan shall be
implemented prior to start of
construction activities for each
site or phase of the Project, as
applicable. Access to bus
transit stops and maintenance
of bus circulation would be
ongoing during construction.

Project Task
Force

JPA/DPWTransportation
& Traffic
Division

The Program shall be
implemented prior to start of
construction activities for each
site or phase of the Project, as
applicable. Notification of
street closures would be
posted online 45 to 60 days
prior to closures.

Timing

Notes

4.12 Transportation
PDF TRANS-1 Transit Access and Circulation Program (CCP)
The Project Task Force (as identified in the Construction
Commitment Program) will be responsible for the following:
•

Ensuring that access to bus transit stops and bus circulation
are always maintained, unless infeasible and closure is
approved by the City.

•

Coordinating with Metro and any other transit service
providers to:
−

Relocate bus stop(s) if necessary, during construction
with appropriate wayfinding signage and information
dissemination, with all temporarily relocated bus stops
located as close as feasible to the original bus stop
location.

−

Reroute transit bus lines if necessary, during
construction with appropriate wayfinding signage and
information dissemination.

PDF TRANS-2 Construction Staging & Traffic Control Program
(CCP)
A Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be
developed by members of the Project Task Force (as defined in
the Construction Commitment Program), subject to review and
acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will address the
following topics:
•

Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within
the City’s boundaries

•

Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian,
business, bicycle, transit, and traffic flow

•

Coordination of closures and restricted access during the
construction period with special attention during periods of
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expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium
and other venues in the Los Angeles Sports and
Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center.
•

Coordination with the City, police, and fire services
department regarding maintenance of emergency access and
response times

•

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials
deliveries

•

Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming
construction activities including but not limited to the
establishment of a website with project construction
information, signage, and web-based media.

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

The Traffic Control Program will be developed as needed based
on the following principles:
•

Minimize traffic impacts on residential streets.

•

Establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester
Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and Prairie Avenue during
construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes
in the peak direction, and if feasible, one traffic lane in the
off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity
provided through appropriate detour routes. The directional
traffic lanes may be reversible to maintain the peak
directional capacity in either direction as necessitated by
traffic demands. For all other streets potentially affected by
construction, maintain at least one lane of traffic in each
direction unless otherwise approved by the City.

•

Maintain access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of
the alley when possible. If an alley is obstructed such that a
turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall
be provided to control access to/from the alley.

•

Maintain access for all public safety vehicles (such as police,
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fire, and emergency response).
•

Maintain bicycle and pedestrian access within the Project
area or approved detours at all times.

•

Provide adequate street access to City service vehicles,
including but not limited to trash pickup and street sweeping
service vehicles, during planned service times.

•

Sidewalk closures should be avoided to the degree feasible
and are permitted only when approved by the City.
Accessible detours shall be provided if sidewalk closures are
necessary.

•

Use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to
minimize the degree and duration of impacts and maintain
safety.

•

Establish and maintain wayfinding signage.

•

Maintain vehicular and pedestrian access to all businesses
and residents impacted by construction activities including
roadway closures.

•

Hold quarterly community outreach meetings with
businesses and residents to provide updates on temporary,
full, or partial street closures necessary for construction.
Website will be updated 45 to 60 days prior to planned dates
of any street closures.

•

All closures, full or partial, are subject to City review and
approval which shall consider measures to minimize the
degree and duration of street and lane closures.
Entry and exit to the Market Street/Florence Avenue
construction site shall be limited to right turns to/from
Florence Avenue for large trucks, construction equipment,
and material deliveries. An entrance off Locust Street
between Florence Avenue and Regent Street will also be
required to serve the contractor’s offices and staging area. If
required for phasing, the Locust Street entrance may also be

•
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used for large trucks, construction equipment, and material
deliveries as approved by the City.
PDF TRANS-3 Preliminary Haul and Overload Routes (CCP)
•

Haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle routes are
subject to review and approval by the City.

•

To the extent possible, truck deliveries and hauling of bulk
materials such as aggregate, bulk cement, dirt, etc. to the
Project area, and hauling of material from the Project area,
shall be scheduled during off-peak hours to avoid the peak
commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.

•

Truck deliveries and hauling of dirt, aggregate, bulk cement,
and all other materials and equipment, shall be on
designated routes only (freeways and nonresidential streets).

PDF TRANS-4 Pedestrian Access Program (CCP)
A Pedestrian Access Program will be developed by members of
the Project Task Force (as defined in the Construction
Commitment Program), subject to review and acceptance by the
City and/or the JPA, and will adhere to the following principles:
• Pedestrian access to buildings shall be maintained at all
times.
•

Maintain all crosswalks to the extent feasible. Whenever a
crosswalk is removed from service, establish, and maintain
temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as
practicable to the original crosswalk locations unless the City
determines that a replacement crosswalk is not necessary to
maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement
crosswalks shall be identified and controlled by wayfinding
signs approved by the City.

•

Establish and maintain pedestrian wayfinding signage.

•

Maintain sidewalk access for pedestrians, including providing
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Contractor/
Operator
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Haul routes shall be
designated prior to start of
construction activities for each
site or phase of the Project, as
applicable.

Project Task
Force

JPA/DPWTransportation
& Traffic
Division

The Program shall be
implemented prior to start of
construction activities for each
site or phase of the Project, as
applicable.
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temporary sidewalks if existing sidewalks are disrupted
during construction. Any sidewalk closures are subject to
review and approval by the City.
•

Sidewalks that are being maintained in a temporary condition
shall meet all applicable safety standards, including but not
limited to the requirements of the Federal Americans with
Disabilities Act and similar California laws.

•

Protect pedestrians from construction-related debris, dust,
and noise; such protection may include the use of dedicated
pedestrian barriers.

•

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District and
the City to provide crossing guards at locations requested by
IUSD or the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed.
Identify temporary alternate routes to school, working
closely with IUSD and the City, and disseminate this
information to schools and stakeholders affected by
construction.

PDF TRANS-5 Parking Management Plan (CCP)
A Parking Management Plan (as defined in the Construction
Commitment Program) will be developed by members of the
Project Task Force, subject to review and acceptance by the City
and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:
•

Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles,
including workers’ personal or project-assigned vehicles,
trucks, and heavy vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets
at all times, outside of a permitted workspace unless
otherwise approved by the City. If the use of residential
permit parking spots is necessary for construction, provide
for equivalent overnight replacement parking for removed
residential permit parking spots at the nearest possible
location to the location where parking has been removed.

•

Replace loss of metered parking spaces by making available
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an equivalent number of parking spaces in an off-street
parking facility located near the lost parking. The parking
spaces shall be provided for public use at a rate no greater
than the metered parking rate.
•

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Timing

Notes

Provide public notice of the availability of the alternative
parking spaces through outreach to businesses and residents
with signage.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
The Inglewood Transit Connector (ITC) Project includes this Construction Commitment Program to
proactively address the potential effects of the construction of the Project on the community. This
Program addresses:
•

Business and community support plans

•

Construction staging and traffic control requirements

•

Maintaining access to parking, businesses, residences, and pedestrian facilities

•

Noise and vibration measures

•

Air quality measures

•

Other vital measures during construction

•

Tree removal and replacement

A Project Task Force will be established for the ITC Project. The Project Task Force will include
representation from the following entities:
•

City of Inglewood (City)

•

The ITC Joint Powers Authority (JPA) – that will be responsible for the oversight of the DBFOM
Contractor during the design, construction and subsequent operations and maintenance of the ITC
Project.
The DBFOM Contractor (responsible for the design, build/construct, finance, operations, and
maintenance of the ITC Project)

2.0 BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SUPPORT PROGRAM
The Project Task Force will be responsible for developing a Business and Community Support Program
for the purpose of assisting those businesses financially affected by the construction that addresses the
following:
•

Advertising support for local businesses in local or regional newspapers and social media.

•

Notice of plans to all affected property owners of the schedule for specific planned construction
activities, changes in traffic flow, and required short-term modifications to property access.

•

Notice of plans to all affected property owners if utilities would be disrupted for short periods of time
and ensuring major utility shut-offs are scheduled during low-use periods of the day.
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•

Methods by which business owners can convey their concerns about construction activities and the
effectiveness of measures during the construction period so activities can be modified to reduce adverse
effects.

•

Access plans that ensure that all businesses, service providers, and residents are provided with adequate
access during construction. Where there is a significant limited English population, signage shall be
provided in various languages (as appropriate).

•

Funding for temporary signage during construction to help businesses that are partially blocked or that
have inconvenient access due to construction activity.

3.0 BUSINESS ASSISTANCE FUND PROGRAM
The City is committed to providing financial assistance to small “mom and pop” businesses to help offset
to the extent possible, business revenue losses or increased expenses that are directly attributable to
disruptions during the ITC construction activities within the ITC Project area. The City will create a $5
million dollar Business Assistance Fund (BAF) to provide financial assistance through grants to eligible
businesses for eligible expenses as established by the BAF Program Administrator. Similar to the LA Metro
BIF model, businesses may file multiple requests for financial assistance through the BIF; but in no event
will the amount paid exceed the lesser total amount of $50,000, or 60% of annual business revenue losses per
business. The financial assistance is expected to cover eligible fixed operating expenses such as utilities,
insurance, rent or mortgage (excluding the principal amount portion of the mortgage payment), fixed
payroll, and certain other documented business-related expenses as determined by the BAF Program
Administrator. The City will develop Administrative Guidelines to establish program eligibility requirements
targeted to businesses that are directly impacted by the ITC Project construction, are located within the
eligible geographic area in proximity to the ITC Project, and that meet the definition of small “mom and
pop” businesses. Anticipated requirements to participate in the program, include:
•

Businesses must be in continuous operation for at least two years within the eligible geographic area.

•

Businesses must provide financial records (e.g., gross receipts, payroll taxes, bank statements or other
financial information as requested) to demonstrate the business revenue losses or increased expenses
are directly attributable to the ITC construction activities during the period of disruption.

•

Businesses must be financially solvent and have a good faith plan and commitment to remain in
business within the eligible geographical area; and

•

Businesses must be in good standing with all local, state and federal taxing and licensing authorities.

4.0 COMMUNITY AFFAIRS LIAISON
The Community Affairs Liaison shall be responsible for responding within 24 hours to any local
complaint or question about construction activities. A website will be established with project
construction information and contact information for the Community Affairs Liaison. A toll-free phone
line (available 24 hours a day) and website will be made a part of all construction notices and shall be
posted in prominent public facing locations around the Project area and in adjacent public spaces.
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The Community Affairs Liaison shall receive all public complaints, investigate the cause of the complaint
and develop/implement feasible measures to address and resolve the cause of the complaint.
5.0 TRANSIT ACCESS AND CIRCULATION PROGRAM
The Project Task Force will be responsible for the following:
•

Ensuring that access to bus transit stops and bus circulation are always maintained, unless infeasible
and closure is approved by the City.

•

Coordinating with Metro and any other transit service providers to:
−

Relocate bus stop(s) if necessary, during construction with appropriate wayfinding signage and
information dissemination, with all temporarily relocated bus stops located as close as feasible
to the original bus stop location.

−

Reroute transit bus lines if necessary, during construction with appropriate wayfinding signage
and information dissemination.

6.0 CONSTRUCTION STAGING & TRAFFIC CONTROL PROGRAM
The Construction Staging and Traffic Control Program will be developed by members of the Project Task
Force, subject to review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will address the following topics:
•

Coordination with other public infrastructure projects within the City’s boundaries

•

Detour routes, including analysis of impacts to pedestrian, business, bicycle, transit and traffic flow

•

Coordination of closures and restricted access during the construction period with special attention
during periods of expected heavy traffic from events scheduled at SoFi Stadium and other venues in
the Los Angeles Sports and Entertainment District at Hollywood Park, the Forum, and the Inglewood
Basketball and Entertainment Center.

•

Coordination with the City, police, and fire services department regarding maintenance of emergency
access and response times

•

Monitoring and coordination of construction materials deliveries

•

Notification to businesses and residents on upcoming construction activities including but not limited
to the establishment of a website with project construction information, signage, and web-based
media.

The Traffic Control Program will be developed based on the following principles:
•

Minimize traffic impacts on residential streets.

•

Establish minimum traffic lane requirements for Manchester Boulevard, Florence Avenue, and Prairie
Avenue during construction such that at least the full number of traffic lanes in the peak direction, and
if feasible, one traffic lane in the off-peak direction is available, with additional capacity provided
through appropriate detour routes. The directional traffic lanes may be reversible to maintain the peak
directional capacity in either direction as necessitated by traffic demands. For all other streets
potentially affected by construction, maintain at least one lane of traffic in each direction unless
otherwise approved by the City.
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•

Maintain access to and from all alleys at one or both ends of the alley when possible. If an alley is
obstructed such that a turnaround by any vehicle is not feasible, traffic flaggers shall be provided to
control access to/from the alley.

•

Maintain access for all public safety vehicles (such as police, fire, and emergency response).

•

Maintain bicycle and pedestrian access within the Project area or approved detours at all times.

•

Provide adequate street access to City service vehicles, including but not limited to trash pickup and
street sweeping service vehicles, during planned service times.

•

Sidewalk closures should be avoided to the degree feasible and are permitted only when approved by
the City. Accessible detours shall be provided if sidewalk closures are necessary.

•

Use traffic control officers/flaggers as appropriate to minimize the degree and duration of impacts and
maintain safety.

•

Establish and maintain wayfinding signage.

•

Maintain vehicular and pedestrian access to all businesses and residents impacted by construction
activities including roadway closures.

•

Hold quarterly community outreach meetings with businesses and residents to provide updates on
temporary, full, or partial street closures necessary for construction. Website will be updated 45 to 60
days prior to planned dates of any street closures.

•

All closures, full or partial, are subject to City review and approval which shall consider measures to
minimize the degree and duration of street and lane closures.

•

Entry and exit to the Market Street/Florence Avenue construction site shall be limited to right turns
to/from Florence Avenue for large trucks, construction equipment, and material deliveries. An entrance
off Locust Street between Florence Avenue and Regent Street will also be required to serve the
contractor’s offices and staging area. If required for phasing, the Locust Street entrance may also be
used for large trucks, construction equipment, and material deliveries as approved by the City.

6.1 Preliminary Haul And Overload Routes
•

Haul routes and overload/oversized vehicle routes are subject to review and approval by the City.

•

To the extent possible, truck deliveries and hauling of bulk materials such as aggregate, bulk cement,
dirt, etc. to the Project area, and hauling of material from the Project area, shall be scheduled during
off-peak hours to avoid the peak commuter traffic periods on designated haul routes.

•

Truck deliveries and hauling of dirt, aggregate, bulk cement, and all other materials and equipment,
shall be on designated routes only (freeways and nonresidential streets)

6.2 Pedestrian Access Program
A Pedestrian Access Program will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to review and
acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and will adhere to the following principles:
•

Pedestrian access to buildings shall be maintained at all times.
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•

Maintain all crosswalks to the extent feasible. Whenever a crosswalk is removed from service,
establish and maintain temporary accessible replacement crosswalks as close as practicable to the
original crosswalk locations unless the City determines that a replacement crosswalk is not necessary
to maintain an adequate level of service. Replacement crosswalks shall be identified and controlled by
wayfinding signs approved by the City.

•

Establish and maintain pedestrian wayfinding signage.

•

Maintain sidewalk access for pedestrians, including providing temporary sidewalks if existing
sidewalks are disrupted during construction. Any sidewalk closures are subject to review and approval
by the City.

•

Sidewalks that are being maintained in a temporary condition shall meet all applicable safety
standards, including but not limited to the requirements of the Federal Americans with Disabilities Act
and similar California laws.

•

Protect pedestrians from construction-related debris, dust and noise; such protection may include the
use of dedicated pedestrian barriers.

•

Coordinate with the Inglewood Unified School District (IUSD) and the City to provide crossing
guards at locations requested by IUSD or the City when crosswalks or sidewalks are closed. Identify
temporary alternative routes to schools, working closely with IUSD and the City and disseminate this
informationto schools and stakeholders affected by construction.

7.0 PARKING MANAGEMENT PLAN
A Parking Management Plan will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to review
and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:
•

Parking, staging, or queuing of Project-related vehicles, including workers’ personal or projectassigned vehicles, trucks, and heavy vehicles, shall be prohibited on City streets at all times, outside
of a permitted workspace unless otherwise approved by the City. If the use of residential permit
parking spots is necessary for construction, provide for equivalent overnight replacement parking for
removed residential permit parking spots at the nearest possible location to the location where parking
has been removed.

•

Replace loss of metered parking spaces by making available an equivalent number of parking spaces
in an off-street parking facility located near the lost parking. The parking spaces shall be provided for
public use at a rate no greater than the metered parking rate.

•

Provide public notice of the availability of the alternative parking spaces through outreach to
businesses and residents with signage.

8.0 AIR QUALITY PROGRAM
•

At a minimum, use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final
Tier 4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 horsepower
(hp) or greater, for all phases of construction activity, unless it can be demonstrated to the City
Planning Division with substantial evidence that such equipment is not available. To ensure that Final
Tier 4 construction equipment or better shall be used during the proposed Project’s construction, the
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City shall include this requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. The
City shall also require periodic reporting and provision of written construction documents by
construction contractor(s) and conduct regular inspections to the maximum extent feasible to ensure
and enforce compliance.
•

Such equipment will be outfitted with Best Available Control Technology devices including a
California Air Resources Board (CARB)-certified Level 3 Diesel Particulate Filters (DPF). Level 3
DPF are capable of achieving at least 85 percent reduction in particulate matter emissions. Any
emissions control device used by the contractor shall achieve emissions reductions that are no less than
what could be achieved by Final Tier 4 emissions standards for a similarly sized engine, as defined by
the CARB’s regulations. Successful contractors must demonstrate the ability to supply the compliant
construction equipment for use prior to any ground disturbing and construction activities. The proposed
Project representative will make available to the lead agency and Southern California Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) a comprehensive inventory of all off-road construction equipment,
equal to or greater than 50 horsepower, that will be used during construction. The inventory will
include the horsepower rating, engine production year, and certification of the specified Tier standard.
A copy of each unit’s certified tier specification, best available control technology (BACT)
documentation, and CARB or SCAQMD operating permit shall be maintained on site at the time of
mobilization for each applicable piece of construction equipment.

•

If any of the following circumstances listed below exist and the Contractor provides written
documentation consistent with project contract requirements, the Contractor shall submit an Alternative
Compliance Plan that identifies operational changes or other strategies that can reduce a comparable
level of NOx emissions as Tier 4-certified engines during construction activities:
−

The Contractor does not have the required type of off-road construction equipment within its
current available inventory as to a particular vehicle or equipment by leasing or short-term rent,
and the Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term
rent the equipment or vehicle, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease or shortterm rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted documentation
to the City showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

−

The Contractor has been awarded funding by SCAQMD or another agency that would provide
some or all of the cost to retrofit, repower, or purchase a piece of equipment or vehicle, but the
funding has not yet been provided due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s control, and
the Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or short-term rent the
equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is not available for lease
or short-term rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor has submitted
documentation to the City showing that the requirements of this exception provision apply.

−

The Contractor has ordered equipment or vehicle to be used on the construction project in
compliance at least 60 days before that equipment or vehicle is needed at the Project alignment,
but that equipment or vehicle has not yet arrived due to circumstances beyond the Contractor’s
control, and the Contractor has attempted in good faith and with due diligence to lease or shortterm rent the equipment or vehicle that would comply, but the equipment or vehicle is not
available for lease or short-term rent within 120 miles of the Project area, and the Contractor
has submitted documentation to the City showing that the requirements of this exception
provision apply.
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−

Construction-related diesel equipment or vehicle will be used on the Project for fewer than 20
calendar days per calendar year. The Contractor shall not consecutively use different
equipment or vehicles that perform the same or a substantially similar function in an attempt to
use this exception to circumvent the intent of this measure.

−

Documentation of good faith efforts and due diligence regarding the previous exceptions shall
include written record(s) of inquiries (i.e., phone logs) to at least three leasing/rental companies
that provide construction on-road trucks and off-road equipment, documenting the
availability/unavailability of the required types of truck/equipment. The City will, from timeto-time, conduct independent audit of the availability of such vehicles and equipment for
lease/rent within a 120-mile radius of the Project area, which may be used in reviewing the
acceptability of the Contractor’s good faith efforts and due diligence.

•

Equipment such as concrete/industrial saws, pumps, aerial lifts, light stands, air compressors, and
forklifts shall be electric or alternative-fueled (i.e., nondiesel). Pole power shall be utilized to the
maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators. If stationary construction equipment, such as dieselpowered generators, must be operated continuously, such equipment must be Final Tier 4
construction equipment or better and located at least 100 feet from air quality sensitive land uses (e.g.,
residences, schools, childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

•

At a minimum, require that construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators commit to
using 2010 model year trucks (e.g., material delivery trucks and soil import/export with a gross
vehicle weight rating of at least 14,001 pounds), or best commercially available equipment, that meet
CARB’s 2010 engine emissions standards at 0.01 g/hp-hour of particulate matter and 0.20 g/hp-hour
of NOx emissions or newer, cleaner trucks, unless the Contractor provides written documentation
consistent with project contract requirements the circumstances exist as described above and the
Contractor submits the Plan. Operators shall maintain records of all trucks associated with Project
construction to document that each truck used meets these emission standards. The City shall include
this requirement in applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts. Operators shall
maintain records of all trucks associated with Project construction to document that each truck used
meets these emission standards and make the records available for inspection.

•

Require the use of electric or alternatively fueled (e.g., natural gas) sweepers with high-efficiency
particulate air (HEPA) filters.

•

A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the Community Affairs Liaison’s contact information to
contact regarding dust complaints. The Air District’s phone number shall also be visible to ensure
compliance with applicable regulations.

•

Dust shall be controlled per local ordinances. The Contractor shall be responsible for excessive dust
or construction debris that results in impacts to adjacent residences or private vehicles, including
taking responsibility for clean-up and addressing complaints brought to the project.

•

All trucks carrying fill materials, debris, or similar materials shall secure and cover loads to prevent
dust or debris while travelling on public right of ways.

•

All trucks removing materials from the site will be loaded within the site perimeter and will be
required to cover loads as deemed necessary for dust control.
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•

Material stockpiles and construction area surfaces shall be covered and/or watered as needed to
prevent dust at designated construction areas.

•

All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, etc., being installed as part of the Project should be completed as
soon as practicable; in addition, building pads should be laid as soon as practicable after grading.

•

To the extent feasible, allow construction employees to commute during off-peak hours.

•

Make access available for on-site lunch trucks during construction, as feasible, to minimize off-site
construction employee vehicle trips.

•

Every effort shall be made to utilize grid-based electric power at any construction site, where feasible.

•

Contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment to minimize exhaust emissions. All
construction equipment must be properly tuned and maintained in accordance with the manufacturer’s
specifications and documentation demonstrating proper maintenance, in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications, shall be maintained on site. Tampering with construction equipment to
increase horsepower or to defeat emission control devices must be prohibited.

•

Require in all applicable bid documents, purchase orders, and contracts of the requirement to notify
all construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators that vehicle and construction
equipment idling time will be limited to no longer than five minutes, consistent with the CARB’s
policy. For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine should be shut off.
Notify construction vendors, contractors, and/or haul truck operators of these idling requirements at
the time that the purchase order is issued and again when vehicles enter the Project area. To further
ensure that drivers understand the vehicle idling requirement, post signs at the proposed Project entry
gates and throughout the Project alignment, where appropriate, stating that idling longer than five
minutes is not permitted.

9.0 VISUAL RESOURCES PROGRAM
Construction activities during evening and nighttime hours may require the use of temporary lighting. To
minimize the impact of temporary lighting on adjacent properties, the following measures shall be
implemented:
•

Temporary lighting will be limited to the amount necessary to safely perform the required work and
will be directed downwards and shielded. Care shall be taken in the placement and orientation of
portable lighting fixtures to avoid directing lights toward sensitive receptors, including automobile
drivers. Motorists and sensitive receptors shall not have direct views of construction light sources.
Light sensitive receptors include but are not limited to residential areas and transient occupancy uses.

•

Light trespass shall not exceed one foot-candle above ambient light level as measured at any adjacent
residential and transient properties.

