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Executive Summary 
 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________  

 
Through the direction of the Minnesota Legislature, the Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA) 
developed a national survey of states regarding their interests in industrial hemp production and 
research as it pertained to provisions outlined in Public Law 113-79 (Agriculture Act of 2014 or “The 
Farm Bill”).  A companion survey was also designed to gauge the interest of Minnesota institutions of 
higher education regarding research of industrial hemp.  In addition to both surveys, the MDA reviewed 
recent summary information from the National Association of State Departments of Agriculture’s 
(NASDA) Industrial Hemp Workgroup pertaining to current state laws and legislative activities.  Results 
from both surveys and the NASDA summary were cross-referenced with data published on the National 
Conference of State Legislature’s website regarding state industrial hemp statutes (current as of 
September 2014) - http://www.ncsl.org/research/agriculture-and-rural-development/state-industrial-
hemp-statutes.aspx -and Vote Hemp - http://www.votehemp.com/ - a non-profit pro industrial hemp 
lobby group that follows hemp legislation nationally. 
 
Survey results and NASDA data of the U.S. states showed that there is a significant amount of activity 
occurring nationally regarding industrial hemp legislation and development of research programs.  Most 
of this state activity has been occurring well before the adoption of Public Law 113-79.  Survey data 
also showed that a majority of states feel that even though they may not have current laws established, 
legislation will most likely be passed in the near future supporting either industrial hemp production or 
research programs.  It was also felt that in some cases legislation would be passed regardless of Public 
Law 113-79, but that the provisions within will most likely increase the likelihood of success.  NASDA 
and NCSL data show that nineteen states have already passed laws for industrial hemp production or 
research that were not dependent on the recently created provisions in Public Law 113-79.  Vote Hemp 
has reported that three states, Colorado, Kentucky, and Vermont, have recently initiated research 
programs in accordance with state law and the provisions in the 2014 Farm Bill.  Because the Farm Bill 
legislation is new and the fact that so many states already have been pursuing production and research 
agendas for hemp, there is still a lot to be determined on how individual states will adopt any of the 
industrial hemp research/pilot program provisions.  The conclusion of the 2015 state legislative 
sessions will certainly give a much better picture of this situation. 
 
Survey results from the institutions of higher education in Minnesota showed that there was still a lack 
of knowledge regarding the recent Farm Bill provisions.  There were 13 respondents, 12 from the 
University of Minnesota and 1 from the Minnesota State Colleges and Universities system, and less 
than half of them had heard of the provisions in Public Law 113-79.  However, a majority of 
respondents were interested in being involved with some type of research regarding industrial hemp.  
Those interested respondents indicated that they would like to study the physiological aspects and 
cultivation practices of industrial hemp varieties the most.   Of the 13 total respondents, a large majority 
(> 70%) felt that the Minnesota Legislature should pursue the development of an agricultural pilot 
program for industrial hemp that would provide both opportunities for research and to learn more about 
the opportunities for hemp production in the state.  One University of Minnesota researcher has already 
applied for a U.S. Drug Enforcement Agency permit to begin legally researching various aspects of 
hemp varieties.  The DEA is still reviewing his permit request at the time of this report.   

 
 

Introduction 
 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 
In 2014, the Minnesota Legislature requested that the Minnesota Department of Agriculture develop a 
report that: 1) examined how U.S. states are implementing the industrial hemp research authority 
provided in Public Law 113-79 and 2) gauge the interest of Minnesota higher education institutions for 
conducting research on industrial hemp if a state pilot program were developed.  The following report is 
a summary of both directives.  

http://www.ncsl.org/research/agriculture-and-rural-development/state-industrial-hemp-statutes.aspx
http://www.ncsl.org/research/agriculture-and-rural-development/state-industrial-hemp-statutes.aspx
http://www.votehemp.com/


 

Background 
 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 
Cannabis sativa (L.), commonly referred to as hemp, industrial hemp, or marijuana, is a plant that is 
regarded by some as a miracle and by others as a menace.  The form of C. sativa grown for fiber and 
oilseed is generally referred to as hemp and has a long history of agronomic production in the United 
States until the 1940s when federal and state legislation made it illegal to produce and/or possess. 
Cannabis sativa produces the chemical delta-9 Tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) that causes varying 
degrees of psychoactive behavior in humans depending on the concentration.  High THC varieties are 
referred to as marijuana; whereas, low THC varieties (< 0.3% THC) are commonly referred to as hemp. 
 
