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Introduction and Overview 

This report provides an annual evaluation of technical assistance and outreach services provided by the 

Kansas State University (KSU) Technical Assistance to Brownfields (TAB) program between July 1, 

2019 and June 30, 2020 under two Cooperative Agreements (CAs):  

 

TR-83684001, July 2016 to June 2021, (Regions 5-8, National, & E-tools), and  

TR-83910001, July 2017- June 2022, (Tribal TAB).  

 

When possible, data are reported by the designated CA and encompass four quarters of the grant reporting 

cycle. This report provides an evaluation of each of four tasks that comprise the TAB Program: site-

specific service, workshops and webinars, online e-tools and resources, and participatory evaluation. As 

summarized in this report, TAB’s goals were generally met or exceeded.  

 

Multiple sources of data were used in evaluating the TAB Program. They include service provider 

documentation, participant evaluations, quarterly reports, community assessments, and website usage 

reports. Sources of data and analysis techniques are more fully described in the sections below. 

Task 1. Site-specific Technical Assistance to Communities 

Site-specific technical assistance is the main activity of the TAB program. Sources of data for 

documenting services provided are quarterly reports produced by TAB program staff, based on reports 

from service providers. Quantitative goals for site service are listed in the table below, along with actual 

levels of service and an indication of whether the target goals were met.  

 

Table 1 

Target goals and outcomes for site-specific service in 2019-2020 by Cooperative Agreement 

Goals for Site-Specific Services  TAB CA Tribal TAB CA Annual Totals 

Assist 100-180 Communities and 

50-90 assists to Tribes 

199 assists to 138 

communities 

52 assists to 35 

tribes 

251 assists to 173 

communities/tribes 

One site/state/year No* -- -- 

50% with population less than 100k 72% -- 72% 

25% with population less than 10k 34% -- 34% 

25% tribal or environmental justice 27% -- 27% 

*Utah was the only state where site-specific services were not completed in 2019-2020. 

 

Overall, TAB exceeded its goal of communities served for each CA, with a total of 173 communities and 

Tribes receiving technical assistance across the two CAs. For the TAB CA, the number of 

tribal/environmental justice communities provided site services in the reporting period was 37, which is 

27% of total communities served. For a regional view of target goals and outcomes for site-specific 

services, see Appendix A. 

 

Detailed information was available about site-specific services provided to communities served during 

this grant year. An overview of these communities served is presented in Appendix A. Support to 116 

communities served during the project period is ongoing, and 21 sites involved sustainable reuse 

initiatives. Sites served comprise a total over 1,800 acres (approximately 1,326 acres for regional/national 

TAB and 505 acres for Tribal TAB). 
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TAB provides a range of services to communities in its 21-state service area and nationally. Table 2 

provides an overview of the types of services provided to communities during the reporting period, based 

on information available about support provided to 173 communities across the two CAs. While all site 

services that TAB provided were delivered during the reporting period, the most common services 

included answering EPA and other grant questions, document review, and identification of resources. For 

an overview of services provided in each region, please see Appendix A. 

 

Table 2 

Typical site-specific services provided to communities in 2019-2020 by Cooperative Agreement 

Type of service provided TAB CA  
Tribal TAB 

CA  

Total  

Site Services 

Provided 

Attend community/stakeholder meetings or 

conference calls 
22 4 26 

Community education and engagement 9 5 14 

Document review 58 6 64 

Engaging or planning to engage in visioning process 9 4 13 

Evaluation of redevelopment options 19 5 24 

Facilitate stakeholder communication 14 3 17 

Identification of resources 45 18 63 

Provide fact sheets or sample documents 23 1 24 

Held community Workshops 6 0 6 

RFP/Q Development/Review 7 2 9 

Answered EPA and other grant questions 69 8 77 

BIT Assistance 9 6 15 

TAB EZ assistance 6 0 6 

Total 296 62 358 
 

This report summarizes information about 358 site services provided to 173 communities in 2019-2020. 

Under the 2016-2021 TAB CA, there were 296 site services provided to communities. Under the 2017-

2022 Tribal TAB CA, there were 62 site services provided to Tribes.  

 

Task 1 Summation 

TAB exceeded four of its goals for site services in the project period for each of the Cooperative 

Agreements: total number of communities served, communities with populations of less than 100,000, 

communities with populations of less than 10,000, and Tribal/environmental justice communities.  

 

A range of sites are being served including assessment, cleanup, area-wide planning, RLF, 128(a) and 

104(k) grants. Services to about 67% of communities served will continue into the next reporting period. 

The types of services being provided most frequently (answering EPA and other grants questions, 

document review, and identification of resources) indicate that a number of sites are in early stages of the 

brownfield redevelopment process, where TAB support is useful in helping communities develop the 

capacity for engaging in redevelopment projects.   
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Task 2. Workshops and Webinars 

Workshops, webinars, and invited presentations provide additional opportunities for TAB to provide 

communities with information and education about the brownfield redevelopment process. This section 

provides an overview of these activities, as well as evaluation of their effectiveness. Sources of data from 

this section are quarterly reports produced by TAB program staff and quantitative and qualitative data 

from evaluations administered at workshops and webinars. 
 

Workshops 

Goals for educational workshops were to participate in 32 regional, 6 national, and 6-10 Tribal workshops 

cooperatively with others, with one in each state if possible. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic beginning in 

spring 2020, and subsequent stay-at-home directives in many states, in-person workshops were put on 

hold or cancelled. While in-person workshop goals were not met, planning increased for hosting more 

webinars and virtual workshops. 

 

TAB CA 

During the reporting cycle, TAB was involved in 21 workshops: six workshops in Region 5; five 

workshops in Region 6; three workshops in Region 7; and, three workshops in Region 8. Additionally, 

four National Grant Brownfields workshops were held in two states (California and Nevada). A total of 

964 participants attended these workshops. See Table 3 for a more detailed overview. 

 

Table 3 

Overview of workshops and participants (TR-83684001) 

Workshop Topic 
Number of Workshops Number of Participants 

R5 R6 R7 R8 Nat T R5 R6 R7 R8 Nat T 

Economic Revitalization 4 5 2 3 3 17 152 256 86 95 195 784 

Brownfield Grant Writing  1 0 1 0 0 2 37 0 99 0 0 136 

Economic Revitalization and 

Grant Writing Combined 
1 0 0 0 0 1 30 0 0 0 0 30 

TRP Brownfields Basics 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 14 14 

Totals 6 5 3 3 4 21 219 256 185 95 209 964 

 

The data that follows discusses the evaluation results from the 18 workshops where evaluations were 

conducted during the reporting period and represents feedback received from 430 respondents. Data was 

collected using a retrospective pre-post evaluation instrument. This type of instrument is administered at 

the end of an event yet also asks questions about knowledge or perception prior to the event. This is 

believed to produce a more accurate reporting of participants’ perceived changes than the traditional 

pre/post evaluation, as well as provides paired samples for more robust statistical analysis.   
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Population served. 

Participants were asked to indicate the size of the communities they represent, and responses were closely 

spread among all population sizes. The figure below shows further details about the populations of the 

communities served by workshop participants.   

 

 
Figure 1. The sizes of populations served by workshop participants. 

 

 

Workshop participants represented a range of stakeholders in the brownfield process. While participants 

were able to select multiple categories that applied, the most frequently selected stakeholder titles were 

city or county staff/representative (111), consultant (85), State Government or Agency (52), and non-

profit organization (52). For a more detailed overview of participant representation, see Appendix B. 

 

Workshop outcomes. 

Workshop participants were asked to complete retrospective pre-post evaluations at the completion of 

workshops. The evaluations asked questions that measure changes in participants’ knowledge about 

brownfields, their readiness to participate in brownfield redevelopment or grant writing, and perceptions 

of available resources before and after the workshop. 
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Useful experience. 

Participants were asked to what degree they would be able to use what they learned in the workshop in 

their jobs or communities, using a scale of one to five, where one equals not useful and five equals highly 

useful. The average response to this question was 4.38 on a 5-point scale. Most participants (89%) rated 

the degree of usefulness at four or higher, with over half of those indicating the experience was highly 

useful. Analysis indicates that respondents perceive the workshops as highly useful in their jobs and/or 

communities. More detail on responses is presented in the figure below. 

 

 
Figure 2. Level of usefulness of workshop information. 

 

Readiness. 

Participants were asked how ready they were to participate in brownfield redevelopment. Before the 

workshop, 44% reported their level of readiness to be somewhat or very ready. After the workshop, 79% 

of participants reported their level of readiness to be somewhat or very ready. Analysis indicates that 

participants’ level of readiness increased as a result of attending the workshop and the change was not due 

to chance. The figure below provides more details about the responses to this question. 

