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nfields Program is designed to empower s
s, and other stakeholders in economic red
er in a timely manner to inventory, assess,
tainably reuse brownfields. The Program
d technical assistance for brownfield revita
ants for:

mental Site Assessments.
eanups.




Brownfields Definition

perty, the expansion, redevelopment,
ay be complicated by the presen
resence of hazardous substances
nts, controlled substances, petrol
products, or is mine-scarred land.




“Hazardous Substances,
Pollutants, and Contaminants”

zardous substances
| m contamination
s & lead paint are eligible
d substances (e.g., meth labs)
rred lands
r environmental contaminants




Benefits of Brownfields
Revitalization




EPA’s Investment in
Brownfields Grants |

re than 13,900 properties.
e more than $13 billion in brownfields cl




Types and Amounts of
EPA Brownfields Grants

 Cleanup and
molition

Former Moreco Plating — Omaha, NE
Now part of the Creighton University Arena parking




Annual EPA Brownfields Funding

(national level)

200 Million for
Communities

$70-75 Million Avg.

*25% For Petroleum JOB-TRAINING
GRANTS

TARGETED
BROWNFIELDS
ASSESSMENTS

STATE & TRIBAL
RESPONSE
PROGRAM GRANTS




Brownfields Cooperative
Agreements

jrants are also often referred to as:

104 (k) grants.
! ive brownfields grants.
S: out-of-date terminology (pre-law 2002).
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FY2009 Competition Region 7
Results $2,560,000

20 RLF grants.

1 7 (IA, MO, KS, NE & 9 tribal nations):
posals received. \
8 selected for award (10 assessments, 8 clean-ups, 0 RLF
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FY2010 Application Timeline

‘ fi‘f_‘ , 2009 — ARC Request for ’\—

osal éubmission deadline — October 16, ‘

010 — Approx. $79 million awarded na n
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Brownfields ARC Grants —
Getting Started

010 Proposal guidelines for ARC grants a
epa.gov/brownfields/applicat.htm; or

raining is NOT a SUBSTITUTE for reading an
u llowing the detailed Guidelines! .
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Assessment Grant Program

ry, assess, characterize, and conduct cleanu
nity involvement related to brownfield sites.
-wide, Site-specific (single site) and ‘:

nt Coalition Grants:

nity-wide:

Up to $200,000 for hazardous substance (including as|
, other environmental hazards), or up to $200,000
leum. )
Applicant can apply in ONE community-wide assess

or $200k Hazardous Substance and $200k Petrole

14



ic (single property):
200,000 for petroleum or hazardous substa
ed):

lo more than 1 application per eligible entity.

e eligibility and property ownership eligibili
uirement.
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‘hazardous, $500k petroleum):
equires 3 or more eligible entities.
ust assess a minimum of 5 sites.

oalition members are not eligible to apply fo
mmunity-wide or, site-specific assessmen
they apply as part of a coalition.
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als (2 community-wide not to exceed $400k and 1 s
$350K).

OR
coalition not to exceed $1 M if not applying for indivi

Coalitions

Up to $1 million per coalition.
Coalition Members can NOT
apply for individual assessment
funding.

Maximum Amount
$1 million
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Success Story: BFs Assessment
(part of a community-wide grant)
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Success Story:
Site-Specific Assessment Grant

Weir Zinc Smelter
carred Land Assessment,

19



plicants who do not have
ing RLF may apply in

low interest loans and sub-

carryout cleanup activities at
ds properties.

per eligible entity.
s may apply.
) 60% loans.
) 40%-cleanup sub-grants.
re requirement of 20%.
organizations are not eligible

Emnmnmeml Copperative Bonwers
reement
eciplent

4.'%?
o
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AN DEVELCPENT |
gy

B |
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Cleanup Grant Program

site (have FEE SIMPLE TITLE) by October 16, 2

out cleanup activities at brownfield sites.
K per property.
substances or petroleum contamination.
for up to 3 properties: Separate proposals for

pplying for both hazardous substance and pet

grant funding at the same site must submit ONE pr

ot exceed $200,000.
may apply.
requirement of 20%.
notification (Threshold Criteria only).
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Success Story: Cleanup Grant

wer Plant®
nd Foundation cleanup and revitalization
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BROWNFIELDS COMPETITIVE GRANTS -
Summary

Type/How Many

Assessment
(Community-wide

or Site-specific)

(Max.2 CW -1HS and 1
Pet./year or 1 bundled
same target)

(Max. 1/Entity)

States, Tribes, Local
Governments, Land
Clearance Authorities,
Regional Councils,

