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Whitehall may widen Grape St.
Thursday, March 7, 2013 by AL RECKER Special to The Press in Local News
One more street widening project may be added to Whitehall Township's list of major capital road and bridge construction
work.
The project involves the widening of Grape Street at the intersection with Third Street in Fullerton.

PrintComments {0)
Trees are being removed on a vacant property the township took possession of several years ago. The structure served for
decades as a two-story family home but, over the years, its use changed, with the last occupant having been an insurance

agency.
On March 21 the township will open bids for the demolition of the building. After that, officials will determine when the widening

work wilf take place.
‘ B

The township views the widening of Grape Street as a means of improving traffic flow, keeping the MacArthur Road
commercial corridor vibrant as the region's leading business center,

In recent years, the township acquired a house, which it razed, before widening an intersection in West Catasaugua. The work
improved traffic flow to the northern sector of MacArthur Road.

hitp://whitchallcoplay.thelehighvalleypress.com/2013/03/07/whitchall-may-widen-grape-st 11 /I%/F%(R ? 188
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The bids are in
Thursday, March 28, 2013 by AL RECKER Special to The Press in Local News

Township looksto widen intersection
Bids are in for the demoilition of the structure at Third and Grape streets in Fullerton, paving the way for widening of the
intersection.
Whitehall Township Mayor Edward D. Hozza Jr. reported on Monday bids are in line with cost estimates for the work, He said
the township received bids from 10 contractors to tear down the two-story frame structure, which previously housed an
insurance agency.

PrintComments (0) .
"The bids have a range of $15,500 as the low and $29,950 as the high," Hozza said. The bids are well within the range the
township set for the demolition. The bid contract should be awarded within the next several weeks after review of the bid
specifications is completed.
Widening of Grape Street is important, township officials said, because traffic on Third Street uses the intersection with Grape
Street as a main artery to and from the Lehigh Valley Mall and stores on MacArthur Road.
The township recently had a huge tree on the south side of the property taken down. Residents of Third Street, who have no
available parking in front of their homes, have been parking on the township-owned tract, behind the shuttered structure.
Hozza said he is uncertain when the widening project would occur, although the structure will be removed.

http://whitehallcoplay .thelehighvalleypress.com/2013/03/28/bids-are 11/2/201
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[

"I'm not going to put up with delays or crap,” Hozza said in reference to PennDOT giving its go-ahead. Grape Street is a
township road but Third Street is a state road.

Funding for the road improvements will come from the township traffic advisory coffers. Hozza said there is a possibility
PennDOCT funding for the road project could take place. The project is considered vital in the township's efforts to retain its
commercial base as the shopping mecca for the entire region.

A similar project took place recently at a West Castasauqua intersection, which funnels vehicular traffic to and from the north
end of MacArthur Road and nearby businesses.
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Building to be demolished
Thursday, May 2, 2013 by AL RECKER Special to The Press in Local News
Project to allow for better traffic
A former insurance office building focated at Third and Grape streets in Fullerton should be reduced io rubble over the next
several weeks.
The demolition will allow for the widening of the intersection at Grape Street for better {raffic flow.

PrintCommenis (3)
A Port Carbon company, Madonna, was awarded a $15,000 contract to take down the wooden structure, which years ago was
a family residence. The company was the lowest bidder.
Whitehall Mayor Edward D. Hozza Jr. said 10 companies sought the demolition project contract. The high bid came in at
$29,950. Hozza said the low bid came in under the township's projection of $20,000 for the demalition.

Veteran Home Loans

Get a Quote on a VA Home Loan. PreQualify for $0 Down up to $417K!

]

Earlier the township had several large trees on the tract cut down.
When the widening will take place depends on talks the township has with PennDOT officials.
Current Weather

5-day
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" PRESS PHOTO BY AL RECKER A two-story building at Third and Grape
streets is now gone, making way for a future road widening project,
Building at Third and Grape demolished

Thursday, Septernber 5, 2013 by AL RECKER Special to The Press in Local News
A two-story structure in Fullerton has now been reduced to a pile of rubble to make way for the widening of Third and Grape

streets.
Whitehall Township five months ago received bids for the demdlition of the building that once served as a residence and, in
recent years, as a real estate office.
PrintComments (0)
The removal of the two-story frame building at Third and Grape streets is just the first phase of the project.
Accarding to Mayor Edward D. Hozza Jr., the next phase will involve widening the roadway at the intersection.
However, Hozza does not expect the widening to take place until 2014.

http://whitehallcoplay .thelehighvalleypress.com/2013/09/05/building-third-and-grape-dem... 1 IE{%’%\I f1 95
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The low bidder for the demolition of the building submitted a $15,500 bid. The high bid came in at $29,950, still within the
budget for the work.

