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LEAD AGENCY

The Presidio Trust (Trust), a federal corporation and executive agency created by Congress in 1996, is the
lead agency for the proposed action under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The Trust
maintains jurisdiction over the interior 80 percent of the Presidio of San Francisco (Area B), while the
National Park Service has jurisdiction over the coastal areas of the former army post (Area A). The Trust
must preserve and enhance the Presidio and also become financially self-sufficient by the year 2013.

ABSTRACT

The Trust is proposing to rehabilitate and reuse buildings within the Public Health Service Hospital
(PHSH) district of the Presidio, to re-introduce residential uses to the district, and to undertake related site
improvements. This Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS) evaluates the
environmental impacts of the proposed action by supplementing and tiering from the Final EIS for the
Presidio Trust Management Plan (PTMP), the Trust’s comprehensive land use plan and policy framework
for Area B, adopted in August 2002. The PTMP Final EIS analyzed a range of land use alternatives for
the Presidio’s seven planning districts, including development of a residential and educational community
in the PHSH district. Consistent with the PTMP, the Trust is now proposing to undertake leasing and
development within the district. This Draft SEIS evaluates five alternatives, including a publicly
requested “no action” alternative and the PTMP baseline alternative. The alternatives propose different
treatments for the main hospital (Building 1801) and different amounts of demolition and replacement
construction within the project site. Potential impacts associated with each alternative are described,
together with mitigation measures that would reduce or eliminate those impacts.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

The Trust is requesting comments on the adequacy of the Draft SEIS and/or the merits of the alternatives.
Oral comments on the Draft SEIS will be accepted from the public at a Trust public meeting on October
7, 2004 beginning at 6:30 PM, at the Officers’ Club, 50 Moraga Avenue, on the Main Post in the Presidio.
Written comments may be submitted to John Pelka, NEPA Compliance Manager at 415/561-2790 (fax),
phsh@presidiotrust.gov, or the Trust Post Office address specified below, and must be received by the
end of the comment period on October 12, 2004. The Trust will respond to all substantive comments
received in the Final SEIS.

FOR MORE INFORMATION

Contact John Pelka, NEPA Compliance Manager, Presidio Trust, 34 Graham Street, P.O. Box 29052, San
Francisco, CA 94129-0052, 415/561-5300 (phone).
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