Section 3
Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation

3.12 Land Use and Planning
3.12.1 Introduction

This section provides an overview of land uses, zoning, and the goals and policies of
applicable plans within the study area associated with each component of the IRP.
The Land Use and Planning section includes discussions of consistency with
applicable plans in the HSA and analyzes impacts to land use and planning
associated with each of the Alternatives.

3.12.2 Environmental Setting

This section provides an overview of the guidance for land uses and planning within
the HSA study area and those specifically related to each component.

3.12.21 General Setting

Land use planning in municipalities throughout California is implemented using two
major tools, the general plan and the zoning ordinance. The components and
Alternatives evaluated in this EIR are located in communities throughout the City of
Los Angeles and the HSA, including adjacent jurisdictions such as the cities of
Burbank and El Segundo and the County of Los Angeles.

The City of Los Angeles General Plan (General Plan) prepared and maintained by the
Department of City Planning, is a long-range declaration of purposes, policies, and
programs for the development of the City of Los Angeles. It is approved by the Mayor
and the City Planning Commission and adopted by the City Council. Land uses
throughout the City are classified into five primary land use types: residential;
commercial; industrial; open space, public, institutional, or other; and infrastructure.
A summary of the General Plan land uses of the City are provided in Table 3.12-1.

Table 3.12-1. City of Los Angeles General Plan Land Uses
Integrated Resources Plan EIR
Land Use Percent of Total City Land

Residential 48.2

Single Family 37.1

Multifamily 11.1
Commercial and Mixed Use 4.8

Commercial 24

Mixed Use 24
Industrial 8.7
Open Space/Public/Institutional/Other 21.3
Infrastructure 17.0
Total 100
Source: Envicom Corporation, 1995
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The General Plan is made of 11 separate elements. Ten of these are citywide in scope,
including Noise, Air Quality, and Transportation. The Land Use Element includes
Community Plans for each of the 35 Community Plan Areas (CPAs) in the City. The
Community Plans guiding development in the area of each of the components are
identified in Section 3.12.3.1, below. In addition to the CPAs guided by their
Community Plans, the City of Los Angeles has developed 45 specific plans for a
variety of areas in the City. The various Specific Plans associated with the components
are identified in Section 3.12.3.1.

The General Plans of the City of Burbank and El Segundo and specific zoning
ordinances are applicable to this EIR. The majority of the sites where components are
located are zoned for Public Facilities, open space, industrial, commercial, and
residential. The zoning for each component is identified below.

3.12.2.2 Components

Site-Specific Components
Hyperion
Existing and General Plan Land Use. Hyperion is located in the City of
Los Angeles within the Westchester-Playa del Rey CPA and has a Public
Facilities General Plan land use designation. Hyperion is zoned “Public
Facilities in Height District 1.” The Public Facilities Zone of the City applies to
publicly owned land to be developed pursuant to relevant General Plan
elements, including service systems. Due to its proximity to LAX, height limits
for new development are required to minimize potential flight hazards
(Table 3.12-2) (City of Los Angeles, 2005a).

Table 3.12-2. Height Restrictions in Height District 1
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

Above Elevation

Height Limit (Mean Sea Level)
150 feet 126 feet
60 feet 117 feet
80 feet 117 feet

Source: City of Los Angeles, 2005a

In Height District 1, as shown in Table 3.12-2, for some areas that are 126 feet
above mean sea level, the height of structures is limited to 150 feet above
ground level.

According to Section 30166 of the PRC, areas east of Vista del Mar that include
Hyperion are excluded from the California Coastal Act (2005).

Hyperion transfers its biosolids to the 4,688-acre Green Acres Farm in Kern
County located on Highway 119 (Taft Highway) along I-5 in the western
portion of Kern County (Thomas Guide, 2003). Although Green Acres Farm is
City-owned, the farm is required to comply with the Kern County land use
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regulations, which designate the Green Acres Farm site as Exclusive
Agriculture.

Adjacent Land Use. Hyperion is bounded by West Imperial Highway and
LAX on the north. The lands immediately to the north of West Imperial
Highway, and west of Pershing Drive, are in the LAX/El Segundo Dunes
Specific Plan area. The City of El Segundo lies to the east of Hyperion. Small
portions of the northeast portion of the plant are located within the City of

El Segundo. The portion of the City of El Segundo, composed of the base of a
cliff overlooking Hyperion, is zoned “Open Space.” A conditional use permit
from the City of El Segundo has been obtained by the City of Los Angeles for
placement of some plant facilities that are within the jurisdiction of the City of
El Segundo. Scattergood Generating Station, in the City of Los Angeles,
bounds the facility to the south. Vista del Mar, which parallels Dockweiler
State Beach, defines the western boundary of Hyperion. Single- and
multifamily residences are located on hills, in the City of El Segundo, to the
east of the plant. Existing and adjacent land uses at Hyperion are shown in
Figure 3.12-1.

Tillman

Existing and General Plan Land Use. Tillman is in the northeast portion of the
Sepulveda Flood Control Basin. Tillman is in the City of Los Angeles Encino-
Tarzana CPA and has a Public Facilities General Plan land use designation.
The plant is zoned “Qualified Public Facilities in Height District 1, Extra
Limited” ([Q]PF-1XL). The Public Facilities Zone of the City applies to publicly
owned land to be developed pursuant to relevant General Plan elements,
including service systems.

Height District 1-XL designates that no buildings or structures shall exceed
two stories, nor shall the highest point of the roof of any building or structure
exceed 30 feet in height. In addition, due to the proximity of Tillman to the
Van Nuys Airport, airport hazard height restrictions apply, as shown in
Table 3.12-3 (City of Los Angeles, 2005a).

Table 3.12-3. Height Restriction in Height District 1 — Extra Limited
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

Above Elevation

Height Limit (Mean Sea Level)
120 feet 747 feet
150 feet 790 feet
200 feet 790 feet

Source: City of Los Angeles, 2005a

Table 3.12-3 shows that for some areas in Height District 1, at 747 feet above
mean sea level, structures cannot exceed 120 feet above the ground surface.
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3.12-4

Adjacent Land Use. The Air National Guard, 261t Combat Communications
Squadron, is located north of Tillman. Victory Boulevard lies north of the
National Guard facility, and residential uses, primarily single-family
dwellings, lie north of Victory Boulevard. The portion of the flood control
basin known as the Sepulveda Dam Recreation Area, including Woodley
Avenue Park, surrounds Tillman to the south, west, and east. Interstate 405
runs north-south to the east of the recreation area. West of the recreation area
are some agricultural uses (City of Los Angeles, 1990). Existing and adjacent
land uses at Tillman are shown in Figure 3.12-2.

