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	CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT
	PROJECT DESCRIPTION
	Alley Utility Relocations or Abandonment on 28th/29th/L Street
	Water
	Combined Sewer System (CSS)
	Other Enhancements and Street Improvements
	Landscaping/Lighting/Signage
	Landscaping
	Lighting
	Signage
	SMCS Project - Circulation and Parking
	SMCS Vehicular Circulation
	SMCS Parking 

	SMCS TSM and Parking Demand Management Program
	Existing and Proposed TSM/Parking Demand Management Measures
	Previous Alternative Commute Program Elements
	City-Required SMCS TSM Plan
	Additional TSM/Parking Demand Management Program Elements Added for the Proposed Project


	(DEIR, pp. 2-47 – 2-48.) 
	Potential Future TSM/Parking Demand Management Enhancements
	(DEIR, p. 2-48.)
	SMCS TSM Monitoring and Reporting Program
	Parking Resolution 
	SMCS Employment Population
	Modifications to Existing Buildings

	SMCS Project Components Addressed at a Programmatic Level
	 
	Children's Theatre of California/ B Street Theatre

	SMCS Construction Timing/Phasing
	(DEIR, p. 2-53.)  
	SMCS Construction Parking Plan


	V.   FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL REQUIRED UNDER CEQA
	POTENTIAL SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTALIMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
	Women’s and Children’s Center
	SMF Building
	Future Medical Office Building
	Community Parking Structure
	Theatre
	Hospital Lights and Signage 
	Community Parking Structure:  In addition to replacing the existing views from both the residences on the south side of N Street and the existing business on 28th Street north of the alleyway, the Community Parking Structure could result in additional shadows across the street and alleyway that may extend onto the residences and Capitol Physical Therapy Center during specific times of the day and year.  (DEIR, p. 6.1-33.)

