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MEETING MINUTES 

CALL TO ORDER 
The meeting of the Environmental Protection Commission was called to order by Vice-Chairperson Chad Ingels 
at 10:00 a.m. on October 18, 2016 at the Iowa State Capitol in Des Moines, Iowa.  

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT   
Nancy Couser      
Cindy Greiman, Secretary 
Chad Ingels, Vice Chair  
LaQuanda Hoskins  
Ralph Lents 

Joe Riding 
Bob Sinclair  
Gene Ver Steeg 
 
    

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT 
Mary Boote, Chair  

 

ADOPTION OF AGENDA 
Motion was made by Gene Ver Steeg to approve the agenda as amended to entertain agenda items 11 
and 12 after item 6 if all parties are present.  Seconded by Joe Riding.  Motion carried unanimously.  

APPROVED AS  AMENDED  
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Motion was made by Joe Riding to approve the September 20, 2016 EPC meeting minutes. Seconded 
by Ralph Lents.  Motion carried unanimously.  

APPROVED AS PRESENTED 
 

MONTHLY REPORTS 
• Bill Ehm shared with the Commission the Auditor’s Report and highlighted a few of the 

comments in the report.   
• The following monthly reports have been posted on the DNR website under the appropriate meeting 

month: http://www.iowadnr.gov/InsideDNR/BoardsCommissions.aspx  
1. Rulemaking Status Report 
2. Variance Report 
3. Enforcement Status Report 

4. Administrative Penalty Report  
5. Attorney General Referrals Report 
6. Contested Case Status Report 

INFORMATION 
 
 
 
 

http://www.iowadnr.gov/InsideDNR/BoardsCommissions.aspx
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PUBLIC COMMENT   
Debbie Bunka – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Debbie Bunka asked the Commission to strengthen the AFO rule or vote no.  She asked for them to close the 
LLC loophole where corporations can hide their ownership as to not be required to have a permit even though 
there are 2 or 3 CAFOs next to each other. She asked for them to look at the definition of controlling interest 
instead of the farmer because it is the corporation who really runs and owns the facility.  She asked for them to 
increase the separation distance from public use areas and the definition should include lakes and other bodies of 
water.  She canoes, kayaks and uses the lake as a public use area.  She asked them to not allow manure to be 
spread on frozen ground and not continue any exception. She expressed concern with the DNR not engaging 
with family farmers on this rulemaking.  
 
Chris Petersen – Self  
Chris Petersen believes the AFO rules need a complete overhaul and tweaking rules needs to end.  With over 
8,500 facilities, he believes it is time for a moratorium.  Iowa has become one big factory farm.    He stated the 
water quality is poor and Iowa’s rivers should not be used for the flushing of pollutants.  Agriculture has become  
a top down management structure which is different than when  our fathers and grandfathers farmed the land. 
Iowa is saturated and even more manure is being applied.  He gave as an example a public area just north of 
Ventura.   
 
Larry Ginter– Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Larry Ginter shared with the Commission an article from the Fort Doge paper regarding 6 hog confinements 
being targeted for construction in the county.  There  are not enough inspectors for all counties. With the c 
losing of beaches, he believes no more factory farms should be approved.  He blames MMPs not being 
completed correctly for manure spills.  There is buying of cheap grains, hiring of cheap labor and cronyism in 
government. He asked for tough rules, larger fines, and a moratorium for future facilities. 
 
Kent Pruismann – Iowa Cattlemen Association  
Kent Pruismann shared with the Commission his family farm operations are diversified in Sioux County and he 
is  in favor of the AFO rules.  Ten to fifteen years ago, facilities with 1,000 units had to apply for an NPDES 
permit which forced producers to increase facilities to spread the costs or quit feeding.  Iowa cattle units went up 
during this time and manure was concentrated in certain areas.    Statewide efforts are needed  to move 
phosphorus and nitrogen to other locations that need it.  The AFO rules assist in this effort.  He performed a 
study which demonstrated that  raw cattle manure can economically be transported up to 6 miles.  However, 
once moisture is removed from the manure, it can be economically transported up to 36 miles.   
 
Diane Rosenberg - Jefferson County Farmers & Neighbors, Inc. 
Registered to speak but not present  
 
Joyce Otto – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement 
Joyce Otto shared with the Commission that even though the AFO rule change regarding site measurement may 
seem like a minor rule change there is a direct impact on neighbors to CAFOs.  There are two sets of people 
involved, one being the owners and vested interests, and the second being the neighbors to the CAFOs.  Keep in 
mind, most of the owners of CAFOs don’t live in the vicinity of the facility while neighbors live there 24 hours 
a day, 7 days week, and 365 days a year.  Expansion of a site to now allow over 1,000 animal units should 
require a construction permit / Master Matrix.  The distance to neighbors should be measured by the current 
building not the new building.   

Barb Kalbach – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement 
Barb Kalbach recommended to the Commission the AFO rules should ban manure application on karst land, 
water saturated grounds, and frozen or snow covered ground. DNR and EPC should hold factory farm 
corporations accountable when there are manure spills.  Smithfield Foods are now owned by a Chinese company 
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so we are destroying our environment for China.  Fourteen years ago when Gary Wise tried to build a facility 
next to my house, we stopped it by appealing to the EPC.  Gary Wise planned to take 10 million gallons of 
manure and spread it 60 miles away. At the time EPC heard the appeal and stopped it and so can you.  She asked 
for a moratorium until the rules can be strengthened.  Now we have over 9,000 confinements which have 
increased our impaired waters from 200 to over 725 impaired water ways.   

Mike Schwarck – Iowa Cattlemen Association 
Mike Schwarck shared with the Commission he is a 4th generation farmer from NE Iowa.  His farm is along side 
the Wapsipinicon River where he fishes and swims.  With their corn, bean, and hay production, they are serious 
about manure application, cover crops, and soil tests to take care of the land.  He does what he needs to do to 
protect the water.  He appreciates the DNR for giving guidelines and teaching us.   
 
Matthew Peirce – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Matthew Peirce expressed his love for the State Capitol building.  He believes the Commission has the rule 
making authority to do the things people are asking.  The suggestions are very minor but have a large impact.  
On his drive from Grinnell, he smelled at least 3 manure clouds even with the windows rolled up.  Play the 
game you want to play but you are hurting people.  Stop hurting the water and pass the recommendations to 
strengthen the rules.  
 
Jess Mazour – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Jess Mazour stated the people don’t want the proposed Cerro Gordo County factory farm.  The county turned it 
down and the DNR approved it.  They are now appealing to you and you can’t ignore the voices of the people.  
The AFO rule making received 1,600 comments and 90% asked to strengthen the rules.    DNR could change the 
rules but are passing the issues to the legislature.  She asked the Commission not to send it to the legislature for 
they are a do nothing legislature.   Make the corporations and controlling interests be held accountable.  A 
public use area used be a lake but now the lake is removed and just the facilities around the lake are protected.  
The lake itself and the tributaries should be protected.  Manure should not be spread on frozen, snow covered, or 
water saturated grounds.   
 
Lowell Vos – Iowa Cattlemen Association 
Lowell Vos shared with the Commission he is 72 years old and is the 2nd of a 3rd generation farm.  He does not 
believe there are factory farms but rather large family farms.  Family farmers live on the farm and raise their 
children and when they are gone, the kids continue family farming.  We have clothes on our backs, shoes on our 
feet and food to eat because of farmers and the Governor wants Iowa to be a state others look up to.  He asked 
the Commission to vote yes for 200a rules for precision farming. These rules are a stepping stone to precision 
farming to get nutrients where they belong.  
 
Mathias Peters – Iowa Cattlemen Association 
Mathias Peters read a letter from Tom Hiler who supported the AFO rules.  The letter was provided to the 
Commission and entered into the Written Comment below.  
 
Erica Blair – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement 
Erica Blair shared with the Commission she has been coming regularly to the EPC meetings for the past 6 
months and over and over she hears the DNR say they are doing all they can do and their hands are tied and 
changes need to come from the legislature.  She inquired why the DNR passed up the opportunity to strengthen 
the rules rather than weaken them.  DNR removed the protection of lakes and gave farmers freedom to spread 
manure on snow covered ground.  The industry had 5 years to update storage and now the DNR is providing 
them a free pass to pollute.  From the Public Comments, 95% of people wanted to strengthen the rules.  DNR 
said they could but they shirk off the responsibly to the legislature.  We are in a water crisis and you have the 
ability to improve water quality.  We know the DNR meet with the industry before making the rules public.  It is 
the EPC’s job to protect the environment and not the industry.  
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Tom Willett – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement 
Tom Willett asked the Commission to vote no for the AFO rules.  He showed a map of Iowa indicating the 
locations of AFOs.  He is unable to see his county because the AFOs are so concentrated. Members of his 
community don’t’ want AFOs and slaughter houses in their county and have voted against them.  The citizens 
voted for a moratorium but it was overridden by the legislature who succumb to the industry.  The state wants 
$5 billion to clean up the water and industry doesn’t have to pay for it but the citizens have to pay it.  Everyday 
it is becoming a common occurrence for manure spills and fish kills.  Nothing is being done.  It is cheaper to 
flood the creek with manure then dispose of manure properly.  He doesn’t want to pay the bill for someone 
else’s pollution.   
 
Stuart Sieble – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Stuart Sieble stated Mason City kept a pork processing plant out and now is trying to keep CAFOs out.  He is 
tired of the state forcing them down the citizens’ throat.  The Governor is not doing things for the people.  Big 
industry is controlling the state.  He is damn tired and wants things done right for the people and not big 
business.  
 
Chris Gruenhagen – Farm Bureau  
Chris Gruenhagen shared with the Commission the Farm Bureau’s support of the AFO rules.  Despite many 
opinions about what the law ought to be, this is a necessary rule for the EPC to adopt.  This comprehensive rule 
package is part of the DNR’s 5-year review to update its livestock rules to conform to what DNR has been 
requiring for construction permits, to update the regulations to reflect changes in Iowa law over the past 4 years, 
and to update out-of-date provisions in the rules. 
 
The final rule updates the livestock regulations to reflect legislation enacted over the past four years including 
new permitting processes for fish farms and livestock truck washes, allowing the accommodation of gilts on a 
sow farm for increased biosecurity, and allowing livestock farms to be downsized temporarily without penalty.   
One item I’d like to address we did not initially advocate for, Item 6 of the rule, which was an amendment 
adopted by the commission.  Upon further review, we support and understand the need for the grandfather 
provision to allow older facilities to request permission for emergency application during the winter.  
Application under the protective winter application restrictions, such as setbacks from water sources and slope 
restrictions, minimizes the water quality risk of such application, especially as compared to the risk of water 
pollution from an overcapacity storage structure. 
 
We also support the changes included in Item 71 which allow solid manure from open feedlots to be marketed 
for its best agronomic use.  Marketing this product for sale improves its distribution to places where it can be 
best utilized.  Manure improves the water holding capacity of the soil, increases organic matter and provides 
important micronutrients to the soil. 
 
The department’s rules should reflect the specific direction and authority provided by the legislature.  We 
appreciate the restraint the department and this commission has exercised in proposing a rule package that is 
within its statutory authority. 
 
Val Vetter – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Val Vetter expressed concern after she learned about Iowa’s deteriorating quality of life and environment both 
in the short and long term.  After she learned about the impact of factory farms on quality of life and the 
environment, she thinks a moratorium is needed to stop expanding or new factory farms until the DNR and EPC 
strengthen the rules.  She asked the Commission not to approve the proposed rules.  The definition of a public 
use area has been weakened by not including a lake as an area to protect.  Lakes are used for boating, fishing 
and swimming.  Iowa’s water quality can be impacted by factory farms being built too close to protected areas.   
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Jean Lappe – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Jean Lappe doesn’t believe anyone can help her.  She believes a moratorium on AFOs is needed.  In 1979 she 
remembers being bare foot and pregnant.  Her father didn’t have money to plug up well but he really respected 
the DNR.  He took the money they didn’t have to close the well so it wouldn’t become contaminated.    She 
wants that farmer back who would protect the water, streams, and Des Moines drinking water.  Her dad put their 
last money into closing a well.  She wants that DNR back that she can respect.  
 
Paul Mac Gregor – Self  
Paul Mac Gregor shared with the Commission he knows nothing about Ag but has lived around farms all his 
life.  If the rules to protect our environment are not changed with the weather events world wide, we are making 
our environment dangerous.  He suggested contacting North Carolina on how their rules helped or didn’t help 
their environment.  The hog confinements in NC are in poor economic locations and are flooding.   
 
Shari Hawk – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Shari Hawk asked the Commission to hold factory farms accountable.  Strengthen rules so corporate interests 
will be held liable for violations affecting water ways.  Iowa is not feeding the world but the water ways with 
manure and is creating more hazardous situations for our children and grandchildren.  The Commission has the 
option to ensure our children and grandchildren have a future with drinking the water and swimming without 
being sick from the factory farm pollution in the water and air.  Prevention is half the cure.  It is this 
Commission’s responsibility to protection our children and grandchildren.  She asked the Commission to vote 
no or change the AFO rules.  
 
Stephen Tews – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Stephen Tews shared with the Commission rivers flow from northwest to southeast Iowa.  Since he lives in 
southeast Iowa, he is on the receiving end of things.  The Grand Old Party says we should have more 
responsibly for our actions.  A recent candidate said that corporations are people too so then we should hold 
corporations accountable.  Small CAFO units owned by same parties with LLCs want to limit their liability but 
we need to hold them responsible for their actions.  If the integrator is controlling the show by telling the janitor 
when to feed, how to feed, and when to market, they should be held responsible.   
 
Ann Robinson – Iowa Environmental Council  
Ann Robinson shared with the Commission IEC represents 70 organizations and 100s of members.  She 
expressed concern that DNR’s approach for rule making disregarded many reasonable comments on quality of 
life for Iowans like limiting distances for tile inlets, manure retention requirements, and application to snow 
covered grounds.  She asked the Commission to oppose the change for the DNR to accept insufficient manure 
capacity as a reason to apply manure on frozen and snow covered ground.  Producers had from 2010 -2015 to 
improve their facility to adequately hold manure.  Now extending manure application on frozen ground 
indefinitely into the future is not a good agricultural practice.  It is also unfair to farmers who improved their 
manure capacity so not to apply manure in the winter.  Environmental  health and quality of life rules need to be 
strengthened.  She urged the DNR to seek input from a more representative and balanced audience.   
 
Brenda Brink – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Brenda Brink asked the Commission to support Iowa’s Alliance for a moratorium on new or expanding factory 
farms.  Factory farms do not promote animal husbandry.  Factory farms do not allow ownership of the animals.  
She asked the Commission to support strengthening of the AFO rules.  Factory farms can say they have 1 or 2 
fewer hogs to be under the permit limits but who is going to count the hogs?  It is a joke.  The whole rule 
making process is a sham. She was out in the beautiful fall weather picking raspberries enjoying the day and 
thought how long this is going to last before she is surrounded by factory farms.  The farmer who rents out the 
land is old and there is no protection.  She asked the Commission to strengthen the AFO rules.  A common area 
owned by the same person is not a bunch of little LLCs but one big factory farm. DNR should not be meeting 
with commodity groups ahead of time and then ignore the public comments.  EPC needs to protect us.  
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Tyler Bettin – Iowa Pork 
Tyler Bettin thanked the Commission for their efforts with this commission, and issues being addressed today.  

While harvest in progress creates difficulty for farmer participation at this meeting, I appreciate the 
opportunity to comment in support of agenda items six and eleven on behalf of Iowa Pork Producers 
Association members. 

 
IPPA has reviewed and offered public comment on the proposed rule package before you and believes the rule 

package, as presented, properly incorporates legislation passed since 2012 while adding clarity to many 
other areas within chapter 65. This sensible approach clearly outlines changes in the rule without creating 
unattainable rules or regulatory burdens that would have little or no benefit to the environment.   

 
IPPA also supported the emergency manure application amendment in the public comment process. This 

amendment is properly drafted to provide the exemption to only those existing smaller operations while still 
providing the necessary environmental protection envisioned by the legislation. This approach requires these 
producers continue to notify DNR of emergency application and follow steps to minimize any potential 
environmental impacts. It is important to note, any manure reaching a body of water will continue to be 
subject to fines and restitution, regardless of application method or timing.   

 
IPPA also agrees with the DNR assessment of the Cerro Gordo County proposed farm, noting this site has met 

all regulatory criteria, including the master matrix.  Denying a site that has properly followed scientifically 
based protocol would set a dangerous and challenging precedent for farmers, DNR, this commission and the 
general public moving forward. 

 
Iowa pork producers are committed to new technologies, proper building design, regulatory compliance, other 

voluntary efforts and research funding to drive continuous improvement to maximize manure value and 
drive the sustainable production model demonstrated throughout Iowa.   

 
IPPA members have established policy supporting the Iowa Nutrient Reduction Strategy and have committed 

their own Pork Checkoff and other investments to efforts, such as the Coalition to Support Iowa’s Farmers 
and the Iowa Agriculture Water Alliance, to aid in neighbor relations and build on momentum to improve 
quality of our natural resources. 

 
Manure offers outstanding fertilizer value that also improves soil health, assists in nitrate reductions within the 

nutrient reduction strategy and builds on a sustainable cycle of pork production. Manure is part of the 
solution and is good for Iowa.  

