Heviewer Soume: Letto Thawson Applicasl: SU Pad's Fpesconel Sobuool
Wmm DRISOILA ¢ Hurricane K mrina ¢ Public Assistmoe Pragrien / COR 0834 S Pouls Episcopal Sehaal-

Record of Environmental Consideration

See 44 Code of Federal Regulation Part 10.

Project NameNumber: 5t Paul's Episcopal School-Building C / PW 9940

Project Location: 6230 Vicksburg St, New Orlcans, Louisiana, Orleuns Parish (N30.00356.
W-90.10773)

Project Deseription: Project activities include demolishing and removing Building C a1 St Paul's
Episcopal School.

Documentation Requirements
[J No Documentation Required (Review Concluded)

7] (Short version) All consultation and agroements implemented to comply with the National | listorie
Preservation Act, Endangered Species Act, and Executive Orders | 1988, 11990 and 12898 are
completed and no other laws apply, (Review Concluded)

B<] (Long version) All applicable laws and executive orders were reviewed. Additional information for
compliance is attached 1o this REC.

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Determination

[ Statwiorily excluded from NIZPA review, (Review Concluded)
[l Programmatic Categorical Exclusion - Category (Review Coneluded)
[[] Categorical Exclusion - Category
[ No Extraordinary Circumstances exist.
Are project conditions required? [ ] Yes (see section V) [ No (Review Concluded)
[] Extraordinary Circumstances exist (See Section 1Y),
[(] Estraordinary Circumstances mitigated. (See Section IV comments)
Are project conditions required? [[] Yes (see section V) ] No (Review Coneluded)
D Environmental Assessment
[] Supplemental Environmental Assessment (Reference EA or PEA in comments)
4 Environmental Impact Statement

Comiments: This project meets the criferin for an Allermative Arrmgement (Permanent Schools) ovpe of project. Thus
| project has conditions and requires m.Li,imiun under the other Enviranmental and Historio Preservation (EHP) laws.
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Reviewer Name: Lethe Dswson Applecani: 51 Pauls Dpiscopal Scheal
Disier Emerpency ProgramTruject Tide: DR IG0ILA | Hurmicsne Katrina ¢ Punlic a..immg.pummum Paal's Epiccopsl School-
Muilding C

Reviewer and Approvals
[] Project is Non-Compliant (See aftached documentation justifying selection),
FEMA Environmental Reviewer.

Name: |etha lal Specialist

FEMA Regional Environmental Officer or delegated approving ollicial.
Name: Donald Fairley, ELO

Signature @—/J—E—ﬁ . Date (07/0L/2006 .

I. Complian or Environmental Laws (other than NEPA

A. National Historic Preservation Act
Not type of activity with potential 1o aflect historic propertics. (Review Copcluaded)
Applicable execuied Programmatic Agrecment [ | 24052004 § Otherwise, conduct sandand Section 106 review,
D&mmw Allowance = —
Are project conditions required?  [[] Yes (see section V) [] No (Review Concluded)

HISTORIC BUILDINGS AND STRUCTURES
E Mo historic properties that are listed or 45/50 veurs or older in project area, {Review Coneluded)
Building or structure Listed or 45/50 yeurs or alder in project aren und activity not exempt from review.
[etennination of Ko Historie Properties Afllected (FEMA finding/SHPOCTTIPO concurrence on file)
Are project conditions required? (2] Yes (3¢ section V) [ No  (Review Concluded)
[ Deiermimution of Historic Proponies Alfecled (FEMA findingSHPOTHPMO concurnence on file)
1 Property a Mational Historic Landmark and National Park Service was provided early aotificativa
during ihe consuhation process., I nol, exphin @ comments
[ Mo Adverse Fffect Détermunation (FEMA finding/SHPO/TIIPO concusresce on filc).
Are project conditions required? [ Yes (see section V) [ No (Review Concluded)
] Adverss Effect MDetermination (I LMA finding SHPO'THPD concurrence on file)
[] Resolution of Adverse Effect completed. (MOA on fik)
Are praject conditions required |_| Yes (soc section V) [ Ko {Review Concluded)