	Theatre:  It is assumed the Theatre would be designed to be consistent with City policies and 
	adopted design guidelines and would be subject to review and approval based on its consistency, 
	therefore, the impact is considered less than significant. (DEIR, p. 6.1-35.)
	SMCS Project and Theatre:  
	Development of the various project components would result in the demolition of some existing buildings and the construction of new buildings.  The Central City area, including the Corridor area, is predominantly built out with existing residential, commercial, office and municipal uses.  Future projects in the area could include on-going redevelopment by the City of Sacramento, as well as private projects that may change the visual character of the area.  Because the Central City area is predominately built out and future development would be required to comply with the Design Guidelines, the cumulative change to the visual character of the area would be a less-than-significant impact.   (DEIR, p. 6.1-36.)
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.1-36.)
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.1-37.)
	Theatre: The Children’s Theatre of California project would be developed on land that is partially occupied by two existing buildings (EAP Building and Trinity Apartments).  The Trinity Apartments are proposed to be demolished at the start of the SMCS Project.  The EAP building would be demolished at the end of the SMCS Project.  At this time, the Theatre has not yet submitted a formal application to the City for consideration of the Children’s Theatre project.  At the time an application is submitted to the City it is anticipated additional environmental review would be required.  However, at this time, as with the SMCS Project, demolition of these structures would generate fugitive dust that could cause the SMAQMD’S PM10 concentration standard to be exceeded.  This would be considered a short-term significant impact. (DEIR, p. 6.2-15.)
	Theatre:  Grading associated with the Children’s Theatre component is included in the total 6 project acres because it is assumed this site would be graded during construction of the SMCS Project.  Therefore, the impact would be considered a short-term significant impact. (DEIR, p. 6.2-17.)
	Mitigation Measures:  As noted above, the SMAQMD requires specific mitigation for projects of different sizes to ensure that PM10 thresholds are not exceeded.  According to Table B.1 of the SMAQMD Guide, the SMCS Project would have to implement Level One mitigation to ensure that PM10 levels do not exceed the SMAQMD threshold.  Level One mitigation includes such things as watering exposed soil and ensuring that there is freeboard space on haul trucks that transport dirt and other material.  For projects between 5.1 and 8 acres, the SMAQMD requires the following mitigation.  According to the SMAQMD Guide, compliance with Mitigation Measure 6.2-2 would decrease fugitive dust (PM10) impacts from grading associated with the SMCS Project and the Theatre to a level that is considered less than significant. (DEIR, p. 6.2-18.)  Mitigation Measure 6.2-2 requires:
	Theatre:  The Children’s Theatre of California proposes to build a 565-seat theatre that would include an approximately 50,000-square-foot building to house the B Street Theatre and the Children’s Theatre of California.  As discussed in chapter 2, Project Description, the Children’s Theatre would be developed by an entity other than SMCS, and would be subject to additional environmental review during the processing of development entitlements.  As with the SMCS Project, Table 3.1 of the SMAQMD guide was used to determine the type and amount of equipment that would be used during the construction period.  Using these assumptions, NOx emissions were calculated for a building this size when built over a one year period.  Maximum daily NOx construction emissions were estimated to be approximately 60.87 pounds per day.  This would not exceed the SMAQMD standards of significance for construction NOx and would result in a less-than-significant impact.  (DEIR, p. 6.2-19; RDEIR, pp. 6.2-6r to 6.2-7R.)
	Theatre:  Because of it’s smaller size, the Theatre will generate fewer operational and construction emissions.  In addition, because the Theatre would function as a rehearsal and performance space, its use is less intensive than any of the SMCS components, where numerous activities occur on a more or less continuous basis.  Stationary source emissions from the Theatre would be limited to those generated by heating and cooling units.  The majority of emissions from the project would be generated by the traffic that would travel to and from the theatre for performances.  The intermittent nature of the traffic generated by the theatre is reflected in the traffic study prepared for the project, and is consequently reflected in the URBEMIS modeling.  The modeling showed that, on average, the theatre would generate 15.62 pounds per day of ROG and 2.04 pounds per day of NOx, as shown in Table 6.2-5.  This would be less than the SMAQMD thresholds of significance, and would consequently be a less-than-significant impact.  (DEIR, pp. 6.2-2 to 6.2-22.)
	Operation:  Sources of TACs associated with project operation include boilers as part of daily operations.  TACs are regulated through the local air districts by the Air Resource Board as a result of the Air Toxics “Hot Spots” information and Assessment Act (AB 2588).  Under AB 2588, once the new SMCS buildings and facilities are operational, SMCS would be required to report any new emissions sources to the SMAQMD.  The SMAQMD would then make a determination as to whether a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) would be required as a result of the expansion.  If a HRA is required, the SMAQMD would use the assessment to determine the significance of the SMCS for TACs.  (DEIR, pp. 6.2-26 - 6.2-27.)

	Theatre:  It is not expected that the theatre would have any TAC generating equipment.  Consequently, the theatre is not expected to create any TACs; therefore, this would be considered a less-than-significant impact. (DEIR, p. 6.2-27.)
	Theatre
	Theatre:
	Theatre
	Theatre
	Old Tavern Building
	Pioneer Congregational Church
	Sutter’s Fort
	Historic Context and Features

	Theatre


	Impact 6.4:1: 
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Impact 6.4-2:  Site preparation activities associated with the SMCS Project (excavation, grading, trenching) have the potential to encounter previously unidentified contaminated soil or groundwater or buried debris that may contain hazardous substances. (Less than Significant after Mitigation).  (DEIR, p. 6.4-23.)
	Finding:  This impact will be reduced to less than significant levels through implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.4-2.  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate or avoid the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEIR.  
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Impact 6.4-3: Construction and operation of the SMCS Project would result in the continued routine use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials.  (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.4-25.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Construction
	Medical Facilities Operation
	Energy Center
	Theatre


	Impact 6.4-4: Implementation of the SMCS Project would involve the use, storage, and transport of hazardous materials, substances, or waste within ¼ mile of an existing or proposed school. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.4-29.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre


	Impact 6.4-5: The SMCS Project proposed helistop would not result in substantial safety risks due to helicopter operations.  However, the design of the proposed helistop serving the Women’s and Children’s Center could be inconsistent with Section 12.92.070 of the Sacramento City Code pertaining to helistop design.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.4-31.)
	Explanation:
	Helicopter Safety and Risk
	Proposed SMCS Helistop Operations
	Consistency with Design Criteria


	Impact 6.4-6: Implementation of the SMCS Project could interfere with emergency response and/or emergency evacuation plans.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.4-35.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Impact 6.4-7: The SMCS Project, in combination with other development in the City of Sacramento, would result in the demolition of existing buildings.  This demolition and other site preparation activities could result in a release of hazardous materials to the environment thus exposing the public to potential health risks. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.4-37.)

	Finding:  This impact can be reduced to less than significant levels through implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.4-5.  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate or avoid the potentially significant short-term environmental effect as identified in the DEIR.  
	Explanation:
	Impact 6.4-8: The SMCS Project, in combination with other development in the City of Sacramento, could increase the risk of exposure of people to hazards due to increased volume and type of hazardous materials used, transported, stored, and disposed in the City. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.4-38.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Impact 6.4-9:  Implementation of the SMCS Project, in combination with existing and anticipated development in the Sacramento metropolitan area, would increase the number of permitted helistops, heliports, and helipads. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.4-39.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)
	Explanation:
	Impact 6.4-10: The SMCS Project, in combination with development in the City of Sacramento, could interfere with emergency response plans and/or emergency evacuation plans.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.4-40.)
	Finding:  No mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Impact 6.5-1:  Implementation of the SMCS Project could result in an increase in the rate and amount of stormwater runoff from the project area, which could cause or exacerbate flood conditions on- or off-site. (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.5-9.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-10)

	Impact 6.5-2:  Stormwater runoff from the SMCS Project would contain urban pollutants that could be discharged to the Sacramento River, which could affect surface water quality. (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.5-10.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-11.)

	Impact 6.5-3:  Groundwater from construction and foundation dewatering would be discharged to the City’s CSS, which could result in CSS capacity and water quality impacts. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.5-12.)
	Finding:  Under CEQA, no mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-13.)

	Impact 6.5-4:  Wastewater flows from the SMCS Project would contain chemicals, radioactive materials, and chemotherapeutic wastes that would be discharged to the Sacramento River via the CSS and SRWTP, which could affect water quality.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.5-14.)
	Finding:  Less than Significant. No mitigation measures are required for impacts that are less than significant.  (Pub. Resources Code, § 21002; CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15126.4, subd. (a)(3), 15091.)  
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-15.)

	Impact 6.5-5:  The project, in combination with cumulative development in the CSS service area, would generate stormwater runoff that could result in localized flooding. (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.5-15.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-16.)

	Impact 6.5-6:  Stormwater runoff from the project, in combination with cumulative development in the CSS service area, could discharge urban pollutants to the Sacramento River, which could affect water quality.  (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.5-16.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures: None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.5-17.)

	Impact 6.5:7:  The project, in combination with cumulative development in the CSS service area, could discharge groundwater from dewatering to the sewer.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.5-17.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-17.)

	Impact 6.5:8:  The project, in combination with cumulative development in the CSS service area, would result in increased wastewater flows, which could affect Sacramento River water quality. (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.5-18.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.5-18.)

	Impact 6.6:1:  Construction activities would intermittently generate noise levels above existing ambient levels in the project vicinity.  (Significant and Unavoidable).  (DEIR, p. 6.6-22.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  Implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.6-1, as modified by the Planning Commission to include a new measure 6.6-1(c), would reduce noise from construction activities.  The short term noise impacts would nevertheless remain significant and unavoidable.  (DEIR, p. 6.6-24.)

	Impact 6.6-2:  Construction activities could result in groundborne vibration.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.6-24.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.6-25.)