 
IPPA appreciates DNR’s common sense approach to develop and enforce clear and sensible regulations. Thank 

you again for your efforts with this commission. I hope you also can support this approach to incorporate 
recent legislation and add regulatory clarity.   

 
Bob Babcourt – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement 
Bob Babcourt shared with the Commission he is not a native to Iowa but loves Iowa and its people.  He grew up 
in New Jersey and when he moved to Iowa, he used to swim in the lakes and rivers until they changed into 
cancer clusters.  With 8,500 AFOs, that’s a lot of manure output.  It doesn’t take a rocket scientist to know the 
manure from AFOs is greater than the human output in the entire United States of America.  He questioned how 
much crap we have to take because Iowa is beyond the saturation point.  With weekly fish kills, he believes a 
moratorium should be in place until the pollution can be reduced.  CAFOs get more slaughter houses but the one 
in Mason City was denied.  However, the company moved to another part of the state.   
 
Bernie Fischolwitz-Roberts – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Bernie Fischolwitz-Roberts shared with the Commission he is also a member of the Iowa Alliance for 
Responsible Agriculture.  Sadly the DNR is a text book example of agency capture – it does not regulate 
industry because the industry regulates the DNR.  The DNR had meetings with industry before sharing the rule 
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package with the public.  The DNR should not ask the industry to craft the scope but rather the DNR should take 
both citizens and industry input. 90% of the public comments urged the DNR to strengthen the rules but DNR 
made the rules worse.  He asked the Commissioners to reject the rules.  He believes the DNR can’t regulate 
AFOs and the legislature needs to enact a moratorium.  When in a hole, stop digging.  Nature is a party to all our 
decisions.     
 
Nancy Hulsling – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Nancy Hulsling admired the beautiful State Capitol, the people’s building.  In Wright County, there is a habitual 
offender in Clarion.  He changes his company name each time and the DNR calls it good.  The county is out- 
populated by animals.  She believes the public health agencies have no power to protect the people.  She 
inquired into the cost of the bird flu.  She used to be able to play outside but the flies from AFOs are horrible.  
During the winter, you wouldn’t expect to be subject to AFOs but the air is permeated with the odor of pigs.  
She lives right in the middle of the AFO concentration shown on the map earlier.  She invited the Commission 
to visit Wright County.  She believes the Commission has the power, not the DNR.     
 
Nancy Cadmus – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Nancy Cadmus asked the Commission to strengthen the AFO rules or vote no.  She believes the EPC is to 
protect and not pollute the environment.  She asked for one small thing - to hold factory farms accountable by 
levying fines to the owners of the hogs.  
 
Phyllis Willis – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Phyllis Willis didn’t want to talk to the Commission about the rules but rather her emotions.  Rivers Edge wants 
to put a huge factory farm near her home.  At first, Rivers Edge was nice but now grandkids don’t want to visit 
because they say it stinks.  She believes AFOs are bullies.  These farmers are not hurting and don’t need to raise 
hogs and cattle this way and could do it without hurting neighbors.  Rivers Edge is going to spread manure right 
up to the river which is in the 100 year flood area.  She crosses the river every day going to work and the fields 
have been under water for 2 months.  No one can live in rural areas because it stinks. 
 
Jan Wann – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Jan Wann asked the Commission to place a moratorium on CAFOs.  The AFOs affect her friends and they move 
away and she is losing friends.  A chicken CAFO was built down the road.  She gave flower bulbs to her friend 
but they can’t see the flowers because chicken particulates are everywhere.  She isn’t a scientist but knows the 
chicken particulates carry disease.  Prestage wanted to put in a facility and surround the city but the town fought 
against it.  But now the rules have taken lakes off the list and allow for manure to be applied on frozen ground.  
She isn’t a farmer but as a mathematician, she knows probability.   
 
Cherie Mortice – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Cherie Mortice has been coming to Commission meetings for 5 years.  In the past, voluntary compliance was the 
theme of the day and we watched CAFOs and impaired waters climb.  Five years ago, the EPC implemented 
practices to protect the environment.  Corporate bosses are now in control of the DNR and EPC which is putting 
drinking water at risk.  The Chinese acquired corporate Ag and created a cesspool.  The people willing to stand 
up will continue to grow and the EPC is the best advertising for our activism.  The building and animals are 
owned by the corporations but the blame goes to the small farmer.  This loop hole has been acknowledged by 
the DNR but the DNR has chosen not to fix it.  EPC can hold violators liable and strengthen enforcement action. 
She asked the Commission to strengthen the rules or vote no.   
 
Sharon Donovan – Self  
Sharon Donovan shared with the Commission the past weekend an International Tribunal heard 3 days of 
testimony about Monsanto committing war crimes against humanity.  Testimony cited cruel or inhuman 
treatment both intentionally and unintentionally causing permanent disability.  With the rules in front of the 
EPC, the EPC’s actions count as crimes against humanity and war crimes.  The EPC is dangerously close to 
what Monsanto has done by allowing nitrates and E.coli to flow into Iowa lakes and rivers.  She accused the 
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EPC of ecocide, imposing mental pain, suffering and disabling people without medical purpose. She believes the 
EPC has undermined the citizens, ignored sacred ground and Iowa’s indigenous people. 
 
Danielle Wirth – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Danielle Wirth asked the Commission what state boards and commissions are for.  In 1982, the Supreme Court 
defined public waters and who owns the water.  Persons who have title along a riparian course own the land but 
the water is owned by Iowa and the citizens of Iowa.  These waters are held in trust through intergeneration 
equity but they are under assault.  Since the 1980s, we have lost our values and moral ways.  Profit generating 
actions are what are required now.  She asked the Commission for a moratorium on AFOs.   
 
Deb Lassise – Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement  
Deb Lassise expressed her support for stronger AFO rules for the DNR and support for the Cerro Gordo appeal.  
Cerro Gordo did a thorough review of the Master Matrix and it passed by 4 points.  When she looks at the maps, 
the application areas are square but she doesn’t know of any natural habitats that are square.  She doesn’t have a 
background in law but considers the intent of the law to protect the environment.  She asked the Commission to 
follow the intent of the law to protect the environment and deny the permit and strengthen the rules.   
 
Dustin Puhrmann – Farmer  
Dustin Puhrmann shared with the Commission his family farm operation and the diversity of row crops and 
animals along with a creek that runs through the property.  His operation is always concerned about the water 
quality.  He encouraged the Commission to approve the chapter 65 rules.  The rules will go a long way for cattle 
producers to get the nutrients to where they need to go to take the load off.  
 
Jennifer Terry – Private Citizen & Attorney  
Jennifer Terry shared with the Commission her long standing background as a dairy farmer, member of water 
related associations, and practicing law. She offered remarks to the Commission related to the November 2014 
rules meeting with Eldon MacAfee and Farm Bureau.  From the notes of the meeting, it references scolding 
voluntary procedure, deal breakers, facilities redefined, and lists to be removed.  These types of meetings are not 
transparent or honor the spirit of rulemaking.  She offered to assist the Commission for the next rulemaking 
process by including drinking water, water associations, and others to provide perspectives.  In the future, Pork 
Producers, Farm Bureau, and the Cattlemen Association should not be the only voice.  She thanked the 
Commissioners for their service.   
 
Katie Olthoff – Iowa Cattlemen Association 
The Iowa Cattlemen’s Association represents 10,000 producer families and industries that are dedicated to 
growing Iowa’s beef business. On behalf of our members, I reaffirm our support for the proposed rule 
amendments for Chapter 65, Animal Feeding Operations. 
 
Although significant and daunting in size, this rule package puts into effect departmental rules associated with 
recent legislative changes – including the “mothball bill” and changes made to livestock truck wash regulations.  
As you know, creating rules respective to new legislation, is a responsibility of the Department.  
 
The proposed changes as presented also add several new definitions to Iowa rules regarding animal feeding 
operations and manure application. These new and/or updated definitions add clarity and regulatory procedures 
to reflect changes in the industry. The new changes help identify for all stakeholders - producers, government 
staff, neighbors, etc. - what the rules are and are not. For example the new changes clearly define the points of 
an animal feeding operation that can be used for measuring separation distances, what specific landmarks are 
considered public use areas, and what determines adjacency for animal feeding operations.  
 
Finally, the proposed changes incorporate references to federal code regarding the Clean Water Act and 
associated animal feeding operation protocols. Making references to federal code chapters, adds longevity to the 
rule if federal rules are expanded, making the Department’s rules universal.   
  



October 2016 

9 
 

We fully recognize cattlemen as original stewards to the land. The cattle industry creates a synergistic cycle 
where cattle consume crops and later fertilize the crop ground, all while producing a safe and wholesome 
product. One of the segments of this proposed rule change focuses on modifications to nutrient management 
plans for open feedlots. Feedlots will still be required to maintain an NMP for their operation as they do now. 
But with the expansion of IDALS Chapter 200A, open feedlot manure can be traded on the market which would 
add an economic incentive to use this natural fertilizer where needed. Studies from ISU reveal that beef manure 
application reduces phosphorus load by 46% when compared to chemical fertilizer. Through the continued 
utilization of operative plans, open feedlot nutrients can be applied based on intended crops and necessary 
nutrient levels beyond the feedlot’s township. We feel that this segment of the rule will help share the economic 
and environmental benefits of utilizing manure as a fertilizer. 
  
On behalf of our members we thank you for your service to the state’s environmental resources and for allowing 
us the time to provide our testimonials. And again, we encourage the passage of proposed rule changes to 
chapter 65 as presented.  
 
 
Written Comments Submitted  
 
Jess Mazour, Ken Recker, Steve McGrew, Glenn Kohler, Robin Ghormley, J. Gardner, Eugen Kutsch, 
Dennis Senecaut, Mary Larson, Celeste Egger, Madalyn Anderson, John Anderson, Shari Hawk, Mary 
Jones, Janis Elliott, Lynn Gallagher, Grant Hobin, Jeremy Chen, Tony Wobeter, John Cook, Marian 
Klostermann, Nancy Huisinga, Ellen Jorgensen, Peter Clay, Bernadette Siebert, Matthew Pierce, Marsha 
Mazour, V. Allison, Patti Edwardson, Jeanette Bauer, Arthur Wyse, Ralph Phelps, Jean Lappe, Joe 
Monahan, Marilyn Hall, Jeremy Chen, Eric Morse, Omer Goodner, Michael Henning, James Hart, 
Danielle Wirth, and Nancy Cadmus 
 

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will be voting on a 
rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety percent of the 1,600 comments received 
demanded that the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from 
the factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck on a number of items. 
 
Again, we need you to:  
 
1) Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area  
and common ownership. 2) Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the  
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue  
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3) Protect our water by  
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on frozen/snow-covered/water 
saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses. 
 
EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect the environment, listen to 
the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no on this rulemaking package. 

 
 
Tom Hiler – Supporting AFO Rules  

Good Morning Commissioners, 
My name is Tom Hiler and I am a family farmer from Calhoun County.  In addition to our small open 
cattle feedlot operation, our family raises corn and soybeans. Our crop rotation compliments the manure 
from our cattle system well.  
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I had the opportunity to attend Iowa State and major in Agronomy. Through my education and work on 
the farm, we made the decision to utilize GPS and auto-steer when applying manure. This helps depict 
exactly where manure has been applied and where it has not.  
 
In an effort to minimize runoff and soil compaction, we apply manure in the late fall or winter when the 
ground is frozen. State rules allow solid manure to be hauled on snow covered and frozen ground, 
provided applicable separation distances are met. When applying manure, we use a spreader with 
vertical beaters that spread a 30 foot pattern instead of a 10 foot pattern like our previous spreader. This 
allows a more uniform spread and better nutrient distribution. To make sure the fields are receiving the 
nutrients required to raise a crop, we voluntarily soil sample every four years to maintain adequate but 
not excessive nutrient levels.  When we sample fields it is easy to see that before this technology was 
widely available, manure was spread near the building site for convenience, because the soils still test 
very high today. That makes it obvious that we need to haul my manure to every part of the field and do 
it as uniformly as possible.   
 
Since our operation is an open feedlot, in the past we have not been able to sell our manure under 
Chapter 200a. Expanding 200a to include manure from open lots gives farmers added incentive to 
accurately spread manure. Manure not only adds nutrients to the field, but it increases the water holding 
capacity and organic matter, which is better for our soils.  
 
I believe most small feedlot operators view their manure as a resource rather than a waste product and 
try to manage it accordingly, rules and regulations aside. But this rule change will give farmers another 
option to maximize the use of their manure. 

 
END OF PUBLIC COMMENT 

DIRECTORS REMARKS 
Director Chuck Gipp provided no comments to allow additional time for a lengthy agenda.  

INFORMATION  
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FINAL RULE – CHAPTER 65 – AMENDMENTS FOR ANIMAL FEEDING OPERATIONS 
Kelli Book, Attorney, presented the following item. 
 
The Commission was requested to adopt amendments to Chapter 65, “Animal Feeding Operations,” Iowa 
Administrative Code. The purpose of the amendments is to update the Commission’s rules to incorporate recent 
legislation into the administrative code.  The recent legislation includes:  1) an addition to the definition of a 
qualified confinement feeding operation; 2) the option for fish production facilities to operate as confinement 
feeding operations or as facilities regulated by the wastewater regulations; 3) the option for confinement feeding 
operations to discontinue use of buildings, without dismantling the livestock production components of the 
buildings, in order to meet the definition of a Small Animal Feeding Operation; 4) the adoption of a consistent 
approach for NPDES permitting for open feedlot and confinement feeding operations; and 5) regulation of 
animal truck wash facilities under the animal feeding operation regulations.  
 
The rule changes add the ability for open feedlot solids to be marketed as bulk dry animal nutrients, similar to 
confinement solid manure.  The rule changes also provide better clarification of requirements in rules and 
rescind unnecessary and outdated rules, lists and internet addresses. These changes include: 1) a revision to the 
definition of a “public use area” in an effort to better define the term; 2) updating the lakes listed in Table 2 of 
chapter 65 to ensure that all the lakes are accounted for and properly protected through the facility siting 
requirements; 3) clarification on what structures are to be used for measuring separation distances; 4) 
clarification on the scope of any landowner waiver of a separation distance; and 5) additional language 
regarding NPDES permit requirements to be consistent with the federal CAFO rule.   
 
Six public hearings were held across the state in May and June of 2016 and oral comments were heard.  
Additionally, the Department received written comments on the proposed revisions. A responsiveness summary 
addressing the comments received is attached. As a result of the written and oral comments, the Department 
recommends that the following change be made to the amendments as published in the Notice of Intended 
Action: 

• The mailing address and telephone number for the owner and contact person for a confinement feeding 
operation should not be removed from the requirements to be submitted with a manure management 
plan.  In Item 44 of the Notice of Intended Action, it was proposed to delete this information from the 
rule.  In light of the comments received, the Department recommends that this information remain in the 
rule at 65.17(1)”c”(1) and (2). 

 
Kelli Book shared with the Commission between 2010-2015, the Department received 150 calls for emergency 
manure application on frozen or snow covered ground of which 12 were repeat facilities.   
 
Commissioner Joe Riding expressed concerns for the removal of the lake from the public use definition.   
 
Motion was made by Gene Ver Steeg to approve the final rules as presented.  Seconded by Cindy 
Greiman.  Joe Riding-nay, Bob Sinclair-yea, Ralph Lents-yea, LaQuanda Hoskins-nay, Nancy Couser-
yea, Gene Ver Steeg-yea, Cindy Greiman-yea, Chad Ingels-yea, and Mary Boote-absent. Motion 
passes. 

APPROVED AS PRESENTED  
 
Vice Chairperson Ingels moved to agenda item #11 and #12 but the parties were not present so he 
continued forward with the agenda as written.  
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CONTRACT WITH IDALS FOR LAKE GEODE WATERSHED PROJECT (PHASE 2) 
Mary Beth Stevenson, River Basin Coordinator of the Water Quality Bureau, presented the following item. 
 
Commission approval was requested for a service contract with IDALS of Des Moines, Iowa.   The contract will 
begin on October 18, 2016 and terminate on June 30, 2018.   The total amount of this contract shall not exceed 
$206,600.   
  
Funding Source:  
This contract will be funded through a federal grant from the United States Environmental Protection Agency, 
under Section 319 of the Clean Water Act.   
 
Background: 
The $206,600 of Section 319 funding will fund Lake Geode Watershed Project Phase 2 activities, including 
project staffing, the implementation of BMPs, as well as continued outreach efforts to all landowners and 
residents of the watershed.  Interested parties include the Des Moines and Henry County Soil and Water 
Conservation Districts, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Des Moines County Board of Supervisors, 
IDNR, and IDALS.  
  
Purpose: 
The parties propose to enter into this contract for the purpose of implementing watershed improvement practices 
and water quality educational programming for the project selected. 
 
Motion was made by Ralph Lents to approve the agenda item as presented.  Seconded by Bob Sinclair.  
Motion carried unanimously  

APPROVED AS PRESENTED  
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CONTRACT FOR FILTER & SAMPLER DATA COLLECTION & TRANSMITTAL - 
EMMETSBURG 
Jim McGraw, Program Development Supervisor of the Air Quality Bureau presented the following item. 
 