Over the past two decades there has been a resurgence of industrial hemp production world-wide and 
many countries have adopted strict regulatory procedures to allow low THC varieties to be planted as 
hemp for fiber, oilseed, biofuels, etc.  These low THC varieties do not produce the drug effects that are 
commonly desired from marijuana.  Canada is currently the only country in North America that allows 
for the national production of low THC industrial hemp varieties.  In the United States, a growing 
number of states have passed or continue to introduce legislation to either legalize production of 
industrial hemp or to develop research programs that seek to study the impacts that hemp agriculture 
would have in their regions.  However, the U.S. government still deems all varieties of C. sativa illegal 
regardless of cannabinoid content. 
 
The United States Controlled Substances Act (CSA), which determines the legality of C. sativa, does 
not distinguish between hemp and marijuana.  Traditional industrial hemp varieties with less than 0.3% 
THC are not differentiated from high THC content marijuana under the CSA. Therefore, federal law 
considers all C. sativa varieties as controlled substances in the United States and the Drug 
Enforcement Agency (DEA) must grant a permit to anyone proposing to grow or possess C. sativa.  
Minnesota State Law, Chapter 152, lists marijuana, tetrahydrocannabinols, and synthetic cannabinoids 
as Schedule 1 Controlled Substances which are illegal to possess, grow, or manufacture. Under this 
law marijuana is defined as “all part of the plant of any species of the genus Cannabis, including all 
agronomical varieties, whether growing or not; the seeds thereof; the resin extracted from any part of 
such plant; and every compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture, or preparation of such plant, its 
seeds or resin, but shall not include the mature stalks of such plant, fiber from such stalks, oil or cake 
made from the seeds of such plant, any other compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, mixture, or 
preparation of such mature stalks, except the resin extracted therefrom, fiber, oil, or cake, or the 
sterilized seed of such plant which is incapable of germination”. 
 
Recently, many states have enacted their own laws that allow the production and growth of both hemp 
and marijuana and products associated with the Cannabis plant.  Currently, there are no laws providing 
for industrial hemp production in Minnesota.  In 2014, Minnesota State Law, Chapter 311 was created 
making it legal to produce medical cannabis which is defined as “any species of the genus Cannabis, or 
a mixture or preparation of them, including whole plant extracts and resins, and is delivered in the form 
of a liquid, pill, vaporized liquid, or any other method, excluding smoking, that is approved by the 
commissioner of Health”.  Although it is now legal to produce medical Cannabis in Minnesota, it is still 
illegal to grow or possess any form of C. sativa under Minnesota Law, Chapter 152. 
 
In 2014, the federal government passed Public Law 113-79 which created a provision in the Farm Bill to 
allow for the development of research pilot programs by state departments of agriculture and 
institutions of higher education within those jurisdictions where laws exist that provide for the growing, 
cultivation, or marketing of industrial hemp.  The pilot program must adhere to the laws of that state and 
ensure that only institutions of higher education and/or the state department of agriculture grow and 
produce industrial hemp.  The provisions also require that sites used for growing or cultivating industrial 
hemp be certified and registered with the state department of agriculture and authorizes those 
departments to oversee and enforce all regulations pertaining to the program.  This provision also 
defines industrial hemp for the first time in Federal Law as “Cannabis sativa L. and any part of such 



plant, whether growing or not, with a delta-9 tetrahydrocannabinol concentration of not more than 0.3 
percent on a dry weight basis”. 

 
 

Surveys 
 ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
 
To complete the two objectives requested by the Minnesota Legislature as part of this report, the MDA 
developed a plan to contact all of the U.S. states and Minnesota institutions of higher education to gain 
a better understanding of their interest and knowledge regarding the industrial hemp research 
provisions in Public Law 113-79.  Besides finding representatives from all 50 states, the fact that 
Minnesota has a significant number of public and private colleges and universities was somewhat of a 
challenge.  Therefore, two surveys were created for this report.  One survey was created to gauge the 
interests of Minnesota higher education institutions regarding industrial hemp research and the other 
was designed to collect information on how individual states would be implementing the industrial hemp 
research authority in the Farm Bill.  These surveys were designed to be simple and to learn if the states 
or Minnesota universities and colleges responding were aware of Public Law 113-79 and if so, how 
they would implement those provisions or conduct research accordingly.   
 

Survey of U.S. States 
 

From July through September 2014, the Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA) developed a 
nationwide survey and distributed it to all 50 U.S. states through the National Plant Board (NPB) email 
server.   The NPB was used because all U.S. states are represented through their State Plant 
Regulatory Officer and would either have direct knowledge of industrial hemp activities in their state or 
would be able to connect with the proper officials.  The survey was designed to be simple, targeted 
state departments of agriculture, and consisted of questions that were intended to examine how other 
states were planning to implement the industrial hemp research authority provided in Public Law 113-
79.  If a state department of agriculture official receiving the survey was not the best spokesperson for 
industrial hemp or Cannabis, they were asked to forward the survey to the most knowledgeable officials 
in their state that could provide accurate information. 
 
