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Nonprofit Forum:

 Leveraging Our Strengths to Improve Federal Brownfields Programs

Brownfields 2009, New Orleans, November 16 -18th 
The National Brownfield Nonprofit Network Initiative (NBNNI) is a collaboration of nonprofit organizations involved in hands-on brownfields redevelopment and neighborhood revitalization in communities across the country. Its leadership, the Colorado Brownfields Foundation (CBF), Delta Redevelopment Institute (Delta) in Chicago, New Partners for Community Revitalization, Inc (NPCR) in New York, and the Center for Creative Land Recycling (CCLR) in San Francisco, are community revitalization leaders in their respective states. NBNNI is working to advance the cleanup and redevelopment of brownfield sites for community-supported end uses. With the current Obama Administration, there exists the opportunity to build new collaborations, craft new innovative approaches, and generally extend the reach of government through stronger partnerships with nonprofit organizations, particularly in relation to the issues extraordinary to low- and moderate-income (LMI) neighborhoods and other under-served communities.  

Recent initiatives at EPA make this an ideal time for nonprofits to more fully engage in efforts to shape programs and policies. The new EPA Assistant Administrator, Mathy Stanislaus, who oversees the Brownfields Program, recently issued an open letter inviting suggestions for how EPA can learn from successful models to make its programs more accessible to vulnerable communities and improve its strategies for cleaning up contaminated sites. This coincides with the Obama Administration’s joint EPA-HUD-DOT Partnership for Sustainable Communities Initiative whose agenda includes crafting new partnerships to achieve brownfields redevelopment and sustainable community renewal.
NBNNI is developing a national agenda that reflects the needs of nonprofits who are interested in fostering a stronger partnership with EPA to strengthen EPA’s efforts to advance the cleanup and redevelopment of brownfield sites. To this end, over the last few months, NBNNI has developed several initiatives about which we are now seeking input. These “Straw Summary Statements” are attached for your review and comment.  NBNNI is seeking feedback on these preliminary initiatives from as many nonprofits as possible, both through individual discussions with nonprofits around the country and various public forums, which will culminate in a Roundtable discussion at Brownfields 2009 in New Orleans. 

If you attend the Brownfields 2009 conference in New Orleans, please plan to join nonprofit and community development organizations from around the country in this extraordinary discussion which will focus on opportunities for EPA to leverage the unique expertise and proven capabilities of nonprofits in the development and implementation of new and innovative strategies for the revitalization of brownfield communities. Resulting recommendations will be formally presented to EPA Assistant Administrator Mathy Stanislaus.

Nonprofit Forum: 

Leveraging Our Strengths to Improve Federal Brownfields Programs

Brownfields 2009, New Orleans, November 16 -18th 
NNBNI Straw Summary Statements
#1 Replicate model State programs that partner with nonprofits to administer loans/grants

Utilize State programs that leverage nonprofits’ local knowledge and expertise in brownfield redevelopment by partnering with qualified nonprofits in the administration of significant government brownfield funding resources as a model to be replicated nationally. 

 #2 Replicate Area-Wide/Corridor-Wide Approaches To Community Renewal

Expand, replicate and institutionalize innovative area-wide & corridor-wide approaches to brownfields reclamation and community renewal. 

#3 Facilitate Redevelopment of Brownfield Sites Abandoned in Bankruptcy Proceedings

Implement a pilot program that provides an alternative to brownfield properties languishing in limbo due to bankruptcy settlements by requiring that nonprofit organizations and municipalities are granted options on them while also providing liability limitations and funding for property stabilization and management, environmental assessments and clean-up. 