¢ A

Red I

& Other Qruasi =
Governmental Entities

Coalitions (FY09)

Funding

$200,000 for contaminated
property & $200,000 for
petroleum sites

(Up to $350,000/ Site with
Waiver)

$1,000,000

Activities

Inventory, Assess
(ASTM Phase | & Il
standards), & Conduct
Planning

Same as above

Cleanup Revolving
Loan Fund (RLF)
(Max. 1/Entity)

Same as Above +
Coalitions may apply

$1,000,000/ Eligible Entity,
20% Cost Share

Capitalize Loans and
Subgrants for Cleanup

Direct Cleanup
(Max. 3 HS or Pet./year)

Same as Above +
Non-Profits

$200,000/ property, up to 3
properties per year;
20% Cost Share

Cleanup grant recipient

must own property
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Ids Job Training Grant Program (see separate competitive lisf
JIwww.epa.gov/region7/cleanup/brownfields/job_training.htm

Brownfields Assessment (TBA) Program
[www.epa.gov/region eanup/brownfield argeted_asse
a non-grant program that provides direct EPA assessment
unities.
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Id criteria developed for ARC grants to:
statutory and policy eligibility requirements.

n can assist preparation to some extent (site e
s are a resource for additional preparation.
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I ligibility (ARC).

from the State or Tribal Environmental Authority (

ty and Property Ownership Eligibility (Site-st
t and Cleanup Only). :'

(RLF and Cleanup Only). )
rity to Manage a Revolving Loan Fund (RL : n
of Jurisdiction (RLF Only). i
thority and Oversight Structure (RLF & Cle

Assessment: p. 12 RLF:p.8
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Applicant Eligibility (ARC)

nts must describe how they are an
der to receive an ARC grant.

tities are:

purpose unit of local government (as defin

31).
d Tribes.

vernment entities (e.g., regional councils,

pment authorities, economic development

Non-profits (Cleanup grants only).

Assessment: p. 13 RLF: p.9
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Applicant Eligibility (con’t)
Coalition Applicants

ore coalition members (Assessme

e coalition members (RLF only):

rate legal entities.
le applicants.

proposal:

tation that all members are eligible entiti

Assessment:p. 13 RLF:p.9
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Letter from State or Tribal Environmental
Authority (ARC)

rrent letter from the state or tribal* environmenta
ng that the applicant plans to conduct or oversee
up activities and to apply for grant funds.

etermination is an ADDITIONAL letter from the s
tal authority. ;

plying for multiple types of grant program activ
one letter acknowledging the relevant grant activ
raz_ﬁsg). However, you must provide the letter a
0 H proposal. :

state/tribal environmental authority sufficient noti

e State or Tribal Environmental Authority is the grant

Assessment: p. 13 RLF: p. 9
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)

leum eligibility letter.

Assessment: p. 14 Cle

32



Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)

te state contact in sufficient time for the
eligibility determination.

whether the site is:
ly low risk.
le responsible party.
nt not responsible party.
RA corrective action.
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)

lusions.”
are NEVER eligible: ,_
on, or proposed for listing on, the Nationa Prior

subject to unilateral administrative orders
trative orders on consent, or judicial conse

ERCLA.
subject to the jurisdiction, custody, or control of

ent.

Assessment — p. 9 and appendix 2.5 (p 39)
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility

(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)

erty subject to unilateral administrative orders, court o
istrative orders on consent, or judicial consent decr
other non-CERCLA statutes.

ineligible site may be determined to be eligible through a
oerty specific determination by EPA: :
on protection of human health and the environment;
mic development; or use of the property for parks, g
| similar recreational or nonprofit purposes. '

Assessment: p. 14 Clean ‘u p.

Assessment — p. 9 and appendix 2.5 (p 39)
ATTACH REQUEST TO PROPOSAL
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)
(con’t)

whnfields assistance program.
ntains very broad liability provisions, including ow!
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Cleanup Applicants Only) (con’t)

0 Grant Site Ownership ‘
must have FEE SIMPLE TITLE by Oct

izes the “redevelopment cycle” of:

~ Community identification of problem property.

- Assessment grant.

- Cleanup grant.

- Redevelopment partnership.

; Community benefit of productive property.
im, other forms of title, need a discussion wit
gion Counsel. ‘
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)
(con’t)

mon acquisition scenarios for grant
closure. :
domain.

e/Donation (same difference).