The first survey question collected respondents contact information and the final question asked if they 
wanted a copy of the survey results sent to them.  Therefore, the following summary will exclude data 
from the first and last questions.   In all, thiry-four states (60%) responded and screenshots of the data 
are provided at the end of this survey report.  All percentages shown are based on the comparative 
total of responses for that particular question. 
 
Respondents were first asked about what types of activity their states are involved with regarding the 
Cannabis plant in general.  Of the thirty-four states responding, twenty states (59%) indicated that they 
had laws regarding marijuana (Cannabis containing > 0.3% THC).  Seventeen of those twenty states 
had medical marijuana laws (85%), three had consumptive/recreational laws (15%), and seven states 
(35%) reported having leniency laws for marijuana convictions.  Twenty-one states (66%) indicated that 
there was interest from producers and institutions of higher education within their states to promote 
and/or research the possibilities for industrial hemp agriculture.  Eleven states (34%) responded that 
there was no interest for industrial hemp production or research in their jurisdictions and two states did 
not respond. 
 
When asked if their state currently had laws for industrial hemp research and/or production, ten states 
(29%) indicated that they did have laws while twenty-four states (71%) responded that they did not.   
Several states, including California, Washington, Maryland, Montana, Oregon, North Dakota, Vermont, 
Hawaii, Kentucky, Nebraska, Colorado and Missouri indicated that they currently have industrial hemp 
laws.  California and Kentucky have very ambitious programs already in place, while other states like 



North Dakota have passed laws years ago to establish programs but have not been able to progress 
until recently due to federal resistance.  Additionally, several states are still trying to get final approvals 
within their legislatures to move forward. 
 
Four states (12%) indicated that they either had research efforts occurring or were planning research 
on industrial hemp in the near future.  All other respondents (88%) indicated that their states were not 
aware of any plans to research industrial hemp in the near future.  Respondents in states with no 
industrial hemp production laws or planned research efforts were asked to consider how their states 
may react to various aspects of the Cannabis plant in the near future.   Ten states (36%) agreed that 
they would have industrial hemp laws within a few years, 4 states (14%) disagreed, and 13 states 
(46%) were unsure.  Eleven states (39%) agreed that they would most likely pursue industrial hemp 
research as a result of the provisions in Public Law 113-79, four states disagreed (14%), and eleven 
states (39%) were unsure.  However when asked if their state would ignore industrial hemp production 
altogether, only 2 states (7%) agreed, 16 states (57%) disagreed, and nine (32%) were unsure.  
Interestingly, of the twenty-eight states responding to these questions, 4 states (14%) believed in the 
near future that they would pass recreational marijuana laws and 11 states (39%) believed they would 
pass medical marijuana laws. 
 
A question was also created to allow respondents to provide additional comments regarding industrial 
hemp in their state.  Comments ranged from concerns about the Federal Drug Enforcement Agency not 
recognizing Cannabis in any form as a legal product, to the lack of state legislature’s interest in passing 
laws for industrial hemp production or research. 
 
The following screenshots show the individual questions and results from the national survey of states. 

 

 
 



 
 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Survey of Minnesota Institutions of Higher Education 
 

From September to December 2014, the Minnesota Department of Agriculture (MDA) surveyed 
universities and colleges throughout the state to gauge the interest that faculty and graduate students 
may have regarding the implementation of the industrial hemp research authority provided in public 
Law 113-79.  A survey was distributed to potential researchers at the University of Minnesota (U of M), 
Minnesota State Colleges and Universities (MNSCU), and those represented by the Minnesota Private 
College Council (MPCC).   
 
In early August, MDA made contacts with the U of M to distribute the survey through email servers to 
campuses in the Twin Cities, Crookston, Duluth, Morris, Rochester, and 19 other regional extension 
offices and research centers affiliated with their university system.  Additionally, contacts were also 
made with the MNSCU Chancellor’s Office, representing 54 campuses across the state, and the 
Minnesota Private College Council which represents 17 private colleges, to distribute through their 
email servers.   
 
Similar to the survey of states, the first question collected contact information and the final question 
asked if the respondents wanted a copy of the survey results sent to them.  Therefore, the following 
summary will exclude data from the first and last questions.  Overall, thirteen respondents completed 
this survey, twelve from the U of M and one from the MNSCU system.  No responses were obtained 
from the seventeen private colleges that the survey was sent to.   
 
When respondents were asked if they were aware of the recent provisions in Public Law 113-79 
regarding industrial hemp research, seven respondents were not aware (64%) and six respondents 
(46%) were familiar with the provisions.  When asked if they would be interested in studying the growth, 
cultivation or marketing of industrial hemp, eight respondents (62%) were interested and five 
respondents (38%) were not. 
 