LAG

Existing and General Plan Land Use. LAG is in the Northeast Los Angeles
CPA with a Public Facilities General Plan land use designation. It is zoned
Public Facilities in Height District 1, the same as Hyperion. The Public
Facilities Zone of the City applies to publicly owned land to be developed
pursuant to relevant General Plan elements, including service systems (City of
Los Angeles, 2005b).

Adjacent Land Use. Industrial uses are prevalent to the north of the plant, with
the Colorado Street Freeway Exit from I-5 located approximately 0.10-mile to
the north. The land to the east is primarily industrial, including a Ralph’s
Distribution Center. A small residential area is located southeast of LAG, and
the City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks maintenance yard and offices
define the southern boundary of the plant. The plant is bordered on the west
by the Los Angeles River (Figure 3.12-3).

NEIS 11
Existing, General Plan, and Adjacent Land Use. The NEIS Il Alignments

would be located within the boundaries of the Northeast Los Angeles and
Hollywood CPAs.

The NEIS II West Alignment would be located west of the Los Angeles River,
primarily within the open space lands of Griffith Park. The southern end of the
West Alignment lies within an industrial area. Along Fletcher Drive, the West
Alignment is located near residences.

The NEIS II East Alignment would be located east of the Los Angeles River.
Industrial uses primarily are located along the southern, eastern, and northern
portions of the alignment. Residential uses generally are located along the East
Alignment in the area between Verdant Street and Goodwin Avenue, as well
as between the Glendale Freeway and Los Feliz Boulevard (Figure 3.12-4).

The General Plan land use and zoning designations for NEIS II shaft sites,
diversion structures, and drop structures are provided in Table 3.12-4.
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Integrated Resources Plan EIR

Table 3.12-4. General Plan Land Use and Zoning for NEIS Il Components

Structure

Shaft Sites and Pertinent General Plan Land Zoning
Structures Alignment CPA Use Designation Designation
Griffith Park Shaft Site/Drop w Hollywood Open Space 0OS-1XL
Structure/ATF
LA Zoo Shaft Site/ATF W and E Hollywood Open Space 0OS-1XL
Observatory Annex Shaft W and E Hollywood Open Space OS-1XL
Site/ATF
Pecan Grove Shaft Site/ATF W and E Hollywood Open Space OS-1XL
Verdant Street Shaft E Northeast Limited Industrial [TIIQIM1-VL
Site/Drop Structure/ATF Los Angeles
Division Street Shaft W and E Northeast Industrial M1-1 Limited
Site/Drop Structure/ATF Los Angeles Industrial
Doran Street Diversion W and E Northeast Industrial/PF/ M3/PF/Roadw
Structure Los Angeles Roadway ay
Brazil Street Shaft Site/Drop E Northeast PF/Industrial M3
Structure/ATF Los Angeles
Colorado Boulevard W and E Northeast Residential / M3/Roadway
Diversion Structure Los Angeles Commercial /
Roadway
Chevy Chase Drive w Northeast Los Low Residential Roadway/PF
Diversion/Drop Structure at Angeles
western terminus
Chevy Chase Drive East of E Northeast Industrial MR-1/
Alger Street Diversion Los Angeles Roadway

w West Alignment
E East Alignment
ATF Air Treatment Facility

Source: City of Los Angeles, 2005

GBIS

Existing, General Plan, and Adjacent Land Use. The GBIS Alignments are in
portions of the Hollywood and Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-
Cahuenga Pass CPAs. Portions of the GBIS Alignments also fall in the City of

Burbank.

The GBIS South Alignment would be located south of the Los Angeles River.
The area along the South Alignment primarily is open space and park uses.
Land use along the western portion of this alignment is predominantly

residential.

The GBIS North Alignment would be located to the north of the Los Angeles
River. The area along the eastern portion of the North Alignment is open
space, parkland, with residences located just north of the Alignment. In
Burbank, three production studios generally are located next to the Alignment.
The western portion of the Alignments are located in an area that consists of
commercial and residential uses, and local parks.
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The shaft sites, diversion structures, and drop structures that are located in the
Studio City and Toluca Lake areas are dominated by open space/recreational,
industrial and commercial uses. The Toluca Lake area is developed with low-
rise commercial buildings, while the Lakeside Country Club area is highly
developed with single-family homes, with multiple residential units located
along Cahuenga and portions of Riverside Drive east to Sancola Avenue.
Recreational facilities in the Studio City and Toluca Lake areas of the GBIS
alignments include Toluca Lake, Lakeside Country Club, Weddington Park
North, and Woodbridge Park.

The shaft sites, drop structures, and diversion structures located in the
Burbank and Hollywood areas are primarily commercial and open space/
recreational land uses. The Riverside East, Riverside West and Valley Heart
Drive shaft sites, NOS diversion structure near the Los Angeles River, and the
shaft sites and diversion structures within Griffith Park, lie in open space
areas. North of the Los Angeles River, the Valley Heart and Riverside East and
West shaft sites, and the diversion structure at Valley Heart Drive, are
surrounded by residential uses (Figure 3.12-5). The General Plan land use and
zoning designations for GBIS shaft sites, diversion structures, and drop
structures are presented in Table 3.12-5.

Program-Level Components

3.12-14

VSLIS

Existing land uses in the area of the VSLIS are predominantly residential.
Commercial uses are primarily located on major streets in the area. The
Sepulveda Dam Recreation Area is located in the area of Tillman. VSLIS
would be located in the Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga
Pass CPA. The General Plan land use for this area is predominantly
residential, with commercial uses planned along major streets.

Recycled Water Distribution

The proposed recycled water distribution system would be installed in the
areas surrounding the treatment plants, namely the central and eastern
portions of the San Fernando Valley, northeast and downtown portions of
Los Angeles, the west Los Angeles area, and the Harbor area (see above for a
discussion of land uses surrounding the treatment plants). Some recycled
water components (pipelines, pumping stations, and/ or storage tanks) would
be placed in the southeast Los Angeles area near Compton Creek. These areas
are addressed in the CPAs of West Los Angeles, Palms-Mar Vista-del Rey,
Westchester-Playa del Rey, Venice, Northeast Los Angeles, Encino-Tarzana,
Southeast Los Angeles, Harbor-Gateway, and Wilmington-Harbor City.
Storage tanks for the recycled water distribution system could be located in
eastern portion of the San Fernando Valley, and possibly within the

San Gabriel/ Verdugo Mountain Scenic Preservation Specific Plan Area. The
recycled water pipelines would be placed beneath city streets and other public
rights-of-way, such as alleys or easements. Recycled water distribution
systems in and around coastal West Los Angeles and the Harbor area could
fall within the Coastal Zone.
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Table 3.12-6. Summary of Local Land Use Plans
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

Los Angeles River
Master Plan

Ensure flood control and public safety needs are met

Provide the river as an economic asset to the surrounding communities

Preserve, enhance, and restore environmental resources in and along the river
Consider stormwater management alternatives

