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Reviewer Name: Joseph Chauvin Project Name: RSD- Thurgood Marshall Repairs, Al No. 1752
FEMA-1603/1607-DR-LA Parish: Orleans

[[] Determination of no historic properties affected (FEMA finding/SHPO/THPO concurrence on
file)
Are project conditions required [] Yes (see Section V) [X] No (Review Concluded)
X Determination of historic properties affected
] NR eligible resources not present (FEMA finding/SHPO/THPO concurrence on file)
Are project conditions required [_] Yes (see Section V) [] No (Review Concluded)
X NR eligible resources present in project area (FEMA finding/SHPO/THPO concurrence on
file)

X No Adverse Effect Determination (FEMA finding/ SHPO/THPO concurrence on
file)
Are project conditions required? [] Yes (see Section V) [X] No (Review Concluded)
[] Adverse Effect Determination (FEMA finding/SHPO/THPO concurrence on file)
] Resolution of Adverse Effect completed (MOA on file)
Are project conditions required? [_] Yes (see Section V) I No
(Review Concluded)

Comment: A review of this version of this project was conducted in accordance with Stipulation I.B of FEMA's
Programmatic Agreement dated August 17, 2009 and amended on July 22,201 1. On 6 July 2007, FEMA determined
Thurgood Marshall to be an contributing element to the Mid-City NRHD and that there was a good potential to
encounter archaeological deposits associated with the Beauregard Public School and recommended archaeological
monitoring of the removal and replacement of the asphalt play surface. SHPO concurred with the findings and
recommendations in a letter, dated 19 July 2007. FEMA EHP staff monitored the removal and replacement of the
asphalt, installation of utilities, and associated ground disturbing activities from July to September 2007. As a result of
the archaeological monitoring, FEMA recorded archaeological site I60R260, as well as producing a monitoring report
entitled: Archaeological Monitoring for the Federal Emergency Management Agency Restoration Work at Thrugood
Marshall Middle School (160R260), New Orleans, Louisiana, which was finalized in July 2010. When comparing the
SOW in terms of what was done and when it was completed, it is clear that FEMA conducted archaeological monitoring
for the relevant areas. Additionally, the remainder of the SOW meets the Allowances in Appendix C, Section 1, ltems
A, D & I and Section 1], Items A.l; A.3; A. 5; B.1; B.2; C.1; D.1, E.l and H. Any change to the approved scope of
work will require reevaluation under Section 106.

Correspondence/Consultation/References: Victoria Byrd, HP Specialist (FEMA), and Jason Emery Archaeologist/HP
Specialist (FEMA)

B. Endangered Species Act

X No listed species and/or designated critical habitat present in areas affected directly or indirectly by the Federal
action. (Review Concluded)

[] Listed species and/or designated critical habitat present in the areas affected directly or indirectly by the Federal
action.

[] No effect to species or designated critical habitat. (See comments for justification)
Are project conditions required? [ ] Yes (see Section V) [[] No (Review Concluded)
[_] May affect, but not likely to adversely affect species or designated critical habitat (FEMA
determination/USFWS/NMFS concurrence on file) (Review Concluded)
Are project conditions required? [_] Yes (see Section V) [] No (Review Concluded)
[] Likely to adversely affect species or designated critical habitat
[] Formal consultation concluded. (Biological Assessment and Biological Opinion on
file)

Are project conditions required? [_] YES (see Section V) [] NO (Review Concluded)

Comments: Project is located in an urban or previously developed area. Neither listed species nor their habitat occur in
or near this site that would be adversely impacted, thus FEMA finds there will be no effect to threatened or endangered
species or critical habitat.

Correspondence/Consultation/References: U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s IPaC website (http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac)
queried on 6/25/2012.
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Reviewer Name: Joseph Chauvin Project Name: RSD- Thurgood Marshall Repairs, Al No. 1752
FEMA-1603/1607-DR-LA Parish: Orleans

Comments: The proposed project includes activities that would produce a minor, temporary, and localized impact on air
quality from vehicle emissions and fugitive dust particles. No long-term air quality impact is anticipated. See
conditions.

Correspondence/Consultation/References: EPA Region 6 Non-attainment Map

H. Farmland Protection Policy Act
Xl Project will not affect undisturbed ground. (Review Concluded)
[] Project has a zoning classification that is other than agricultural or is in an urbanized area. (Review Concluded)
[] Project does not affect designated prime or unique farmland. (Review Concluded)
] Project causes unnecessary or irreversible conversion of designated prime or unique farmland.
] Coordination with Natural Resources Conservation Service required.
[C] Farmland Conversion Impact Rating, Form AD-1006, completed.
Are project conditions required? [ ] YES (see section V) [_] NO (Review Concluded)

Comments: The site is located within an existing urban and developed area ROW and FPPA is precluded.
Correspondence/Consultation/References: Google Earth referenced on 6/25/2012.

I. Migratory Bird Treaty Act
] Project not located within a flyway zone (Review Concluded)
X Project located within a flyway zone.

X1 Project does not have potential to take migratory birds (Review Concluded)

Are project conditions required? [] Yes (see section V) [X] No (Review Concluded)
[ Project has potential to take migratory birds.
[] Contact made with USEWS
Are project conditions required? [_] YES (see section V) [] NO (Review Concluded)

Comments: The site is an existing disturbed area with little value to migratory birds and would not be included in the
USFWS migratory bird management program.
Correspondence/Consultation/References: USFWS guidance letter dated September 27, 2005.

J. Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act
X Project not located in or near Essential Fish Habitat (Review Concluded)
[] Project located in or near Essential Fish Habitat.
[] Project does not adversely affect Essential Fish Habitat (Review Concluded)
Are project conditions required? [] Yes (see Section V) [] No (Review Concluded)
[] Project adversely affects Essential Fish Habitat (FEMA determination/USFWS/NMFS concurrence on file)
[_] NOAA Fisheries provided no recommendation(s) (Review Concluded).
Are project conditions required? [] Yes (see Section V) [_] No (Review Concluded)
[[] NOAA Fisheries provided recommendation(s)
[[] Written reply to NOAA Fisheries recommendations completed.
Are project conditions required? [] YES (see Section V) [] NO (Review Concluded)

Comments: Project is not located in or near any surface waters with the potential to affect EFH species.
Correspondence/Consultation/References: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s Essential Fish Habitat
Mapper referenced on 6/25/2012.

K. Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
X Project is not along and does not affect Wild or Scenic River (WSR) - (Review Concluded)
[] Project is along or affects WSR
[ Project adversely affects WSR as determined by NPS/USFS. FEMA cannot fund the action.
(NPS/USFS/USFWS/BLM consultation on file) (Review Concluded)
[ Project does not adversely affect WSR. (NPS/USFS/USFWS/BLM consultation on file)
Are project conditions required? [_] YES (see Section V) [[] NO (Review Concluded)
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