TABLE VI-2
ALTERNATIVES IMPACT COMPARISON SUMMARY

Alternative 3:

2000 Avenue of | Alternative 1: |Alternative 2: All ) Alternative 4:
the Stars Project] No Project Office sk R?ta” <l Reduced Density
Entertainment
losue

Aesthetics

Visual Qualities LSAM R G G R

Lighting LSAM R G G R

Shading LS R G G R
Air Quality

Pollutant Emmissions LS G G G R

Wind LS G S S S
Biological Resources LSAM R S S S
Geology LSAM S G S R
Hazards & Hazardous LSAM G s s s
Materials
Hydrology / Water Quality LSAM S S S S
Land Use LS S S S S
Noise Sl R G G R
Population and Housing LS R G G R
Public Services

Fire Protection LS R G G R

Police Protection LSAM R G G R

Schools LS R G G R

Libraries LS R G G R
Recreation LS R G G R
Transportation/Traffic LSAM G G G R
Utilities/Service Systems

Wastewater LS R G G R

Stormwater LSAM S S S S

Water Supply LS R G G R

Solid Waste LS R G R R

Electricity LS G G G R
Key:

Sl = Potentially Significant Impact

LS = Less than Significant

LSAM = Less than Significant After Mitigation

R = Reduced Impact Compared to the Proposed Project
S = Similar Impact as the Proposed Project

G = Greater Impact Compared to the Proposed Project
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