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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 and Review of Agenda 
Edward H. Chu | EFAB Designated Federal Officer 
Kerry O’Neill | EFAB Chair 
Alejandra Nunez | EPA Charge Client 
Tim Profeta | EPA Charge Client 

Welcome 

Ed Chu welcomed participants and noted that the sole purposed of the meeting was to discuss the 
EFAB's Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GHGRF) charge. He said that oral public comments would not 
be recevied during this meeting; however, written comments could be submitted to efab@epa.gov, 
which will be monitored throughout the meeting. He said that comments already received for the day's 
meeting have been posted on EPA's website. Comments for the December 15 meeting are due by 
December 8. 

Alejandra Nunez said she appreciated workgroup members' hard work, which is resulting in some 
concrete ideas and options for the Agency. Tim Profeta also expressed his gratitude to the group. 

Kerry O'Neill thanked the public for their engagement with the EFAB. She shared the charge and said 
that the present meeting will be a check-in with the full Board. She noted the compressed timeline the 
members are working under and reminded attendees that the work that will be presented is not yet 
done. She urged Board members to raise any concerns or issues that would prevent them from moving 
the recommendations forward at the upcoming meeting on December 15.  

 

Attendance

Ashley Allen Jones, present 
Courtney L. Black, present 
Steven J. Bonafonte, not present 
Angela Montoya Bricmont, present 
Matthew T. Brown, present 
Stacy Brown, not present 
Theodore Chapman, present 
Albert Cho, present 
Janet Clements, present 
Lori Collins, present 
Zachary Davidson, present 
Jeffrey R. Diehl, present 
Sonja B. Favors, not present 
Phyllis R. Garcia, present 
Eric Hangen, present 
Edward Henifin, not present 
Barry Hersh, present 
Craig Holland, not present 

Craig A. Hrinkevich, present 
Margot Kane, not present 
Thomas Karol, present 
George W. Kelly, present 
Gwendolyn Keyes Fleming,  
Cynthia Koehler, present 
Colleen Kokas, not 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, present 
Gwen Yamamoto Lau, present 
David Zimmer, present 
 

mailto:efab@epa.gov
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Execution, Reporting, and Accounting Workgroup 
Ted Chapman and MaryAnna Peavey | Workgroup Co-chairs 

Note: Presentations are in appendix 4. 

MaryAnna Peavey began by explaining that, while not disregarding medium- to long-term goals, the 
workgroup has been focusing on the short-term timeframe and specifically on success metrics and 
developing recipient terms and conditions. The workgroup sought to learn from other federal programs 
and to create guidance for EPA's consideration. 

MaryAnna Peavey said the workgroup's initial measures of success included total GHG avoided in 
disadvantaged communities; total funding awarded to direct recipients in disadvantaged communities; 
total funding expended by indirect recipients; total leverage achieved; continued operability/self-
sufficiency ratio (earned income divided by total expenses); and number of jobs created or retained. 

She shared information on the strengths and weaknesses of some of the programs the workgroup 
researched. For example, she said the Clean Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) program can fund a broad 
array of projects. Its strengths are that it has a decades-long track record of success; it has good 
oversight, and it maximizes use of funds. In contrast, she said that some of the program's challenges are 
that it depends on continued appropriations. Although the SRF is likely to be funded year after year, that 
is not the case with the GHGRF.  

MaryAnna Peavey said the workgroup also looked at EPA's nonpoint source program, EPA's Water 
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act program, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development’s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant program, the American Recovery and 
Reinvestment Act, and the American Rescue Plan Act. She welcomed suggestions from the group on 
other programs they should look into. 

Ted Chapman raised the issue of the need to get GHGRF monies out the door quickly versus the need for 
accountability; he pointed specifically to the need to ensure that funds are going to the eligible 
recipients they are intended for. He said the workgroup has been deeply engaged and the public 
comments have been fantastic and are being worked into the discussion. He said the workgroup is 
interested in making sure that money that is invested in disadvantaged communities stays in those 
communities. For instance, if a solar farm is installed in a community, the energy shouldn't be shipped 
elsewhere. 