 

 
Figure 3. Changes in participants’ readiness to participate in brownfield redevelopment. Pre-

workshop mean: 2.25 (SD=1.277), post-workshop mean: 3.02 (SD=1.082), 4-point scale, p < .001. 
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Available resources. 

Participants were asked about their perception of resources available to help with brownfield 

redevelopment. Before the workshop, 40% of participants reported they had some or many resources. 

After the workshop, 87% of participants reported having some or many resources. Analysis indicates that 

participants’ perception of available resources increased as a result of attending the workshop and the 

change was not due to chance. See Figure 4 for more details. 

 

 
Figure 4. Changes in participants’ perception of available brownfields redevelopment resources. Pre-

workshop mean: 2.22 (SD=1.334), post-workshop mean: 3.31 (SD=1.065), 5 point scale, p < .001.  

 

Knowledge change. 

Participants were asked to rate their understanding of what a brownfield is, using a scale of one to five, 

where one equals very low level understanding and five equals very high level understanding. Before the 

workshop, 46% of participants rated their understanding of a brownfield as a four or five. After the 

workshop, 92% rated their level of understanding as a four or five. Analysis indicates that participants 

perceived their level of understanding about brownfields increased as a result of attending the workshop 

and the change was not due to chance. See the figure below for more details. 

 

 
Figure 5. Changes in the level of understanding about what is a brownfield. Pre-workshop mean: 

3.19 (SD=1.457), Post-workshop mean: 4.44 (SD=.791), 5-point scale, p < .001. 
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Participants were asked about the number of brownfield sites they thought were located in their 

communities. Before the workshop, 63% of participants reported there were five or more brownfield sites 

in their communities. After the workshop, 82% reported there were five or more brownfield sites in their 

communities. Analysis indicates that participants’ awareness of the number of brownfields located in their 

communities increased as a result of attending the workshop and the change was not due to chance. The 

figure below provides more details about the responses to this question. 

 

 
Figure 6. Changes in participants’ awareness of the number of brownfields in their communities. 

Pre-workshop mean: 2.98, post-workshop mean: 3.39; p < .001. 

 

Participants were asked to identify how many state or federal brownfield assistance programs were 

available to help communities with brownfield redevelopment. Before the workshop, 26% of participants 

reported they knew of five or more programs that provide support to brownfields. After the workshop, 

72% reported they knew of five or more programs. Analysis indicates the number of programs 

participants knew about increased as a result of attending the workshop and the change was not due to 

chance. The figure below provides more details about the responses to this question. 

 

 
Figure 7. Changes in number of assistance programs participants knew about. Pre-workshop mean: 

2.09, post-workshop mean: 2.84; p < .001. 
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Grant Writing 

Of the 20 workshops held, four covered grant applications and grant writing resources, and garnered 93 

additional responses to two grant-writing questions. Those participants were asked how prepared they feel 

as an individual to write an EPA Brownfield Grant application. Before the workshop, 26% of participants 

reported being somewhat or very prepared to write a grant application. After the workshop, 73% of 

participants reported being somewhat or very prepared to write a grant application. Analysis indicates that 

participants felt more prepared to write an EPA Brownfield Grant application as a result of attending the 

workshop and the change was not due to chance. The figure below provides more details. 
 

 
Figure 8. Changes in number of assistance programs participants knew about. Pre-workshop mean: 

1.76, post-workshop mean: 2.83; p < .001. 

 

Participants were asked how they would describe the amount of brownfield grant writing resources they 

have to aid in writing an EPA Brownfield Grant application. Before the workshops, 34% of participants 

reported having some or many brownfield grant writing resources. After the workshop, most participants 

(90%) reported having some or many grant writing resources. Analysis indicates that participants 

increased the amount of resources they have to write an EPA Brownfield Grant application as a result of 

attending the workshop and the change was not due to chance. See the figure below for more details. 
 

 
Figure 9. Changes in number of assistance programs participants knew about. Pre-workshop mean: 

2.09, post-workshop mean: 3.30; p < .001. 
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Open-ended questions; TAB CA. 

Workshop participants were also asked open-ended questions on workshop evaluation forms to encourage 

them to provide additional helpful feedback. In general, most comments were positive in nature and 

expressed appreciation for the workshop. A brief summary of responses to those questions follows. 

 

When respondents were asked “How will you use the information you learned today,” many respondents 

described how information gained from workshops not only expanded their technical knowledge to 

support clients/communities, but also strengthened their ability to advocate for stakeholders and direct 

them to appropriate people, funding, and resources. Respondents also shared how grant knowledge gained 

during workshops provided them more confidence to develop a grant program, write successful 

applications, and rethink future grant applications. Respondents expressed how they were able to meet 

and interact with industry peers at workshops, broadening their network and knowledge about potential 

partnerships with local and state-level entities. Additionally, respondents indicated they would use the 

information learned to start comprehensive planning efforts as well as improve and broaden existing 

programs. 
 

When workshop participants were asked “What did you like best about the workshop,” many respondents 

expressed that workshops were informative, offering relevant and practical information about 

opportunities and available resources. Respondents attributed this to the diversity of knowledgeable 

workshop speakers and the variety of timely and informative presentations. Exposure to tangible project 

examples showcasing effective processes used, as well as challenges experienced, was also highly liked 

by respondents. Additionally, respondents appreciated that workshops provided opportunities for open 

dialogue and engagement with peers, as well as making promising connections with stakeholders who 

share common ground. Group exercises during workshops also contributed to engagement, according to 

respondents, and provided them the chance to put what they learned into practice. 

When workshop participants were asked “What did you like least,” responses were wide-ranging; 

however, many participants expressed there was nothing they did not like. Other comments indicated 

issues with the venue, such as location, temperature of the room, lighting, or uncomfortable chairs. Some 

respondents did not like particular aspects of the workshop, including food provided, glitches with 

technology, amount of breaks, start and end times, and the structure of the day. Respondents also 

mentioned not liking specific features of presentations, such as confusing information on opportunity 

zones, needing more specific details, and some repetitive information.    

When workshop participants were asked “If you were designing this workshop, what other topics or 

activities would you include,” there were again a wide variety of answers. Many responses indicated 

nothing or not sure. Other suggestions included: breakout sessions; attendee introductions; case studies; 

more on grant writing strategies/grant application walk-through; interactive workshops; more networking; 

increased tribal emphasis; and, site visits. 

When workshop participants were asked “Is there anything else you would like to tell us,” the majority of 

respondents expressed appreciation to KSU TAB for the great opportunity. Comments also described 

workshops as informative, well-organized, and offering excellent speakers. A few other comments 

expressed a desire for more time for lunch and/or breaks, for attendee information to be provided, more 

success stories, and for workshops to be held more frequently.  
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Tribal TAB CA 

During the reporting cycle, TAB was involved in three Tribal Grant workshops. A total of 77 participants 

attended the workshops. Table 4 provides a more detailed overview. 

 

Table 4 

Overview of workshops and participants (Tribal TR-83910001) 

Workshop Topic 
Number of Workshops Number of Participants 

R9 R9 

TRP 1 15 

Leveraging Tribal Resources 1 14 

Community Engagement & BF Redevelopment 1 48 

Totals 3 77 

 

The data that follows discusses the evaluation results from the 3 Tribal workshops where evaluations were 

conducted during the reporting period and represents feedback received from 39 respondents. Data for 

Tribal TAB workshops were also collected using a retrospective pre-post evaluation instrument.   

 

Population served. 

Participants were asked to indicate the size of the communities they represent, and the majority of 

responses (61%) designated they were from communities with populations of 10,000 or less. The figure 

below shows further details about the populations of the communities represented by workshop 

participants.   

 

 
Figure 10. The sizes of populations served by workshop participants. 

 

Workshop outcomes. 

Tribal workshop participants were asked to complete retrospective pre-post evaluation forms at the 

completion of workshops. The evaluations asked questions that measured changes in participants’ 

knowledge about brownfields, their readiness to participate in brownfield redevelopment or grant writing, 

and perceptions of available resources before and after the workshop. 
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Useful experience. 

Participants were asked to what degree they thought they would be able to use what they learned in the 

workshop in their jobs or communities, using a scale of one to five, where one equals not useful and five 

equals highly useful. The majority of participants (86%) rated the degree of usefulness at four or higher, 

with more than half of participants indicating the experience was highly useful. More detail on responses 

is presented in the figure below. 

 

 
Figure 11. Level of usefulness of workshop information. 

 

Readiness. 

