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Rock-Tenn Community Advisory Panel 
Draft Minutes 

 
November 12, 2007 

 
Attendance: 
RCAP Members: Randy Schubring (District 11 Ð Hamline Midway), Matt Hass (District 12 Ð
St. Anthony Park), Tim Thoreen (District 13), Don Arnosti (District 14 Ð Macalester 
Groveland), Chris Jones (Desnoyer Park Improvement Association), Paul McGinley (Midway 
Chamber of Commerce), Gerry Parzino (United Steel Workers Union), At-large: Tom Welna, 
Bernie Hesse, Mark Thieroff, Ellen Watters, Cathy Boies, Allan Schultz 
Staff: Tom Vandervoort (facilitator), Nina Axelson (outreach coordinator) 
Project Team: St. Paul Port Authority (SPPA) - Pete Klein, District Energy Ð Ken Smith, 
Anders Rydaker, Rock-Tenn Ð Steve Haselmann  
Speakers: Dr. Paul Connett (Professor of Chemistry, St. Lawrence University) 
 
Presentations and meeting documents distributed are available at www.rtadvisory.org and at the 
neighborhood resource stations.  Items for follow up are in italics.   
 
Nina Axelson (Outreach Coordinator) called the meeting to order and introduced Interim 
Facilitator Tom Vandervoort. Axelson was asked to clarify the process for comment tracking, 
which included archiving comments from the listserv.  The agenda was modified and approved.   
 
Issues and Questions 
Pete Klein (St. Paul Port Authority Ð SPPA) addressed multiple issues raised at prior meetings, 
conflicts of interest being the primary topic.  Schultz noted that he believed all members have an 
agenda for participating with RCAP and that this did not preclude any specific members from 
participating.  Schultz further requested that personal attacks on the listserv cease.     Watters 
explained her professional involvement with the City of St. PaulÕs economic development plan, 
noted the plan did not address the Rock-Tenn issue and explained her additional relationships 
with business and community groups.  McGinley explained his company, (Louck and 
Associates,) has professional connections with SPPA, but does not offer any services relative to 
this project.  McGinley was asked by the Midway Chamber to be a representative due to his 
scientific background.  Klein conveyed that SPPA did not find any legal conflicts of interest, but 
would follow up on any additional concerns.  Welna explained his contribution for Neighbors 
Against the Burner (NAB) ads in the Highland Villager as an interest in bringing visibility to this 
public issue and that the work did not bring any personal financial gain.  Hass requested that all 
conflict of interest inquiries be made public by SPPA.   
 
Klein addressed the SPPA memo regarding the perceived conflict of interest with Market Street 
Energy (MSE).  MSE will not advise SPPA on who will operate the proposed facility.  And it 
has not been finalized that SPPA will own the proposed facility.  Schultz noted that RCAP and 
the public is aware of MSEs interest in operating a plant, and that this will not prevent 
information from being critically reviewed.  Welna expressed a concern that MSE did not apply 
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for their role through an open process.  Additional concerns were shared regarding negative 
perception in the public forum and the importance of considering expertise outside of MSE.  
RCAP agreed to move forward from the issues of conflict of interest.   
 
Klein explained that information would be brought forward in January to discuss plant size in 
relationship to the 6th point of the legislation, exploring potential additional uses.  HDR, Barr, 
and Solberg will be working on energy conservation opportunities and identifying other local 
emissions (5-mile radius). Questions raised: Who is on record as the House Author (Hilti or 
Hausman)?  How does a 5-mile radius contribute to sizing the plant?  What is the appropriate 
size to improve the most immediate air quality?  What economies of scale may be involved?  What 
is the infrastructure need for a district energy system?  What potential emission sources could be 
taken offline from a new facility?  What criteria would justify building a larger plant?   
 
Dr. Paul Connett Ð Incineration versus Zero Waste 
Dr. Connett has spent 23 years involved in the incineration debate in the US and internationally.  
Since 1995, he is not aware of any new major incineration projects.  Primary issues against 
incinerators included; the generation of poorly handled toxic ash, generation of poorly monitored 
and tested toxic air emissions, lack of sustainability, size of investment (emphasis on equipment 
costs versus new jobs), lack of public support and participation in decision-making for new 
projects.  Dr. Connett highlighted issues with ash management and the creation of dangerous 
nanoparticles.  Also noting the relationship of particulate matter to urban morbidity, based on 
size, source, and the creation of exotic compound nanoparticles from incineration.  Dr. Connett 
explained the Institute of MedicineÕs 2003 study of dioxin, which asserts correlation of dioxin to 
adverse impacts on neurodevelopment, neurobehavior, hormonal systems and the immune 
system.  Dr. Connett noted that strong regulations, adequate monitoring and tough enforcement 
would protect the public from toxic emissions.  Dr. Connett encouraged a shift to Zero Waste as 
a solution based on saying no to incinerators, landfills, and throwaway society through industrial 
responsibility, community responsibility, and good leadership.  Dr. Connett asked that 
stakeholders focus improving the capture rate of reusables, recyclables, and clean compostables, 
developing local use for materials, recommend better industrial designs on packaging, and 
alternatives to toxics in products.   
 