	Impact 6.6-3:  The SMCS Project could result in an increase in existing traffic noise levels at existing land uses in the project vicinity on the existing local roadway network. (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.6-25.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.6-26.)

	Impact 6.6-4:  Helicopter activities could exceed the City’s exterior noise threshold.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.6-27.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.6-27.)

	Impact 6.6-5:  Helicopter activities could exceed Caltrans exterior noise thresholds.  (Less than Significant).  (DEIR, p. 6.6-28.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.6-28.)

	Impact 6.6-6:  Helicopter activities could exceed the city’s interior noise thresholds. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.6-28.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.6-29.)

	Impact 6.6-7:  Helicopter activities could contribute to a sleep disturbance in adjacent neighborhoods.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.6-29.)
	Finding:
	Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project that substantially lessen, but do not avoid, the Project’s potentially significant effects associated with nighttime operational noise.  No mitigation is available to render the effects less than significant.  The effects therefore remain significant and unavoidable.
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  Implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.6-2 could reduce helicopter noise levels by ensuring that helicopters use the flight paths following Capital City Freeway whenever possible.  This would not necessarily reduce maximum noise levels as shown in Table 6.6-10 of the Draft EIR.  (DEIR, p. 6.6-30.)

	Impact 6.6-8:  The SMCS Project could result in an increase in future traffic noise levels at existing land uses in the project vicinity on the existing local roadway network. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.6-31.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.6-33.) 

	Impact 6.6-9:  Future traffic noise levels may exceed acceptable noise level criteria at the exterior of the Women’s and Children’s Center.  (Less than Significant with Mitigation). (DEIR, p. 6.6-33.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre
	Mitigation Measures:

	Impact 6.6-10:  The SMCS Project, along with other future development, would increase noise levels.  (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.6-34.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures: None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.6-35.)