Widening of Grape Street is considered a priority by the township.

The intersection at Third and Grape streets is a vital link o MacArthur Road commercial entities, in particular to the Lehigh
Valley and Whitehall malls.

One Ad. All Devices.

Show Your Ad On Deskiops, Tableis, And Mobile Phones With AdWords.

[

The projected road widening will improve fraffic flow and keep vehicles from stacking up while approaching the intersection,

township officials said.
PennDOT, which has jurisdiction over Third Street, has to come aboard with the widening project because Grape Street is not

a state road.
A similar project took place earlier in West Catasauqua at an intersection which also funneled traffic to and from MacArthur

Road businesses.
Current Weather
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refinery equipment; Manufacture of
synthesized pharmaceutical products;
Mmanufacture of pneumatic rubber
tires; Automobile and light duty truck
manufacturing; Fire truck and
emergency response vehicle
manufacturing; Manufacture of high-
density polyethylene, polypropylene,
and polystyrene resins, a.k.a. polymer
manufacturing; Leaks from synthetic
organic chemical and polymer
manufacturing equipment; Alr oxidation
processes at synthetic organic chermnical
manufacturing industries; and
Equipment leaks from natural gas/
gasoline processing plants. These
negative declarations are approved into
the Wisconsin ozone SIP,

(B) On June 30, 1994, Wisconsin
submitted a list of facilities subject to
the post-enactment source categories
listed in Appendix E to the General
Preamble. 57 FR 18070, 18077 (April 28,
1992). The list included facilities
covered by the source categories
cleanup soivents, offset lithography,
plastic parts coating, and wood
furniture coating, This Hst is approved
into the Wisconsin ozone SIP,

[FR Dac. 95-18523 Filed 7-27-95; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 686050~

40 CFR Part 61
[FRL-5266-2)

Asbestos NESHAP Clarification of
Intent

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of clarification.

SUMMARY: On November 20, 1990, the
Federal Register published the
Environmental Protection Agency's (the
Agency’s} revision of the National
Emission Standard for Hazardous Air
Pollutanis for Asbestos (asbestos
NESHAP), 40 CFR part 61, subpart M.
55 FR 48406. Since the publication of
this revision, EPA has recelved several
inguiries from municipalities regarding
whether the “restdential building
exemption’ from the asbestos NESHAP
applies to the demolition or renovation
of isolated residential buildings with
four or fewer dwelling units ("small
residential buildings”) that have been
declared safety hazards or public
nuisances by local governments, EPA is
publishing this notice to clarily that, in
EPA’s opinion, the demolition or
renovation of an isolated small
residential building by any entity is not
caovered by the asbestos NESHAP, This
notice does not affect EPA’s policy
regarding demolition by fire. However,

EPA also believes that the demolition or
renovalion of multiple (more than one}
small residential buildings on the same
site by the same owner or operator {or
owner or operator under common
control) is covered by the asbestos
NESHAP.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mr. Tom Ripp, United States
Environmental Protection Agency
(2223A), 401 M Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 204860, telephone {202)
564-7003.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
clarification does not supersede, alter,
or in any way replace the existing
Asbestos NESHAP. This notice is
intended solely as guidance and does
not represent an action subject to
judicial review under section 307(b) of
the Clean Air Act or section 704 of the
Administrative Pracedure Acl.

1. The Asbestos NESHAP and the
“Residential Building Exemption™

On April 6, 1973, the Agency
published its initial NESHAP for
asbestos (38 FR 8820) after determining
that asbestos was associated with
ashestosis and certain cancers, The
initial asbestos NESHAP covered "any
institutional, commercial and industrial
building (including apartment buildings
having more than four dwelling units),
structure, facility, installation or portion
thereof * * * 38 FR 8829 {(codified at
40 CFR 61.22(d) (1973)}). The NESHAP
did not cover individual residential
buildings containing four or fewer
dwelling units. EPA based this
“residential building exemptlion” on a
National Academy of Sciences’ Report
which stated "“[i]n general, single-family
residential structures contain only smail
amounts of asbestos insulation.” EPA
stated that apartment houses with four
or fewer dwelling units were considered
to be equivalent to single-family
residential structures. 38 FR 8821,

Since that time, EPA has revised the
asbestos NESHAP on several occasions,
EPA has not substanttally revised the
exemption for smali residential
buildings. However, EPA has stated that
residential buildings demolished or
renovated as part of larger projects, for
insiance, highway construction projects,
were not exempt from the NESHAP. See
Letter from John S. Seitz, Director,
Stationary Source Compliance Division,
.S, EPA to Thomas S. Hadden,
Supervisor, Division of Air Poltution
Conirol, Ohio EPA, dated March 15,
1989; letter from Ann Pontius, U.S. EPA
Reglon 5 to Thomas Hadden, dated
September 28, 1988, letter from David
Kee, Air Section, U.S. EPA to Richard
Larsorn, Minneapolis Housing and

Redevelopment Authority, dated May
16, 1973,

II. The 1990 Revisions to the Asbestos
NESHAP

On November 20, 1990, EPA
published a revision te the ashestos
NESHAP. 55 FR 48406. The purpose of
the revision was *'to enhance
enforcement and promote compliance
with the current standard without
altering the stringency of existing
controls,"” Id. The revisions revised and
added several definitions in order to
clarify the requirements of the NESHAP,
The preamble accompanying the
revistons also contained clarifying
information.