He said the workgroup considered the issue of how to create feedback loops without being 
burdensome. Good governance goes hand-in-hand with technical assistance (TA) because reporting, 
monitoring, or other types of feedback will be necessary for grant recipients. Recipients have to be able 
to decide that the administrative burden won't be too high. 

Ted Chapman said the group talked about guardrails and a way to stay accountable to low-income and 
disadvantaged communities, and the workgroup would welcome more input into this part of the 
discussion. Other discussions included how to ensure reductions in greenhouse gas emissions as well as 
how to leverage and recycle the grants so that the GHGRF program doesn't end in 2024. 
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Eric Hangen explained that the workgroup was trying to look at how to align reporting and application 
requirements with the core aspirations of the legislation—greenhouse gas reductions—but also with 
benefits from low- and moderate-income communities.  

George Kelly suggested the workgroup look at a California law that includes guidance on reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions in disadvantaged communities. He also asked about whether measures will 
be at the project level or the programmatic level. Ted Chapman replied that the group had discussed the 
issue, but the details need more consideration. George Kelly added that it's better for grant recipients 
know up front how success will be measured. 

Eric Hangen said one of the things the workgroup may want to talk about more is the possibility of 
developing a tool to bring a methodology across sectors and regions that recipients or subgrantees 
could use to estimate and report greenhouse gas abatement impacts. 

Albert Cho suggested it may be helpful to look at the U.S. Department of Energy's loan programs office 
and their funds for advanced technologies. 

Regarding how to ensure additionality of projects and continued operability, Ted Chapman iterated that 
feedback loops were important, and the workgroup has more to discuss on the issues. 

Kerry O'Neill said that, although the presentation was high level, a lot of details are on the slides, and 
she asked the group to read them. 

Program Structure Workgroup 
Lori Collins and Ashley Allen Jones | Workgroup Co-chairs 

Lori Collins said that at the November 17 presentation, the workgroup shared four options. But as the 
workgroup began to evaluate the options, they added two more: lender intermediaries and the 
combination structures.  

States, municipalities, and tribes. Lori Collins said the first approach is for EPA to solicit competitive 
grant proposals from states, municipalities, and tribes. She said this is an option for the $7 billion pot of 
money, but the entities could also be eligible for other funding. In this strategy, EPA would ask 
applicants to describe how they would allocate the funds and how funds would benefit disadvantaged 
communities. She said EPA could use a hybrid award model that makes funding contingent on meeting 
certain qualifications and conditions. Next, she pointed out strengths of the model, such as equitable 
access to the funds. Weaknesses in the model include a competitive process that may disadvantage 
some entities, among others. 

National Green Bank/Fund. The second approach Lori Collings discussed would solicit competitive 
proposals from entities to create and manage a single national green bank that would then redeploy the 
funds to other eligible entities or eligible recipients. In this strategy, EPA would ask applicants to 
describe how they would allocate the funds across the country along the value chain and how the funds 
would address greenhouse gas reductions at scale. 

Lori Collins pointed out that an important strength of this approach is a relatively low administrative 
burden on EPA. It is also the best option to optimize the funds. A national green bank doesn't yet exist, 
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but state level green banks already exist. She said weaknesses of the model include a concentration of 
funds that have to flow through multiple layers before they reach end users. 

Regional Collective Action. Lori Collins said this strategy would seek regional solutions. Applicants would 
be asked to identify regional opportunities, barriers, and priorities for greenhouse gas reduction. In 
addition, applicants would be asked to provide details on how the regional partnership would work. 
Benefits of this strategy are that applicants would be encouraged to take a holistic view of what is going 
on regionally, leverage resources, and establish partnerships. Challenges include the time it takes to 
work at the regional level and potentially complex management structures. The workgroup felt this is 
the least viable option. 

Sectoral Collective Action. With this strategy, Lori Collins explained, EPA would ask applicants to address 
a particular sector, such as community solar, home retrofits, electric vehicles, and so on. A big strength 
is that it could promote innovation and free EPA to heavily invest in certain sectors. On the other hand, 
she said, national sectoral strategies would still encounter regional challenges, and there are few 
national players in specific sectors. 

