
 

 

 

 

 
 

 
   

 
 
  

  

  
 

  

 

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
Meeting Agenda: Community Input Panel Capstone Meeting 
Tuesday, October 14th, 2025 from 12:00-2:00 PM CT 

TO: Community Input Panel Members 

FROM: Carlo Cuesta, Creation in Common, LLC 
Barbara Hahn, Creation in Common, LLC 
Kyle Moore, Creation in Common, LLC 

RE: Community Benefits Agreement: Community Input Panel Capstone Meeting 

DATE: October 14th, 2025 

Attendees: 
Byron Renato Morales Galán, 7-County Metro 
Sachi Graber, Twin Cities 
Brian Rosas, Twin Cities 
Naomi Yaeger, Duluth 
Roxxanne O’Brien, Twin Cities 
Benj TerLouw, ME Global 
Jenni Lansing, City of Minneapolis 
Jennifer Koenen, Barr Engineering 
Kathryn Milun, UMN Duluth 
Kyle O’Neill, IBEW Leaders cal292 
Kevin Pranis, LIUNA 
Olivia Dawson-Olson, Xcel Energy 
Andrew Morley, MN Chamber of Commerce 
Kayla Betzold, City of Rochester 
Sasha Lewis-Norelle, COPAL 
Bill Droessler, Environmental Initiative 

aq-rule2-25r 



 
               

             

           

 

  
           

             

              

        

             

         

 

 
             

              

              

             

     

   

              

    

            

               
      

 

 
 
 

 

 

Purpose 
The purpose of this meeting is to discuss the draft Capstone Document which captures and 

synthesizes feedback from across the panel’s feedback sessions. This document will be reviewed 

together and refined based on the panel’s inputs and suggested revisions. 

Meeting Objectives 
By the end of this meeting Community Input Panel members will: 

● Be presented with the key findings from the previous four panel meetings. 

● Provide additional feedback on the contents of the Capstone Document and ensure each 

panelist’s voice and inputs have been represented accurately. 

● Understand how the Capstone Document will be reviewed and utilized by MPCA 

leadership in the next phase of its rulemaking process. 

Agenda 
● Introduction & Review of Meeting Objectives (CIC) 10 min 

● How the Document will be Reviewed and Utilized (MPCA) 20 min 

● Overview of Key Findings with slides (CIC) 20 min 

● Discussion of Key Findings (CIC) 40 min 

○ What needs further clarification? 

○ What’s missing? 

● Discussion of the Panel Process (CIC) 15 min 

○ What went well? 

○ What could have been improved? 

● Reflections and Thank Yous (CIC and MPCA) 15 min 

2 



MPCA: Community Input 
Panel - Capstone Meeting

October 14, 2025



Agenda 



Purpose and Meeting Objecti 



K 



Panel Areas of Disagreement
How Community Should be Defined 

- EJ area panelists and community advocate posed that the MPCA move to a more inclusive, broad 
definition of ‘community’ which prioritized vulnerable populations. Industry representatives urged the 
MPCA to establish clarity around the definition in a way that is both legally defensible and tied to more 
measurable criteria.

The Role of the Community Between Meetings
- Panelists representing industry felt that the approach to engagement didn’t need to be prescribed rule 

and could be left open to be adapted to the specificities of a project or community. EJ area panelists 
pressed for more than two CBA meetings and advocated for a model which includes education, 
negotiation, feedback stages, and accommodations like childcare and translation.

- EJ area and community advocate panelists expressed a desire for community voices to feature more 
prominently ‘upstream’ in the CBA design process. Industry and local government panelists advocated for 
clearly defined parameters that reckoned with economic necessities and acknowledged business realities.

Flexibility vs. Specificity
- EJ area and community advocate panelists pushed for broader definitions, neutral facilitation, and deeper 

co-creation and ‘authorship’. Panelists representing industry prioritized feasibility and legal defensibility.
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