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Purpose 
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Financial Advisory Board (EFAB or Board) is an advisory 
committee chartered under the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA) to provide advice and 
recommendations to EPA on creative approaches to funding environmental programs, projects, and 
activities. The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund charge.  
 
The meeting was announced in the Federal Register (see appendix 1).  
 
Please see appendix 2 for the agenda and appendix 3 for EFAB member names and affiliations. 
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Welcome, Member Roll Call, and Review of Agenda 

Welcome 
Edward H. Chu, EFAB Designated Federal Officer 
Kerry O’Neill, EFAB Chair 
 
Ed Chu welcomed participants and said oral public comments would not be accepted during this 
meeting; however, written comments could be submitted to efab@epa.gov. 
 
 
Roll Call
Ashley Allen Jones, present  
Courtney L. Black, present 
Steven J. Bonafonte, present 
Angela Montoya Bricmont, present 
Matthew T. Brown, present 
Stacy Brown, not present 
Theodore Chapman, present 
Albert Cho, not present 
Janet Clements, present 
Lori Collins, present 
Zachary Davidson, present 
Jeffrey R. Diehl, present 
Sonja B. Favors, present 
Phyllis R. Garcia, not present 
Eric Hangen, present 
Edward Henifin, not present 
Barry Hersh, present 
Craig Holland, present 

Craig A. Hrinkevich, not present 
Margot Kane, present 
Thomas Karol, not present 
George W. Kelly, present 
Gwendolyn Keyes Fleming, not present 
Cynthia Koehler, present 
Colleen Kokas, present 
Joanne V. Landau, present 
Lawrence Lujan, present 
MaryAnna H. Peavey, present 
Dennis A. Randolph, present 
Eric Rothstein, not present 
Sanjiv Sinha, not present 
William Stannard, present 
Marilyn Waite, not present 
David L. Wegner, not present 
Gwen Yamamoto Lau, present 
David Zimmer, not present 
 

 
 
Charge Background 
Alejandra Nunez | Deputy Assistant Administrator for Mobile Sources 
Tim Profeta | Senior Advisor, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards 
 
Alejandra Nunez shared the charge background, noting the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GHGRF) is 
a first-of-its kind program that gives EPA until September 30, 2024, to disburse $27 billion in competitive 
grants for projects that reduce GHG emissions, particularly those that impact disadvantaged 
communities.  
 
She said EPA engaged stakeholders in a variety of ways, including through public listening sessions, 
requests for information (RFIs), and expert input from EFAB. She said the input is available on the 
docket. She said the final deliverable from EFAB is due December 15, 2022. 
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Kerry O'Neill shared that to provide feedback, EFAB approved the charge questions at the last public 
meeting and created three workgroups to tackle the issues of (1) Objectives; (2) Program Structure; and 
(3) Execution, Reporting, & Accountability.  
 
She reminded participants that the Board is working on a very compressed timeframe of two months, so 
the members will not be able to host panels or take steps they typically take when more time is 
available. She said the workgroup products shared today are not comprehensive; in addition, the 
workgroups have been working independently to date, but they will coordinate in the coming weeks. 
She said there is another public check-in meeting on December 1, 2022, and the final products will be 
voted on at the December 15, 2022 public meeting. 
 
 
Program Structure Workgroup 
Lori Collins and Ashley Allen Jones | Workgroup Co-chairs 
 
Note: The workgroup's slide deck is in appendix 4 
 
Lori Collins said the whole committee has been engaged with considering options and alternatives. The 
workgroup focused on three areas: (1) eligible recipients; (2) eligible projects; and (3) the structure of 
funding. 
 

Eligible Recipients 
Charge Question: Who could be eligible entities and/or indirect recipients under the GHGRF? What 
should the thresholds for deployment be –both amount and timing –for GHGRF funding by these 
entities? 
 
Lori Collins said the workgroup recognized all entities on the table, including the range of state, federally 
licensed, and non-profit capital deployment vehicles with reach into disadvantaged communities; 
specific vehicles map to priority projects and unique needs of communities. These include state 
infrastructure banks, green banks, housing finance agencies, minority depository institutions, nonprofit 
social impact funds, and others. 
 
She shared a graphic of the overall flow of funding, beginning with the total grant, to subgrants or 
contracts, to pipeline development, project development, project installation and leverage for 
commercial capital, and finally, to operations and maintenance (O&M). 
 