Lender Intermediaries. Lori Collins said this approach already exists, so it would be a way to channel 
funding to green lending programs through established intermediaries. In this scenario, applicants 
would describe their network of lending organizations and the strategies these organizations are using 
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, as well as the sectors and geographical reach. A strength of this 
approach is speed, as well as a low administrative burden for EPA. Challenges include ensuring lenders 
invest in TA, capacity building, and other value chain supports. 

Combination of Structures. EPA could have a national strategy supported by state, regional, sectoral, 
and direct solutions. Among other requirements, applicants would be asked to create partnerships. 
Because EPA wouldn't rely on one strategy, this option reduces risks and can promote innovative 
thinking. On the downside, there would be a large administrative and oversight burdens for EPA. 

Lori Collins shared a table the workgroup created to capture GHGRF design requirements (including 
governance, reporting systems, etc.) and the reasons they work or are viewed as burdens. She said the 
Program Structure workgroup is coordinating with other GHGRF workgroups to be ready for the 
December 15 public meeting.  

Jeff Diehl suggested that EPA might consider dividing the $7 billion into two buckets: one for states and 
municipalities or local authorities, and one for tribal communities. He added that, in terms of the hybrid 
model, if applications exceed availability, then EPA could consider scaling back so that credible and 
competitive applicants are funded, perhaps setting a floor so that competitive and credible applications 
receive a minimal amount that provides an economy of scale. 

Eric Hangen said that, although not every regional has strong collaborations, he is aware of mission-
driven lenders and TA providers who work in specific regions. Regarding the national green bank 
strategy, he said there are many indirect recipients. He advised against suggesting allocations for EPA in 
the combination of structures approach. Finally, emphasized that the workgroup is suggesting that EPA 
run a competitive process for every strategy mentioned. 

Ashley Allen Jones added that she's enthusiastic about the sector approach. She said that a consistent 
theme in finance is that in order to fund projects, you need to understand the technology. 



Environmental Financial Advisory Board Meeting, Dec. 1, 2022  | 

 

6 

Barry Hersh said he was also interested in the sector approach as a way to promote technology. He said 
the HUD block grant program was originally distributed based on population, but after the 9/11 terrorist 
attacks, it became a way to get funding out the door quickly. He said EPA could also create a program 
with flexibility in mind. He asked about capping administration fees. He also said he supports the idea of 
using established lenders with track records. Lastly, he added that the Brownfields Program led by David 
Lloyd has done an outstanding job of dealing with getting competitive applications around the country 
and providing TA.  

Ed Chu said that the federal government may not be using a consistent standard for overhead. He gave 
an example of universities proposing very high overhead, whereas nonprofit organizations may have low 
overhead.  

Objectives Workgroup 
Cynthia Koehler and Margot Kane | Workgroup Co-chairs 

Cynthia Koehler gave an overview of the workgroup's primary purpose, which is to help EPA think 
through how to finance greenhouse gas emissions reductions projects that are not currently resourced, 
primarily in historically disadvantaged communities. 

She said the workgroup identified overarching principles to help EPA balance competing mandates in 
the legislation. She pointed out a need to balance equity and access with leverage goals, and to balance 
"shovel-ready" projects with capacity-building goals. Another principle is to consider is that there may 
be competing mandates in the near-term vs. the long-term. Rather than looking for a silver bullet, the 
workgroup advised designing the GHGRF to accomplish some objectives very well while ensuring 
performance of the portfolio overall. 

The workgroup also identified a number of near-term trade-offs between program efficiency and 
program objectives. Cynthia Koehler offered the example of moving quickly to meet mandated timelines 
versus obtaining a measurable GHG reductions; leveraging private capital versus building capacity in 
disadvantaged communities; and the related challenge of ensuring that benefits reach disadvantaged 
communities versus the long-term financial sustainability of the fund itself. She said that these and 
other tradeoffs could be addressed by subjecting different funding streams to weights and to emphasize 
or de-emphasize objectives based on the direct or indirect recipient. 

