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EQB Environmental Review 
Advisory Panel 

Meeting Summary 

February 22, 2017 

9:00 am - 12:00 pm  

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency  

Present Members: David Zoll, Willis Mattison, Peder Larson, Jason Aagenes, Lucas Sjostrom, 

Michele Ross, Kathryn Hoffman, Carissa Slotterback, Halston Sleets, Timothy Nelson, Andi 

Moffatt, Josh Fitzpatrick, Randall Doneen, Louise Miltich, James Atkinson. 

EQB Leadership and Staff: David Frederickson (EQB Chair), Will Seuffert (Executive Director), 

Courtney Ahlers-Nelson (Planning Director), Mark Riegel (Planner). 

Management Analysis & Development (MAD) Staff: Barbara Tuckner and Henriët Hendriks. 

Welcome and Introductions 
Chair Frederickson welcomed panel members to the first meeting of the EQB Environmental 

Review (ER) Advisory Panel. He briefly explained his role, the role of the panel, and 

encouraged members to focus on the issues on the table. 

Barb Tuckner introduced herself and Henriët Hendriks from Management, Analysis and 

Development (MAD). She welcomed the public and people watching through WebEx and 

reminded audience members there is a public comment section on the agenda. 

Panel members introduced themselves and shared why they volunteered for this panel. 

EQB staff introduced themselves and emphasized their roles as support to panel members and 

the public and to be a resource on ER when needed. Will noted he is interested in finding 

shared values and opportunities and not letting legislative developments distract the panel. 

Audience members introduced themselves and shared their interests. One audience member 

noted that the panel does not include a member from the tribal community. Advisory panel 

members offered EQB some suggestions for greater inclusion. 

Panel Overview 
Barb introduced the idea of providing enough structure so the panel can engage in productive 

dialogue and arrive at some coherent suggestions. 

Will walked the panel members through a PowerPoint presentation on: 

 The Minnesota Environmental Policy Act (MEPA) as the framework within which the 

panel will do its work; 
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 The main issues that the panel is asked to respond to: human health, ER exclusions, 

climate change, alternative review, environmental justice, and process; 

 The deliverable of the panel: a report with actionable recommendations, and 

 Context for the panel’s timing. 

Peder mentioned that consensus is important for things to go forward but not always possible 

and this should not be a roadblock to move forward. 

Carissa asked whether education and outreach are also possible goals and EQB staff confirmed 

those are on the table as well. 

Barb introduced the ground rules for the panel. 

Will added that the EQB can bring in experts on topics but that members should not feel limited 

to comment on certain topics. 

Visions of Success 
Barb led the panel through an activity for members to share and categorize what they would 

like to accomplish as a result of the panel. The panel’s final focus areas were: 

Understand 
What is Needed 

i.e. Climate & 
Health 

Flexibility of the 
Process 

Respect 
Stakeholder 
Engagement 

Process 

Early Scoping Modernize the 
Process 

(Paul 
Bunyan—not 

named) 

Not 
Categorized 

EQB climate 
change guidance 

Alternative forms 
of review (AVAR or 
GEIS) 

Environmental 
reviews 
conducted by 
people who 
reflect 
communities 

Early feasibility 
determination 
(technical, 
economic, 
logistics) 

Refine mandatory 
categories and 
thresholds 

Explore 
methods for 
achieving 
high scientific 
integrity 

Move 
participation 
beyond 
hearing and 
comments 
toward 
engagement 

Consideration of 
climate change 

Consider GEISs a 
streamlining 
opportunity 

Public 
engagement of 
ALL affected 
populations 

Early 
collaboration on 
purpose and 
need 

Update process to 
eliminate 
duplication with 
permitting 

Great RGU 
role in 
documents 

ER informs 
decisions 

Explore how 
health fits into 
environmental 
review 

Scalable review Acknowledge 
work done before 
formal process 

Honest range of 
alternatives 

Cognizant of other 
state’s ER 
processes 

BMPs/case 
studies 

Need for 
proposers to 
understand 
what’s needed 
to do project in 
MN 

 Pipeline 
alterations review 
recommendation 

Recognize tribal 
interests 

 Synergy between 
MEPA/NEPA 
mitigations 

 Make a change 
(do something) 

  Active 
engagement on 
EJ (rural, tribe) 

 GHG threshold 
recommendation 

 Practitioner 
development 

  Community 
knowledge 

 Certainty of ER 
process and timing 

 Marketing—
undo tarnish of 
ER 
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The group wasn’t able to categorize all preferred accomplishments and Barb indicated they 

might get back to that the next meeting. 

Public Comment 
During the public comments portion, audience members shared their views. One member 

observed that the panel seemed to be a good group of people. Another member asked how 

progress will be tracked and whether meeting minutes will be available online. The EQB staff 

confirmed this. There was more discussion between panel members, the audience, and EQB 

staff on inclusion of tribal representation. 

The meeting ended at noon. 