#4 Facilitate the Creation of Green Economy Strategies to Redevelop Brownfields

Create a technical assistance program to assist communities in identifying and implementing green redevelopment strategies for brownfield sites such as for locally distributed renewable energy production, sustainable urban agriculture, waste reuse and recycling, green building products, production and services, and component part manufacturing for water saving, energy efficiency and renewable energy products. 
#5 Increase Flexibility of EPA Brownfield Grant Programs

Maximize the usefulness of EPA resources for low income communities by making grants and the contracting process more flexible. The statutory ranking criteria (Section 104(k)(5)(C) vi and ix, x) clearly reflect a mandate to maximize the ability to achieve community-supported remediation/redevelopment of brownfield sites in low and moderate income (LMI) communities. 

 #6 Link the Nation’s Community Investment Infrastructure with Brownfield Programs & Resources

Additional brownfield redevelopment could be catalyzed in low-income communities around the nation if the expertise of the existing community and economic development financing infrastructure was linked to and leveraged for brownfield redevelopment.

#7 Advance Connections between Climate Change & Brownfields with Communities & Foundations

Increase foundation funding for brownfields by strengthening the actual and perceived link between brownfields and climate change.
NBNNI Initiative #1

Replicate model State programs that partner with nonprofits to administer loans/grants

Description: Utilize State programs that leverage nonprofits’ local knowledge and expertise in brownfield redevelopment by partnering with qualified nonprofits in the administration of significant government brownfield funding resources as a model to be replicated nationally. 

Problem: Local government administrators often lack the local knowledge and brownfield-specific expertise necessary to make the highest and best use of limited brownfield funding resources. In addition, accessing federal and state funds can be challenging for many worthy brownfield redevelopment proponents because they (a) lack the awareness of the resources available to them; (b) lack the internal capacity to prepare a competitive application; and (c) lack the expertise to effectively use awarded funds.

Objective: Maximize effectiveness of federal and state brownfield resources in restoring brownfields to productive use and in revitalizing brownfield communities through partnerships with nonprofits with experience in redevelopment, community participation, financing and grant/loan administration. 

How it might work: 

1. Identify and review the characteristics of State programs that leverage the capacity of nonprofits to distribute grants and loans, such as the California model, that could be replicated nationally.

2. Identify federal brownfield funding programs that might benefit from nonprofit partnerships. Indicators may include:

a. Low local participation in state and Federal brownfields programs;

b. Lack of diversity of respondents participating in programs;

c. Difficulties/delays in awardees’ successful use of funds; and

d. Low instance of translation of successful use of funds to successful projects.

3. Identify necessary qualifications for potential nonprofit partners, including demonstrated knowledge, ability and experience in:

a. The community economic development process;

b. Real estate development project economics;

c. The environmental assessment, remediation and redevelopment process on various types of brownfield projects and contaminants;

d. The Federal and State environmental regulatory processes;

e. A variety of brownfield development sites, including State and Federal superfund sites;

f. Creating and executing an effective marketing strategy;

g. Community outreach, education, training and public participation; and

h. Creating partnerships among Federal, state and local stakeholders.

4. Issue a report for use by States to develop their own brownfields grant and loan program. States would then issue an RFP, select nonprofit partner from qualified respondents, execute a contract, and get to work!

Potential short and long term benefits: 

1. This initiative will make Federal programs more accessible to potential program participants because local nonprofits are more integrated into their communities and can therefore be more effective in outreach efforts to those communities; and.because nonprofits are more approachable because they carry no stigma associated with contacting a federal oversight agency.

2. Nonprofit partners can leverage their own technical expertise to maximize the opportunity for awardees to convert their federal funds into a successful brownfield redevelopment project.

3. Nonprofits have less overhead, meaning a higher percentage of each program dollar goes to projects.
NBNNI Initiative #2

Replicate Area-Wide/Corridor-Wide Approaches To Community Renewal

Description: Expand, replicate and institutionalize innovative area-wide & corridor-wide approaches to brownfields reclamation and community renewal. 