Eligible Projects 
Charge Question: Beyond assembling the capital stack for a deal, what other barriers and constraints 
exist that could constrict the pipeline of successful projects? What program strategies are needed to 
respond to these barriers and constraints? 
 
Lori Collins said the workgroup put a lot of thought into how to approach the issue of eligible projects. 
She shared an overview of the sectors relevant to GHG emissions, including transportation, electric 
power, industry, commercial and residential, and agriculture. She said there is already a lot of funding 
addressing GHG in the transportation sector, so the group looked at where funding gaps may be. 
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She shared sources of GHG emissions in the sectors named above to begin to identify potential areas for 
solutions. Next, they looked at who could potentially benefit from some of the solutions according by 
sector. For example, in the residential building sector, low- and middle-income communities could 
potentially benefit from electrification, rooftop solar, community solar and wind, and energy efficiency 
project. The workgroup focused on identifying the role of private equity in these potential projects and 
how GHGRF monies could fill the gaps. They identified a long list of barriers to private capital at the 
project, borrower, and capital provider levels (see slide 12 for details). She said that gaps are not just on 
the funding side, however. Other barriers include uptake; interest; prerequisites; such as repairs; and 
scale.  
 

The Structure of Funding 
Charge Question: Are there any potential program design requirements that would impact the ability of 
recipients to use the GHGRF program funds? 
 
Lori Collins said that the workgroup will coordinate with the other two workgroups to bring their 
thinking on this issue together, but so far have identified the buckets of potential program design 
requirements, such as federal funding requirements, financial capacity, governance, metrics, due 
diligence, and others. 
 
Charge Question: How could EPA address these issues through program design? 
 
Lori Collins shared a graphic of the flow of funds from direct recipients at the national and regional level; 
indirect recipients in the value chain; and beneficiaries. Regarding pipeline development and project 
development beneficiaries, EPA can address the social, economic, and financial gaps. Project 
implementation and O&M beneficiaries require private capital commitments. 
 
Charge Question: How could recipients comply with relevant federal requirements?  
 
Lori Collins reported that the workgroup has not yet tackled this question. 
 
Charge Question: How can EPA streamline the distribution of funds so that applicable federal and state 
review can be accomplished in a coordinated and efficient manner? 
 
Lori Collins mentioned options for direct recipients could be a single entity, such as a national green 
back, a few direct recipients, or many. She said public comments reflect an interest in both a single 
entity and multiple recipients, such as states, municipalities and tribes, and green funds, as well as a 
mixed approach. She said the committee is not making a recommendation to EPA, but rather is sharing 
the pros and cons of each. 

Next Steps 
She said the workgroup's next steps are to continue to receive and review public comment and other 
feedback, and to conduct interviews, and to have materials ready according to the established public 
meeting schedule. 
 
Kerry O'Neill invited input from the Board.  
 
Eric Hangen reinforced the issue that funding isn't the only barrier to uptake. 
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Bill Stannard asked for applicability of water utilities accessing GHGRF monies, which could include 
ratepayers as beneficiaries because of their potential savings if utilities do not have to raise their rates. 
Lori Collins said they generally has felt the funding would not go to utilities. Bill Stannard said GHG are 
emitted through the water and wastewater processes, and these pollutants could be mitigated. 
 
Ashley Allen Jones said that, given the short timeframe, the workgroup has spent less time looking at 
the state/municipal/tribal bucket, and there is an opportunity to follow up with EFAB members in the 
water space. 
 
Steve Bonafonte said there are many ways to be creative in the wastewater space beyond digesters. 
 
Kerry O'Neill urged board members to send comments to workgroup members quickly. 
 
 
Objectives Workgroup 
Cynthia Koehler and Margot Kane | Workgroup Co-chairs 
 
Cynthia Koehler said there is overlap with the Program Structure workgroup and they look forward to 
coordinating with the other GHGRF workgroups. 
 
Cynthia Koehler said this group sought to hone in on EPA's high-level objectives and to make them more 
tangible. 
 
To fund or finance projects that reduce GHG emissions and primarily benefit low-income and historically 
disadvantaged communities. She identified several reasons these communities may not be currently 
resourced. They also compiled a list of several hundred ways to define "disadvantaged communities" 
and are working through those definitions. 
 
Cynthia Koehler said the workgroup identified overarching concepts. She said it will be important to 
acknowledge competing mandates such as leverage. Leveraging financing is key to sustainability. At the 
same time, prioritizing leverage could potentially conflict with the urgent need to move funds into 
disadvantaged communities. She said that EPA could potentially design the program to empower states, 
municipalities, and tribes to accomplish one of the objectives well, while ensuring that both objectives 
are accomplished in the aggregate. 
 