Provide a safe environment and a variety of recreational opportunities along the river

Ensure safe access to and compatibility between the river and other activity centers

City of Los Angeles
General Plan

The City of Los Angeles General Plan is described in detail under the General Setting (Section 3.12.2.1)

Community Plans

Westchester-Playa del Rey
m Preserving and enhancing the positive characteristics of existing uses

® Improving the quality of the built environment through design guidelines, streetscape improvements, and other physical improvements
Maintain the exterior of the Hyperion Treatment Plant to be as unobtrusive as possible and compatible with the surrounding community
and coastal environment

m Operate the Hyperion Treatment Plant in a manner that is safe and protective of the fragile coastal ecosystem

Hollywood

m Designate lands at appropriate locations for the various private uses and public facilities in the quantities and densities required for
future needs

m Provide a basis for the location and programming of public services and utilities and to coordinate the phasing of public utilities with
private development
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Table 3.12-6. Summary of Local Land Use Plans
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

Encino-Tarzana, Sherman Oaks-Studio-City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass, Northeast Los Angeles, and Van Nuys-North Sherman Oaks

m Preserving and enhancing the positive characteristics of existing residential neighborhoods while providing a variety of compatible new
housing opportunities

® Improving the function, design, and economic vitality of the commercial corridors

m Preserving and enhancing the positive characteristics of existing uses that provide the foundation for community identity, such as scale,
height, bulk, setbacks, and appearance

m Maximizing the development opportunities of the future rail transit system while minimizing any adverse impacts

® Planning the remaining commercial and industrial development opportunity sites for needed job producing uses that improve the
economic and physical condition of the Sherman Oaks-Studio-City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass CPA

West Los Angeles, Palms-Mar Vista del Rey, Central City North, Reseda-West Van Nuys, Brentwood-Pacific Palisades, San Pedro,
Harbor-Gateway, Wilmington-Harbor City, and Northridge

m Preserving and enhancing the positive characteristics of existing uses that provide the foundation for community identity, such as scale,
height, bulk, setbacks and appearance

Granada Hills-Knollwood Community Plan.

m For hillside residential areas, minimize grading so as to retain the natural terrain and ecological balance and provide a standard of land
use intensity and population density compatible with street capacity, public service facilities and utilities, and topography

m Provide for the location and programming of public services and utilities and to coordinate the phasing of public facilities with private
development

m Encourage open space for recreational uses, and to promote the preservation of views, natural character and topography of
mountainous areas
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Table 3.12-6. Summary of Local Land Use Plans
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

Chatsworth-Porter Ranch

Designate lands in quantities and at densities, at appropriate locations, for the various private uses; and to designate the need for public
facilities and the general locations thereof, as required to accommodate population and activities projected to the year 2010

Provide a basis for the location and programming of public services and utilities and to coordinate the phasing of public facilities with
private development

Encourage open space for recreational uses, and to promote the preservation of views, natural character and topography of
mountainous parts of the Community for the enjoyment of both local residents and persons throughout the Los Angeles region

Develop and maintain equestrian trails, linkages, and bicycle routes within the community

Study and evaluate existing and future drainage conditions below the Simi Valley-San Fernando Valley Freeway

Canoga Park-West Hills-Winnetka-Woodland Hills

Adequate recreation and park facilities that meet the needs of the residents in the plan area

A community with sufficient open space in balance with new development to serve the recreational, environmental and health needs of
the community

San Gabriel/Verdugo Mountains Scenic Preservation

Prominent Ridgeline Protection measures protect from grading and/or development designated Prominent Ridgelines that are visible
from the Right-of-Way of any of the Scenic Highways listed in Section 4.

Biological Resource Protection measures protect oak trees and help protect unique native plant communities of the Specific Plan area.

Scenic Highway Corridors Viewshed Protection measures establish standards for site design, landscaping (including parking lot
landscaping), and signage to assure that the design of projects and related improvements within designated scenic highway corridors
preserve, complement and/or enhance the views from these corridors.

Coastal Transportation Corridor

Regulate the phased development of land uses, insofar as the transportation infrastructure can accommodate such uses
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Table 3.12-6. Summary of Local Land Use Plans
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

LAX/EI Segundo

m Restore and preserve the natural ecology of the El Segundo Dunes and the native dune-dependent species that exist within the

approximately 200 acres of the Dunes

m Provide for active recreation in the form of a public golf course and related facilities, consistent with the preservation of the Dunes

ecology

m Provide for passive recreation in the form of paths, a visitor center, and viewing areas

El Segundo General
Plan

m Maintain and upgrade the existing parks, recreation, and open space facilities within the City of El Segundo

m Provide the highest quality public facilities, services, and public infrastructure possible to the community

Kern County
General Plan

m Encourage economic development that creates jobs and capital investments in urban and rural areas

m Ensure the protection of environmental resources and the development of adequate infrastructure

m Maintain compliance with the provisions of State Planning and Zoning Laws as they relate to General Plan requirements

Burbank General
Plan®

m Provide for the growth of housing and employment opportunities in keeping with community goals and consistent with planned

infrastructure and service capacities

m Reflect the opportunities and constraints affecting land use identified in the other elements of the general plan

®The General Plan incorporates Specific Plans (i.e., Media District Specific Plan) that set forth goals and policies for specific areas of the City of Burbank. These
plans focus on the special needs of localized areas and present plans for their development.

3.12-24
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Methodology

In accordance with the Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (City of Los Angeles, 1998),
this analysis evaluates consistency or compliance of the proposed construction and
operation of the components and Alternatives with adopted plans and policies
governing land use and development detailed in the City of Los Angeles General Plan
and its Elements, the Planning and Zoning Code, and other applicable plans.

Thresholds of Significance

The Draft L.A. CEQA Thresholds Guide (City of Los Angeles, 1998), pages A.1-1 and
A.2-1, states that the determination of significance on land use consistency and
compatibility shall be made on a case-by-case basis, considering the following factors:

m  Whether the proposal is inconsistent with the adopted land use/density
designation in the Community Plan, redevelopment plan or specific plan for the
site;

m  Whether the proposal is inconsistent with the General Plan or adopted
environmental goals or policies contained in other applicable plans;

m  Whether the proposal includes a land use type that is incompatible with existing or
proposed adjacent land uses;

m  Whether the proposal includes features such as a highway, above-ground
infrastructure, or an easement through an established neighborhood community
that could cause a permanent disruption in the physical arrangement of that
established community or otherwise isolate an existing land use; and

m Whether the proposal results in a “spot” zone.

Based on these factors, an Alternative would have a significant land use impact if it
would:

LU-1: Result in permanent inconsistencies with the adopted land use/density
designation in the General Plan, Community Plan, redevelopment plan, specific
plan for the site, or adopted environmental goals and policies of other
applicable plans.

