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Ohio Environmental Education Fund (OEEF) Advisory Council Meeting 
September 29, 2021, 10:00 a.m. – 12:09 a.m.  

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, Teleconference 
50 W. Town Street, Columbus, OH  43215 

 
Council Members Attending 
 
Brian Buschur, representing small businesses 
Ryan Curtis, Superintendent of Public Education’s Designee 
Jen Dennison, Ohio Department of Natural Resources Director’s Designee 
Tracey Freeman, representing statewide environmental advocacy organizations 
Jim Metz, representing elementary and secondary school educators 
The Hon. Tim Schaffer, representing Ohio Senate 
Gwynne Stoner Rife, representing university level educators 
Carolyn Watkins, Ohio EPA Director’s Designee 
Amy Weiskittel, representing large industry 
 
Applicants attending 
 
Jen Bowman, Ohio University, F22G-006 
Naomi Bongomo, Agraria Center for Regenerative Practice, F22G-001 
Ben Ebenhack, Marietta College, F22G-003 
Kat Kristen, Agraria Center for Regenerative Practice, F22G-001 
Sarah Meadows, Hamilton County Soil & Water Conservation District, F22G-018 
John Petersen, University of Findlay, F22G-004 
Julianne Reinki, University of Findlay, F22G-004 
Jeff Schreiber, American Farmland Trust, F22G-022 
Alsu Shaydullina, Greene County Sanitary Engineering Department, F22G-008 
Nathan Tice, Greene County Sanitary Engineering Department, F22G-008 
Mary Wicks, Ohio State University, F22G-012 
 
 
OEEF Staff Attending 
 
Alauddin Alauddin, Ryan Bourgart, Dennis Clement, Justin Shuman, Carolyn Watkins 
 
Welcome and Introductions 
 
Watkins welcomed everyone to the meeting. Watkins asked the participants to keep their microphones 
muted while not speaking. She explained how the Council members’ votes to discuss projects 
determined the order in which grant applications will be voted on for funding.  There is only $150,000 
available to award this cycle.  She added that after the Council members make their comments and raise 
questions about a proposal, the grant applicant will be allowed up to two minutes to respond before the 
Council votes.  She noted the final decision for all grant funding will not be made today.  Council 
recommendations for funding will be forwarded to the Ohio EPA director, who will make the final 
decision by mid-October.   
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Watkins noted that the newest Council member Leighann Miller representing statewide environmental 
advocacy organizations would not be attending today, and Council member Mark Papke representing 
municipalities is on his honeymoon, which she believes should qualify as an excused absence.   Watkins 
stated that Heidi Griesmer could not be present and the Ohio EPA director Laurie Stevenson has 
appointed Watkins to vote as her representative today. She stated that enough members were available 
to initiate a quorum. She asked the Council members to introduce themselves. Watkins introduced the 
Office of Environmental Education staff members. 
 
Discussion of OEEF General Grant Applications 
 
F22G-018 Hamilton County Soil & Water Conservation District 
 
Curtis MOVED APPROVAL, SECONDED by Dennison. Sara Meadows represented the applicant. 
 
Discussion: Dennison stated the applicant should be sure to secure proper collection permits from the 
Division of Wildlife. Curtis asked if any newly purchased equipment would be used with the applicant’s 
current equipment. Watkins stated she appreciated the applicant spoke to safety training and felt that 
was very important. She said the collaboration was outstanding and having two other soil and water 
conservation districts wishing to use the electrofishing equipment was very good. Watkins asked how 
learning by the participants would be measured. Metz asked who will the applicant share the data with. 
Meadows stated that they already have permits for collecting salamanders and macroinvertebrates, and 
applied to the Division of Wildlife for a fish permit in June that is awaiting approval.  She stated the 
equipment they currently have is limited to a seine net and tank for holding specimens. Meadows said 
they would measure the learning aspect by tracking the stormwater complaints before and after the 
training. She added they would track the test scores of the students by using a pre and post quiz. She 
added students could use the training for resumes showing they have completed this type of training. 
Meadows stated the data would be used for public displays as demonstrations. She said the data 
collected can be used for project restoration and can help identify long term impacts on the fish in the 
streams. Meadows noted she is working with a professor from the University of Cincinnati. She said they 
will share the data with all of their volunteers and they will present that data yearly to Ohio EPA and 
professors.  Watkins urged that the participants be given the opportunity to compare their own data 
with Ohio EPA’s official data for that stream segment, published annually in the Ohio Integrated Water 
Quality Monitoring and Assessment Report, published on the Division of Surface Water’s website.   
 