Commission approval was requested for a five (5) year, eight (8) month-service contract with Stephen Olerich.  
The contract will begin on November 1, 2016 and terminate on June 30, 2022.  If approved by the Commission, 
a total of $45,840 ($5,400.00 for the first 8 months and $8,088.00 per year thereafter) in funds will be awarded. 
 
In June 2016, the EPC approved the Department’s request to enter into a contract with Mr. Paul Osterman for the 
filter and sampler data collection & transmittal duties in/near Emmetsburg, Iowa (Contract #17ESDAQBTRUSS-
0003) in the amount of $48,528 ($8,088 per year).  Unfortunately, due to an unforeseen health issue, the contract 
with Mr. Osterman was terminated for inability to perform the duties.  This contract is a decrease of $2,688.00 
from the contract approved in June, terminated in September 2016.   
 
Funding Source:  
The contract will be funded with money available from the following funding sources:  Air Contaminant fees 
(cc 7230); 103 federal grant dollars (cc 7240); and Environmental First Funds (HC2A). The statutory authority 
for the DNR to enter into this sub-grant award is 455B.103(3).   

 
Background: 
Ambient air monitoring filters and samplers are in various locations throughout the state.  The data collected in 
these filters/samplers is used by the DNR in determining the levels of air pollutants in the specific locations where 
the samples are collected.  The DNR contracts with the State Hygienic Laboratory (SHL) to collect a majority of 
the filter/sampler data and to then analyze the collected data.  The DNR also employs local contractors to collect 
filters and sampler data in areas of the state where it would be cost prohibitive to include the area as part of a 
routine route for filter/sampler pickup to be conducted by SHL.   
 
Purpose: 
The parties propose to enter into the Contract for the purpose of retaining the selected contractor to collect filters 
and sampler data from ambient air monitoring samplers for transmittal to the State Hygienic Laboratory (SHL).   
 
Contractor Selection Process: 
The Department used an informal competitive selection (ICS) process.  The notice was placed on the Targeted 
Small Business website September 20, 2016 and on the DAS bid opportunities website on September 22, 2016.  
Bid submittals were due to the DNR – Air Quality Bureau on October 10, 2016.  A three-person evaluation 
team, used the following criteria to rank the 2 applications received: Responses provided in Application packet 
(completeness); Past performance of work is identical or similar to Scope of Services identified; Experience and 
References demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the DNR, expertise and ability to provide the Scope of Services; 
Capacity and availability to compete responsibilities described in Scope of Services. 
 
Contract History:  
The DNR has been entering into filter collection contracts since the late 1990s.  Beginning with SFY 2010, the 
DNR began entering into multi-year contracts to help keep consistency with the filter collectors and necessary 
training.   
 
Motion was made by Bob Sinclair to approve the agenda item as presented.  Seconded by LaQuanda 
Hoskins.  Motion carried unanimously  

APPROVED AS PRESENTED  
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CONTRACT WITH DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH FOR RISK CALCULATOR 
MAINTENANCE 
Amie Davidson, Solid Waste Supervisor of the Land Quality Bureau, presented the following item. 
 
Commission approval was requested for a 2 year-service contract with Iowa Department of Public Health of Des 
Moines, Iowa.   The contract will begin on October 18, 2016 and terminate on June 30, 2018.   The total amount 
of this contract shall not exceed $50,000 ($25,000 per year).  DNR shall have the option to renew this contract 
as long as this contract and any extensions do not exceed a six-year period.   
 
Funding Source:  
This contract will be funded through federal funding provided to the Department through Section 128(a) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA). 
 
Background: 
The DNR is required to establish such rules as are necessary to protect the public from unnecessary exposure to 
hazardous substances, and to provide guidance and information to the public in regard to the control, abatement 
and prevention of hazardous conditions.  In order to satisfy these responsibilities, the DNR and DPH have 
developed a Risk-Based Standards/Calculations Guidance Database and Document.  Pursuant to Iowa 
Administrative Code subrules 567 137.5(10), 137.6(6) and 137.10(7), the agencies have agreed to develop and 
maintain this database through consultation and coordination between the agencies 
 
Purpose: 
The parties propose to enter into this Contract for the purpose of retaining the Contractor to provide assistance in 
the maintenance of the risk calculator database.   
 
Contractor Selection Process: 
Iowa Department of Public Health was chosen as contractor based on the Code of Iowa (455B.103), which 
directs the DNR to contract with public agencies of the state.  Iowa Department of Public Health was chosen for 
this project because of their expertise in determining risk factors for contaminants and evaluating site specific 
exposures and risk assessments.   
 
Contract History: 
 The Department held a one year contract with IDPH in 2015 for $25,000 to perform the same scope of work as 
the proposed contract. IDPH satisfactorily met the requirements of the contract. 
 
Motion was made by Joe Riding to approve the agenda item as presented.  Seconded by Nancy Couser.  
Motion carried unanimously  

APPROVED AS PRESENTED  
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2017 EPC DATES 
Jerah Sheets, Board Administrator of the Environmental Protection Commission, presented the following item. 
 
The Department  requested feedback from the Commission for the 2017 Environmental Protection Commission 
meeting dates and locations.   
 
Wednesday, January 18, 2017 

• 7:30-9:30 a.m. Legislative Meet & Greet Event – State Capitol  
• 10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. Joint NRC/EPC Meeting – Wallace State Office Building 
• 1-4:30 p.m. EPC Business Meeting – Wallace State Office Building  

 
February 21, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility  
 
March 21, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
April 17, 2017 – Education Tour – County TBD  
April 18, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – County TBD  
 
May 16, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting  – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
June 19, 2017 – Education Tour – County TBD  
June 20, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – County TBD  
 
July 18, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
August 15, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting  – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
September 19, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
October 17, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
November 20, 2017 – Educational Tour – County TBD  
November 21, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – County TBD  
 
December 19, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 

INFORMATION  



October 2016 

16 
 

DEMAND FOR HEARING – CERRO GORDO COUNTY  
Tom Drzycimski – Cerro Gordo County  
 
Tom Drzycimski described the Kragel Tree Farm business operation allowing families to tag their Christmas 
tree in October to collect in November or December.  The proposed River Edge Farm site is 2.4 miles from the 
Kragel Tree Farm which concerns them for potential odor and flies.  The proposed CAFO concerns the Kragel 
family livelihood and business, quality of life, and area creeks and rivers. 
 
The Cerro Gordo Board of Supervisors expressed concerns during the public meeting.  Of the 23 people who 
spoke during the public meeting, 20 of the commenters were opposed of the proposed CAFO.  Similar with the 
8 written comments submitted, 7 written comments were opposed of the proposed CAFO.   
 
Cerro Gordo County is not adverse to ag development.  The Board of Supervisors have approved 7 of 8 
construction applications recently.  The River Edge Farm application barely passed the Master Matrix along 
with the concerns from the public hearing and written comments, the Board of Supervisors recommend denial of 
the construction permit.   
 
John Robbins of Cerro Gordo County Planning and Zoning shared with the Commission the DNR response to 
the Demand for Hearing was the Commission had the ability to apply the “Department Evaluation Rule” at their 
discretion.  He asked the Commission to consider the Department Evaluation Rule for potential adverse impacts 
to natural resources and the environment by the proposed facility.   
 
Wild Goose Marsh proximity to the confinement buildings meets the required 2,500 foot to a designated 
wetland but the privately owned land is 2,410 feet from the confinement buildings.  The marsh does not stop at 
the property line.  If privately owned wetlands were considered for minimum distance, the applicant’s 
construction permit would be denied or relocated.   
 
John Robbins continued to describe the concerns and potential impacts to approximately 10 proposed manure 
application locations in relation to the marsh, erodible lands, floodplains, public areas, city limits, and wetlands.  
He stated 29 states acknowledge AFOs contribute to water quality, air quality, and quality of life issues.  Odor 
impacts are most common but in addition to odor is ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, and methane increases to air 
quality with an AFO.   
 
Tom Drzycimski requested denial of the River Edge Farm construction permit or at least conditions requiring 
that the facility be built 2,500 feet from the wetland on the private property, manure application 300 feet from 
DNR and County properties along with residential properties, and no manure application in FEMA designated 
floodplains.  Cerro Gordo County is not opposed to agricultural operations but there are alternatives and more 
appropriate locations for the facility and manure application.  The Board of Supervisors is frustrated by the 
minimum requirements of the Master Matrix which could do so much more for the impact on the community.  
The applicant could choose low to no cost practices but has chosen not to include the practices in their 
operation.  Because the Master Matrix is an ineffective tool to address concerns, Cerro Gordo County requests 
the Commission to deny the application or require modifications so there won’t be nuisance complaints after 
construction.  
 
Eldon McAfee – Representing River Edge Farm owned by Matt Roenfanz  
 
Eldon McAfee shared with the Commission Matt Roenfanz lives about 1 mile from the proposed construction 
site.  His operation also includes half ownership of another facility about half a mile from his home.  Thus far in 
his operation, he has had no complaints.  One of the neighbors who has lived near the facility for 14 years 
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provided a letter to Eldon McAfee stating his support for the expansion along with describing the good 
relationship with the farm.   
 
Eldon McAfee indicated that the application and the Manure Management Plan were prepared by Becky Sexton 
at Twin Lakes to meet all the state laws and policies.  He agrees with the DNR that the application had a pasing 
score but he does not agree with the DNR’s assessment the Commission may use the Department Evaluation 
Rule.  The rule refers to the Department as the party to exercise the rule not the Commission.  If the Department 
chose to use the rule to deny a permit, then the appeal would go before the Commission.  Since the Department 
did not deny the permit, the rule may not be used by the Commission.   
 
Eldon McAfee concluded his presentation that Cerro Gordo County passed the matrix and thus the application 
should be approved.     
 
Matt Roenfanz shared with the Commission he will be performing additional practices that are not in the Master 
Matrix.  He explained his concern with the Master Matrix requirements for replacing trees that die even though 
he plans to plant trees, he just doesn’t want the Master Matrix requirements.   He also expressed his willingness 
to move the site while Eldon McAfee reminded the Commission the site already met all the requirements.   
 
Matt Roenfanz shared with the Commission he has not reached out to neighbors about the proposed site because 
when he stands at the site, he is unable to see any residences.  The majority of land he proposes to apply manure 
to is family owned land.   
 
Kelli Book – Iowa Department of Natural Resources  
 
Kelli Book shared with the Commission the Department has no position between the county and producer.  The 
DNR received the application, performed a site survey, and determined all site requirements were met even 
though the county denied the application.  The DNR is left with little but to approve the construction permit.   
 
Kelli Book shared with the Commission the Good Neighbor policy is adopted by the County and not part of the 
DNR regulations.  The rules only consider wetlands owned by federal or state government and does not take 
into account privately owned wetlands.    
 
Motion was made by Bob Sinclair to deny the appeal and accept the DNR decision to issue the 
construction permit.  Seconded by Gene Ver Steeg.  Joe Riding-yea, Bob Sinclair-yea, Ralph Lents-
yea, LaQuanda Hoskins-yea, Nancy Couser-yea, Gene Ver Steeg-yea, Cindy Greiman-recused, Chad 
Ingels-yea, and Mary Boote-absent. Motion passes. 

APPROVED AS PRESENTED  
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PROPOSED CONTESTED CASE DECISION – DUANE COVINGTON 
Ed Tormey, General Counsel of the DNR, presented the following item. 
 
On May 29, 2015, the Department filed a petition with the Department of Inspections and Appeals seeking 
permanent revocation of Duane Covington’s Grade III water treatment certificate and Grade IV water 
distribution certificate.  An evidentiary hearing was held before an Administrative Law Judge on July 11-14, 
2016.  The hearing was closed to the public, at Mr. Covington’s request.  On September 21, 2016, the 
Administrative Law Judge presiding over the hearing issued a Proposed Decision.  Due to Mr. Covington’s 
request for a closed hearing, the Proposed Decision is confidential until there is a final decision by the 
Commission.     
 
There has been no appeal of this Proposed Decision.  However, the 30 day appeal period has not expired.  
Nevertheless, the Department has brought this Proposed Decision to the Commission pursuant to 567 Iowa 
Administrative Code (IAC) Chapter 7 (incorporating 561 IAC Chapter 7), which requires that a proposed 
decision be brought to the Commission within 30 days of its issuance.  In the absence of an appeal, the 
Commission may decide on its own motion to review the Proposed Decision.  If there is no review of this 
Proposed Decision, it automatically becomes the final decision of the Commission.  Should the Proposed 
Decision be appealed it will be brought to the Commission again for a hearing of that appeal.   
 

NO MOTION  



October 2016 

19 
 

NOTICE OF INTENDED ACTION: REGULATORY CERTAINTY RULES - CHAPTERS 20, 21, 
22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, AND 33 
Christine Paulson, Program Development of the Air Quality Bureau presented the following item. 
 
The Department requested permission from the Commission to proceed with the rulemaking process and publish 
a Notice of Intended Action to amend Chapter 20, “Scope of Title—Definitions—Forms—Rules of Practice,” 
Chapter 21, “Compliance,” Chapter 22 “Controlling Pollution,” Chapter 23, “Emission Standards for 
Contaminants,” Chapter 25, “Measurement of Emissions,” Chapter 26, “Prevention of Air Pollution Emergency 
Episodes,” Chapter 27, “Certificate of Acceptance,” Chapter 28, “Ambient Air Quality Standards,” Chapter 31 
“Nonattainment Areas,” and Chapter 33, “Special Regulations and Construction Permit Requirements for Major 
Stationary Sources—Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) of the 567 Iowa Administrative Code.   
 
Reason for Rulemaking  
The purpose of the proposed air quality rule changes is to: 
1) Rescind unnecessary rules and update other rules to provide regulatory certainty and flexibility. The proposed 
rules will implement a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan to accomplish the requirements of 
Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). 
 
2) Offer uniform rules by making changes that match federal regulations and eliminating inconsistency between 
federal and state rules. By adopting federal updates into state administrative rules, the Commission is ensuring 
that Iowa’s air quality rules are no more stringent than federal regulations. Additionally, the updates allow the 
Department, rather than the EPA, to be the primary agency to implement the air quality requirements in Iowa, 
thereby allowing the Department and its partners to provide compliance assistance and outreach to affected 
facilities. 
 
Summary of Proposed Rule Changes  
The proposed rule changes continue previous efforts in the Department’s rules review plan to identify rules that 
can be rescinded or amended because they are outdated or obsolete. The proposed changes improve rules for 
several air quality programs, including construction permits, Title V permits, Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration (PSD), air toxics standards, and testing and monitoring methods.  
 
The rule changes also include adoption of revisions to federal air toxics standards (also known as National 
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants or NESHAP) and new source performance standards (NSPS) 
that are not currently under reconsideration or litigation. These include changes affecting existing federal 
standards that are already adopted by reference, but that EPA has since amended. Adopting EPA’s amendments 
allows state rules to be consistent with federal regulations, and provides certainty to affected businesses and 
other interested stakeholders. Please see the attached table for the complete list of NESHAP and NSPS proposed 
for adoption. 
 
Stakeholder Involvement 
The Department prepared a draft rulemaking package and, on April 22, 2015, announced the opportunity for 
informal public input on the draft proposal. The Department announced the public input period through the air 
quality list serve and posted the draft proposal on its air quality public input page 
(http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Air-Quality/Stakeholder-Involvement). Additionally, the 
Department discussed the draft proposal at the Air Quality Client Contact Meeting on May 14, 2015. The 
Department received one comment in favor of the draft rule changes. No adverse comments were received 
during this informal input period. 
 
Subsequently, EPA made federal rule changes that provided additional flexibility to regulated entities, and the 
Department revised the draft rulemaking to incorporate these updates. The Department announced an additional 
opportunity for public input on May 13, 2015. The Department received one comment from the Iowa Renewable 

http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Air-Quality/Stakeholder-Involvement
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Fuels Association in favor of the draft rule changes. No negative comments on the draft rules were received. The 
Department provided an update on the draft rulemaking at the Air Quality Client Contact Meeting on August 20, 
2015. 
 
For the rest of calendar year 2015 and into 2016, the Department deferred further action on the draft rulemaking 
package because of other rulemaking and stakeholder priorities. In that time, EPA published additional changes 
to federal new source and air toxics standards. Further, the Department identified rules referencing three air 
toxics standards that could be rescinded. The Department has revised the proposed rulemaking to incorporate 
these updates, and has received stakeholder support for the additional updates.   
 
Public Comments and Public Hearing 
If the Commission approves the proposed rulemaking, the Department will hold a public hearing on Monday, 
December 12, 2016, at 1:00 p.m. at the DNR Air Quality Bureau office. The Department will accept written 
public comments until 4:30 p.m. on Monday, December 12, 2016. 
 
Motion was made by Ralph Lents to approve the agenda item as presented.  Seconded by Joe Riding.  
Motion carried unanimously  

APPROVED AS PRESENTED  

  

GENERAL DISCUSSION  
• Joe Riding reminded the DNR that rulemaking processes should be open to the public.   
• Gene Ver Steeg provided feedback regarding the manure on frozen ground statements during 

the Public Comments.  The small operations exempt from the rules will naturally be eliminated 
as ownership changes and the new owner will be required to close or upgrade the facilities.   

• Jerah Sheets summarized logistics for the November education tour and business meeting in 
Wright County. 