•

Construction night lighting shall be shielded to prevent a direct view of the light sources from
residential properties with a property boundary that is within 150 feet of the construction site.

•

Temporary sidewalks and any sidewalk adjacent to construction activities shall be illuminated to City
Standards to protect public safety.
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To minimize the visual effects of construction the following measures shall be implemented:
•

Visually obtrusive erosion control devices, such as silt fences, plastic ground cover, and straw bales
should be removed as soon as the area is stabilized.

•

Stockpile areas should be located in less visibly sensitive areas and pre-approved by the City. Stockpile
locations, laydown, and staging areas shall be accessed by construction vehicles with minimal
disruption near residential neighborhoods.

•

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as practicable from
residential areas, businesses and pedestrian pathways.

10.0 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS PROGRAM
The following practices will be followed during construction to address the potential for encountering
hazardous materials during construction of the Project.
•

Building Demolition Plan – Prior to any demolition occurring, conduct an evaluation of all buildings
built prior to 1980 to be demolished to identify the presence of asbestos containing materials (ACMs)
and lead-based paint (LBP). Remediation shall be implemented in accordance with the
recommendations of these evaluations to ensure that no ACMs or LBP remain present and to ensure
ACMs and LBP are removed to levels established for public safety.

•

Hazardous Materials Contingency Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a plan addressing the
potential for discovery of unidentified underground storage tanks (USTs), hazardous materials,
petroleum hydrocarbons, or hazardous or solid wastes encountered during construction. This Plan
shall address UST decommissioning, field screening and materials testing methods, contaminant
management requirements, and health and safety requirements to ensure no exposure to hazards or
hazardous materials occurs on site and to ensure any materials encountered during construction are
removed to levels established for public safety.

•

Soil Management Plan – After final construction plans are prepared showing the lateral and vertical
extent of soil excavation during construction are prepared, prepare a Soil Management Plan to
establish soil reuse criteria, define a sampling plan for stockpiled materials, describe the disposition
of materials that do not satisfy the reuse criteria, and specify guidelines for imported materials.

•

Health and Safety Plan – Prior to construction, prepare a Health and Safety Plan to address the
potential for exposure to the constituents of concern identified in the limited Phase II ESA.

•

Utility Relocation Work – All Project utility relocations in the vicinity of Kelso Elementary School
shall be designed and constructed to remain within the public right-of-way and not impact school
property. Relocations shall be located further away from the school as feasible and designed and
constructed to current standards to assure that they create no unacceptable hazards to the school. During
Project construction, any open trenches and construction equipment shall be marked and barricaded
such that they are not accessible by the students or create any potential hazard to school operations.
Project utility relocations or cut overs that may require disruption to normal school utility services shall
be scheduled to occur outside of normal school hours with advanced notification to the School District.
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11.0 NOISE AND VIBRATION CONTROL PROGRAM
11.1 Construction Noise Control Plan
A Construction Noise Control Plan shall be developed in coordination with a certified acoustical/vibration
consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public Works prior to construction. The Plan
shall include measures demonstrating that construction noise levels will be below the Federal Transit
Administration’s (FTA’s) General Assessment Construction Noise Critieria. The following construction
noise reduction measures shall be incorporated into the plan:
•

Install temporary noise barriers that reduce sound at receptors;

•

For any idling that is expected to take longer than five minutes, the engine shall be shut off;

•

All equipment shall be equipped with optimal muffler systems;

•

Use solar, battery powered, or hybrid equipment whenever practical;

•

Locate staging areas as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

•

Locate stationary noise sources as far away from sensitive receptors as feasible;

•

Enclose stationary noise sources, such as diesel-or gasoline-powered generators, with acoustical
barriers where necessary and required;
 If stationary equipment cannot be enclosed within a shed or barrier, such equipment must be
muffled and located at least 100 feet from sensitive land uses (e.g., residences, schools,
childcare centers, hospitals, parks, or similar uses), whenever possible.

•

Pole power shall be utilized to the maximum extent feasible in lieu of generators.

•

Impact tools (i.e., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for project construction
shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to avoid noise associated with
compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. Where use of pneumatic tools is
unavoidable, an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust and external jackets shall be used
where feasible to lower noise levels. Quieter procedures shall be used, such as drills rather than
impact equipment, whenever feasible. Additionally, use of “quiet” pile driving technology (such as
auger displacement installation), where feasible in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions shall be considered.

•

Staging of construction material deliveries behind fencing to minimize noise emitting from idling
vehicles.

•

On site-signage reminding workers to minimize noise generation.

•

When not in use or being staged, heavy equipment shall be located as far as practicable from sensitive
receptors.

•

For project foundations, consider the use of drilled piles or sonic pile drivers or vibratory pile drivers
instead of traditional impact pile drivers, as permitted by geological conditions.

•

Sequence noisy activities to occur during the same general time period during daytime hours to the
extent practical.
Page 11 of 16

February 2022

INGLEWOOD TRANSIT CONNECTOR PROJECT
CONSTRUCTION COMMITMENT PROGRAM

•

Select quieter demolition methods where appropriate and feasible such that demolition activities can
remain within the project specified noise levels.

•

Unless deemed infeasible for a particular construction activity, the Contractor shall utilize rubber tire
earth moving equipment in lieu of track mounted earth moving equipment.

•

Construction material deliveries shall take place within designated construction staging areas as far
from residential sites as practical to minimize noise impacts.

•

Provide signage at active construction sites and staging areas reminding workers, equipment operators
and delivery vehicles to minimize noise levels to the extent possible.

•

Rumble strips or signage shall be provided at roadway access points into contractor laydown and
staging areas to slow construction vehicles and limit vehicle noise.

•

Coordinate with Inglewood Unified School District administrators to avoid disruptive noise during
school hours including scheduling heavy equipment such as cranes, haul trucks, concrete trucks, concrete
pumps, pneumatic equipment, earth moving vehicles or similar to operate outside of school hours. The
City shall require that the Project’s construction noise during school hours would be limited to 5 dBA
Leq 1-hour above the measured ambient noise levels at Kelso School property line as identified in the
RDEIR. Activities that would exceed this threshold shall be scheduled to occur outside of normal school
hours or mitigated with specific mitigation measures such as temporary sound walls, sound blankets, or
other sound-attenuating devices. The City shall monitor the Project’s construction noise levels during
school hours to assure compliance. As requested by the District, monthly noise monitoring reports on
noise levels during school hours at Kelso School will be provided to the District.

In order to ensure that construction noise levels will be below the established standards, the following shall
be incorporated into the Plan:
•

A monitoring plan shall be implemented during demolition and construction activities. Warning
thresholds shall be defined that are 5 dBA below the specified noise limits to allow sufficient time for
the Contractor to take actions to reduce noise. A monitoring record that documents all alarms and
actions taken to comply with these measures shall be provided to the City upon request.

•

In the event the warning level (dBA) is exceeded, construction activities shall be temporarily halted in
the vicinity of the area where the exceedance occurs. The source of the noise exceeding the warning
level shall be identified followed by actions to be implemented to reduce noise levels below the
established standards. Noise measurements shall be gathered after actions are taken to verify noise
levels are below the warning level before construction activities restart. The following are examples of
actions that can be taken to reduce construction noise levels:


Halting/staggering concurrent construction activities in certain locations;



Reducing the speed or intensity of the of heavy-duty construction equipment being operated
simultaneously.



Operate equipment at the lowest possible power levels.



Modifying equipment, such as dampening of metal surfaces or other redesign to minimize metalto-metal impacts.
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In order to ensure that acceptable noise levels are maintained at Kelso School, real time noise monitoring
will be conducted at Kelso School during the school day. A noise monitor will be located at the southeast
corner of Kelso School on Prairie Avenue. This noise monitor will update the 1-hour Leq noise level every
minute during the school day. Any time the 1-hour Leq noise level increases by 3 dBA over the ambient
noise level during the school day, an alert message will be sent to the construction manager(s) and
contact(s) for the contractor(s) working in the vicinity of the school to allow for adjustments to be made to
the work in progress to avoid noise levels reaching or exceeding an increase of 5 dBA 1-hour Leq over
ambient noise levels. A contact will also be provided to the Inglewood Unified School District and
administration at Kelso School to resolve any District or Kelso School concerns with construction
activities and their resulting noise levels during the school day.
11.2 Construction Vibration Reduction Plan
Prior to the issuance of any demolition or construction permit for each phase of the Project, a Construction
Vibration Reduction Plan shall be prepared to minimize construction vibration at nearby sensitive
receptors from vibration created by construction activities. The Plan shall be developed in coordination
with a certified acoustical/vibration consultant and shall be approved by the City’s Director of Public
Works. The Plan shall include but not be limited to the following elements to ensure impacts from ground
borne vibration are less than significant:
•

•

A Pre-Demolition and Construction Plan that includes but is not limited to:


Photos of current conditions of buildings and structures that could be damaged from construction
activities. This crack survey shall include photos of existing cracks and other material
conditions present on or at the surveyed buildings. Images of interior conditions shall be
included if possible. Photos in the report shall be labelled in detail and dated.



Identify representative cracks in the walls of existing buildings, if any, and install crack gauges
on such walls of the buildings to measure changes in existing cracks during project activities.



Crack gauges shall be installed on multiple representative cracks, particularly on sides of the
building facing the Project.



Determine the number and placement of vibration sensors at the affected buildings in
consultation with a qualified architect. The number of units and the locations of these sensors
shall take into account proposed demolition and construction activities to ensure that adequate
measurements can be taken illustrating vibration levels during the course of the Project,
and if/when levels exceed the established threshold.



A line and grade pre-construction survey at the affected buildings shall be conducted.

A Vibration Plan During Demolition and Construction that includes the following:


Regularly inspect and photograph crack gauges, maintaining records of these inspections to be
included in postconstruction reporting. Gauges shall be inspected every two weeks, or more
frequently during periods of active project actions in close proximity to crack monitors.
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•



The vibration monitoring system shall measure and continuously store the peak particle
velocity (PPV) in inches/second. Vibration data shall be stored on a one-second interval. The
system shall also be programmed for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that
represents when PPV levels would exceed the FTA’s threshold of significance for a building
given its conditions, and a warning level that is 0.05 inch/second (PPV) less than the regulatory
level. The system shall also provide real-time alert when the vibration levels exceed either of
the two preset levels.



In the event the warning level (PPV) is triggered, the contractor shall identify the source of
vibration impacts and establish steps to reduce the vibration levels, including but not limited to
halting or staggering concurrent activities and using lower vibratory techniques.



In the event the regulatory level (PPV) is triggered, halt the construction activities in the
vicinity of the trigger area and visually inspect the building for any damage. Results of the
inspection must be logged. Identify the source of vibration generation and provide steps to
reduce the vibration level. Vibration measurement shall be made with the new construction
method to verify that the vibration level is below the warning level (PPV). Construction
activities may then restart.



In the event work occurs in the proximity of identified historic uses, the system shall be
programmed for two preset velocity levels: a regulatory level that represents when PPV levels
would exceed the FTA threshold of significance 0.12 inch/second for a building given its
conditions, and a warning level that is 0.012 inch/second (PPV) less than the regulatory level.



Collect vibration data from receptors and report vibration levels to the Joint Powers Authority
and/or the City on a daily basis. The reports shall include annotations regarding project
activities as necessary to explain changes in vibration levels.

Post-Construction Reporting and Repairs:


Provide a report to the Joint Powers Authority and/or City regarding crack and vibration
monitoring conducted during demolition and construction. In addition to a narrative summary
of the monitoring activities and their findings, this report shall include photographs illustrating
the post-construction state of cracks and material conditions that were presented in the preconstruction assessment report, along with images of other relevant conditions showing the
impact, or lack of impact, of project activities. The photographs shall sufficiently illustrate
damage, if any, caused by the Project and/or show how the Project did not cause physical
damage to the buildings. The report shall include analysis of vibration data related to project
activities, as well as summarize efforts undertaken to avoid vibration impacts. Finally, a
postconstruction line and grade survey shall also be included in this report.



Perform repairs to buildings if damage is caused by vibration or movement during the
demolition and/or construction activities. Repairs may be necessary to address, for example,
cracks that expanded as a result of the Project, physical damage visible in post-construction
assessment, or holes or connection points that were needed for shoring or stabilization. Repairs
shall be directly related to project impacts and will not apply to general rehabilitation or
restoration activities of the buildings.
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•

•

To minimize the risk of potential structural and building damage:


Limit the location of pile driving and vibratory roller activity to not be within 55 feet and 30
feet of the nearest off-site sensitive receptor, respectively.



Limit the number of jackhammers operating simultaneously to one (1) piece operating within
45 feet of off-site sensitive receptors.



In the event impact pile driving is required, equipment shall only be used from the hours of
7:00 AM to 7:00 PM. If feasible, pile driving should use alternative technology such as
vibration or hydraulic insertion.

To minimize the risk of related to human annoyance:


Limit the location of pile driving to 310 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of vibratory roller to 150 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of large bulldozer to 85 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of caisson drilling to 85 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of loaded trucks to 75 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of jackhammers to 45 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.



Limit the location of small bulldozer to 25 feet of off-site vibration sensitive receptors.

12.0 TREE REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT PLAN
A Tree Removal and Replacement Plan will be developed by members of the Project Task Force, subject to
review and acceptance by the City and/or the JPA, and shall adhere to the following principles:
•

Tree removal and replacement shall comply with the City of Inglewood Municipal Code and the ITC
Design Standards and Guidelines.

•

Removal of existing healthy and flourishing trees will be avoided where feasible.

•

New permanent replacement trees shall be a 36-inch box of the same species as those removed, if
appropriate for the location and not in conflict with new infrastructure. Alternative locations shall be
approved by the City’s Public Works Department.

•

New permanent replacement palm trees shall be a minimum of 20 feet in height.

•

The Contractor shall permanently replace trees within 12 (12) months of restoration and completion
of that portion of streets that may impact the tree. To the extent feasible, the Contractor shall
permanently replace trees on an ongoing basis so long as doing so does not conflict with future
construction.

•

If construction of the project requires pruning of native tree species, the pruning shall be performed in
a manner that does not cause permanent damage or adversely affect the health of the trees.
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The Contractor shall maintain all permanent trees and other landscaping installed by the Contractor for a
period of three (3) years from the date of planting and shall warranty the trees and landscaping for one
(1) year after planting. Prior to the end of the one-year warranty period, the City and the Contractor will
conduct an inspection of all permanent replacement trees and landscaping for general health as a
condition of final acceptance by the City. If, in the City’s determination, a permanent replacement tree or
landscaping does not meet the health requirements of the City, then the Contractor shall replace that tree
within thirty (30) days. For any permanent trees or landscaping that must then be removed, the original
warranty shall be deemed renewed commencing from when the tree or landscaping is replaced.
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Notice of Determination

Print Form

Notice of Determination

Appendix D

To:

[!] Office of Planning and Research
U.S. Mail:
Street Address:
1400 Tenth St., Rm 113
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento. CA 95812-3044 Sacramento. CA 95814

[!] County Clerk
Ange
County of: _Los�c--.-'
� _le
_s�.-�-------
Address: 12 400 Imperial Hwy
Norwalk, CA, 90650

From:

Public Agency: City of Ingle wood
Address: One West Manchest er Boulevard
J!!gle wood CA 90301
Contact: Mindy Wilcox
Phone: (310) 412 - 5230

Lead Agency (if di fferent from above):
Address: ______________
Contact: _________ __ ___
Phone: _______________

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Resources Code.
State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse):_2 0_ 1_ 8
_ 0_ 7_ 1_03
_ 4_ _________
Project Title: Ingle wood Transit Connector Proje ct
Proj ect Applicant: _C_i�ty_of
_ _______
_ l_ n�g�le_ wo
_ od

_________________

Proj ect Location (include county): City of Inglewood, County of Los Ange les, California
Proj ect Description:
The Inglewood Transit Connector Project (ITC Proj e ct) is a 1.6-mile , three-station, fully elevated,
electrically pow er ed light-rail transit syste m, including, among oth er things, an Automate d Transit
System (ATS) mass-transit line, proposed by the City to close the last-mile gap and connect passengers
be tween the Me tro K Line Downtown Inglewood to major event and activity cent ers, including the Forum,
the Los Ange les Sports and Ent ertainm ent District (which includes SoFi Stadium) and the Ingle wood H
_ ___--==,----------- has approved the above
This is to advise that the _Ci_ ty� _ o f ln,...,g�le_ w_ood
--= =
(C!J Lead Agency or D Responsible Agency)
described project on _04_ /1
_ 2_ _ /2_ 2____ and has made the following determinations regarding the above
(date)
described project.

□

1. The project [ will [ii will not] have a significant effect on the environment.
2. [ii An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this proj ect pursuant to the provisions of CEOA.
D A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEOA.
3. Mitigation measur es [[ii were D were not] made a condition of the approval of the proj ect.

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [[ii was D was not] adopted for this project.
5. A statement of Overriding Considerations [ was [j] was not] adopt ed for tl1is project.
6. Findings [[i] were D were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

□

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the
negative Declaration, is available to the G eneral Public at:
City's website at https:/ /www.cityofingle wood.org /1016/Environme ntal-Docum ents
Signature (Public Agency): -LU��'.'.:::::4--__l�lc::�,::::__-Title :
Date :

_q_,.._/_3_-�2_7-_______

f J A,,,,""'

t, �

Date Received for filing at OPR: ________

Authority cited: Sections 210 83. Public Resources Code .
Reference Se ction 21000-21174, Public Resource s Code.

Revised 2011

Findings of Fact

CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT FOR THE INGLEWOOD TRANSIT CONNECTOR
In determining to approve the Inglewood Transit Connector project (“Project”), the City of Inglewood
(“City”) City Council makes and adopts the following findings of fact and decisions regarding mitigation
measures and alternatives based on substantial evidence in the whole record of this proceeding and under
the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000 et seq.), particularly
Public Resources Code sections 21081 and 21081.5, the State Guidelines for Implementation of CEQA
(“CEQA Guidelines”) (California Code of Regulations, tit. 14, § 15000 et seq.), particularly sections 15091
through 15093, and City of Inglewood Municipal Code, Chapter 12, Article 28.
This document is organized as follows:
Section I provides a description of the Project, the environmental review process for the Project, the
approval actions to be taken, and the location of records;
Section II identifies the impacts found not to be significant that do not require mitigation;
Section III identifies potentially significant impacts that can be avoided or reduced to less-than- significant
levels through mitigation and describes the disposition of the mitigation measures;
Section IV evaluates the different Project alternatives and the economic, legal, social, technological, and
other considerations that support approval of the Project and the rejection of the alternatives, or
elements thereof, analyzed.
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”) for the mitigation measures that have been
proposed for adoption are adopted with these findings. The MMRP is required by CEQA section 21081.6,
subdivision (a)(1), and CEQA Guidelines sections 15091, subdivision (d), and 15097. The MMRP provides
a table setting forth each mitigation measure listed in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the
Project (“Final EIR”) that is required to reduce or avoid a significant adverse impact. The MMRP also
includes the Project Design Features incorporated into the Project and identified in the EIR to avoid or
lessen impacts of the Project. Exhibit C also specifies the agency responsible for implementation of each
measure. All of the City’s specific obligations are also described. The full text of each mitigation measure
summarized or cited in these findings is set forth in the MMRP.
Under CEQA, the City Council has discretion to revise or reject proposed mitigation measures. These
findings reflect the mitigation measures as set forth in the EIR. If and to the extent the City Council directs
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City staff to revise the mitigation measures listed in these findings or in the MMRP, City staff will revise
these documents as necessary to reflect the City Council’s direction.
These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the City Council. In these
findings the references to certain pages or sections of the Recirculated Draft or Final EIR, which together
constitute the EIR, are for ease of reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the
evidence relied upon for these findings. A full explanation of the substantial evidence supporting these
findings can be found in the EIR, and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion and
analyses in those documents supporting the EIR’s determinations regarding the Project’s impacts and
mitigation measures designed to address those impacts. References to the Recirculated Draft EIR or to
the EIR are intended as a general reference to information that may be found in either or both the
Recirculated Draft EIR or Final EIR.

I.

APPROVAL OF PROJECT
A. Description of the Project

The Project is an Automated Transit System (ATS), which would include an approximately 1.6-mile-long,
elevated, guideway located within current and to-be-acquired public right-of-way along Market Street,
Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue. Three stations are proposed adjacent to the guideway on
privately owned land that is proposed to be acquired as part of the Project. The elevated guideway will
contain dual lanes to allow trains to travel continuously in each direction. Several trains would likely be
operating at the same time, depending on ridership demand.
As part of the City’s collaboration and partnership with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), the Project is an extension of the Metro regional rail system to the
City’s activity centers, closing the critical first/last mile transit gap in Inglewood, increasing passenger
service along the Metro system by facilitating a seamless transfer of passengers between the ITC and the
Metro K Line.
The ATS technology may be a self-propelled technology, including rubber-tire ATS systems, monorails,
large steel-wheel ATS systems, also known as automated light rail transit (ALRT), or a cable-propelled ATS
system. The system will be fully automated (i.e., driverless) to operate at the headways to meet the
projected peak ridership needs.
The ATS trains will operate in a pinched-loop mode on dual tracks along the alignment, wherein trains
follow each other and switch back at the end-of-line stations to make the return journey on the other
track. As planned, the trains can be operated in multiple different configurations, ranging from a one-car
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train to multiple-car length trains with a maximum train length of approximately 200 feet. Depending on
the technology (self-propelled or cable propelled), ridership demands, which will be time of day and event
day dependent, multiple trains of up to the maximum train length can be operated at varying headways
for self-propelled systems, as close as 1.5 minutes apart, to provide the necessary peak and reserve
capacity.

The Project includes three stations::
a) The Market Street/Florence Avenue station generally located between Market Street and Locust
Street providing connections to the Metro K Line and Downtown Inglewood;
b) The Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station located on the southwest corner of the intersection
of Prairie Avenue and Manchester Boulevard providing service to the Forum, Hollywood Park
including SoFi Stadium, and existing and future local businesses and residences.
c) The Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street station located on the northwest corner of the intersection of Prairie
Avenue and Hardy Street providing service to the Hollywood Park, including SoFi Stadium, the
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center including Intuit Dome, and other existing and future
local businesses and residences.
These station locations were chosen to be near major employment, housing, and retail centers, including
he Forum, SoFi Stadium, and other employment, housing, and retail commercial uses in the Hollywood
Park Specific Plan (HPSP), the IBEC, and Downtown Inglewood, which the City is seeking to enhance and
activate.
Existing roadways and infrastructure along the transit alignment will require reconfiguration to
accommodate the new elevated transit guideway structures and stations. In addition to surface
improvements, utility infrastructure located under roadways may need to be relocated to accommodate
the guideway columns, footings, and other components. The roadway reconfigurations proposed along
Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue are necessary to assure that the existing
roadway travel capacity is not reduced to accommodate the Project.
The Project includes a Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) to provide regular and preventive
maintenance for the ATS trains, vehicle storage, and an operations control center located on the eastern
half of the block bound by Manchester Boulevard, Hillcrest Boulevard, Nutwood Street and Spruce
Avenue. An existing commercial building containing a Vons grocery store, a fitness center, and a bank
branch, is located on the southern portion of this site. A gas station operated by Vons is located on the
northeast portion of this site. Demolition of the existing commercial building and gas station is proposed
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as part of the Project. A new Vons replacement store is proposed on the corner of Manchester Boulevard
and Hillcrest Boulevard.
The MSF will be designed in accordance with the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines (Design Guidelines),
which address the massing, façade, materials, colors, roof, and lighting for this facility, how the MSF will
engage with the passenger and vehicular circulation around it, and sustainability features. The Project
also includes two power distribution system (PDS) substations. These PDS substations will provide the
necessary power for the Project, including traction power, auxiliary power, and housekeeping power for
the stations and related infrastructure. One of the PDS substations will be located on the MSF site, where
the Southern California Edison (SCE) service connection will be provided. The second PDS substation will
be located on the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street or Prairie Avenue/Manchester Boulevard station site.
Additional public parking will be provided as part of the Project at three locations that will be used as
construction staging areas. After construction, these sites will be improved as public parking lots:
•

Approximately 650 parking spaces will be provided in a surface parking lot at the Market
Street/Florence Avenue Station along with pick-up and drop-off areas on Locust Avenue and Regent
Street.