1eet a CERCLA defense:

defenses to liability for tax foreclosure, e
Innocent landowner defense, contiguous

e Prospective Purchaser (BFPP):
'Gold Standard” under 2002 Brownfields Law.
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Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)
(con’t)

£ Prospective Purchaser (BFPP):
eshold criteria.

tinuing obligations.
| guidance document is the “Common Ele!

e effective date of the Brownfields amendmen
nt purposes, if the acquisition was earlier bui

39



Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)
(con’t)

threshold criteria: |
d not cause the contamination and is no

40



Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Site-Specific Assessment and Cleanup Applicants Only)
(con’t)

on when site was acquired:
ov 1, 2006, ASTM E1527-05. j
1, 2005 - Nov 1, 2006, ASTM E1527-97, 00, o

41



Site and Property Ownership Eligibility
(Cleanup Applicants Only) (con’t)

s an AAI compliant Phase | is complete (1

life to time of acquisition — must be curren

42



} d RLF grant recipients are required to provi olf aZ
(e.9.,$200,000 Grant has $40,000 match).
lan Required:

ot Exceed Requirement Amount.
Difference Between Leveraging and Match.

funds can be used for match.

t share may be in the form of a contribution of mo
, or services from a non-federal source.

bution is labor, materials, or other services, it must
ligible and allowable expense. )

ivers can be requested.
can be passed to borrower (RLF only).
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Description of Jurisdiction (RLF Only)

lescription of jurisdictional boundari
he city limits of The City of ABC.” ‘
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Cleanup or Legal Authority and Oversight
Structure (Cleanup and RLF Applicants Only)

0 Overslght (Cleanup and RLF Applicants):

ibe how you will oversee the cleanup at the site. |
ther you plan to enroll in a state or tribal voluntary
ram.

Access Plan (Cleanup only):
ide your plan to obtain access to adjacent or neighbor
erties, if necessary.

pinion (RLF only) :
letter from applicant’s counsel
| authority to access & secure sites, and )
| authority to manage Revolving Loan Fund (hold funds, 1
enter into loans, & collect repayment)

alition applicant must have the broader jurisdi
rity, and program capacity to ensure adequate pre
formance of coalition members, borrowers, and/or

nted.
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Community Notification
(Cleanup Applicants Only)

de the community with notice of your intent ‘
nfields grant(s) and their opportunity to subm

'who are submitting more than one proposal
gle community notification ad and meeting.
ommunities must receive the notification and
nity to comment on each proposal relevant

Cleanup: p 19
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Community Notification
(Cleanup Applicants Only)

ad (or equivalent) in your local newspape :
a targeted by your proposal at least two we
3r 2, 2009) to the submittal date. )

must:

y communicate that a copy of the grant proposal
for public review by indicating in your ad where the
ated (e.g. town hall library, web site).

icate that you will accept comments on the draft

the date and time of a public meeting that you mr
posal submission. )
age 19 for necessary proposal attachments.
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Community Notification
(Cleanup Applicants Only)

48



Overview of ARC Ranking
Criteria

49



must have passed the “Threshol | ,

nked."

ing Criteria Sections for ARC applic

munity need.

ject description and feasibility of success.
munity engagement and partnerships.

Project benefits.

50



Ranking Criteria (con’

rion is made up of Sub-criteria. -
each individually!

eria (and associated points) may be th
per Ranking Criterion per Grant Type

ible points for each grant type is

)
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1. Community Need
[20 pts Assessment; 15 pts RLF and Cleanup]

munity Need — Under this criterion, AR
evaluated on: :
ant’s description of the health, welfare, env

cial needs of the targeted community as i
> presence of brownfields.

ses should clearly identify the sourt
ion used in this section.

52



1. Community Need (ARC Applicants)
(con’t)
Welfare, and Environment — Provide inform

r and size of the brownfields and the health, wel
mental impacts of these sites in your targeted c

] The majority of
fields Effect On Target Community:

Assessment applications

Type, Number, Size, Location Of Sites.\ are Community-wide.

- Typical Contamination. Clearly identify your

nsitive Population In Community. TARGET community!
For example: minorities, children, and women of 3
child-bearing age.

proportionate Environmental Impact Data.

For example: Cancer Studies, Asthma.

entify All Information Sources!
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1. Community Need (ARC Applicants)

(con’t)

I Need — Describe the economic impact of brown:

ed community/Demonstrate the economic needs of t
unity’s residents.
ide rates of poverty, household income, unemploy

widely available demographic information (Provid
Use current and relevant data sources.
Use Table Format.