Participants were asked how ready they were to do whatever the workshop was about (leverage resources, 

coordinate public participation in TRP, and coordinate four elements of a TRP). Before the workshop, 

46% reported their level of readiness to be somewhat or very ready. After the workshop, 85% of 

participants reported their level of readiness to be somewhat or very ready. Analysis indicates 

participants’ level of readiness increased as a result of attending the workshop and the change was not due 

to chance. The figure below provides more details about the responses to this question. 

 

 
Figure 12. Changes in participants’ readiness to participate in brownfield redevelopment. Pre-

workshop mean: 2.21 (SD=1.080), post-workshop mean: 3.05 (SD=.944), 4-point scale, p < .001. 

  

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

No

response

1 2 3 4 5

3 3 0
8

25

61

P
er

ce
n

ta
g

e 
o
f 

R
es

p
o
n

se
s

Usefulness

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

No

response

None A few

resources

Some

resources

Many

resources

8

18

28

38

85
0

10

54

31

P
er

ce
n

ta
g

e 
o
f 

R
es

p
o
n

se
s

Readiness

BEFORE

AFTER



14 

 

 

Available resources. 

Participants were asked about their perception of technical and financial resources available to support 

their Tribal Response Program. Before the workshop, 38% of participants reported they had some or 

many resources. After the workshop, 69% of participants reported having some or many resources. 

Analysis indicates the participants’ perception of available resources increased as a result of attending the 

workshop and the change was not due to chance. See the figure below for more details. 
 

 
Figure 13. Changes in participants’ perception of available brownfields redevelopment resources. Pre-

workshop mean: 2.15 (SD=.844), post-workshop mean: 2.72 (SD=1.075), 5 point scale, p < .001.  
 

Knowledge change. 

Participants were asked to rate their understanding of the workshop topic (leveraging resources, 

community engagement, and how assessment, cleanup, and reuse are related to four elements of TRP), 

where 5 equals very high level of understanding and 1 equals very low level of understanding. Before the 

workshop, 20% of participants rated their level of understanding as four or higher. After the workshop, 

nearly all participants (92%) rated their understanding as four or higher. Analysis indicates that 

participants perceived their level of understanding increased as a result of attending the workshop and that 

the change was not due to chance. The figure below provides more details. 
 

 
Figure 14. Changes in the level of understanding about what is a brownfield. Pre-workshop mean: 

2.59 (SD=1.312), Post-workshop mean: 4.10 (SD=1.095), 5-point scale, p < .001. 
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Participants were asked an additional question about understanding of workshop topics (how to leverage 

resources, community engagement and redevelopment visioning methods and activities, and how to select 

and recommend cleanup levels for a site), where 1 equals very low level of understanding and 5 equals 

very high level of understanding. Before the workshop, only 20% of participants rated their understanding 

as four or five. After the workshop, 75% rated their understanding as four or five. Analysis indicates that 

participants’ understanding increased as a result of attending the workshop and that the change was not 

due to chance. The figure below provides more detail. 
 

 
Figure 15. Changes in participants’ awareness of the number of brownfields in their communities. 

Pre-workshop mean: 2.33, post-workshop mean: 3.64; p < .001. 

 

Grant Writing 

Participants were asked how prepared they feel as an individual to write an EPA Brownfield Grant 

application. Before the workshop, 42% of participants reported feeling at least slightly prepared to write a 

grant application. After the workshop, 77% felt at least slightly prepared. Analysis indicates that 

participants felt more prepared to write a grant application as a result of attending the workshop and that 

the change was not due to chance. The figure below provides more details. 
 

 
Figure 16. Changes in number of assistance programs participants knew about. Pre-workshop 

mean: 1.61, post-workshop mean: 2.16; p < .001. 
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Open-ended questions; Tribal TAB CA. 

Workshop participants were also asked open-ended questions on evaluation forms to encourage them to 

provide additional helpful feedback. Overall, most responses were positive and participants appreciated 

the workshops and knowledgeable presenters. A brief summary of participant responses to the questions 

follows. 

 

When workshop participants were asked “How will you use the information you learned today,” there 

were a variety of responses. Common themes included community mapping that is more meaningful and 

with culturally significant criteria; sharing information with Tribe or other stakeholders; community 

outreach and engagement, particularly utilizing native language; and, implementing what was learned into 

current and future work.  

 

When workshop participants were asked “What did you like best about the workshop,” most responses 

fell into the following categories: hands-on learning; interactive mapping; opportunities for networking; 

the presenters, in particular Tribal speakers and their personal stories; and, learning about available 

resources. 

 

When workshop participants were asked “What did you like least,” many participants indicated nothing. 

Other responses varied, including the presentation slides (moving too fast, too lengthy), temperature of 

the room, and more breaks or time to stand up and move around.  

 

When workshop participants were asked “If you were designing this workshop, what other topics or 

activities would you include,” there were a wide variety of responses. Participant suggestions included: 

start-to-finish case studies, more interaction and ice breakers, Tribal workplans, more specific examples, 

and list of funding sources. 

 

When workshop participants were asked “Is there anything else you would like to tell us,” many 

respondents showed appreciation for the opportunity to attend a great workshop with knowledgeable 

presenters. Other comments included making the presentation available to attendees, as well as providing 

more breaks, interpersonal connection, structure, and TRP resources. Finally, one recommendation was to 

offer continuing education units for professionals needing contact hours.  

 

Webinars and Invited Presentations 

TAB’s goal is to conduct 4 regional, 4 national and 4 tribal webinars per year. State level webinars are 

conducted upon request and webinars are advertised through TAB’s network in each region. A total of 39 

webinars were held during the project period, which far exceeded TAB’s goal. There were fourteen 

state/regional webinars, ten national webinars, and fifteen tribal webinars/invited presentations during the 

reporting period. There were 1,417 participants at national/regional webinars and invited presentations 

and 931 participants at Tribal webinars and invited presentations, for a total of 2,348 participants. 

Due to lower than expected demand for regional workshops, but higher demand for invited regional in-

person presentations, we are including and counting the in-person presentations against work plan goals 

for webinars as they are similar in effort and cost and meet regional needs. Please note that for reported 

numbers of webinar attendees, only the actual connections are counted yet more than one attendee may 

participate from the same connection location. A list of the webinars and invited presentations is below. 
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• R5: “Brownfields Best Practices” was held in Lansing, MI on October 16-18, 2019. 80 

Participants. 

• R5: “KSU TAB Program” was held in Lansing, MI on October 16-18, 2019. 25 Participants. 

• R5: “Minnesota Brownfields at Brightfields 2020” was held on February 20, 2020. 50 participants. 

• R6: “TAB EZ and KSU TAB Program” was held in Albuquerque, NM on September 9, 2019. 15 

participants. 

• R6: “TAB EZ and KSU TAB Program” was held in Stillwater, OK on September 11, 2019. 15 

participants. 

• R6: “TAB EZ and KSU TAB Program” was held in Midland TX on September 17, 2019. 15 

participants. 

• R6: “TAB EZ and KSU TAB Program” was held in N. Little Rock, AR on September 19, 2019. 

15 participants. 

• R6: “TAB EZ and KSU TAB Program” was held in Addison, TX on September 26-26, 2019. 20 

participants. 

• R6: “BF 101 Panel Presentation” was held in Las Cruces, NM on October 23-25, 2019. 40 

Participants. 

• R6: “LDEQ Brownfield Grant Writing Training Webinar Series: Narrative Summary Sheet and 

Threshold Criteria” was held on May 21, 2020. 36 participants. 

• R6: LDEQ Brownfield Grant Writing Training Webinar Series: Project Area Description and 

Plans for Revitalization” was held on May 28, 2020. 27 participants. 

• R6: LDEQ Brownfield Grant Writing Training Webinar Series: Community Need and Community 

Engagement” was held on June 18, 2020. 25 participants. 

• R7: “What TAB Can Do For You – TAB Services and Resources and TAB E-Tools” was held on 

January 29, 2020. 27 participants. 

• R7: Lake of the Ozarks, MO. 50 participants. 

• National: "Community Engagement" for new ARC grantees was held on July 18, 2019. 82 

participants. 

• National: “From Blight to Revitalization: Finance Tools for Productive Brownfields Reuse” for 

new ARC grantees was held on August 7, 2019. 12 participants.  

• National: “New Grantees Series: Brownfields Quality Assurance” was held on 9/12/2019. 12 

participants. 

• National: “TAB EZ and ARC Grant Writing Tips” was held on October 30, 2019. Approximately 

65 participants. 

• National: New Grantees Series “Building a Better Brownfield Program” was held February 6, 

2020. 227 participants. 

• National: New Grantees Series “Avoiding Brownfields Pitfalls” was held on April 23, 2020. 163 

participants. 