•

Approximately 50 parking spaces would be provided in a surface parking lot at 150 S. Market Street.

•

Approximately 80 parking spaces and a shuttle bus pick-up and drop-off area are would be provided
at the Prairie Avenue/Hardy Street Station. This lot would be used for public parking, TNCs and shuttle
bus pick-up and drop-off operations during events.

These parking areas will provide public parking needed in the City to support use of the Project,
businesses, and the City’s efforts to help revitalize the historic retail areas along Market Street. The
Project is designed and intended to extend the transit service provided by the Metro K Line to the major
event venues and existing and planned residential and commercial uses in the City, and these parking
facilities are proposed to support transit use. On non-event days, the parking is designed to allow the
City’s residents to become transit riders and use the Metro Rail system, providing local convenient parking
adjacent to the ITC and Metro K Line. On event days, the City recognizes that many visitors may still drive
to the City in search of convenient parking with proximity to commercial uses and access to a direct
transportation connection to the City’s major event venues. To help with overall traffic congestion and
improve circulation on local streets, and to help reduce visitors parking in residential areas, the Project
includes parking in close proximity to the Project stations and downtown Market Street area. These
parking areas will also provide replacement parking for public parking on streets that may be removed as
part of the Project.
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B. Project Objectives
Section 15124, subdivision (b) of the CEQA Guidelines states that the Project Description shall contain “[a]
statement of the objectives sought by the Project.” In addition, Section 15124, subdivision (b) of the CEQA
Guidelines further states, “[t]he statement of objectives should include the underlying purpose of the
project.”
The City’s goals and objectives for the Project are as follows:
•

Provide a direct and convenient extension of the Metro regional transit system for local residents and
the region to access the City’s new major housing, employment, commercial, and activity centers;

•

Close the “last mile gap” to the regional transit system by providing passengers with the ability to
transfer to or from destinations and the Metro K Line.

•

Provide sufficient transit connection capacity between the Metro regional transit system and the
City’s major activity centers with enhanced travel time certainty and sufficient capacity to meet peak
ridership demands to encourage transit as a travel mode choice;

•

Maintain existing roadway capacity to the extent feasible;

•

Reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network
on both major arterials and residential streets for both nonevent and event days;

•

Encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable time-certain transit;

•

Increase transit mode split, reduce vehicle trips, and reduce per-capita vehicle miles traveled to the
City’s major activity centers, with corresponding improvements in air quality, public health, and
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from transportation sources in accordance with the City’s
goals, the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, and State policies with respect to climate change and land use.

•

Support the ongoing economic revitalization and growth opportunities for transit-oriented
development (TOD) within the Downtown TOD Plan area, including commercial and residential uses,
including through the creation of public parking facilities;

•

Encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served by the Project;

•

Provide safe, reliable, and convenient access to businesses in the City so that they are accessible to
their workforce and customers;

•

Connect the Inglewood community and citizens to jobs, education, services, and destinations within
the City and in the region by providing transit within safe and accessible walking distances; and

•

Support regional efforts to become more efficient, economically strong, equitable, and sustainable.
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C. Environmental Review
1. Preparation of the Final EIR
The EIR for the Inglewood Transit Connector (SCH No. 2018071034) was prepared, noticed, published,
circulated, reviewed, and completed in full compliance with CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines (, and the City of
Inglewood Municipal Code, as follows:
a) In 2017, the City partnered with Metro to address the City’s critical mobility issues by analyzing viable
transit connection options from the Metro K Line to the LASED, which includes SoFi Stadium. With the
City’s input, Metro conducted a study 1 to explore how best to extend the Metro Rail system via a highcapacity transit connection to the LASED.
3F

b) In early 2018, the City also initiated stakeholder outreach to understand the City’s need for a
comprehensive long-range mobility plan, potential project goals and objectives, potential project
benefits and impacts, and stakeholder concerns.
c) In July 2018, pursuant to the requirements of CEQA, the City as the Lead Agency prepared a Notice of
Preparation (Original NOP) and an Initial Study (Original IS) (SCH 2018071034).
d) The Original NOP and IS were circulated and comments were received from the public and agencies
following a 30-day comment period that ended on August 15, 2018.
e) A scoping meeting was held on July 26, 2018, from 6 PM to 8 PM at the Inglewood Senior Citizens
Center, 111 N. Locust Street, Inglewood, CA 90301. The City provided the opportunity for comments
to be submitted at the scoping meeting.
f)

As a result of the comments received and refinements and modifications to the Project identified in
the Original NOP and Original IS after circulation of the July 2018 Notice of Preparation, a Revised NOP
and IS were circulated for public review and comment from September 10, 2020 to October 12, 2020.
The City submitted both the Original and Revised NOPs and Initial Studies to the Governor’s Office of
Planning and Research (OPR); applicable trustee or responsible federal, State, regional, and local
agencies identified for the Project, including adjacent cities and counties; the County of Los Angeles;
relevant Native American tribes; and all interested parties requesting such notice to allow for
comment on the IS during the 30-day comment period. In addition, copies of the Original and Revised
NOPs and ISs were made available for review at Inglewood City Hall and the Inglewood Public library,
as well as on the City’s website, to give the public the opportunity to comment during the respective
30-day comment periods.

g) The City prepared and released a Draft EIR for public review in December 2020. Based on additional
feedback received during the Draft EIR circulation period the City continued further collaboration with
key stakeholders on the design of the Project. City also conducted additional technical analysis and

1

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, City of Champions/Inglewood (NFL) Focused
Analysis of Transit Connection (August 2017).
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due diligence on potential utility conflicts, property impacts, and potential impacts to historical
resources, and refined the project to reduce the project footprint where feasible.
h) As a result of this ongoing consultation process, the City further refined the Project and revised the
Draft EIR to evaluate these changes to the Project. The City prepared and released a Recirculated Draft
EIR for public review in November 2021. The Revised Project as evaluated in the RDEIR remains an
approximately 1.6-mile long alignment with 3 stations beginning at the intersection of Market Street
and Florence Avenue, continuing along Manchester Avenue and Prairie Avenue, and ending at the
intersection of Prairie Avenue and Hardy Street.
i)

A Notice of Completion (NOC) and copies of the Draft EIR were filed with SCH on November 12, 2021.
An official 45-day public review period for the Draft EIR was established by SCH, ending on December
27, 2021. A Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR was published on November 11, 2021 and
sent to appropriate public agencies, including SCH and Los Angeles County Clerk, and all entities who
requested to be notified about the Project and/or EIR. The Recirculated Draft EIR was also published
on the City’s website.

j)

On January 25, 2022, the City held a hearing at which it determined that the Project is exempt from
CEQA pursuant to CEQA section 21080, subdivision (b)(12) and CEQA Guidelines section 15275,
subdivision (b) as a “[f]acility [extension] not to exceed four miles in length which [is] required for the
transfer of passengers from or to exclusive public mass transit guideway or busway public transit
services.”

k) On February XX, 2022, the City released the Final EIR for the Project. The Final EIR included (i)
comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR submitted during the comment period, (ii) responses to those
comments, (iii) staff-initiated revisions to the text of the Recirculated Draft EIR, together with an
explanation of why those changes were made, and (iv) a draft of the MMRP. The City sent notice to
those submitting comments and to other interested agencies and individuals that the Final EIR had
been released, stating that the Final EIR had been posted and was available for review on the City’s
web site, and that the Final EIR included responses to comments received on the Recirculated Draft
EIR.
l)

On March 3, 2022, following a public hearing, the City Planning Commission adopted a resolution
recommending that the City Council certify the Final EIR, adopt these findings, and approve the
MMRP.

m) The City made documents available to the public in a readily accessible electronic format, including
the Recirculated Draft EIR, all documents submitted to or relied on in the preparation of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, comments and the Final EIR, as required by Public Resources Code section
21168.6.8(g). Documents were posted in a timely manner on the City’s Economic and Community
Development Department EIR web page at https://www.cityofinglewood.org/1016/EnvironmentalDocuments and www.inglewoodtransitconnector.com.
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2. Recirculation
Under section 15088.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, recirculation of an EIR is required when “significant new
information” is added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the Draft EIR for public
review but prior to certification of the Final EIR. The term “information” can include changes in the project
or environmental setting, as well as additional data or other information. New information added to an
EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful
opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or a feasible way
to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative) that the project’sproponents
have declined to implement. “Significant new information” requiring recirculation includes, for example,
a disclosure showing that:
1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.
2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.
3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others
previouslyanalyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the project,
but the project’s proponents decline to adopt it.
4) The DEIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature
thatmeaningful public review and comment were precluded.
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15088.5, subd. (a).)
Recirculation is not required where the new information added in the Final EIR merely clarifies or amplifies
or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate Draft EIR. The above standard is “notintend[ed] to
promote endless rounds of revision and recirculation of EIR’s.” (Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v.
Regents of University of California (1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112, 1132 (Laurel Heights).) “Recirculation was
intended to be an exception, rather than the general rule.” (Ibid.)
The City recognizes that minor changes have been made to the Project and additional evidence has been
developed after publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR. The refinements to the project are described in
Chapter 2 of the Final EIR. As described in the Final EIR, these refinements would result either in no
changes to the impact conclusions or in a reduction in the severity of the impact presented in the
Recirculated Draft EIR. In addition, minor refinements that have occurred after the publication of the Final
EIR will not result in new or substantially more severe significant impacts.
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Finally, the Final EIR includes supplemental data and information that was developed after publication of
the Recirculated Draft EIR to further support the information presented in the Recirculated Draft EIR.
None of this supplemental information affects the conclusions or results in substantive changes to the
information presented in the Recirculated Draft EIR or to the significance of impacts as disclosed in the
Recirculated Draft EIR.
CEQA case law emphasizes that “‘[t]he CEQA reporting process is not designed to freeze the ultimate
proposal in the precise mold of the initial project; indeed, new and unforeseen insights may emerge
during investigation, evoking revision of the original proposal.’” (Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of
Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 736–737 (Kings County); see also River Valley Preservation Project v.
Metropolitan Transit Development Bd. (1995) 37 Cal.App.4th 154, 168, fn. 11.) “‘CEQA compels an
interactive process of assessment of environmental impacts and responsive project modification which
must be genuine. It must be open to the public, premised upon a full and meaningful disclosure of the
scope, purposes, and effect of a consistently described project, with flexibility to respond to unforeseen
insights that emerge from the process.’ [Citation.] In short, a project must be open for public discussion
and subject to agency modification during the CEQA process.” (Concerned Citizens of Costa Mesa, Inc. v.
33rd Dist. Agricultural Assn. (1986) 42 Cal.3d 929, 936.)
Similarly, additional studies included in a Final EIR that result in minor modifications or additions to
analysis concerning significant impacts disclosed in a Draft EIR does not constitute “significant new
information” requiring recirculation of an EIR. (See Mount Shasta Bioregional Ecology Center v. County of
Siskiyou (2012) 210 Cal.App.4th 184, 221 [incorporation of technical studies in a Final EIR disclosing
additional locations affected by a significant noise impact identified in the Draft EIR did not require
recirculation].) Here, the changes made to the Project and the additional evidence relied on in the Final EIR
are the kind of information and revisions that the case law recognizes as legitimate and proper and does not
trigger the need to recirculate the Recirculated Draft EIR.
The City Council finds that none of the changes and revisions in the Final EIR substantially affect the
analyses or conclusions presented in the Recirculated Draft EIR, and do not constitute significant new
information; therefore, recirculation of the Recirculated Draft EIR for additional public comments is not
required.

D. Approval Actions
Implementation of the Project may require, but may not be limited to, the following actions by the City of
Inglewood:
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•

Certification of the Final EIR for the Inglewood Transit Connector Project and adoption of the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan, CEQA Findings of Fact, and, if necessary, a Statement
of Overriding Considerations;

•

Approval of the proposed General Plan Amendment, consisting of changes to the City General
Plan Land Use Element, Circulation Element, and Safety Element;

•

Approval of an amendment to Chapter 12 (Planning and Zoning) of the Inglewood Municipal Code
to:
–

Add the Transportation Corridor Overlay (TCO) Zone; and

–

Amend the Medical Enterprise Overlay Zone to exclude land uses associated with the
Project.

•

Approval of amendments to the Forum Development Agreement to reflect the acquisition of
frontage along Prairie (including loss of Forum parking);

•

Approval of a Special Use Permit required for demolition of a gas station, Design Review for the
new supermarket, and any other discretionary approval required for a new supermarket at 500
and 510 East Manchester Boulevard;

•

Approval of amendments and clarifications to the Hollywood Park Specific Plan and associated
Development Agreement;

•

Preparation of a Project-specific Stormwater Management Plan or Standard Urban Stormwater
Mitigation Plan for approval;

•

Approvals of lot line adjustment(s), parcel map(s), and tract map(s) as needed;

•

Approval of agreements and/or resolutions necessary to acquire the property necessary for
construction and operation of the Project, in fee simple or through easements, licenses, air rights,
leases, or other means of access, including through eminent domain;

•

Approval of the ITC Design Standards and Guidelines;

•

Approval of a contract or contracts for the design, finance, construction, and operation of the
Project;

•

Approvals for federal, State, or local financing plans or grants.

In addition to the above, ministerial approvals may be required as follows:
•

Grading permits, building permits, haul route approval, and other permits issued by the
Department of Building and Safety for the Project and any associated Department of Public Works
permits (including encroachment permits) for infrastructure improvements;

•

Tree removal permits; and

•

Noise permit for Construction and Building Hours extension.
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•

Other federal, State, or local approvals, permits, or actions that may be deemed necessary for the
Project including, but not limited to, the following:
–

California Public Utilities Commission;

–

Los Angeles County Fire Department.

E. Contents and Location of Record
The record upon which all findings and determinations related to the Project consists of those items listed
in Public Resources Code section 21167.6 subdivision (e), which are incorporated by reference and made
part of the record supporting these findings:
•

The City of Inglewood General Plan and all Elements thereto, as amended from time to time
through the date of approval of the Project;

•

City of Inglewood Municipal Code;

•

The NOP and all other public notices issued by the City in conjunction with the Project;

•

The EIR and all documents referenced in or relied upon by the EIR;

•

The MMRP for the Project;

•

All findings and resolutions adopted by the City in connection with the Project, and all documents
cited or referred to therein;

•

All information including written evidence and testimony provided by City staff and consultants to
the City Council relating to the EIR, the Project, and the alternatives set forth in the EIR or these
CEQA findings;

•

All records of decision, staff reports, memoranda, maps, exhibits, letters, synopses of meetings,
andother documents approved, reviewed, relied upon, or prepared by any City commissions,
boards, officials, consultants, or staff relating to the Project;

•

All information provided by the public, including written correspondence received by City staff
during the public comment period of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

•

All testimony presented to the Planning Commission or City Council;

•

All information presented at workshops or hearings held by the City for the Project.

The documents constituting the record of proceedings are available for review by responsible agencies
and interested members of the public during normal business hours at the City of Inglewood Economic
and Community Development Department, One West Manchester Boulevard, Fourth Floor, Inglewood,
CA 90301. The custodian of these documents is the Economic and Community Development Director. The
City Council has relied on all of the documents listed above in reaching its decision on the Project, even if
not every document was formally presented to the Council. Without exception, any documents set forth
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above not found in the Project files fall into one of two categories. In the first category, many of the
documents reflect prior planning or legislative decisions of which the City Council was familiar with when
approving the Project. (See Dominey v. Dept. of Personnel Administration (1988) 205 Cal.App.3d 729, 738,
fn. 6; City of Santa Cruz v. Local Agency Formation Com. (1978) 76 Cal.App.3d 381, 391–392.) In the second
category, documents that influenced the expert advice provided to City staff or consultants, who then
provided advice to the City Council as final decision makers, form part of the underlying factual basis for
the City Council’s decisions relating to approval of the Project and properly constitute part of the
administrative record. (See CEQA, § 21167.6, subd. (e)(10); Stanislaus Audubon Society, Inc. v. County of
Stanislaus (1995) 33 Cal.App.4th 144, 153, 155; Browning-Ferris Industries v. City Council (1986) 181
Cal.App.3d 852, 866.) The City Council notes, however, that the record of proceedings does not include
internal “working draft” documents that have not been shared with the public; rather, such documents
reflect the practical reality that a given document often undergoes multiple drafts before it is released to
the public, relied upon by the City, or presented to decisionmakers. Just as the first draft of a legal brief
or of a judicial opinion is not relevant to a document in its final, filed form, the internal working draft of
City staff or consultants is not relevant to the City Council’s decision. Such documents are therefore not
part of the record of proceedings.
The public hearing transcript, a copy of all letters regarding the Draft EIR received during the public review
period, the administrative record, and background documentation for the Final EIR, as well as additional
materials concerning approval of the Project and adoption of these findings are contained in the Project
files. Project files are available by contacting Mindy Wilcox, Planning Manager, at the Inglewood City Hall,
Economic & Community Development Department Planning Division, One West Manchester Boulevard,
Fourth Floor, Inglewood, California 90301. The City may also be contacted by e-mail at
inglewoodtransitconnector@cityofinglewood.org. All files have been available to the City Council and the
public for review in considering these findings and whether to approve the Project.

F. Findings Required Under CEQA
1. Findings
CEQA requires that the lead agency adopt mitigation measures or alternatives, where feasible, to
substantially lessen or avoid significant environment impacts that would otherwise occur. Mitigation
measures or alternatives are not required, however, where such changes are infeasible or where the
responsibility for implementing the mitigation measure or alternative resides with another agency. (Pub.
Resources Code, § 21081, subd. (a)(2); CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subds. (a), (b).)
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Public Resources Code section 21061.1 defines “feasible” to mean “capable of being accomplished in a
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental,
social, and technological factors.” CEQA Guidelines section 15364 includes another factor: “legal”
considerations. (See also Citizens of Goleta Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 565–566
(Goleta II).)
The concept of “feasibility” also encompasses the question of whether a particular alternative or
mitigation measure promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project. (City of Del Mar v. City of
San Diego (1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 410, 417.) “[F]easibility” under CEQA encompasses ‘desirability’ to the
extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant economic, environmental,
social, and technological factors.” (Ibid.; see also Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn. v. City of Oakland
(1993) 23 Cal.App.4th 704, 715; see also California Native Plant Society v. City of Santa Cruz (2009) 177
Cal.App.4th 957, 1001 [after weighing “‘economic, environmental, social, and technological factors’” an
agency may conclude that a mitigation measure or alternative is “‘impracticable or undesirable from a
policy standpoint’” and reject it as “infeasible” on that ground].)
With respect to a project for which significant impacts are not avoided or substantially lessened, a public
agency, after adopting proper findings, may nevertheless approve the project if the agency first adopts a
statement of overriding considerations setting forth the specific reasons why the agency found that the
project’s “benefits” rendered “acceptable” its “unavoidable adverse environmental effects.” (CEQA
Guidelines, §§ 15093, 15043, subd. (b); see also Pub. Resources Code, § 21081, subd. (b).)
In seeking to effectuate the substantive policy of CEQA to substantially lessen or avoid significant
environmental effects to the extent feasible, an agency, in adopting findings, need not necessarily address
the feasibility of both mitigation measures and environmentally superior alternatives when contemplating
approval of a Project with significant impacts. Where a significant impact can be mitigated to an
“acceptable” level solely by the adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the agency, in drafting its
findings, has no obligation to consider the feasibility of any environmentally superior alternative that
could also substantially lessen or avoid that same impact — even if the alternative would render the
impact less severe than would the Project as mitigated. (Laurel Hills Homeowners Association v. City
Council (1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515, 521; see also Kings County, supra, 221 Cal.App.3d at pp. 730-731; and
Laurel Heights Improvement Association v. Regents of the University of California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376,
400–403.)
In these findings, the City first addresses the extent to which each significant environmental effect can be
substantially lessened or avoided through the adoption of feasible mitigation measures. Only after
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determining that, even with the adoption of all feasible mitigation measures, an effect is significant and
unavoidable does the City address the extent to which alternatives described in the EIR are (i)
environmentally superior with respect to that effect and (ii) “feasible” within the meaning of CEQA.
In cases in which a project’s significant effects cannot be mitigated or avoided, an agency, after adopting
proper findings, may nevertheless approve the project if it first adopts a statement of overriding
considerations setting forth the specific reasons why the agency found that the “benefits of the project
outweigh the significant effects on the environment.” (Pub. Resources Code, § 21081, subd. (b); see also
CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15093, 15043, subd. (b).) In the statement of overriding considerations found at the
end of these findings, the City identifies the specific economic, legal, social, and other considerations that,
in its judgment, outweigh the significant environmental effects that the Project will cause.
The California Supreme Court has stated that “[t]he wisdom of approving . . . any development project, a
delicate task which requires a balancing of interests, is necessarily left to the sound discretion of the local
officials and their constituents who are responsible for such decisions. The law as we interpret and apply
it simply requires that those decisions be informed, and therefore balanced.” (Goleta II, supra, 52 Cal.3d
at p. 576.)
The City Council’s findings in support of its approval of the Project are set forth below for each of the
significant environmental effects of and alternatives to the Project identified in the EIR pursuant to section
21080 of CEQA and section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines. These findings provide the written analysis and
conclusions of the City Council regarding the environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation
measures included as part of the EIR and adopted by the City Council as part of the Project. To avoid
duplication and redundancy, and because the City Council agrees with, and hereby adopts, the conclusions
in the EIR, these findings will not repeat the analysis and conclusions in the EIR, but instead incorporates
them by reference in these findings and relies upon them as substantial evidence supporting these
findings.
In making these findings, the City Council has considered the opinions of staff and experts, other agencies,
and members of the public. The City Council finds that the determination of significance thresholds is a
judgment decision within the discretion of the City Council; the significance thresholds used in the EIR are
supported by substantial evidence in the record, including the expert opinion of the EIR preparers and
City staff; and the significance thresholds used in the EIR provide reasonable and appropriate means of
assessing the significance of the adverse environmental effects of the Project. Thus, although, as a legal
matter, the City Council is not bound by the significance determinations in the EIR (see Pub. Resources
Code, § 21082.2, subd. (e)), the City Council finds them persuasive and hereby adopts them as its own.
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As set forth below, the City Council adopts and incorporates all of the mitigation measures set forth in the
EIR and the attached MMRP to substantially lessen or avoid the potentially significant and significant
impacts of the Project.

2. Findings About Significant Environmental Impacts and Mitigation
Measures
The following sections of these findings – Sections II, III and IV – set forth the City’s findings about the
EIR’s determinations regarding significant environmental impacts and the mitigation measures proposed
to address them. These findings provide the written analysis and conclusions of the City regarding the
environmental impacts of the Project and the mitigation measures included as part of the EIR and adopted
by the City as part of the Project. To avoid duplication and redundancy, and because the City agrees with,
and hereby adopts, the conclusions in the EIR, these findings will not repeat the analysis and conclusions
in the EIR, but instead incorporates them by reference in these findings and relies upon them as
substantial evidence supporting these findings.
These findings do not attempt to describe the full analysis of each environmental impact contained in the
EIR. Instead, a full explanation of these environmental findings and conclusions can be found in the EIR,
and these findings hereby incorporate by reference the discussion and analysis in the EIR supporting the
EIR’s determination regarding the Project’s impacts and mitigation measures designed to address those
impacts. In making these findings, the City Council ratifies, adopts, and incorporates in these findings, the
determinations and conclusions of the EIR relating to environmental impacts and mitigation measures,
except to the extent any such determinations and conclusions are specifically and expressly modified by
these findings.
As set forth below, the City Council adopts and incorporates all of the mitigation measures within its
authority and jurisdiction as lead agency, as set forth in the EIR and presented in the MMRP, in order to
substantially lessen or avoid the potentially significant and significant impacts of the Project. The MMRP
will remain available for public review during the compliance period. In adopting mitigation measures
from the EIR, the City Council intends to adopt each of the mitigation measures proposed in the EIR for
the Project for adoption by the City. The City Council also intends that the MMRP should include each and
every mitigation measure included in the EIR, including those assigned to responsible agencies.
Accordingly, in the event a mitigation measure recommended in the EIR has inadvertently been omitted
in these findings or the MMRP, any such mitigation measure is hereby adopted and/or incorporated in
the findings below by reference.