Problem: This Initiative is focused on communities disproportionately impacted by brownfield conditions. In urban and suburban low-income areas, there exists the environmental justice circumstance of neighborhoods burdened with multiple brownfield sites, high incidence of disease and unemployment. A “one-parcel-at-a-time” strategy will not result in the revitalization of such distressed areas and will frequently invite dirty or stigmatizing uses such as garbage transfer stations. This Initiative also seeks to address exurban and rural communities that share a common means of economic advancement, where an abandoned brownfield site in one community can adversely impact all of the culturally and economically linked communities in the region. 
Objective: To build upon and replicate successful models such as New York’s Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA) program and Colorado’s Historic Byways Revitalization Initiative. NY’s BOA program addresses entire neighborhoods and clusters of brownfields within those neighborhoods, including the conditions fueling abandonment and deterioration by providing grants to create and implement viable neighborhood plans focused around the cleanup and redevelopment of brownfield projects that will result in creating new community anchors. Colorado’s Revitalization Initiative works with multiple communities in a regional context that must plan and act together for the mutual benefit of all. Often, the regional link between communities is a common transportation route, hence reference to a corridor approach. Both of these approaches are aimed at reversing the downward cycle of disinvestment and decay by encouraging residents and community groups to work with local government to craft a vision for their future and collaborate on implementation.
How it might work: Using the NYS and Colorado programs as a model, EPA could undertake a Pilot in selected communities across the country and provide grants to conduct planning, economic analysis, and market studies to inform area-wide/corridor-wide visioning. In addition Pilot communities can be serviced by a Brownfields Response Team that could be comprised of a nonprofit Pilot Coordinator or EPA dedicated staff person, key contacts from other federal agencies, and a peer-exchange mentor.  Capacity building could include training local “champions” on how to implement a vision, invoke federal, state and local government cooperation, engage community assets, and keep the community engaged. Urban and suburban area-wide needs tend to be at a neighborhood level and sub-municipality; rural area-wide needs tend to be multi-jurisdictional issues.  Because of this disconnect between community need and local government representation, nonprofit organizations emerge as leaders in this effort.  

Potential Short and Long Term Benefits:  At its heart, this area-wide/corridor-wide approach to brownfields reclamation is about creating value. This approach will stimulate authentic community engagement and collaboration among local residents, businesses, property owners and local government. The expectation is that by looking at areas as a whole, the most productive, innovative, and appropriately scaled end uses will be planned, all while mitigating historical and future environmental injustices. It is the creation and implementation of a plan for an entire area, that reflects community history and pride, and includes employment, public amenities, infrastructure improvements, and open space, that encourages current residents to remain and also attracts new residents.  

The targeting of public resources based on local priorities and planning offers the opportunity to establish this type of program at the federal level. By formally linking community based planning and prioritization with smart growth principles and resources, this initiative addresses the unique neighborhood circumstance of clustered brownfield sites, dilapidated infrastructure, inadequate access to waterfronts and parks, and cumulative environmental exposures, in a manner that integrates smart growth, environmental justice, sustainable design and ecosystems management components.  

NBNNI Initiative #3
Facilitate Redevelopment of Brownfield Sites Abandoned in Bankruptcy Proceedings

Description: Implement a pilot program that provides an alternative to brownfield properties languishing in limbo due to bankruptcy settlements by requiring that nonprofit organizations and municipalities are granted options on them while also providing liability limitations and funding for property stabilization and management, environmental assessments and clean-up. 

Problem: The abandonment of hundreds, if not thousands, of contaminated properties through bankruptcy settlements occurring as a result of the current economic downturn presents an unprecedented challenge for states and local government. Contamination exceeding standards established under federal, state and local environmental laws does not preclude abandonment of property. On the contrary, the cost of complying with environmental standards causes the property to become “burdensome” to the estate and justifies abandonment under Section 554(a) of the Bankruptcy Code. Prior to abandoning the contaminated property the bankruptcy estate need only address those conditions presenting an “imminent and identifiable harm” to public health or safety. Where title to contaminated property resides after abandonment under Section 554(a) of the Bankruptcy Code is far from clear. As a consequence, securing title to the property for the purpose of redevelopment presents practical difficulties. Eminent domain is an option, but a lengthy and expensive one adding to the already burdensome time delays and non-value added costs associated with redeveloping these properties.  

