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resources from pollution, impairment, or destruction.
Economic considerations alone shall not justify such
conduct.

Minn. Stat. § 116B.09, subd. 2 (1990). There is identical language

in the Minnesota Environmental Policy Act.

116D.04, subd. 6 (1990).

See Minn. Stat. §

"Pollution, impairment or destruction" is defined as

any conduct by any person which violates, or is likely to
violate, any environmental quality standard, limitation,
rule, order, license, stipulation agreement, or permit of
the state or any instrumentality, agency or political
subdivision thereof which was issued prior to the date
the alleged violation occurred or is likely to occur or
any conduct which materially adversely affects or is
likely to materially adversely affect the environment.

Minn. Stat. § 116B.02, subd. 5 (1990).

The statute is couched in general terms, leaving to the

agencies the duty of determining precisely what standards will

fulfill the environmental policy enunciated by the legislature.

See Reserve Mining Co., 256 N. W. 2dat 838. If the legislature

authorizes the proposed facility, the commission should determine

the standards that are appropriate under the Minnesota

Environmental Rights Act and the Minnesota Environmental Policy Act

and apply those standards to the proposed facility.

DEC I S ION

The commission erred in determining that NSP need not obtain

express legislative authorization for its proposed facility. The

commission properly determined that the proposed storage facility

is in the public interest. In light of our determination that the

proposed facility is properly classified as one in which waste is

permanently stored, a supplemental EIS may be necessary. The
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