• Jerah Sheets engaged with the Commission to coordinate the Annual Report.  Commissioners 
Hoskins, Lents, and Sinclair volunteered to draft the report.   

INFORMATION  
 
 
Vice-Chairperson Ingles adjourned the Environmental Protection Commission meeting at 12:40 p.m., 
Tuesday, October 18, 2016. 
 
 



From: ehorizon@minburncomm.net
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Monday, October 17, 2016 2:12:02 PM

Danielle Wirth
1456 334th Rd.
Woodward, IA 50276-7507

October 17, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

Recently the Des Moines Register's editorial board published an
informative and provocative piece about Iowa's horrible water quality. It
is instructive to note that comments supported the REMINDER to the Iowa
DNR, corporate polluters and by de fault, to Governor Branstad, that there
are over 3,000,000 people in Iowa. 80,000 are involved in "Agriculture"
but only "a few" are the bad actors who cause the decline of Iowa's
surface Waters.

On October 18, the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will vote on
a rulemaking package for factory farms.  Ninety percent of the 1,600
comments received demanded that DNR strengthen the rules to protect Iowans
from the factory farm industry. Why did DNR ignored public comment? Whose
side are you on?

I ask you all - whom do you serve? Are you acting FOR the interests of a
few - or... are you acting for the Citizens of Iowa? Clearly, the majority
of the citizens do not agree with how their public waters are managed.

Iowans are watching. So please,

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so serious
fines and penalties to corporate integrators occur.  3) Protect our water
by strengthening the definition of public use areas. DO NOT allow manure
on frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no
excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Danielle Wirth
515-438-2363

mailto:ehorizon@minburncomm.net
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov
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From: doug.goodner@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Saturday, October 15, 2016 9:06:50 AM

Omer Goodner
811 3rd St
Kalona, IA 52247-9493

October 15, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Omer Goodner
319 541 7255

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [84jryjk8]

mailto:doug.goodner@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: mikehenning@mchsi.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Friday, October 14, 2016 8:01:52 PM

Michael Henning
138 Sidehill Drive
Waterloo, IA 50701-9251

October 14, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Michael A Henning
3194045396

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [k4798UPB]

mailto:mikehenning@mchsi.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: eltigre_64@hotmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Friday, October 14, 2016 4:12:08 PM

Ralph Phelps
1102 Grant Ave
Coon Rapids, IA 50058-8057

October 14, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Ralph Phelps
7126512124

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [BAM98Yp1]

mailto:eltigre_64@hotmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: tclappe@louisacomm.net
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Friday, October 14, 2016 10:06:50 AM

Jean Lappe
21265-270th St.
Morning Sun, IA 52640-9624

October 14, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Jean Lappe
1319-868-7634

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [88mbfoc9]

mailto:tclappe@louisacomm.net
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: thamnophis@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Friday, October 14, 2016 9:51:53 AM

Joe Monahan
711 V Ave
Boone, IA 50036-7473

October 14, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Joe Monahan
515-451-3881

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [51iohpq7]

mailto:thamnophis@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: mch1500@msn.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Friday, October 14, 2016 6:51:51 AM

Marilyn Hall
1500 60th St
Des Moines, IA 50311-1912

October 14, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Marilyn Hall
5154217200

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [bzczWKB7]

mailto:mch1500@msn.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: emorse@outlook.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 8:56:53 PM

Eric Morse
5817 Pleasant Street
West Des Moines, IA 50266-7233

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Eric Morse

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [j7538TXA]

mailto:emorse@outlook.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: wyse888@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 3:06:52 PM

Arthur Wyse
320 E Washington St, #7C
Iowa City, IA 52240-3935

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Arthur Wyse
(319) 333-1487

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [PXS20Eb0]

mailto:wyse888@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: jeanettepb@msn.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 10:42:15 AM

Jeanette Bauer
1513 SE Delaware #10
Ankeny, IA 50021-6552

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Jeanette Bauer
5159631318

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [DXI62Zj9]

mailto:jeanettepb@msn.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: pjedw@hotmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 9:51:51 AM

Patti Edwardson
288 M Avenue
Churdan, IA 50050-8577

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Patti Edwardson
515-370-3919

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [ULC45Qj5]

mailto:pjedw@hotmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: rickallison@mchsi.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 9:26:49 AM

V. Allison
714 E. 25th St.
Des Moines, IA 50317-5326

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

V. Allison

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [e4395KBD]

mailto:rickallison@mchsi.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: mlmazour@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 9:24:20 AM

Marsha Mazour
9179 Diamondhead Dr.
Dexter, IA 50070-7502

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Marsha Mazour
5153211723

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [l5652RWM]

mailto:mlmazour@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: siebert@isunet.net
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 8:36:52 AM

Bernadette Siebert
1229 McKinley Drive
Ames, IA 50010-4509

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Bernadette Siebert
515-232-4367

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [h6406HRP]

mailto:siebert@isunet.net
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: matthewpeirce@mac.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 8:26:54 AM

Matthew Peirce
318 Finkbine Lane #7
Iowa City, IA 52246-1706

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so fines and
penalties to corporate violators are issued. 3) Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of "public use area" and don't allow manure
on frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no
excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Matthew Peirce
Iowa City

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [d6097JHK]

mailto:matthewpeirce@mac.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: peterclay1@me.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 6:41:50 AM

Peter Clay
3205 East Pine Avenue
Des Moines, IA 50320-9360

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Peter Clay
5155991980

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [BNP13Oh5]

mailto:peterclay1@me.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: ejljorgensen@gmai.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 6:36:52 AM

Ellen Jorgensen
3312 47th
Des Moines, IA 50310-3560

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

E J Jorgensen
5154028884

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [35qtmkl5]

mailto:ejljorgensen@gmai.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: nohuisinga@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2016 12:26:50 AM

Nancy Huisinga
310 Third Ave NE
Clarion, IA 50525-1114

October 13, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Nancy O. Huisinga
5156893878

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [66xrbsa6]

mailto:nohuisinga@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: klostermannm@osfdbq.org
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 10:52:52 PM

Marian Klostermann
3390 Windsor Ave.
Dubuque, IA 52001-1326

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Marian Klostermann
563-583-9786

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [p9666UXL]

mailto:klostermannm@osfdbq.org
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: johnbcook@mac.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 10:27:36 PM

John Cook
21795 220th St.
Carroll, IA 51401-8675

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

John Cook
712-792-4118

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [38txaxo1]

mailto:johnbcook@mac.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: wobtj@mchsi.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 10:15:31 PM

Tony Wobeter
2605 Bluffwood Circle
Iowa City, IA 52245-3513

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Tony Wobeter
3193385218

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
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From: chenjerem@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 9:59:35 PM

Jeremy Chen
1703 4th Ave
Grinnell, IA 50112-2027

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Jeremy Chen
616.821.7812

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [CSO77Yj1]
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From: grant.hobin.music@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 9:59:18 PM

Grant Hobin
504 NW Chapel Dr
Ankeny, IA 50023-1421

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Grant Hobin
5154477758

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [n1682XGS]
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From: lynngall726@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 9:54:35 PM

Lynn Gallagher
4674 Sutliff Rd NE
Solon, IA 52333-9044

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Lynn Gallagher

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [ocsgOBG1]
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From: jelifecoach@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 6:36:55 PM

Janis Elliott
5695 SE 68th Pl.
Carlisle, IA 50047-9574

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Janis Elliott
5155776306

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [q1587SEG]
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From: mljones6@hotmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 6:01:49 PM

Mary Jones
16785 K TRL
Perry, IA 50220-6387

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

Please listen to the citizens of this state who want to improve the
quality of life for people, not pigs...

Tourism and water-related activities can provide more profits than the
factory farms that hold our water quality hostage and tax paper expense. 

We are tired of paying the bill for big ag and the damage they are doing
to our state. 

PLEASE strengthen and enforce factory farm rules. 

Thanks,

Mary and Carsjen Jones
5156426420

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [ftnxJQD6]
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From: sharihawk@hotmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 5:42:05 PM

Shari Hawk
401 Crestmoor Pl
Ankeny, IA 50021-1927

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Shari Hawk

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [BNP13Oh5]
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From: track.dog@live.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 5:22:02 PM

john anderson
102 mulberry ct
ames, IA 50010-8154

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

madalyn anderson
5152011943

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [75vrxzv4]
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From: mtullius@email.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 5:22:02 PM

madalyn anderson
102 mulberry ct
ames, IA 50010-8154

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

madalyn anderson
5152297661

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [75vrxzv4]
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From: celeste.egger@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 5:16:48 PM

Celeste Egger
6627 Forest Ct.
Windsor Heights, IA 50324-1634

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Celeste Egger
5154808358

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [h8246BDC]
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From: marybethlarson3@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 5:12:14 PM

Mary Larson
1396 285th lane
madrid, IA 50156-7535

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Mary Larson
5157952503

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [TEB72Fu6]
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From: dsenecaut54@msn.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 5:01:50 PM

Dennis Senecaut
1554 Prairie Court
Altoona, IA 50009-1100

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Dennis Senecaut
5153213970

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [VUH78Xl9]
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From: dbqkutsch@dbqarch.org
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:56:57 PM

Eugene Kutsch
1155 Mt Loretta Ave
Dubuque, IA 52003-7896

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Eugene Kutsch
563-583-1638

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [x1160JWO]
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From: jhgardner662@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:56:55 PM

J Gardner
box518 1315 Front St.
Buffalo, IA 52728-7764

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

J H Gardner
5633811958

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [XUT00Vt2]

mailto:jhgardner662@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: crazybird34@hotmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:56:52 PM

Robin Ghormley
1427 21st St
Des Moines, IA 50311-3209

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Robin Ghormley
515-288-9851

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [94okhfu7]
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From: gkohler32027@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:56:50 PM

Glenn Kohler
PO Box 454
Earlham, IA 50072-0454

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Glenn Kohler

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [PEQ84Jr9]
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From: smcgrew@charlescityschools.org
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:51:50 PM

Steve Mcgrew
1 Comet Dr.
Charles City, IA 50616-4055

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Steve
6412576510

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [85ajhgv0]
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From: kenrecker47@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:51:50 PM

Ken Recker
1821 Waterbury Circle
Ames, IA 50010-4172

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Ken Recker
5152035132

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [e7864PES]
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From: jlmazour@gmail.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Wednesday, October 12, 2016 4:46:50 PM

Jess Mazour
5637 Brattleboro Ave
Des Moines, IA 50311-2229

October 12, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

Jess Mazour
515-313-5253

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [76vwkrx8]

mailto:jlmazour@gmail.com
mailto:Jerah.sheets@dnr.iowa.gov


From: jinh124@mchsi.com
To: Sheets, Jerah [DNR]
Subject: Strengthen the factory farm rules
Date: Monday, October 17, 2016 11:36:56 PM

James Hart
265 Willowbrook drive
Mason city, IA 50401-1742

October 18, 2016

Jerah Sheets
IA

Dear Jerah Sheets:

On Tuesday, October 18 the Environmental Protection Commission (EPC) will
be voting on a rulemaking package for factory farms in Iowa.  Ninety
percent of the 1,600 comments received demanded that the Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) strengthen the rules to protect Iowans from the
factory farm industry, yet DNR ignored public comment and passed the buck
on a number of items.

Again, we need you to:

1)      Close the LLC Loophole by strengthening the definitions of common area
and common ownership. 2)        Close corporate loopholes by strengthening the
definitions of controlling interest and enforcement action so we can issue
fines and penalties to corporate integrators. 3)        Protect our water by
strengthening the definition of public use area and don't allow manure on
frozen/snow-covered/water saturated ground or karst terrain - no excuses.

EPC members, as the Board that oversees the DNR, it is your job to protect
the environment, listen to the public, and strengthen the rules or vote no
on this rulemaking package.

Thanks,

James  Hart

This message has been verified by CapwizXC as authentic and sent by this
individual.  Authentication ID: [97gdanv3]
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DNR’s Proposed Rule Change Iowa CCI Proposed Language 
Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of common area: 
 
A common area of system for manure disposal includes, but is not limited to, 
use of the same manure storage structure, confinement feeding operation 
structure, egg washwater storage structure.  A common area or system for 
manure disposal does not include manure application fields included in a 
manure management plan or anaerobic digesters. 
 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of common area: 
 
A common area or system for manure disposal includes, but is not limited to, 
use of the same manure storage structure, confinement feeding operation 
structure, egg washwater storage structure, stockpile, permanent manure 
transfer piping system or center pivot irrigation system. A common area or 
system for manure disposal includes manure application fields included in a 
manure management plan or anaerobic digesters. 
 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of common ownership: 
 
“Common ownership” means the ownership of an animal feeding operation 
as a sole proprietor, or a majority ownership interest held by a person, in 
each of two or more animal feeding operations as a joint tenant, tenant in 
common, shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, or other equity 
interest holder. The majority ownership interest is a common ownership 
interest when it is held directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent 
child, or both. 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of common ownership: 
 
“Common ownership” means the ownership of an animal feeding operation as a 
sole proprietor, an ownership interest held by a person, or by LLCs that have 
common principals in each of two or more animal feeding operations as a joint 
tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, investor, member, beneficiary, 
or other equity interest holder. Ownership interest is a common ownership 
interest when it is held directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, 
or both or other family member with significant profit interest in the operations. 
 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of controlling interest: 
 
“Controlling interest” means ownership of a confinement feeding operation 
as a sole proprietor or a majority ownership interest held by a person in a 
confinement feeding operation as a joint tenant, tenant in common, 
shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, or other equity interest holder. 
The majority ownership interest is a controlling interest when it is held 
directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. The 
majority ownership interest must be a voting interest or otherwise control 
management of the confinement feeding operation. 
 
 
 
 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of controlling interest: 
 
“Controlling interest” means ownership of a confinement feeding operation as a 
sole proprietor, a majority ownership interest held by a person in a confinement 
feeding operation as a joint tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, 
member, beneficiary, or other equity interest holder. The majority ownership 
interest is a controlling interest when it is held directly, indirectly through a 
spouse or dependent child, or both. The majority ownership interest must be a 
voting interest or otherwise control management of the confinement feeding 
operation.       
 



Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of enforcement action: 
 
“Enforcement action” means an action against a person with a controlling 
interest in a confinement feeding operation initiated by the department or 
the attorney general to enforce the provisions of Iowa Code chapter 459 or 
rules adopted pursuant to the chapter. An enforcement action begins when 
the attorney general institutes proceedings in district court pursuant to Iowa 
Code section 455B.112. An enforcement action is pending until final 
resolution of the action by satisfaction of a court order, for which all judicial 
appeal rights are exhausted, expired, or waived. 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of enforcement action: 
 
“Enforcement action” means an action against an operator and/or a person with 
a controlling interest, including an integrator/contract company that owns the 
hogs, in a confinement feeding operation initiated by the department or the 
attorney general to enforce the provisions of Iowa Code chapter 459 or rules 
adopted pursuant to the chapter. An enforcement action begins when the 
attorney general institutes proceedings in district court pursuant to Iowa Code 
section 455B.112. An enforcement action is pending until final resolution of the 
action by satisfaction of a court order, for which all judicial appeal rights are 
exhausted, expired, or waived. 
 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of public use area: 
 
“Public use area” means that portion of land owned by the United States, 
the state, or a political subdivision with facilities which attract the public to 
congregate and remain in the area for significant periods of time. Facilities 
include, but are not limited to, picnic grounds, campgrounds, cemeteries, 
lodges and cabins, shelter houses, playground equipment, swimming 
beaches at lakes, and fishing docks, fishing houses, fishing jetties or fishing 
piers at lakes. It does not include a highway, road right-of-way, parking 
areas, recreational trails or other areas where the public passes through, but 
does not congregate or remain in the area for significant periods of time. 

Item 1 – 65.1(1) 
 
Definition of public use area: 
 
“Public use area” means that portion of land owned by the United States, the 
state, or a political subdivision with facilities which attract the public to 
congregate and remain in the area for significant periods of time. Facilities 
include, but are not limited to, picnic grounds, campgrounds, cemeteries, lodges 
and cabins, shelter houses, playground equipment, swimming beaches at lakes, 
and fishing docks, fishing houses, fishing jetties, fishing piers at lakes, the lake 
itself, and public use areas on tributaries of the lake itself. It does not include a 
highway, road right-of-way, parking areas, recreational trails or other areas 
where the public passes through, but does not congregate or remain in the area 
for significant periods of time. 
 

Item 6 Amend subparagraph 65.3(4)”c”(1) 
 
(1) An immediate need to apply manure in order to comply with the manure 
retention requirement of subrule 65.2(3) caused by the improper design or 
management of the manure storage structure, including but not limited to a 
failure to properly account for the volume of the manure to be stored. Based 
on the restrictions described in paragraphs 65.3(4)“a” and “b” and the 
possibility that the ground could be snow-covered and frozen for the entire 
period of December 21 to April 1, an operation should not plan to apply 
liquid manure during that time period. Confinement feeding operations with 
manure storage structures constructed after May 26, 2009, and without 

Item 6 Amend subparagraph 65.3(4)”c”(1) 
 
(1) An immediate need to apply manure in order to comply with the manure 
retention requirement of subrule 65.2(3) caused by the improper design or 
management of the manure storage structure, including but not limited to a 
failure to properly account for the volume of the manure to be stored. Based on 
the restrictions described in paragraphs 65.3(4)“a” and “b” and the possibility 
that the ground could be snow-covered and frozen for the entire period of 
December 21 to April 1, an operation should not plan to apply liquid manure 
during that time period. Confinement feeding operations without alternatives to 
manure application must have sufficient storage capacity to retain manure 



 

 

 

alternatives to manure application must have sufficient storage capacity to 
retain manure generated from December 21 to April 1 under normal 
circumstances in order to properly account for the volume of manure to be 
stored. For the winters of 2010-2011 through 2014-2015 only, confinement 
feeding operations that have no manure storage structures constructed after 
May 26, 2009, the department will accept insufficient manure storage 
capacity as a reason for emergency application in the notification required in 
65.3(4)“d”(1). 
 

generated from December 21 to April 1 under normal circumstances in order to 
properly account for the volume of manure to be stored. For the winters of 
2010-2011 through 2014-2015 only, the department will accept insufficient 
manure storage capacity as a reason for emergency application in the 
notification required in 65.3(4)“d”(1). 
 