NINE IN FAVOR (Bushur, Curtis, Dennison, Freeman, Metz, Stoner-Rife, Schaffer, Watkins, Weiskittel) 
NONE OPPOSED. Recommended for funding. 
 
 
F22G-001   Agraria Center for Regenerative Practice 
 
Rife MOVED APPROVAL, SECONDED by Metz. Kat Christen represented the applicant. Freeman 
abstained from voting. 
 
Discussion: Metz asked how many people will be impacted by the project and who is invited and what 
will the agenda contain. Dennison encouraged the applicant to partner with the county soil and water 
conservation districts.  Curtis asked the applicant to discuss the purpose of the event and asked about 

https://www.epa.ohio.gov/dsw/tmdl/OhioIntegratedReport
https://www.epa.ohio.gov/dsw/tmdl/OhioIntegratedReport
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the tractors being used and asked about the size and the scope of the land being used. Watkins added 
her appreciation of the extra information uploaded with the application, including photos of the 
equipment and resources in the Black Farmer Network newsletter, which she found helpful. She asked 
the applicant to define climate resilient soil. She added the objectives in the proposal should be written 
as specific learning objectives for the target audience, and not tasks for the grant applicant.  She noted 
the proposal should include a description of safety training for participants who will be using equipment 
such as flame weeders.  Weiskittel agreed the proposal’s attachments helped her understand the 
proposal much better and asked about the tractor size and use. Christen stated they have six fellowships 
and they are wrapping up their first cycle and will have six new fellows for the next year. She said the 
Black Farmer Network has a large population of 50 or more. She added they have visited other 
regenerative farms and they can learn from those as well. Christen said the agenda would include a core 
program for regenerative soil techniques and they will focus on topics weekly and throughout the 
program and they will address the topics multiple times. She stated the workshops are on the farms are 
held in growing spaces. She thanked Dennison for suggesting collaboration with the SWCDs. Meadows 
noted the land would be under five acres and the flame weeded works well with a walk-behind tractor 
and they are working with small sites at this time. She said they will add a fence for deer control. She 
said the climate resilient soil idea is to grow carbon in soil and try to keep the soil covered with crops 
and mulch in order to increase the carbon sequestration and reduce runoff. Watkins asked what the 
participants will be learning and how it will be measured. Meadows stated their goal setting is done by 
the participants and then those goals will be measured as to completion. She said they will complete a 
survey and that data will be collected and reviewed. Curtis asked if there was a requirement of the 
fellows to be trainers in their communities to broaden the scope of people impacted. Meadows said the 
fellows are able to take the information back to their communities and are currently helping non-profits 
in urban settings. Meadows said they do have skill share programs that help share the knowledge 
collected with the community. Watkins noted that the small size of the target audience is a concern, but 
the OEEF has funded very small pilot projects like this before and this proposal is building on the success 
of the first year of the program. 
 
EIGHT IN FAVOR (Bushur, Curtis, Dennison, Metz, Stoner-Rife, Schaffer, Watkins, Weiskittel), ONE 
ABSTENSION (Freeman), NONE OPPOSED. Recommended for funding. 
 
 
F22G-008 Greene County Sanitary Engineering Department 
 
Curtis MOVED APPROVAL, SECONDED by Bushur. Alsu Shaydullina represented the applicant. 
 