Cynthia Koehler shared several slides that provide details on how trade-offs may look in practice. 
Leverage, for example, allows for larger projects and helps taxpayer dollars go further, so it's a good 
match for large asset-backed projects. As such, recipients such as states, large cities, national green 
banks, and lender intermediaries would be a good match. 

Cynthia Koehler said that part of the charge was to consider complementary structures to the GHGRF; 
there are many of these programs and the workgroup put together a comprehensive list. She said the 
workgroup believes it would be beneficial for EPA to develop a mechanism to collaborate internally to 
coordinate financial assistance. The workgroup developed a few guiding principles to help EPA sort 
through the large number of programs to find good fits, such as programs that prioritize low-income and 
disadvantaged communities, focus on reducing greenhouse gas, or have established relationships with 
direct recipients. 
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She said the workgroup spent a lot of time thinking about guiding principles for defining low-income and 
disadvantaged communities. These include providing clarity to all direct and indirect recipients and 
participants; acknowledging that no one definition will meet the needs of every region, state, or 
community; and acknowledging the importance of defining disadvantaged communities more broadly 
than by median income or other existing federal and/or state metrics. She shared several slides on the 
workgroup's efforts to identify the strengths and weaknesses associated with each principle. 

The workgroup also looked at the technical and financial assistance that funding recipients should be 
able to provide to low-income and disadvantaged communities. Cynthia Koehler said the type of TA 
needed will vary depending on the phase of implementation, project applicants, types of projects 
proposed, and so on. Cynthia Koehler said that, in addition to TA, the charge also asked about financial 
assistance. She said some public comments were helpful in this regard. One commenter suggested that 
it may materially advance the goals of the Fund for EPA to establish as an objective the creation of tools 
to facilitate the flow of funds through established vehicles for low-income communities, such as 
community development, financial institutions, or credit unions. She said another interesting idea that 
came via public comments was to establish alternative underwriting criteria, acknowledging that 
conventional criteria can perpetuate disparities. 

Finally, the workgroup put together some indicators for success, including reporting on the design 
elements, reach into low-income and disadvantaged communities, capacity building and TA reporting, 
and other indicators. 

The floor opened for discussion. 

Eric Hangen said that an important balance for EPA to consider is whether it wants to invest in building 
balance sheets or invest in building markets. He said there needs to be significant investment in building 
ecosystem systems and markets, but the tradeoff is no leverage. 

Kerry O'Neill said the EFAB is in the final sprint toward the December 15 public meeting, and she urged 
Board members to review the materials, looking in particular for anything that might prevent them from 
voting favorably on the final product on December 15. She reminded listeners they can email comments 
to efab@epa.gov but they should do it quickly, as the workgroups are in their final stretch. 

Recap and Wrap-Up 
Ed Chu | EPA Designated Federal Officer 
Kerry O’Neill | EFAB Chair 

Ed Chu thanked the group for their public service and tremendous efforts. He said their work will help 
EPA to develop an impactful approach. He said written public comments will be due on December 8. 

Alejandra Nunez shared her appreciation and said a lot has been achieved in a short time. Tim Profeta 
said the workgroups have gone beyond expectations, and he is looking forward to the next meeting. 

Adjourn 
Ed Chu adjourned the meeting.   

mailto:efab@epa.gov
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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 
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NAME 

 

AFFILIATION 

 

LOCATION 

PERSPECTIVE 
REPRESENTED 

CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 

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 

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  

State/Local 
Government 

July 28, 2020 –
June 15, 2023 

June 15, 2018 
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NAME 

 

AFFILIATION 

 

LOCATION 

PERSPECTIVE 
REPRESENTED 

CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 

(EPA Region 3) 

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 
Partners 

Denver, Colorado 

(EPA Region 8) 

Business – 
Financial 

Services 

June 21, 2022 –
June 15, 2024 

July 28, 2020 

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 
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NAME 

 

AFFILIATION 

 

LOCATION 

PERSPECTIVE 
REPRESENTED 

CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 

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 
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NAME 

 

AFFILIATION 

 

LOCATION 

PERSPECTIVE 
REPRESENTED 

CURRENT 
TERM 

ORIGINAL 
APPOINTMEN

T DATE 

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 

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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