In particular, the 1990 revisions
clarified the definition of “facility’ to
include:

Any institutional, commereial, public,
industrial, or residential structure,
instailation, er buiiding {including any
structure, installation or building containing
condominiums or individual dwelling units
operated as a residential cooperative, but
excluding residential buildings having four
or fewer dwelling units) * * *

Id. at 48415 (codified at 40 CFR 61.141).
The 1980 amendments also added a
definition of "installation" that stated:

Instaliation means any building or
structure or any group of buildings or
structures at a single demolition or
renovation site that are under the control of
the same owner or operator {or owner or
operator under common control).

Id. (codified at 40 CFR 61,141), In
responding to comments regarding the
“residential building exemption," the
preamble noted that:

EPA does not consider residential
structures that are dermolished as part of a
commercial or public praject to be exernpt
fromy this rule, For exampie, the demolition
of one or more houses as part of an urban
renewal project, & highway construetion
project, or a project to develop a shopping
mall, industrial facility, or other private
develapment would be subject to the
NESHAP. * * * The owner of a home that
renavates his house or demolishes it to
construct another house is not to be subject
to the NESHAP,

Id. at 48412.' Further, in response to a
comment asking whether a group of
residential buildings at ane location
would be covered by the rule, the
preamble stated:

A group of residential buildings under the
control of the same owner or operator is
considered an installation according to. the
definition of "'installation” and is therefore
cavered by the rule,

{LPA considers demolitlons planned at the sarme
tme or as part of the same planning or scheduling
period to be part of the same project. In the case
of municipalities, a scheduling period is often a
calendar year or [iscal year or the term of a contract,

EPA1198
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Id.

NI Programs to Demelish or Renovate
Residential Buildings

Since the publication of the 1990
revisions to the asbestos NESHAP,
certain questions have arisen regarding
whether demolitions or renovations of
residential homes that are demolished
or renovated by municipalities for
reasons of public health, welfare or
safety ("nuisance abatement
demolitions”) are covered by the
asbestos NESHAP.2 Several
municipalities have stated that they
believe such demolitions or renovations
to be excluded from the NESHAP under
the residential building exemption.
Munictpalities have also stated that EPA
officials have been inconsistent in their
determinations of this issue. In
particular, officials from several
municipalities in Florida have asked
EPA to issue a notice clarifving EPA’s
interpretation of the asbestos NESHAP
with regard to this issue. In addition,
the House of Representatives Report
accompanying H.R. 4624 (House Report
103-555, reported by the House
Appropriations Committee), also noted
these allegedly inconsistent
interpretations and directed EPA to
issue a notice of clarification that a
nuisance abatement demolition or
renovation does not subject an
otherwise exempt structure to the
asbestos NESHAP regulations. In an
effort 1o clarify this issue for the
regulated community, EPA is presenting
this notice giving its interpretation of
the NESHAP with regard to this issue.

IV. EPA Interpretation

EPA believes that individual small
residential buildings that are
demolished or renovated are not
covered by the asbestos NESHAP. This
is true whether the demolition or
renovation is performed by agents of the
owner of the property or whether the
demalition or renovation is performed
by agents of the municipality. EPA
believes that the residential building
exemplion applies equally to an
individual small residential building
regardless of whether a municipality is
an "‘owner or operator’ for the purposes
of the demolition or renovation. EPA
believes that the exemption is based on
the type of buitding being demolished
or renovated and the type of demolition
or renovation project that is being

2Remolition of such homes typicatty ocour after
a municipality orders a bullding condemnsed for
public health or safety reasons (e.g. condemnation
of & building thal Is abandoned and/or in danger of
collapse}. This type of demolition: does nol inelude
demolitions of buildings for the purposé of bullding
public facilities like highways or sports arenas.

undertaken, not the entity performing or
controiling the demolition or
renovation.