LU-2: Introduce permanent features that would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing
neighborhoods, communities, or land uses.

3.12.3.2 Component Impacts

Site-Specific Impacts
Hyperion Expansion to 500 mgd
Construction. Land use plans applicable to Hyperion do not provide goals and
policies for construction activities. Construction activities would be conducted
in accordance with state and local regulations and policies (i.e., City of
Los Angeles Municipal Codes). All construction activities would be short term
and temporary, and would occur within the site boundaries at Hyperion.
Because no offsite construction activities are anticipated, existing
neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the vicinity of Hyperion would
not be disrupted, divided, or isolated.
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Operations. Existing operations of Hyperion are currently consistent with
zoning regulations and applicable plans. The goals and policies of adopted land
use plans, which would apply to the Hyperion Expansion to 500 mgd, include
the Los Angeles General Plan, Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan,

El Segundo General Plan, LAX/El Segundo Dunes Specific Plan, and Kern
County General Plan (see Section 3.12.3.1). Operations associated with the
expansion would remain predominantly the same as existing operations and
would remain consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the land use
plans. No new facilities would be constructed in the portion of Hyperion that is
within the City of El Segundo; thus, operations at Hyperion would remain
consistent with the El Segundo General Plan.

Under this component, uses of the biosolids at the Green Acres Farm would be
consistent with the existing use of the farm and the adopted land use
designation in the Kern County General Plan. The process upgrades associated
with this component would not introduce permanent features that would
disrupt existing communities or land uses in Kern County.

Hyperion Process Upgrades

Construction. As with the Hyperion Expansion to 500 mgd, no offsite
construction activities would be anticipated with the Hyperion Process
Upgrades; therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the
vicinity of Hyperion would not be disrupted, divided, or isolated.

Operations. Operation of the Hyperion Process Upgrades would be consistent
with the El Segundo General Plan, and the Kern County General Plan.

Tilliman Expansion to 100 mgd

Construction. Similar to the Hyperion Expansion to 500 mgd, no offsite
construction activities would be anticipated with the Tillman Expansion to
100 mgd. Therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the
vicinity of Tillman would not be disrupted, divided, or isolated.

Operations. Existing operations of Tillman are consistent with zoning
regulations and applicable plans. The goals and policies of adopted land use
plans, which would apply to the Tillman Expansion to 100 mgd, include the
Encino-Tarzana Community Plan. Operation of the Tillman expansion would
remain predominantly the same as existing conditions, but with a higher level
of treatment and a higher capacity, and would remain consistent with the
applicable goals and policies of the land use plans.

Tillinan Expansion 80 mgd

Construction. Comparable to the Hyperion Expansion to 500 mgd, no offsite
construction activities would be anticipated with the Tillman Expansion to
80 mgd. Therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the
vicinity of Tillman would not be disrupted, divided, or isolated.
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Operations. Similar to Tillman Expansion to 100 mgd, operation of this
component would be consistent with the Encino-Tarzana Community Plan.

Tillman Process Upgrades

Construction. No offsite construction activities would be anticipated with the
Tillman Process Upgrades. Therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or
land uses in the vicinity of Tillman would not be disrupted, divided, or
isolated.

Operations. Similar to Tillman Expansion to 100 mgd, operation of this
component would be consistent with the Encino-Tarzana Community Plan.

Tillman Wastewater Storage

Construction. No offsite construction activities (from the designated plant
expansion area) would be anticipated with the Tillman Wastewater Storage.
Therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the vicinity of
Tillman would not be disrupted, divided, or isolated. Construction would
disrupt the existing cricket field that is located on the designated Tillman
expansion area. Following installation of the cistern, the cricket field would be
restored.

Operations. The wastewater storage tank would be operated to provide
temporary storage of peak wet weather wastewater flows for treatment during
off-peak periods. Because the wet weather storage tank would remain
underground below the restored cricket field, it would not introduce features
that would disrupt, divide, or isolate this land use.

LAG Expansion to 30 mgd

Construction. No offsite construction activities would be anticipated with the
LAG Expansion to 30 mgd. Therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or
land uses in the vicinity of Tillman would not be disrupted, divided, or
isolated.

Operations. Existing operations of LAG are currently consistent with zoning
regulations and applicable plans. The goals and policies of adopted land use
plans, which would apply to the LAG Expansion to 30 mgd, include the

Los Angeles General Plan, Northeast Los Angeles Community Plan, and the
Los Angeles River Master Plan. Operations of the expansion would remain
predominantly the same as existing conditions, but with higher treatment
levels and capacity, and would remain consistent with the applicable goals and
policies of the land use plans.
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LAG Operational Storage

Construction. No offsite construction activities would be anticipated with the
LAG Operational Storage. Therefore, existing neighborhoods, communities, or
land uses in the vicinity of LAG would not be disrupted, divided, or isolated.

Operations. The wastewater operational storage tank under this component
would function to provide temporary storage of peak wet weather wastewater
flows for treatment during off-peak periods. In addition, the recycled water
storage tank would be used to store recycled water temporarily to buffer peak
recycled water production and use differences. Operation of the two storage
tanks would be consistent with the Los Angeles General Plan, Northeast

Los Angeles Community Plan, and the Los Angeles River Master Plan (see
Section 3.12.3.1). Because this component would introduce new features
entirely within the site boundaries of LAG, this component would not disrupt,
divide, or isolate existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses.

NEIS II West Alignment

Construction. Land use plans applicable to this component would not provide
goals and policies for construction activities. Construction activities would be
conducted in accordance with local regulations and policies (i.e., City of

Los Angeles Municipal Codes). Construction activities would be temporary. If
located within an existing neighborhood or community, construction activities
would not permanently disrupt an existing neighborhood or community
because construction is temporary.

Shaft sites used for construction tunneling activities for NEIS II would be in
place for approximately 3 years at the Division Street shaft site, Verdant Street
shaft site, Griffith Park shaft site, and the LA Zoo or Observatory Annex, or
Pecan Grove shaft sites. One of the latter three shaft sites would be used to
construct the GBIS and would be subject to construction for an additional

3 years. Depending on the specific siting characteristics for each shaft site, a
potential to temporarily disrupt and divide parkland or recreational areas
exists. However, recreational uses surrounding each shaft site proposed in a
recreational area would be available for use. Thus, existing neighborhoods,
communities, or land uses in the area surrounding the construction sites would
not be permanently disrupted or isolated.

Operations. The goals and policies of the adopted land use plans applicable to
this component include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, the Hollywood
and Northeast Los Angeles Community Plans, and the Los Angeles River
Master Plan (see Section 3.12.3.1). Operation of this component would be
consistent with the applicable goals and policies of these plans.