• National: “On Your MARC: Getting Started Early Part 1” was held on April 29, 2020. 177 

participants. 

• National: “On Your MARC: Getting Started Early Part 2” was held on April 30, 2020. 159 

participants. 

• National: “Planning for Community Resiliency – Brownfields to Healthfields” was held on May 6, 

2020. 56 participants. 

• National: “Brownfields Basics and Site Identification/Prioritization” was held on May 27, 2019. 

24 participants. 
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• Tribal: “An Opportunity: Working with Tribes in Emergency Planning and Response”, Local 

Emergency & Response Planners Conference key note and Tribal plane, was held on August 9, 

2019 in Omaha, NE. 200 participants. 

• Tribal: “RTOC Brownfields Resources to Check Out Gifted or Fee Land Before Ownership” was 

held on July 24, 2019 in Fort Bragg, CA. 45 participants. 

• Tribal: “Preparing a Grant Proposal” was held at the 2019 TLEF on August 20, 2019, in Palm 

Springs, CA. 45 participants. 

• Tribal: “Databases and Mapping” was held at TLEF on August 21, 2019, in Palm Springs, CA. 35 

participants. 

• Tribal: “BiT/ACRES” was held at TLEF on August 21, 2019, in Palm Springs, CA. 44 

participants. 

• Tribal: “Tribal Listening/Resiliency session with David Lloyd” was held at TLEF on August 21, 

2019 in Palm Springs, CA. 48 participants. 

• Tribal: “Solar Presentation” was held at TLEF on August 22, 2019, in Palm Springs, CA. 76 

participants. 

• Tribal: “Appropriate Uses of Drones” was held at TLEF on August 22, 2019, in Palm Springs, 

CA. 75 participants. 

• Tribal: “Historic Preservation, Offices and Cleanups, Mapping, and TRP Workplan” was 

presented at ATCEM in November 2019. 60 participants. 

• Tribal: “Mapping” was presented at ATCEM in November 2019. 60 participants. 

• Tribal: “TRP Workplan Preparation” was presented at ATCEM in November 2019. 60 

participants. 

• Tribal: “Equitable Engagement and Redevelopment in Tribal Communities” was held in Los 

Angeles, CA, on December 10, 2019. 55 participants. 

• Tribal: “Tribal Meet and Greet” held in Los Angeles December 10, 2019 in Los Angeles, CA. 50 

participants. 

• Tribal: “Leveraging Brownfields to Build Tribal Resilience” was held on December 10, 2019 in 

Los Angeles, CA. 50 participants. 

• Tribal: “On the MARC! USEPA 104(k) & 128a” was held on May 7, 2020. 28 participants. 

 

The data below details evaluation results from the eight webinars where evaluations were conducted 

during the reporting period. These data represent feedback received from approximately 482 pre-

evaluation and 187 post-evaluation responses.  

 

Demographics 

Webinar participants represented a wide variety of communities and Regions, with the largest number 

from blended mix communities (24%) and EPA Region 6 (21%) and Region 5 (19%).  
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Usefulness 

Webinar participants were asked about the usefulness of the knowledge gained from the webinar. The 

majority of participants (75%) rated the usefulness of knowledge gained by attending the webinar as a 4 

or higher (5 = highly useful). See the figure below for more details. 

 

 
 

 

Understanding 

Participants were asked about their understanding of the topic, where 1 equals very low level of 

understanding and 5 equals very high level of understanding. Before the webinar, only 27% of 

participants rated their understanding about the topic as a 4 or 5. After the webinar, the majority of 

participants (65%) rated their understanding as a 4 or 5 (See figure below). Analysis illustrates that most 

participants’ perception of understanding increased as a result of attending the workshop and that the 

change was not due to chance. 
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Readiness 

Participants were also asked about their readiness to undertake the topic of each webinar, where 1 equals 

not at all ready and 5 equals very ready. Before the webinar, only 26% of participants rated their readiness 

as 4 or 5. After the webinar, more than half of participants (56%) rated their readiness as 4 or 5 (See 

figure below). Analysis illustrates that most participants’ perception of readiness increased as a result of 

attending the webinar and that the change was not due to chance. 

 

 
 

 

Task 2 Summation 

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic in spring 2020, in-person workshops were put on hold or cancelled. 

While in-person workshop goals were not met, planning increased for hosting more webinars and virtual 

workshops. Although the total number of workshops offered in the reporting period (23) was less than the 

yearly goal (44), KSU TAB tripled its goal in webinars/invited presentations. A total of 17 workshops 

were held in KSU’s 21-state regional service area, as well as three national workshops (in NV and CA) 

and three tribal workshops (in CA). The yearly goal is 32 regional workshops, 6 national workshops, and 

6-10 Tribal workshops.  

 

TAB provided 39 webinars/invited presentations during the project period, more than triple its goal (12). 

There appears to be lower interest in workshops from individual states and regions, but more interest in 

invited presentations by TAB at state and EPA Regional business meetings and conferences. Although 

goals for webinars were exceeded, demand for national webinars was higher than those for individual 

EPA Regions, so KSU collaborated with NJIT and CCLR TABs and archived the webinars to make them 

available for national audiences.  

In terms of workshops TAB delivered in the reporting period, evaluation data suggests they were 

successful on many levels. First is in terms of the population goals TAB has for its site service. The 

population of workshop attendees completing evaluations nearly met TAB’s site service population goals, 

as shown in Table 6 below. (For a regional view, please see Appendix B, Table 1.) The second indicator 

of success is the types of participants attending workshops. Participants in the workshop are also 

representative of the range of stakeholders that need to be involved in successful brownfield 

redevelopment.  
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Table 5 

Population levels of workshop evaluation participants 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50% with population of less than 100K 53% Yes 

25% with population of less than 10K 25% Yes 

One workshop/state/year 15 states* No 
*Includes workshops in CA and NV 

 

The third indicator of success is related to the evaluation results. There were high levels of agreement 

among participants that the knowledge gained by attending the workshops was useful (90% ranked it 4 or 

higher on a 5-point scale). Their stated intentions for using the knowledge gained indicate plans to apply 

it in advancing brownfield redevelopment efforts. Measures of retrospective pre-post responses to 

questions related to perceptions were rather dramatic, as shown in Table 7 below. Each measure was also 

shown to be statistically significant (not due to chance). 

 

Table 6 

Changes in retrospective pre-post measures related to readiness (somewhat to very prepared) and 

resources (some or many) 

Item Retrospective Post Change 
Statistical 

Significance 

Readiness 44% 80% +36% p < .001 

Resources 39% 85% +46% P < .001 

 

Task 3. Online E-Tools and Resources 

K-State TAB continues to grow its online E-Tools and resources, providing multiple paths for its target 

audiences to access brownfield information. The K-State TAB website is at www.ksutab.org. During the 

reporting period, the site was visited over 7,400 times by nearly 5,000 different users and over 1,200 new 

accounts were created in the last 12 months. As part of Task 2 of the Tribal TAB Program, the Tribal 

Brownfields Forum (TBF) was created. The TBF is an online, password-protected interactive forum for 

Tribal Response Program (TRP) and other tribal environmental professionals. More information on the 

TBF is in this section below. 

 

As of June 30, 2020, there were 8,807 active registered users on www.ksutab.org (users who have 

accounts, which are required to register for workshops and webinars and to access TAB EZ, BIT and 

online training). As seen below in Table 7, 6,931 users provided data on the types of organizations they 

represent. As of June 30, 2020, 435 users were from tribes and 568 from micro-communities (population 

under 10,000). 

  

http://www.ksutab.org/
http://www.ksutab.org/
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Table 7 

Percentage of users in target audience groups providing data 

User Group 
Percentage of Users 

Providing Data 

Private Citizen 10% 

City Official > 100,000 People 5% 

City Official 10,000 - 100,000 People 8% 

City Official < 10,000 People 8% 

County 6% 

Regional Planning/Economic Development (Govt.) 10% 

Other Not-For-Profit 13% 

State 9% 

Tribe 6% 

Federal 5% 

Private Development or Consulting 20% 

 

TAB EZ provides templates for users to draft Brownfields Assessment and Cleanup grant 

applications. Usage data for this reporting period indicates that users created 112 proposal templates in 

TAB EZ and drafted significant portions of over 25 proposals. Approximately 87 templates were created 

in TAB EZ to use as a reference while applicants wrote proposals in separate word processing software. 

Work started in June 2020 to add new application templates for Multipurpose and RLF grants as well as 

general improvements to the overall user experience, and should be completed in July 2020. 