Another overarching concept is balance equity and access with leverage goals. This could look like 
having different leverage requirements depending on the community's capacity to access these 
resources.  
 
The third overarching concept is balancing the need for "shovel-ready" projects with capacity building 
goals. The rapid timeline for disbursing GHGRF money favors shovel-ready projects and could exclude 
those important projects that are in early development stages and could be rapidly deployed. 
 
Charge Questions:  

• How can the GHGRF grant competition be designed so that funding is highly leveraged (i.e., each 
dollar of federal funding mobilizes multiple dollars of private funding)? 
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• How can the funding be used to maximize “additionality” (i.e., the extent to which funding 
catalyzes new projects that would not otherwise occur)? 

• How can EPA balance the need for grants for capacity building and short-term results with 
financial structures that will allow capital to be recycled over time? 

• Where (if at all) is it appropriate to impose sustainability requirements on direct or indirect 
beneficiaries of GHGRF funding? 

 
Cynthia Koehler said that the workgroup looked at providing guidance on the strength and weakness of 
each of the above elements by recipient and project, strong and weak fits, and more. They also 
considered several elements related to efficient program design, including intrinsic trade-offs between 
elements of program design and program objectives, and coordination around existing and future 
funding sources for technical assistance (TA), among others (see appendix 4 slide 22 for details).  
 

Environmental Justice 
Charge Questions: 

• What considerations should EPA take into account in defining “low-income” and/or 
“disadvantaged” communities in order to ensure fair access/that the funding benefits 
disadvantaged communities? 

• How can EPA ensure that communities and organizations who have received little or no funds in 
the past receive priority consideration for funding? 

• How could EPA identify the low-income and disadvantaged communities it should prioritize for 
greenhouse gas and other air pollution reduction investments? 

 
Cynthia Koehler said the workgroup's goal was to ensure maximum inclusivity and flexibility in the 
definitions, including a broad definition of the term "community" in order capture, for example, low-
income pockets in larger, more affluent areas. EPA may want to adapt a flexible definition to make sure 
funds flow to the communities they were intended to flow to. She shared a slide that depicted the 
various criteria states use to define "disadvantaged community." 
 
Charge Question: What kinds of technical and/or financial assistance should GHGRF funding recipients 
provide to ensure that low-income and disadvantaged communities are able to be direct or indirect 
beneficiaries of GHGRF funding? Please identify supports that could help communities with project 
implementation. 
 
Regarding the question of assistance needed, the workgroup identified assistance that may be needed 
across phases of implementation according to recipients, project type, benefit pathway, and community 
issues. The workgroup also looked at how TA would vary, depending on issues such as who needs 
assistance, project type, and the projected benefit, such as providing workforce training if workforce 
development is a goal. 
 
Margot Kane discussed the program efficiency chart, which compared the strengths and weaknesses of 
various design elements, as well as which projects suitability, or "fit" to achieve objectives (see appendix 
4 slides 23–25). The chart also provides the examples identified to date. She emphasized that design 
objectives may conflict with one another, depending on the situation, so there may be trade-offs for EPA 
to consider. 
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Charge Question: Are there programs/structures at the federal or state level that could effectively 
complement the GHGRF? How can EPA best leverage the GHGRF to support lasting, long-term (beyond 
2024) transformation of the clean energy and climate finance ecosystem, especially for disadvantaged 
communities, and greenhouse gas and other air pollution reductions? 
 
Margot Kane said the workgroup has just begun to address this issue and considers where EPA can build 
on existing capacity and initiatives by funding initiatives that align with GHGRF goals and creates 
synergies.  
 
Angela Bricmont emphasized that the committee is still grappling with the fact there are many 
definitions of disadvantaged communities. Referring to the chart on slide 27 (in appendix 4), she pointed 
out that 41% of states use median household income (MHI) as their primary criterion. In larger cities, 
MHI won't capture disadvantaged communities and neighborhoods. She said the next most frequent 
determinant is population, or size, and not any single one wouldn't exclude disadvantaged communities. 
Rather than recommend a single definition, the group leaned toward being as expansive as possible. 
 