Although shaft sites primarily would revert to existing uses, operations of
ATFs at the Diversion Street, Griffith Park, and the selected site from the

LA Zoo, Pecan Grove, or Observatory Annex locations potentially would
conflict with the planned land uses. The Division Street Site is an existing shaft
site, and use of the site for an ATF upon completion of tunneling activities
would not conflict with land use designations for the site. However, operations
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of permanent ATFs at the Griffith Park and Pecan Grove Shaft Sites (or the

LA Zoo or Observatory Annex shaft sites) may conflict with future recreational
uses on the sites. Air treatment facilities would occupy approximately 1 acre
and would partially disrupt existing recreational uses (LA Zoo and
Observatory Annex) and open space (Pecan Grove). As outlined in Article 2,
Section 12.04.05 and Section 12.04.09 of the City’s Municipal Code, the ongoing
operation of air treatment facilities within open space or public facility
designated uses is not a conforming use and would require a Conditional Use
Permit. The acquisition of permanent underground easements from private
parties may be required where the tunnel curves beneath private property. The
tunnel would be up to 180 feet below ground and would not limit existing or
future surface activities.

NEIS II East Alignment

Construction. As with the NEIS II West Alignment, construction activities
would not permanently disrupt an existing neighborhood or community
because construction is temporary.

Shaft sites used for construction tunneling activities would be in place for
approximately 3 years at the Division Street, Verdant Street, and the LA Zoo,
Observatory Annex, Pecan Grove, or Brazil Street locations. One of the latter
four shaft sites would also be used to construct the GBIS and would be subject
to construction for an additional 3 years.

Operations. As with the NEIS II West Alignment, the operation of this
component would be consistent with the applicable goals and policies of these
plans. The NEIS II East Alignment proposes ATFs at Verdant Street and Brazil
Street Sites, which are located in industrial areas. Because the ATFs would be
similar to the types of industrial facilities already surrounding the area, they
would generally be consistent with the existing and planned land uses in the
area. The operations of air treatment facilities within open space or public
facility designated uses is not a conforming use and would require a
Conditional Use Permit. The acquisition of permanent underground easements
from private parties could be required where the tunnel curves beneath private
property. The tunnel would be up to 180 feet belowground and would not limit
existing or future surface activities.

GBIS South Alignment
Construction. As with the NEIS I West Alignment, GBIS construction activities
would not permanently disrupt an existing neighborhood or community.

Shaft sites used for GBIS construction tunneling activities would be in place for
approximately 3 years at the Barham, Travel Town, and Woodbridge
Park/Caltrans North Hollywood locations, LA Zoo/Observatory Annex/Pecan
Grove/Brazil Street locations. One of the latter four shaft sites also would be
used to construct the NEIS II (the Brazil Street shaft site applies only to the
NEIS II East Alignment) and would be subject to construction for an additional
3 years with GBIS. Existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the
area surrounding the construction sites would not be permanently disrupted.
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Operations. The goals and policies of the adopted land use plans applicable to
this component include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, Hollywood
Community Plan, Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass
Community Plan, and the Los Angeles River Master Plan (see Section 3.12.3.1).
Operations of this component would be consistent with the applicable goals
and policies of these plans. Similar to the NEIS II Alignments, the operation of
air treatment facilities within open space or public facility designated uses is
not a conforming use and would require a Conditional Use Permit. The
acquisition of permanent underground easements from private parties could be
required where the tunnel curves beneath private property. The tunnel would
be up to 180 feet belowground and would not result in surface disruptions.

GBIS North Alignment

Construction. As with the GBIS South Alignment, construction activities
associated with the GBIS North Alignment would not permanently disrupt an
existing neighborhood or community.

Shaft sites used for construction tunneling activities would be in place for
approximately 3 years at the Riverside East, Valley Heart Drive, Riverside
West, Woodbridge Park/Caltrans North Hollywood locations, and the LA
Zoo/Pecan Grove/Observatory Annex/Brazil Street location. One of the latter
four shaft sites would also be used to construct the NEIS II (the Brazil Street
shaft site applies only to the NEIS II East Alignment) and would be subject to
construction for an additional 3 years with GBIS. Construction of GBIS could
temporarily disrupt parkland, recreational areas and residential communities.
However, recreational and residential uses surrounding each shaft site
proposed in a recreational and/or residential area would be available for use.
Thus, existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the area
surrounding the construction sites would not be permanently disrupted or
isolated.

Operations. As with the GBIS South Alignment, this component would be
consistent with the goals and policies of the City of Los Angeles General Plan,
City of Burbank General Plan, Media Specific Plan, Hollywood Community
Plan, Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass Community Plan,
and the Los Angeles River Master Plan, described in Section 3.12.3.1. The
operation of air treatment facilities within open space or public facility
designated uses is not a conforming use and would require a Conditional Use
Permit. The acquisition of permanent underground easements from private
parties could be required where the tunnel curves beneath private property.
The tunnel would be up to 180 feet below ground and would not result in
surface disruptions.

The GBIS North Alignment would also require the placement of a drop
structure on Caltrans property or at a parcel to be acquired in the vicinity of
Vineland Avenue and Riverside Drive or Moorpark Street. The parcel could be
an auto repair facility located at 11003 W. Moorpark Street or a parking lot
located at 10928 W. Riverside Drive. The drop structure would limit the extent
of structures that could be developed on the site in the future.
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Program-Level Impacts
VSLIS
Construction. As with the NEIS II and GBIS components, existing
neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the area surrounding the VSLIS
construction sites would not be permanently divided or isolated. In addition,
the acquisition of permanent underground easements from private parties
could be required where the sewer curves beneath private property. If the
tunneling method is used, sewer construction would not result in surface
disruptions where it extends beneath private property.

Operations. The goals and policies of the adopted land use plans applicable to
this component would include the City of Los Angeles General Plan and the
Sherman Oaks-Studio-City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass Community Plan (see
Section 3.12.3.1). Operations of this component would be consistent with the
applicable goals and policies of these plans.

Recycled Water

Construction. Land use plans applicable to this component do not provide
goals and policies for construction activities. Construction activities would be
conducted in accordance with local regulations and policies (i.e., City of

Los Angeles Municipal Codes). Construction activities would be short term and
temporary. Construction generally would be located in City streets and public
rights-of-way. Similar to NEIS II and GBIS, construction of an expanded
recycled water distribution system would not permanently disrupt, divide or
isolate an existing neighborhood or community because construction would be
temporary.

Operations. The goals and policies of the adopted land use plans applicable to
this component would include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, and West
Los Angeles, Palms-Mar Vista-del Rey, Westchester-Playa del Rey, Venice,
Northeast Los Angeles, Encino-Tarzana, Southeast Los Angeles, Harbor-
Gateway, and Wilmington-Harbor City Community Plans (see Section 3.12.3.1).
Operations of this component would be consistent with the applicable goals
and policies of these plans.