Of the eight respondents indicating they were interesting in pursuing hemp research, they were then 
asked to provide an indication of what areas of industrial hemp research that interested them based on 
four categories:   1) Physiological Aspects and Growth of Varieties 2) Cultivation Practices 3) Marketing 
of Industrial Hemp Products and 4) Economics.  Seven of the eight respondents provided information to 
this question and 86% indicated that they were interested in studying the physiological aspects and 
growth of industrial hemp varieties, 57% were interested in studying cultivation practices, and 28% 
were interested in studying both the economics and marketing of industrial hemp.   
 
All survey participants were asked if they thought the Minnesota Legislature should develop an 
industrial hemp pilot program as outlined in Public Law 113-79.  Of the 13 respondents, a strong 
majority (77%) agreed that the legislature should develop a pilot program, one was opposed, and two 
had no opinion. 
 
When asked if they would participate in research if a pilot program for industrial hemp were developed 
in Minnesota, seven respondents said yes (54%) and six responded no (46%).  Those that responded 
yes (plus one of the no respondents) provided an estimation of funding and number of years for their 
participation in a pilot program.  The majority of respondents indicated that they would need at least 
$60,000 and at most $500,000 to fund their research initiatives.  They also indicated that it would take 
and average of approximately 4 years to complete their research. 
 
A final survey question was provided to allow for additional comments that respondents may have had.  
Seven respondents provided additional comments and four of the seven comments were positive 
towards industrial hemp production in Minnesota, while the other three were negative.  Positive 
comments included statements of added economic value, source for green chemical feedstock, existing 
research and demonstration farms to begin a pilot program, and increased crop sustainability for 
Minnesota farmers.  Negative comments indicated that hemp would not provide any additional products 



that are not already being met by existing agronomic crops, if hemp were to be grown similarly to corn 
and soybeans it would further endanger water quality, and the MDA would be better off spending 
resources in other areas. 
 
Screenshots of the survey results are provide below. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 



 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 
 

 

 



NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup Summary/NCSL Data 
 

The National Association of State Departments of Agriculture (NASDA) has organized an Industrial 
Hemp Workgroup that has identified existing state laws and current legislation for industrial hemp 
production and research throughout the United States.  The data shared with MDA from NASDA’s 
Industrial Hemp Workgroup is current as of 12/15/2014.  The NASDA data is also supported by state 
legislative summaries provided by the National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL) - 
http://www.ncsl.org/research/agriculture-and-rural-development/state-industrial-hemp-statutes.aspx  

According to the most recent data, nineteen states have passed legislation for industrial hemp 
production and/or research programs.  These states include California, Colorado, Delaware, Hawaii, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Main, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Oregon, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, Washington, and West Virginia.  Ten states have passed hemp study bills 
for the 2015 legislative sessions including Arkansas, Connecticut, Illinois, Maine, Minnesota, New 
Hampshire, New Mexico, North Carolina, North Dakota and Vermont.   Several states have introduced 
bills that are pending further action.   

Additionally, according to data compiled from the non-profit industrial hemp organization Vote Hemp 
(http://www.votehemp.com/index.html), three states – Colorado, Kentucky, and Vermont – have 
initiated research programs in accordance with Public Law 113-79; three states – Hawaii, Kentucky, 
and Maryland - have passed bills creating commissions or authorizing research, and nine states have 
successfully passed hemp resolutions – California, Colorado, Illinois, Montana, New Hampshire, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Vermont and Virginia. 

State Information Table 
 
The following table is a summary result of NASDA’s Industrial Hemp Workgroup and is provided in this 
report to show state activities regarding industrial hemp.  The information for this table was supplied by 
individual state representatives participating with the workgroup.  The data from this table is used to 
provide additional data to this legislative report. 

NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup: Compilation of State Status        
(As of 12-15-14) 

State Session Year Bill Number Status 

Alabama 2014 HB 487 Controlled substances, Schedule I, 
marijuana, term excludes industrial 
hemp, Sec. 20-2-23 am'd. Introduced on 
2/13/2014. Read for the first time and 
referred to the House of 
Representatives committee on Judiciary 
on 2/13/2014. 

Arizona 2014 HB 2558 HB 2558 - Defines industrial hemp. 
Introduced on 1/21/2014. Assigned to 
Rules Committee 4/23/2014. 

http://www.ncsl.org/research/agriculture-and-rural-development/state-industrial-hemp-statutes.aspx
http://www.votehemp.com/index.html
http://alisondb.legislature.state.al.us/acas/ACTIONHistoryResultsMac.asp?OID=84193&LABEL=HB487
http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=2558&Session_Id=112


NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup: Compilation of State Status        
(As of 12-15-14) 

State Session Year Bill Number Status 

SB 1122 SB 1122 - Defines industrial hemp. 
Introduced on 1/21/2014. Failed in 
Judiciary Committee 2/17/2014. 

