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INTRODUCTION
Many states have environmental review policies and procedures based heavily on the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1970, which for the first time required federal proposals to assess and disclose the environmental impacts and alternatives for decision makers and the public. This report summarizes the policies of 17 states that require some sort of environmental assessment of projects and activities in the form of an impact statement or impact report. 
Most state environmental policy acts are executed by the state’s department of natural resources, environmental quality, or planning. Separate environmental councils have also been created to implement the act in other states. Many states – including California, Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Washington – require public comment before an environmental impact statement can be filed. Although states not listed below do not have state-mandated environmental policy acts for state government business, federal agency actions may require implementation of NEPA by all states. 
As a result of the NEPA legislation, Congress established the White House Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) to assist the Office of the President with accomplishing NEPA’s goals. Under the statute, projects can be halted by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or CEQ if the perceived environmental impact is too great. Some projects are categorically excluded from NEPA consideration, however, and these are usually ones that have been implemented earlier with little to no environmental impact. 
This report presents a look at individual state environmental policies. The summaries should not be read to imply that all projects undergo environmental review, as requirements vary from state to state. 

REPORT: STATE POLICIES
California Environmental Quality Act
Created in response to NEPA, CEQA requires state and local agencies to identify the significant environmental impacts of their actions and to mitigate those impacts if feasible. CEQA applies to public agencies when dealing with “projects,” or “an activity undertaken by a public agency or a private activity which must receive some discretionary approval from a government agency which may cause…a direct physical change in the environment.” Objectives, criteria, and procedures for project evaluation can be found in the California Code of Regulations. Environmental Impact Reports are required for most projects, and projects may not be approved if they do not consider environmental effects and alternatives.

Connecticut Environmental Policy Act

Created to identify and evaluate the impacts of proposed state actions that have the potential to significantly affect the environment, this act allows the state to intervene and promote the best environmental practice in policy. Environmental impact evaluations are made following an early public scoping process, where sponsoring agencies gather relevant information and comment from other state agencies and the public.

D.C. Environmental Policy Act

The act encompasses several environmental measures, including the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (1976), the Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act (1980), the Clean Air Act, and the Clean Water Act.  The overall purpose of the act is to preserve the health and safety of district residents and the environment by requiring the use of environmental impact statements.  
Georgia Environmental Policy Act

GEPA requires the Director of the Environmental Protection Division of the Department of Natural Resources to “issue guidelines to assist government agencies in the preparation of environmental effects reports in accordance with the statute.” Introduced in 1991, GEPA makes environmental evaluation implicit in governmental decision making. GEPA extends to any proposed governmental action by any department, board, bureau, commission, authority, or other agency of the state. GEPA excludes some actions – specified agricultural practices, arboreal practices, emergency measures, and “activities in which government agency participation is ministerial in nature, involving no exercise of discretion on the part of the government agency.”

Hawaii Office of Environmental Quality Control
Established in 1970, the Hawaii OEQC implements Chapter 343, HRS Environmental Impact Statements.  In this capacity the office reviews environmental disclosure documents and publishes "The Environmental Notice" twice each month, in which environmental assessments and environmental impact statements are announced for public review. 
Indiana Environmental Policy Act

Adopted in 1972, IEPA declares that it is the “continuing responsibility of the State of Indiana to use all practicable means…to improve and coordinate state plans [in defense of the environment].” IEPA requires a “systematic, interdisciplinary approach” to legislating with environmental repercussions in mind. The state’s Water Pollution Control Board, Air Pollution Control Board, and Solid Waste Management Board all have adopted identical rules for themselves.

Maryland State Clearinghouse Review

All state government projects must be reviewed for environmental concerns in the form of an environmental impact statement. Originally administered by the Department of State and the Department of Natural Resources, the policy act was then turned over to the Department of Planning, where it has since become part of the Maryland State Clearinghouse Review. Maryland’s review does not require public comment on state projects.

Massachusetts Environmental Policy Act

The purpose of MEPA is to “provide meaningful opportunities for public review of the potential environmental impacts of projects for which agency action is required, and to assist each agency in using all feasible means to avoid damage to the environment.” MEPA has a review component that begins “informally,” and only becomes required “when one or more review thresholds are met or exceeded and the subject matter of at least one review threshold is within MEPA jurisdiction.” 

Michigan Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act

Signed into law in 1994, MNREPA is an “act to protect the environment and natural resources of the state.” It deals directly with industrial waste and the use of certain lands, waters, and other natural resources. The act focuses on the protection of the Great Lakes, as well as inland waters and surrounding watersheds. All actions are carried out by the Michigan Department of Natural Resources.