Discussion: Curtis said he really liked the K5 target audience and felt the budget was very well allocated.  
Metz stated he felt the same and the budget was very detailed. Bushur asked the applicant to expand on 
the metrics that will be used to determine success. Watkins stated there are other models available the 
loan from Ohio EPA, many local SWCDs and some health departments that the applicant could use in 
their education programs in addition to the EnviroScape watershed model proposed here.  Examples 
include the ground water flow model, which all Ohio EPA district offices have, and the EnviroScape 
drinking and wastewater treatment model, which is available from her office but which is more 
appropriate for high school and older audiences.  Alsu thanked the Council members and reviewers for 
their feedback. She said there is no current program in their schools for this and they are very excited to 
get started. She said they will do a pre and post questionnaire for the students and a pre and post 
survey for the teachers as well to measure what was learned. Alsu said they would be happy to borrow 
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models if available. Watkins recommended some other early childhood environmental activity guides 
such as Project WILD’s Growing Up Wild, and Project WET’s Getting Little Feet Wet.  Alsu said they could 
incorporate it into their program. 
 
NINE IN FAVOR (Bushur, Curtis, Dennison, Freeman, Metz, Schaffer, Stoner-Rife, Watkins, Weiskittel), 
NONE OPPOSED. Recommended for funding. 
 
 
F22G-003 Marietta College - Environmental Engineering 
 
Metz MOVED APPROVAL, SECONDED by Dennison. Ben Ebenhack represented the applicant. 
 
Discussion: Dennison stated she liked the fact the applicant was helping the schools obtain equipment. 
She said it was great to see a collaboration letter from superintendent of the school district. Metz stated 
he was impressed by the career connection and having college students teach the middle school kids 
was a great idea. Curtis asked the applicant to describe how the trailer will be set up. He said there are 
models in use currently that are very successful. He asked how many hours would be needed to 
complete a full inspection and how many would be used for set up. Watkins stated the participating 
students should compare the data they are presented from local streams to Ohio EPA’s data for the 
same stream segments. She asked who would be collecting the stream data prior to the trailer arriving 
at the site. Schaffer asked if the project was testing a hypothesis or was it training students to test 
streams. Ebenhack stated they are interested in expanding the curriculum and they want to provide 
their project as a service to the local area, but that would be in the long term. He said their lab director 
has very good credentials and will ensure the roll out of the equipment and optimizing the time to the 
set up in the trailer. He added they will be testing the hypothesis and will be giving students the chance 
to used advanced equipment. Ebenhack stated they are hoping to motivate the students by receiving 
hands on practical experience by seeing the levels of contaminants in their own community. He said the 
set-up hours and teaching hours will be half and half at first. He wants to ensure the equipment is set up 
properly and after the second year more time will be spent teaching. He said the ecology professor will 
be doing the preliminary field-work. He noted they plan to offer the trailer for use to a summer camp to 
engage more students. Ebenhack stated their partners in careers projects will help them reach more 
students. Schaffer asked if the hypothesis is based on determining a political bias or not. Ebenhack said 
there is no predetermined outcome as to what energy systems should look like and the program will be 
solely focused on existing contaminants and raising awareness to the students. He added they plan to 
build a larger network once this project   starts engaging students. Curtis asked how the program will be 
sustained and asked if Marietta College will help continue to fund it. Ebenhack said there is no concern 
about sustaining the program and the college is very interested in building an initiative to continue the 
funding. He stated his department has alumni resources and sufficient funding to ensure the long-term 
maintenance of the equipment and faculty time support. He said they will continue to seek grants in 
order to expand the program. Ebenhack said they will make use of Ohio EPA’s water quality monitoring 
and assessment database. 
 
NINE IN FAVOR (Bushur, Curtis, Dennison, Freeman, Metz, Stoner-Rife, Schaffer, Watkins, Weiskittel), 
NONE OPPOSED. Recommended for funding. 
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Watkins said that currently recommended projects total $125,783, of the $150,000 available to award.  
She asked the Ohio University applicant of F22G-006 if they would accept partial funding of $24,217, if 
given the chance to revise their budget and scope of their project accordingly. The applicant 
representative Jen Bowman said they would accept partial funding and make revisions.  
 
 
F22G-006 Ohio University - Voinovich School of Leadership and Public Affairs 
 
Curtis MOVED APPROVAL for partial funding of $24,217, SECONDED by Weiskittel. Jen Bowman 
represented the applicant.  Dennison will abstain from voting.  
 
