CURB Act -- Taking Cumulative Risk Burden into Account
HB 1303. Sponsors: Representatives Mena, Berry, Reeves, Reed, Ormsby, Salahuddin, Ramel, Pollet, Nance, Doglio, and Scott.
SB 5380 Sponsors: Senators Lovelett, Trudeau, Hasegawa, Nobles, Saldaña, Stanford and Valdez. 
Brief Summary
Adds environmental justice to the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) review process, including the elements of the environment considered under SEPA and the SEPA checklist, to consider it in the same way as other elements of the environment under SEPA. 
In comparison with the original bill, the second substitute 
· eliminates provisions addressing environmental justice impact statements for certain government actions in pollution-burdened communities; 
· eliminates provisions amending the state Clean Air Act to prohibit certain types of facilities from receiving permits in specified communities; and 
· directs Ecology, in adding environmental justice to SEPA, to identify standardized mitigation for potential adverse environmental impacts to environmental justice.
Fiscal note: $4.6 million in 2025-27
Current status: The House bill is the vehicle. It reached the Rules Committee in 2025 but did not get to the House floor for a vote. In 2026, it did not require another hearing and has been referred to Appropriations. The bill under consideration is a second substitute. 
Pros (from 2025 testimony). Some communities face disproportionate exposure to pollution as a result of the compounding of historical permitting decisions. These communities have reduced life expectancies, an increase in certain medical conditions, and a lower quality of life as a result.  The government should consider the cumulative impacts of pollution when making decisions that affect the public and should mitigate the harm from those decisions.
Cons (from 2025 testimony). Adding duplicative and burdensome layers to the environmental review processes will be harmful to Washington's trade-dependent economy.  Additional review will lead to longer permitting processes, and uncertainty regarding the outcomes of permitting decisions. Economic factors should be allowed to be considered in government decisionmaking, including in environmental review processes.
See the summary of testimony in the Bill Report for more detail, including which organizations testified pro and con. 