As a practical matter, the local development agency will not exercise the option until its obligation of “due care” or “appropriate care” is defined by USEPA and state environmental agencies. Even if a local development agency were to qualify as Bona Fide Purchaser (which assumes the agency performed “all appropriate inquiry” prior to exercise of the option) the agency will have an ongoing obligation to exercise “appropriate care with respect to hazardous substances found at the facility.”  The distinction between “appropriate” and “due” care is not readily apparent.  A court construing a local development agency’s duty of “appropriate” care will look for guidance to the case law construing “due care”.  The problem is that most of the decisions construing the obligation of “due care” have found a factual issue.  This means the local development agency would most likely be unable to obtain the dismissal of a claim for cost recovery or contribution and could be required to litigate the issue of whether it acted reasonably under the circumstances. This problem could be addressed if the EPA were to issue clear liability indemnifications for nonprofits or local government which would allow them to exercise these options. 

Objectives:

1. Reduce the number of orphaned properties by making the granting of an option to a local unit of government, regional economic development agency or non-profit organization (hereafter collectively “local development agency”) a condition of bankruptcy court approval of a motion to abandon contaminated property. In addition, overcome the liability concerns by creating a template for enabling the local development agency to take title to the abandoned property without assuming liability for existing contamination. At a minimum, the local development agency must be provided the opportunity to redevelop the abandoned property in phases. Each phase of redevelopment creates income that may be used to finance subsequent phases of redevelopment.  It is essential that USEPA take the position in bankruptcy proceedings that, as a condition of abandonment of contaminated property, an option must be granted to a local development agency. The option agreement must provide that it may be exercised over time on individual parcels comprising the larger tract of abandoned property. A condition that the option be exercised for “all or none” of the abandoned parcel will impede the phased redevelopment of the contaminated property. 

2. The USEPA and applicable state agencies should also enter into administrative settlement orders that narrowly define the “appropriate care” obligation of the local development agency with respect to existing contamination. By way of example, the settlement agreement with USEPA that allowed the City of Waukegan, Illinois to exercise its option on the OMC property contained a covenant not to sue with respect to existing contamination. This covenant is one of the broadest provided by USEPA and could serve as a template for an administrative settlement order which, along with contribution protection, would advance the effort of the local development agencies to redevelop abandoned properties. 

3. Finally, adequate financial resources must be dedicated by USEPA to assist local development agencies. Funding is needed to assist local development agencies meet their “appropriate care” obligation. Funding is also required to assist with remediation and redevelopment of abandoned parcels. 

How it might work:

1. The EPA and the Justice Department would work with the courts to:

a. Implement the requirement that local development agencies receive options for all brownfield properties abandoned in bankruptcy proceedings.

b. Advocate for an agreement where some funding is obtained from the bankruptcy to help pay the cost of clean-up and redevelopment of the to-be abandoned property.

c. Determine a method to provide options for already abandoned properties.

2. The EPA and Justice Department work also with outside attorneys, such as those that worked on the Waukegan, IL OMC option, to draft administrative settlement order templates to narrowly define the appropriate care obligation of the local development agencies.

3. The EPA would develop a working group of local development agencies to design a pilot funding program Initiating a pilot program that provides funding to the non-profit or municipality to manage the property, its assessment, clean-up and redevelopment.

4. The EPA would identify funds for the pilot program and market it to local development agencies through municipal, state and non-profit networks.

Potential short and long term benefits:

1. Fewer abandoned properties would languish unremediated and undeveloped because of their orphan status.  

2. Remediation and redevelopment would cost less and take less time by reducing the legal barriers to site control.  

3. Despite their contamination, abandoned properties have the advantage of being assembled into large parcels. Property assemblage is always a challenge in brownfield redevelopment. Large parcels if abandoned without a strategy from USEPA run the risk of disassembly (e.g. by tax scavengers taking title to the least contaminated parcels).  This strategy would keep properties out of the hands of tax scavengers and result in better redevelopment strategies for communities. 