 

Brownfields Inventory Tool (BiT) software is accessible through the KSU TAB website. BiT updates are 

underway for: compatibility with new changes in EPA ACRES system; data downloads in formats for use 

with other mapping platforms; bringing back the “desktop” version that operates without connections to 

the internet, which is of particular interest to Tribes; and, Exchange Network nodes that would allow BiT 

to store data and interface with other open or closed Tribe-specific databases. The BiT Mobile App is also 

available for use on smartphones, to collect site data in the field, including photos and GPS coordinates, 

with or without an internet or cell/data connection. To date, 212 users have downloaded the app. 

 

As part of Task 2 of the Tribal TAB Program, the Tribal Brownfields Forum (TBF) was created. The TBF 

is an online, password-protected, interactive forum that TRP and other tribal environmental professionals 

can use to communicate with peers, KSU-Tribal TAB Network experts, subject matter experts, and others. 

The TBF includes: 1) membership profiles and a directory, 2) a forum for discussion and communication, 

and 3) a topical Information Library. Mike Brook, lead IT Manager for ANTHC (a KSU TAB partner) 

launched Version 1 of the TBF in November 2018 at the Alaska Tribal Conference on Environmental 

Management (ATCEM). 

 

Membership in the TBF has doubled during the reporting period, with 62 members of the forum. 

Members are using the discussion and comments sections, with 256 comments posted to date. Continuing 

to grow the membership, updating content, and potential evaluation will be a focus of next steps.  

 

The KSU TAB Online Training Program Series consists of pre-recorded webinar modules, supplemental 

materials and review questions. A certificate is issued upon successful completion of each program and 

contact hours credit is available. 
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We have eight online training programs available at https://www.ksutab.org/education/training:   

1. Brownfield Basics (*Additional module on leveraging funds to be added at a later date) 

2. Environmental Planning/NEPA: Using Federal Processes to Promote Local Objectives 

3. Greener Cleanup for Brownfields 

4. Harvesting Energy: Including Performance Contracting 

5. Historic Preservation and Brownfield Redevelopment 

6. Infrastructure for Green Redevelopment of Brownfields 

7. Transit Oriented Development 

8. Tribal TRP 128(a) Brownfields Training Program (Alaska and lower 48 US versions) 

 

Task 3 Summation 

The use of the www.ksutab.org website has increased from the last reporting period, with an increase in 

use of the site by TAB’s target audiences. TABEZ continues to be a valuable resource for users preparing 

Brownfields grant applications. Membership in the TBF has doubled during the reporting period and next 

steps include growing the membership, updating content, and potentially evaluation. 

Task 4. Participatory Evaluation 

The Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment was created to measure, track, and evaluate the long-

term impact of Site-Specific Technical Assistance. This assessment allows TAB to capture community 

organization or Tribal perspectives on progress at brownfields sites to more accurately measure needs and 

gains. The tool was developed by KSU TAB staff making some revisions to the original Community 

Renewal Readiness Assessment (CoRRA). The assessment is available in Appendix D. 

The Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment was piloted in spring 2020. Both communities and 

Tribes were offered the opportunity to participate. During the pilot, 11 communities and two Tribes 

completed the assessment. Data was analyzed by University of Memphis and data summaries were 

created for each participating community organization or Tribe. KSU TAB Services Coordinators 

contacted each participating community organization/Tribe to discuss the results of the assessment and 

any additional resources needed. The aggregate data results from the pilot can be viewed in Appendix D. 

 

Prior to the Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment, the first iteration of the instrument was the 

Community Renewal Readiness Assessment (CoRRA). Based on comments received from communities 

and TAB Services Coordinators who utilized the CoRRA, it was modified from 20 questions to 9 

questions into what is now the Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment. During the pilot of the 

CoRRA, key community contacts agreed to complete this retrospective pre/post rubric to establish a 

baseline of community capacity prior to TAB involvement and also measure current capacity in different 

aspects of brownfields redevelopment. The CoRRA was piloted with five participating communities in 

summer/fall 2019. Overall, participating communities’ perception of their capacity to redevelop 

brownfields increased an average of 53% after receiving TAB services. 

 

Task 4 Summation 

A training meeting is scheduled for July 2020 to introduce the assessment to other TAB organizations 

(i.e., NJIT and CCLR). Their use of the assessment, along with continued use by KSU TAB, is planned to 

begin fall 2020. 

https://www.ksutab.org/education/training
http://www.ksutab.org/
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Conclusions 

The overall anticipated TAB Program outcomes and outputs are shown in Table 8 below. As the above 

review of program activities revealed, significant progress was made in achieving or exceeding program 

outputs on most items listed in the table below. TAB exceeded goals of total communities assisted (173). 

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the number of in-person events was lower than expected; however, 

webinar and webinar-like events (i.e., invited presentations) significantly increased to 39 events during 

the reporting period. Continued, steady increase in communities assisted, workshops/webinars attended, 

and e-tools used, compared to previous years, suggests that awareness of availability of TAB assistance is 

increasing. Plans are to make the Brownfields Community Capacity Rubric available for use nationally 

during the last year of the current TAB project period. In addition to offering an opportunity for Tribes to 

participate in the Community Capacity Rubric pilot, the Tribal Community Engagement and Brownfields 

Redevelopment workshops included indigenous models for participatory evaluation and goal setting for 

brownfields activities in their communities.  

Table 8 

Overall program outcomes and outputs 

Outcomes Outputs 

• Increased recognition, assessment, cleanup, and 

sustainable reuse of brownfields to reduce 

environmental contamination 

• Better inform and equip communities to 

effectively address and be involved in brownfield 

activities 

• Greater knowledge of environmental and human 

health conditions in micro, environmental justice, 

tribal, and newly created brownfield communities 

• Greater community involvement, communication, 

and partnerships among differing stakeholders; 

leveraging partnerships for funding 

• Enable communities to stimulate economic and 

other (such as social) beneficial reuses of 

brownfield sites to improve environmental 

conditions and human health 

 

Specific Additional Outcomes for Tribes, under 

Tribal TAB: 

 

• Increased capacity of tribes to establish and/or 

enhance their Tribal Response Program to 

provide proper oversight to brownfield sites 

enrolled in their programs  

• Site specific Technical Assistance: 100-180 

communities/year for TAB CA and 50-90 

assists for Tribal TAB CA 

• 38 Regional/National and 6-10 Tribal 

workshops; and, 8 Webinars/year 

• Facilitate the NTBWG 

• Update and maintain On-line E-tools and 

Resources (BIT/TABEZ/Additional 

Resources)*  

• Manage Tribal Brownfields Forum with 

integrated on-line E-tools and Resources, for 

Tribal TAB 

• Increase awareness of TAB Program 

• Implement Participatory Evaluation 

Strategies (including availability in every 

EPA Region and with Tribes, in combination 

with indigenous models) 

• In addition to the above for Tribal Capacity 

building, use Indigenous Models,  

• Special Projects, such as nationally available 

tools for site scoring, public health impact 

assessment, BIA open dump survey, and 

others determined based on input and 

available funding) 

• Annual and quarterly reporting to EPA 

headquarters, regional offices, TAB partners, 

and other interested parties 
 

* Note: online e-tools are national in scope 
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The evaluation results indicate that program outputs are supportive of addressing outcomes.  

Outcome 1: Increased Recognition, Assessment, Cleanup, and Sustainable Reuse of Brownfields to 

Reduce Environmental Contamination 

With respect to site specific services provided, over 1,800 acres of brownfield property are being 

addressed. Most of the sites are related to assessment and/or cleanup activities and 12% involve at least 

one element of sustainable reuse. This count does not include the many acres associated with area-wide 

assessment, coalition assessment, and planning proposal initiatives that TAB assisted communities and 

Tribes with this year. 

 

With respect to workshops, participants indicated their intentions to take action related to assessing and 

cleaning up property. Many participants reported they were likely to investigate possible redevelopment 

opportunities for brownfields in their communities and Tribal lands, and potentially apply for assessment 

or cleanup grants.  

 

Outcome 2: Better Inform and Equip Communities to Effectively Address and Be Involved in 

Brownfield Activities 

TAB’s site-specific services provide opportunities for local and Tribal stakeholders to learn about the 

brownfield redevelopment process through real world application and involvement in their own projects. 

During this reporting cycle, 173 communities and Tribes received technical assistance that helped them 

develop the capacity to engage in brownfield redevelopment.  

Workshops and webinars are also pathways of providing education and capacity building to communities 

involved in brownfield activities. Participants in TAB events reported increased knowledge of 

brownfields and brownfield-related topics and resources, as well as increased readiness for taking action. 

Workshop participants reported significant changes in their readiness to participate in brownfield 

redevelopment (+36%) and in their awareness of resources available to them (+46%) after attending the 

workshop.  