Minnesota Environmental Policy Act

MEPA guarantees an environmental review procedure for state projects that have a potential to impact the environment. According to the statute, “A first step in achieving a more harmonious relationship between human activity and the environment is understanding the impact which a proposed project will have on the environment.” Proposed actions undergo review, and environmental documents containing information that addresses the significant environmental issues of the proposed action are required for projects that meet certain criteria. There is also a public component of MEPA which “provides the public with systematic access to decision makers, which will help to maintain public awareness of environmental concerns and encourage accountability in public and private decision making.”

Montana Environmental Policy Act

MEPA is a procedural act that allows the Montana Legislature and state agencies to consider “environmental attributes…fully.”  One of its primary purposes is to inform the public of potentially harmful impacts to the environment from new projects.  Three sections deal explicitly with the review processes that “encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between humans and their environment.” Environmental assessments “assist the legislature in determining whether laws are adequate to address impacts to Montana’s environment.” 

New Jersey Environmental Policy Order

An executive order signed in 1989, the New Jersey Executive Order #215, requires that all “departments, agencies, and authorities of the state shall prepare and submit to the Department of Environmental Protection an environmental assessment or environmental impact statement…in support of major construction projects. Projects directly initiated by departments, agencies, or authorities of the state, as well as projects in which the state departments, agencies, or authorities are granting at least 20 percent financial assistance, shall comply with this order.” No public comment is required.

New York State Environmental Quality Review

According to the NYSEQR permit procedure legislation, “Most projects or activities proposed by a state agency or unit of local government, and all discretionary approvals (permits) from a NYS agency or unit of local government, require an environmental impact assessment.” Following assessments, an Environmental Impact Statement and public hearing may be required based on whether or not the policy affects the environment. NYSEQR was first implemented in 1978 and revised in 1987 and 1996. Some actions, such as maintenance and repair activities, emergency actions, and routine activities of educational institutions (expansions of less than 10,000 square feet), do not require a review process.

North Carolina Environmental Policy Act

NCEPA requires state agencies “to review and report the environmental effects of all activities that involve an action by a state agency, an expenditure of public monies, or private use of public land, and that may have a potential negative environmental effect.” Written comments are accepted from state agencies which may be affected by the policy, or have experience dealing with the environmental ramifications of a similar policy. Certain cases do not require environmental documentation, such as shellfish cultivation leases, construction and maintenance of utilities, and the construction of driveway connections to public roads.

Virginia Environmental Impact Review

Created in response to NEPA, the Office of Environmental Impact Review coordinates responses to environmental documents for proposed federal and state projects.  The office "coordinates federal intergovernmental review for all federal actions and locally sponsored projects in Virginia Coastal areas that are federally funded." Environmental impact statements are required for the construction of facilities costing $500,000 or more, the exploration for and extraction of minerals on state-owned lands, and applications for drilling permits in the Tidewater area. Upon completing the review process and considering all comments, office staff prepares a single state response.
Washington State Environmental Policy Act

SEPA provides a way to identify possible environmental impacts that may result from governmental decisions. These decisions may be related to issuing permits for private projects, constructing public facilities, or adopting regulations, policies, or plans. Information provided during the SEPA review process helps agency decision makers, applicants, and the public understand how a proposal will affect the environment. This information can be used to change a proposal to reduce likely impacts, or to condition or deny a proposal when adverse environmental impacts are identified.  For proposals subject to SEPA, an "environmental checklist" is used to determine the need for an environmental impact statement. The checklist poses questions about the proposal and potential impacts to elements such as earth, air, water, plants, animals, energy, environmental health, land use, transportation, energy use, public services, and utilities.
Wisconsin Environmental Policy Act

The purposes of this act “are to declare a policy which will encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between man and his environment.” All recommendations or reports on proposed legislation by any state agency must include information on how the projects may “significantly affect the quality of the human environment.”

STATE-BY-STATE LIST OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACTS

	State
	Year Enacted

	California
	1970

	Connecticut
	2003

	District of Columbia
	1989

	Georgia
	1991

	Hawaii
	1974

	Indiana
	1972

	Maryland
	1973

	Massachusetts
	2008

	Michigan
	1994

	Minnesota
	1973

	Montana
	1971

	New Jersey
	1989

	New York
	1995

	North Carolina
	1971

	Virginia
	1973

	Washington
	1971

	Wisconsin
	1971


[image: image2][image: image3][image: image4][image: image5][image: image6][image: image7][image: image8][image: image9][image: image10][image: image11][image: image12][image: image13][image: image14][image: image15][image: image16][image: image17][image: image18][image: image19][image: image20][image: image21][image: image22]
1