4. Local development agency capacity for brownfield redevelopment would be greatly increased over time.

NBNNI Initiative #4

Facilitate the Creation of Green Economy Strategies to Redevelop Brownfields

Description: Create a technical assistance program to assist communities in identifying and implementing green redevelopment strategies for brownfield sites such as for locally distributed renewable energy production, sustainable urban agriculture, waste reuse and recycling, green building products, production and services, and component part manufacturing for water saving, energy efficiency and renewable energy products. 

Problem: Many brownfield sites, especially in low-income and small or rural communities do not get investigated, remediated or redeveloped because there is no end use for the site. The transformation to the green economy presents new opportunities for redeveloping these sites. Communities need assistance determining the technical and financial feasibility of these emerging strategies and in structuring the green business opportunity.  For example, renewable energy as a land development strategy has recently become technically and financially feasible and is emerging as a productive land reuse where no other alternative may exist, for instance at landfill sites.

Objective: Provide technical expertise in emerging green industry markets and needs, site evaluation, site development, and public process to communities desiring to redevelop brownfields sites for green business activity. Technical expertise will enable communities to design new strategies, better manage environmental issues, and develop brownfields sites whose best reuse is for green business.

How it might work: There is a significant amount of effort being directed into understanding the technical aspects of emerging green industries such as renewable energy generation equipment and transmission, water saving equipment, local food systems, waste reuse and recycling, and green building products. However, there are brownfield site development hurdles extraordinary to these reuse opportunities. EPA could fund organizations that can help communities identify which green opportunities are appropriate to their brownfield sites and it could establish one or more resource centers to provide technical help related to emerging green industries. For example, a Resource Center could work collaboratively with CLU-IN technical resources, to focus on renewable energy site development and local-use issues such as liability management between multiple parties engaged in long-term operating agreements on site, installation of equipment on environmentally protective caps, and other similar issues.  

Potential short and long term benefits: An immediate benefit will be to spark communities to consider alternative reuse options for brownfields sites thought to be unmarketable or unbuildable and to provide inspiration that even poor or small communities can participate in the new green economy. Long-term benefits will include creating ongoing local revenue streams to maintain environmental stewardship, creation of green collar jobs, energy and food self-reliance for communities, and long-term reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

NBNNI Initiative #5

Increase Flexibility of EPA Brownfield Grant Programs

Description: Maximize the usefulness of EPA resources for low income communities by making grants and the contracting process more flexible. The statutory ranking criteria (Section 104(k)(5)(C) vi and ix, x) clearly reflect a mandate to maximize the ability to achieve community-supported remediation/redevelopment of brownfield sites in low and moderate income (LMI) communities. 

Problem: The EPA’s myriad administrative requirements limit the effectiveness of the Revolving Loan Fund (RLF), Cleanup and Site Assessment grants. The problems are particularly acute on the RLF. For example, EPA’s lack of flexibility has made it nearly impossible to use RLF loans on affordable housing projects which are typically very complex financial transactions involving multiple sources of financing, that simply cannot accommodate the RLF timeframes, restrictions on uses, and other requirements. 