ITEMS 75 – 79. Amend 567—Chapter 6, Appendix A, Systems 1 – 5 
 
- Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 
immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the 
day of application the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the 
manure application without the possibility of runoff. 
 

ITEMS 75 – 79. Amend 567—Chapter 6, Appendix A, Systems 1 – 5 
 
- The top two inches of soil are not saturated with precipitation. 
 
[Reference: Ohio’s Senate Bill 1] 

ITEM 68. Amend rule 567—65.109(459A) 
 
Construction of an unformed settled open feedlot effluent basin is allowed in 
areas identified as karst terrain if site-specific geologic information is 
submitted documenting that 25 feet of suitable materials exist between the 
structure bottomand carbonated bedrock or limestone or dolomite. 
 

ITEM 68. Amend rule 567—65.109(459A) 
 
Construction of any AFO is not allowed in areas identified as karst terrain. 



Iowa CCI’s Recommended Revisions to Iowa DNR’s Proposed 
Changes to Chapter 65 AFO Rules 

 
Revisions to Chapter 65 AFO Rules occur only once every five years – meaning this is the DNR and EPC’s opportunity to 
fix problems that will significantly impact Iowa’s people and environment. During the rulemaking process, Iowans 
submitted 1,600 comments – 90% of which supported stronger rules and better protections for water. 
 
However, instead of listening to the people, the DNR listened to the factory farm industry and actually proposed weaker 
rules. In its summary of comments, the DNR repeatedly acknowledged that several problems could be fixed through 
rulemaking – but failed to do so. 
 
 
1. Close the LLC loophole 
 
Again and again, we see unpermitted factory farms build one right next to another under different LLCs.  Iowans who 
have fought factory farms from moving in next door are sick and tired of seeing factory farms build just one or two hogs 
under the permit threshold which allows them skirt around stronger permitting laws.  DNR has the ability through 
rulemaking to close this loophole —but is passing the buck to the legislature and choosing to do nothing. 
 
EPC & DNR can fix this by: 

• Strengthening the definition of “common area” so factory farms owned by the same person that spread manure 
on the same fields are considered one large factory farm. 

• Strengthen the definition of “common ownership” so multiple “small” unpermitted factory farms with the same 
owner(s) are considered one large factory farm, which must comply with manure management plans. 
 

 2. Hold factory farm corporations accountable 
 
Most factory farms in Iowa are operated as “contract growers,” meaning a local person owns the building and the 
manure, but a big ag corporation– like Cargill, Iowa Select, Maschoff, etc—own the hogs. Currently, when a violation 
occurs, only the “contact grower” is held responsible.  We think big ag corporations should be responsible for their own 
mess. The DNR acknowledges that this is possible through rulemaking, but hasn’t made this improvement. 
 
EPC & DNR can fix this by: 

• Strengthening the definition of “controlling interest” so corporate integrators like Prestage, Cargill, & Smithfield 
can be held liable for violations. 

• Strengthening the definition of “enforcement action” so fines or penalties can be issued to corporate integrators 
who actually own the hogs. 

 
 3. Protect Iowa’s water 
 
Iowa is in a water crisis and mandatory manure regulations are one way we can clean it up.  DNR can strengthen manure 
management laws to make sure manure doesn’t runoff into our water but choose not to. 
 
EPC & DNR can fix this by: 

• Strengthening the definition of “public use area” in the permitting process to include a lake itself and tributaries 
of the lake, not just docks or shelter areas. 

• Banning manure application on frozen/snow-covered/water-saturated ground and on karst terrain – no excuses! 
 
 
Commissioners: don’t pass the buck to Iowa’s do-nothing legislature. Seize this opportunity 
to improve Iowa’s water quality now! 



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS 
October, 2016 

 
Name, Location and                                                                                                                                                        New or 
Region Number                                            Program           Alleged Violation         DNR Action                         Updated Status               Date 
 

1 

      
Abatement Specialties, LLC 
   Cedar Rapids (1)                

Air Quality Asbestos Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred  2/16/16 

      
      
Cedar Rapids Community School 
   District  
   Cedar Rapids (1)               

Air Quality Asbestos Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred  2/16/16 

      
      
Feinberg, Marty; Feinberg Metals 
   Recycling Corp. 
Fort Madison (6)           

Solid Waste Operation Without 
Permit; Illegal Disposal 

Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred 
Petition filed 
Answer filed  
Trial Scheduling Conference 

 4/14/15 
 7/1/16 
 8/10/16 
 10/4/16 

      
      
      
      
      
Kossuth County (2)         Animal 

Feeding 
Operation 

DNR Defendant Defense Petition for Judicial Review 
State’s Answer 
P&J Pork Motion to Intervene 
Order Granting Motion to Intervene 
Kossuth County Brief 
State’s Brief 
District Court Review Without  
   Oral Argument 
Ruling on Petition for Judicial Review 
   Remanded to EPC 
EPC Rehearing 
EPC Reconsideration 
Kossuth County Application for  
   Rehearing 
Petition for Judicial Review 
EPC’s Answer 
P&J Pork Motion to Intervene 
Kossuth County Brief 
State’s Brief 
P&J Pork Joinder in State Brief 
Kossuth County Application for Leave 
   To Present Evidence 
State’s Resistance to Application 
District Court Review Without  
   Oral Argument 
Court Hearing on County Application 
   For Leave to Present Evidence 
Ruling on Motion for Remand – 
Remanded to EPC 

 9/18/14 
10/08/14 
11/07/14 
11/20/14 
 2/03/15 
 2/13/15 
 3/04/15 
 
 7/30/15 
 
10/20/15 
11/17/15 
12/07/15 
 
12/15/15 
 1/14/16 
 1/15/16 
 2/23/16 
 3/11/16 
 3/14/16 
 3/21/16 
 
 3/21/16 
 3/21/16 
 
 4/18/16 
 
6/07/16 

      



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

ATTORNEY GENERAL REFERRALS 
October, 2016 

 
Name, Location and                                                                                                                                                        New or 
Region Number                                            Program           Alleged Violation         DNR Action                         Updated Status               Date 
 

2 

 
      
Peeters Development Co., Inc.; Mt. Joy  
   Mobile Home Park 
Davenport (6)                 

Wastewater 
Water 
Supply 

Monitoring/Reporting; 
Compliance Schedule; 
Discharge Limits; 
Operation Violations; 
Certified Operator 
Discipline 

Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred 
Petition Filed 
Answer Filed 
Trial Scheduling Conference 
Order Setting Trial for 9/13/16 
Amended Petition Filed 
State’s Application for Default 
Entry of Default 
State’s Motion for Judgment 
Withdrawal of Motion for Judgment 
Answer to Amended Petition 
Settlement Agreement Executed 

 3/18/14 
 6/18/15 
 7/16/15 
 9/25/15 
 9/25/15 
12/17/15 
 1/25/16 
 2/18/16 
 2/19/16 
 3/08/16 
 3/17/16 
 6/27/16 

      
      
SABEER, LLC d/b/a Sleepy Hollow  
   Campground 
   Oxford (6) 

Wastewater 
Water 
Supply 
Air Quality 

NPDES Permit 
Violations; Water 
Supply Permit 
Violations; Open 
Burning 

Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred 
Settlement Agreement signed-not 
approved by district court yet 

 6/16/15 

      
      
Sunrise Farms, Inc.             
   Osceola Co. (3)                

Animal 
Feeding 
Operation 

Construction Without 
Permit; Operating 
Violations; WQ 
Violations – General 
Criteria 

Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred  3/23/16 

      
City of Sioux City (3) Wastewater  Referred to 

Attorney General 
Referred 6/27/16 

      
Sedore Inc.; Troy and Emily Sedore Air Quality 

Solid Waste 
Wastewater 

Open Burning; 
Operation Permit 
Violations. Illegal 
Disposal; SWAP 
Agreement Violations; 
Operation Without a 
Permit 

Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred  
Petition Filed 

6/27/16 
9/19/16 

      
Gary Eggers (2) Wastewater 

Solid Waste 
Operation Without 
Permit; Illegal 
Disposal; Prohibited 
Discharge 

Referred to 
Attorney General 

Referred 
Petition Filed 

8/24/16 
9/26/16 

      
Swiss Valley Farms Cooperative   Referred to 

Attorney General 
Referred 9/28/16 

 



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

CONTESTED CASES 
October 2016 

 
DATE 
RECEIVED 

 

NAME OF CASE 

 

F.O. 
ACTION 
APPEALED 

 

PROGRAM 
ASSIGNED 

TO 

 

STATUS 

 

1 

 3/11/10 Bondurant, City of 5 Order/Penalty WW Hansen 7/2013-On hold pending further 
investigation. 5/15 – Letter to City Attorney 
regarding meeting to discuss appeal. 

8/27/12 Ag Processing, Inc.; Sergeant 
Bluff 

4 Permit Conditions AQ Preziosi Met with appellant on 7/8/15. Settled in 
concept. Last communication with appellant 
6-15-16. 

11/21/12 Ag Processing Inc. 6 Permit Conditions AQ Preziosi Met with appellant 8/6/15. Settled in 
concept. Last communication with 
appellant 4-18-16. Settled. 

6/10/13 Mike Jahnke 1 Dam Application FP Schoenebau
m 

Hearing held 7/30/14.  ALJ upheld the 
permit issued by the Department. Mr. 
Jahnke appealed but on 11/3/14 he asked 
that his appeal be put on hold until April, 
2015. For various reasons has asked that the 
appeal be postponed through Summer 2016. 

1/16/14 Council Bluffs Water Works 4 Permit Conditions WW Tack Hearing continued. Settlement discussions 
ongoing. 

4/17/14 REIC/Iowa Co. Sanitary Landfill 6 Permit Conditions WW Tack 4/27/15 Consent Order signed by REIC.  
Awaiting receipt. 

2/05/15 Mahle Engine Components USA 4 Order/Penalty WW Hansen Negotiating before filing. 5/15 – Settlement 
conference to be scheduled. 

3/31/15 Duane Covington 5 Notice to Revoke License WS Crotty Hearing continued to 4/18/16. Proposed 
decision issued by Administrative Law 
Judge on 9/21/16. 

5/22/15 Cedar Ridge Vineyards 6 Order/Penalty WW Hansen Negotiating before filing. 

7/02/15 Emmetsburg, City of 3 Permit Conditions WW Crotty  4/16 - City originally requested a permit 
appeal.  Now, in lieu of permit appeal, City 
has requested an administrative consent 
order with a compliance schedule.  Terms 
of the consent order are being negotiated. 
Meeting with city first week of September 
2016. Consent order signed 9/29/16. 
NPDES permit appeal is withdrawn.  

10/12/15 Ames-Story Environmental C&D 
Landfill, Inc. 

5 Amendment #4 to SDP SW Scott DNR and the party are in negotiations 
concerning amended permit terms.  The 
party requested that a hearing not be 
scheduled until negotiations are completed. 

10/20/15 Diana Costello 6 Permit Issuance FP Schoenebau
m 

Negotiating before filing. 

11/15/15 Cargill, Inc. 5 Permit Conditions AQ Preziosi 
Last communication with appellant  
4-12-16. 

2/25/16 Rathbun Area Solid Waste 
Commission (RASWC) 

5 Permit Condition 
Amendments 

SW Scott Negotiating before filing. 



DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

CONTESTED CASES 
October 2016 

 
DATE 
RECEIVED 

 

NAME OF CASE 

 

F.O. 
ACTION 
APPEALED 

 

PROGRAM 
ASSIGNED 

TO 

 

STATUS 

 

2 

 

3/08/16 Chariton Municipal Water Works 5 Order/Penalty WS Hansen 4/20/16- Letter received from Chariton 
attorney regarding appeal. 

4/29/16 Burt’s Tavern 1 Permit Conditions WS Hansen Negotiating before filing. 

6/27/16 Plum River Fault Line Golf 
Inc.; Meadowcrest Farms, Ltd. 

1 Order/Penalty WS Hansen 6/27/16 – Letter received from James 
Holst regarding appeal. 

7/25/16 Hilltop Road Association #1 6 Order/Penalty WS Hansen 7/25/16 – Letter received from 
Association president regarding appeal. 

 



DATE:   October 2016 
 
TO:         EPC 
 
FROM:   Ed Tormey 
 
RE:         Enforcement Report Update 
 
 
The following new enforcement actions were taken during this reporting period: 
 
Name, Location and 
Field Office Number  Program   Alleged Violation       Action       
Date 
 
Bates Construction, Inc. Wastewater Pollution prevention plan 

violation 
Consent 
Order 

9/1/16 

     
Vicki J. Wood Solid Waste 

Air Quality 
Illegal disposal; open burning Consent Order 9/2/16 

     
Ryken Farms, Inc. Animal Feeding 

Operations 
Prohibited discharge; water 
quality violations 

Consent Order 9/9/16 

     
Jim Knoblauch Solid Waste 

Air Quality 
Illegal disposal; open burning Administrative 

Order 
9/20/16 

     
Donald, Ronald, Anne, and 
Ericka Breuer 

Solid Waste 
Air Quality 

Illegal disposal; open burning Amendment to 
Administrative 
Order (penalty) 

9/21/16 

     
City of Rodman Wastewater Municipal improvement plan Consent Order 9/23/16 
     
Ajinomoto Heartland, Inc. Wastewater Prohibited discharge; water 

quality violations 
Consent Order 9/28/16 

 



IOWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

RULE MAKING STATUS REPORT 
October 2016 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Proposal 

 
 
 
Stakeholder 
Engagement 

Sent for 
Governor’s 
Pre-Approval 
(Job Impact) 
Statement 

Received 
Governor’
s Pre-
Approval 

 
 
 
Notice to 
EPC 

 
 
 
Notice 
Published 

 
 
 
ARRC 
No. 

 
 
 
ARRC 
Mtg. 

 
 
 
 
Hearing 

 
 
 
Comment 
Period 

 
 
Final 
Summary 
To EPC 

 
 
 
Rules 
Adopted 

 
 
 
Rules 
Published 

 
 
 
ARRC 
No. 

 
 
 
ARRC 
Mtg. 

