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Flip chart notes – Environmental Review Advisory Panel, 

4-20-2017 

Panel member comments have been re-ordered by discussion topic (greenhouse gas (GHG) calculation, climate 

change analysis, and both). Italicized insertions are comments/clarifications by Management Analysis and 

Development (MAD). 

Initial parking lot (these issues/comments came up during the discussion on 

what stood out among the readings): 

 There is a difference between climate change impact analyses for public vs private projects. 

 Economic impacts in environmental review: 

 Need to factor in stranded assets. 

 Environmental Review is good at counting jobs but not good at negative economic impacts. 

 Purpose of MEPA: driving environmental review 

Panel member comments: What does a GHG calculation tell us? 

 GHG calculation is an emissions calculations; GHG calculation does not measure impact. 

 GHG is the carbon footprint but global impact is always insignificant. 

 GHG calculation should be the focus, since it’s the only thing we can agree upon (?). 

 GHG analysis provides information to policy makers (environmental review is an information-providing tool, 

not a decision-making tool). 

 GHG calculations [and climate change analysis?] provide information to local RGUs 

 They also educate local RGUs. 

 GHG calculation does give a number and value – helps agency to think of mitigation and alternatives, and 

indicator for next steps. 

Panel agreement on GHG calculation: 

1. GHG calculation provides a number/numbers 

2. These numbers can be used for: 

a. Decision-makers 

b. The public 

3. Numbers can be used to evaluate: 

a. Alternatives/mitigation 

b. Significance Thresholds [there was some discussion over whether this should be Significance or 

Significance/Thresholds] 

c. Meeting/tracking of state/federal goals 
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Panel member comments: What does a climate change analysis tell us? 

 Climate change analysis is helpful if in context of state/federal/global targets. 

 How well does climate change analysis define/expose alternatives? 

 Focus on climate change won’t get us far – the group [the advisory panel] is not here to set a statewide 

policy on climate change but to provide alternative evaluation for specific projects under environmental 

review. 

Panel member comments relevant to both GHG analysis and climate 

change analysis 

 Difference between GHG calculation and climate change analysis – GHG puts climate change into context – 

we do know 2 is okay but 4 is not – it is important that we have degree targets. 

 Analysis needs to convey cumulative importance. 

 Cumulative impact – individual project may be insignificant but has cumulative effects. 

 There is impact regardless of calculation. 

 Environmental review can be used to identify risk and alternatives for private projects. 

 Challenge: How to use analyses to educate (e.g. decision-makers, the public)? 

 Remember the public – MEPA’s function is to inform, and not to ignore the impact of the analysis. 

 MEPA drives projects with thresholds. 

 (Dis)agreement on climate change analysis 

The panel seemed to agree it was not possible to come to a similar agreement on climate analysis. When asked 

about the sticking points, panel members offered the following: 

 There is uncertainty around item 3 under the GHG agreement: what can the #s be used for. 

 How can the information be used for the public? 

 Cost calculations of impact and externalities [is difficult?] 

 How can the information help with long-term planning [the role of assumptions was discussed]. 

 Panel members seemed to agree that climate change analysis can help identify assumptions but... 

 Agreement on assumptions is the sticking point. 

 Climate change analysis seems to be an element of policy; that is not the purpose of environmental review. 

 How unique is climate change analysis? [relative to other analyses] 

 

When panel members were asked what at minimum should be included in a climate change analysis, they 

offered the following: 

 The best available science on climate change. 

 Whether the project proposer has taken reasonable steps to reduce GHGs (a formal analysis). 

 The overlap between project impacts and climate impacts. 

 For long-term projects: What adaptations are considered/proposed [by the proposer]? 

 The technical, economic, and logistical/practical feasibility of mitigation and alternatives. 
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 A qualitative analysis of project impact (human and nature). 

Recurring themes/questions, as identified by Management Analysis and 

Development (MAD): 

Themes/questions regarding the scope of environmental review in the context of climate change: 

 What is the purpose of MEPA, and how do environmental review, GHG calculations, and climate change 

analysis fit into this? 

 A discussion around climate change analysis quickly moves to a global level: What is the state’s 

responsibility? 

 What happens at the federal level is not necessarily going to have a big impact on what Minnesota does or 

will do. 

 

Themes/questions regarding panel members’ perspectives or philosophies: 

 What is the difference between mere numbers/GHG calculations and impact analysis? Should both be part 

of environmental review? 

 What, if at all, is the relationship between climate change analysis and the significance of the climate change 

impact? Stated differently, a project’s impact is always insignificant on a national or global scale so why do 

the analysis to begin with? 

 

Themes/questions regarding the acquisition and distribution of information:  

 Who is the consumer of the information generated by a GHG calculation and/or climate change analysis? 

 The public’ right to know the impact of public (and private?) projects on the environment. 

 There is currently no nation-wide best practice around climate change analysis but where is best practice 

emerging? 