Dennis Randolph echoed the need for an expansive definition of disadvantaged community. He also 
spoke to the difference between the concept of shovel-ready vs rapid deployment. At the local 
government level, "shovel ready" means plans are ready to be bid out, but that's not the point a lot of 
disadvantaged communities will be at. Rapid deployment allows projects to be put together quickly 
because engineering can be done a lot quicker. There's a subtle but important difference between the 
two terms. 
 
Eric Hangen said he appreciates the intent of the group to define disadvantaged community, but it can 
go too far. For example, he said the Clean Energy and Sustainability Accelerator (CESA) Act attempted to 
be inclusive, and when he analyzed the scope, he found that 83% of the US population would be 
covered. He said every clause in the legislation was well intended, but something available to 83% of the 
population is not meaningful targeting. Next, he encouraged the group to take the long view of what 
leverage is. He said one view is to look at the current capital stack today; the other view, he said, is to 
look at how much private investment can be generated down the road.  
 
Courtney Black said it may be beneficial to focus on the census track level, rather than on the receiving 
agency. She added that cost of living was another key indicator and that Moody's has just released new 
scorecard data that adjust their MHI for regional price parity indexes for states. She said housing, 
specifically median rent, is a better cost-of-living indicator than MHI. 
 
Ashley Allen Jones said she appreciated the program efficiency slides (23 and 24) and said there's an 
important difference between a community being ready to receive funding and a funder being ready to 
disburse it. The conversation around that gap is key to the charge. She said it's important to think about 
conditions being met in relation to funding coming down the pike.  
 
Barry Hersh said he's been through efforts to define and target low-income communities, and he would 
support using the best definition they can find. He asked if we are considering commercial projects or 
are limited to nonprofit organizations and government. He also asked about whether the workgroup 
prefers GHGRF monies go to project that currently do not receive other federal funding. 
 
Margot Kane said commercial projects means projects developed by for-profit entities or are raising 
private funding. She said non-commercial projects refers to activities typically not funded by private 
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entities, such as predevelopment costs. She said the legislation is clear that recipients do not include 
commercial enterprises. Regarding Barry Hersh's point about funding, Margot Kane said that, so far, the 
workgroup does not see a problem with recipients receiving other federal funding. 
 
Lori Collins asked if there has been any work done on creating metrics around TA. How can we measure 
the impact and leverage of those dollars? Cynthia Koehler said they have not coordinated with 
workgroup 3, and agrees it is an important question. Lori Collins agreed and said a lot of TA has been 
provided in the past and asked if there were data on that. Cynthia Koehler said it's a good question for 
EPA. 
 
 
Execution, Reporting, and Accounting Workgroup 
Ted Chapman and MaryAnna Peavey | Workgroup Co-chairs 
 
Ted Chapman said the workgroup looked at identifying options for EPA that will maximize impacts while 
minimizing the timeline and maximize accountability while minimizing bureaucracy. He said they wanted 
to complement the work of the other two workgroups without being duplicative. He said the 
workgroup's approach is to find a balance between achieving the goal of the enabling legislation while 
being good stewards of taxpayer money. He said the workgroup asked whether to create new paths 
when there are existing programs to replicate in the government, private, and nonprofit sector. One 
example is the American Rescue Plan.  
 
Charge Question: Given the tight timeline for implementation of the funds, what are key steps that EPA 
could take in the short- (next 180 days), medium- (next two years before funds expire in 2024), and long-
term (beyond 2024)? 
 
Ted Chapman shared the workgroup's focus on what success looks like, and he shared a timeline of their 
efforts to date. He said their group will not get into details but will provide their guidance as a list of 
options. 
 
Charge Question: What types of requirements could EPA establish to ensure the responsible 
implementation and oversight of the funding? 
 
Ted Chapman said the workgroup was mindful to avoid the sense that there is excessive bureaucracy. 
Low-income communities are challenged in many cases to just get on EPA's radar. The workgroup will 
explore what has made communities successful in the past. They will explore existing data on best 
practices to evaluate program effectiveness. 
 
Charge Question: What mechanisms could eligible recipients adopt, including governance as well as 
other mechanisms, to ensure that their applications and subsequent implementation efforts ensure: (1) 
accountability to low-income and disadvantaged communities;(2) greenhouse gas emission reductions; 
and (3) the leveraging and recycling of the grants? 
 
Ted Chapman said the group has also looked at who will be responsible for maintaining the feedback 
loop; they want to provide a lot of burden to the end recipient while endorsing consumer protections, 
such as qualified vendors, guarantees and warrantees, etc. In addition to stewarding public money, it 
needs to be an effective program.  
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Kerry O'Neill said there is still a lot of coordination work to do between now and December 1. 
 