California 2014 SB 1304 Amends S.64, S.81006 of the Food & 
Agricultural Code to create an exception 
for industrial hemp when grown by an 
established agricultural research 
institution or a registered seed breeder. 
Introduced on 2/21/14. Passed Senate 
on 5/15/14. Assembly read second time. 
Ordered to consent calendar 6/11/2014. 

Colorado 2014 SB14-184 Concerning oversight of the Industrial 
Hemp Program. Introduced in the 
Senate on 4/4/2014. Waiting on 
Governor's signature 5/12/2014. 

Connecticut 2014 HB 5476 To require a study of the feasibility of 
legalizing industrial hemp production, 
possession and sales. Introduced and 
referred to Joint Committee on General 
Law on 3/4/2014. Public Hearing on 
3/11/2014. HB 5476 Signed by Governor 
on 6/12/2014. 

Delaware 2014 HB 385 An act to amend Title 3 of the Delaware 
Code relating to industrial hemp. 
Introduced in the House on 6/5/2014. 
HB 385 signed by Governor on July 29, 
2014. 

Hawaii 2014 SB 2175 SB 2175 - Authorizes the growing of 
industrial hemp for certain purposes 
under specified conditions. Introduced 
in the Senate and first reading on 
1/16/2014. Referred to AGL/PSM, 
CPN/JDL on 1/17/2014. 

http://www.azleg.gov/DocumentsForBill.asp?Bill_Number=SB1122&Session_Id=112
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140SB1304
http://www.leg.state.co.us/clics/clics2014a/csl.nsf/fsbillcont2/B1C060146F09DBCB87257C83006427BF?Open
http://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Bill&bill_num=HB05476&which_year=2014
http://www.legis.delaware.gov/LIS/lis147.nsf/vwLegislation/HB+385/$file/legis.html?openhttp://www.legis.delaware.gov/LIS/lis147.nsf/vwLegislation/HB+385/$file/legis.html?open
http://www.capitol.hawaii.gov/measure_indiv.aspx?billtype=SB&billnumber=2175&year=2014


NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup: Compilation of State Status        
(As of 12-15-14) 

State Session Year Bill Number Status 

HB 154 HB 154 - Authorizes the Chair of the 
Board of Agriculture to establish an 
industrial hemp remediation pilot 
program. Carried over to 2014 Regular 
Session from 2013. SB 2175 signed by 
the Governor on 4/30/2014. 

Illinois 2014 HB 2668 HB 2668 - Creates the Industrial Hemp 
Act. Introduced, first reading, and 
referred to the House Rules Committee 
on 2/21/2013. Re-referred to Rules 
Committee on 4/19/2013. Carried over 
from 2014. 

HB 5085 HB 5085 - Amends the Agricultural Areas 
Conservation and Protection Act. 
Introduced on 2/6/2014. Amended to 
become the "Industrial Hemp Research 
and Production Act" on 3/26/2014. 
Passed in the House on 4/10/2014. 
Passed in the Senate on 5/19/14.HB 
5085 signed by the Governor on 
8/26/2014. 

Indiana 2014 SB 357 SB 357 - Industrial hemp. Subject to 
federal approval, authorizes the 
department of agriculture to license the 
cultivation and production of industrial 
hemp. SB 357 was signed by the 
Governor on 3/26/2014. 

SB 314 SB 314 - Legalize small amounts of 
marijuana. Authorizes the licensed 
cultivation and production of industrial 
hemp in accordance with rules adopted 
by the department of agriculture. 
Introduced 1/9/2014. Referred to 
Corrections & Criminal Law Committee 
1/14/2014. 

http://www.capitol.hawaii.gov/measure_indiv.aspx?billtype=HB&billnumber=154&year=2014
http://ilga.gov/legislation/billstatus.asp?DocNum=2668&GAID=12&GA=98&DocTypeID=HB&LegID=74474&SessionID=85
http://ilga.gov/legislation/BillStatus.asp?DocNum=5085&GAID=12&DocTypeID=HB&LegID=79824&SessionID=85
http://iga.in.gov/legislative/2014/bills/senate/357/
http://iga.in.gov/legislative/2014/bills/senate/314/


NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup: Compilation of State Status        
(As of 12-15-14) 

State Session Year Bill Number Status 

Kentucky 2014 SB 208 AN ACT relating to industrial hemp. 
Amend KRS 260.857 to remove the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 
or the Speaker's designee, the President 
of the Senate or the President's 
designee, the chair of the Senate 
Agriculture Committee, and the chair of 
the House Agriculture and Small 
Business Committee from the Kentucky 
Industrial Hemp Commission. Introduced 
in Senate 3/6/2014. SB 208 signed by 
the Governor 4/10/2014. 