ARCHEQLOGICAL RESOURCES
[<] Praject affects only previously disturbed ground, (Review Concluded)
(] Project affects undistarbed ground,
[] Project ares has no potential for presence of archeclogicil resources
[} Determination of no histeric properties affected (FEMA finding'SHI'OVTHPO coneurrence or
consultztion on file). (Review Conchided)
(] Praject area bas potential for presence of archeological resources
[} Determination of no historic propenties affected (FEMA finding SIPMO TIHPO concumence on file)
Are project vonditions required [ ] Yes (see section V) ] No (Review Concloded)
] Determination of historic propeniss affected
[J & cligitie resources nol present (FEMA finding' SHPOTHIPO concurrence on fileh
Are project conditinns required [ ]Yes (see section V) ] No (Review Concluded)
L] MR eligible resoirces presenl m project grea. (FEMA finding/ SHPO/THPO concurrence an
file}
[ ] Mo Adverse Fffect Determination, (FLEMA finding' SHPO/THPO concurrence on file)
Are projec! conditions required? [] Yes (see section ¥} [] Mo {Review Concluded)
[ ] Adverse Effect Detcrmivation. (FEMA Roding' SHPOCTHPO concurrence o [ile)
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Reviewer Mame: Letha Lswson Applicait: 51 Maul’s Episeopal Schaal
Disaster/Emergency/ProgromProject Title: DRIG0I1A [ Hurricine Kerina f fublic Assistssss Prograen ¢ FOR 0R34 5t Paul's Episcoped School-
Building

[J Resolution of Adverse Effect completed, [ MOA om file)
Are project conditions requited? || Yes {see section V) [] Mo
{Review Concluded)

Commerts, 7102006 - Historic review complete: Agached SHPO letter dated Apeil 10, 2006 hus determined that the
demolition of this kuilding will kave no effect on historc buildings or erchaeslogical resources, Demolition must fillow the
lower impact demolilion stipulations & sdditional protocols which are attached. The stipulations snd protocols should he
explicit in the demolition contract. Failuee to comply with these stipulations & additional profocols will jeopardize receipt
of federal funding. I during the course of work, archasological antifacts (prehistoric or historic) or human remains are |
dizcovered, the applicant shall srop work in the vicinity of the discovery and take all reasonable measures 1o aveid or
minimize harm (o the finds, The applicant shall inform their Public Assistance (PA) contects ol FEMA, who will in wrm
contect FEMA Historic Preservation staff. The applicant wall not proceed with work until FEMA Histosic Preservilion siaff
have completed consullation with the Louisiana State Historic Presarvation Officer (SHPO). In addition, if unmarked graves |
ure present, compliance with the Loviziana Unmsarked Human Burial Sites Preservation Act {R.5. 671 ET SEQL} is
required. The applicant shall notify the low enforcement agency of the jurizdiction where the remaing are located within
twenly-four hours of the discovery. The applicant shall also notify FEMA and the Lovisiana Unmarked Burial Sites Board
(call the Louisiana Division of Archeology at 225-142-8170) within seventy-ten howrs of the discovery, I this scope of
work changes, this project will need to be resubmitted for further Section 106 review prior to pround disturbing scrivities
laking place outside of the pre-disaster footprint of the building. -Katherine Zeringue, Historic Preservation

Epecialist Archaeolopist

Correspandance/Conguitation/References: SHPO leller dated April 10, 2006

B. Endangered Species Act
B b listed species andfor designated critical habital present in aress alfected direclly or indirectly by the Federal action.

Iﬂnﬂnw Coneluded)
Listed species and/or designaled critical habitat present in the arcas affected directly or madirectly by the 1ederl setion.
[ Mo effect to species or designated critical habilat, (See comments for justification)
Are project conditions required? [ ] Yes (see section V) [ No (Review Concluded)
] May affeot, but not likely to adversely allect species or designated critical hahitae (FEMA
determinalion/USEFWS/NMES concorrence on file) (Review Congluded)
Are project conditions required? [ Yes (see section V) ] Mo [Review Concluded)
[ Likely 1o adversely alfect species or designated critical habita
Formal comsultation eoncluded, (Riological Assessment and Diological Opinion on file)
Are project conditions required? [ ] YES (see section V) [ NO (Revlew Congluded)

