Regulator Analysis Template

Agency Name Department of Natural Resources

Rule # 567 IAC Chapter 9 (all rules)

lowa Code Section Authorizing Rule lowa Code section 455B.183

State or Federal Law(s) Implemented by the Rule lowa Code section 455B.183

Public Hearing
A public hearing at which persons may present their views orally or in writing will be held as follows:

Date/Time: / /

Location: Virtual via Zoom (LINK)

Any interested person may submit written comments concerning this regulatory analysis. Written
comments in response to this regulatory analysis must be received by the Department no later than 4:30
p.m. on the date of the public hearing. Comments should be directed to:
Contact Name

Carmily Stone (Drinking Water)

Satya Chennupati (Wastewater)

Address
\ 502 E 9th St, Des Moines, 1A 50319 (both contacts)

Email and/or phone number
Carmily:
carmily.stone@dnr.iowa.gov
515-681-3548

Satya:
satya.chennupati@dnr.iowa.gov
515-725-8436

Purpose and summary of proposed rule:
The intended benefit of the rule was to provide a framework for the water supply and wastewater
extension delegated authority program in lowa Code 455B.183. However, in practice, the rule
effectively mirrored the Code. The delegated authority program will remain in full force and
effect through the direct implementation of the Code.
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Analysis of Impact of Proposed Rule
1. Persons affected by the proposed rule
e Classes of persons that will bear the costs of the proposed rule:

| None or N/A

e Classes of persons that will benefit from the proposed rule:

The delegated permitting program saves the public money in the form of DNR construction
permit fees. Those fees are not paid for permits issued by the local permitting authorities. This
cost savings is retained through the direct implementation of the lowa Code.

Impact of the proposed rule, economic or otherwise, including the nature and amount of all the different

kinds of costs that would be incurred
e Quantitative description of impact:

The delegated permitting program saves the public money in the form of DNR construction
permit fees. Those fees are not paid for permits issued by the local permitting authorities. This
cost savings is retained through the direct implementation of the lowa Code.

e (Qualitative description of impact:

The Department has determined that, solely by using the authority in the lowa Code, cities with
qualified engineering staff can continue to issue minor water and sewer extension permits locally
without the need to submit those permits to the Department for initial approval. In other words,
while the program is important, the rule itself is unnecessary.

2. Costs to the state
e Implementation and enforcement costs borne by the agency or any other agency:

None. The lowa Code authorizes and self-implements this program regardless of rules. This
rescission will not add or subtract any costs to the Department.

e Anticipated effect on state revenues:

None. The lowa Code authorizes and self-implements this program regardless of rules. This
rescission will not add or subtract any costs to the Department.

3. Comparison of the costs and benefits of the proposed rule to the costs and benefits of inaction

This rulemaking is for cleanup and alignment with the lowa Code only. The cost and benefits to
the public and the state are fully recognized through the implementation of the delegated
authority program in lowa Code section 455B.183 on its own. The rescission or retention of the
rules in 567 IAC chapter 9 have no impact on the cost and benefit.

4. Determination if less costly methods or less intrusive methods exist for achieving the purpose of

the proposed rule

\ Yes. The rules are unnecessary due to the provisions of the lowa Code and are being rescinded.

5. Alternative methods considered by the agency

e Description of any alternative methods that were seriously considered by the agency:

\ The Department adopted these rules and implemented them for several years.
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e Reasons why they were rejected in favor of the proposed rule:
Through the implementation, the Department saw no benefit to the rule’s existence due the
provisions of lowa Code section 455B.183.

Small Business Impact
If the rule will have a substantial impact on small business, include a discussion of whether it would be
feasible and practicable to do any of the following to reduce the impact of the rule on small business:
e Establish less stringent compliance or reporting requirements in the rule for small business.
e Establish less stringent schedules or deadlines in the rule for compliance or reporting
requirements for small business.
Consolidate or simplify the rule’s compliance or reporting requirements for small business.
e Establish performance standards to replace design or operational standards in the rule for small
business.
e Exempt small business from any or all requirements of the rule.

If legal and feasible, how does the rule use a method discussed above to reduce the substantial impact on
small business?
| N/A. |

Text of Proposed Rule:
[567 IAC Chapter 9 is rescinded in full.]