Rules 
Effective 

 

                
1.   Ch. 20, 21, 22, 23, 
25, 26, 27,28, 31 and 
33 – 5-Year Rules 
Review Plan  

  
 
12/17/15 
6/15/16  

      

      

                
2.  Ch. 61 – WQ 
Standards - Copper 

  
1/14/16      3/08/16 9/20/16 

     
      

                
3.  Ch. 61, Ch. 64 – 
Antidegradation 
Implementation 
Procedure 

 
 
 

 
 
  

 
 
5/17/16 

 
 
6/08/16 

 
 
2579C 7/14/16 

 
 
6/29/16 

 
 
6/29/16 8/10/16 8/10/16 8/31/16 2695C 9/13/16 8/12/16 

                
4.  Ch. 64 – NPDES – 
General Permit No. 7 

  
12/17/15     1/27/16 

 
2/17/16 

 
3/16/16 

 
2441C 

 
4/08/16 

 
4/05/16 

 
4/05/16 

 
5/17/16 

 
5/17/16 

 
6/08/16 

 
2572C 7/14/16 

 
5/18/16 

                
5.  Ch. 64 – NPDES – 
General Permit No. 5 

  
1/11/16        2/11/16 

 
2/17/16 

 
3/16/16 

 
2442C 

 
4/08/16 

 
4/07/16 

 
4/07/16 

 
5/17/16 

 
5/17/16 

 
6/08/16 

 
2571C 7/14/16 

 
7/13/16 

                

6.  Ch. 65 – Animal 
Feeding Operations 

  
 
1/15/16      2/22/16 

 
 
3/15/16 

 
 
4/13/16 

 
 
2496C 

 
 
5/10/16 

5/23-26/16 
5/31/16 
6/03/16 

 
 
6/03/16 10/18/16      

                
7.  Ch. 70, 71 and 72 
– Flood Plain 
Development Permit  

 
4/07/16       5/17/16 

 
6/21/16 

 
7/20/16 2629C  

 
8/10/16 

 
8/10/16 9/20/16 9/20/16     

                
8.  Ch. 100, 101 and 
111 – Solid Waste 
Comprehensive 
Planning 
Requirements – Rule 
Clean-Up  

 
 
2/18/16       5/02/16 

 
 
6/21/16 

 
 
7/20/16 2630C  

 
 
8/09/16 

 
 
8/09/16 9/20/16 9/20/16     

                
9.  Ch. 105, 113 – 
Yard Waste Disposal 

  
2/12/16       3/24/16 

 
4/19/16 

 
5/25/16 

 
2539C 

 
6/14/16 

 
6/14/16 

 
6/14/16 8/10/16 8/10/16 8/31/16 2692C 9/13/16 10/5/16 

                
10. Ch. 22 – AQ – 
Ease of Application 

8/22/16-
9/16/16 9/28/16 10/12/16 10/18/16            

 



#Animal Feeding Operation 
BOLD Entries Have Been Referred to DRF 

1 

IOWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
 LEGAL SERVICES BUREAU  
 
 
DATE:  October 1, 2016 
 
TO:  Environmental Protection Commission  
 
FROM:  Ed Tormey 
 
SUBJECT: Summary of Administrative Penalties 
 
 
The following administrative penalties are due: 
 
     

NAME/LOCATION    PROGRAM AMOUNT    DUE DATE 
 
  James Harter (Fairfield)    WW  1,336  8-01-01 
  Floyd Kroeze (Butler Co.)   AFO  1,500  2-20-01 
  Albert Miller (Kalona) AQ/SW  9,735  9-26-03 
  Interchange Service Co., Inc., et.al. (Onawa)    WW  6,000  5-07-04 
  Cash Brewer (Cherokee Co.) AFO/SW 10,000  8-25-04 
  Harold Linnaberry (Clinton Co.)    SW  1,000  5-18-05 
  Joel McNeill (Kossuth Co.)   AFO  2,500  1 21-06 
  Joshua Van Der Weide (Lyon Co.)   AFO  3,500  2-25-08 
  Jon Knabel (Clinton Co.) AQ/SW  2,000 12-16-08 
  Rick Renken (LeMars)   AFO    996  7-03-09 
  Brian Lill (Sioux Co.)   AFO    755.07  7-18-09 
  Denny Geer (New Market)    SW  9,476 10-31-09 
  Shrey Petroleum; Palean Oil; Profuel Three (Keokuk)    UT 10,000  3-19-10 
  Alchemist USA, LLC; Ravinder Singh (Malcom)    UT  8,260  5-03-10 
  LJ Unlimited, LLC (Franklin Co.) AFO/AQ/SW  3,500  5-27-10 
  AKD Investments, LLC; H.M. Mart, Inc. (Blue Grass)    UT  6,900  8-06-10 
  Joe McNeill (Kossuth Co.)   AFO  2,460 12-23-10 
  Steve Friesth (Webster Co.) AQ/SW  6,650.24 11-26-11 
  Josh Oetken (Worth Co.) AQ/SW  8,220  3-11-12 
  Bhupinder Gangahar/Saroj Gangahar/International    

Business 
   UT  7,935  4-20-12 

  Terry Philips; TK Enterprises (Washington Co.) AQ/WW  2,841.67  5-30-12 
  Boerderij De Vedhoek, LLC (Butler Co.)   AFO  8,500 11-16-12 
  B Petro Corporation (Cedar Rapids)    UT  7,728  5-13-13 
  Ken Odom (Iowa Co.) AQ/SW  4,940  4-26-13 
  Massey Properties, LLC; The Wharf (Dubuque)    WS 10,000 10-05-13 
  Robert Downing (Mahaska Co.) AQ/SW  9,414 11-20-13 
  Randy Wise; Wise Construction (Buena Vista Co.) AQ/SW  3,000  4-10-14 
  Advanced Electroforming, Inc. (Cedar Co.)    AQ  1,500  4-03-14 
  Western Iowa Telephone Assoc. (Lawton)    WW  4,000  5-24-14 
  Wendall Abkes (Parkersburg)    SW  3,000  7-30-14 
  Annie’s LLC; Togie Pub (Lime Springs)    WS  2,720 12-22-14 
  Joel Thys; Thys Chevrolet, Inc. (Benton Co.) AQ/SW 10,000  1-04-15 
  West Central Cooperative (Halbur)    WW  4,000  1-04-15 
  Mark Yeggy; Randalyn Yeggy (Washington Co.)   AFO  5,000  3-23-15 
  Tim VanEaton (Orient)   AFO  6,000  7-21-15 
  Gary Eggers (Stacyville) SW/WW 10,000 10-17-15 
  Sedore, Inc.; Sedore Sanitation and Recycling AQ/SW/WW 10,000  3-09-16 



#Animal Feeding Operation 
BOLD Entries Have Been Referred to DRF 
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(Stockport) 
  Dennis R. Phillips; Marty’s Convenience Mart    

(Riverton) 
   UT 10,000  3-29-16 

  Jeremy VanderVegt; Boerderij DeVeldhoek LLC (Butler 
Co.) 

  AFO 10,000  4-29-16 

  Sedore Inc.; Sedore Sanitation & Recycling (Stockport) SW/AQ/WW 10,000  5-09-16 
  Oxford Junction, City of     WW  1,000  5-09-16 
  Guthrie Co. Board of Supervisors; Country View Estates    WW  1,000  5-09-16 
  Frank Robak (Little Sioux)    UT 10,000  6-10-16 
  New Liberty, City of   WW/WS  6,800  7-23-16 
  Mary Jo Engle; Doug Engle; Jo’s Longbranch Bar 

(Cresco) 
   WS  4,500  7-26-16 

  Donald, Ronald, Anne, and Ericka Breuer  SW/AQ  6,694.50  9-17-16 
    
 TOTAL 265,361.48  
    
The following penalties have been assessed but are not 
due at this time: 

   

    
  Jim Knoblauch (Montezuma)   AQ/SQ 10,000 10-20-16 
  Pieper, Inc. (Lee Co.)    AFO  3,000 10-21-16 
  Ajinomoto Heartland, Inc. (Monroe Co.)      WW  3,000 10-28-16 
    
 TOTAL  16,000  
 
The following penalties have been placed on payment plans:    
    
  Douglas Bloomquist (Webster Co.) AQ/SW  3,500 12-01-07 
  Jerry Passehl (Latimer) SW/WW/HC  3,845  7-01-09 
  Jerry Wernimont (Carroll) AQ/SW    216  4-19-10 
  R.H. Hummer Jr., Inc.; 2161 Highway 6 Trail (Iowa Co.) AQ/SW  3,643  9-15-13 
  Millard Elston III; The Earthman (Jefferson Co.) AQ/SW  1,815  2-15-13 
  Simon Simonson (Kossuth Co.)    SW  2,100 11-30-14 
  Terry McMurray; Virginia McMurray (Bussey)    AQ  2,260 12-01-15 
  Lavern VanLoon (O’Brien Co.)   AFO    500  5-15-16 
  Bret Cassens; J & J Pit Stop (Columbus Junction)    UT    600  6-20-10 
  Paul Koth (Buena Vista Co.)    WW  4,000  3-23-17 
    
 TOTAL 22,579  
 
The following administrative penalties have been appealed: 
 
  Bondurant, City of     WW 10,000  
  Mahle Engine Components USA, Inc. (Atlantic)    WW 10,000  
  Cedar Ridge Vineyard, LLC (Swisher)    WW  1,500  
  Chariton Municipal Water Works    WS 10,000  
  Plum River Fault Line Golf; Meadowcrest Farms (Preston)    WS  9,000   
  Hilltop Road Association #1    WS  5,000  
    
 TOTAL  45,500  
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The following administrative penalties have been collected: 
 
  Simon Simonson (Whittemore)    SW    200  
  Bates Construction (Dickinson Co)    WW  3,000   
  Steve Boevers and Dresden LLC (Chickasaw Co.)   AFO  3,000  
  Pieper, Inc.   AFO  3,000   
  Ryken Farms (Mahaska Co.)   AFO  1,000  
  Paul Koth (Buena Vista Co.)    WW  2,000  
  Bret Cassens; J & J Pit Stop (Columbus Junction)   AFO    100  
  Vicki J. Wood SW/AQ    750  
  Steven R. Hopkins AQ/SW    750   
  John Westra; Summit Dairy (Primghar)   AFO  1,750    
    
 TOTAL 15,550  

 



Item No. Facility/City Program DNR Reviewer Subject Decision Date

1 Winterset Municipal Water Works water supply construction Lanie Boas
variance to construct storm water sewer of RCP with O-ring gasket joints instead of water
main material approved 8/2/2016

2 City of Morning Sun water supply construction Daryl Enfield variance to allow reduced grout thickness approved 8/2/2016

3 City of Granger wastewater Marty Jacobs
variance from design standards for installing submersible lift station pump that doesn't pass
3-inch spherical solid approved 8/2/2016

4 Valero Renewable Fuels Hartley air quality Ann Seda
variance to lower cooling tower basins in order to prevent them from overflowing when lines
are drained. approved 8/4/2016

5 Rosenboom Machine & Tool Inc air quality Ann Seda variance to initiate construction of expansion prior to issuance of construction permits. approved 8/8/2016
6 Project Hawkeye LLC air quality Reid Bermel variance to delay start of construction from 18 month requirement in permit. approved 8/9/2016

7 City of Milford wastewater Marty Jacobs
variance from design standards for installing tow 40-degree bends in 12-inch gravity sewer
line to adjust alignment to connect existing sewer. approved 8/11/2016

8 DuPont Pioneer air quality Dennis Thielen variance to install and operate 800kW generator prior to obtaining construction permit approved 8/16/2016

9
New Heavan Chemical Aministrative
Office Structure Bldg D flood plain Chad Billings requesting minimum protection level (MPL) waiver/variance for structures and buildings approved 8/17/2016

10
New Heavan Chemical Tank Farm
Structure Bldg G flood plain Chad Billings requesting minimum protection level (MPL) waiver/variance for structures and buildings approved 8/17/2016

11
New Heavan Chemical Process
Area Structure Bldg I flood plain Chad Billings requesting minimum protection level (MPL) waiver/variance for structures and buildings approved 8/17/2016

12
New Heavan Chemical Pumping
Structure Bldg K flood plain Chad Billings requesting minimum protection level (MPL) waiver/variance for structures and buildings approved 8/17/2016

13 Eldridge Water Supply water supply construction Lanie Boas

variance to use materila contractor already installed. Water main is constructed of ductile
iron pipe without nitrile gaskets where it crosses less than 18 inches underneath storm
sewer constructed of CONTECH A-2000 PVC sewer pipe. denied 8/17/2016

14 Humboldt Municipal Water Dept water supply construction Lanie Boas

variance to construct water main of ductile iron pipe (DIP) with nitrile gaskets at critical
crossings where storm sewer crosses under water main with less than 18 inches of
clearance instead of constructing storm sewer with water main material. approved 8/17/2016

15 Peosta Water Supply water supply construction Skipp Slattenow variance from design standards for constructing pump station. approved 8/24/2016
16 PWSID No 9766041 water supply construction Robert Campbell variance for separation distance from well sites approved 8/29/2016

17 Sac County Sanitary Landfill sanitary disposal Bill Blum
variance from code in order to have a new 10-year pay-in period for making postclosure
account deposits. approved 8/30/2016

Monthly Variance Report
August 2016
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ITEM 6 DECISION 
 

TOPIC Final Rule – Chapter 65 – Amendments for Animal Feeding 
Operations 

 

The Commission is requested to adopt amendments to Chapter 65, “Animal Feeding 
Operations,” Iowa Administrative Code. The purpose of the amendments is to update the 
Commission’s rules to incorporate recent legislation into the administrative code.  The 
recent legislation includes:  1) an addition to the definition of a qualified confinement 
feeding operation; 2) the option for fish production facilities to operate as confinement 
feeding operations or as facilities regulated by the wastewater regulations; 3) the option 
for confinement feeding operations to discontinue use of buildings, without dismantling 
the livestock production components of the buildings, in order to meet the definition of a 
Small Animal Feeding Operation; 4) the adoption of a consistent approach for NPDES 
permitting for open feedlot and confinement feeding operations; and 5) regulation of 
animal truck wash facilities under the animal feeding operation regulations.  
 
The rule changes add the ability for open feedlot solids to be marketed as bulk dry animal 
nutrients, similar to confinement solid manure.  The rule changes also provide better 
clarification of requirements in rules and rescind unnecessary and outdated rules, lists and 
internet addresses. These changes include: 1) a revision to the definition of a “public use 
area” in an effort to better define the term; 2) updating the lakes listed in Table 2 of 
chapter 65 to ensure that all the lakes are accounted for and properly protected through 
the facility siting requirements; 3) clarification on what structures are to be used for 
measuring separation distances; 4) clarification on the scope of any landowner waiver of 
a separation distance; and 5) additional language regarding NPDES permit requirements 
to be consistent with the federal CAFO rule.   
 
Six public hearings were held across the state in May and June of 2016 and oral 
comments were heard.  Additionally, the Department received written comments on the 
proposed revisions. A responsiveness summary addressing the comments received is 
attached. As a result of the written and oral comments, the Department recommends that 
the following change be made to the amendments as published in the Notice of Intended 
Action: 

• The mailing address and telephone number for the owner and contact person for a 
confinement feeding operation should not be removed from the requirements to 
be submitted with a manure management plan.  In Item 44 of the Notice of 
Intended Action, it was proposed to delete this information from the rule.  In light 
of the comments received, the Department recommends that this information 
remain in the rule at 65.17(1)”c”(1) and (2). 
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ARC 2496C 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION[567] 

Adopted and Filed 

Pursuant to the authority of Iowa Code sections 459.103 and 459A.104, the 

Environmental Protection Commission (Commission) hereby amends Chapter 65, 

“Animal Feeding Operations,” Iowa Administrative Code. 

The purpose of the amendments to the animal feeding operation rules is to: 

1. Adopt changes due to recent legislative action as follows: 

2012 Iowa Acts, Senate File 2172: This legislation exempts swine farrowing and 

gestating operations from the definition of “qualified confinement feeding operation” and 

the operating requirements associated with this type of facility if the swine farrowing and 

gestating operations meet this definition solely because they added replacement breeding 

swine as defined in Iowa Code section 459.102(46). 

2012 Iowa Acts, House File 2292: This legislation allows fish production facilities the 

option to operate as confinement feeding operations or as facilities regulated by the 

wastewater regulations. 

2013 Iowa Acts, House File 512: This legislation allows confinement feeding operations 

to discontinue use of buildings, without dismantling the livestock production components 

of the buildings, in order to meet the definition of a small animal feeding operation 

(SAFO). 

2015 Iowa Acts, House File 583: This legislation allows animal truck wash facilities to 

meet animal feeding operations regulations for design, construction and operation. It also 
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incorporates by reference the applicable federal National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) permit requirements for open feedlot operations, as had previously been 

done in statute for confinement feeding operations. 

2. Allow solids from open feedlot operations to be regulated by the Iowa Department of 

Agriculture and Land Stewardship (IDALS) as bulk dry animal nutrient products (Iowa 

Code chapter 200A). 

3. Provide better clarification of requirements in rules and rescind unnecessary and 

outdated rules, lists and Internet addresses. The amendments will implement a portion of 

the five-year rules review plan that the Department of Natural Resources (Department) is 

carrying out to accomplish the requirements of Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). 

Some of the changes designed to provide clarification of the rule requirements include: 

(1) a revised version of the definition of “public use area” in an effort to better define the 

term; (2) an updated listing of Iowa lakes (Table 2 of Chapter 65) to ensure that all the lakes 

are accounted for and properly protected through the facility-siting requirements; (3) 

clarification regarding which structures are to be used for measuring separation distances; 

(4) clarification of the scope of any landowner waiver of a separation distance; and (5) 

additional language regarding NPDES permit requirements to be consistent with the 

federal rule. 

Notice of Intended Action was published in the Iowa Administrative Bulletin on April 

13, 2016 as ARC2496C.  Public hearings were held on May 23, 2016 in Windsor Heights, 

Iowa; on May 24, 2016 in Carroll, Iowa; on May 25, 2016 in Spencer, Iowa; on May 26, 

2016 in Mason City, Iowa; on May 31, 2016 in Ainsworth, Iowa; and on June 3, 2016 in 

Calmar, Iowa.  Public comments were received and considered.  A responsiveness 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/200A.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/200A.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/17A.7.pdf
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summary has been prepared and is available 

at: http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Land-Quality/Animal-Feeding-Op

erations/AFO-Rules-Regulations. 

As a result of the written and oral comments, the following change has been made to the 

amendments as published in the Notice of Intended Action: 

The mailing address and telephone number for the owner and contact person for a 

confinement feeding operation will not be removed from the requirements to be submitted 

with a manure management plan.  In Item 44 of the Notice of Intended Action, it was 

proposed to delete this information from the rule.  In light of the comments received, the 

Commission has decided to leave this information in the rule at 65.17(1)”c”(1) and (2). 

   After analysis and review of this rule making, the Commission has determined that most 

of the amendments will have no impact on private sector jobs; however, there are some 

changes that may have a positive financial impact. The complete jobs impact statement is 

available from the Department upon request. 

   These amendments are intended to implement Iowa Code sections 459.102, 459.103, 

459.301, 459.312A, and 459.320 and Iowa Code chapter 459A. 

   The amendments shall become effective on December 14, 2016. 

The following amendments are adopted. 