Comimenis: Mone
Carrespondence Comliation' References:

C. Couastal Barrier Resources Act
(] Project is not on or conneeted o CBRA Unit of Ollerwise Protecled Ars (Beview Concloded).
[ Prajecr is on or connected to CERA Unil or Otherwise Protected Arca (FEMA determinationATSFWS coasuliation oo
(ke
[ ] Proposed action an exception under Section 3505.0.67 {Review Concloded)
| Proposed pction not excepted under Section 3505.8.6,
Ave project conditions required? [] YIS (see section V) [ NO {Review Concluded)

Cowmrmatnis; Mo
Correspondence’ Consulraninn Raferences.

I}, Clean Water Act
(] Praject would not affect any walers of e ULS, (Review Concluded)
[ ] Project woaild affect walers, meluding wellands, of the 1.5,
[_| Project exempted as in kind replacement or other exemption, (Heview Coneluded)
L Project requires Section 404/401 for Section %10 { Rivers und Harbors Acth permit, including qualitication
under Mudionwide Permits,
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Reviewsr Mame! Letla Davwson Appliesntz 51 Paul®s Fpiscopsd Schoal
Wmm: DRHSINEA § Hasticane Katring  Public Assistines Program | EOR 0834 81 Paul's Epsssopal Schoal-
1

Are project conditions required? [ ] YES (soc section ¥) [INO (Review Copcluded)

Comments: Praject is not i or adjacent to any waterways of the US.

Correspondence' Consuliotion' References-

E. Coastal Zone Management Act
Project is nol located in @ coastal ;one area and does nol affect a coastal zone arca (Review conclpded)
Project is Incated in 2 coastal zone arca andor afTectys the coastal zone
] State administering agency does not require consistency review. (Revigw Coacluded).
[[] State administoring agency requires consistency review
Are project conditions required? [[] YFS (sex section V) [ NO (Review Concluded)

Comments. FEMA has determined that this project is consistent with the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA)
and the 1ouisiena Coastal Manugement Plan (LCMP).
Correspordence Consultarion Reference:

F. Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
=] Project does not affect, control, or modify a waterway body of water, (Review Conclugyd)
[C] Project affects, controls or modifies a waterway/body of water,
O Coordinntion with USFW$S conducred
Mo Becommendations offersd by USFWS, {Review Concluded )
Eecommendations provided by USFWE,
Are project conditions required? [] YFS (see section Vi [] NO _(Review Congluded)

Comments: Projoct is nol in or adjscent 1o any witerways of the US,
Correspendence'Conssitation' R feremces:

G. Clean Air Act
B Project will not result in permanent air emissions. (Review Concluded)
Project is located in an sftainment area. (Review Concluded)
Project is located in n non-sttaimmont irea.
[0 Couedination required with applicabls state sdministering .
Are project conditions required? [ YIS (see section V) [ NO' (Review Concluded)

Compmente: Mong

Corresponsdence Consultation Refirences:

H. Farmlund Protection Policy Act
Project dues not aficer designated prime or uniqee fwmiand. (Revigw Concluded)
Project causcs unnecessary or imeversible conversion of designated prime or imique farmiand.
] Coordination with Naturil Resource Conservation Commission required.
[] Farmland Conversion Impact Rating, Form AD- 1006, completed.
Are project conditions required? ] YLS {sex seation V) [ NO (Review Concluded)

Crsmmerys: Kong
(Corresponddne U ormitotion Referances:

I. Migratory Bird Treaty Act
L] Project not bocated within a Dvway zone, [Review Concluded)
B Project located within u (hway zone.
& Project docs not have polential o take migratory birds.
Are project conditions required? [] Yes (soc section V) (5] No (Review Copgluded)
J Project has potential 1o take migratoey birds,
(] Comact msde with LISFWS
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Reviewer Mamst: Lotha Dewsan Applicant: 5 Paal’s Episcopal School
~ Trogram Project Thike: LIR16031.4 ¢ Hurricene Eoatring ¢ Fublic Assiviance Program / FOR (834 51 Paul's Episcopal Schanl.
dding C