Compare to State and National Data.

ss the impact of closed factories, i.e. number of jo!
erty tax impacts, etc.

ide factors explaining why other financial resource
able for assessment of brownfields:

For example: fiscal condition or population size limi
sources.

tify all information sources!
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success

(ARC Applicants)
35 ts Assessment/45 pts RLF/40 pts Cleanup

Jescription and Feasibility of Success — Under this ci
s will be evaluated on Applicant’s ability to demonstr
sonable approach to the project. ‘
cient resources to complete the project.

lity to complete the project in a timely manner.

that budget the majority of grant funds for condu
ts will be viewed more favorably than those that
r planning activities. ‘

95



2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

pplicants must describe the pr: '
g to be funded. .
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(con’t) (RLF only)

LF proposals, describe: _
nfields redevelopment program and how the re
ing will be used to support that program.

inability plan.
borrowers & subgrantees.
plan for customers & RLF program.

r example: staff or program manager commitment
zation, customer selection, lending practices, |

57



2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

> (use sample format for budget).

ve:

cribe each task (please no acronyms).
ive quantitative outputs (e.g., 5 Ph |, 2 Ph Il) and assoc
here possible.

t eligible costs (administrative costs are not allo

58



2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(Assessment Applicants)(con’t)

Sample Format for Budget

Budget Categories

Project Tasks

[Task 1]

[Task 2]

Total:

1 Travel to lated training

is an

use of these grant funds.

2 EPA defines equipment as items that cost $5,000 or more with a useful life of more than one year. Items costing less than $5,000 are
considered supplies. Generally, equipment is not required for RLF grants.

2 Applicants must comply with the p

procedures

in 40 CFR 31.36, or for non-profits, with 40 CFR 30.40 through 30.48.
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(Cleanup Applicants)(con’t)

Sample Format for Budget

Budget Categories Project Tasks

[Task 1] [Task 2] [Task 3]

Subtotal:

Cost Share

' Travel to lated training is an P use of these grant funds.

2 EPA defines equipment as items that cost $5,000 or more with a useful life of more than one year. Items costing less than $5,000 are
considered supplies. Generally, equipment is not required for RLF grants.

3 Applicants must comply with the p procedures ined in 40 CFR 31.36, or for non-profits, with 40 CFR 30.40 through 30.48.
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success

(RLF Applicants)(con’t)

Sample Format for Budget

Budget Categories Project Tasks for Loans (at least 60 percent of amount requested)
[Task 1] [Task 2] [Task 3] [Task
Subtotal:
Cost Share
1 Travel to lated training is an P use of these grant funds.

2 EPA defines equipment as items that cost $5,000 or more with a useful life of more than one year. Items costing less than $5,000 are
i d lie i is not required for RLF grants.

pi ined in 40 CFR 31.36, or for non-profits, with 40 CFR 30.40 through 30.48.

ly.
3 Applicants must comply with the p.

61



2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success

(RLF Applicants)(con’t)

Sample Format for Budget

Budget Categories

[Task 1] [Task 2] [Task 3]

Subtotal:

Cost Share
Total

Total Cost Share

1 Travel to lated training is an P use of these grant funds.
=z EP{\ defines eqqipment as items thgf cost $5, 000 or more with a useful life of more than one year. Items costing less than $5,000 are

ly. is not required for RLF grants.
3 Applicants must comply with the p. P ined in 40 CFR 31.36, or for non-profits, with 40 CFR 30.40 through 30.48.
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

sources (public and private) you have o
additional work. '

‘Assessment.
‘Cleanup planning.

scribe ALL possible gap funding sources.
vide examples of past leveraging.
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

rownfields grantees respond to (i):

é ~ grant(s) management & performance:
'Funding expenditure (balance).
mpliance.
ccomplishments.
f expertise and qualifications.
erse audit findings.
rective action for past grant management issue.
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2. Project Description/Feasibility of Success
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

re than 5 most recent examples of federal or
nce agreement. ]
be your ability to manage the grant.
- expertise/qualifications or systems to:
nage the grant. ]
cquire resources and expertise to perform the work.
rse audit findings: ]
rrective action for past grant management issue.
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3. Community Engagement and Partnerships

(ARC Applicants)
[20 pts Assessment & RLF; 15 pts Cleanup]

Applicant’s plan for engaging the targeted commu nn i
ject to be funded under this grant.
‘ent to which the applicant has identified and es

anizations involved with the project demonstrate :
uable commitments to the project. '

66



3. Community Engagement and Partnerships
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

mmunity engagement:
ribe your plan for community involvement:
ite selection.
leanup planning.
ite reuse planning.

community involvement.
ect progress reporting plan.
ess any language barriers.
te an aggressive and detailed plan.