The recycled water pipelines would be placed beneath city streets and other
public rights-of-way, such as alleys or easements, and would not disrupt
existing communities or land uses. The pump stations and storage tanks could
be placed above-or belowground. If operations of aboveground structures are
proposed for parkland or recreational land uses, these elements of the
component could disrupt recreational uses. Similarly, recycled water tanks
could conflict with adjacent land uses, depending on site conditions and
setting.
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Dry Weather Runoff - Smart Irrigation

Construction. Installation of smart irrigation devices would require minimal
construction, which would not disrupt, divide, or isolate existing
neighborhoods, communities, or land uses.

Operations. The goals and policies of the adopted land use plan applicable to
this component include the City of Los Angeles General Plan (see

Section 3.12.3.1). Operations of this component would be consistent with the
applicable goals and policies of the plan. Smart irrigation would require
operation of small control devices to automate the irrigation systems on
individual residential, commercial, and industrial properties, and would not
disrupt, divide, or isolate existing communities or land uses.

Dry Weather Runoff - Low-Flow Diversions

Construction. Construction of low-flow diversions of storm drains to the sewer
system would occur in public rights-of-way and would not substantially
disrupt existing neighborhoods or communities, although construction of
pipelines and diversion structures could result in temporary lane closures.
Because construction would occur in public rights-of-way, existing
neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the area surrounding the
construction sites would not be divided or isolated.

Operations. The goals and policies of adopted land use plans applicable to this
component include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, and West

Los Angeles, Encino-Tarzana, Van Nuys-Sherman Oaks, and Sherman Oaks-
Studio City-Toluca Lake-Cahuenga Pass Community Plans. Operations of this
component would be automated. Dry weather runoff would be pumped from
the storm drains to local sewers. Because the facilities would be underground
and in public rights-of-way, operations would be consistent with the applicable
goals and policies of these plans.

Dry Weather Runoff - Urban Runoff Plants or Treatment Wetlands
Construction. Construction of URPs would occur within the boundaries of the
affected properties near the runoff drainages. The treatment wetlands would
also be located close to the diversion locations on natural land, vacant land,
parks, open space, or public land. Construction of this component would
remain on the affected property and would not disrupt, divide, or isolate
existing neighborhoods, communities, or land uses in the area surrounding the
construction sites.

Operations. The goals and policies of adopted land use plans applicable to
these diversion locations include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, and the
Westchester-Playa del Rey, Granada Hills-Knollwood, Encino-Tarzana, and
Chatsworth-Porter Ranch Community Plans (see Section 3.12.3.1). The URPs
under this component would produce quality water that could be reused for
purposes such as irrigation. In addition, treatment wetlands under this
component have the potential to provide passive recreational opportunities
associated new wetlands habitat. This component could also result in
improvements to currently marginal lands.
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Wet Weather Runoff - Onsite Management

Construction. Construction of these facilities would occur within the
boundaries of, and only affect the selected schools, government properties,
parks and open space areas, vacant lots, and non-used alleys. All construction
activities would remain onsite; thus, offsite construction and associated impacts
would not occur. Construction of this component would result in temporary
disruptions and divisions of parkland and open space in isolated existing
neighborhoods, communities, and public facilities.

Operations. The goals and policies of adopted land use plans applicable to this
component would include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, and the North
Hollywood-Valley Village and Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-
Cahuenga Pass Community Plans (see Section 3.12.3.1). Land on which onsite
capture and percolation structures would be constructed would revert to
existing uses following capture and percolation infrastructure installation. In
addition, because operation of onsite storage and cisterns would be located on
existing public facilities (schools or government facilities), they would not
disrupt or divide existing communities or land uses.

Wet Weather Runoff - Urban Runoff Plants

Construction. Construction activities for wet weather URPs would be

short term and temporary. Construction of Wet Weather URPs would occur on
sites of approximately 25 acres in coastal areas and would remain within the
boundaries of the affected properties. Depending on the specific location(s)
selected for each of the three URPs, construction of this component could result
in temporary disruptions to coastal access, thus conflicting with the policies
included in the California Coastal Act of 1976.

Operations. The goals and policies of adopted land use plans applicable to this
component would include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, the
Westchester-Playa del Rey Community Plan, the LAX/El Segundo Dunes
Specific Plan in Section 3.12.3.1, and the California Coastal Act. Operation of
this component would be consistent with the goals and policies of the majority
of these plans. These facilities would require a substantial amount of land for
the facility and wet weather runoff storage or detention basins. These facilities
could affect beach access, depending on their site locations, which would also
conflict with the California Coastal Act policy to:

m Provide for maximum public access to and recreational use of the
coast, consistent with private rights and environmental protection.

Specific locations have not been determined yet for the URPs. Upon site
selection, land requirements and consistency with planning policies and
guidance would be determined by future studies.
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Wet Weather Runoff - Non-Urban Regional Recharge

Construction. Land use plans applicable to this component would not provide
goals and policies for construction activities. Construction activities would be
conducted in accordance with local regulations and policies (i.e., City of Los
Angeles Municipal Codes). Construction activities would be short term and
temporary. Construction of pipelines, if located on public rights-of-way, may
result in temporary lane closures. Construction activities would not
permanently disrupt, divide, or isolate an existing neighborhood or community
because construction activities would be temporary.

Operations. The goals and policies of adopted land use plans applicable to this
component include the City of Los Angeles General Plan, and the Chatsworth-
Porter Ranch, Granada-Hills-Knollwood, Northridge, Canoga Park-West Hills-
Winnetka-Woodland Hills, Reseda-West Van Nuys, Encino-Tarzana, North
Hollywood-Valley Village, and Sherman Oaks-Studio City-Toluca Lake-
Cahuenga Pass Community Plans (see Section 3.12.3.1). Operation of this
component would be consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the
land use plans. Operation of this component would not disrupt or divide
existing communities or land uses because the pipeline would be located
beneath city streets or public rights-of-way and non-urban water recharge
would occur in existing spreading basins.

Summary of Component Impacts
Table 3.12-7 presents a summary of the land use impacts relative to the two
significance thresholds.
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Table 3.12-7. Land Use and Planning Component Impact Summary Table
Integrated Resources Plan EIR

IRP Component

Component Impact

Plan Consistency

Disrupt, Divide, or Isolate a
Community or Neighborhood

Site-Specific

Hyperion Expansion
to 500 mgd

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

Hyperion Process
Upgrades

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

Tillman Expansion to
100 mgd

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

Tillman Expansion to
80 mgd

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

Tillman Process
Upgrade

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

Tillman Wastewater
Storage

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

Construction of this component
would temporarily disrupt the
existing cricket field located on
the designated Tillman
expansion area.