Discussion: Weiskittel stated she was glad to see the proposal was statewide. Watkins stated the budget 
was very clear and appreciated the detail they provided. Curtis asked when the budget is reworked to 
ensure reaching students would be a priority and felt it was a great application. He said he appreciated it 
was a statewide proposal. Watkins asked the applicant if she might be able to give an indication of what 
project components they would retain with partial funding. Bowman stated the backyard stream 
program was a priority and getting the equipment into the hands of their collaborators was very 
important. She added the presentations would be conducted by the university and the cohorts would be 
continued because of other funding they have. Bowman stated the majority of the activities can be 
completed even with partial funding. She noted the Voinovich school is very supportive and will find 
funding from supporters. Curtis said the train the trainer’s portion of the proposal was very good and 
added they have many contacts in the education community that would be happy to assist them.  
 
EIGHT IN FAVOR (Bushur, Curtis, Dennison, Freeman, Metz, Schaffer, Stoner-Rife, Watkins, Weiskittel), 
ONE ABSTENSION (Dennison), NONE OPPOSED. Recommended for partial funding of $24,217. 
 
 
Watkins offered a three-minute break to allow those who wished to depart the call before the business 
meeting resumes. 
 
 
Review of Minutes of March 2021 conference call 
 
Watkins asked if there were any questions about the March 2021 minutes. Metz stated he was not in  
attendance for the meeting. Schaffer stated he was not present and could not vote. 
 
Stoner-Rife MOVED APPROVAL of the minutes as corrected, SECONDED by Freeman. 
A voice vote showed the minutes APPROVED with Metz and Schaffer abstaining. 
 
Watkins will ask vice chair Papke to sign the minutes since Secretary Metz was absent. 
 
Election of Officers for 2022 
 
Watkins asked Metz if he would be willing to accept nomination to continue as secretary and he agreed.  
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She asked for other nominations but there were none.  Watkins said she will ask Papke whether he 
would accept nomination to continue serving as Vice Chair, and the Council could vote 
on that position at the next meeting.  No other nominations for Vice Chair were made. 

 
A voice vote showed all APPROVED of the Motion for Metz to begin a new term as secretary.   
 
Review of OEEF Annual Financial Report for State Fiscal Year 2021 
 
This document has been posted on the Council’s review page prior to the meeting, and on the Office of 

Environmental Education’s external facing web page. Watkins said the annual report 
was provided to the state legislature and governor by September 1, as required in 
statute.  She pointed out that revenue to the OEEF normally ranges around 1 to 1.5 
million dollars but in fiscal 2021 were at a thirty-year low of $448,726, which is why only 
$150,000 was available to award this grant cycle.  Several of the office staff are coding 
much of their time to the diesel emission grant programs.  She noted the Highlights 
section of the report showing that  

grants have been awarded in 84 of Ohio’s 88 counties now, and outreach and extra scoring points will 
continue for applications originating in the underserved counties of Clinton, 

Gallia, Henry and Van Wert.  She noted there are some counties who have only received one grant. She 
also pointed out the EECO-Ohio EPA partnership section of the report showing that the 
environmental career ambassador initiative reached 14,405 students last year despite 
having to pivot to virtual programs due to the pandemic.  In the last years prior to the 
pandemic the initiative was reaching well over 30,000 students annually.  She noted 
continued progress posting video career chats with environmental professionals on 
EECO’s web page, and the most recent EECO newsletter profiling the careers of several 
Ohio EPA employees.   

 
Discussion of planned changes to OEEF Grant Application Guidelines for 2020 
 
Watkins stated the OEEF’s five current funding priorities reflect environmental career exploration and 

four issues important to the Agency’s regulatory programs:  reducing air emissions, 
managing storm water, reducing nutrient loadings to streams, and habitat restoration.  
Ohio EPA proposes to continue these priorities for the coming year.  She said Ohio EPA 
Director Laurie Stevenson would like to hear suggestions from the Council on how we 
might do a better job of reaching underserved urban and multicultural audiences. She 
noted the Agraria proposal recommended today was very expensive for a small number 
of learners, but it clearly targets such an underserved audience.   