67



3. Community Engagement and Partnerships
(ARC Applicants)(con’t)

ips — Describe your efforts and/or plans to de: :
ips with local/state/tribal environmental and he

for partnerships. !
ribe working relationships and past successes.

knowledge of state programs.

68



3. Community Engagement and Partnerships

(ARC Applicants)

unity-based organizations involved in your pro;
e organizations:
ribe role in project.
scribe any commitments by organizations.

roposal attachment.
+ Must describe role.
Must describe commitments.

anizations: Neighborhood Associations, Church (

rs Required.

s on the unique contributions and strength of pa
sheer number of letters an applicant submits.

69



4. Project Benefits (ARC Applicants)
[25 pts Assessment/20 pts RLF/30 pts Cleanup]

enefits — Under this criterion, proposals will
nt to which your project’s anticipated outcomes:
general welfare through the improvement of the puk
ty, economy, and environment of the targeted comn

te to your overall community “vision” for the revi
field sites.

n will be given to how public health issues are a
ofect, the anticipated benefits of redevelopment,
of sustainable practices .

70



or public health benefits anticipated from tt
ent of sites assessed and/or cleaned up

municate all benefits including:

indirect from assessment, cleanup, and/or si
mple: exposure, risk & blight reductions.

lan for community & sensitive populations protection
1taminants.

xample: signs, fences, dust control.

71



cribe all other non-economic benefits.

ample: non-profit reuse, charitable reuse, x nu

ated for green space, open space, developed pa

recreational, preservation of open space on urban

72



how the ARC grant will help facilitate infrastruc

ific!

e how the ARC Grant will help facilitate sustain
1

mple: green building, energy efficiency, LEED certifi
ovation, innovative storm water controls, construction
cling*, green cleanup*, community character, conse

sit, live/work.

73



ny FY09 Competition debrief feedback a
rin to new proposal. }

toring from prior grantees (listed at
.gov/brownfields/bfwhere.htm).

all criteria — if it doesn’t apply say so
hy. ]
roposal check lists at the end of the
: ction. »
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Encourage Good Basic Proposal Preparation
(con’t)

d to paint an overall picture of your communit
howing that the requested BF funding is
the puzzle. -

ity and paint a picture with words.

 proposal check lists at the end of the
section. 3

75



ite space” and obey 18 page limits ﬂ\\ i
cover letter)! ‘

| ‘,m\};; and photos.
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Encourage Good Basic Proposal Preparation
(con’t)

use bolding, underlining, and itali

ing:

required documents and letters are a
posal type.

tters have current dates.

opying errors; avoid missing page

77



Encourage Good Basic Proposal Preparation
(con’t)

act EPA with eligibility questions NOW.
est State/Tribe letters early.

g for petroleum, contact State for Slt
ﬁatlon early.

partners for assistance in preparing a d/
your proposal!

lic meeting and get meaningful ;IU:(: ir
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Submission Process

s are due October 16, 2009. Proposals may b

1 the U.S. Postal Service, commerC|aI dellvery ser

nically to bfcompetition@epa.gov. *,mg
FNN

ease refer to Section IV.B, Due Date and Mailing
ons, for further instructions. '

79



Submission Process (cont

plete copy of the proposal must be ma
‘ PA Regional Brownfields Coordinator.

very of proposals is not permitted and

80



Additional Resources
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EPA Region 7 Brownfields Team

1 Klein, Brownfields Coordinator
51-7786
llock, Assessment Lead
51-7275
r, Revolving Loan Fund Lead
51-7773
Kennedy, Cleanup Lead
51-7628
sponse Program Coordinators
h Kennedy, lowa (913) 551-7628

Pollock, Kansas (913) 551-7275
oreno Lahm, Missouri (913) 551-7380
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State Brownfield Leads in
Region 7

»artment of Natural Resources

) 281-8489 or mel.pins@dnr.state.ia.us )
s Department of Health and Environment

oubek
) 291-3246 or ddoubek@kdhe.state.ks.us

Department of Natural Resources
her

) 751-5537 or jim.belcher@dnr.mo.gov
Department of Environmental Qual

arlene Sundermann _\
(402) 471-6411 or charlene.sundermann@ndeq.state.n
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C Proposal Guidelines
ov/brownfields/applicat.htm

a.gov/brownfields/publications/arc f-;,:;::,

on Brownfield Assessment Coali

pa.gov/brownfields/publications/fy2009mc¢
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Web-Based Resources (cont
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Questions?

86



viewing the links to additional resour

ase complete our online feedback f

Thank You

Links to Additional Resources

Feedback Form

me )