Outcome 3: Greater Knowledge of Environmental and Human Health Conditions in Micro, 

Environmental Justice, Tribal, and Newly Created Brownfield Communities 

TAB is increasing its focus on underserved communities who generally have greater resource 

deficiencies. TAB exceeded its goals in serving micro communities (34%) and environmental 

justice/tribal communities (27%).  

TAB’s workshops and webinars also provide underserved communities with the opportunity to increase 

their knowledge. During the project year, 25% of workshop participants who completed an evaluation 

were from micro-communities and just over 5% were representatives of Tribal governments. TAB 

provides these target communities with access to online resources and training programs. TAB also 

presents, exhibits, and provides a help desk for the Brownfields Inventory Tool (BiT) at the annual Tribal 

Lands Forum, in partnership with EPA’s ACRES database staff. 

 

Outcome 4: Greater Community Involvement, Communication, and Partnerships Among Differing 

Stakeholders; Leveraging Partnerships for Funding 

Site specific service often provides opportunities for community involvement and relationship building. 

TAB attended community/stakeholder meetings in 26 communities, worked with 14 communities on 

addressing community education and stakeholder needs, with 13 communities in re-use visioning 
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sessions, and 6 communities on local workshops. All of these activities bring stakeholders together to 

focus their efforts on advancing redevelopment projects. 

TAB workshops, particularly the Community Engagement and Brownfields Redevelopment workshop for 

tribes, provide targeted instruction on how to foster this in communities and also provide opportunities for 

stakeholders to network and develop relationships. Representatives from several stakeholder groups 

attended workshops. Many participants also reported that they are more ready to involve, communicate 

and partner with their stakeholders, and intend to share knowledge learned at the workshops with others in 

their community.  

Outcome 5: Enable Communities to Stimulate Economic and Other Beneficial Reuses of Brownfield 

Sites to Improve Environmental Conditions and Human Health 

During the reporting period, TAB worked with 63 communities to identify resources to assist with 

brownfield redevelopment efforts. TAB also engaged 24 communities in evaluating redevelopment 

options.  

Workshops that were offered also increased participants perception of the resources available to them and 

their readiness to participate in brownfield redevelopment efforts (see outcome 2 above).  

 

Outcome 6: Increased capacity of tribes to establish and/or enhance their Tribal Response Program 

to provide proper oversight to brownfield sites enrolled in their programs 

Evaluation results from Tribal Response Program workshops indicate an increase in understanding, 

knowledge and readiness for attendees to either establish or enhance their Tribal Response Programs. 

Recommendations/Action Steps 

TAB made progress on all tasks and achieved or exceeded many of its goals in the reporting period. 

Specific areas of focus for next year are listed below.  

• Continue to explore methods/deliver virtual workshops and invited presentations, as long as 

needed during and after the COVID-19 pandemic. 

• Continue to offer at least one workshop in every state or that at least serves every state in 

KSU’s 21-state regional service area; and increase the number of state-specific 

webinars/invited presentations, if state and local partners are interested. 

• Re-establish the ability to track usage and promote the availability of the BIT – ACRES 

interface and the BIT mobile Smartphone App. 

• Complete pilot testing of Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment nationally and 

analyze data. Continue to offer this opportunity to Tribes. 

• Take the Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment full-scale to communities served by 

KSU TAB and other TAB organizations nationally. 
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Appendix A: Site-specific Technical Assistance to Communities 

 

 

Table 1  

Target goals and outcomes for site-specific service: Regional perspectives 

Tribal TAB CA 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50-90 assists to tribal communities/year 62 Yes 

Region 1  -- 

Region 2 3 -- 

Region 3 0 -- 

Region 4 1 -- 

Region 5 1 -- 

Region 6 12 -- 

Region 7 3 -- 

Region 8 7 -- 

Region 9 7 -- 

Region 10 28 -- 

 

 

 

Table 2  

Target goals and outcomes for site-specific service: Regional perspectives 

TAB CA 

Region 5 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

25-45 communities/year (2016-2021 TAB)  52 Yes 

50% with population of less than 100k 51% Yes 

25% with population of less than 10k 18% No 

25% EJ/Tribal communities 10% No 

One site/state/year 3-11 per state Yes 

 

Region 6 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

25-45 communities/year (2016-2021 TAB)  28 Yes 

50% with population of less than 100k 37% No 

25% with population of less than 10k 13% No 

25% EJ/Tribal communities 40% Yes 

One site/state/year 1-9 per state Yes 
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Region 7 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

25-45 communities/year (2016-2021 TAB) 28 Yes 

50% with population of less than 100k 47% No 

25% with population of less than 10k 26% Yes 

25% EJ/Tribal communities 32% Yes 

One site/state/year 3-9 per state Yes 

 

Region 8 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

25-45 communities/year (2016-2021 TAB) 26 Yes 

50% with population of less than 100k 89% Yes 

25% with population of less than 10k 60% Yes 

25% EJ/Tribal communities 67% Yes 

One site/state/year 0-9 per state No 

Note: There were site services provided in one community in Region 1, one community in Region 2, and 

two communities in Region 10. This totals 138 total communities served under this CA. 
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Table 3 

Overview of information provided for 173 communities served: All regions 

Site Name State Region Type Status 
Sustainable 

Reuse 
Acreage 

Chicago IL 5  completed  0.4 

Cook County - Chicago IL 5  completed    

Ft. Massac IL 5  completed    

Lebanon IL 5  ongoing    

Ottawa IL 5  ongoing    

Pana IL 5  ongoing  40 

Plano IL 5  completed  8.6 

Rantoul IL 5  completed    

Rockford IL 5  completed    

Sterling IL 5  completed  2.9 

Streator IL 5  completed    

Crawfordsville IN 5  ongoing    

Greenfield IN 5  completed    

Indianapolis IN 5  completed    

Jeffersonville IN 5  completed    

Lawrenceburg IN 5  ongoing    

Logansport IN 5  ongoing  <5 

Loogootee IN 5  ongoing    

Madison County IN 5  ongoing    

Muncie IN 5  ongoing    

South Bend IN 5  ongoing    

Tell City IN 5  completed    

Terre Haute - 12 Points Neighborhood IN 5  ongoing    

Warsaw IN 5  ongoing  30 

Detroit MI 5  ongoing    

Durand MI 5  completed  2.25 

Eaton Rapids MI 5  ongoing  7 

Houghton Lake - Prudenville MI 5  completed  0.6 
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Ottawa County MI 5  ongoing    

West Olive MI 5  completed    

Ramsey County MN 5  completed    

Saint Paul MN 5  completed  0.62 

Saint Paul MN 5  completed    

Adams County OH 5  completed    

Akron OH 5  completed    

Bellaire OH 5  ongoing    

Champion Township OH 5  ongoing    

Cincinnati OH 5  completed    

Cuyahoga Falls OH 5  completed    

Elyria OH 5  completed    

Girard OH 5  completed  11.8 

Richland Township, Defiance County OH 5  completed  8 

Steubenville OH 5  ongoing    

West Carrollton OH 5  completed    

East Troy WI 5  completed  11 

Fond du Lac WI 5  completed    

Kenosha County WI 5  completed    

Madison WI 5  ongoing    

Milwaukee WI 5  completed    

West Allis WI 5  completed    

Hot Springs AR 6   ongoing    

Alexandria LA 6 assessment ongoing    

Baton Rouge LA 6   ongoing    

Monroe LA 6 assessment completed    

New Orleans LA 6   ongoing    

New Orleans LA 6   ongoing    

Opelousas LA 6 assessment ongoing  1 

Rapides Parish LA 6 assessment ongoing    

SCPDC LA 6 assessment ongoing    
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Albuquerque NM 6   ongoing  50 

Artesia NM 6   completed    

Bloomfield NM 6 both ongoing  18 

Anadarko OK 6 both ongoing  2 

Buffalo OK 6   ongoing    

Okemah OK 6 assessment ongoing  45 

Oklahoma City OK 6   ongoing    

Austin TX 6   ongoing    

Cisco TX 6 both ongoing  0.3 

Dallas TX 6   completed    

Denison TX 6   ongoing  313 

Denison (Grayson College) TX 6 both ongoing  8 

Fort Worth TX 6   ongoing    

Kilgore TX 6 assessment completed  13 

San Antonio TX 6 assessment      

San Elizario TX 6 assessment ongoing  120 

Clinton IA 7   ongoing     

Council Bluffs IA 7 assessment ongoing     

Dubuque IA 7 RLF ongoing     

Jackson County IA 7   completed   2 

Maquoketa  IA 7 both ongoing   15 

Marshalltown IA 7 assessment ongoing   22 

Waterloo IA 7 assessment ongoing     

West Union IA 7 assessment ongoing     

Beloit KS 7       2 

Bennington KS 7 assessment completed     

El Dorado  KS 7   ongoing   5 

Kansas City - Historic NE Midtown Association KS 7 assessment ongoing   8 

Kansas City - Quindaro Neighborhood KS 7 both ongoing yes 82 

Marysville KS 7 assessment completed yes 4 

Caney KS  7   completed   1 
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Blue Rapids KS/MO 7   ongoing   3 