Meridian Consultants
251-004-21

15

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

In addition, mitigation measures are listed in different locations in these findings, in the MMRP, and in the
EIR. The City has made every effort to ensure that the text of each mitigation measure is consistent
wherever that text appears. To the extent the text differs for the same mitigation measure from one
location to another, such differences are inadvertent. In those instances, the text of the mitigation
measure as it appears in the MMRP shall control, unless in context it is clear that the text in the MMRP
does not reflect the City’s determination with respect to the mitigation measure to be adopted; in such
instances, the most stringent version of the mitigation measure shall apply, regardless of whether that
most stringent version appears in the findings, in the MMRP, or in the EIR.
The impact numbers and mitigation measure numbers used in these findings reflect the information
contained in the EIR. In Sections II, III and IV below, the same statutory findings are made for a category
of environmental impacts and mitigation measures. Rather than repeat the identical finding several times
to address each and every significant effect and mitigation measure, the initial finding obviates the need
for such repetition because in no instance is the City Council rejecting the conclusions of the EIR or the
mitigation measures recommended in the EIR for the Project.

II.

IMPACTS FOUND TO HAVE NO IMPACT OR BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT AND
THUS REQUIRING NO MITIGATION

Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant (Pub.
Resources Code, section §; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091). Based on substantial
evidence in the entire record of this proceeding, the City Council finds that implementation of the Project
will not result in any significant impacts in the following areas and that these impact areas, therefore, do
not require mitigation. As stated above, these findings do not repeat the analysis and conclusions in the
EIR, but instead incorporates them by reference in these findings and rely upon them as substantial
evidence supporting these findings.

A. Aesthetics
Impact AES-1a:

Construction and operation of the Project could substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings
or could conflict with the City’s zoning and regulations governing scenic quality.
(Refer to pages 4.1-19 through 4.1-68 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact AES-1b:

Construction and operation of the Project could be inconsistent with applicable
zoning and planning regulations governing scenic quality. (Refer to pages 4.1-68
through 4.1-75 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)
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Impact AES-2:

Construction and operation of the

Project could create a new source of

substantial light or glare, which could adversely affect day or nighttime views in
the area. (Refer to pages 4.1-76 through 4.1-82 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

B. Biological Resources
Impact BIO-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could conflict with local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance. (Refer to pages 4.3-52 through 4.9-62 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

C. Cultural Resources
Impact CUL-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a historic resource pursuant to Section 15064.5.
(Refer to pages 4.4-45 through 4.4-60 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

D. Energy Resources
Impact E-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could result in wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources. (Refer to pages 4.5-21 through
4.5-35 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact E-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could conflict with or obstruct a State
or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. (Refer to pages 4.5-35
through 4.5-38 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

E. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Impact GHG-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could generate greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment. (Refer to pages 4.7-42 through 4.7-49 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact GHG-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could conflict with an applicable plan,
policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases. (Refer to pages 4.7-49 through 4.7-57 of the Recirculated Draft
EIR.)
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F. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Impact HAZ-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment.
(Refer to pages 4.8-31 through 4.8-38 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact HAZ-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could emit hazardous emissions or
involve the handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. (Refer to pages
4.8-38 through 4.8-43 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact HAZ-3:

Construction and operation of the Project could impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan? (Refer to pages 4.8-44 through 4.8-47 of the Recirculated Draft
EIR.)

G. Land Use and Planning
Impact LU-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could physically divide an established
community. (Refer to pages 4.8-49 through 4.9-47 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact LU-2:

Construction and operation of the

Project could cause a significant

environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect. (Refer to pages 4.9-47 through 4.9-77 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

H. Noise
Impact NOI-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could result in a substantial temporary
or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
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applicable standards of other agencies. (Refer to pages 4.10-65 through 4.10-109
of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)
Impact NOI-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could result in exposure of persons to
or generate excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. (Refer
to pages 4.10-109 through 4.10-116 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

I. Population, Employment, and Housing
Impact POP-1:

Construction of the Project could induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure). (Refer to pages 4.11-15 through 4.11-23 of the Recirculated Draft
EIR.)

J. Transportation
Impact T-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. (Refer to pages 4.12-36 through 4.11-52 of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact T-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could conflict or be inconsistent with
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b). (Refer to pages 4.12-52
through 4.11-66 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact T-3:

Construction and operation of the Project could substantially increase hazards
due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (Refer to pages 4.12-66 through
4.11-67 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

Impact T-4:

Construction and operation of the Project could conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. (Refer to pages 4.12-68 through 4.11-69 of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.)
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III.

SIGNIFICANT OR POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS MITIGATED TO A
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL

The following significant and potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project, including
cumulative impacts, are being mitigated to a less than significant level and are set out below. Pursuant to
section 21081, subdivision (a)(1) of CEQA and section 15091, subdivision (a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, as
to each such impact, the City Council, based on the evidence in the record before it, finds that changes or
alterations incorporated into the Project by means of conditions or otherwise mitigate, avoid, or
substantially lessen to a level of insignificance these significant or potentially significant environmental
impacts of the Project. The basis for the finding for each identified impact is set forth below.

A. Air Quality
Impact AQ-1:

Construction of the Project could conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan as the Project would exceed the NOx SCAQMD
threshold during construction. (Refer to pages 4.2-47 through 4.2-60 of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.)

MM AQ-1:

PDF AQ-1, Construction Air Quality Program, shall be implemented during construction of
the ITC Project.

Basis for Finding: Mitigation Measure MM AQ-1 requires the implementation of PDF AQ-1 from the
Project’s Construction Commitment Program (CCP) to reduce air quality emissions during construction.
PDF AQ-1 requires the Project to use equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA)’s Final Tier 4 emissions standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50
horsepower (hp) or greater, for all phases of construction activity. With implementation of PDF AQ-1, this
impact would be less than significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
will be less than significant.
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Impact AQ-2:

Construction of the Project could result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of NOx emissions. (Refer to pages 4.2-61 through 4.2-70 of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.)

MM AQ-1:

PDF AQ-1, Construction Air Quality Program, shall be implemented during construction of
the ITC Project.

Basis for Finding: Mitigation Measure MM AQ-1 requires the implementation of PDF AQ-1 from the
Project’s CCP to reduce air quality emissions during construction. PDF AQ-1 requires the Project to use
equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final Tier 4 emissions
standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, for all
phases of construction activity. With implementation of PDF AQ-1, this impact would be less than
significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
will be less than significant.
Impact AQ-3:

The

Project could expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations during construction. (Refer to pages 4.2-70 through 4.2-87 of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.)
MM AQ-1:

PDF AQ-1, Construction Air Quality Program, shall be implemented during construction of
the ITC Project.

Basis for Finding: Mitigation Measure MM AQ-1 requires the implementation of PDF AQ-1 from the
Project’s CCP to reduce air quality emissions during construction. PDF AQ-1 requires the Project to use
equipment that meets the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)’s Final Tier 4 emissions
standards for off-road diesel-powered construction equipment with 50 horsepower (hp) or greater, for all
phases of construction activity. With implementation of PDF AQ-1, this impact would be less than
significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
will be less than significant.
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B. Biological Resources
Impact BIO-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites. (Refer to pages 4.3-45 through 4.3-50 of the Draft
EIR.)

MM BIO-1:

Conservation of Faunal Resources: Nesting Birds/Raptors. The City shall require
demolition and construction contractors to implement the following measures:
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•

Prior to initiating any demolition and/or construction activities, a nesting bird
survey shall be conducted to determine the presence of any nesting birds within
500 feet of demolition and/or construction activities. In addition, nesting bird
surveys shall be conducted at least every six (6) months until the completion of
construction activities, as specified below.

•

Nesting bird survey shall include:

•

Prior to any demolition and/or construction, and at least every six (6) months
during and prior to the raptor nesting season until the completion of construction
activities, January 1 to September 1, a qualified biologist shall conduct a site
survey for active nests 30 days prior to any scheduled clearing, demolition,
grading, or construction activities. The survey shall be conducted within all trees,
manmade structures, and any other potential raptor nesting habitat.

•

Prior to any vegetation disturbance between March 1 and September 15, and at
least every six (6) months until the completion of construction activities, a
qualified biologist shall conduct a survey for nesting birds in all breeding/nesting
habitat within the construction or demolitions areas and within 300 feet of all
disturbance areas and submit the results of these surveys to the City. The surveys
shall be conducted within trees and structures, wherever nesting bird species
may be located. Nesting bird surveys shall be conducted no earlier than 30 days
prior to the initiation of ground or vegetation disturbance. If no breeding/nesting
birds are observed, site preparation, demolition and construction activities may
begin. If breeding activities and/or an active bird nest is located, the breeding
habitat/nest site shall be fenced by the biological monitor a minimum of 300 feet
(500 feet for raptors) in all directions, and this area shall not be disturbed until
the nest becomes inactive, the young have fledged, the young are no longer being
fed by the parents, the young have left the area, and/or the young shall no longer
22
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be impacted. If the qualified biologist determines that a narrower buffer between
the demolition and/or construction activities and the observed active nests is
warranted, the biologist may submit a written explanation as to why (e.g.,
species-specific information; ambient conditions and bird’s habituation to them;
terrain, vegetation, and birds’ lines of sight between the demolition and/or
construction activities and the nest and foraging areas) to the City and, upon
request, the CDFW. Based on the submitted information, the City, acting as the
lead agency (and CDFW, if CDFW requests) shall determine whether to allow a
narrower buffer.
Basis for Finding: With the implementation of MM BIO-1, construction of the Project would no longer
have the potential to disturb active nests for nesting birds and raptors. Active nests would be identified,
and suitable buffers would be established to ensure that construction activities do not disturb nesting
birds. Mitigation measures would thus ensure that the Project would not cause a substantial reduction in
local population size or reduce reproductive success to birds and raptors. Thus, this impact would be
considered less than significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
would be reduced to less than significant.

C. Cultural Resources
Impact CUL-2:

Construction and operation of the Project could cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to Section
15064.5. (Refer to pages 4.4-61 through 4.4-62 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

MM TCR-1:

Retention of a Tribal Cultural Resources Monitor/Consultant.
Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activity at the Project alignment,
the Project contractor, in consultation with the City, shall retain a qualified archaeologist
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology (US Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out all mitigation related to
cultural resources. In addition, a Native American Monitor shall be designated by the
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation – the tribe that consulted on this project
pursuant to Assembly Bill AB 52 (the “Tribe” or the “Consulting Tribe”). If no Native
American Monitor is designated within a reasonable period of time (not to exceed 30
days), the activity can commence without the designated Monitor. A copy of the
executed contract(s) with the qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall
be submitted to the City of Inglewood Planning and Building Department prior to the
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issuance of any permit necessary to commence a ground-disturbing activity. The Native
American Monitor will only be present on-site during the construction phases that
involve ground-disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe
as activities that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, potholing or
auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching,
within the Project area. The Native American Monitor will complete daily monitoring
logs that will provide descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction activities,
locations, soil, and any cultural materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end
when all ground-disturbing activities on the Project alignment are completed, or when
the Native American Representatives and Native American Monitor have indicated that
all upcoming ground- disturbing activities at the Project alignment have little to no
potential for impacting Tribal Cultural Resources. Upon discovery of any Tribal Cultural
Resources, construction activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find (not
less than the surrounding 50 feet) until the find can be assessed. All Tribal Cultural
Resources unearthed by project activities shall be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist and the Native American Monitor. If the resources are Native American in
origin, the Consulting Tribe will retain it/them in the form and/or manner the Tribe
deems appropriate, for educational, cultural and/or historic purposes.
If human remains and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized at the Project
alignment, all ground disturbance shall immediately cease, and the county coroner shall
be notified per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and Health & Safety Code Section
7050.5. Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per California
Public Resources Code section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2). Work may continue on other parts
of the Project alignment while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a non-Native American resource is determined by the
qualified archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” or “unique archaeological
resource,” time allotment and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of
avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be available. The treatment plan
established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for
unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred
manner of treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include
implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource
along with subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological
material that is not Native American in origin shall be curated at a public, non-profit
institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum
of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept the
material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, it shall be offered to a local
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school or historical society in the area for educational purposes. MM TCR-2 through MM
TCR-5 will supplement MM TCR-1.
MM TCR-2:

Monitoring and Mitigation Program.
Prepare, design, and implement an Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program
for the Project. The Monitoring and Mitigation Program shall define pre-construction
coordination, construction monitoring for excavations based on the activities and depth
of disturbance planned for each portion of the Project area, data recovery (including
halting or diverting construction so that archaeological remains can be evaluated and
recovered in a timely manner), artifact and feature treatment, procurement, and
reporting. The Monitoring and Mitigation Program shall be prepared and approved by a
qualified archaeologist prior to the issuance of the first grading permit.

MM TCR-3:

Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training.
The qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct constructionworker archaeological resources sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior
to the start of ground disturbing activities (including vegetation removal, pavement
removal, etc.) and will present the Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program as
outlined in MM TCR-2, for all construction personnel conducting, supervising, or
associated with demolition and ground disturbance, including utility work, for the Project.
In the event construction crews are phased or rotated, additional training shall be
conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities.
Construction personnel shall be informed of the types of prehistoric and historic
archaeological resources that may be encountered, and of the proper procedures to be
enacted in the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaeological resources or human
remains. Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archaeologist demonstrating
that the appropriate construction personnel attended the training.

MM TCR-4:

Archaeological and Native American Monitoring
The qualified archaeologist will oversee archaeological and Native American monitors
who shall be retained to be present and work in tandem, monitoring during construction
excavations such as grading, trenching, or any other excavation activity associated with
the Project and as defined in the Monitoring and Mitigation Program. If, after advanced
notice of potential ground-disturbing activities, the Native American representative
declines, is unable, or does not respond to the notice, construction can proceed under
supervision of the qualified archaeologist. The frequency of monitoring shall be based on
the rate of excavation and grading activities, the materials being excavated, and the depth
of excavation, and if found, the quantity and type of archaeological resources
encountered. Full-time monitoring may be reduced to part-time inspections, or ceased
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entirely, if determined adequate by the qualified archaeologist and the Native American
Monitor.
In the event of the discovery of any archaeological materials during implementation of
the Project, all work shall immediately cease within 50 feet of the discovery until it can be
evaluated by the qualified archaeologist. Construction shall not resume until the qualified
archaeologist has made a determination on the significance of the resource(s) and
provided recommendations regarding the handling of the find. If the resource is
determined to be significant, the qualified archaeologist will confer with the City and
contractor regarding recommendation for treatment and ultimate disposition of the
resource(s).
If it is determined that the discovered archaeological resource constitutes a historical
resource or a unique archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA, avoidance and
preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigation. Preservation in place may be
accomplished by, but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into open
space, capping, or deeding the site into a permanent conservation easement.
In the event that preservation in place is demonstrated to be infeasible and data recovery
through excavation is the only feasible mitigation available, a Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall be prepared and implemented by the qualified archaeologist in
consultation with the City and contractor, and appropriate Native American
representatives (if the find is of Native American origin). The Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall provide for the adequate recovery of the scientifically consequential
information contained in the archaeological resource through laboratory processing and
analysis of the artifacts. The Cultural Resources Treatment Plan will further make
recommendations for the ultimate curation of any archaeological materials, which shall
be curated at a public, non-profit curation facility, university, or museum with a research
interest in the materials, if such an institution agrees to accept them. If resources are
determined to be Native American in origin, they will first be offered to the Tribe for
permanent curation, repatriation, or reburial, as directed by the Tribe. If no institution or
Tribe accepts the archaeological material, then the material shall be donated to a local
school or historical society in the area for educational purposes.
If the resource is identified as a Native American, the qualified archaeologist and the City
shall consult with appropriate Native American representatives, as identified through the
AB 52 consultation process in determining treatment for prehistoric or Native American
resources to ensure cultural values ascribed to the resource, beyond that which is
scientifically important, are considered.
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Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal to the City, and the South
Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), in order to document the results of the
archaeological and Native American monitoring. If there are significant discoveries,
artifact and feature analysis and final disposition shall be included with the final report,
which will be submitted to the SCCIC and the City. The final monitoring report shall be
submitted to the City within 90 days of completion of excavation and other ground
disturbing activities that require monitoring.
Basis for Finding: With implementation of mitigation measures MM TCR-1 through MM TCR-4,
construction of the Project would no longer have the potential to cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological resource. With implementation of MM TCR-1, the City shall retain a
qualified archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology to carry out all mitigation related to cultural resources. In addition, a Native American Monitor
shall be designated by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure MM TCR-2, the City shall prepare, design, and implement an Archaeological
Monitoring and Mitigation Program for the Project. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM
TCR-3, the qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct construction-worker
archaeological resources sensitivity training and will present the Archaeological Monitoring and
Mitigation Program for all construction personnel for the Project. With implementation of Mitigation
Measure MM TCR-4, the qualified archaeologist will oversee the archaeological and Native American
monitors who shall be retained to be present and work in tandem, monitoring during construction
excavations as defined in the Monitoring and Mitigation Program. With implementation of Mitigation
Measures MM TCR-1, MM TCR-2, MM TCR-3, and MM TCR-4, this impact would be less than significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
would be reduced to less than significant.
Impact CUL-3:

Construction and operation of the Project could disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. (Refer to page 4.4-63 of
the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

MM TCR-1:

Retention of a Tribal Cultural Resources Monitor/Consultant.
Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activity at the Project alignment,
the Project contractor, in consultation with the City, shall retain a qualified archaeologist
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology (US Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out all mitigation related to
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cultural resources. In addition, a Native American Monitor shall be designated by the
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation – the tribe that consulted on this project
pursuant to Assembly Bill AB 52 (the “Tribe” or the “Consulting Tribe”). If no Native
American Monitor is designated within a reasonable period of time (not to exceed 30
days), the activity can commence without the designated Monitor. A copy of the
executed contract(s) with the qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall
be submitted to the City of Inglewood Planning and Building Department prior to the
issuance of any permit necessary to commence a ground-disturbing activity. The Native
American Monitor will only be present on-site during the construction phases that
involve ground-disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe
as activities that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, potholing or
auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching,
within the Project area. The Native American Monitor will complete daily monitoring
logs that will provide descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction activities,
locations, soil, and any cultural materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end
when all ground-disturbing activities on the Project alignment are completed, or when
the Native American Representatives and Native American Monitor have indicated that
all upcoming ground- disturbing activities at the Project alignment have little to no
potential for impacting Tribal Cultural Resources. Upon discovery of any Tribal Cultural
Resources, construction activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find (not
less than the surrounding 50 feet) until the find can be assessed. All Tribal Cultural
Resources unearthed by project activities shall be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist and the Native American Monitor. If the resources are Native American in
origin, the Consulting Tribe will retain it/them in the form and/or manner the Tribe
deems appropriate, for educational, cultural and/or historic purposes.
If human remains and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized at the Project
alignment, all ground disturbance shall immediately cease, and the county coroner shall
be notified per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and Health & Safety Code Section
7050.5. Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per California
Public Resources Code section 5097.98(d)(1) and (2). Work may continue on other parts
of the Project alignment while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a non-Native American resource is determined by the
qualified archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” or “unique archaeological
resource,” time allotment and funding sufficient to allow for implementation of
avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be available. The treatment plan
established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(f) for historical resources and Public Resources Code Sections 21083.2(b) for
unique archaeological resources. Preservation in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred
manner of treatment. If preservation in place is not feasible, treatment may include
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implementation of archaeological data recovery excavations to remove the resource
along with subsequent laboratory processing and analysis. Any historic archaeological
material that is not Native American in origin shall be curated at a public, non-profit
institution with a research interest in the materials, such as the Natural History Museum
of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if such an institution agrees to accept the
material. If no institution accepts the archaeological material, it shall be offered to a local
school or historical society in the area for educational purposes. MM TCR-2 through MM
TCR-5 will supplement MM TCR-1.
MM TCR-3:

Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training.
The qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct constructionworker archaeological resources sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior
to the start of ground disturbing activities (including vegetation removal, pavement
removal, etc.) and will present the Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program as
outlined in MM TCR-2, for all construction personnel conducting, supervising, or
associated with demolition and ground disturbance, including utility work, for the Project.
In the event construction crews are phased or rotated, additional training shall be
conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities.
Construction personnel shall be informed of the types of prehistoric and historic
archaeological resources that may be encountered, and of the proper procedures to be
enacted in the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaeological resources or human
remains. Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archaeologist demonstrating
that the appropriate construction personnel attended the training.

MM TCR-5:

Inadvertent Discoveries Related to Human Remains.
In the event of the unanticipated discovery of human remains during excavation or other
ground disturbance related to the Project, all work shall immediately cease within 150
feet of the discovery and the County Coroner shall be contacted in accordance with PRC
Section 5097.982 and Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5.3 Additionally, the contractor
shall notify the City, and the tribal cultural resources monitor and archaeological monitor.
The City, as the Project sponsor, and the contractor shall ensure that the immediate
vicinity where the discovery occurred is not disturbed by further activity, is adequately
protected according to generally accepted cultural and tribal standards or practices, and

2

3

NAGPRA, Title 43. Public Lands: Interior, Subtitle A. Office of the Secretary of the Interior, Part 10. Native American Graves
Protection and Reparation Regulations, § 5097.98 – Notification of discovery of Native American human remains,
descendants; disposition of human remains and associated grave goods.
California / Health and Safety Code - HSC / CHAPTER 2. General Provisions [7050.5. - 7055.] / Section 7050.5.
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that further ground-disturbing activities take into account the possibility of multiple
burials.
No further excavation or disturbance of the discovery or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remans (as determined by the qualified archaeologist
and/or tribal cultural resources monitor) shall occur until the coroner has made the
necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98. If such a
discovery occurs, a temporary construction exclusion zone shall be established
surrounding the area of the discovery so that the area would be protected (as determined
by the qualified archaeologist and/or cultural resources monitor), and consultation and
treatment could occur as prescribed by law. As required by law, the coroner would
determine within two working days of being notified if the remains are subject to his or
her authority.
If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has
reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by
telephone within 24 hours, the NAHC. In accordance with Health and Safety Code Section
7050.5, subdivision (c), and PRC Section 5097.98 (as amended by AB 2641), the NAHC
would make an MLD determination.
If the Tribe is designated MLD, the following standards shall apply and the following
requirements and treatment measures shall be implemented.
1. To the Tribe, the term “human remains” encompasses more than human bones.
In ancient as well as historic times, Tribal Traditions included, but were not limited
to, the burial of funerary objects with the deceased, and the ceremonial burning
of human remains. These remains are to be treated in the same manner as bone
fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as part
of the death rite or ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been
placed with individual human remains either at the time of death or later; other
items made exclusively for burial purposes or to contain human remains can also
be considered as associated funerary objects.
2. Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing activities, the landowner shall
arrange a designated site location within the footprint of the project for the
respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case
where discovered human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on
the same day, the remains shall be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate
that can be moved by heavy equipment placed over the excavation opening to
protect the remains. If this type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard
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should be posted outside of working hours. As stated by the Tribe as part of the
Project’s AB 52 consultation:
The Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project and keeping
the remains in situ and protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be
determined that burials will be removed. The Tribe will work closely with the
qualified archaeologist to ensure that the excavation is treated carefully, ethically,
and respectfully.
3. If data recovery is approved by the Tribe, documentation shall be taken which
includes at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches. The Tribe shall
approve additional types of documentation for data recovery purposes.
Cremations must either be removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure
completely recovery of all material. If the discovery of human remains includes
four or more burials, the location is considered a cemetery and a separate
treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report of all activities is to
be submitted to the Tribe and the NAHC. Scientific study or the utilization of any
invasive diagnostics on human remains of Native American origin.
4. Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects will be stored
using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects and
objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on site if
feasible. These items shall be retained and reburied within six months of recovery
if feasible. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be on the Project area, but at a
location agreed upon between the Tribe and the landowner at a site to be
protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural
materials recovered.
If the Tribe is not designated MLD, each occurrence of human remains and
associated funerary objects shall be stored using opaque cloth bags. All human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony shall
be preserved in place where feasible and to consult with the tribal cultural
resources monitor and/or the MLD about appropriate treatment if removal is
required. If remains are removed, they shall be removed to a secure container on
site, if possible, with consultation with of the qualified archaeologist and/or tribal
cultural resources monitor. These items shall be retained and reburied within six
months of recovery or as directed by the qualified archaeologist and/or tribal
cultural resources monitor. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be within the
Project footprint, or at a location agreed upon between the MLD and the
landowner at a site to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity
regarding any cultural materials recovered.
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Basis for Finding: With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-1, MM TCR-3, and MM TCR-5,
construction of the Project would no longer have the potential to cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological resource. With implementation of MM TCR-1, the City shall retain a
qualified archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for
archaeology to carry out all mitigation related to cultural resources. In addition, a Native American Monitor
shall be designated by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation. With implementation of
Mitigation Measure MM TCR-3, the qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct
construction-worker archaeological resources sensitivity training and will present the Archaeological
Monitoring and Mitigation Program for all construction personnel for the Project. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-5, the City and contractor shall ensure the cessation of all construction
work in the event of the unanticipated discovery of human remains during excavation related to the
Project. With implementation of Mitigation Measures MM TCR-1, MM TCR-3, and MM TCR-5, this impact
would be less than significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
would be reduced to less than significant.