Maine 2009 7 M.R.S.A. § 
2231 

Requires industrial hemp growers be 
licensed by the state. Permits a person 
to “plant, grow, harvest, possess, 
process, sell and buy industrial hemp” if 
that person holds a license. Prohibits the 
state from issuing a license unless “The 
United States Congress excludes 
industrial hemp from the definition of 
"marihuana" for the purpose of the 
Controlled Substances Act, 21 United 
States Code, Section 802(16); or…the 
United States Department of Justice, 
Drug Enforcement Administration takes 
affirmative steps towards issuing a 
permit under 21 United States Code, 
Chapter 13, Subchapter 1, Part C to a 
person holding a license issued by a 
state to grow industrial hemp.” 

http://www.lrc.ky.gov/record/14RS/SB208.htm
http://www.mainelegislature.org/legis/bills/bills_126th/billtexts/HP034402.asp
http://www.mainelegislature.org/legis/bills/bills_126th/billtexts/HP034402.asp


NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup: Compilation of State Status        
(As of 12-15-14) 

State Session Year Bill Number Status 

Maryland 2014 HB 1010 Allow production and marketing of 
industrial hemp, exempt industrial hemp 
from the Uniform Controlled Substances 
Act, and provide powers and duties for 
the Department of Agriculture. 
Introduced 1/21/2014. Passed in the 
House 3/28/2014. 

Massachusetts 2014 H 1632 H 1632 carried over from 2013, was 
added to accompany H 4180 on 
6/11/2014. Discharged to the House 
Rules Committee 6/11/2014.  

Michigan 2014 HB 5439 HB 5439 authorizes industrial hemp 
research. It passed in the House on 
5/22/2014. Referred to Senate 
Agriculture Committee. HB 5440 
excludes industrial hemp grown or 
cultivated for research from the 
definition of marihuana. Passed in the 
House on 5/22/2014. Referred to Senate 
Agriculture Committee. 

HB 5440 

Minnesota 2014 HF 2315 Industrial hemp research authorized in 
accordance with federal law. Introduced, 
first reading and referred to Agriculture 
Policy Committee on 2/25/2014. 
Amended and re-referred to House 
Ways & Means Committee 3/24/2014. 
HF 3172, 149.30, The Ag commissioner 
shall examine how other states are 
implementing industrial hemp research 
programs and gauge interest of 
Minnesota higher education institutions, 
and must submit report by 1/15/2015. 
HF 3172 Signed by Governor 5/20/2014 

http://mgaleg.maryland.gov/webmga/frmMain.aspx?pid=billpage&stab=01&id=hb1010&tab=subject3&ys=2014RS
https://malegislature.gov/Bills/BillHtml/122368?generalCourtId=11
https://malegislature.gov/Bills/BillHtml/135554?generalCourtId=11
https://malegislature.gov/Bills/BillHtml/135554?generalCourtId=11
https://malegislature.gov/Bills/BillHtml/135554?generalCourtId=11
https://malegislature.gov/Bills/BillHtml/135554?generalCourtId=11
http://legislature.mi.gov/doc.aspx?2014-HB-5439
http://legislature.mi.gov/doc.aspx?2014-HB-5440
https://www.revisor.mn.gov/bills/bill.php?b=House&f=HF2315&ssn=0&y=2014


NASDA Industrial Hemp Workgroup: Compilation of State Status        
(As of 12-15-14) 

State Session Year Bill Number Status 

Mississippi 2014 HB 1201 This bill would legalize and regulate 
industrial hemp for certain purposes. It 
was introduced 1/20/2014. It died in 
Judiciary Committee 2/4/2014. 

Missouri 2014 HB 2054 HB 2054 - Exempts industrial hemp from 
the list of controlled substances and 
specifies that it is legal for anyone who 
has not been convicted of a drug-related 
crime to cultivate such hemp. 
Introduced and read first time on 
2/27/2014. Referred to House Rules 
Committee 4/23/2014. 

HB 2238 HB 2238 - Defines industrial hemp, 
allows the Department of Agriculture to 
grow industrial hemp for research 
purposes, and allows for the use of 
hemp extract to treat certain individuals 
with epilepsy. Introduced on 3/31/2014. 
Passed in the Senate 5/30/2014. HB 
2238 signed by Governor 7/14/2014 

Montana 2001 Mont. Code 
Anno., § 80-18-
101 to 80-18-

111 

States that industrial hemp that does 
not contain more than 0.3% 
tetrahydrocannabinol is an agricultural 
product. "…an individual in this state 
may plant, grow, harvest, possess, 
process, sell, or buy industrial hemp if 
the industrial hemp does not contain 
more than 0.3% tetrahydrocannabinol." 
Requires industrial hemp growers be 
licensed by the state. Creates an 
affirmative defense to prosecution 
under criminal code for marijuana 
possession or cultivation. 