Objective(s): EPA grant funds should be readily available to support the site assessment and cleanup needed on affordable housing and other narrow-profit-margin projects built on brownfields. The Partnership for Sustainable Communities Initiative, which seeks to coordinate HUD and EPA resources, presents an excellent venue to ensure that EPA’s resources are made more flexible, as many of the limitations are administrative. A preliminary list of administrative changes that could increase flexibility (and also leverage additional resources and maximize usefulness of EPA funds to fill gaps), include:

1. Revise timeframes to reflect transaction realities, e.g., the deadline for site ownership for clean-up grants should be at the time the grant is awarded; 

2. RLF dollars should not be restricted from covering site assessment costs that are outside of traditional “pre-design” costs but still may necessarily be incurred in connection with remediation loans; 

3. Reduce extensive reporting requirements and agency review times associated with EPA grants by utilizing the flexibility included in the statute (Section 104(k)(5)(A)(i)(II)) that only requires use of NCP requirements where relevant and appropriate;

4. Clarify (for all regions) how grantees should manage requirements associated with cross-cutters;

5. Streamline the contracting process to remove the administrative requirements added in the last eight years, which have become an obstacle, particularly for nonprofits, to working with EPA in a timely and efficient manner. 

How it might work: EPA could convene an internal Working Group with the mandate of identifying and implementing measures EPA can take to make the grant programs more effective in LMI neighborhoods. This mandate should explicitly include EPA consultation with HUD and DOT in connection with the Partnership for Sustainable Communities; and it should also require engagement with EPA regional offices and with stakeholders whose mission is the renewal of LMI neighborhoods. EPA should conduct an internal analysis to document obstacles and successes and the Working Group’s deliberations should build on this information. That internal analysis should also include a review of relevant reports (e.g., the GAO, the Great Lakes Environmental Finance Center Technical Advisory Committee, etc.) In connection with improvements to the RLF program, it will be crucial to have an expert with deep experience in community lending participate in the Working Group. The Working Group would also be positioned to process relevant recommendations received in connection with Mathy Stanislaus’ solicitation of suggestions for program improvement. Creation of the Working Group should also include provisions for transparency with the public and specific timeframes for outreach, analysis and implementation.

Potential short and long term benefits: EPA Brownfield grants should be a highly valued funding source for brownfields redevelopment, particularly in LMI communities. Increasing flexibility would maximize the usefulness of the grants on projects that need the resources the most. 

NBNNI Initiative #6

Link the Nation’s Community Investment Infrastructure with Brownfield Programs & Resources

Description:  Additional brownfield redevelopment could be catalyzed in low-income communities around the nation if the expertise of the existing community and economic development financing infrastructure was linked to and leveraged for brownfield redevelopment.

Problem: Nonprofit organizations have become sophisticated catalysts for community and economic development in low-income neighborhoods around the country. Many of these organizations have long standing links to other federal agencies such as HUD and Treasury but are not well known to the EPA. In addition, the Congressional Committees that oversee these agencies are more familiar and comfortable with the key roles that nonprofit organizations play than the committees that oversee the EPA.  As a result, EPA programs are often not structured to take advantage of these important resources. Moreover, those nonprofits that seek to use EPA programs innovatively and in partnership with other financing resources are stymied by EPA restrictions and culture.  For example, both HUD and EPA funding programs are subject to Davis Bacon, but it is unclear whether EPA will accept the guidelines that HUD uses to implement Davis Bacon on affordable housing projects, including whether EPA will accept the waivers that HUD has instituted.
Objective:  Maximize the use of EPA resources by adjusting the brownfield programs to “piggy-back” on the existing community and economic development investment infrastructure that is already delivering community development projects in low-income communities.

How it might work: EPA could convene a Multi-agency Task Force comprised of HUD and Treasury’s Community Development Finance Institution (CDFI) Fund. The Multi-agency Group would explore the connections between the expertise of their nonprofit networks and the needs of low-income brownfield communities. This could include soliciting input, via e-mail, from CDFIs/CDEs and from the Regions about potential connections and changes needed to the EPA Revolving Loan Fund program and other EPA brownfield programs in order to use those funds along with the nonprofit CDFI/CDE’s own capital to finance brownfield cleanups in low-income neighborhoods. This dialogue should include exploring innovative uses of such funds. 