Kansas City - Kansas City Regional Brownfields 

Coalition  KS/MO 7 assessment ongoing   32 

Clinton (Kaysinger Basin Regional Planning 

Commission) MO 7   ongoing     

Excelsior Springs MO 7 both completed   3 

Jefferson City MO 7 RLF completed   5 

Pine Lawn MO 7 both ongoing   7 

St. Louis County MO 7 assessment ongoing   20 

Lincoln NE 7 assessment completed   50 

Norfolk NE 7 both ongoing   30 

Omaha NE 7   ongoing   5 

Bent County - Fort Lyon CO 8 cleanup completed   10 

Commerce City CO 8 cleanup ongoing   13 

Craig CO 8 assessment completed   4 

La Junta CO 8 assessment ongoing   4 

Lake City CO 8 assessment completed   5 

Pueblo CO 8 assessment ongoing   7 

Trinidad CO 8 assessment completed   5 

Butte MT 8 both ongoing     

Columbus MT 8 both ongoing   0.5 

Great Falls-Miracle Mile Site MT 8 both ongoing   2 

Helena (Site for Sale) MT 8 both ongoing   0.5 

Missoula MT 8 both ongoing   15 

Red Lodge MT 8 Planning ongoing   5 

State of Montana MT 8 RLF completed Yes 50 

Bottineau ND 8 cleanup ongoing   1 

Minot (Souris Basin) ND 8 assessment ongoing   20 

Goshen County WY 8 assessment ongoing   5 

Sheridan County WY 8 both ongoing   10 

Stratford CT 1 Cleanup Ongoing Yes 12 

Ilion NY 2 Cleanup Ongoing Yes 10.7 
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Oregon City OR 10 Cleanup Ongoing yes 23.16 

Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community 

of Oregon (Oregon City) OR 10 Cleanup Ongoing yes 23.16 

Saginaw Chippewa Indian Tribe MI 5 both ongoing   13.5 

Black River Falls Ho-Chunk Nation WI 5 Assessment completed     

Cherokee Nation OK 6   completed     

Choctaw Tribe of Oklahoma OK 6   ongoing     

Kialegee Tribal Town OK 6 assessment ongoing   1 

Meskwaki Nation IA 7         

Ponca Tribe of Nebraska NE 7   ongoing   3 

Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska NE 7 Both, 128(a) ongoing yes 3 

Ute Mountain Ute Tribe CO 8         

Ft. Peck Tribes MT 8 both ongoing yes 70 

N. Cheyenne Nation (NCT) MT 8 both ongoing yes 5 

MHA Nation (3 Affiliated) ND 8 104 Grant ongoing   5 

Spirit Lake Sioux Tribe 
ND 8 

128(a), 104 

Grant ongoing yes 5 

Lower Brule Sioux Tribe SD 8 assessment ongoing yes 2 

Oglala Sioux Tribe (Pine Ridge) SD 8 ? ongoing   2 

Yankton Sioux Tribe SD 8 104 Grant ongoing yes 2 

St. Regis Mohawk Tribe NY 2   ongoing   12 

Seminole Tribe FL 4   ongoing     

Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior Chippewa WI 5 assessment ongoing   2 

Acoma Pueblo 
NM 6 

Assessment 

RFP ongoing Yes 2 

Cochiti Pueblo NM 6 Cleanup ongoing Yes 7 

Red Lake Chapter - Navajo Nation 
NM 6 

assessment, 

128(a) ongoing   15 

Santa Clara Pueblo NM 6       1 

Cheyenne & Arapaho Tribes OK 6 Both, 128(a) ongoing   2 

Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation KS 7   ongoing   5 

Sac & Fox Nation of Missouri in KS and NE KS 7 assessment ongoing   1.5 

Santee Sioux Tribe NE 7 assessment ongoing   3 
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Southern Ute Tribe CO 8   ongoing     

Blackfeet Nation MT 8 assessment ongoing yes 260 

Confederated Salish & Kootenai Tribes 
MT 8 

assessment, 

128(a) ongoing   20 

Sisseton Wahpeton Oyate Nation ND/SD 8 128(a) completed     

Ute Tribe, Utah UT 8   ongoing   1 

Kashia Band of Pomo Indians CA 9 128(a)       

Ft. McDermitt Piaute Shoshone Tribe NV 9   ongoing     

Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe NV 9 both ongoing yes 10 

Walker River Paiute Tribe NV 9   ongoing     

Yerington Paiute Tribe NV 9   onging     

Chickaloon Native Village AK 10 128a ongoing     

Chuathbaluk Traditional Council AK 10   ongoing     

Copper River Native Association AK 10 Cleanup ongoing     

Hoonah Indians  AK 10   ongoing     

Kawerak, Inc. (Regional NPO) AK 10   ongoing     

Native Village of Port Heiden 
AK 10 

Assessment 

and reuse ongoing yes   

Native Village of Tetlin AK 10   ongoing     

Sitka Tribe of Alaska AK 10 cleanup ongoing     

Yukon River Inter-Tribal Water Commission 

(YRIYWC) AK 10 both ongoing 1   

Nez Perce Tribe ID 10 104(k) ongoing 1 114 

Shoshone-Bannock Tribes ID 10 128(a) ongoing     

Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs  OR 10 both ongoing   20 

Colville Tribes WA 10 RFP completed   20 

Yakama Nation WA 10 128(a) ongoing   10 
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Table 4 

Typical community-specific services provided 

Type of service provided 

Number of communities receiving service 

2019-2020 

Tribal R5 R6 R7 R8 

Attend community/stakeholder 

meetings or conference calls 
5 7 3 5 3 

Community education and 

engagement 
6 2 1 3 2 

Document review 10 32 4 7 8 

Engaging or planning to engage 

in visioning process 
4 2 4 1 2 

Evaluation of redevelopment 

options 
8 7 2 2 2 

Facilitate stakeholder 

communication 
4 3 5 4 1 

Identification of resources 26 4 18 11 4 

Provide fact sheets or sample 

documents 
5 9 2 5 3 

Community Workshops 0 0 3 2 1 

RFP/Q Development/Review 3 4 2 0 0 

Answered EPA and other grants 

questions 
14 33 6 14 10 

BIT Assistance 13 1 0 1 0 

TAB EZ assistance 3 1 1 0 1 

TOTAL 101 105 51 55 37 

Note: Does not include 9 site services provided in Regions 1, 2, and 10 that are national roundtable 

communities 
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Appendix B: Workshop Attendee Representation 

 

 
Figure 1. Number of workshop participants in each stakeholder category. 

 
 

Table 1 

Workshop goals: Regional perspectives 

Region 5 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50% with population of less than 100K 51% Yes 

25% with population of less than 10K 18% No 

One workshop/state/year 4 states No 

 

Region 6 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50% with population of less than 100K 37% No 

25% with population of less than 10K 13% No 

One workshop/state/year 4 states No 

 

Region 7 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50% with population of less than 100K 47% No 

25% with population of less than 10K 26% Yes 

One workshop/state/year 3 states No 
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Region 8 

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50% with population of less than 100K 89% Yes 

25% with population of less than 10K 60% Yes 

One workshop/state/year 2 states No 

 

Region 9  

Target goals Outcomes Target met 

50% with population of less than 100K 53% Yes 

25% with population of less than 10K 23% No 

One workshop/state/year 2 states No 
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Appendix D: Participatory Evaluation: Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment 

 

Communities and Tribes are asked to review nine assessment items regarding brownfields 

progress and select which level, from 1 (beginning) to 5 (advanced), best describes their 

community organization/Tribe’s capacity for each item. Additionally, there are several open-

ended interview questions regarding their experience completing the assessment and suggestion 

for improvement. 

 

LEADERSHIP: A process whereby an individual influences a group of individuals to 

achieve a common goal.  

A. Program Management/Coordination: Someone is in charge of leading brownfields 

efforts for the community, which may include working with others to set objectives and goals; 

securing resources; managing brownfields services provided to community stakeholders (such 

as facilitating control of properties, getting environmental work done and liability protection in 

place, to convey property for private or City development); using specialized staff, contractors, 

partners, agreements; and working with regulatory agencies.  