Dennis Randolph said, if we're trying to address environmental justice, we need to make sure that the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is a part of the process that we recommend. There are 
complaints from people who do not want to do NEPA that NEPA is a burden; NEPA goes hand in hand 
with GHG reduction. Secondly, he said the Davis–Bacon Act means more costs, but if we're going to try 
to direct funds to low-income communities, we want to make sure we pay those workers a fair, 
comparable, living wage. He said he's done projects with and without Davis–Bacon funding, and he's 
found that Davis–Bacon projects are better.   
 
Kerry O'Neill asked for any additional comments from the Board on this or other workgroups. There 
were none. 
 
Recap and Wrap-Up 
Ed Chu | EPA Designated Federal Officer 
Kerry O’Neill | EFAB Chair 
 
Ed Chu asked if EPA clients Alejandra Nunez or Tim Profeta had any comments. Alejandra Nunez 
thanked the workgroups for putting so much work into the charges. She said they have been learning a 
lot, and many ideas are consistent with what they've heard from other stakeholders.  
 
Kerry O'Neill said that this effort is unusual not only because it is on a fast timeline, but also because, 
typically, EFAB makes recommendations, whereas for these charge questions, EFAB is being asked for 
options with their pros and cons. 
 
She said the workgroups will now start sharing ideas, and the next public meeting is December 1. Draft 
deliverables will be voted on at the public meeting on December 15. 
 
Ed Chu asked members of the public to continue to submit their comments to efab@epa.gov. 
 
Adjourn 
Ed Chu adjourned the meeting. 
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Appendix 1. Federal Register Announcement 
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Appendix 2. Agenda 
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Appendix 3. EFAB Members 
 

Ed Chu, Designated Federal Officer 
Tara Johnson, Alternate Designated Federal Officer 

 
NAME 

 
AFFILIATION 

 
LOCATION PERSPECTIVE 

REPRESENTED 
CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 
Kerry O’Neill, 
EFAB Chair 

Chief Executive Officer, 
Inclusive Prosperity 
Capital, Inc. 

Stamford, 
Connecticut 
(EPA Region 1) 

Environmental/ 
Non-
governmental 
Organization 

July 20, 2021–
June 15, 2023 

July 28, 2020 

Ashley Allen Jones Founder and Chief 
Executive Officer, i2 
Capital 

Washington, 
District of Columbia 
(EPA Region 3) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Courtney L. Black Deputy Finance 
Director, City of Kent 

Kent, Washington 
(EPA Region 10) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Steven J. Bonafonte Assistant District 
Counsel, The 
Metropolitan District 
of Hartford 

Hartford, 
Connecticut 
(EPA Region 1) 

Legal June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Angela Montoya 
Bricmont 

Chief Finance Officer, 
Denver Water 

Denver, Colorado 
(EPA Region 8) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Matthew T. Brown Chief Financial Officer 
and EVP, Finance and 
Procurement, District 
of Columbia Water and 
Sewer Authority 

Washington, 
District of Columbia 
(EPA Region 3) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Stacy Brown President and Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Freberg 
Environmental, Inc. 

Denver, Colorado 
(EPA Region 8) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Theodore Chapman Investment Banking 
Analyst, Hilltop 
Securities, Inc. 

Dallas, Texas 
(EPA Region 6) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

September 25, 
2017 

Albert Cho Senior Vice President, 
Chief Strategy and 
Digital Officer, Xylem, 
Inc. 

Washington, 
District of Columbia 
(EPA Region 3) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Janet Clements President and 
Founder, One Water 
Econ 

Loveland, Colorado 
(EPA Region 8) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Lori Collins Owner and Principal, 
Collins Climate 
Consulting 

Charlotte, North 
Carolina 
(EPA Region 4) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 
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NAME 

 
AFFILIATION 

 
LOCATION PERSPECTIVE 

REPRESENTED 
CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 
Zachary Davidson Director of 

Underwriting, 
Ecosystem Investment 
Partners 

Baltimore, 
Maryland  
(EPA Region 3) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Jeffrey R. Diehl Chief Executive Officer, 
Rhode Island 
Infrastructure Bank 

Providence, Rhode 
Island 
(EPA Region 1) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Sonja B. Favors Industrial Hazardous 
Waste Branch Chief, 
Alabama Department 
on Environmental 
Management 

Montgomery, 
Alabama  
(EPA Region 4) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Phyllis R. Garcia Treasurer, San Antonio 
Water 
System 