	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.7-36.)
	Impact 6.7-2:  Freeway System – The SMCS Project and Children’s Theatre would increase traffic volumes on the freeway system. (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-40.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None available.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-40.).
	Impact 6.7-3:  Bikeways – The SMCS Project and Children’s Theatre would result in the addition of employees, residents, patrons, and visitors to the site, some of whom would travel by bicycle. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.7-43.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-43.) 
	Impact 6.7-4: (Pedestrian Facilities)  The SMCS Project and Children’s Theatre would result in the addition of employees, residents, patrons, and visitors to the site. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.7-43.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.7-44.) 
	Impact 6.7-5:  Transit Services – The SMCS Project and Children’s Theatre would increase demand for transit services. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.7-44.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-45.) 
	Impact 6.7-6:  Parking – The SMCS Project and Children’s Theatre would increase demand for parking.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-45.)
	Finding:
	The parking demand for the proposed hospital and medical office buildings is based on a survey of existing parking demand (“use”) at SMH.  SMH is near the intersection of 52nd Street and F Street in Sacramento. This existing hospital is proposed to be closed, and its uses moved about 1.5 miles west to the proposed Project site.
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  Implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.7-1 would ensure SMCS provide parking if a shortfall is identified and addressed with additional measures before the shortage occurs.  However, this would still be considered a potentially significant and unavoidable impact.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-48.)   
	Impact 6.7-7:  Parking – The Children’s Theatre would increase demand for oversized vehicle parking. (Less than Significant after Mitigation). (DEIR, p. 6.7-48.)
	Finding:  This impact would be reduced through implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.7-2.  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate or avoid the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEIR.
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.7-8:  Intersections – The SMCS Project would increase traffic volumes at study intersections under 2025 conditions. (Less than Significant after Mitigation). (DEIR, p. 6.7-66.)
	Finding:  This impact will be reduced to less than significant levels through implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.7-3.  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate or avoid the significant environmental effect as identified in the DEIR.  
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  Implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.7-3 would ensure cumulative impacts to intersections would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-70.) 
	Impact 6.7-9:  Freeway System – The SMCS Project would increase traffic volumes on the freeway system under year 2025 conditions. (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-71.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:  No feasible mitigation measures are available to avoid adding more traffic to the freeway system under cumulative conditions.  Therefore, the impact would be significant and unavoidable.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-71.)
	Impact 6.7-10:  Intersections – The SMCS program and Trinity Cathedral Project would increase traffic volumes at study intersections under year 2025 conditions.  (Less than Significant after Mitigation). (DEIR, p. 6.7-74.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.7-11:  Freeway System – The SMCS program and Trinity Cathedral Project would increase traffic volumes on the freeway system under year 2025 conditions.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-78.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.7-12:  Intersections – The SMCS Project (with Two-Way Conversion) would increase traffic volumes at study intersections under year 2025 conditions.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-81.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.7-13:  Freeway System – The SMCS Project would increase traffic volumes on the freeway system under year 2025 conditions.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-85.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are available to avoid adding more traffic to the freeway system under cumulative conditions; therefore, the impact would be significant and unavoidable.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-24.)
	Impact 6.7-14:  Intersections – The SMCS program and Trinity Cathedral Project (with Two-Way Conversion) would increase traffic volumes at study intersections under year 2025 conditions.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-86.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.7-15:  Freeway System – The SMCS program and Trinity Cathedral Project (with Two-Way Conversion) would increase traffic volumes on the freeway system under year 2025 conditions.  (Significant and Unavoidable). (DEIR, p. 6.7-92.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures: Compliance with improvements set forth in Mitigation Measures 6.7-8 and 6.7-4 would help to reduce traffic levels; however, the contribution of any traffic to the freeway system is considered a significant and unavoidable impact.  (DEIR, p. 6.7-95, 6.7-74 – 6.7-78.)
	Impact 6.7-16:  Construction – Construction of the SMCS program and Trinity Cathedral Project would include the temporary closure of numerous transportation facilities, including portions of City streets, sidewalks, bikeways, and off-street parking.  (Less than Significant after mitigation). (DEIR, p. 6.7-95.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.8-1:  Implementation of the SMCS Project would not increase demand for potable water in excess of available supplies. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.8-12.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required. (DEIR, p. 6.8-14.)
	Impact 6.8-2:  The SMCS Project could result in inadequate treatment capacity to supply the SMCS Project with no plans or processes in place for obtaining needed infrastructure. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.8-14.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures: None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.8-15.)
	Impact 6.8-3:  The SMCS Project could result in inadequate water distribution infrastructure to supply the SMCS Project with no plans or processes in place for obtaining needed infrastructure. (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.8-15.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.8-16.)
	Impact 6.8-4:  The SMCS Project could increase water demand by more than 10 million gallons per day.  (Less than Significant). (DEIR, p. 6.8-16.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:  None required.  (DEIR, p. 6.8-16.)
	Impact 6.8:5:  The SMCS Project, in combination with other development in the City of Sacramento, could increase demand for one or more of the following in excess of available supplies: potable water, water treatment, water capacity, and/or water infrastructure.  (Less than Significant) (DEIR, p. 6.8-17.)
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	WASTEWATER AND STORM DRAINAGE

	Impact 6.8-6:
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.8-7:
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	SMCS Project
	Theatre


	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.8-8:
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Mitigation Measures:
	SOLID WASTE

	Impact 6.8-9:
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.8-10:
	Finding:
	Explanation:
	Theatre

	Mitigation Measures:
	Impact 6.8-11:
	Finding:  Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the SMCS Project that substantially lessen, but do not avoid, the Project’s significant effects associated with production of recyclable solid waste.  No feasible mitigation is available to render the effects less than significant.  The effects therefore remain significant and unavoidable.
	Explanation:
	SMCS Project
	Theatre


	Mitigation Measures:
	CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

	Impact 6.8-12:
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	Mitigation Measures:
	Elimination of Obstacles to Growth
	Economic Effects
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	Impacts of Induced Growth
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