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Welcome, introductions, and Updates 

Barb opened the meeting.  

Panel members re-introduced themselves. 

Courtney introduced the meeting’s topic and agenda. She explained that today’s conversation is a result of 

comments from panel members and from the public on the rulemaking process that EQB has initiated to 

evaluate mandatory categories. The rulemaking changes will move forward as one package. The scope of the 

rulemaking is to gain efficiencies.  

Courtney briefly explained the timeline of the rulemaking process and that today is about soliciting more 

feedback on the rulemaking so EQB is prepared to move forward—the next step in the process is the Governor’s 

Office. After that, the proposed changes go to the Board.  

Courtney highlighted the tools document to remind panel members that there are more tools to influence 

environmental review than just the rulemaking process. 

Courtney briefly discussed the findings from the survey that asked panel members for feedback on mandatory 

categories. The proposed changes from panel members included 25 existing EAW categories and four new 

EAW/EIS categories. 

EQB staff organized the responses to the survey as follows: 

 Whenever comments were already addressed in the current rulemaking process or have been discussed 

by the panel or at another event, they were excluded from today’s discussion.  

 Comments that had not been addressed yet and were new to the EQB are on the agenda (and in yellow 

in the survey results). 

 



 

Panel discussion of survey results – proposed changes to 

EAW and EIS categories 

See separate meeting document with notes on the mandatory category panel discussion. 

Public Comment 

Commenter #1: 

 After mining is done, mine pits are turned into lakes; these lakes are public. 

 320 acre lake threshold is important. 

o Tailings will degrade lakes, which are public. 

 Mining is a small percentage of Minnesota’s economy; but there are health impacts. Is mining a liability 

to Minnesota? 

Commenter #2: 

 Eliminating or changing threshold of category is not discretionary EAW elimination. 

 EQB rules have been stagnant, not consistent with current practices. 

o Eliminate or increase thresholds. 

 Habitat enhancements; consider not needing an EAW. 

 Water appropriations/impoundments; increase or eliminate thresholds (considering local projects). 

 Environmental protection areas; where are appropriate thresholds? 

 Exemptions/waivers: EAW is duplicative; alternative review should be reconsidered/streamlined. 

 Environmental review deters some projects; this is not the goal. 

 Sensitive areas; altered water course versus natural water course. 

o Need for definition or reference to other statute. 

Commenter #3: 

 Interested in interface between “permitting/environmental review” and “planning/environmental 

review.” 

Next Meeting: Relationship of environmental review with 

other regulatory systems. 

The meeting ended at noon. 


