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US EPA - Roles

» FPA [nvolvement Starts With...
» Grant Distribution and Management
®» Technical Assistance

Enforcement Action

eral Partnerships

esearch and Development

» Need places with strategic opportunities

» Timing, opportunities, partnership, action!



Location Identification:

/ Opportunities and Linkages

Justice EPA Enforcement ]

Environmen’rol}

/ Superfund

Brownfields

,.ﬂ_ Air

Grant




EPA Brownfields
Implementation Assistance -

http://Iwww.epa.gov/brownfields/grant info/index.htm

» Areawide planning grants

« Assessment grants
» Cleanup grants
evolving Loan Fund grants

* Environmental Workforce Development
and Job Training grants

» Targeted Brownfields Assessments


http://www.epa.gov/brownfields/grant_info/index.htm

Cleveland

Opportunit
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Brownfields Aregl %

Wide Planning Grant

USEPA Brownfield

Area-Wide Pio
janning Pilot Prox

Goals of Brownﬂeld Plan

. Educaton of Residents and Business
owners about Btownﬁelds

. Prioritization of Sites 0 guide
Redevelopmem

. Estimation of Cleanup Costs

. \mp\ememalvon of Brownheld Plan

. Neighborhood Revitalization

« EconomiC DevebpmenUJob Creation




Existing Conditions:
Some Assets / High Vacancy
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iy e As illustrated in the diagram above (blue), a high concentration of

vacant land exists within the Study Area. Vacant land leads to an

: overall perception of disinvestment and abandonment. Approximately
s 115 acres of land is vacant representing 550 individual parcels and

" 55% of the total Study Area.
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Existing Conditions:
Land Bank Owned Property

» 40% of study area

» 392 parcels

» 92 acres

HISTORIC KINSMAN - 1940's
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Area Wide Environmental
Cost Comparison ($/SF

Priority Sites Cost Estimate Comparison
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Brownfields Redevelopment
Planning

The Orando Baking Company's expansion
plan is conceived as a multi-phased project
that extends its site development to the
proposed Opportunity Comidor right-of-way.

Orlando Baking Company Expansion Configuration

REDEVELOPMENT AREA 20 ;
16,3 ACRES
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Image courtesy of the Orando Baking Company
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VACANT COMMERCIAL PROPERTIES - PROPERTIES IN GOOD CONDITION NA
AFFEAR 1O BE UNOCTUMED @ APFEAR 10 B2 OUCUMED AND WELL-MANTANED s
OCCUPED COMMERCIAL PROPERTES 1 PROPERTIES IN MODERATE CONDITION NA.

APFEAR 10 B8 CUMSSNTLY OCCURED AFFEAR 1O BE RECENILY OR CURRENILY OCOMED

PROPERTIES IN POOR CONINTION 1
STES N DSHEPAR O AFFEAR 10 88 VACANI

INSTITUTIONAL PROPERTIES

PROPERTY CONENRIONS ANALYSIS * AND BULDNG TEAR
VACANT INSTIUTIONAL PROPERTIES MA & ERY N JiE
APFEAR 1O BE UNOCCURED ” o VSUAL ASSESSMENT ONLY
OCCUPED INSTITUTIONAL PROPERTIES NA.

AFTEAR 10 BE CUMENLY OCCURED



Shift in Road Alignment to
Accommodate Businesses

Problem Solving

1. Roadway
designed to
spark
economic
development

2. However,
threatened two
largest existing
businesges o PR
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Brownfields
redeveloped
as part of
expansion

Anal Opportunity Comdor Alignment that resutted from the ODOT led process and multipie meetings with
the Bm business oommunlty “




Urban Agriculture Innovation Zone
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The Urban Agriculture Innovation Z-::nne Is a 26-acre tract of vacant land
which will serve as a space for urban agriculture, transforming the
neighborhood space into a sustainable community asset. The site will
include food production, phyto-remediation, water retention, and a native

plant nursery. The project will also provide jobs and entrepreneurial
opportunities.
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PROJECT
CLEAN

\_ GREAT LAKE + GREAT FUTURE

=== Northeast Ohio
Regional Sewer District

Green Infrastructure Plan

April 23, 2012




—_NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILROAD
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GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE DESIGN « JUNE 2013 « PRELIMINARY DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY
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EXISTING CONDITIONS




Green Infrastructure on Vacant Parcels




Challenge: Poor Demolition
Practices
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Place debris and contaminated soil in hole.
Clay soils with no organic matter.

Large rocks on surface. Not level.
Compacted soil - Bulldoze 100x

No grass seed or groundcover.

Send everything to the landfill - even if there is a
market for reuse or recycling.

Leave driveway and foundation for next user
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' Street Bibrétentﬁi’l Feature South (before construction)
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$100 million in federal funds to be dispersed to 5 —
Michigan cities

Detroit to see $52.3 million for blight removal; Flint, Grand Rapids, Pontiac,
Saginaw also receiving funds

Author: Joanne Mane Hoopes, ClickOnDetroit com writer

DETROIT -

DETROIT STRATEGIC FRAMEWTRK FLAN
3 DECEMEER 2013




Demolition Target Areas
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Communities can download the toolkit at:
http://1.usa.gov/15yzgyt



http://1.usa.gov/15yzqyt

Better for neighborhood
/ stabilization, nvironmen’rol
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- Better demolitions
or demolifions leave improve neighborhood

light light” and conditions and address
rmwater runoff stormwater




Width: Approximately 30 feet
Depth: Approximately 2 feet
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East 75t Street Bioretention Feature South (approximately three years after construction)
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Lessons for Communities

» Gefinvolved!

Demolition is more than building removal
Communication is important at all levels

Planned end uses can be affected by demolition
practices

Improved demolition practices can set stage for later
sUCcCess.

» Demolition process can achieve sustainability goals
(materials, water, soil, job fraining)

» Create certainty in demolition practices to
encourage subsequent reuse.