D. Geology and Soils
Impact GEO-1:

The Project could directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map, issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault?

MM GEO-1:

Project Design. The Project shall be designed to accommodate fault rupture where
present in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines, including MTD 20-8, Analysis
of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, dated January 2013; and MTD 20-10, Fault Rupture,
dated January 2013, where any portion of a structure falls within an APEFZ, or where any
portion of a structure falls within approximately 100 meters (330 feet) of well-mapped
active faults, or within 300 meters (1,000 feet) of an un-zoned fault (not in an APEFZ) that
is Holocene or younger in age.
Stations and elevated structures for the ATS guideway shall be located to avoid or
accomodate the fault rupture hazard where present with refinement of station and ATS
guideway placement worked into final design as needed based on project specific
geologic surveys, recommendations and criteria. Bridge type structures, such as the ATS
guideway, shall be designed to take into account potential displacement from a fault
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offset, dynamic response due to ground shaking, and any other fault-induced hazards
(e.g., creep) that may occur. The design shall be in accordance with the Caltrans MTD 208, which defines a method for determining the potential displacement at columns and
abutments at fault crossings and designing the structure so it can slide without falling.
MM GEO-2:

Prior to the start of construction, the location of the anticipated trend of the Townsite
Fault shall be further defined via a phased investigation process to identify and locate
active fault traces in the Project area to support adjustments to the Project’s final design
as needed.
The phased investigation shall be prepared by registered professionals (i.e., California
Professional Civil Engineer, Professional Engineering Geologist with experience in fault
evaluations) and include a fault investigation conducted along the trace of the Townsite
Fault to refine its location and assess its activity level where it crosses the ATS guideway
and stations.
The following methods shall be included in the investigation:
•

Aerial photograph analysis;

•

Geophysical surveys (e.g., seismic reflection and/or seismic refraction) to refine the
location of the Townsite fault and inform subsequent targeted fault hazard
exploration as necessary;

•

Targeted fault trenching based on the findings of additional geophysical studies to
locate the potential Townsite Fault where it crosses the proposed ATS alignment; and

•

Exploratory drilling and sampling (e.g., hollow stem auger and CPT [cone penetration
test] borings), as necessary, if the trace of the Townsite fault cannot be adequately
delineated across the proposed ATS alignment through the means of fault trenching.

Based on the results of these investigations, column placements and facility designs shall
be adjusted to accommodate geologic conditions identified. Further, the facilities shall be
designed in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines including MTD 20-8, Analysis
of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, and MTD 20-10, Fault Rupture. Stations/structures
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.
Columns and foundations for the guideway and stations, as well as any other ATS facilities
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.
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Probabilistic procedures shall follow those outlined in the Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation
(Appendix K.1). If further study of the fault rupture is conducted, then procedures as
outlined in CGS Note 494 shall be followed.
MM GEO-3:

The proposed ATS system facilities shall be designed in accordance with applicable
Caltrans guidelines including Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that
Cross Faults) and 20-10 (Fault Rupture). The response spectra provided in the
Development of Seismic Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR - Seismic Design Criteria
(Appendix K.2) shall be considered applicable for both aerial guideway and ancillary
structures within each segment of the alignment under the guideway and each station.
Probabilistic procedures also shall follow those outlined Caltrans Memo to Designers 2010 -Fault Rupture, dated January 2013.

Basis for Finding: With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GEO-1, the Project will be designed to
accommodate fault rupture where present in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines. Moreover,
stations and elevated structures for the ATS guideway shall be designed in locations avoiding or
accomodating fault rupture hazards where present. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM
GEO-2, a phased investigation to further define the trend of the Townsite Fault will be conducted to
support adjustments to the Project’s final design. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GEO3, the ATS facilities will be designed in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines and seismic design
criteria. With implementation of Mitigation Measures MM GEO-1, MM GEO-2, and MM GEO-3, this impact
would be less than significant.
Finding:

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the
Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

Impact GEO-2:

The Project could directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic
ground shaking?

MM GEO-1:

4

Project Design. The Project shall be designed to accommodate fault rupture where
present in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines, including MTD 20-8, Analysis
of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, dated January 2013; and MTD 20-10, Fault Rupture,
dated January 2013, where any portion of a structure falls within an APEFZ, or where any
portion of a structure falls within approximately 100 meters (330 feet) of well-mapped

California Geological Survey, Note 49: Guidelines for Evaluating the Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture,
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/CGS-Notes/CGS-Note-49.pdf.

Meridian Consultants
251-004-21

34

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

active faults, or within 300 meters (1,000 feet) of an un-zoned fault (not in an APEFZ) that
is Holocene or younger in age.
Stations and elevated structures for the ATS guideway shall be located to avoid or
accommodate the fault rupture hazard where present with refinement of station and ATS
guideway placement worked into final design as needed based on project specific
geologic surveys, recommendations and criteria. Bridge type structures, such as the ATS
guideway, shall be designed to take into account potential displacement from a fault
offset, dynamic response due to ground shaking, and any other fault-induced hazards
(e.g., creep) that may occur. The design shall be in accordance with the Caltrans MTD 208, which defines a method for determining the potential displacement at columns and
abutments at fault crossings and designing the structure so it can slide without falling.
MM GEO-2:

Prior to the start of construction, the location of the anticipated trend of the Townsite
Fault shall be further defined via a phased investigation process to identify and locate
active fault traces in the Project area to support adjustments to the Project’s final design
as needed.
The phased investigation shall be prepared by registered professionals (i.e., California
Professional Civil Engineer, Professional Engineering Geologist with experience in fault
evaluations) and include a fault investigation conducted along the trace of the Townsite
Fault to refine its location and assess its activity level where it crosses the ATS guideway
and stations.
The following methods shall be included in the investigation:
•

Aerial photograph analysis;

•

Geophysical surveys (e.g., seismic reflection and/or seismic refraction) to refine the
location of the Townsite fault and inform subsequent targeted fault hazard
exploration as necessary;

•

Targeted fault trenching based on the findings of additional geophysical studies to
locate the potential Townsite Fault where it crosses the proposed ATS alignment; and

•

Exploratory drilling and sampling (e.g., hollow stem auger and CPT [cone penetration
test] borings), as necessary, if the trace of the Townsite fault cannot be adequately
delineated across the proposed ATS alignment through the means of fault trenching.

Based on the results of these investigations, column placements and facility designs shall
be adjusted to accommodate geologic conditions identified. Further, the facilities shall be
designed in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines including MTD 20-8, Analysis
of Ordinary Bridges that Cross Faults, and MTD 20-10, Fault Rupture. Stations/structures
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.
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Columns and foundations for the guideway and stations, as well as any other ATS facilities
shall be located to avoid the fault rupture hazard where present.
Probabilistic procedures shall follow those outlined in the Fault Rupture Hazard Evaluation
(Appendix K.1). If further study of the fault rupture is conducted, then procedures as
outlined in CGS Note 495 shall be followed.
MM GEO-3:

The proposed ATS system facilities shall be designed in accordance with applicable
Caltrans guidelines including Memo to Designers 20-8 (Analysis of Ordinary Bridges that
Cross Faults) and 20-10 (Fault Rupture). The response spectra provided in the
Development of Seismic Design Criteria in Support of Draft EIR - Seismic Design Criteria
(Appendix K.2) shall be considered applicable for both aerial guideway and ancillary
structures within each segment of the alignment under the guideway and each station.
Probabilistic procedures also shall follow those outlined Caltrans Memo to Designers 2010 -Fault Rupture, dated January 2013.

Basis for Finding: With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GEO-1, the Project will be designed
Projectto accommodate fault rupture where present in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines.
Moreover, stations and elevated structures for the ATS guideway shall be designed in locations avoiding
or accommodating fault rupture hazards where present. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM
GEO-2, a phased investigation to further define the trend of the Townsite Fault will be conducted to
support adjustments to the Project’s final design. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GEO3, the City the ATS facilities will be designed in accordance with applicable Caltrans guidelines and seismic
design criteria. With implementation of Mitigation Measures MM GEO-1, MM GEO-2, and MM GEO-3,
this impact would be less than significant.
Finding:

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the
Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

Impact GEO-3:

The Project could directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

MM GEO-4:

5

A qualified paleontologist meeting the SVP standards shall be retained by the project
applicant and approved by the City prior to the approval of grading permits. The qualified
paleontologist shall:

California Geological Survey, Note 49: Guidelines for Evaluating the Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture,
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/Documents/Publications/CGS-Notes/CGS-Note-49.pdf.
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a) Prepare, design, and implement a monitoring and mitigation program for the Project
consistent with Society of Vertebrate Paleontology Guidelines. The Plan shall define
pre-construction coordination, construction monitoring for excavations based on the
activities and depth of disturbance planned for each portion of the Project area, data
recovery (including halting or diverting construction so that fossil remains can be
salvaged in a timely manner), fossil treatment, procurement, and reporting. The Plan
monitoring and mitigation program shall be prepared and approved by the City prior
to the issuance of the first grading permit. If the qualified paleontologist determines
that the Project-related grading and excavation activity would not affect Older
Quaternary Alluvium, then no further mitigation is required.
b) Conduct construction worker paleontological resources sensitivity training at the
Project kick-off meeting prior to the start of ground disturbing activities (including
vegetation removal, pavement removal, etc.) and would present the Plan as outlined
in (a). In the event construction crews are phased or rotated, additional training shall
be conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing
activities. The training session shall provide instruction on the recognition of the types
of paleontological resources that could be encountered within the Project area and
the procedures to be followed if they are found. Documentation shall be retained by
the qualified paleontologist demonstrating that the appropriate construction
personnel attended the training.
c) Direct the performance of paleontological resources monitoring by a qualified
paleontological monitor (meeting the standards of the SVP, 2010). Paleontological
resources monitoring shall be conducted pursuant to the monitoring and mitigation
program developed under (a), above. Monitoring activities may be altered or ceased
if determined adequate by the qualified paleontologist. Monitors shall have the
authority to and shall temporarily halt or divert work away from exposed fossils or
potential fossils and establish a 50-foot radius temporarily halting work around the
find. Monitors shall prepare daily logs detailing the types of ground disturbing
activities and soils observed, and any discoveries.
d) If fossils are encountered, determine their significance, and, if significant, supervise
their collection for curation. Any fossils collected during Project-related excavations,
and determined to be significant by the qualified paleontologist, shall be prepared to
the point of identification and curated into an accredited repository with retrievable
storage.
e) Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal to the City in order to
document the results of the paleontological monitoring. If there are significant
discoveries, fossil locality information and final disposition shall be included with the
final report which would be submitted to the appropriate repository and the City. The
final monitoring report shall be submitted to the City within 90 days of completion of
excavation and other ground disturbing activities that could affect Older Quaternary
Alluvium.
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Basis for Finding: With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GEO-4, the a paleontologist meeting
the SVP Standards to prepare, design, and implement a paleontology monitoring and mitigation program
for the Project consistent with SVP Guidelines will be retained. Moreover, this monitoring and mitigation
program shall include education and sensitivity training for construction workers, guidelines for on-site
paleontological monitors to issue stop-work orders if fossils are found, procedures for paleontological
resource evaluation in the event of discovery, and final reporting procedure guidelines for submission to
the City. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM GEO-4, this impact would be less than
significant.
Finding:

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the
Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts would be reduced to less than significant.

E. Tribal Cultural Resources
Impact TCR-1: Construction and operation of the Project could cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code § 21074
as either a site, feature, place, or cultural landscape that is geographically defined in
terms of size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to
a California Native American tribe, and that is:
i.

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k); or

ii.

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code § 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
§ 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource
to a California Native American tribe. (Refer to pages 4.13-22 through
4.13-31 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.)

MM TCR-1:

Retention of a Tribal Cultural Resources Monitor/Consultant.
Prior to the commencement of any ground disturbing activity at the Project alignment,
the Project contractor, in consultation with the City, shall retain a qualified archaeologist
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for
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archaeology (US Department of the Interior, 2008) to carry out all mitigation related to
cultural resources. In addition, a Native American Monitor shall be designated by the
Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation – the tribe that consulted on this project
pursuant to Assembly Bill AB 52 (the “Tribe” or the “Consulting Tribe”). If no Native
American Monitor is designated within a reasonable period of time (not to exceed 30
days), the activity can commence without the designated Monitor. A copy of the
executed contract(s) with the qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall
be submitted to the City of Inglewood Planning and Building Department prior to the
issuance of any permit necessary to commence a ground-disturbing activity. The Native
American Monitor will only be present on-site during the construction phases that
involve ground-disturbing activities. Ground disturbing activities are defined by the Tribe
as activities that may include, but are not limited to, pavement removal, potholing or
auguring, grubbing, tree removals, boring, grading, excavation, drilling, and trenching,
within the Project area. The Native American Monitor will complete daily monitoring
logs that will provide descriptions of the day’s activities, including construction activities,
locations, soil, and any cultural materials identified. The on-site monitoring shall end
when all ground-disturbing activities on the Project alignment are completed, or when
the Native American Representatives and Native American Monitor have indicated that
all upcoming ground- disturbing activities at the Project alignment have little to no
potential for impacting Tribal Cultural Resources. Upon discovery of any Tribal Cultural
Resources, construction activities shall cease in the immediate vicinity of the find (not
less than the surrounding 50 feet) until the find can be assessed. All Tribal Cultural
Resources unearthed by project activities shall be evaluated by the qualified
archaeologist and the Native American Monitor. If the resources are Native American in
origin, the Consulting Tribe will retain it/them in the form and/or manner the Tribe
deems appropriate, for educational, cultural and/or historic purposes.
If human remains and/or grave goods are discovered or recognized at the Project
alignment, all ground disturbance shall immediately cease, and the county coroner shall
be notified per Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and Health & Safety Code Section
7050.5. Human remains and grave/burial goods shall be treated alike per Public
Resources Code section 5097.98, subdivision (d)(1) and (2). Work may continue on other
parts of the Project alignment while evaluation and, if necessary, mitigation takes place
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[f]). If a non-Native American resource is determined
by the qualified archaeologist to constitute a “historical resource” or “unique
archaeological resource,” time allotment and funding sufficient to allow for
implementation of avoidance measures, or appropriate mitigation, must be available.
The treatment plan established for the resources shall be in accordance with CEQA
Guidelines section 15064.5, subdivision (f) for historical resources and Public Resources
Code section 21083.2, subdivision (b) for unique archaeological resources. Preservation
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in place (i.e., avoidance) is the preferred manner of treatment. If preservation in place is
not feasible, treatment may include implementation of archaeological data recovery
excavations to remove the resource along with subsequent laboratory processing and
analysis. Any historic archaeological material that is not Native American in origin shall
be curated at a public, non-profit institution with a research interest in the materials,
such as the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County or the Fowler Museum, if
such an institution agrees to accept the material. If no institution accepts the
archaeological material, it shall be offered to a local school or historical society in the
area for educational purposes. MM TCR-2 through MM TCR-5 will supplement MM TCR1.
MM TCR-2:

Monitoring and Mitigation Program.
Prepare, design, and implement an Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program
for the Project. The Monitoring and Mitigation Program shall define pre-construction
coordination, construction monitoring for excavations based on the activities and depth
of disturbance planned for each portion of the Project area, data recovery (including
halting or diverting construction so that archaeological remains can be evaluated and
recovered in a timely manner), artifact and feature treatment, procurement, and
reporting. The Monitoring and Mitigation Program shall be prepared and approved by a
qualified archaeologist prior to the issuance of the first grading permit.

MM TCR-3:

Cultural Resources Sensitivity Training.
The qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct constructionworker archaeological resources sensitivity training at the Project kick-off meeting prior
to the start of ground disturbing activities (including vegetation removal, pavement
removal, etc.) and will present the Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program as
outlined in MM TCR-2, for all construction personnel conducting, supervising, or
associated with demolition and ground disturbance, including utility work, for the Project.
In the event construction crews are phased or rotated, additional training shall be
conducted for new construction personnel working on ground-disturbing activities.
Construction personnel shall be informed of the types of prehistoric and historic
archaeological resources that may be encountered, and of the proper procedures to be
enacted in the event of an inadvertent discovery of archaeological resources or human
remains. Documentation shall be retained by the qualified archaeologist demonstrating
that the appropriate construction personnel attended the training.

MM TCR-4:

Archaeological and Native American Monitoring
The qualified archaeologist will oversee archaeological and Native American monitors
who shall be retained to be present and work in tandem, monitoring during construction
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excavations such as grading, trenching, or any other excavation activity associated with
the Project and as defined in the Monitoring and Mitigation Program. If, after advanced
notice of potential ground-disturbing activities, the Native American representative
declines, is unable, or does not respond to the notice, construction can proceed under
supervision of the qualified archaeologist. The frequency of monitoring shall be based on
the rate of excavation and grading activities, the materials being excavated, and the depth
of excavation, and if found, the quantity and type of archaeological resources
encountered. Full-time monitoring may be reduced to part-time inspections, or ceased
entirely, if determined adequate by the qualified archaeologist and the Native American
Monitor.
In the event of the discovery of any archaeological materials during implementation of
the Project, all work shall immediately cease within 50 feet of the discovery until it can be
evaluated by the qualified archaeologist. Construction shall not resume until the qualified
archaeologist has made a determination on the significance of the resource(s) and
provided recommendations regarding the handling of the find. If the resource is
determined to be significant, the qualified archaeologist will confer with the City and
contractor regarding recommendation for treatment and ultimate disposition of the
resource(s).
If it is determined that the discovered archaeological resource constitutes a historical
resource or a unique archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA, avoidance and
preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigation. Preservation in place may be
accomplished by, but is not limited to, avoidance, incorporating the resource into open
space, capping, or deeding the site into a permanent conservation easement.
In the event that preservation in place is demonstrated to be infeasible and data recovery
through excavation is the only feasible mitigation available, a Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall be prepared and implemented by the qualified archaeologist in
consultation with the City and contractor, and appropriate Native American
representatives (if the find is of Native American origin). The Cultural Resources
Treatment Plan shall provide for the adequate recovery of the scientifically consequential
information contained in the archaeological resource through laboratory processing and
analysis of the artifacts. The Cultural Resources Treatment Plan will further make
recommendations for the ultimate curation of any archaeological materials, which shall
be curated at a public, non-profit curation facility, university, or museum with a research
interest in the materials, if such an institution agrees to accept them. If resources are
determined to be Native American in origin, they will first be offered to the Tribe for
permanent curation, repatriation, or reburial, as directed by the Tribe. If no institution or
Tribe accepts the archaeological material, then the material shall be donated to a local
school or historical society in the area for educational purposes.
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If the resource is identified as a Native American, the qualified archaeologist and the City
shall consult with appropriate Native American representatives, as identified through the
AB 52 consultation process in determining treatment for prehistoric or Native American
resources to ensure cultural values ascribed to the resource, beyond that which is
scientifically important, are considered.
Prepare a final monitoring and mitigation report for submittal to the City, and the SCCIC,
in order to document the results of the archaeological and Native American monitoring.
If there are significant discoveries, artifact and feature analysis and final disposition shall
be included with the final report, which will be submitted to the SCCIC and the City. The
final monitoring report shall be submitted to the City within 90 days of completion of
excavation and other ground disturbing activities that require monitoring.
MM TCR-5:

Inadvertent Discoveries Related to Human Remains.
In the event of the unanticipated discovery of human remains during excavation or other
ground disturbance related to the Project, all work shall immediately cease within 150
feet of the discovery and the County Coroner shall be contacted in accordance with Public
Resources Code section 5097.986 and Health and Safety Code section 7050.5.7
Additionally, the contractor shall notify the City, and the tribal cultural resources monitor
and archaeological monitor.
The City, as the Project sponsor, and the contractor shall ensure that the immediate
vicinity where the discovery occurred is not disturbed by further activity, is adequately
protected according to generally accepted cultural and tribal standards or practices, and
that further ground-disturbing activities take into account the possibility of multiple
burials.
No further excavation or disturbance of the discovery or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remans (as determined by the qualified archaeologist
and/or tribal cultural resources monitor) shall occur until the coroner has made the
necessary findings as to origin and disposition pursuant to Public Resources Code section
5097.98. If such a discovery occurs, a temporary construction exclusion zone shall be
established surrounding the area of the discovery so that the area would be protected (as
determined by the qualified archaeologist and/or cultural resources monitor), and
consultation and treatment could occur as prescribed by law. As required by law, the

6

7

NAGPRA, Title 43. Public Lands: Interior, Subtitle A. Office of the Secretary of the Interior, Part 10. Native American Graves
Protection and Reparation Regulations, § 5097.98 – Notification of discovery of Native American human remains,
descendants; disposition of human remains and associated grave goods.
California / Health and Safety Code - HSC / CHAPTER 2. General Provisions [7050.5. - 7055.] / Section 7050.5.
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coroner would determine within two working days of being notified if the remains are
subject to his or her authority.
If the coroner recognizes the human remains to be those of a Native American or has
reason to believe that they are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by
telephone within 24 hours, the NAHC. In accordance with Health and Safety Code section
7050.5, subdivision (c), and Public Resources Code section 5097.98 (as amended by AB
2641), the NAHC would make an MLD determination.
If the Tribe is designated MLD, the following standards shall apply and the following
requirements and treatment measures shall be implemented.
1. To the Tribe, the term “human remains” encompasses more than human bones.
In ancient as well as historic times, Tribal Traditions included, but were not limited
to, the burial of funerary objects with the deceased, and the ceremonial burning
of human remains. These remains are to be treated in the same manner as bone
fragments that remain intact. Associated funerary objects are objects that, as part
of the death rite or ceremony of a culture, are reasonably believed to have been
placed with individual human remains either at the time of death or later; other
items made exclusively for burial purposes or to contain human remains can also
be considered as associated funerary objects.
2. Prior to the continuation of ground disturbing activities, the landowner shall
arrange a designated site location within the footprint of the project for the
respectful reburial of the human remains and/or ceremonial objects. In the case
where discovered human remains cannot be fully documented and recovered on
the same day, the remains shall be covered with muslin cloth and a steel plate
that can be moved by heavy equipment placed over the excavation opening to
protect the remains. If this type of steel plate is not available, a 24-hour guard
should be posted outside of working hours. As stated by the Tribe as part of the
Project’s AB 52 consultation:
The Tribe will make every effort to recommend diverting the project and keeping
the remains in situ and protected. If the project cannot be diverted, it may be
determined that burials will be removed. The Tribe will work closely with the
qualified archaeologist to ensure that the excavation is treated carefully, ethically,
and respectfully.
3. If data recovery is approved by the Tribe, documentation shall be taken which
includes at a minimum detailed descriptive notes and sketches. The Tribe shall
approve additional types of documentation for data recovery purposes.
Cremations must either be removed in bulk or by means as necessary to ensure
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completely recovery of all material. If the discovery of human remains includes
four or more burials, the location is considered a cemetery and a separate
treatment plan shall be created. Once complete, a final report of all activities is to
be submitted to the Tribe and the NAHC. Scientific study or the utilization of any
invasive diagnostics on human remains of Native American origin.
4. Each occurrence of human remains and associated funerary objects will be stored
using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects and
objects of cultural patrimony will be removed to a secure container on site if
feasible. These items shall be retained and reburied within six months of recovery
if feasible. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be on the Project area, but at a
location agreed upon between the Tribe and the landowner at a site to be
protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural
materials recovered.
If the Tribe is not designated MLD, each occurrence of human remains and associated
funerary objects shall be stored using opaque cloth bags. All human remains, funerary
objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony shall be preserved in place
where feasible and to consult with the tribal cultural resources monitor and/or the MLD
about appropriate treatment if removal is required. If remains are removed, they shall be
removed to a secure container on site, if possible, with consultation with of the qualified
archaeologist and/or tribal cultural resources monitor. These items shall be retained and
reburied within six months of recovery or as directed by the qualified archaeologist and/or
tribal cultural resources monitor. The site of reburial/repatriation shall be within the
Project footprint, or at a location agreed upon between the MLD and the landowner at a
site to be protected in perpetuity. There shall be no publicity regarding any cultural
materials recovered.
Basis for Finding: With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-1 through MM TCR-5,
construction of the Project would no longer have the potential to cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal cultural resource. With implementation of MM TCR-1, the a qualified
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology
to carry out all mitigation related to cultural resources shall be retained. In addition, a Native American
Monitor shall be designated by the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-2, the an Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program for the
Project will be prepared. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-3, the qualified
archaeologist and Native American Monitor shall conduct construction-worker archaeological resources
sensitivity training and will present the Archaeological Monitoring and Mitigation Program for all
construction personnel for the Project. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-4, the
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qualified archaeologist will oversee the archaeological and Native American monitors who shall be
retained to be present and work in tandem, monitoring during construction excavations as defined in the
Monitoring and Mitigation Program. With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM TCR-5, the City and
contractor shall ensure the cessation of all construction work in the event of the unanticipated discovery
of human remains during excavation related to the Project. With implementation of Mitigation Measures
MM TCR-1, MM TCR-2, MM TCR-3, MM TCR-4 and MM TCR-5, this impact would be less than significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
would be reduced to less than significant.