LAG Expansion to
30 mgd

Consistent - Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

LAG Oper. Storage

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

NEIS 1l West Consistent — Operations would remain No disruptions, divisions, or
Alignment similar to existing operations and would isolation of communities or
be consistent with current zoning neighborhoods.
regulations and applicable plans.
NEIS Il East Consistent — Operations would remain No disruptions, divisions, or
Alignment similar to existing operations and would isolation of communities or

be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

neighborhoods.
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Table 3.12-7. Land Use and Planning Component Impact Summary Table

Integrated Resources Plan EIR

IRP Component

Component Impact

Plan Consistency

Disrupt, Divide, or Isolate a
Community or Neighborhood

GBIS South Consistent — Operations would remain No disruptions, divisions, or
Alignment similar to existing operations and would isolation of communities or
be consistent with current zoning neighborhoods.
regulations and applicable plans.
GBIS North Consistent — Operations would remain No disruptions, divisions, or
Alignment similar to existing operations and would isolation of communities or

be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

neighborhoods.

Program-Level

VSLIS

Consistent — Operations would remain
similar to existing operations and would
be consistent with current zoning
regulations and applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

Recycled Water

Placement of storage tanks could be
inconsistent with community plans

Placement of storage tanks
could disrupt recreational uses
or conflict with adjacent land
uses.

DWR — Smart
Irrigation

Consistent — Operations of this
component would be consistent with
applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

DWR - LF Divisions

Consistent — Operations of this
component would be consistent with
applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

DWR - URP or TW

Consistent — Operations of this
component would be consistent with
applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

WWR - Onsite
Management

Consistent — Operations of this
component would be consistent with
applicable plans.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.

WWR - Urban Runoff
Plants

Construction and operation of URPs could
conflict with policies of the California
Coastal Act of 1976.

Placement of URP facilities and
components may disrupt or
divide existing land uses in
coastal areas

WWR - Non-Urban
Recharge

Consistent — Operations of this
component would occur underground or
in public rights-of-way. Non-urban water
recharge would occur in existing
spreading basins.

No disruptions, divisions, or
isolation of communities or
neighborhoods.
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3.12.3.3 Alternative Impacts

Alternative 1
Components of Alternative 1 are described in Section 2.3.4.

Impact LU-1
Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from Alternative 1 to
permanent inconsistencies with adopted land use plans are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. Construction of the Wet Weather Runoff Onsite Management
component of this Alternative would occur in recreational areas, which would
temporarily reduce accessibility of such facilities. Once the facilities were
installed, recreational uses would be restored. Because potential construction-
related disruptions to recreational facilities would be temporary, this is not
considered a significant plan inconsistency.

Construction of the Tillman Wastewater Storage would result in the temporary
closure of the existing cricket field during construction. Because the cricket field
is located on land designated for Tillman expansion and because the closure
would be temporary, this closure would not represent a significant conflict
with established plans and policies.

Construction of wet weather URPs could result in temporary disruptions to
coastal access, depending on the selected location. Because potential
construction-related disruptions to coastal access would be temporary,
significant conflicts with the Coastal Act are not anticipated.

This Alternative would be consistent with applicable land use plans. If wet
weather URPs are placed within the Coastal Zone, no inconsistency with
Coastal Zone land use plans or policies is anticipated because these structures
would be required to comply with the Coastal Development Permit Process
which would address land use inconsistencies, including coastal zone access.
Operation of air treatment facilities within open space or public facility
designated uses would require a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Therefore,
with the successful issuance of a CUP, no significant land use issue would
occur.

Secondary Impacts. None of the components under Alternative 1 would result
in impacts or inconsistencies to land use that could result in secondary effects.
Consequently, significant secondary impacts associated with permanent
inconsistencies in land use would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Impact LU-2

Potential primary and secondary impacts to permanent features resulting from
Alternative 1 are discussed below. These impacts would disrupt, divide, or
isolate existing land uses and communities.
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Primary Impacts. All construction activities of the components under this
Alternative would be temporary and, therefore, would not result in significant
land use disruptions.

Under GBIS, the potential exists for drop structures to be placed on one or more
commercial parcels that would have to be acquired. The Verdant Street shaft
site is owned by a church with development plans for the site. Other parcels
include an automobile repair yard and a parking lot used for employee parking
by a nearby automobile dealer. In the case of the automobile repair yard and
the parking lot, the placement of a drop structure on either of these parcels
would preclude the development of structures on those sites in the future.
Precluding future development on these sites would not result in substantial
changes to the immediate community and, therefore, would not be considered
a significant disruption to land use. In the case of the Verdant Street shaft site,
the drop structure would occupy only a small portion of the parcel, the
remainder of which would be available for development. In addition,
relocation assistance would be provided as necessary (see Section 3.14 for
further details). Significant impacts would not occur.

Depending on the selected location, wet weather URPs could restrict coastal
access or otherwise disrupt existing coastal land uses. Siting of wet weather
URPs within the Coastal Zone would not be significant because they would be
required to go through the coastal permit process which includes the
maintenance and enhancement of coastal access.

Secondary Impacts. None of the components under Alternative 1 would
disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and communities that, in turn,
could result in secondary effects. Consequently, significant secondary impacts
would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Alternative 2

Alternative 2 differs from Alternative 1 by implementing only process upgrades at
Hyperion and treatment capacity expansions at the upstream plants (Tillman and
LAG). Alternative 2 also would implement more recycled water reuse than
Alternative 1.

Impact LU-1
Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from Alternative 1 to
permanent inconsistencies with adopted land use plans are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. Similar to Alternative 1, construction of Alternative 2 would
not result in significant impacts related to land use plans and policy
consistency.

Similar to Alternative 1, operation of Alternative 2 would not result in
significant impacts related to land use plans and policy consistency.
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Secondary Impacts. Comparable to Alternative 1, none of the impacts resulting
from Alternative 2 would include permanent inconsistencies with adopted land
use plans which, in turn, could result in secondary effects. Consequently,
significant secondary impacts would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Impact LU-2

Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from Alternative 2 to
permanent features that would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and
communities are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. Comparable to Alternative 1, construction of Alternative 2
would not result in significant impacts related to land use disruptions.

The primary impacts of implementing Alternative 2 are similar to those for
Alternative 1. Significant operational impacts would not be anticipated to occur
to the disruption, division, or isolation of existing land uses and communities
for Alternative 2.

Secondary Impacts. Comparable with Alternative 1, none of the components
under Alternative 2 would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses or
communities that, in turn, could result in secondary effects. Consequently,
significant secondary impacts would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Alternative 3

Alternative 3 would be similar to Alternative 2 in that treatment capacity expansion
would occur upstream in the system. Unlike Alternative 2, Alternative 3 would add
capacity at Tillman only. In addition, Alternative 3 would implement a greater amount
of wet weather management through capture and percolation facilities, but it would
not implement cisterns or recharge with nonregional urban runoff.