 ITEM 1. Rescind rule 567—65.1(459,459B) and adopt the following new rule in lieu 

thereof: 

567—65.1(459,459B) Definitions and incorporation by reference. In addition to the 

definitions in Iowa Code sections 455B.101, 455B.171 and 459.102 and in 567—Chapter 

60, the following definitions shall apply to Division I of this chapter: 

http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Land-Quality/Animal-Feeding-Operations/AFO-Rules-Regulations
http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Land-Quality/Animal-Feeding-Operations/AFO-Rules-Regulations
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/459A.pdf
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 65.1(1) Definitions. 

“Abandoned confinement feeding operation structure” means the confinement feeding 

operation structure has been razed, removed from the site of a confinement feeding 

operation, filled in with earth, or converted to uses other than a confinement feeding 

operation structure so that it cannot be used as a confinement feeding operation structure 

without significant reconstruction. 

“Adjacent—air quality” means, for the purpose of determining separation distance 

requirements pursuant to 567—65.11(459,459B), that two or more confinement feeding 

operations are adjacent if they have animal feeding operation structures that are separated 

at their closest points by less than the following: 

 1. 1,250 feet for a confinement feeding operation having an animal unit capacity of 

less than 1,250 animal units for swine maintained as part of a farrowing and gestating 

operation, less than 2,700 animal units for swine maintained as part of a farrow-to-finish 

operation, less than 4,000 animal units for cattle maintained as part of a cattle operation, or 

less than 3,000 animal units for any other confinement feeding operation, or for a 

confinement feeding operation consisting of dry bedded confinement feeding operation 

structures. 

 2. 1,500 feet for a confinement feeding operation having an animal unit capacity of 

1,250 or more but less than 2,000 animal units for swine maintained as part of a swine 

farrowing and gestating operation, 2,700 or more but less than 5,400 animal units for swine 

maintained as part of a farrow-to-finish operation, 4,000 or more but less than 6,500 animal 

units for cattle maintained as part of a cattle operation, or for any other confinement 

feeding operation having an animal unit capacity of 3,000 or more but less than 5,000 
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animal units. 

 3. 2,500 feet for a confinement feeding operation having an animal unit capacity of 

2,000 or more animal units for swine maintained as part of a swine farrowing and gestating 

operation, 5,400 or more animal units for swine maintained as part of a farrow-to-finish 

operation, or 6,500 or more animal units for cattle maintained as part of a cattle operation, 

or for any other confinement feeding operation with 5,000 or more animal units. 

 4. The distances in “1” to “3” above shall only be used to determine that two or more 

confinement feeding operations are adjacent if at least one confinement feeding operation 

structure was constructed on or after March 21, 1996. 

 5. To determine if two or more confinement feeding operations are adjacent, for the 

purpose of determining the separation distance requirements, the animal unit capacity of 

each individual operation shall be used. If two or more confinement feeding operations do 

not have the same animal unit capacity, the greater animal unit capacity shall be used to 

determine the separation distance. 

 6. Dry manure that is stockpiled within a distance of 1,250 feet from another stockpile 

shall be considered part of the same stockpile. 

“Adjacent—water quality” means, for the purpose of determining the construction 

permit requirements pursuant to 567—65.7(459,459B) and manure management plan 

requirements pursuant to 567—65.16(459,459B), that two or more confinement feeding 

operations are adjacent if they have confinement feeding operation structures that are 

separated at their closest points by less than the following: 

 1. 1,250 feet for confinement feeding operations having a combined animal unit 

capacity of less than 1,000 animal units. 



 

6 

 2. 2,500 feet for confinement feeding operations having a combined animal unit 

capacity of 1,000 or more animal units. 

 3. The distances in “1” and “2” above shall only be used to determine that two or more 

confinement feeding operations are adjacent if at least one confinement feeding operation 

structure is constructed or expanded on or after May 21, 1998. 

“Aerobic structure” means an animal feeding operation structure other than an egg 

washwater storage structure which relies on aerobic bacterial action which is maintained 

by the utilization of air or oxygen and which includes aeration equipment to digest organic 

matter. Aeration equipment shall be used and shall be capable of providing oxygen at a rate 

sufficient to maintain an average of 2 milligrams per liter dissolved oxygen concentration 

in the upper 30 percent of the depth of manure in the structure at all times. 

“Agricultural drainage well” means a vertical opening to an aquifer or permeable 

substratum which is constructed by any means including but not limited to drilling, driving, 

digging, boring, augering, jetting, washing, or coring and which is capable of intercepting 

or receiving surface or subsurface drainage water from land directly or by a drainage 

system. 

“Agricultural drainage well area” means an area of land where surface or subsurface 

water drains into an agricultural drainage well directly or through a drainage system 

connecting to the agricultural drainage well. 

“Alluvial aquifer area” means an area underlaid by sand or gravel aquifers situated 

beneath flood plains along stream valleys and includes alluvial deposits associated with 

stream terraces and benches, contiguous windblown sand deposits, and glacial outwash 

deposits. 
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“Alluvial soils” means soils formed in materials deposited by moving water. 

“Anaerobic lagoon” means an unformed manure storage structure if the primary 

function of the structure is to store and stabilize manure, the structure is designed to receive 

manure on a regular basis, and the structure’s design waste loading rates provide that the 

predominant biological activity is anaerobic. An anaerobic lagoon does not include the 

following: 

 1. A runoff control basin or a settled open feedlot effluent basin which collects and 

stores only precipitation-induced runoff from an open feedlot operation. 

 2. An anaerobic treatment system that includes collection and treatment facilities for 

all off gases. 

“Animal” means cattle, swine, horses, sheep, chickens, turkeys, goats, fish, or ducks. 

“Animal capacity” means the maximum number of animals which the owner or 

operator will confine in an animal feeding operation at any one time. In a confinement 

feeding operation, the animal capacity of all confinement buildings will be included in the 

determination of the animal capacity of the operation, unless the building has been 

abandoned in accordance with the definition of “abandoned confinement feeding operation 

structure.” 

“Animal feeding operation” means a lot, yard, corral, building, or other area in which 

animals are confined and fed and maintained for 45 days or more in any 12-month period, 

and all structures used for the storage of manure from animals in the operation. Except as 

required for an NPDES permit required pursuant to the Act, an animal feeding operation 

does not include a livestock market. Open feedlots and confinement feeding operations are 

considered to be separate animal feeding operations. 
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 1. For purposes of water quality regulation, Iowa Code section 459.301 provides that 

two or more animal feeding operations under common ownership or management are 

deemed to be a single animal feeding operation if they are adjacent or utilize a common 

area or system for manure disposal. For purposes of the air quality-related separation 

distances in Iowa Code section 459.202, Iowa Code section 459.201 provides that two or 

more animal feeding operations under common ownership or management are deemed to 

be a single animal feeding operation if they are adjacent or utilize a common system for 

manure storage. The distinction is due to regulation of animal feeding operations for water 

quality purposes under the Act. 40 CFR 122.23 sets out the requirements for an animal 

feeding operation and requires that two or more animal feeding operations under common 

ownership be considered a single operation if they adjoin each other or if they use a 

common area or system for disposal of wastes. However, this federal regulation does not 

control regulation of animal feeding operations for the purposes of the separation distances 

in Iowa Code section 459.202, and therefore the definition is not required by federal law to 

include common areas for manure disposal. 

 2. To determine if two or more animal feeding operations are deemed to be one animal 

feeding operation, the first test is whether the animal feeding operations are under common 

ownership or management. If they are not under common ownership or management, they 

are not one animal feeding operation. For purposes of water quality regulation, the second 

test is whether the two animal feeding operations are adjacent or utilize a common area or 

system for manure disposal. If the two operations are not adjacent and do not use a 

common area or system for manure disposal, they are not one animal feeding operation. 

For purposes of the separation distances in Iowa Code section 459.202, the second test is 
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whether the two animal feeding operations are adjacent or utilize a common system for 

manure storage. If the two operations are not adjacent and do not use the same system for 

manure storage, they are not one animal feeding operation. 

 3. A common area or system for manure disposal includes, but is not limited to, use of 

the same manure storage structure, confinement feeding operation structure, egg 

washwater storage structure, stockpile, permanent manure transfer piping system or center 

pivot irrigation system. A common area or system for manure disposal does not include 

manure application fields included in a manure management plan or anaerobic digesters. 

“Animal feeding operation structure” means a confinement building, manure storage 

structure, dry bedded confinement feeding operation structure, or egg washwater storage 

structure. 

“Animal unit” means a unit of measurement based upon the product of multiplying the 

number of animals of each category by a special equivalency factor, as follows: 

 

1. Slaughter and feeder cattle ......................  1.000 

2. Immature dairy cattle  ..............................  1.000 

3. Mature dairy cattle  ..................................  1.400 

4. Butcher or breeding swine weighing more than 55 pounds   0.400 

5. Swine weighing 15 pounds or more but not more than 55 pounds   0.100 

6. Sheep or lambs  ........................................  0.100 

7. Goats  .......................................................  0.100 
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8. Horses  .....................................................  2.000 

9. Turkeys weighing 7 pounds or more  ......  0.018 

10. Turkeys weighing less than 7 pounds  ...  0.008

5 

11. Broiler or layer chickens weighing 3 pounds or more   0.010 

12. Broiler or layer chickens weighing less than 3 pounds   0.002

5 

13. Ducks  ....................................................  0.040 

14. Fish  .......................................................  0.001 

“Animal unit capacity” means a measurement used to determine the maximum number 

of animal units that may be maintained as part of an animal feeding operation at any one 

time, including as provided in Iowa Code sections 459.201 and 459.301. For dry bedded 

confinement feeding operations, “animal unit capacity” means the maximum number of 

animal units which the owner or operator confines in a dry bedded confinement feeding 

operation at any one time, including the animal unit capacity of all dry bedded confinement 

feeding operation buildings that are used to house cattle or swine in the dry bedded 

confinement feeding operation. 

“Animal weight capacity” means the sum of the average weight of all animals in a 

confinement feeding operation when the operation is at full animal capacity. For 

confinement feeding operations with only one species, the animal weight capacity is the 

product of multiplying the animal capacity by the average weight during a production 
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cycle. For operations with more than one species, the animal weight capacity of the 

operation is the sum of the animal weight capacities for all species. 

EXAMPLE 1. Bill wants to construct a confinement feeding operation with two 

confinement buildings and an earthen manure storage basin. The capacity of each building 

will be 900 market hogs. The hogs enter the building at 40 pounds and leave at 250 pounds. 

The average weight during the production cycle is then 145 pounds for this operation. The 

animal weight capacity of the operation is 145 pounds multiplied by 1,800 for a total of 

261,000 pounds. 

EXAMPLE 2. Howard is planning to build a confinement feeding operation with eight 

confinement buildings and an egg washwater storage lagoon. The capacity of each building 

will be 125,000 laying hens. The hens enter the building at around 2.5 pounds and leave at 

around 3.5 pounds. The average weight during the production cycle for these laying hens is 

3.0 pounds. Manure will be handled in dry form. The animal weight capacity of the 

operation is 3.0 pounds multiplied by 1,000,000 for a total of 3,000,000 pounds. 

EXAMPLE 3. Carol has an animal feeding operation with four confinement buildings 

with below floor formed concrete manure storage tanks and one open feedlot. One 

confinement building is a farrowing building with a capacity of 72 sows. One confinement 

building is a nursery building with a capacity of 1,450 pigs. The open feedlot contains 425 

sows. Two of the confinement buildings are finishing buildings with a capacity of 1,250 

market hogs. The farrowing building contains 72 sows at an average weight of 400 pounds 

for an animal weight capacity of 28,800 pounds. The nursery building contains 1,450 pigs 

with an average weight over the production cycle of 25 pounds for an animal weight 

capacity of 36,250 pounds. The two finishing buildings contain 2,500 market hogs 
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(combined) with an average weight over the production cycle of 150 pounds for an animal 

weight capacity of 375,000 pounds. The total animal weight capacity of the confinement 

feeding operation is 440,050 pounds. The weights of the animals in open lots are not 

included in the calculation of the animal weight capacity of the confinement feeding 

operation. 

“Applicant” means the person applying for a construction permit or an NPDES permit 

for a confinement feeding operation. 

“Bedding” means crop, vegetation, or forage residue or similar materials placed in a 

dry bedded confinement building for the care of animals. 

“Business” means a commercial enterprise. 

“Cemetery” means a space held for the purpose of permanent burial, entombment or 

interment of human remains that is owned or managed by a political subdivision or private 

entity, or a cemetery regulated pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 523I. A cemetery does not 

include a pioneer cemetery where there have been six or fewer burials in the preceding 50 

years. 

“Church” means a religious institution. 

“Commercial enterprise” means a building which is used as a part of a business that 

manufactures goods, delivers services, or sells goods or services, which is customarily and 

regularly used by the general public during the entire calendar year and which is connected 

to electric, water, and sewer systems. A commercial enterprise does not include a farm 

operation. 

“Commercial manure service” means a sole proprietor or business association 

engaged in the business of transporting, handling, storing, or applying manure for a fee. 
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“Commercial manure service representative” means a manager, employee, agent, or 

contractor of a commercial manure service, if the person is engaged in transporting, 

handling, storing, or applying manure on behalf of the service. 

“Common management” means significant control by an individual of the 

management of the day-to-day operations of each of two or more confinement feeding 

operations. “Common management” does not include control over a contract livestock 

facility by a contractor as defined in Iowa Code section 202.1. 

“Common ownership” means the ownership of an animal feeding operation as a sole 

proprietor, or a majority ownership interest held by a person, in each of two or more animal 

feeding operations as a joint tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, member, 

beneficiary, or other equity interest holder. The majority ownership interest is a common 

ownership interest when it is held directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, 

or both. 

“Complete application” means an application that is complete and approvable when all 

necessary questions on the application forms have been completed, the application is 

signed and all applicable portions of the application, including the application form and 

required attachments, have been submitted. 

“Confinement feeding operation” means an animal feeding operation in which animals 

are confined to areas which are totally roofed and includes every animal feeding operation 

that is not an “open feedlot operation” as defined in 567—65.100(459A). 

“Confinement feeding operation building” or “confinement building” means a 

building used in conjunction with a confinement feeding operation to house animals. 

“Confinement feeding operation structure” means an animal feeding operation 
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structure that is part of a confinement feeding operation. 

“Confinement site” means a site where there is located a manure storage structure 

which is part of a confinement feeding operation, other than a small animal feeding 

operation. 

“Confinement site manure applicator” means a person, other than a commercial 

manure service or a commercial manure service representative, who applies manure on 

land if the manure originates from a manure storage structure. 

“Construction approval letter” means a written document of the department to 

acknowledge that the preconstruction submittal requirements of 567—65.9(459,459B) 

have been met for a confinement feeding operation that is not required to obtain a 

construction permit pursuant to 567—65.7(459,459B). 

“Construction design statement” means a document required to be submitted by a 

confinement feeding operation prior to constructing a formed manure storage structure, 

other than a small animal feeding operation, but that does not meet the threshold 

engineering requirements pursuant to 567—65.1(459,459B). 

“Construction permit” means a written approval of the department to construct, 

modify or alter the use of an animal feeding operation structure as provided in subrule 

65.7(1). 

“Controlling interest” means ownership of a confinement feeding operation as a sole 

proprietor or a majority ownership interest held by a person in a confinement feeding 

operation as a joint tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, 

or other equity interest holder. The majority ownership interest is a controlling interest 

when it is held directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. The 
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majority ownership interest must be a voting interest or otherwise control management of 

the confinement feeding operation. 

“Covered” means organic or inorganic material, placed upon an animal feeding 

operation structure used to store manure, which significantly reduces the exchange of gases 

between the stored manure and the outside air. Organic materials include, but are not 

limited to, a layer of chopped straw, other crop residue, or a naturally occurring crust on the 

surface of the stored manure. Inorganic materials include, but are not limited to, wood, 

steel, aluminum, rubber, plastic, or Styrofoam. The materials shall shield at least 90 

percent of the surface area of the stored manure from the outside air. Cover shall include an 

organic or inorganic material which current scientific research shows reduces detectable 

odor by at least 75 percent. A formed manure storage structure directly beneath a floor 

where animals are housed in a confinement feeding operation is deemed to be covered. 

“Critical public area” means land that is owned or managed by the federal 

government, by the department, or by a political subdivision and that has unique scenic, 

cultural, archaeological, scientific, or historic significance or contains a rare or valuable 

ecological system. Critical public areas include: 

 ● State wildlife and waterfowl refuges listed in 571—subrules 52.1(2) and 52.1(3); 

 ● Recreation areas, state parks, state parks managed by another governmental agency, 

and state preserves as listed in 571—61.2(461A); 

 ● County parks and recreation areas as provided in subrule 65.1(2); 

 ● National wildlife refuges listed as follows: Union Slough National Wildlife Refuge, 

DeSoto National Wildlife Refuge, Boyer Chute National Wildlife Refuge, Upper 

Mississippi River National Wildlife and Fish Refuge, Driftless Area National Wildlife 
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Refuge, Neal Smith National Wildlife Refuge, and Port Louisa National Wildlife Refuge; 

 ● National monuments and national historic sites listed as follows: Effigy Mounds 

National Monument and Herbert Hoover National Historic Site; 

 ● Parks in Iowa that are under the federal jurisdiction listed with the United States 

Army Corps of Engineers as provided in subrule 65.1(2). 

“Cropland” means any land suitable for use in agricultural production including, but 

not limited to, feed, grain and seed crops, fruits, vegetables, forages, sod, trees, grassland, 

pasture and other similar crops. 

