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EQB Advisory Panel 
Meeting Summary 

March 13, 2017 

9:00 am - 12:00 pm  

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency  

Present Members: David Zoll, Willis Mattison, Jason Aagenes, Lucas Sjostrom, Michele Ross, 

Carissa Slotterback, Timothy Nelson, Andi Moffatt, Josh Fitzpatrick, Randall Doneen, Louise 

Miltich, James Atkinson, Kathryn Hoffman (on the phone). 

EQB staff: Will Seuffert and Courtney Ahlers-Nelson 

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

Welcome, Agenda Review, and Updates 
Barb welcomed everyone.  

Members and audience members introduced themselves. 

Barb introduced the idea of complexity science and how the topic areas for the advisory panel 

are inextricably connected (e.g. climate change, health impact, efficiency of process).  

Based on the panel’s discussion on priorities at the last meeting, EQB staff developed an agenda 

for the next months. This agenda was handed out to panel members. EQB staff walked through 

the agenda and asked for feedback from panel members. 

EQB staff and panel members discussed April’s topic, “Climate change,” in more detail. Panel 

members shared what information they would like to review on climate change (examples: 

what are other states doing, comments on EQB rulemaking, a federal document submitted by 

the Chamber of Commerce to EQB). 

From this discussion, EQB staff and the panel identified three themes: 

1. Information on how climate change analysis is done – in MN, other states, and at 

the federal level. 

2. What do we do with the information on climate change once we have it? 

3. Alternatives. 

How Environmental Review is Currently Working 
EQB staff showed the relevant MN Statutes to review with panel members the purpose of 

environmental review. Some members expressed concern that the statute is too broad and not 

the charge of the panel. 
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Panel members then discussed in what ways the environmental review process is serving 

Minnesota well and where it falls short. They brainstormed answers to the question “Where is 

there inherent conflict and tension in environmental review regardless of the process and given 

these tensions, what is possible?” Finally, members shared their visions of success.  

This raised a question from the panel: “Does the EQB want specific recommendations for rule-

making or statutory changes?” EQB staff answered that the recommendations could be as 

specific as rule or statutory changes but can also be guidance documents or white papers. 

Getting to What is Possible – Leveraging World Views 
Barb introduced the idea of leveraging world views along with a set of three questions (Where 

are you alike? Where are you different? What differences are not in the room?). Panel members 

brainstormed answers to these questions. 

This led to a question from the panel whether there is capacity at the EQB to bring in different 

perspectives. EQB staff confirmed that these perspectives can be brought in, particularly in the 

fall. 

Next Meeting: Climate Change 
EQB staff asked the panel members if they are ready to tackle climate change as a topic that next 

month and asked them to share resources, mostly on other states/non-MN resources. 

EQB staff confirmed that readings will be sent out earlier before the meeting so members have 

time to read them.  

The panel raised the question whether at the next meeting they will review the proposed rule 

change. EQB staff confirmed they want to hear concerns and get the temperature on this rule 

change.  

Public Comment 
Kathryn Hoffman, one of the panel member who listened in over the phone, commented that it 

was a good conversation. There was no other public comment. 

The meeting ended at noon. 


