MONTANA
ENVIRONMENTAL
POLICY ACT




Montana

Environmental Quality Council
1995-1997

House Members Senate Members

Vicki Cocchiarella Vivian Brooke
Dick Knox William Crismore
Scott Orr Steve Doherty
Bill Ryan Lorents Grosfield
Debbie Shea Ken Mesaros

Bill Tash Jeff Weldon

Public Members Governor’s Representative

Jerry Noble Glenn Marx
Jerry Sorensen

Jeanne-Marie Souvigney

Greg Tollefson

EQC Staff

Todd Everts, Legislative Environmental Analyst
Sally Melcher, Administrative Assistant

_Maureen Theisen, Research & Publications Assistant
Michael S. Kakuk, Staff Attorney

Kathleen Williams, Resource Policy Analyst




DISCLAIMERS

The MEPA Handbook should not be used as a legal reference. When in doubt,
always refer to the statute (75-1-201) or your agency MEPA administrative rules.
When making any legal judgements on adequacy or procedure completeness
always consult your agency legal staff.
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Preface

Under the Montana Environmental Policy Act (MEPA), the staff of the
Environmental Quality Council (EQC) has a statutory responsibility to assist state
agencies in MEPA implementation and compliance. MEPA compliance in general
has become a high profile process. State agencies have come under intense '
public scrutiny when grappling with complex MEPA issues that have significant
environmental, economic, and public policy implications. The public generally has
become highly sophisticated in calling state agencies to task for MEPA non-
compliance. ,

In response to heightened public awareness and involvement in the MEPA
process, many state agencies have recently renewed their efforts to re-educate
personnel, re-prioritize programs and procedures, and revitalize their MEPA
compliance strategies. The EQC staff has received numerous requests from state
agencies for MEPA compliance assistance.

In order to better serve these agencies and to fulfill its own statutory
responsibilities under MEPA, the EQC has initiated a long-term MEPA
implementation project. A major component of this project is the development of
a MEPA agency training seminar and handbook to assist both veteran and new
agency personnel in MEPA implementation.

The MEPA Handbook is designed to function both as a training aid and a
desk-top reference. Future periodic updates, clarifications, and MEPA
implementation tips will supplement the three-ring binder handbook. The
handbook is a culmination of efforts on the part of state and federal agency
personnel, concerned citizens, legislators, and EQC staff. Suggestions,
clarifications, and/or criticisms are always welcome.

Should you have any questions on the environmental review process do
not hesitate to contact anyone at the EQC. It is our hope that the EQC be
viewed as a MEPA process resource. It is the EQC’s top priority to assist state
agencies in utilizing the MEPA process to make better and more efficient
decisions.

Environmental Quality Council
Room 106
State Capitol
Helena, Montana 59620
(406) 444-3742
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