Impact LU-1
Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from Alternative 3 to
permanent inconsistencies with adopted land use plans are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. Similar to Alternative 1, construction of Alternative 3 would
not result in significant impacts related to consistency in land use plans and
policies.

As with Alternative 1, Alternative 3 would not result in significant impacts
related to land use plans and policy consistency.

Secondary Impacts. Comparable to Alternative 1, none of the impacts resulting
from Alternative 3 would include permanent inconsistencies with adopted land

CH:CDM

3.12-39

W102005001SC0/016_3.12-LANDUSE.DOG/053130012 Draft Environmental Impact Report



Section 3
Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation

use plans which, in turn, could result in secondary effects. Consequently,
significant secondary impacts would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Impact LU-2

Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from Alternative 3 to
permanent features that would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and
communities are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. Comparable to Alternative 1, construction of Alternative 3
would not result in significant impacts related to land use disruptions.

The primary impacts of implementing Alternative 3 are similar to those for
Alternative 1. Significant operational impacts are not anticipated to occur to the
disruption, division, or isolation of existing land uses and communities for
Alternative 3.

Secondary Impacts. Comparable with Alternative 1, none of components under
Alternative 3 would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and
communities that, in turn, could result in secondary effects. Consequently,
significant secondary impacts would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Alternative 4

Alternative 4 would be similar to Alternative 2 in that treatment capacity expansion
would occur upstream in the system. Unlike Alternative 2, this Alternative would add
capacity only at Tillman. In addition, this Alternative would implement a greater
amount of recycled water reuse.

Impact LU-1
Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from permanent
inconsistencies with adopted land use plans are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. As with Alternative 1, construction of Alternative 4 would
not result in significant impacts related to land use plans and policy
consistency.

Similar to Alternative 1, operation of this Alternative would not result in
significant impacts related to land use plans and policy consistency.

Secondary Impacts. Comparable to Alternative 1, none of the impacts resulting
from Alternative 4 would include permanent inconsistencies with adopted land
use plans which, in turn, could result in secondary effects. Consequently,
significant secondary impacts would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
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Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Impact LU-2

Potential primary and secondary impacts resulting from Alternative 4 to
permanent features that would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and
communities are discussed below.

Primary Impacts. Comparable to Alternative 1, construction of Alternative 4
would not result in significant impacts related to disruptions in land use.

The primary impacts of implementing Alternative 4 would be similar to those
for Alternative 1. Significant operational impacts would not be anticipated to
cause the disruption, division, or isolation of existing land uses and
communities.

Secondary Impacts. Comparable with Alternative 1, none of the components
under Alternative 4 would disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and
communities that, in turn, could result in secondary effects. Consequently,
significant secondary impacts would not occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative, for purposes of this EIR, is no action. Under this
Alternative, integrated improvements to the wastewater treatment and collection
system, recycled water system, or runoff system will not occur.

However, individual wastewater, recycled water, or runoff projects likely will be
necessary to meet regulatory requirements and future demands, but such individual
projects will be designed and constructed as the needs arise rather than being planned
for in a systemwide integrated manner. In this case, each individual project will be
subject to its own environmental clearance in the future.

Impact LU-1

Presented below is a discussion of potential primary and secondary impacts
resulting from the No Project Alternative to permanent inconsistencies with
adopted land use plans.

Primary Impacts. No construction is involved for the No Project Alternative.
No impact is anticipated.

The No Project Alternative entails no operation of integrated improvements to
the wastewater treatment and collection system, recycled water system, or
runoff system. No impacts to land use in the IRP service area will occur. In the
absence of an integrated resources planning process for the wastewater system
of the City, projects still will be implemented individually. The individual
projects, however, would be implemented at unknown future dates and will
not benefit from incremental consideration of various trigger mechanisms
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(discussed in Sections 2.4.1, 2.4.2, and 2.4.3) for maximizing efficiencies based
on objectives of the IRP.

Secondary Impacts. No construction is involved for the No Project Alternative.
No secondary impact is anticipated.

The No Project Alternative entails no operation of integrated improvements to
the wastewater treatment and collection system, recycled water system, or
runoff system. No impacts to land use in the IRP service area will occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

Impact LU-2

Presented below is a discussion of potential primary and secondary impacts
resulting from the No Project Alternative to permanent features that would
disrupt, divide, or isolate existing land uses and communities.

Primary Impacts. No impact is anticipated because no construction will occur
under the No Project Alternative.

The No Project Alternative entails no operation of integrated improvements to
the wastewater treatment and collection system, recycled water system, or
runoff system. No impacts to land use in the IRP service area will occur. In the
absence of an integrated resources planning process for the wastewater system
of the City, projects still will be implemented individually. The individual
projects, however, will be implemented at unknown future dates and will not
benefit from incremental consideration of various trigger mechanisms
(discussed in Sections 2.4.1, 2.4.2, and 2.4.3) for maximizing efficiencies based
on objectives of the IRP.

Secondary Impacts. No secondary impact is anticipated because no
construction will occur under the No Project Alternative.

The No Project Alternative entails no operation of integrated improvements to
the wastewater treatment and collection system, recycled water system, or
runoff system. No secondary impacts to land use in the IRP service area will
occur.

Mitigation. No mitigation is required.
Impacts after Mitigation. No impact is anticipated.

3.12.34 Cumulative Impacts

Neither construction nor operation of the alternatives would result in permanent
conflicts with applicable plans, after mitigation. The Proposed Project Alternatives, in
conjunction with the related plans and projects, would contribute to and accommodate
the physical development of the City and other jurisdictions in the HSA, as put forth in
applicable general plans. The related plans and projects also would be expected to be
consistent with applicable land use plans and policies. Consequently, the alternative
would not be expected to result in significant cumulative land use impacts.

CH:CDM

3.12-42

Draft Environmental Impact Report W102005001SC0/016_3.12-LANDUSE.DOG/053130012



Section 3
Setting, Impacts, and Mitigation

Over the construction period, construction activity associated with related projects
would be expected across the Los Angeles region. Although these construction projects
would occur over a wide geographic area, one or more related projects could be
constructed near some of the components of this Alternative. However, construction of
these related projects would occur in their designated sites or in the public right-of-
way and would not result in significant disruptions or division of communities due to
the temporary and confined nature of construction. Therefore, significant cumulative
impacts from construction would not occur.

Although the alternatives could result in the placement of facilities in neighborhoods
and communities, as could the related projects, these facilities would be limited and
would not change the character of entire neighborhoods or communities. The
Proposed Project Alternatives and the related projects are intended to address issues
associated with communities as a whole. Additionally, the alternatives in conjunction
with the related plans and projects, would provide the infrastructure to support
developments of communities as called for in the general plans, community plans, and
specific plans that govern land uses in the HSA. Consequently, the Proposed Project
Alternatives would not result in significant cumulative land use impacts.
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