http://openstates.org/ms/bills/2014/HB%201201/documents/MSD00056743/
http://house.mo.gov/billsummary.aspx?bill=HB2054&year=2014
http://www.house.mo.gov/billsummary.aspx?bill=HB2238&year=2014
http://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca_toc/80_18_1.htm
http://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca_toc/80_18_1.htm
http://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca_toc/80_18_1.htm
http://leg.mt.gov/bills/mca_toc/80_18_1.htm
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Nebraska 2014 LB 1001 Allow production and marketing of 
industrial hemp, exempt industrial hemp 
from the Uniform Controlled Substances 
Act, and provide powers and duties for 
the Department of Agriculture. 
Introduced 1/21/2014. LB 1001 was 
signed by the Governor on 4/2/2014. 

New Hampshire 2014 HB 153 Carried over from 2013. This bill 
prohibits the designation of industrial 
hemp as a controlled substance. 
Introduced 1/3/2013. 

Passed the House Criminal Justice and 
Public Safety Committee by a vote of 17 
to 2, Ought to Pass (OTP) on 2/19/2013. 
Committee Report: Ought to Pass with 
Amendment #2014-0050s on 1/22/2014. 
Enrolled during recess 5/15/2014. 

New Jersey 2014 A2719 Provides for industrial hemp farming. 
Introduced 2/24/2014. Referred to 
Assembly Commerce and Economic 
Development Committee.. 

New York 2014 A 9140 This bill authorizes the growing of 
industrial hemp as a part of an 
agricultural pilot program. Introduced 
4/21/2014. Passed in both chambers 
6/11/2014. Waiting for Governor's 
signature. 

http://nebraskalegislature.gov/bills/view_bill.php?DocumentID=22180
http://gencourt.state.nh.us/bill_status/results.aspx?txtbillnumber=hb153&txtsessionyear=2014
http://www.njleg.state.nj.us/bills/BillView.asp?BillNumber=A2719
http://assembly.state.ny.us/leg/?default_fld=&bn=A09140&term=&Summary=Y&Actions=Y&Memo=Y&Text=Y
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North Dakota 2009 N.D. Cent. Code, 
§ 4-41-01 to 4-
41-03 (2009) 

States that industrial hemp that does 
not contain more than 0.3 percent is 
considered an oilseed. 
"…any person in this state may plant, 
grow, harvest, possess, process, sell, and 
buy industrial hemp (cannabis sativa l.) 
having no more than .03 percent 
tetrahydrocannabinol." Requires 
industrial hemp growers be licensed by 
the state. "North Dakota State 
University and any other person licensed 
under this chapter may import and resell 
industrial hemp seed that has been 
certified as having no more than .03 
percent tetrahydrocannabinol." 

Oklahoma 2014 SB 2116 Marihuana legalization, taxation and 
regulation. Also defines industrial hemp. 
Introduced and first reading on 
2/3/2014. Referred to Public Safety 
Committee 2/4/2014. 

Oregon 2014 O.R.S. § 475.005 Excludes industrial hemp from definition 
of “controlled substance.” Requires 
industrial hemp growers be licensed by 
the state. Authorizes “industrial hemp 
production and possession, and 
commerce in industrial hemp 
commodities and products.” 

http://www.legis.nd.gov/cencode/t04c41.pdf?20141215104817
http://www.legis.nd.gov/cencode/t04c41.pdf?20141215104817
http://www.legis.nd.gov/cencode/t04c41.pdf?20141215104817
http://www.oklegislature.gov/BillInfo.aspx?Bill=sb2116&Session=1400
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/bills_laws/lawsstatutes/2013ors475.html
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South Carolina 2014 S 0839 To amend Title 46 of the 1976 Code, 
relating to agriculture, by adding 
Chapter 55 concerning industrial hemp; 
to provide that it is lawful to grow 
industrial hemp in this state; to clarify 
that industrial hemp is excluded from 
the definition of marijuana; to prohibit 
growing industrial hemp and marijuana 
on the same property or otherwise 
growing marijuana in close proximity to 
industrial hemp to disguise the 
marijuana growth; and to define 
necessary terms. Introduced in the 
Senate and read for the first time on 
1/14/14. Referred to Committee on 
Agriculture and Natural Resources on 
1/14/14. Signed by Governor 6/2/2014 
Act No. 216. 

South Dakota 2014 HCR 1017 Urging Congress, the White House Office 
of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP), 
the United States Department of Justice, 
and the United States Drug Enforcement 
Administration (DEA) to recognize 
industrial hemp as a valuable 
agricultural commodity. Introduced in 
the House on 2/07/2014. Adopted by 
the House on 2/13/2014. Introduced in 
the Senate 2/18/2014. Failed in Senate 
2/19/2014. 