Are project conditions required? [] YES (see section V) [ NO

Comments. See letier from Don Fairley to Mr, Russ Watson with USFE&WS, dated 0914/2008, Specifically, FEMA hus
delermined that restoration projects funded with federal resources will not have adverse impacts on migratory birds or other
fish and wildlife reservies. These delerminations are hased on the understanding that the conditions cutlined in the Louisiana
Enisngered Species Summury are met

Correspondence Corsaltarion'References: hitp.ip

J. Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
Project nat locsted in o near Essential Figh Habitat. (Review Concloded)
Project lecated in or near Essential Fish Mabitar
[ Project does nol adversely sffect Fssentisl Iish Habitat.
Are project conditions required? [ Yes (see section V)
[] Project adversely affocen Fasontial Fish Habitet (FEMA duunnlrmium“um WEMNMFS concurrence on file)
[ NOAA Fisheries provided ne recommendationi(s)
Are project conditions reguired? [ Yes (see section V) i | Mo (Review Concluded)
[ NOAA Fisheries provided recommendationis)
[C] Written reply to NOAA Fisheries recommendations cumpleted.
Are project conditions required? [] YES (see section V) [ NO {Review Concluded)

Comumanty- Wione

Ci wmﬂmmfmmﬂg&m

K. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
Praject is not slong and dues not affece Wild or Scenic River (WSR) - (Review Concluded)
Praject is along or affects WER
] Praject adversely alfects WSH as determined by MPS/USES. FEMA cannat fund the sction.
(NPS/USESUSFWSRTM consullition on file) (Review Coneluged)
[] Project does not adversely affect WSR. (NPS/USFS/USFWSBLM consulation on file)

Are project conditions required? [] YES (see section V) [] MO (Review Concluded)

Comments: None

Correspondence Constdtarion References

L. Other Relevant Laws and Environmental Regulations

I, Compliance Revi r Executive Orde

A. .0 11988 - Floodplains
Mo Fffect on |loodploins/Flood Tevels and project outside Fioadplain - [Revigw Coneluded)
Located in Floodplzin or Ellects on |'loodplyinaFlood levels
(] No udverse effect on floodplain sod not adversely affected by the floodplain.  (Review Concladed).
Are praject conditions required”? [] Yes (see section V) [5] No (Revigw Concluded)
Beneficial Effect on Floadplain Occupancy/ Values (Review Conclugded),
Poszible adwerse effiecis associaled with mvestment in foodplan, socupancy or modification of foeodplin
STl
[ 8 Siep Process Complete - documentation on file
Are project conditions required? [ YES (see section V) [ NO (Review Concluded)

Comments: 070172006 - The City of New Orleans and Orleans Parish enrolled in the National I'lood Insurance Program
(NFIP) 08/03/1970. Project is eenergency protective measures which per 44 CFR 9.5 (g} (1), is exempt from floodplain
review, Dana Mehlman, Eov, Spec,

Corrtspondince’ Consultarion Rferonces.

4
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Revbener Name: Listha Dwasan Applicani: 52 Paul's Epistopsl Scbwnl
Disaster/Emergeacy TregramProfect Thibe: D8143LA { Hurricss: Katsna ¢ Publlc Asstisnce Program / EOR (834 51 Paul™s Rpisoapsl Schoel-
Bwilding

B. E.O. 1199 - Wetlands
No Effects on Wetland(s) and project located oulside Wetland(s) - (Review Concluded)
Located i Wethind or effecs Wetland(y)
Beneficial EiTect on Wetland -
Possible adverse effect msocisted with constructing in or near wetland
Review completed a3 panl of Noodplain review
B Step Process Complete - documentation on file
Are project conditions reguired? [] YES (see section V) I NO (Review Concladed)

Comereris Nong
Carretpondence/ Consuliation References.

C. E.O. 12898 - Environmental Justice For Low Income and Minority Populations
Mo Low income or minorily population in, near or ulfected by the project - (Review Concluded)
Low income of munority population if of sear projoct anss
[] Mo disproporionately high and sdverse impact on low income or minarity population- (Review Concluded)
L] Disproportionescly high o adverse cffects on low income or minosity population
Are project conditions required? [ YES (see section V) [] NO_{Review Concluded)

Cammenis; Nome
Correspondence Consulintion References.