RCAP exchanged in a question period with Dr. Connett.  He explained that a natural gas burner 
might be the best alternative for the project, with offsets of non-sustainable natural gas source 
through solar and wind.  Dr. Connett noted that in order to examine the capture of dioxin, RCAP 
should ask all incinerators in Minnesota for dioxin measures in raw data and use it for the creation 
of their health risk assessment.  Dr. Connett explained that the big shift towards Zero Waste lies 
in the political will to create change and focus on better use and priority of compostables 
(Arnosti noted the organics pilot project with Eureka and Macalester Groveland.)  Dr. Connett 
suggested that anaerobic digestion was a better project in rural areas with integrated farming and 
co-composting.  Further, Dr. Connett asserted that even the advances in science were not 
eliminating the nanoparticle or dioxin problems and there are still additional questions to be 
raised:  How well are workers monitored?  Has the debt been paid off from the Minneapolis 
incinerator?  Dr. Connett was asked to explain his position on biomass incinerators and he 
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shared his understanding that this area did not have enough clean biomass to support a biomass 
facility without RDF, although this would produce fewer emissions than coal or fuel oil #6.    
There are concerns regarding the Minnesota statute, which allows for 30% RDF in a biomass 
facility. He noted that panelists should also be concerned about lead, cadmium, mercury, and the 
new, exotic metals being used in commerce.  Dr. Connett also stated that carbon neutrality is 
challenging, and mulch or composting has a more positive impact on carbon sequestration. 
What is the cost for a natural gas facility?   
 
Given the transition of videotape and status of meeting time, Watters made the request that public 
testimony occur as close to announced time as possible. 
 
Beverly Ferguson 

 Concerned about the economics as a taxpayer 
 Compared the 11.2 million for natural gas versus 2-3 hundred million for an alternate 

facility.   
 Noted an article from the Federal Reserve Bank in Minneapolis, Fed Gazette, describing 

incineration as a legacy technology and a financial burden on municipalities. 
 
Dan Fessenden 

 Rock-Tenn employee 35 years 
 Wants to humanize the issue 
 Good place to work 
 Hope it gets figured out 

 
John Curry 

 NAB was mentioned as a potential conflict of interest, may want to ask audience if they 
have a response.   

 NAB encourages the panel to use them as a conduit to the community, not a conflict. 
 Given the 30% RDF allowable in biomass, RCAP needs an expert analysis, permitting 

process, and an understanding of the state statute.   
 
Nancy Hone 

 Want to save the jobs 
 DoesnÕt want family or neighbors to be sick 
 In prior nursing work, did not see these levels of cancer 
 Concerned about adding more furans, mercury, and particulate matter 
 Concerned about levels of cancer and asthma 
 Surprised to see Morris, Midtown, and other incinerator projects in the works and feels 

they are influenced by propaganda 
 
John Schatz 

 NAB wants to save the jobs and connect with Rock-Tenn employees 
 Feels MSE is closest to the decision and most likely to get this project 
 DoesnÕt want to see MSEÕs business expansion as a priority 
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Susan Hubbard 
 Best use of organics is to compost (St. Paul projects in the works) 
 25% is compostable but composting is not always accessible in an urban setting 
 Cautions the continued subsidies associated with waste 
 Minnesota incineration policy was created with the best current options to protect water  
 14 million dollars a year to subsidize waste, which could have been used to recycle 
 Should also be concerned about nitrous oxide emissions from incineration 

 
Arnold Ramler 

 Would like the panel to examine the use of hydrogen gas, which could relieve 
transportation emissions and be used with other technologies. 

 Can be used for distilling water 
 
Melanie Peterson 

 Xcel Energy bill, limited chart, compared RDF to coal, RDF has 20% higher carbon 
dioxide than coal, and higher mercury emissions from RDF?  (Connettt noted that RDF 
had higher emissions).   

 
John Angst 

 Hopeful that the process will move towards a solution, although it is a tough route 
 Maintain a sense of civility 
 Short-term need of a plant that is recycling the majority of the paper in the state 

 
Project Team Response 
Klein explained that despite Tom VandervoortÕs ability and willingness to continue facilitating, 
the Commerce Department has advised an open Request for Proposals.  The facilitator selection 
process will include input from RCAP members.   
RCAP had additional clarifications regarding the Work Orders: 

 Theiroff inquired about the mercury and dioxin emissions and how they would be 
examined, including methodology on how information is gathered?  Smith addressed 
additional work being examined for energy conservation through HDR and Solberg. 

 Thieroff requested an updated project timeline.   
 RCAP requested a matrix of air emission  by fuel type from Barr.   
 Arnosti requested papers and presentations referenced by the speaker.   

 
November 26th Agenda Setting 
The panel agreed to presentations from Xcel Energy and Alternative Resources, Inc.  Boies 
recommended discussion time at the beginning with the Project Team.  
 
Axelson asked the panel to complete the outreach and document surveys to help evaluate and 
improve the outcomes from citizen participation and administrative work.   
 
Meeting adjourned.   
Notes respectfully submitted by Nina Axelson 


