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Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 

Present Members: David Zoll, Willis Mattison, Peder Larson, Jason Aagenes, Michele Ross, Kathryn Hoffman, 

Timothy Nelson, Josh Fitzpatrick, Randall Doneen, Louise Miltich, James Atkinson. 

EQB staff: Courtney Ahlers-Nelson and Mark Riegel. 

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

Welcome and Introductions 

Barb welcomed the panel members. 

Panel members reviewed the notes from the last meeting. Panel members suggested that the notes should 

capture the discussion around cumulative significance and an individual project’s significance of contributing to 

GHG emissions and climate change. 

Peder asked whether the agreement as stated in the flip chart notes from the April 20 meeting are around 

EAW/EIS or at a higher level. Courtney responded that everything the panel discusses and agrees on is in the 

framework of EAW/EIS and thus the agreement is related to those. 

Courtney walked through the agenda and described the framework for the rest of the meeting.  

Greenhouse Gas as a Threshold 

See supporting document that contains the notes on this discussion. 

Greenhouse Gas Calculations in EAWs and EISs 

See supporting document that contains the notes on this discussion. 

Public Comment 

Comments have been edited for brevity and easy of reading. 

 Questions about triggers: tons/unit output rather than tons/year. Minnesota is not moving too fast; 
other states are ahead on social impact of carbon 



 Energy produced off/on-site; calculator would be helpful. 

 Significance of GHG calculations work is real but climate change is real and we have an obligation to fix 
and address. Examples of climate change are around us in Minnesota.  

 Agreement climate change is an issue; how far do we go to incorporate in the environmental review 
process. 

 Minnesota as stand-alone among other states. 

 Redundancy with rules and federal regulations; panel should spend as much time on other mandatory 
categories. 

 Federal levels/thresholds are out of date. 

 Look at public data on methane levels. 

 Cumulative effects of GHG are different from project-specific air pollutions. 

 Importance of M/NEPA. 

 Independent technical panel recommended. 

 Use GHG as trigger; keep in air pollution category. 
o Climate change impacts everything. 

 Value judgement has been made so keep GHG calculation in environmental review process. 

 Cost/effort should not drive decisions 
o Cost/effort of future generations. 

 Guidance/information/data is important; it helps to educate contractors/staff. Keep GHG threshold in. 

The meeting ended at noon. 