F. Utilities and Service Systems
Impact U-1:

Construction and operation of the Project could require or result in the
relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or
storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects. (Refer to pages 4.14-47 through 4.14-56 of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.)

MM UT-1:

Prior to the award of the DBFOM contract, and start of any demolition or construction
activities, the City or DBFOM shall be responsible for identifying the locations of existing
utilities potentially affected by the Project. This shall include coordinating with all existing
utility providers for wet and dry utilities (water, sewer, gas, electric, and
telecommunications) to obtain documentation of existing utility locations. Field
verification (i.e., potholing and other methods as appropriate) shall be conducted to
document the locations of all utilities within 20 feet of the Project’s guideway and station
foundations.
Based on the information from the field investigations, the DBFOM contractor shall be
responsible for confirming the location of existing utilities and coordinating with the
appropriate utility owners/operators to determine specific set back requirements for each
utility line and the need for any stabilization for protection in place or relocation
measures.

MM UT-2:

Prior to the award of the DBFOM contract, and start of construction, the City shall contact
Southern California Edison (SCE) and request an updated system Distribution Study to
determine the amount of load that SCE could accommodate and required infrastructure
upgrades in order to meet the Project’s recommended full redundancy design. Should

Meridian Consultants
251-004-21

45

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

SCE determine that additional system upgrades are required, such upgrades shall be the
responsibility of the DBFOM contractor and/or the City to complete (including design and
any additional environmental clearance), subject to the review and approval of SCE and
the City, as applicable.
Basis for Finding: With implementation of Mitigation Measure MM U-1, the City or DBFOM contractor
shall be responsible for identifying the locations of existing utilities potentially affected by the Project.
Moreover, the DBFOM contractor shall be responsible for confirming the location of existing utilities and
coordinating with the appropriate utility owners/operators to determine specific set back requirements
for each utility line and the need for any stabilization for protection in place or relocation measures. With
implementation of Mitigation Measure MM U-2, the City shall contact SCE and request an updated system
Distribution Study to determine the amount of load that SCE could accommodate and required
infrastructure upgrades in order to meet the Project’s recommended full redundancy design. With
implementation of Mitigation Measures MM U-1 and MM U-2, this impact would be less than significant.
Finding: Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Impacts
would be reduced to less than significant.

IV.

EVALUATION OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

The Recirculated Draft EIR identified and analyzed in detail six alternatives to the Project. These
alternatives were selected for detailed analysis because, among other things, they were identified as
“potentially feasible.” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.6, subd. (a).) Alternatives that are identified as not
“potentially feasible” may be eliminated from detailed analysis in the EIR.
The City Council now adopts findings concerning the feasibility of these alternatives. In adopting these
findings, the City Council has considered the Project alternatives presented and analyzed in the EIR and
presented during the comment period and public hearing process. The City Council finds, based on specific
economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, that these alternatives are infeasible.
Based on the impacts identified in the Recirculated DEIR and other reasons summarized below, and as
supported by substantial evidence in the record, the City Council finds that approval and implementation
of the Project as proposed is the most desirable, feasible, and appropriate action and hereby rejects the
other alternatives and other combinations and/or variations of alternatives as infeasible based on
consideration of the relevant factors set forth in CEQA Guidelines section 15126.6, subdivision (f). (See
also CEQA Guidelines, §, subd. (a)(3).)
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A. Summary of Alternatives Considered
CEQA mandates that an EIR evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to the Project or the Project
location that generally reduce or avoid potentially significant impacts of the Project. CEQA requires that
every EIR also evaluate a “No Project” alternative. Alternatives provide a basis of comparison to the
Project in terms of their significant impacts and their ability to meet project objectives. This comparative
analysis is used to consider reasonable, potentially feasible options for minimizing environmental
consequences of the Project. Here, the Recirculated Draft EIR identified and analyzed in detail six
alternatives to the Project. These alternatives were selected for detailed analysis because, among other
things, they were identified as “potentially feasible.” (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.6, subd. (a).) The six
alternatives to the Project analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR are the (1) No Project; (2) Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) System; (3) Market Street Pedestrian Promenade; (4) 4th Station Alternative; (5) Prairie
Avenue Single Station Alternative; and (6) Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Site Alternative.
The City Council rejects the Alternatives set forth in the Recirculated Draft EIR and summarized below
because the City Council finds that there is substantial evidence, including evidence of economic, legal,
social, technological, and other considerations described in this Section in addition to those described in
Section F below under CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(3), that make infeasible such
Alternatives. In making these determinations, the City Council is aware that CEQA defines “feasibility” to
mean “capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking
into account economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological factors.” (CEQA Guidelines, §
15364.) The Council is also aware that under CEQA case law the concept of “feasibility” encompasses (i)
the question of whether a particular alternative promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project.
and (ii) the question of whether an alternative is “desirable” from a policy standpoint to the extent that
desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of the relevant economic, environmental, social, legal, and
technological factors.

Alternative 1: No Project
Description
Under CEQA, the No Project Alternative must consider the effects of not approving the project under
consideration. The No Project Alternative describes the environmental conditions that exist at the time
that the environmental analysis commences, as well as what would reasonably be expected to occur in
the foreseeable future if the project were not approved. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.6, subdivision (e)(2).)
The No Project Alternative considers conditions if the Project is not built. No new transportation
infrastructure would be built within the Project study area, aside from transportation projects that are
Meridian Consultants
251-004-21

47

Inglewood Transit Connector Project
February 2022

currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by 2027. These projects include
transit projects funded by Measure R, Measure M, and specified in the Southern California Association of
Governments (SCAG) Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). Existing
infrastructure and future planned and funded projects assumed under the No Project alternative include:
•
•
•

•

Metro K Line –Currently under construction (2021), operating start date (Fall 2022)
Implementation of the Citywide Event Transportation Management and Operations Plan
Street improvements being constructed as part of the Los Angeles International Airport Landside
Access Modernization Program and the Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC)
projects.
Existing Bus Service – Metro Rapid and Metro Local

Existing public transit and private transportation operators would continue to provide service. Public
transit operators would likely increase service in response to the projected growth in the number of
visitors and residents that would occur as result of new and proposed major activity centers being
developed in the City in the Downtown and Hollywood Park areas.
The LASED at Hollywood Park includes SoFi Stadium and additional development allowed by the
Hollywood Park Specific Plan. Higher density mixed-use development is also planned in the vicinity of the
Metro Downtown Inglewood station near Florence Avenue and Market Street being developed within the
Crenshaw/Imperial TOD Plan Area. These projects and improvements would reasonably be expected to
occur in the foreseeable future if the Project were not approved based on current plans.
Throughout 2020, the City of Inglewood developed a Citywide Transportation Management and
Operations Plan (TMOP) focused on addressing future traffic demands that may result from events at the
stadium. The Inglewood TMOP establishes a plan that provides public information, reduces unwarranted
traffic through adjacent neighborhoods, and promotes the use of alternative modes of transportation as
described below.

City of Inglewood Event Park and Ride Shuttle Program and Intermodal Transit Facility at
Hollywood Park
To address the limited pre-sold on-site parking available at SoFi Stadium, the City has established a remote
parking and shuttle program, known as the I Park & Go Program, which considers comprehensive access,
circulation, and traffic management for residents, visitors, and businesses on NFL game days and during
large special events.
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Given the growing event-day demand of the City’s I Park & Go Program, the City would not only continue
the use at the ITF Lot but also utilize the vacant lot at the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard given the limited capacity for increased shuttles at the City’s ITF Lot.

Event Transit Service
The City has established a partnership and received support from Metro, Big Blue Bus (Santa Monica),
GTrans (Gardena), and Torrance Transit to expand transit service. Under the No Project alternative, the
City would work cooperatively with Metro and other municipal bus operators to increase and enhance
transit service to City of Inglewood destinations through more frequent headways, additional route
options, and other improvements by 2021, if possible. The TMOP addresses both Pre-Event and Post-Event
conditions associated with SoFi Stadium at Hollywood Park. The Pre-Event scenario includes bus routes
along Pincay Drive, Kareem Court, and Century Boulevard. The Post-Event scenario includes bus routes
along Prairie Avenue, Manchester Avenue, Crenshaw Boulevard, Pincay Drive, Kareem Court, and Century
Boulevard

Relationship to Project Objectives
The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the City’s objectives for the Project, except that it
would maintain existing roadway capacity.

Comparative Impacts
Table 5.0-1 at the beginning of Chapter 5.0, Alternatives, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, provides an impactby-impact comparison of the significant impacts of the Project and Alternative 1. Because no new
development would occur, the effects of the No Project Alternative would be a continuation of the existing
conditions. Because the Project would not be constructed or operated, none of the impacts identified for
the Project would occur under the No Project alternative.

Basis for Finding
While the No Project Alternative would avoid impacts associated with the Project, this alternative would
not further any of the Project’s objectives or provide any of the benefits contemplated by the Project.
Under the No Project Alternative, VMT within the City would continue to increase due to operation of the
Forum, the SoFi Stadium, the Performance Arena, the IBEC and the Hollywood Park mixed uses. An
increase in VMT would worsen traffic conditions and result in an increase of air quality and greenhouse
gas emissions. All of the reasons provide sufficient independent grounds for rejecting this alternative.
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Finding
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, make Alternative 1 infeasible.

Alternative 2: Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) System
Description
Bus rapid transit (BRT) is a public transit system designed to provide improved capacity and reliability
relative to a conventional bus system. Typically, a BRT system includes roadway lanes that are dedicated
to buses, with signal priority to buses at intersections where buses may interact with other traffic, with
enhanced coordinated flow. BRT systems typically include design features to optimize passenger boarding
and alighting activities, as well as ticket purchases. A BRT corridor is a section of roadway or contiguous
roadways served by the uniquely-branded buses along routes with a minimum length of approximately
1.5 to 2 miles.
Under this alternative, the City would construct and operate a BRT system that would connect the Forum,
the SoFi Stadium, the Performance Arena, the IBEC, and the Hollywood Park mixed uses to the Metro K
Line Downtown Inglewood station. The proposed route of this alternative would be a loop route starting
along Florence Avenue to travel east to North Prairie Avenue where it would turn south along Prairie
Avenue to the Inglewood Transit Center Facility at Prairie Avenue and Arbor Vitae adjacent to the
Hollywood Park site, and then return via Prairie Avenue northbound to travel westbound along
Manchester Boulevard to Market Street to traverse northbound to Florence Avenue. The BRT would be
located entirely within the public right-of-way. This route is generally consistent with the route as
described in the City’s New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and
Design Guidelines. 8
3F

Along the alignment, one eastbound travel lane along Florence Avenue between Market Street and Prairie
Avenue; one southbound travel lane along Prairie Avenue between Florence Avenue and Manchester
Boulevard; two lanes (one lane in each direction) along Prairie Avenue between Manchester Boulevard
and the Inglewood Transit Center Facility; one westbound travel lane along Manchester Boulevard
between Prairie Avenue and Market Street; and one northbound lane along Market Street between
Manchester Boulevard and Florence Avenue would all be converted (from the existing mixed flow traffic
lanes) to provide the Bus-only lane to accommodate the BRT alternative thereby reducing roadway lane
capacities for mixed-flow traffic.

8

City of Inglewood, New Downtown and Fairview Heights Transit Oriented Development Plan and Design Guidelines,
November 1, 2016
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BRT systems typically include the following features:
•

•

•

•

Dedicated lanes and alignment:
– Separate lanes to avoid congested roadways.
– Dedicated bus-only lanes for faster travel and to ensure that buses are not delayed by
mixed traffic congestion. Separate rights of way may be used. Transit malls or “bus
streets” may also be created in city centers.
Off-board fare collection
– Fare prepayment at the station, instead of on board the bus, eliminates the delay
caused by passengers paying on board.
Intersection treatment
– Prohibit turns for mixed-flow traffic across the bus lane to reduce delays to the buses,
in most cases. Transit Bus priority will often be provided at signalized intersections
(using Transit Priority System (TPS) modules at all upgraded signal controllers at
intersections along the alignment) to coordinate them to reduce delays by extending
the green phase or reducing the red phase in the required direction compared to the
normal sequence. Potential additional communication equipment to transmit and
receive signals between the intersections and the City’s Transportation Management
Center may also be provided, as part of this alternative. Equipment to track the
locations of the buses and closed-circuit television cameras may also be required /
provided at the intersections along the alignment to provide the required monitoring.
Platform-level boarding
– Station platforms/stops would be convenient for quick and easy boarding, making
them fully accessible for wheelchairs and baby strollers, with minimal delays.

Passenger loading areas would include stops at the following locations:
•
•
•

Market Street/Florence Avenue in close proximity to the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood Station.
This BRT stop would provide connections to and from the regional light rail system;
The Forum on Prairie Avenue;
The City’s Intermodal Transit Facility at Hollywood Park providing access to the SoFi Stadium,
Hollywood Park Development Site, and IBEC.

High-capacity bus vehicles such as articulated buses may be used; these may have multiple doors for fast
entry and exit. To reduce greenhouse gas emissions, vehicles may be electric or alternative fuel technology.
Under the BRT alternative, the Project would not be built and none of the transit infrastructure, street
provisions and activities would occur.
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Relationship to Project Objectives
The BRT System Alternative would meet some, but not all of the City’s objectives for the Project, but not
as well as the Project. The objectives to provide a direct and convenient connection to the Metro regional
transit system, encourage intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, safe, and reliable
transit and convenient access to businesses in the City would be partially met by this alternative. Although
the objective related to providing sufficient transit connection capacity between Metro’s regional transit
system and the City’s new major activity centers would not be met, this alternative would still result in
limited increased transit mode split, limited reduction in vehicle trips, and consequently, limited reduction
in per-capita vehicle miles traveled to the City’s major activity centers. The BRT System Alternative would
also partially meet the City’s objectives to support the ongoing economic revitalization within the
Downtown TOD Plan area and encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served
by the Project, but not to the same degree as the Project.
This alternative would partially meet the City’s objective to support regional efforts to become more
efficient, economically strong, equitable, and sustainable. Though the BRT System Alternative would
provide limited operational benefits by reducing traffic volumes along key roadway corridors, it would
also reduce the roadway capacities along Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and
Market Street, consequently increasing traffic congestion throughout the City. As such, this alternative
would not meet the City’s objectives to maintain existing roadway capacity or reduce the City’s traffic
congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway networks on both major arterials and
residential streets for both nonevent and event days.

Comparative Impacts
Table 5.0-1 at the beginning of Chapter 5.0, Alternatives, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, provides an impactby-impact comparison of the significant impacts of the Project and Alternative 2.

1. Aesthetics
The Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the community during
construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the ITC CCP and ITC
Design Guidelines.
With Alternative 2, the proposed ATS guideway would not be built and existing visual characteristics along
Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and Prairie Avenue would generally be maintained. As such, there
would generally be little to no impact to the aesthetic character of the community because the BRT would
be contained within the existing roadway system. For this reason, no potentially significant impact to the
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visual character of the area would occur with Alternative 2. The Project would change the visual
characteristics of the areas located along the proposed alignment but would not result in significant
impacts. While Alternative 2 would result in fewer changes to the visual character of the area than the
Project, neither this alternative nor the Project would result in significant aesthetic impacts.

2. Air Quality
The BRT System would require some modifications to existing streets in order to create dedicated transit
lanes and stops but this construction would be less than the demolition and construction activities
associated with the Project. This alternative would not conflict with implementation of the applicable air
quality plans and unmitigated construction emissions would be substantially reduced compared to the
Project.
Though this Alternative would reduce VMTs, it would only be able to provide approximately 20 percent
of the ridership capacity compared to the Project. Moreover, Alternative 2 would reduce average daily
traffic (ADT) volumes along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis to a lesser
degree than the Project. Specifically, typical weekday nonevent and daily VMT in the City would be
reduced by an amount equivalent to 20 percent to 25 percent of those of the Project. Moreover, under
Alternative 2 the existing uses that would be removed by the Project would remain operational and would
not be replaced by the Project components which generate less air pollutant emissions than the existing
uses. As such, Alternative 2 would increase operational air quality impacts in comparison to the Project.

3. Biological Resources
Approximately 502 trees are present along the Project alignment which may require removal during
construction of the Project. The BRT System Alternative would only involve minor modifications to
existing streets along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes along the route are implemented and
BRT stops are constructed. Alternative 2 would not, therefore, require the same amount of potential tree
removals as the Project. Similar to the Project, operation of Alternative 2 would not diminish the chances
for long-term survival of bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental
vegetation removals would occur. As such, Alternative 2 would result in similar operational impacts
compared to the Project.

4. Cultural Resources
The Project would not result in significant impacts to historic resources on Market Street or the other
segments. Alternative 2, which would involve minor modifications of existing streets, construction of bus
stops, and the operation of a Bus Rapid Transit system, would also not result in significant impacts to
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cultural resources. For this reason, neither this alternative nor the Project would result in significant
impacts to cultural resources.

5. Energy Resources
With Alternative 2, the Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities, which would
consume energy resources would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes and
bus stops along the route would be located. As such, Alternative 2 would reduce construction impacts to
energy resources. Operation of the Project would consume a maximum net increase of 23.85 million kWh
of electricity per year. Alternative 2 would reduce operational electricity impacts. However, the Project
would result in a net decrease of 3.61 million kBTU of natural gas per year. Alternative 2 would not require
demolition of existing land uses and would reduce traffic along key roadway corridors and VMT on an
average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the Project. For this reason, Alternative 2 would increase
impacts related to natural gas and petroleum-based fuel consumption. The Project would be consistent
with the ECAP and General Plan, which set goals to reduce emissions through increased energy efficiency,
renewable energy generation, improved transit options, and reduced consumption and waste. Alternative
2 would address the goals and policies within these plans by improving transit options but to a lesser
degree than the Project.

6. Geology and Soils
Under Alternative 2, impacts related to geology and soil conditions, including paleontological resources,
would be less compared to the Project. The Project is proposed in an area subject to groundshaking from
earthquake events that may occur on faults in the region. Potentially active faults cross the alignment for
the Project. Measures are identified to mitigate potential impacts associated with these conditions to less
than significant. Because Alternative 2 would occur in the location as the Project, the geological and soils
conditions that would be encountered in construction of Alternative 2 would be the similar as with the
Project, but because substantially less construction would be required, potential risks associated with
ground-shaking would be reduced as compared to the Project. During operations, potential risks from
seismic events would be reduced with an at-grade system as no aerial structures would be built. Because
there would be substantially less construction with an at-grade BRT system, the potential for accidental
discovery of paleontological resources would decrease.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Under Alternative 2, the Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities which would
produce GHG emissions would occur, except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes and bus
stops along the route would be located. As such, Alternative 2 would reduce construction GHG impacts
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compared to the Project.
Though this alternative would reduce VMT, it would only be able to provide approximately 20 percent of
the ridership capacity of the Project. Alternative 2 would reduce traffic along key roadway corridors and
VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the Project. Specifically, typical weekday
nonevent and daily VMT in the City would be reduced by an amount equivalent to 20 percent to 25 percent
of that of the Project. Additionally, dedicated bus lanes would take away roadway carrying capacity for
private vehicles and increase local traffic congestion. As such, Alternative 2 would not decrease
operational GHG emissions to the same degree as the Project.
Similar to the Project, Alternative 2 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, SCAG
2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan, which set goals to reduce GHG emissions by improving
transit infrastructure. However, Alternative 2 would improve transit infrastructure at a lesser degree
compared to the Project and would not result in more energy efficient uses being developed in place of
the less energy efficient existing uses.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
With the BRT Transit system alternative, the Project would not be built. No construction of the guideway
and stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would occur. Construction of the Project
would include the demolition of existing buildings that may contain ACM and LBP. Construction activities
may also encounter underground storage tanks and soil that may be contaminated. The ITC CCP requires
the preparation of plans defining protocols and actions to address this potential and avoid significant
impacts. Alternative 2 would not involve the demolition of existing buildings, which may have the
potential to release hazardous materials, such as asbestos containing materials (ACMs), lead-based paint
(LBP), and other potentially hazardous building materials. Additionally, Alternative 2 would generate a
lower amount of construction emissions, which may release toxic air contaminants (TACs) at schools
within one-quarter mile. Transportation of hazardous materials during construction of the Project would
also not likely occur with this alternative. The potential for accidental release of hazardous materials in
the environment would be significantly lessened when compared to the Project.
Operation of the Project would include the use and storage of hazardous materials during operation
typical of those used in an industrial setting. Compliance with federal, State, and local laws and regulations
relating to transport, storage, disposal, and handling of hazardous materials would minimize any potential
for accidental release or upset of hazardous materials during station operation. Under Alternative 2,
operation of a BRT system would include the use and storage of similar materials. As such, operational
impacts under Alternative 2 would be similar to those of the Project.
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9. Land Use and Planning
Alternative 2 would not include the construction of the ATS system or any of the associated supporting
facilities. The Project would remove traffic from existing roadways without diminishing the existing traffic
capacity or the number of lanes. With the BRT system alternative, an existing lane of travel would be
dedicated for use by buses along the route, which would reduce the lane capacity for other vehicles and
increase local traffic congestion for passenger vehicles in the community. This increase in congestion on
roadways under Alternative 2 would have an indirect effect on the character of the community.
Alternative 2 would be generally consistent with all existing goals, plans, and policies as it would maintain
the majority of the infrastructure in the surrounding communities, allowing the goals and objectives of
the existing plans to be carried out generally. Notwithstanding, in certain locations there could be conflicts
with the design of existing roadways, roadway capacity, and the City’s circulation element and
amendments to City documents may be needed to avoid these conflicts. Land use impacts would be
similar with this alternative and the Project.

10. Noise and Vibration
Under Alternative 2, the Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities which would
produce noise or groundborne vibration impacts would occur, except along the public right-of-way where
BRT-only lanes and bus stops are located. As such, construction noise and vibration impacts would be
reduced. Though this alternative would reduce VMT, it would only be able to provide approximately 20
percent of the ridership capacity compared to the Project. Alternative 2 would reduce traffic volumes
along key roadway corridors and VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the Project.
Specifically, typical weekday nonevent and daily VMT in the City would be reduced by an amount
equivalent to 20 percent to 25 percent of those of the Project. With the Project, operation of the ATS
trains would result in noise levels increases from a low of 0.1 dBA to a high of 1.8 dBA, and operation of
the MSF would result in noise increases ranging from no increase to a high of 3.9 dBA. Under Alternative
2, the ATS would not be built or operate, and these noise increases would not occur. However, increased
bus traffic on these roadways would increase the local noise levels and, as such, noise and vibration
impacts associated with operation of Alternative 2 would be similar to the Project.