However, EPA believes that the
residential building exemption does not
apply where multiple (more than one)
small residential buildings on the same
site 3 are demolished or renovated by the
same owner or operator as part of the
same project or where a single
residential building is demolished or
rencvaled as part of a larger project that
includes dernolition or renovation of
non-residential buildings. The
definition of facility specificalty
inciudes "any residenttal structure,
installation or building” but excludes
only "residential buildings having four
or fewer dwelling units" [emphasis
added]. Id. at 48415. Specifically not
excluded from the definition of facility
were residential instaliations. EPA
believes that the fact that the residential
building exemption is limited to
residential buildings, and does not
include residential installations, shows
that the residential building exemptiorn
was not designed to exempt from the
NESHAP demolitions or renovations of
multiple buildings at a single site by the
sarme owner or operator. Moreover, to
the extent the regulations are
ambiguous, EPA believes the language
of the preamble to the 1990 regulations
quoted above makes clear that the
Agency interpreted the residential
building exemption not to include the
demnolition of a group of residential
buildings on the same site under the
control of the same owner or operator,
The preamble also notes that
demolitions of residential buildings as a
part of larger demolition projects (e.g.
construction of a shopping mall) are not
excluded from the NESHAP. EPA
helieves that this interpretation is
consistent with the original purpose of
the residential building exemption,

*The term Vsite’ 15 not defined in the regulations
and EPA does not intend Lo provide any
determination of the boundaries ol a “site’” in
today's clarification. However, to provide guidance,
EPA notes that a “stle” should be a relatively
compact area. In EPA's view, an entire
municipality, or even a neighborhood i a
municipality, should not be considered a single
site, Where an area is made up of multiple parcels
of land owned and operated by varlous parties, EPA
believes that parcels on the same city block may he
considered as a single site. {Where 2 site can not
be easily defined as a ity block, the site should be
a comparably compact sile, In any event, the local
government should use common sense when
applying this gulde.) Obviousiy. EPA beligves that
if a demolition project involves the demolition of
several contiguous city blocks, the entire area could
be considered a siie, However, EPA believes that
demolition ol two individual residences separated
by several city Blocks should not be considered a
demolition on a single site. In EPA’s view, the area
ol a slte may be larger where the area Is owned and
operated as a unilary area by a single owner/
operator {e.g. a shopping mall or amusement park).

which was to exempt demolitions or
renovations invelving small amounts of
asbestos. EPA does not believe the
residential building exemption was
designed to exempt larger demolitions
or renovations on a particular site, even
where small residential buildings are
involved.4

While this notice clarifies EPA’s belief
that certain demolitions or renovations
performed by municipalities are not
subject 10 the asbestos NESHAP, EPA
encourages municipalities {and other
owrners and operators) to perform such
demolitions or renovations in a manner
that provides appropriate consideration
for any potential adverse health impacts
{0 the public, This notice applies only
ter the Federal asbestos NESHAP. Other
Federal, State or local agency
regulations may apply.

Dated: July 17, 1995,
Richard Wilson,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Alr and
Radiation,
{FR Doc. 95-18620 Filed 7-27-95; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 8560-50-P

40 CFR Part 81
[UT22~1-8925a; FRL-5265-5]

Designation of Area for Air Quality
Planning Purposes; Utah; Designation
of Ogden City PM,, Nonattainment
Area

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION; Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: In this notice, EPA is revising
the PM,q (particles with an aerodynamic
diameter less than or equal to a nominal
10 micrometers) National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) designation
for Ogden City, a portion of Weber
County, Utah. Previously, consistent
with section 107{d) (3}(A) of the Act,
EPA notified the Governor of Utah that
Weber County, Utah should be
redesignated from unclassifiable to
nonattainment for PM,q. The
redesignation is based upon viclations
of the PM,y NAAQS which were
monitored between January 1991 and
January 1993.

pATES: This final rule will become
effective on September 26, 1995 unless
adverse comments are received by
August 28, 1995, If the effective date is
delayed, timely notice will be published
irt the Federal Register.

41 HPA notes that 40 CFR 61,19 forbids owners and
operators frem atlempiing to circumvent any
NESHAPs by earrying out an operation ina
plecemeal fashion Lo avold coverage by a standard
that appiies only 1o operations larger than a
specifled size.

EPA1199



	C X 40 Google Map, July 2011 - Back
	C X 41 Google Map, July 2011 - Side (Grape Street)
	C X 42 Google Map, July 2011 - Front
	C X 43 Google Map, September 2008 - Side (proximity to 3rd Street)
	C X 44 Google Map, September 2008 - Side
	C X 45 Google Map, September 2008 - Side (proximity to neighboring houses)
	C X 46 Whitehall-CoPlay Press March 7, 2013
	C X 47 Whitehall-CoPlay Press March 28, 2013
	C X 48 Whitehall-CoPlay Press May 2, 2013
	C X 49 Whitehall-CoPlay Press September 5, 2013
	C X 50 Asbestos NESHAP Clarification of Intent