(Mher mental

Identify other potential environmental concerns in the comment box nol clearly falling under 2 law or
exceutive order (see environmental conpcerns scoping checklist for puidance).

Cimments: Nomg
Correspondenoe Useanuftation Referencen

1V, Extraordinary Circumstances

Hased on the review of compliance with other environmental laws and Executive Orders, and in
consideration of other eavironmental factors, review the project for extraordinary circumstances.

* A *Yes" under any ciroumstance may require en Environmental Asseament [ EA) with the exceplion of (i) which
should be applied in conjunclion with controversy oa an snvironmental iwose, 11 the circumstance can be miligated.
please cxplain in comments. [fno, keave blank.

(i) Greater scope or stz than nonmally experienced for o partionlar category of action

(i) Acteons with a high level of public controversy

{11} Potendial for degradation, even though slighi, of already existing podi civirommental
eoitdilioms:

(iv) Employment of unproven techaclogy with potential advorse effects or actions imvalving
migue o unknown eavironmental rishs;

(%) Presence of endanpered or Bweaensd species or thelr eritical habilal, or srchoeological,
cultural, hisearical o olher protected resounces;

(i} Presence of harandous or toxic suheances al levels whock exceed Federal, stsle or locul
regulitions or standards requiring sction or ancation;

{vil) Actions with the potential (o ulfeci special stanus areas adversely or other critical nesources
such as wetlands, coastal rones, wibdlife reluge und wildermness areas, wild and scenic rivers,

salc or principal dnnking water aquifers;
(will) Potental for adverse effects oo health or safery; and
Record of Environmental Consideration fi D7 A
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Weviemer Mame: Leshn Dmweson Applicast 5L Pad’s Episoopel School
w.hwﬁﬁmlmu DRIGOILA ¢ Hurticene Karring ¢ Fublic Assatance Progrun ¢ BOR 0834 S Paul's Episcapal School-

[

(ix} Potential to violate a federal, state, local or tribal law or requirement imposed for the

protection of the environment,

[0 (x) Potential for significant cumulative impact shen the proposed action is combined with

other past, present and reasonably foresceable future sctions, even though the impacts of the
proposed sction may not be significant by themselves.

| Comments: None

V. Environ | Review Project di

General comments: None

Project Conditions:

Demolition must follow the lower impact demolition stipulations & additional protocols.
The stipulations and protocols should be explicil in the demolition contract. Failure to
comply with these stipulations & additional protocols will jeopardize receipt of Federal
funding. If during the course of work. archaeological artifacts (prehistoric or historic) or
human remains are discovered, the applicant shall stop work in the vicinity of the discovery
and take all reasonable measures 1o avoid or minimize harm to the finds. The applicant
shall inform their Public Assistance (PA) contacts at FEMA, who will in tum contact
FEMA Historic Preservation stall. The applicant will not proceed with work umtil FEMA
Historic Preservation staff have completed consultation with the Louisiana State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO). In addition, if unmarked graves are present, complisnce with
the | ouisians Unmarked | luman Burial Sites Preservation Act (RS, B:671 E1 81:4).) is
required. The applicant shall notify the law enforcement agency ol the jurisdiction where
the remains are located within twenty-four hours of the discovery. The applicant shall also
notify FEMA and the Louisiana lnmarked Burial Sites Board (call the Louisiana Division
of Archeology at 225-342-8170) within seventy-two hours of the discovery. IF this scope of
work changes, this project will need to be resubmiticd for further Section 106 review prior
to gronnd disturbing aclivitics taking place outside of the pre-disaster footprint of the
building.

The environmental review for this praject is based upon the scope of work for the
demaolition and removal of the damaged facility. The replacement of this facility is covered
in Project Worksheet 8830, Reference # SPES15 which states that the construction
conlorms to the pre-digaster design, capacity and function of the damaged soruetire wilh
hazard mitigation being achieved through current codes und standards. Any changes o the
approved scope of work will require submission w, and evaluation and approval by, the
stale and FEMA prior to initistion of any work, for complisnce with the National
Environmental Policy Act. Non-compliance with the reguirements noted herein may
jeopardice the receipt of Federal Rmding.

Meonitoring Requirements: None

Recond of Environmental Consideralion ' BT A6