Tennessee 2014 SB 2495 SB 2495 and HB 2445: Agriculture - As 
introduced, authorizes growing of 

http://www.scstatehouse.gov/billsearch.php?billnumbers=0839&session=120&summary=B
http://legis.sd.gov/Legislative_Session/Bills/Bill.aspx?Bill=HCR1017&Session=2014
http://wapp.capitol.tn.gov/apps/BillInfo/Default.aspx?BillNumber=SB2495
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HB 2445 industrial hemp subject to regulation by 
the department of agriculture. - Amends 
TCA Title 39; Title 43; Title 53 and Title 
67. Both bills introduced on 2/5/2014. 
Signed into law by Governor on 
5/14/2014. 

Utah 2014 HB 105 Introduced on 2/5/2014. Originally 
introduced with the title Plant Extract 
Amendments, the bill was amended in 
committee to include language to take 
advantage of Section 7606 of the Farm 
Bill with a definition of industrial hemp 
and a research provision. HB 105 was 
signed by the Governor on 3/20/2014. 

Vermont 2007 6 V.S.A. § 561 to 
566 

"Industrial hemp means varieties of the 
plant cannabis sativa having no more 
than 0.3 percent tetrahydrocannabinol, 
whether growing or not, that are 
cultivated or possessed by a licensed 
grower in compliance with this chapter." 
"Industrial hemp is an agricultural 
product which may be grown, produced, 
possessed, and commercially traded in 
Vermont …" Requires industrial hemp 
growers to be licensed by the state. 

http://wapp.capitol.tn.gov/apps/BillInfo/Default.aspx?BillNumber=%20HB2445&GA=108
http://le.utah.gov/~2014/bills/static/HB0105.html
http://www.leg.state.vt.us/statutes/sections.cfm?Title=06&Chapter=034
http://www.leg.state.vt.us/statutes/sections.cfm?Title=06&Chapter=034
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Washington 2014 HB 1888 HB 1888 - An Act Relating to industrial 
hemp; adding a new chapter to Title; 
creating a new section; and prescribing 
penalties. Introduced in the House on 
1/14/2013. Passed in the House 
2/21/2013. Carried over from 2013. By 
resolution, returned to the House Rules 
Committee for third reading 3/13/2014. 

SB 5222 SB 5222 - An Act Relating to industrial 
hemp; and creating new sections. 
Requires Washington State University to 
study the feasibility and desirability of 
industrial hemp production in the state. 
Introduced in the Senate on 1/23/2013. 
By resolution, reintroduced and retained 
in present status on 1/13/2014. 

SB 5954 SB 5954 - Permits the development of an 
industrial hemp industry and ensures 
that production of industrial hemp is in 
compliance with state law and federal 
guidelines. Authorizes Washington State 
University to undertake research of 
industrial hemp production in the state, 
after receiving a license to grow hemp 
from the director of the department of 
agriculture. Creates the industrial hemp 
account. Introduced in the Senate on 
1/13/2014. 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/billinfo/summary.aspx?bill=1888&year=2013
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/billinfo/summary.aspx?bill=5222&year=2013
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/billinfo/summary.aspx?bill=5954&year=2013
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SB 6214 SB 6214 - Requires the department of 
agriculture to establish a licensing 
program to allow persons to grow 
industrial hemp in this state. Requires 
Washington State University to study 
the feasibility and desirability of 
industrial hemp production in this state. 
Creates the industrial hemp account. 
Provides a contingent effective date for 
this act. Introduced in the Senate on 
1/17/2014. Senate Rules Committee "X" 
file. 

West Virginia 2014 HB 3011 Removes the provision that requires an 
applicant to meet federal requirements 
concerning the production, distribution 
and sale of industrial hemp prior to 
being licensed. Introduced on 1/9/2014. 
To House Agriculture and Natural 
Resources Committee. HB 3011 was 
allowed to become law without signing 
by the Governor on 3/21/2014.  

Wisconsin 2014 AB 638 Relating to: growing and processing 
industrial hemp, granting rule-making 
authority, and making an appropriation. 
Introduced on 1/21/14.n Failed to pass 
pursuant to Senate Joint Resolution 1, 
4/8/2014. 

 

 
 
 

 

http://apps.leg.wa.gov/billinfo/summary.aspx?bill=6214&year=2013
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/Bill_Status/Bills_history.cfm?input=3011&year=2014&sessiontype=RS&btype=bill
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://www.legis.state.wv.us/committees/house/HouseCommittee.cfm?Chart=agr
http://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/2013/proposals/AB638
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