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Flip chart notes – Environmental Review Advisory Panel, 5-

30-2017 

Panel member comments are ordered by discussion topic. Management Analysis and Development (MAD) 

summarized and edited comments for ease of understanding. 

Panel discussion on “What are your recommendations to EQB regarding the 

air pollution category that uses GHGs as a threshold for determining 

whether a project should do ER/EAW?” 

Panel Agreement: 

 The Air pollution EAW category needs to change; the current category does not make sense but there is 
no agreement on what needs to be done. 

 The Air pollution EAW category should not be connected to a federal air permit. 

A majority of panel members felt… 

 A GHG threshold should be a mandatory threshold; EQB should keep the Air pollution EAW category. 

 That the way GHGs are calculated (to determine whether a project reaches the threshold) should be 
broadened to include emissions, energy consumption and sequestration/mitigation.  

o A subset of this group felt that the threshold should be lowered from the current 100,000 tons 
per year to 25,000 tons per year of GHG. 

o Others wanted EQB to gather more data before setting a threshold. 

The rest (a slight minority) felt… 

 There should be no GHG threshold mandatory threshold; EQB should eliminate the Air pollution EAW 
category. 

o Reasons given by panel members included: 
 EQB (or the PCA) should not set energy policy for the state of Minnesota. 
 A study of climate change can be scoped into an EIS. 
 Projects that are triggered by the GHG threshold have to do time and cost intensive 

study for the whole project, solely because of GHG trigger. 

Other points of interest/suggestions from panel members: 

 There should be a special EAW form for projects that trigger the Air pollution EAW threshold/category. 

 Developing guidance to do the GHG calculation and therefore determine whether a project triggers a 
mandatory threshold was discussed, but no final recommendation to do so was made. 

 An independent science/technical group of experts should advise EQB on the threshold and how to 
calculate GHG. 
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 EQB should talk to the energy policy makers (agencies and advocates) to set threshold and how to 
calculate GHG. 

 EQB  should look at data to support the changes to the Air pollution EAW category, such as: 
o Data to determine how often the category is triggered when no other category is triggered. 
o Data to determine if MN would be the only state to do this/have this category. 

 

Greenhouse Gas Calculations in EAWs and EISs/Adding a specific GHG and 

Climate changes question to the EAW form 

Majority felt… 

 There should be a discussion of GHG and climate change in the EAW form for all projects going through 
ER. 

o This helps evaluate whether an EIS is required and what alternatives to consider. 
o It includes (“catches”) smaller projects. 

Minority felt… 

 EQB should not add a separate GHG and Climate change question to the EAW form. 
o EQB needs more science or policy makers should decide this, not EQB. 
o EQB first needs to determine the goal of adding the question (is it to educate the public, 

decision-makers? To track goals?) 

Other points of interest/suggestions from panel members: 

 Panel members agreed that the science to do GHG calculations is available; however, the extent to 
which depends on the type of emissions: more science available on direct emissions than on biogenic or 
lifecycle emissions. 

 Panel members agreed that the costs of GHG analyses are driven by whether the information is 
available. 

o Information on calculations of direct emissions is more readily available than calculations of 
biogenic emissions. 

o Upfront costs are higher due to learning involved (e.g. on the part of RGUs or proposers). 

 Panel members suggested that the GHG and climate change analysis be coupled with the “Air” (#16) 
section of the EAW form. 

 Panel members suggested that projects below a certain GHG threshold (not determined how much that 
would be) would not have to complete a GHG and climate change question on the EAW form.  