11. Population, Employment, and Housing
The Project would have no direct impact on housing as the Project does not include the construction or
demolition of any housing units. The Project would impact existing employment opportunities in the City
as commercial uses that would be displaced by the Project are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs.
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However, the Project would result in a net increase of approximately 11,052 9 FTE jobs, as estimated by
5F

the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of
jobs that will be supported by the Project in the region is within the projected regional trends in the SCAG
2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will benefit from the Project will not directly translate into
additional population growth in the region. As such, the Project would have a less than significant impact
on inducing employment and population growth.
Alternative 2 would maintain the existing population and housing trends within the City and the region
while having a minor impact on employment by hiring personnel for the BRT System construction and
operation. As such, Alternative 2 would not significantly impact population or employment growth in the
City or the region. As such, Alternative 2 would have similar impacts on population and housing conditions,
although the beneficial effects of this alternative would be substantially reduced as compared to the
Project.

12. Transportation
Under Alternative 2, the City would construct and operate a BRT system that would connect the LASED,
including the Performance Arena, other mixed uses in the Hollywood Park Specific Plan area, SoFi Stadium,
the Forum, and the IBEC to the K Line Downtown Inglewood station. Under this alternative, the Project
would not be built. No demolition or construction activities would occur, except along the public right-ofway where BRT-only lanes and bus stops along the route would be located. As such, Alternative 2 would
reduce impacts associated with the construction of transportation facilities.
One to two roadway lanes would be lost to mixed traffic flow along the BRT alternative route depending
upon location. With a maximum potential headway of approximately 3 minutes at peak times, Alternative
2 would only be able to provide approximately 20 percent of the capacity compared to the Project. The
plan amendments included in the Project would not occur. The area would continue to be used by the
existing commercial, recreational, and other uses.
Alternative 2 would provide operational benefits by reducing traffic volumes along key roadway corridors
and VMT on an average weekday basis to a lesser degree than the Project. Specifically, typical weekday
nonevent and daily VMT in the City would be reduced by an amount equivalent to 20 percent to 25 percent
of those of the Project. The estimated daily BRT ridership with Event Conditions would be approximately
20 percent of the projected Project ridership. Sufficient transit connection capacity between the Metro’s
regional transit system and the City’s new major activity centers and entertainment venues would not be
provided by this alternative. Additionally, this alternative would reduce the roadway capacities along
9

11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and Market Street, consequently increasing
traffic congestion areawide. In comparison, the Project would not reduce roadway capacities compared
to existing conditions and would improve congestion and traffic flows areawide. As such, Alternative 2
would obtain limited operational benefits while substantially worsening traffic flows and congestion
Transportation impacts of Alternative 2 would be increased as compared to the Project.

13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No TCRs were
identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified. Nonetheless,
the Project would include construction which would have the potential to unearth subsurface resources
not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the likelihood of unearthing
TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Alternative 2 would eliminate the need to construct the ATS and this
potential impact to TCRs would be avoided. TCR impacts for Alternative 2 would be reduced as compared
to the Project.

14. Utilities and Service Systems
Under Alternative 2, the Project would not be built. No demolition or construction activities would occur,
except along the public right-of-way where BRT-only lanes and bus stops along the route are located. As
such, no utility lines would need to be removed or relocated along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard,
or Prairie Avenue, which would reduce construction impacts.
Once operational, the Project and Alternative 2 would not require further utility upgrades or relocation
of utility infrastructure, except for potential electric charging infrastructure. However, as discussed
previously, operation of the Project would consume a maximum net increase of 23.85 million kWh of
electricity per year. Alternative 2 would reduce operational electricity demands in comparison to the
Project. However, operation of the Project would result in a net decrease of 3.61 million kBTU of natural
gas per year, and a net decrease of 71.86 acre feet per year of water per year. Alternative 2 would not
result in similar reductions in utility demands.

Basis for Finding
Alternative 2 would avoid or lessen some of the impacts associated with the Project. However, it would
also reduce the roadway capacities along Florence Avenue, Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard, and
Market Street, consequently increasing traffic congestion throughout the City. Moreover, this Alternative
would not reduce VMT’s to the same capacity as the

Project. All of these reasons provide sufficient

independent grounds for rejecting this alternative.
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Finding
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, make Alternative 2 infeasible.

Alternative 3: Market Street Pedestrian Promenade
Description
Under the Market Street Pedestrian Promenade Alternative, the Project and all of its components would
be constructed and would operate. With this alternative, Market Street between Florence Avenue and
Manchester Boulevard would be entirely closed to vehicular traffic. Regent and Queen streets would have
barricades to prevent traffic from turning onto Market Street in both directions. East-west traffic along
Regent Street and Queen Street would be allowed without being able to turn onto Market Street. Traffic
would be diverted to surrounding streets including La Brea Avenue and Locust Street. The establishment
of this pedestrian promenade would encourage pedestrian activity by improving walkability within
Downtown Inglewood.

Relationship to Project Objectives
The Market Street Pedestrian Promenade Alternative would meet most of the City’s objectives for the
Project since the Project would still be built, and reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway
corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis with event would occur similar in
magnitude to those associated with the

Project. However, Alternative 3 would not meet the City’s

objective to maintain existing roadway capacity along Market Street.

Comparative Impacts
Table 5.0-1 at the beginning of Chapter 5.0, Alternatives, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, provides an impactby-impact comparison of the significant impacts of the Project and Alternative 3.

1. Aesthetics
With this alternative, the Project and all of its components would be constructed and operate, but Market
Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard would be closed to vehicular traffic.
Alternative 3 would require the placement of barricades to prevent vehicle access. These barricades
would need to be designed in a manner which would not degrade the existing visual character of
Downtown. As the ATS system as would be constructed with this alternative, the aesthetic impacts of
the Project would be similar to the Project.

2. Air Quality
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Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project. During construction, the Project would
not exceed the significance threshold for any criteria pollutant after mitigation, and impacts would be less
than significant. Therefore, similar to the Project, Alternative 3 would not conflict with implementation
of the applicable air quality plans and would not exceed thresholds established by the SCAQMD for criteria
air pollutants.
Operational impacts associated with Alternative 3 would be similar to the

Project as the Pedestrian

Promenade would not generate additional air quality emissions. Moreover, reductions to daily traffic
volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis with event
would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the Project. As such, Alternative 3 would result
in similar operational impacts compared to the Project.

3. Biological Resources
Approximately 502 trees along the Project alignment may require removal during construction of the
Project. The addition of a Pedestrian Promenade would not require tree removals and would likely include
the planting of additional trees. As such, impacts to biological resources during construction would be
reduced compared to the Project. Alternative 3 would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of
bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals would be
required. As such, Alternative 3 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the Project.

4. Cultural Resources
Closing a portion of Market Street in downtown Inglewood to vehicle use, which would occur with
Alternative 3, would not result in a significant impacts to historic resources located on Market Street.
Conversion of this portion of Market Street to a pedestrian mall would not result in any additional direct
or indirect impacts to historic or other cultural resource impacts compared to the Project, nor would it
substantially reduce the cultural resources impacts of the Project. Neither this alternative nor the Project
would result in significant impacts to cultural resources.

5. Energy Resources
Energy demand from construction activities under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project, as the
ATS system would be built as proposed. The additional construction required to create the pedestrian
mall would only increase these impacts incrementally. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key
roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude
to those associated with the Project. As such, Alternative 3 would result in similar operational impacts
compared to the Project.
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6. Geology and Soils
Under Alternative 3, the Project would be built but would include a pedestrian promenade on Market
Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard. Impacts related to geology and soils
conditions, including paleontological resources, would be similar to those identified for the

Project.

Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction of Alternative 3 would be the
same as with the Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter mile to the east of the project
study area; however, compliance with the California Building Code would avoid the creation of seismic
hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental discovery of paleontological resources
would continue to be potentially significant with Alternative 3. Alternative 3 would implement similar
measures as the

Project to mitigate the potential impacts on paleontological resources to less than

significant.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project and would result in a similar level of
GHG emissions. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMT
on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the Project.
Therefore, similar to the Project, Alternative 3 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan
Update, SCAG’s 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan, which set goals to reduce GHG emissions
by increasing energy efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. Operational GHG impacts would be
similar to the Project.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Under Alternative 3, the

Project would be built but would include the pedestrian promenade.

Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the

Project. Construction of the guideway and

stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would involve the demolition of existing
buildings, which may have the potential to release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other
potentially hazardous building materials. The additional construction activities required to create the
pedestrian promenade would be minor. Similar to the Project, construction activities under Alternative
3 would likely cause the temporary closure of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks along the
elevated guideway and stations within the street rights-of-way.
Under Alternative 3, operation of the ATS would include the use and storage of hazardous materials
typical of those used in an industrial setting, similar to the Project. Alternative 3 would not interfere with
or impair the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services
and warning systems during operation. Converting this portion of Market Street to a pedestrian
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promenade would not involve the use of handling of any hazardous materials. With adherence to the
federal, State, and local safety requirements, Alternative 3 would not conflict with the requirements of an
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan, similar to the Project. As such, operational
impacts under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project.

9. Land Use and Planning
Alternative 3 would modify existing traffic patterns and connections within the community. Vehicular
connections would be reduced as Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester Boulevard
would be closed. Vehicular traffic would need to be rerouted around the closed pedestrian promenade
which may increase local traffic volume for adjacent streets. The connection between different parts of
the community would not be diminished in a substantial manner as the street segment that would be
closed only includes three blocks. Alternative 3 would not, therefore, divide the community physically,
but may contribute to additional ground level traffic surrounding the closure.
Alternative 3 would be generally consistent with all existing goals, plans, and policies, as it would maintain
the majority of the infrastructure in the surrounding community, allowing the goals and objectives of the
existing plans to be carried out generally. Additionally, closure of Market Street would enable the
activation and programming of Market Street, which could include open air markets, creative retail and
concession spaces, recreational and open space areas, locations for public art, and locations for public
gathering. This Alternative could achieve City’s objective for economic development of Market Street.
Conflicts with the design of existing roadways, roadway capacity, and the City’s circulation element may
exist and appropriate design and amendments for City documents would be needed to avoid conflicts
with existing plans and policies. The land use impacts of this alternative and the Project would be similar
and less than significant.

10. Noise and Vibration
Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project. It is anticipated that the development
of a Pedestrian Promenade along Market Street would not result in substantial noise or vibration impacts,
as it would eliminate vehicle travel along Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester
Boulevard, which would reduce roadway noise. Moreover, reductions to daily traffic volumes along key
roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis with event would occur similar in
magnitude to those associated with the Project. The operational impacts of the Project would be less
than significant. As such, operational noise and vibration impacts would be reduced in comparison to the
Project.

11. Population, Employment, and Housing
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The Project would have no direct impact on housing as the Project does not include the construction or
demolition of housing units. The Project would impact existing employment opportunities in the City as
commercial uses that would be displaced by the Project are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs.
However, the Project would result in a net increase of approximately 11,052 10 FTE jobs through the
6F

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, as estimated by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11
Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs that will be supported by the Project in the
region is within the projected regional trends in the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will
benefit from the Project will not directly translate into additional population growth in the region. As
such the

Project would have a less than significant impact on inducing employment and population

growth.
Converting a portion of Market Street to a pedestrian mall would not result in any additional direct or
indirect impacts to population, employment, and housing. Alternative 3 would maintain the existing
population, employment, and housing trends within the City and the region. As such, Alternative 3 would
not directly or indirectly substantially induce population in the City or the region. Employment support
and would be similar to the Project under Alternative 3.

12. Transportation
Construction under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project. The Project and all of its components
would be constructed and operational. Market Street between Florence Avenue and Manchester
Boulevard would be reconfigured to eliminate vehicular traffic north and south on Market Street. Cross
traffic would be allowed on Regent Street and Queen Street without any turns to/from Market Street. The
closure of Market Street would divert traffic to the surrounding streets including La Brea Avenue and
Locust Street. Since the current traffic along Market Street is very low, this diversion of Market Street
traffic can be accommodated along adjacent parallel streets. The operation of the ATS would be the same
as planned for the Project.
Similar to the

Project, Alternative 3 would result in operational benefits. Reductions to daily traffic

volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur
similar in magnitude to those associated with the Project. Additionally, this alternative is estimated to
result in transit ridership similar to the Project. Finally, Alternative 3 would provide similar operational
benefits as those of the Project relative to reduction in traffic congestion and improvement of traffic
flows along key roadway facilities areawide.

10 11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No TCRs were
identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified. Nonetheless,
the Project would include construction which would have the potential to unearth subsurface resources
not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the likelihood of unearthing
TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Converting a portion of Market Street to a pedestrian promenade
would not result in any additional impacts.

14. Utilities and Service Systems
Construction and operation under Alternative 3 would be similar to the Project. Closing a portion of
Market Street to vehicle traffic would only involve minor above ground street improvements. For this
reason, impacts related to the construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar compared to the
Project.

Basis for Finding
Alternative 3 would not reduce operational impacts and would result in similar overall impacts compared
to the Project. Moreover, this Alternative would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key
roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis with event in magnitude to those
associated with the Project. However, Alternative 3 would not meet the City’s objective to maintain
existing roadway capacity along Market Street, as it directly involves entirely closing off a portion of
roadway to vehicular traffic. The Project, on the other hand, would satisfy this objective as it involves no
change to roadway capacity. (See DEIR, p. 4.12-35.) This provides sufficient independent grounds for
rejecting this alternative.

Finding
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, make Alternative 3 infeasible.

Alternative 4: 4th Station Alternatives
Description
This alternative considers the addition of a fourth station to the ATS as proposed at Manchester
Boulevard, east of the Market Street/Manchester Boulevard intersection.
The station configuration would consist of a center platform with vertical circulation to an elevated
passenger walkway located under the station platform level. Passengers would have access to the station
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through an elevated passenger walkway. As with the other ITC stations, this additional station would
consist of a center platform configuration with the platform located at level 3 (approximately 50 feet
above the existing grade). Passengers would access the platform from a mezzanine (at level 2) connected
by elevated passenger walkways to vertical circulation elements to provide access to the sidewalk (at level
1) on the north side of Manchester Boulevard. Providing this additional station in Downtown would:
1. Support ongoing economic revitalization in Downtown Inglewood;
2. Provide a direct connection from Downtown Inglewood to the regional rail system, the Forum, the
LASED, including SoFi Stadium, and the IBEC; and
3. Enhance the connection of Inglewood and residents to jobs, education, services, and destinations
within the City and within the region; and support regional efforts to become more efficient,
economically strong, equitable, and sustainable.

Relationship to Project Objectives
The 4th Station Alternative would meet all of the City’s objectives for the Project since the Project would
still be built and reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs
on an average weekday basis with event would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the
Project.

Comparative Impacts
Table 5.0-1 at the beginning of Chapter 5.0, Alternatives, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, provides an impactby-impact comparison of the significant impacts of the Project and Alternative 4.

1. Aesthetics
Under the 4th station alternative, impacts to visual character under aesthetics would be similar to the
Project. The Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the community
during construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the CCP and
Design Guidelines. The addition of a 4th station east of the intersection of Market Street and Manchester
Boulevard would not result in any additional visual impacts as this station would be integrated into the
design of the ATS consistent with the Design Guidelines.

2. Air Quality
Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. During construction, the Project would not exceed the significance threshold for any criteria
pollutant after mitigation, and impacts would be less than significant. The construction of a 4 th station
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would require additional construction activities including operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and
on-road trucks for hauling which would increase air quality emissions. Though Alternative 4 would
implement similar mitigation measures as the Project, it would increase construction impacts.
Operation of the ATS with a 4th station would not result in any additional operational air quality emissions.
Operational air quality impacts would be similar with this alternative and the Project.

3. Biological Resources
Approximately 502 trees are located along the proposed ATS alignment that may require removal during
construction of the Project Project. The 4th station would be located along the guideway within the public
right-of-way along Manchester Boulevard. With Alternative 4, no additional properties would need to be
acquired and no additional demolition of buildings or site improvements would be required. Alternative
4 would not require an increase in tree removals or disturbance of nesting raptors or migratory birds. For
this reason, impacts to biological resources during construction would be similar compared to the Project
Project. Moreover, operation of Alternative 4 would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of
bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals would be
planned. As such, Alternative 4 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the Project.

4. Cultural Resources
Alternative 4 would have impacts on cultural resources similar to the Project. Alternative 4 would
construct the ATS guideway on the same alignment with the same dimensions as the Project. The
additional station would not result in any additional impacts because the additional station and this
segment of the guideway would be constructed above the nearby historic resource, the Bank of America
building at 320 Manchester Boulevard. The Bank of America building would retain its ability to convey its
historical significance without additional indirect impact to the view of its primary façade. As such impacts
to cultural resources would be similar for Alternative 4 and the Project.

5. Energy Resources
Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would result in an incremental increase in energy resource
consumption for electricity and petroleum-based fuels for construction of this station. However, this
increase would be minimal and temporary, similar to the Project. Nonetheless construction impacts to
energy resources would increase incrementally compared to the Project.
Operation of a 4th station would increase consumption of energy resources including electricity and
natural gas. This alternative would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors
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and VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those estimated for the
Project, although the addition of a 4th station could incrementally increase ridership. As such, this
alternative would result in a reduction of petroleum-based fuel consumption from vehicle travel similar
or to a slightly greater degree than the Project. The addition of one station would not increase energy
resource consumption to a level of significance.

6. Geology and Soils
Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. Impacts related to geology and soils conditions, including paleontological resources, and
potential conflict with an emergency evacuation plan, would be similar to those described for the Project.
Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction of Alternative 4 would be the
same as with the Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter mile to the east of the project
study area; however, compliance with the California Building Code would avoid the creation of seismic
hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental discovery of paleontological resources
would continue to be potentially significant under Alternative 4. Alternative 4 would implement similar
measures as the Project to mitigate the potential impacts on paleontological resources to less than
significant.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would require additional construction activities including
operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which would increase GHG
emissions. However, similar to the Project, these emissions would be temporary in nature and cease once
the Project is complete. Nonetheless, construction related GHG emissions would increase under
Alternative 4.
Operation of a 4th station would incrementally increase operational GHG emissions. However, this
alternative would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on an
average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those estimated for the Project. As such, this
alternative would result in a net negative GHG emissions associated with vehicle travel. The addition of
one station would not increase operational GHG emissions to a level of significance. Moreover, similar to
the Project, Alternative 4 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, SCAG 2020-2045
RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan, which set goals to reduce GHG emissions by increasing energy
efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. Nonetheless, operational GHG emissions would increase
incrementally with Alternative 4.
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8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. Although construction of an additional station would increase construction activities
compared to the Project, construction impacts under Alternative 4 would be similar to those of Project.
Construction of the guideway and four stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would
still involve the demolition of existing buildings, which may have the potential to release hazardous
materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other potentially hazardous building materials. Furthermore,
excavations of potentially contaminated soils may occur during construction of Alternative 4 as a result of
prior uses on some of the sites, similar to the Project.
Under Alternative 4, operation would include the use and storage of hazardous materials typical of those
used in an industrial setting, similar to the Project. Alternative 4 would not interfere with or impair the
City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services and warning
systems during operation. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety requirements, Alternative
4 would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan,
similar to the Project. As such, operational impacts under Alternative 4 would be similar when compared
to the Project.

9. Land Use and Planning
Alternative 4 would build an ATS similar to the Project with a 4th station located on Manchester Boulevard.
The Project would not physically divide the community with its elevated guideways and maintenance of
existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative 4 would have an alignment and elevated
guideways similar to the Project. As such, Alternative 4 would also maintain the existing roadway capacity
and roadway connections. Alternative 4 could activate foot traffic and interest on Market Street and help
reinvigorate the Downtown business area. Alternative 4 will have a similar impact on physically dividing
the community as the Project.
Alternative 4 would be generally consistent with the existing plans, policies and guidelines in the City and
the greater region. Alternative 4 would require the same amendments to the Land Use Element,
Circulation Element, Safety Element, Environmental Justice Element, and the Inglewood Municipal Code
as the Project to incorporate the ATS into the language of the existing plans, policies, and guidelines
within the City. As such, land use impacts of Alternative 4 would be similar to the Project with neither this
alternative nor the Project resulting in significant land use impacts.

10. Noise and Vibration
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Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would require additional construction activities including
operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which could increase
construction noise and vibration levels. Though Alternative 4 would implement similar mitigation
measures as the Project, it would increase construction noise and vibration impacts.
Alternative 4 would result in reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on
an average weekday basis would occur similar or slightly increased in magnitude to those estimated for
the Project. As such, this alternative would result in similar or slightly increased roadway noise levels as
the Project. The addition of one station would not increase operational noise or vibration levels to a level
of significance.

11. Population, Employment, and Housing
The Project would have no direct impact on housing as the Project does not include the construction or
demolition of any housing units. The Project would impact existing employment opportunities in the City
as commercial uses that would be displaced by the Project are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs.
However, the Project would result in a net increase of for approximately 11,052 11FTE jobs as estimated
7F

by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11 Population, Employment, and Housing of the
Recirculated Draft EIR). The number of jobs that will be supported by the Project in the region is within
the projected regional trends in the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will benefit from the
Project will not directly translate into additional population growth in the region. As such the Project
would have a less than significant impact on inducing employment and population growth.
Alternative 4 would have a similar effect on the population and employment trend as the ATS would be
constructed and the same displacement of jobs and hiring of ATS personnel would occur. As such,
Alternative 4 would have similar population, employment, and housing impacts as the Project.

12. Transportation
Under Alternative 4, the Project would be built but would include an additional station along Manchester
Boulevard. Construction of a 4th station would require additional construction activities including
operation of off-road heavy-duty equipment and on-road trucks for hauling which could increase
transportation effects and disruptions.
The weekday daily VMT would be reduced in the Future Opening Year (2027) with Event conditions similar
to the VMT reductions estimated for the Project. The estimated daily ITC ridership during Future Opening
11 11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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Year (2027) with NFL Event conditions are estimated to be approximately 29,300 passengers similar to the
Project. The weekday daily VMT would be reduced in the Future Horizon Year (2045) with Event conditions
similar to the VMT reductions estimated for the Project. The estimated daily ITC ridership during Future
Horizon Year (2045) with an NFL Event conditions are estimated to be approximately 34,650 passengers,
similar to the Project. Additionally, daily traffic volumes would decrease along key travel corridors such
as Prairie Avenue, Manchester Boulevard and Century Boulevard, thereby reducing congestion and
improving travel conditions on a system-wide basis.
Similar to the Project, Alternative 4 would result in operational benefits. Reductions to daily traffic
volumes along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur similar in
magnitude to those estimated for the Project. This alternative is estimated to result in ITC ridership similar
to the Project. Improved traffic flows and reduction in congestion along key travel corridors, similar to
those associated with the Project would occur with Alternative 4.

13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs). No TCRs were
identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified. Nonetheless,
the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to unearth subsurface
resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the likelihood of
unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. The 4th station alternative would have a similar impact to
TCRs as the Project since extensive construction and excavation of soil would be required to construct
the ATS structure and the 4th station. Similar impacts to the TCRs would result from the Project and
Alternative 4.

14. Utilities and Service Systems
The 4th station would be located along the guideway within the public right-of-way along Manchester
Boulevard. Under Alternative 4, no additional properties would need to be acquired and no additional
demolition of buildings and site improvements would be required. As such impacts related to the
construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage, electric power, natural
gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar to the Project.

Basis for Finding
Alternative 4 would meet all of the City’s objectives for the Project and would reduce VMTs in a similar
magnitude to the Project, but would provide little benefit to ridership. The area of the additional stop
under this Alternative is already sufficiently serviced by existing public bus stops. Moreover, Alternative 4
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would result in increased construction and operational impacts compared to the Project. Alternative 4
would also be substantially more expensive than the Project. This provides sufficient independent
grounds for rejecting this alternative.

Finding
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, make Alternative 4 infeasible.

Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative
Description
The Project modifies and relocates Prairie Avenue to the east to maintain the current roadway capacity.
The relocation of Prairie Avenue and the need for a passenger station connection on the sidewalk/ground
level affects properties located east of Prairie Avenue. This Alternative avoids affecting these properties
by consolidating the two proposed stations on Prairie Avenue into a single station that would be located
adjacent to the City’s Intermodal Transit Facility at the City’s Civic Center site. Passengers would connect
to the ground/sidewalk level within the City-owned Civic Center site.
This Alternative maintains Prairie Avenue within its existing right-of-way; however, one to two lanes
would be lost, thereby reducing the capacity of the roadway. Specifically, one travel lane in each direction
along Prairie Avenue between Arbor Vitae and La Palma, one lane in the southbound direction between
La Palma and Pincay Drive, and one lane in each direction between Pincay Drive and Manchester
Boulevard would be lost under this Alternative 5: Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative.

Relationship to Project Objectives
Alternative 5 would meet, or partially meet, most of the City’s objectives for the Project. Alternative 5
would reduce the City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network,
although to a slightly lesser degree than the Project. Specifically, the Prairie Avenue Single Station
Alternative would result in a reduction in capacities along Prairie Avenue, and traffic flow and congestion
on a system-wide basis would be increased compared to those estimated for the Project. However,
several of the City’s objectives would be met to the same extent as under the Project. For example, be
eliminating one of the stations, Alternative 5 would not meet the objective of encouraging intermodal
transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable time-certain transit to the same degree as would
the Project. Eliminating a station would also not meet the objective of providing convenient access to
businesses, and to connect the City by providing transit within safe and accessible walking distances to
the same degree as would the Project.
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Comparative Impacts
Table 5.0-1 at the beginning of Chapter 5.0, Alternatives, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, provides an impactby-impact comparison of the significant impacts of the Project and Alternative 5.

1. Aesthetics
Under Alternative 5, the Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the
community during construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the
ITC CCP and Design Guidelines. Similarly, Alternative 5 would travel down the same alignment with the
same proposed and elevated guideway across the frontage of the buildings on Market Street. No
additional impacts on the visual character of downtown would result from the consolidation and
relocation of the single station along Prairie Avenue.

2. Air Quality
Under Alternative 5, the Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie Avenue would
be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic Center site. The
construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in less
construction activities compared to the Project. Similar to the Project, Alternative 5 would not conflict
with implementation of the applicable air quality plans or exceed thresholds established by the SCAQMD
for criteria air pollutants. Moreover, Alternative 5 would implement similar mitigation measures as the
Project and would reduce construction air quality emissions.
Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would slightly decrease
operational air quality emissions. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational benefits would be
less than those associated with the Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway
corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent less in
magnitude than those associated with the Project. As such, operational air quality emissions associated
mobile sources would increase compared to the Project.

3. Biological Resources
Approximately 502 trees which may require removal during construction of the Project exist along the
Project alignment. With Alternative 5, no additional properties would need to be acquired and no
additional demolition of buildings or site improvements would be required. The guideway would still be
constructed along the same segment of Prairie Avenue compared to the Project. As such, Alternative 5
would not require an increase or decrease in tree removals or disturbance of nesting raptors or migratory
birds. As such, impacts to biological resources during construction would be similar compared to the
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Project. Similar to the Project, operation of Alternative 5 would not diminish the chances for long-term
survival of bird species or their habitats and no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals
would be planned. As such, Alternative 5 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the
Project.

4. Cultural Resources
Alternative 5 would have a less than significant impact on cultural resources, similar to the Project. The
consolidated and relocated station on Prairie Avenue would have no impact and would not be located
near any identified historical resources. As such, impacts to cultural resources would be similar for
Alternative 5 and the Project.

5. Energy Resources
Under Alternative 5, the Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie Avenue would
be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic Center site.
Construction of a single station in place of two stations would result in an incremental decrease of energy
resource consumption for electricity and petroleum-based fuels associated with operation of the station.
Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would also slightly decrease
operational energy resource consumption. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational benefits
would be less than those associated with the Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key
roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent
less in magnitude than those associated with the Project. As such, Alternative 5 would result in an increase
in petroleum-based fuel consumption compared to the Project.

6. Geology and Soils
Under Alternative 5, the Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie Avenue would
be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic Center site. Impacts
related to geology and soils conditions, including paleontological resources, and potential to conflict with
an emergency evacuation plan, would be similar to those described for the Project. Geology and soils
conditions that would be encountered in construction of Alternative 5 would be the same as with the
Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter mile to the east of the project study area;
however, compliance with the California Building Code would avoid the creation of seismic hazards.
Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental discovery of paleontological resources would
continue to be potentially significant under Alternative 5 and would require the same mitigation measures
as identified for the Project in order to reduce the impact to less than significant.
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7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
The construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in a
reduction in the level of construction activities compared to the Project. As such Alternative 5 would
reduce construction related GHG emissions.
Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would also slightly decrease
GHG emissions resulting from operation of the stations. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational
benefits would be less than those associated with the Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along
key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent
less in magnitude than those associated with the Project. However, similar to the Project, Alternative 5
would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and
General Plan, which set goals to reduce GHG emissions by increasing energy efficiency and improving
transit infrastructure. Nonetheless, operational GHG emissions associated mobile sources would increase
compared to the Project.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
While construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in a
reduction in the level of construction activities compared to the Project, construction impacts under
Alternative 5 would be similar to those of the Project. Construction of the guideway and stations in
conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would still involve the demolition of existing buildings,
which may have the potential to release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other potentially
hazardous building materials. Furthermore, excavations of potentially contaminated soils may occur
during construction of Alternative 5 as a result of prior uses on some of the sites, similar to the Project.
Similar to the Project, construction activities under Alternative 5 would likely cause the temporary closure
of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks along the elevated guideway and stations within the
street rights-of-way.
Under Alternative 5, operation would include the use and storage of hazardous materials typical of those
used in an industrial setting, similar to the Project. Alternative 5 would not interfere with or impair the
City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services and warning
systems during operation. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety requirements, Alternative
5 would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan,
similar to the Project. As such, operational impacts under Alternative 4 would be similar when compared
to the Project.
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9. Land Use and Planning
Alternative 5 would involve building and operating an ATS system similar to the

Project while

consolidating the two proposed stations on Prairie Avenue to one single station adjacent to the Civic
Center Site on Prairie Avenue. The Project would not physically divide the community with its elevated
guideways and maintenance of existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative 5 would
have a similar alignment and elevated guideways similar to the Project. As such, Alternative 5 would also
maintain the existing roadway capacity and roadway connections. Alternative 5 would have a similar
impact on physically dividing the community as the Project.
Alternative 5 would be generally consistent with the existing plans, policies and guidelines in the City and
the greater region. Alternative 5 would include the same amendments to the Land Use Element,
Circulation Element, Safety Element, Environmental Justice Element, and the Inglewood Municipal Code
as the Project to incorporate the ATS into the language of the existing plans, policies, and guidelines
within the City. As such, the policy consistency impacts of Alternative 5 would be similar to the Project.

10. Noise and Vibration
The construction of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would result in a
reduction in the level of construction activities compared to the Project. For this reason, Alternative 5
would reduce construction related noise and vibration levels.
Operation of a single station along Prairie Avenue instead of two stations would also slightly decrease
operational noise and vibration levels. However, under Alternative 5, mobile operational benefits would
be less than those associated with the Project. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway
corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur, but approximately 15 percent less in
magnitude than those associated with the Project. As such, operational noise and vibration impacts
associated mobile sources would increase compared to the Project.

11. Population, Employment, and Housing
The Project would have no direct impact on housing as the Project does not include the construction or
demolition of any housing units. The Project would impact existing employment opportunities in the City
as commercial uses that would be displaced by the Project are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs.
However, the Project would result in a net increase of for approximately 11,052 12FTE jobs through the
8F

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, as estimated by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11
Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs that will be supported by the Project in the
12 11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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region is within the projected regional trends in the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will
benefit from the Project will not directly translate into additional population growth in the region. As
such the Project would have a less than significant impact on inducing employment and population
growth.
Alternative 5 would have a similar effect on the population and employment trend as the ATS would be
constructed as planned. Alternative 5 would have a similar impact to the population, employment, and
housing resource as compared to the Project.

12. Transportation
Under Alternative 5, the Project would be built but the two proposed stations along Prairie Avenue would
be consolidated into a single station that would be located adjacent to the City’s Civic Center site. The
Project modifies and relocates Prairie Avenue to the east to maintain the current roadway capacity. This
relocation in conjunction with the need for a passenger station connection to the sidewalk/ground level
affects properties located east of Prairie Avenue. Alternative 5 avoids affecting these properties by
consolidating the two proposed stations along Prairie Avenue into a single station that would be located
adjacent to the Intermodal Transit Facility at the City’s Civic Center site. This alternative maintains Prairie
Avenue within its existing right-of-way; however, one to two lanes would be lost reducing the capacity of
the roadway. Specifically, one travel lane in each direction along the Prairie Avenue roadway between
Arbor Vitae and La Palma, one lane in the southbound direction between La Palma and Pincay Drive, and
one lane in each direction between Pincay Drive and Manchester Boulevard would be lost under
Alternative 5.
Under Alternative 5, operational benefits would be less than those associated with the Project.
Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMTs on an average weekday basis
would occur, but approximately 15 percent less in magnitude than those associated with the Project.
Alternative 5 is estimated to result in transit ridership equivalent to approximately 75 percent of the
transit ridership associated with the Project. However, due to a reduction in capacities along Prairie
Avenue, traffic flow and congestion in the surrounding area would be worse under Alternative 5 compared
to the Project.

13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No TCRS were
identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified. Nonetheless,
the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to unearth subsurface
resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the likelihood of
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unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Alternative 5 would result in similar potential impacts to
TCRs as the Project since excavation of soil would be required to construct the ATS system along the
proposed alignment, including a single station on Prairie Avenue. Similar impacts to the TCRs are
anticipated for the Project and Alternative 5.

14. Utilities and Service Systems
The proposed Prairie station under Alterative 5 would be located within the City’s Civic Center site. The
guideway would still be constructed along the same segment of Prairie Avenue compared to the Project.
As such, impacts related to the construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar compared to the
Project.

Basis for Finding
Alternative 5 would result in similar impacts compared to the Project. Alternative 5 would reduce the
City’s traffic congestion and alleviate growing demand on the existing roadway network, although to a
slightly lesser degree than the Project. Moreover, Alternative 5 would not meet the objective of
encouraging intermodal transportation systems by providing convenient, reliable time-certain transit to
the same degree as would the Project. Eliminating a station would also not meet the objective of
providing convenient access to businesses, and to connect the City by providing transit within safe and
accessible walking distances to the same degree as would the Project. Alternative 5 would also not meet
the goal of maintaining roadway capacity because it will reduce eliminate one to two lanes on Prairie
Avenue. This provides sufficient independent grounds for rejecting this alternative.

Finding
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, make Alternative 5 infeasible.

Alternative 6: Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) Site Alternative
Description
The Project involves siting the MSF within the southeastern portion of the site at 500 E. Manchester
Boulevard closest to the corner of Nutwood Street and Spruce Avenue that contains a Vons grocery store
and gas station, with other businesses, including a private gym, bank branch and coffee shop located in
the building with Vons. This siting of the MSF requires removal of the gas station currently located on the
Vons site in order to provide for short-term construction staging to construct the MSF and, thereafter, to
provide parking.
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This Alternative moves the MSF to the northwestern portion of this property closest to the south corner
of Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard. The site containing the MSF would be approximately
14,000 square feet in size.
This alternative would have the same elevated profile and footprint of the MSF and its supporting facilities
(e.g., access, circulation, employee parking, etc.). With this alternative, the existing gas station would
remain on the site. Under this Alternative, the building containing the grocery store and other businesses
would be demolished. With the Project, a replacement Vons store would be built on the corner of
Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest Boulevard. With this alternative a replacement Vons store would not
be built on this site.

Relationship to Project Objectives
Alternative 6 would meet most of the City’s objectives since the Project would still be built and reductions
to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis
with event would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the Project. Alternative 6, however,
would not meet the objective to encourage redevelopment and investment within the City in areas served
by the Project to the same degree as would the Project because Alternative 6 would not include
replacement of the existing Vons grocery store on the MSF site.

Comparative Impacts
Table 5.0-1 at the beginning of Chapter 5.0, Alternatives, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, provides an impactby-impact comparison of the significant impacts of the Project and Alternative 6.

1. Aesthetics
The Project would not result in significant impacts to the aesthetic character of the community during
construction or operation with implementation of the project design features in the ITC CCP and Design
Guidelines. Similarly, Alternative 6 would travel down the same alignment with the same proposed and
elevated guideway across the frontage of the buildings on Market Street. No additional impacts on the
visual character of downtown would result from moving the MSF to the northwestern portion of the Vons
site closest to the south corner of Hillcrest Boulevard and Manchester Boulevard.
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2. Air Quality
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project. During construction, the Project would
not exceed the significance threshold for any criteria pollutant after mitigation, and impacts would be less
than significant. Similar to the Project, Alternative 6 would not conflict with implementation of the
applicable air quality plans and would not exceed thresholds established by the SCAQMD for criteria air
pollutants.
Operational impacts associated with Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project as the ATS would be
built as proposed. Moreover, reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and
reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis with event would occur similar in magnitude to those
associated with the Project. As such, Alternative 6 would result in similar operational impacts compared
to the Project.

3. Biological Resources
Approximately 502 trees which may require removal during construction of the Project exist along the
Project alignment. With Alternative 6, no additional properties would need to be acquired and no
additional demolition of buildings or site improvements would be required. As such, impacts to biological
resources during construction would be similar compared to the Project. Similar to the Project, operation
of Alternative 6 would not diminish the chances for long-term survival of bird species or their habitats and
no additional tree and/or ornamental vegetation removals would be planned. As such, Alternative 6 would
result in similar operational impacts compared to the Project.

4. Cultural Resources
Alternative 6 would have a less than significant impact on cultural resources, similar to the Project. The
relocated MSF on the northwest portion of its site would have no impact on cultural resources and would
not be located near any identified historical resources. For this reason, impacts to cultural resources would
be similar for Alternative 6 and the Project.

5. Energy Resources
Energy demand from construction activities under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project as the
ATS would be built as proposed. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and
reductions to VMT on an average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those associated
with the Project. As such, Alternative 6 would result in similar operational impacts compared to the
Project.
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6. Geology and Soils
Impacts related to geology and soils conditions, including paleontological resources, would be similar to
those identified for the Project. Geology and soils conditions that would be encountered in construction
of Alternative 6 would be the same as with the Project. The Potrero Fault lies approximately one-quarter
mile to the east of the project study area; however, compliance with the California Building Code would
avoid the creation of seismic hazards. Ground-disturbing activity and the potential for accidental discovery
of paleontological resources would continue to be potentially significant with Alternative 6. Alternative 6
would implement similar measures as the Project to mitigate the potential impacts on paleontological
resources to less than significant.

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project and would result in a similar level of GHG
emissions. Reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMT on an
average weekday basis would occur similar in magnitude to those associated with the Project. Therefore,
similar to the Project, Alternative 6 would be consistent with the CARB 2017 Scoping Plan Update, the
SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, the ECAP, and General Plan, which set goals to reduce GHG emissions by
increasing energy efficiency and improving transit infrastructure. Operational GHG impacts would be
similar to the Project.

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Under Alternative 6, the MSF would be relocated to the northwestern portion of the Vons site.
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project. Construction of the guideway and
stations in conjunction with the MSF and PDS substations would involve the demolition of the existing
building, which may have the potential to release hazardous materials, such as ACMs, LBP, and other
potentially hazardous building materials. Similar to the Project, construction activities under Alternative
6 would likely cause the temporary closure of travel lanes, roadways segments, and sidewalks along the
elevated guideway and stations within the street rights-of-way. Construction of Alternative 6, however,
would not involve demolition of the existing gas station at the MSF site, thereby resulting in a slightly
reduced potential for the potential release of hazardous materials.
Under Alternative 6, operation of the ATS would include the use and storage of hazardous materials
typical of those used in an industrial setting, similar to the Project. Alternative 6 would not interfere with
or impair the City’s ability to increase public awareness or make any improvements to emergency services
and warning systems during operation. With adherence to the federal, State, and local safety
requirements, Alternative 6 would not conflict with the requirements of an emergency response plan or
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emergency evacuation plan, similar to the Project. As such, operational impacts under Alternative 3 would
be similar to the Project.

9. Land Use and Planning
Alternative 6 would include the construction and operation of an ATS system similar to the Project while
moving the MSF along Hillcrest Boulevard between Manchester Boulevard and Nutwood Street. With this
alternative the existing gas station on this property would be retained, but the existing commercial
building containing the grocery store and other businesses would be demolished. Under the Project a
replacement Vons store would be constructed on the corner of Manchester Boulevard and Hillcrest
Boulevard. Under Alternative 6, however, a replacement grocery store would not be provided on this site.
Nevertheless, the community is served by other grocery stores and the loss of this store is not considered
a significant land use impact for this reason.
The Project would not create a physical division of the existing community as the ATS guideway and
stations would be elevated and the existing configuration of travel lanes on Market Street, Manchester
Boulevard and Prairie Avenue would be maintained.
Alternative 6 would be generally consistent with the existing regional and local land use plans and policies.
Alternative 6 would require the same amendments to the Land Use Element, Circulation Element, Safety
Element, Environmental Justice Element, and the Inglewood Municipal Code as the Project to incorporate
the ATS system into these plans and regulations.

10. Noise and Vibration
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project and would result in similar noise levels.
Moreover, Alternative 6 would implement similar mitigation measures as the

Project to reduce

construction noise and vibration impacts to less than significant. Alternative 6 would result in reductions
to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors and VMT on an average weekday basis would occur
similar in magnitude to those estimated for the Project. As such, this alternative would result in similar
roadway noise levels as the Project. Neither this alternative or the Project would result in significant
noise and vibration impacts.

11. Population, Employment, and Housing
The Project would have no direct impact on housing as the Project does not include the construction or
demolition of housing units. The Project would impact existing employment opportunities in the City as
commercial uses that would be displaced by the Project are estimated to be approximately 464 jobs.
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However, the Project would result in a net increase of approximately 11,052 13 FTE jobs through the
9F

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, as estimated by the Job Co-Benefits calculation (see Section 4.11
Population, Employment, and Housing). The number of jobs that will be supported by the Project in the
region is within the projected regional trends in the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS data and the jobs that will
benefit from the Project will not directly translate into additional population growth in the region. As
such the Project would have a less than significant impact on inducing employment and population
growth.
Alternative 6 would result in the demolition of the existing Vons grocery store and other businesses on
site (with the exception of the existing gas station). It is possible that these businesses might choose not
to relocate, which would result in corresponding job losses. Overall, alternative 6 would maintain the
existing population, employment, and housing trends within the City and the region. As such, Alternative
6 would not directly or indirectly substantially induce population in the City or the region. Employment
support and would be similar to the Project under Alternative 6.

12. Transportation
Construction under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project. The Project and all of its components
would be constructed and operate. The operation of the ATS would be the same as planned for the
Project.
Similar to the Project, Alternative 6 would result in operational benefits. Reductions to daily traffic
volumes along key roadway corridors and reductions to VMTs on an average weekday basis would occur
similar in magnitude to those associated with the Project. Additionally, this alternative is estimated to
result in transit ridership similar to the Project. Finally, Alternative 6 would provide similar operational
benefits as those of the Project relative to reduction in traffic congestion and improvement of traffic flows
along key roadway facilities areawide.

13. Tribal Cultural Resources
The Project would have a less than significant impact on Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs), No TCRs were
identified in the records around the Project site and no sensitive resources were identified. Nonetheless,
the Project as proposed would include construction which would have the potential to unearth subsurface
resources not previously identified. Given the level of urban development in Inglewood, the likelihood of
unearthing TCRs is low but it is still a possibility. Relocating the MSF to the northwestern portion of the
Vons site would not result in any additional impacts.

13 11,516 minus 464 in numbers of jobs displaced.
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14. Utilities and Service Systems
Construction and operation under Alternative 6 would be similar to the Project. For this reason, impacts
related to the construction or relocation of water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage, electric
power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities would be similar compared to the Project.

Basis for Finding
Alternative 6 would result in similar impacts compared to the Project. Alternative 6 would result in
reductions to daily traffic volumes along key roadway corridors in a similar magnitude to those associated
with the Project. However, Alternative 6 would not meet the objective to encourage redevelopment and
investment within the City to the same degree as would the Project because Alternative 6 would not
include replacement of the existing Vons grocery store on the MSF site. This provides sufficient
independent grounds for rejecting this alternative.

Finding
Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, make Alternative 6 infeasible.
Conclusion

The Project meets all the City’s goals and objectives to deliver a world-class transportation system
and provide a direct connection between downtown Inglewood and the major activity centers to
the Metro Regional rail system. Compared to other alternatives reviewed and rejected, the ITC
presents the opportunity for integration with local economic activity, current and future transitoriented development, and support for the revitalization of the downtown/commercial district
of Inglewood. The Project is anticipated to generate a high transit ridership, will meet the City’s
operational demands during events and non-event days and represents one of the most costeffective transit solutions compared to other alternatives, avoids significant construction impacts
to the adjacent commercial uses, and avoids acquisition of residential property along the
alignment. Other alternatives considered are fundamentally inconsistent with City goals. The
Fairview Heights Alternative connecting Florence Avenue onto Prairie Avenue would potentially
impact the Inglewood Cemetery and does not generate economic development opportunities
within the City. The Alternative on Arbor Vitae Street, whose right-of-way ranges from 100 feet
to 66 feet, would potentially require acquisition of existing small businesses and possible
residential neighborhood displacement. The Century Boulevard Alternative had many major
utility conflicts and would have major design challenges as the transition from an elevated
segment to a level sufficient under the I-405 may not be feasible due to the short distance
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available and the real estate constraint between Century Boulevard and the LAX LAMP
Manchester Square development.

An Interlined Operability Scenario was also initially studied by LA Metro and the City of Inglewood
and was determined to be infeasible due to the cost and complexity of this type of system and
extension of the Metro K Line. Underground APM options were preliminarily reviewed and
rejected due to the significantly higher costs and conflicts with the major underground utilities
along Prairie Avenue. Transitioning from an underground to an elevated option along Prairie
would cut off major roadways at the transition - a fatal flaw to traffic circulation and capacity. An
at-grade transit system along Market Street was initially considered but determined to be
infeasible because it would result in significant traffic impacts, would not have the capacity to
meet peak ridership demands, and would be more costly to build and/or operate than the
proposed Project. The BRT option would be located entirely within the public right-of-way,
would include bus-only lanes that would reduce roadway lane capacities for mixed-flow traffic,
and would not provide the level of service of capacity desired for event days.

The Market Street Promenade Alternative would not meet goal of maintaining roadway capacity,
could potentially hurt local businesses, and is generally deemed premature until temporary
closures of Market Street are activated for occasional events, such as farmer’s markets, block
parties, and art walks. The 4th Station Alternative is rejected because it is too expensive,
increases construction related impacts along Manchester Boulevard and would have negative
impacts on adjacent sidewalks without providing a substantial increase in transit ridership. While
a Prairie Avenue Single Station Alternative meets some City objectives, it would not provide the
highest levels of service and acceptable walk distances to the various event venues. Lastly, the
MSF site alternative is rejected because the City has identified a more suitable location for the
MSF and is collaborating with the Vons to replace the new supermarket at its current location.

Based on the technical evaluation and public stakeholder input, the Project provides a
convenient, reliable, time-certain transit connectivity to the City’s major employment, housing,
and activity centers from the regional Metro Rail system, achieving new economic and air quality
benefits to the City of Inglewood and the Southern California region.
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Inglewood CA 90301
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centers in the City of Inglewood and i, reqund for the transfer of passengers to and from the Metro K Line and these housing, employment
centers in the City.

Lead Agency
Contact Person:

MindY Wilcox
-------------

Area Code/Telephone/Extension:

(310) 412-5230

If filed by applicant:

1. Attach ce · ·
2. Has a No

ncy approving the project?

Signature: _....,.,.��......__.1£-----\--- Date:

��a.....+-_Z_l..._

Title:

�

No

Pk) D �lc,v
1

Signed by Applicant
Authority cited: Sections 21083 and 21110, Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 21108, 21152, and 21152.1, Public Resources Code.

Date Received for Iii ng at OPR: ______

Revised 20 I I
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