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

B. Elected Officials/Upper Management: Establishing support or buy-in from elected 

officials/upper management important to the success of redevelopment programs (i.e., attending 

webinars or workshops related to brownfields, ongoing exchange of experience and knowledge 

for project implementation, mentoring and serving as a resource to others). 

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

C. Internal Funding/Resources: Internal funding and resources are available to the 

community, such as the investment of time by management and staff, local government funding, 

or local incentives for development (e.g., codes/ordinances, TIFs, etc.).   

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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PARTNERSHIPS: An association between two or more entities in which resources are 

pooled and successes and failures are shared (both locally and outside a community).  

A. Community at Large: Engaging groups of citizens, organizations, businesses, and other 

stakeholder groups in your community that are directly (adjacent to sites) or indirectly impacted 

by and/or interested in brownfields and redevelopment efforts.  

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

B. Individual Property Owners/Buyers/Developers/Strategic Investors/Regulatory 

Agencies: Building a wide network of contacts and connections with strategic partners, mostly at 

the local level, who are key in moving revitalization projects forward. 

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

C. External Funding and Regulatory Organizations: Establishing contacts and 

connections for leveraging public, nonprofit, and private resources by collaborating with 

organizations mainly outside the local area, including EPA programs, federal partners, state 

agencies, and others (including state and federal lawmakers) to identify and make resources 

available that facilitate brownfield activities. 

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

 

VISIBLE REDEVELOPMENT PROGRESS: Level to which a process and activities 

leading to site redevelopment and community revitalization is happening.   

 

A. Identify & Prioritize Sites and Plan Re-Use with Partners: May include creating an 

inventory of brownfields; selecting sites that could meet economic, environmental, and 

community revitalization goals; taking public input on re-use; and finding individuals and other 

partners interested in playing a role in redeveloping properties.  

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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B. Environmental Assessments and Cleanups: Phase I and II environmental assessments 

are happening, prior to transfer of properties, to discover information about property’s 

environmental conditions and cleanup is happening as needed.  

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

C. Implement Re-Use Plan: Working with individuals, other partners, and funding sources 

to return properties to productive re-use that address identified economic, environmental, and 

community goals. 

1 2 3 4 5 

(beginning)  (intermediate)  (advanced) 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

Open-ended Interview Questions: 

 

1. If applicable, provide any additional information that may impact your community’s 

capacity in any of the assessment items (e.g., change in staff, etc.) 

 

 

2. Was the assessment clear and easy to complete? If no, please describe any difficulties.  

 

 

3. Would you be willing to complete the assessment once a year? 

 

 

4. In what areas do you feel your community organization needs additional support to build 

brownfields capacity? Can TAB help? 

 

 

5. Do you have any additional comments?  
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Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment Pilot Aggregate Data Results 

 

Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment Pilot Data Summary  

K-State TAB’s Brownfields Community Capacity Assessment was piloted in April 2020 to 

evaluate the capacity of community organizations and Tribes in various aspects of brownfield 

redevelopment. TAB Services Coordinators nominated communities to participate in the pilot 

and the assessment was distributed via an online assessment. Respondents were asked to review 

each statement and select which level, from 1 (beginning) to 5 (advanced), best described their 

community/tribe’s current capacity. The data below summarizes evaluation results from the 13 

completed assessments.  
 

Overall Findings 
 

• Most respondents rated their community’s capacity at intermediate level or higher on all 

items.  
 

• The highest level of capacity was Community at Large, where 77% of respondents rated 

their community’s capacity as a 4 or higher. This is interesting to note given that in the 

open-ended questions, respondents described needing additional support creating stronger 

connections with the community (i.e., outreach, interest, education) to build brownfields 

capacity.  
 

• The lowest level of capacity was Implement Re-use Plan, where 31% of respondents 

rated their community’s capacity at 2 or lower. While this is not necessarily a highly 

significant finding, it indicates some communities may need additional support with this 

phase of the process.  
 

• Most respondents (77%) agreed the assessment was clear and easy to complete and all 

indicated they would complete the assessment once per year. 
 

• In the open-ended questions, respondents indicated the need for more community 

outreach; additional and more focused funding opportunities; more developers and 

elected officials experienced in brownfield redevelopment and willing to help with 

cleanups and assessments on Tribal properties; and a beginner’s webinar/workshop on 

brownfield science. Some respondents also reiterated the important role K-State TAB 

plays in redevelopment projects in their communities and are pleased with the support 

received.  
 

  



42 

 

 

Assessment Questions 
 

Brownfield resources your community organization has used.  

A larger number of respondents (38%) indicated their communities have used technical 

assistance (TAB, EPA, State, and other).  
 

 
 

 

 

LEADERSHIP: 

Program Management/Coordination 

Half the respondents (50%) rated their community’s capacity in program 

management/coordination as a 4 or higher and 43% rated their community’s capacity as 3 

(intermediate). 
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Elected Officials/Upper Management 

The majority of respondents (64%) rated their community’s capacity in elected officials/upper 

management as 4 or higher. 

 

 
 

 

Internal Funding/Resources 

Most respondents (86%) rated their community’s capacity for internal funding/resources as 

intermediate or higher. 
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PARTNERSHIPS: 

Community at Large 

Most respondents (77%) rated their community’s capacity with the community at large as a 4 or 

higher. 

 

 
 

 

Individual Property Owners/Buyers/Developers/Strategic Investors/Regulatory Agencies 

The majority of respondents (77%) rated their community’s capacity for individual property 

owners/buyers/developers/strategic investors/regulatory agencies as 3 or higher. 
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External Funding and Regulatory Organizations 

Most respondents (84%) rated their community’s capacity with external funding and regulatory 

organizations as a 3 or higher. 

 

 
 

 

VISIBLE REDEVELOPMENT PROGRESS: 

Identify and Prioritize Sites and Plan Re-Use with Partners 

All respondents rated their community’s capacity to identify and prioritize sites and plan re-use 

with partners as 3 or higher.  
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Environmental Assessments and Cleanups 

Nearly all respondents (93%) rated their community’s capacity for environmental assessments 

and cleanups as 3 or higher, with responses evenly distributed among those three levels.  

 

 
 

Implement Re-Use Plan 

The majority of respondents (61%) rated their community’s capacity in implementing a re-use 

plan as 4 or higher. However, 31% of respondents rated this as a 2 or lower. 

 

 

 

  

8

0

31 31 31

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

1 (beginning) 2 3

(intermediate)

4 5 (advanced)

P
er

ce
n

ta
g

e 
o
f 

R
es

p
o
n

se
s

E N V I R O N MENTA L A S S E SSMEN TS &  

C L E A N U PS

8

23

8

38

23

0

10

20

30

40

1 (beginning) 2 3

(intermediate)

4 5 (advanced)

P
er

ce
n

ta
g

e 
o
f 

R
es

p
o
n

se
s

I MPL E ME N T R E - U S E  PL A N



47 

 

 

Was the assessment clear and easy to complete? 

Most respondents (77%) indicated the assessment was clear and easy to complete. Those that did 

not agree described the following difficulties: give the 1-5 rankings different labels that are 

levels of agreement (strongly disagree to strongly agree); answers disappear when selected; and 

provide some direction on how to answer questions that require a beginner, intermediate, or 

advanced response.  

 

Answer % Response Count 

Yes 77% 10 

No 23% 3 

Total 100% 13 

 

Would you be willing to complete the assessment once a year? 

All respondents indicated they would be willing to complete the assessment once a year. 

 

In what areas do you feel your community organization needs additional support to build 

brownfields capacity? Can K-State TAB help? 

Respondents most frequently described needing more organizations working together to build 

stronger connections with the community – providing outreach, getting people interested, 

building understanding, and garnering support. Other responses included: 

 

• Pursuing additional and more focused funding opportunities (such as EPA funding from 

city, county, planning/development district).  
 

• Need more developers and elected officials who are interested in/experienced with 

brownfield redevelopment.  
 

• Would like to see local officials and other entities work cooperatively with each other and 

have more leverage to influence the state to be more involved with cleanup or 

assessments of Tribal properties. 
  

• KSU TAB should host a webinar/workshop or prepare a beginner’s guide on brownfield 

science (contaminants, their impacts on health and the environment, remediation 

measures, and acronyms/lingo) to learn the science aspects of brownfields.  

 

Respondents also described TAB as playing a large role in brownfield redevelopment in their 

communities and are very pleased with the support they have received from TAB and other 

partners. One respondent stated that the engagement and leadership from K-State “have been 

cornerstone to the success of our projects to date.” 

 
Do you have any additional comments about the assessment? 

The only additional comments received on the assessment were that TAB is a valuable resource 

for redevelopment and the assessment was a great process. 

 