Then, the Multi-agency Task Force could create a platform of issue areas/possible solutions around which they could hold a conference inviting CDFIs to participate, with break-out working sessions, scribes, etc.  A report would be prepared at the end which would identify solutions, both administrative and statutory. These working groups would also make recommendations about modifications needed to EPA programs to take full advantage of the nonprofits’ expertise, how to educate more community development finance organizations about the unique aspects of brownfield redevelopment, and how to forge linkages between the EPA and these nonprofit financing experts as well as with their fellow federal agencies on an ongoing basis. The Multi-agency Task Force would then use that information to implement the administrative changes, to inform the Administration’s legislative priorities, and to enhance the capacity of the EPA to fully utilize the expertise of CDFIs/CDEs going forward. 

EPA’s Congressional Oversight Committees would be educated about these nonprofit community development financing resources and the recommendations for better leveraging their expertise. This could occur through forums for committee members that provide examples of how CDFI/CDE expertise can benefit brownfield redevelopment and, hopefully, through conversations with members of the Congressional Committees that have overseen the growth and development of the CDFIs/CDEs over the years. 

Potential short and long term benefits: More brownfield sites will be redeveloped more efficiently in low-income communities because the community and economic development financing infrastructure that is already delivering projects on clean sites will now be able to take advantage of the EPA’s brownfield resources/programs which would be tailored to meet their development timeframes and transaction requirements.  

NBNNI Initiative #7

Advance Connections between Climate Change & Brownfields with Communities & Foundations

Description: Increase foundation funding for brownfields by strengthening the actual and perceived link between brownfields and climate change.
Problem: There is a need for increased philanthropic foundation support of nonprofits engaged in brownfield redevelopment and community renewal. Many foundations are structured along program areas (in “silos”), where the climate change program falls under the umbrella of “environment” and the brownfields program falls under the community revitalization umbrella. The link between climate change and brownfields is not well documented in part due to the lack of communication among program officers. As a result, resources are not as integrated and multi-dimensional as they should/could be. Moreover, funders’ networks also tend to be organized along these same program lines, with little cross-fertilization between the networks. 

Objective: Raise the awareness of foundations and stakeholders of the link between brownfields and climate change.  And, increase the value of attending Brownfields 2009 to nonprofits by offering an educational dialogue on foundations’ organization, operations and orientation. 

How it might work: The first step is to review existing efforts to document the link between climate change and brownfields, identify research that fills in the gaps, and summarize the findings. This is the underpinning to strengthen the connection between climate change and brownfield redevelopment, and to engage philanthropic foundations in a meaningful way in brownfields redevelopment.

EPA could convene a Dialogue about foundations, climate change, and the EPA’s intention to strengthen partnerships with nonprofits.  The Dialogue could be around the following questions: 

1. How do nonprofits view their brownfields work in relation to climate change?  Are there good examples of programs that link the two issues? What do nonprofits believe is the perception of external stakeholders as to whether there is a link between brownfields redevelopment and climate change?

2. Do nonprofits have experience obtaining foundation grants for innovative programs/projects that link brownfields and climate change?

3. What are possible ways to increase participation of smart growth funders/climate change funders in the brownfields arena?  

4. Ask EPA to describe (and provide examples of) the programs in which foundation support would be viewed as particularly important.

5. Do foundations and other stakeholders see the link between climate change and brownfields redevelopment?  What data or research is needed to build a stronger link? 

This Dialogue would inform EPA’s efforts going forward, both in how to engage the foundation world and also marketing/shifting the public dialogue relating to brownfields and climate change. It will also help EPA understand opportunities to shift funding priorities with an eye towards the multi-disciplinary, multi-dimensional nature of communities. And, it will help ensure that EPA funding and foundation funding are informed by each other’s priorities.  

Potential short and long term benefits: Begin to shift the public dialogue and understanding of the link between brownfields, climate change and smart growth and begin to educate the foundation world about potential gaps and opportunities to make their funding more effective.  A longer term benefit would be to increase the amount of foundation funding for nonprofits engaged in brownfields redevelopment and community renewal. 
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