San Antonio, Texas 
(EPA Region 6) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Eric Hangen Senior Research 
Fellow, Center for 
Impact Finance, Carsey 
School of Public Policy, 
University of New 
Hampshire 

Danby, Vermont 
(EPA Region 1) 

Academic June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Edward Henifin General Manager 
(retired), Hampton 
Roads Sanitation 
District 

Virginia Beach, 
Virginia  
(EPA Region 3) 

State/Local 
Government 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

June 15, 2018 

Barry Hersh Clinical Professor and 
MSRED Chair, School 
of Professional Studies, 
New York University 

New York, New 
York (EPA Region 2) 

Academic June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Craig Holland Senior Director of 
Urban Investments, 
The Nature 
Conservancy 

Arlington, Virginia 
(EPA Region 3) 

Environmental/ 
Non-
governmental 
Organization 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

September 25, 
2017 

Craig A. Hrinkevich Public Finance Team – 
New Jersey Managing 
Director, Robert W. 
Baird & Company, Inc. 

Red Bank, New 
Jersey  
(EPA Region 2) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Margot Kane Chief Investment 
Officer, Spring Point 
Partners LLC 

Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 
(EPA Region 3) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

June 21, 2022 – 
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Thomas Karol General Counsel 
Federal, National 
Association of Mutual 
Insurance Companies 

Washington, 
District of Columbia 
(EPA Region 3) 

Legal June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

George W. Kelly Global Client Strategy 
Officer, 
Earth Recovery 

Denver, Colorado 
(EPA Region 8) 

Business – 
Financial 
Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 
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NAME 

 
AFFILIATION 

 
LOCATION PERSPECTIVE 

REPRESENTED 
CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 
Partners 

Gwendolyn Keyes 
Fleming 

Partner, DLA Piper LLP Washington, 
District of Columbia 
(EPA Region 3) 

Legal June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Cynthia Koehler Executive Director, 
WaterNow Alliance 

San Francisco, 
California 
(EPA Region 9) 

Environmental/ 
Non-
governmental 
Organization 

June 21, 2022 – 
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Colleen Kokas Executive Vice 
President, 
Environmental Liability 
Transfer, 
Inc. 

Lahaska, 
Pennsylvania 
(EPA Region 3) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Joanne V. Landau President and Chief 
Investment Officer, 
Kurtsam Realty Corp. 

Croton-on-Hudson, 
New York  
(EPA Region 2) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Lawrence Lujan Executive Director, 
Taos Public 
Utility Service 

Taos, New Mexico 
(EPA Region 6) 

Tribal 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

MaryAnna H. Peavey Grants and Loans 
Bureau Supervisory, 
Idaho Department 
of Environmental 
Quality 

Boise, Idaho  
(EPA Region 10) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Dennis A. Randolph City Traffic Engineer, 
City of Kalamazoo 
Public Services 
Department 

Kalamazoo, 
Michigan 
(EPA Region 5) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

Eric Rothstein Principal, Galardi 
Rothstein Group 

Montreat, North 
Carolina 
(EPA Region 4) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

September 25, 
2017 

Sanjiv Sinha Chief Sustainability 
Officer, Environmental 
Consulting & 
Technology, Inc. 

Ann Arbor, 
Michigan  
(EPA Region 5) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

William Stannard Chairman of the Board,  
 
RAFTELIS 

Kansas City, 
Missouri 
(EPA Region 7) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

June 15, 2018 

Marilyn Waite Managing Director, 
Climate Finance Fund 

Washington, 
District of Columbia 
(EPA Region 3) 

Business – 
Financial Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 
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NAME 

 
AFFILIATION 

 
LOCATION PERSPECTIVE 

REPRESENTED 
CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 
David L. Wegner Senior Consultant on 

Water, Climate 
Change, and Asset Risk 
Assessment, Water 
Science and 
Technology Board, 
National Academy of 
Sciences 

Tucson, Arizona 
(EPA Region 9) 

Business – 
Industry 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

Gwen Yamamoto Lau Executive Director, 
Hawaii Green 
Infrastructure Authority 

Honolulu, Hawaii 
(EPA Region 9) 

State/Local 
Government 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2025 

June 21, 2022 

David Zimmer Executive Director, New 
Jersey Infrastructure 
Bank 

Lawrenceville, New 
Jersey  
(EPA Region 2) 

State/Local 
Government 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

June 15, 2018 
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