 
She noted that the EECO partnership had the urban multicultural audience as a priority for several years 

before the current emphasis on environmental career exploration, with mixed results.   
Watkins stated we need to do a better job addressing those communities. She said the 
staff currently assign extra points for applications from the geographically underserved 
counties, and we could certainly do the same for identified underserved audiences, but 

https://www.epa.ohio.gov/Portals/42/documents/Reports/2021-OEEF-AR.pdf
https://www.epa.ohio.gov/Portals/42/documents/Reports/2021-OEEF-AR.pdf
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we have to define better what underserved audiences actually mean. Watkins asked for 
suggestions.  

 
Schaffer asked how do we designate 
underserved communities? Watkins said we look at where we have awarded two or more grants, but 
not necessarily a socio-economic indicator, but more in scoring as a staff. She said we are reaching out 
as much as we can to those communities. Schaffer asked that the Appalachia counties be remembered 
in the process. He stated the internet is very limited in many counties in Appalachia. Schaffer stated he 
manages a scholarship program for the engineering community and has a tough time getting teachers to 
sign up and asked if we have the same problems getting educators interested in getting students to 
apply. Watkins stated we have a scholarship program as well and found it was tough to get applicants as 
well. She said we increased the amount from $2500 to $5000 and that has helped in getting more 
applications. She added we are trying to fund more scholarships to students in environmental 
engineering programs.  Stoner-Rife said not getting teachers on board is an across-the-board issue and 
feels they need to have the information prior to presenting their plans for yearly goals. Curtis said the 
Department of Education is working with special populations also. He said there are programs to train 
people coming back into the workforce. He said there is no standard across the board definition and it’s 
tough to reach an audience unless you build relationships directly. Curtis stated there are a lot of science 
and math teachers who would like those additional licenses for their careers. Watkins noted that the 
environmental careers initiative is showcasing not just positions that require four year baccalaureate 
degrees in one of the sciences, but also careers that students can pursue right out of high school or two 
year technical programs.  She mentioned water and wastewater plant operators, some lab tech and 
nature interpreter positions and diesel engine and air pollution equipment maintenance mechanics.   
 
Freeman stated she doesn’t see a lot of diversity on the OEEF Advisory Council at the moment and there 
should be more attempts to recruit people from those underserved audiences. She said her 
recommendations for grants are often not funded and she feels the communities we don’t fund don’t 
have the number of experienced grant writers. Freeman added if we looked more closely at the 
underserved applicants and gave them grants, it would show we support them. Stoner-Rife stated 
teachers have the opportunity to reach the most people in these projects. She said the application itself 
could add the potential population that will be helped. She noted realistically we could ask the cost per 
participant. She said only serving a small population or funding equipment that doesn’t serve a lot of 
people isn’t really what we should be doing.  Watkins said we try to assign similar project proposals 
targeting the same audience to the same peer reviewers each cycle. Weiskittel said the applications 
need far more detail. Dennison said to get a more need diverse audience we need to create a focus 
group to see what barriers are stopping them from applying. Curtis said there are always parts of an 
application that doesn’t meet our expectations and is it possible to like an application, but have certain 
parts of the grant taken out. He said salary is often a sticking point too. Watkins said the OEEF’s salary 
cap is a barrier for non-profits. Dennison said the mileage issue was confusing. Watkins stated applicants 
were apply using what was in federal guidelines at the time and not using our OEEF guidelines. Curtis 
said the focus group was a good idea and he felt we should identify the underserved groups and then 
encourage their participation. Stoner-Rife said perhaps the application should state who they are 
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partnering with by adding a line item. Watkins asked the Council members to continue to send us 
suggestions after the meeting. She thanked everyone for their comments.  
 
 
Proposed schedule for 2022 meetings 
 
Watkins stated March 30th and September 28th were the projected dates for the next council meetings.  
Dennison stated she couldn’t attend the March meeting. Watkins suggested March 29th instead, and 

everyone indicated they could attend on the 29th. Watkins  
said the date will now be March 29, 2022 and September 28, 2022.  
 
The meeting adjourned at 12:09 a.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted by Justin Shuman, note taker. 
 
These minutes accurately reflect on the proceedings of the Ohio Environmental Education Advisory 
Council on September 29, 2021. 
 
 

______________________________                       __________________________ 

 James Metz, Secretary            Date 