“Deep well” means a well located and constructed in such a manner that there is a 

continuous layer of low permeability soil or rock at least 5 feet thick located at least 25 feet 

below the normal ground surface and above the aquifer from which water is to be drawn. 

“Designated area” means a known sinkhole, abandoned well, unplugged agricultural 

drainage well, agricultural drainage well cistern, agricultural drainage well surface tile 

inlet, drinking water well, designated wetland, or water source. “Designated area” does not 

include a terrace tile inlet or surface tile inlet other than an agricultural drainage well 

surface tile inlet. 

“Designated wetland” means land designated as a protected wetland by the United 

States Department of the Interior or the department, including but not limited to a protected 

wetland as defined in Iowa Code section 456B.1, if the land is owned and managed by the 

federal government or the department. However, a designated wetland does not include 

land where an agricultural drainage well has been plugged causing a temporary wetland or 

land within a drainage district or levee district. Designated wetlands in the state are listed in 

the department’s “Designated Wetlands in Iowa” (see subrule 65.1(2), Incorporation by 
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reference). 

“Discontinued animal feeding operation” means an animal feeding operation whose 

structures have been abandoned or whose use has been discontinued as evidenced by the 

removal of all animals and the owner or operator has no immediate plans to repopulate. 

“Discontinued animal feeding operation structure” means an animal feeding operation 

structure that has been abandoned or whose use has been discontinued as evidenced by the 

removal of all animals from the structure and the owner or operator has no immediate plans 

to repopulate. 

“Document” means any form required to be processed by the department under this 

chapter regulating animal feeding operations, including but not limited to applications or 

related materials for permits as provided in Iowa Code section 459.303, manure 

management plans as provided in Iowa Code section 459.312, comment or evaluation by a 

county board of supervisors considering an application for a construction permit, the 

department’s analysis of the application including using and responding to a master matrix 

pursuant to Iowa Code section 459.304, and notices required under those sections. 

“Dry bedded confinement feeding operation” means a confinement feeding operation 

in which cattle or swine are confined to areas which are totally roofed and in which all 

manure is stored as dry bedded manure. Unless specifically stated otherwise, all 

requirements in Division I of this chapter do apply to dry bedded confinement feeding 

operations. 

“Dry bedded confinement feeding operation structure” means a dry bedded 

confinement feeding operation building or a dry bedded manure storage structure. 

“Dry bedded manure” means manure from cattle or swine that meets all of the 
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following requirements: 

 1. The manure does not flow perceptibly under pressure. 

 2. The manure is not capable of being transported through a mechanical pumping 

device designed to move a liquid. 

 3. The manure contains bedding. 

“Dry bedded manure confinement feeding operation building”  or “building” means a 

building used in conjunction with a confinement feeding operation to house cattle or swine 

and in which any manure from the animals is stored as dry bedded manure. 

“Dry bedded manure storage structure” means a covered or uncovered structure, other 

than a building, used to store dry bedded manure originating from a confinement feeding 

operation. 

“Dry manure” means manure which meets all of the following conditions: 

 1. The manure does not flow perceptibly under pressure. 

 2. The manure is not capable of being transported through a mechanical pumping 

device designed to move a liquid. 

 3. The constituent molecules of the manure do not flow freely among themselves but 

may show a tendency to separate under stress. 

“Dry manure” includes manure marketed as a bulk dry animal nutrient product that is 

stored 1,250 feet or less from the confinement animal feeding structure from which it 

originated. 

“Earthen manure storage basin” means an earthen cavity, either covered or 

uncovered, which, on a regular basis, receives manure discharges from a confinement 

feeding operation if accumulated manure from the basin is completely removed at least 
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once each year. 

“Earthen waste slurry storage basin” means an uncovered and exclusively earthen 

cavity which, on a regular basis, receives manure discharges from a confinement animal 

feeding operation if accumulated manure from the basin is completely removed at least 

twice each year and which was issued a permit, constructed or expanded on or after July 1, 

1990, but prior to May 31, 1995. 

“Educational institution” means a building in which an organized course of study or 

training is offered to students enrolled in kindergarten through grade 12 and served by local 

school districts, accredited or approved nonpublic schools, area educational agencies, 

community colleges, institutions of higher education under the control of the state board of 

regents, and accredited independent colleges and universities. 

“Egg washwater storage structure” means an aerobic or anaerobic structure used to 

store the wastewater resulting from the washing and in-shell packaging of eggs. It does not 

include a structure also used as a manure storage structure. 

“Enforcement action” means an action against a person with a controlling interest in a 

confinement feeding operation initiated by the department or the attorney general to 

enforce the provisions of Iowa Code chapter 459 or rules adopted pursuant to the chapter. 

An enforcement action begins when the attorney general institutes proceedings in district 

court pursuant to Iowa Code section 455B.112. An enforcement action is pending until 

final resolution of the action by satisfaction of a court order, for which all judicial appeal 

rights are exhausted, expired, or waived. 

“Family member” means a person related to another person as parent, grandparent, 

child, grandchild, sibling, or a spouse of such related person. 
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“Formed manure storage structure” means a covered or uncovered impoundment used 

to store manure from an animal feeding operation, which has walls and a floor constructed 

of concrete, concrete block, wood, steel, or similar materials. Similar materials may 

include, but are not limited to, plastic, rubber, fiberglass, or other synthetic materials. 

Materials used in a formed manure storage structure shall have the structural integrity to 

withstand expected internal and external load pressures. 

“Freeboard” means the difference in elevation between the liquid level and the 

confinement feeding operation structure’s overflow level. 

“Frozen ground” means soil that is impenetrable due to frozen soil moisture but does 

not include soil that is only frozen to a depth of two inches or less. 

“Grassed waterway” means a natural or constructed channel that is shaped or graded 

to required dimensions and established in suitable vegetation for the stable conveyance of 

runoff. 

“Highly erodible land” means a field that has one-third or more of its acres or 50 acres, 

whichever is less, with soils that have an erodibility index of eight or more, as determined 

by rules promulgated by the United States Department of Agriculture. 

“Human sanitary waste” means wastewater derived from domestic uses including 

bathroom and laundry facilities generating wastewater from toilets, baths, showers, 

lavatories and clothes washing. 

“Incidental” means a duty which is secondary or subordinate to a primary job or 

function. 

“Incorporation” means a soil tillage operation following the surface application of 

manure which mixes the manure into the upper four inches or more of soil. 
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“Indemnity fund” means the manure storage indemnity fund created in Iowa Code 

section 459.501. 

“Injection” means the application of manure into the soil surface using equipment that 

discharges it beneath the surface. 

“Interest” means ownership of a confinement feeding operation as a sole proprietor or 

a 10 percent or more ownership interest held by a person in a confinement feeding 

operation as a joint tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, 

or other equity interest holder. The ownership interest is an interest when it is held directly, 

indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. 

“Internet” means the federated international system that is composed of allied 

electronic communication networks linked by telecommunication channels, that uses 

standardized protocols, and that facilitates electronic communication services, including 

but not limited to use of the World Wide Web; the transmission of electronic mail or 

messages; the transfer of files and data or other electronic information; and the 

transmission of voice, image, and video. 

“Karst terrain” means land having karst formations that exhibit surface and 

subterranean features of a type produced by the dissolution of limestone, dolomite, or other 

soluble rock and characterized by closed depressions, sinkholes, or caves. If a 25-foot 

vertical separation distance can be maintained between the bottom of an unformed manure 

storage structure and limestone, dolomite, or other soluble rock, then the structure is not 

considered to be in karst terrain. 

“Liquid manure” means manure that meets all of the following requirements: 

 1. The manure flows perceptibly under pressure. 
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 2. The manure is capable of being transported through a mechanical pumping device 

designated to move a liquid. 

 3. The constituent molecules of the liquid manure flow freely among themselves and 

show a tendency to separate under stress. 

Liquid manure that is frozen or partially frozen is included in this definition. 

“Livestock market” means any place where animals are assembled from two or more 

sources for public auction, private sale, or on a commission basis, which is under state or 

federal supervision, including a livestock sale barn or auction market, if such animals are 

kept for ten days or less. 

“Long-term stockpile location” means an area where a person stockpiles manure for 

more than a total of six months in any two-year period. 

“Low-pressure irrigation system” means spray irrigation equipment which discharges 

manure from a maximum height of 9 feet in a downward direction, and which utilizes spray 

nozzles which discharge manure at a maximum pressure of 25 pounds per square inch. 

“Major water source” means a water source that is a lake, reservoir, river or stream 

located within the territorial limits of the state, or any marginal river area adjacent to the 

state, if the water source is capable of supporting a floating vessel capable of carrying one 

or more persons during a total of a six-month period in one out of ten years, excluding 

periods of flooding. Major water sources in the state are listed in Table 1 and Table 2 at the 

end of this chapter. 

“Manager” means a person who is actively involved in the operation of the service and 

makes management decisions in the operation of a commercial manure service. 

“Man-made manure drainage system” means a drainage ditch, flushing system, or 
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other drainage device which was constructed by human beings and is used for the purpose 

of transporting manure. 

“Manure” means animal excreta or other commonly associated wastes of animals 

including, but not limited to, bedding, litter, or feed losses. Manure does not include 

wastewater resulting from the washing and in-shell packaging of eggs. For the purposes of 

NPDES permitting, “manure” includes manure, bedding, compost and raw materials or 

other materials commingled with manure or set aside for disposal. 

“Manure storage structure” means a formed manure storage structure, an unformed 

manure storage structure or a dry bedded manure storage structure. A manure storage 

structure does not include an egg washwater storage structure. An animal truck wash 

facility may be part of a confinement feeding operation. An animal truck wash effluent 

structure may be the same as a manure storage structure that is part of the confinement 

feeding operation, so long as the primary function of such impoundment is to collect and 

store both effluent from the animal truck wash facility and manure from the confinement 

feeding operation. 

“New animal feeding operation” means an animal feeding operation whose 

construction was begun after July 22, 1987, or whose operation is resumed after having 

been discontinued for a period of 12 months or more. 

“NPDES permit” means a written permit of the department, pursuant to the National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program, to authorize and regulate the 

operation of a CAFO. “CAFO” means the same as defined in 567—65.100(459A). 

“NRCS” means United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources 

Conservation Services. 
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“One hundred year flood plain” means the land adjacent to a major water source, if 

there is at least a 1 percent chance that the land will be inundated in any one year, according 

to calculations adopted by rules adopted pursuant to Iowa Code section 459.103. In making 

the calculations, the department shall consider available maps or data compiled by the 

Federal Emergency Management Agency. 

“Owner” means the person who has legal or equitable title to the property where the 

confinement feeding operation is located or the person who has legal or equitable title to 

the confinement feeding operation structures. “Owner” does not include a person who has 

a lease to use the land where the confinement feeding operation is located or to use the 

confinement feeding operation structures. 

“Permanent vegetation cover” means land which is maintained in perennial vegetative 

cover consisting of grasses, legumes, or both, and includes, but is not limited to, pastures, 

grasslands or forages. 

“Professional engineer” means a person engaged in the practice of engineering as 

defined in Iowa Code section 542B.2 who is issued a certificate of licensure as a 

professional engineer pursuant to Iowa Code section 542B.17. 

“Public thoroughfare” means a road, street, or bridge that is constructed or maintained 

by the state or a political subdivision. 

“Public use area” means that portion of land owned by the United States, the state, or a 

political subdivision with facilities which attract the public to congregate and remain in the 

area for significant periods of time. Facilities include, but are not limited to, picnic 

grounds, campgrounds, cemeteries, lodges and cabins, shelter houses, playground 

equipment, swimming beaches at lakes, and fishing docks, fishing houses, fishing jetties or 



 

25 

fishing piers at lakes. It does not include a highway, road right-of-way, parking areas, 

recreational trails or other areas where the public passes through, but does not congregate 

or remain in the area for significant periods of time. 

“Public water supply” (also referred to as a system or a water system) means a system 

for the provision to the public of piped water for human consumption, if such system has at 

least 15 service connections or regularly serves an average of at least 25 individuals daily at 

least 60 days out of the year. Such term includes (1) any collection, treatment, storage, and 

distribution facilities under control of the supplier of water and used primarily in 

connection with such system, and (2) any collection (including wells) or pretreatment 

storage facilities not under such control which are used primarily in connection with such 

system. A public water supply system is either a “community water system” or a 

“noncommunity water system.” 

“Q100” as defined in 567—70.2(455B,481A), means a flood having a 1 percent 

chance of being equaled or exceeded in any one year as determined by the department. 

“Qualified confinement feeding operation” means a confinement feeding operation 

which has an animal unit capacity of: 

 1. 5,333 or more for animals other than swine as part of a farrowing and gestating 

operation or farrow-to-finish operation or cattle as part of a cattle operation. 

 2. 2,500 or more for a swine farrowing and gestating operation, not including 

replacement breeding swine if the following apply: 

 ● The replacement breeding swine are raised at the confinement feeding operation; 

and 

 ● The replacement breeding swine are used in the farrowing and gestation operation. 
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 3. 5,400 or more for a swine farrow-to-finish operation. 

 4. 8,500 or more for a confinement feeding operation maintaining cattle. 

“Qualified stockpile cover” means a barrier impermeable to precipitation that is used 

to protect a stockpile from precipitation. 

“Qualified stockpile structure” means a building or roofed structure that is all of the 

following: 

 1. Impermeable to precipitation. 

 2. Constructed using wood, steel, aluminum, vinyl, plastic, or other similar materials. 

 3. Constructed with walls or other means to prevent precipitation-induced surface 

runoff from contacting the stockpile. 

“Release” means an actual, imminent or probable discharge of manure from an animal 

feeding operation structure to surface water, groundwater, drainage tile line or intake, or to 

a designated area resulting from storing, handling, transporting or land-applying manure. 

“Religious institution” means a building in which an active congregation is devoted to 

worship. 

“Research college” means an accredited public or private college or university, 

including but not limited to a university under control of the state board of regents as 

provided in Iowa Code chapter 262, or a community college under the jurisdiction of a 

board of directors for a merged area as provided in Iowa Code chapter 260C, if the college 

or university performs research or experimental activities regarding animal agriculture or 

agronomy. 

“Residence” means a house or other building, including all structures attached to the 

building, not owned by the owner of the animal feeding operation, which meets all of the 
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following criteria at the location of the intended residence: 

 1. Used as a place of habitation for humans on a permanent and frequent basis. 

 2. Not readily mobile. 

 3. Connected to a permanent source of electricity, a permanent private water supply or 

a public water supply system and a permanent domestic sewage disposal system including 

a private, semipublic or public sewage disposal system. 

 4. Assessed and taxed as real property. 

If a house or other building has not been occupied by humans for more than six months 

in the last two years, or if a house or other building has been constructed or moved to its 

current location within six months, the owner of the intended residence has the burden of 

proving that the house or other building is a residence. Paragraph “3” shall not apply to a 

house or other building inhabited by persons who are exempt from the compulsory 

education standards of Iowa Code section 299.24 and whose religious principles or tenets 

prohibit the use of the utilities listed. 

“Restricted spray irrigation equipment” means spray irrigation equipment which 

disperses manure through an orifice at a rate of 80 pounds per square inch or more. 

“School” means an educational institution. 

“Seasonal high-water table” means the part of the soil profile closest to the soil surface 

that becomes saturated (usually in the spring) as observed in a monitoring well or 

determined by recognition of soil redoxomorphic features. 

NOTE: “Redoxomorphic features” refers to the gleying or mottling or both that occur 

under saturated conditions within the soil profile. 

“Secondary containment barrier” means a structure used to retain accidental manure 
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overflow from a manure storage structure. 

“Shallow well” means a well located and constructed in such a manner that there is not 

a continuous layer of low permeability soil or rock (or equivalent retarding mechanism 

acceptable to the department) at least 5 feet thick, the top of which is located at least 25 feet 

below the normal ground surface and above the aquifer from which water is to be drawn. 

“Small animal feeding operation” means an animal feeding operation which has an 

animal unit capacity of 500 or fewer animal units. 

“Snow-covered ground” means soil covered by one inch or more of snow or soil 

covered by one-half inch or more of ice. 

“Spray irrigation equipment” means mechanical equipment used for the aerial 

application of manure, if the equipment receives manure from a manure storage structure 

during application via a pipe or hose connected to the structure, and includes a type of 

equipment customarily used for aerial application of water to aid the growing of general 

farm crops. 

“Stockpile” means dry manure or dry bedded manure originating from a confinement 

feeding operation that is stored at a particular location outside a confinement feeding 

operation building or a manure storage structure. 

“Stockpile dry bedded manure” means to store dry bedded manure outside a dry 

bedded manure confinement feeding operation building or a dry bedded manure storage 

structure. 

“Stockpile dry manure” means to create or add to a dry manure stockpile. 

“Surface water drain tile intake” means an opening to a drain tile, including intake 

pipes and French drains, which allows surface water to enter the drain tile without filtration 
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through the soil profile. 

“Swine farrow-to-finish operation” means a confinement feeding operation in which 

porcine animals are produced and in which a primary portion of the phases of the 

production cycle is conducted at one confinement feeding operation. Phases of the 

production cycle include, but are not limited to, gestation, farrowing, growing and 

finishing. At a minimum, farrowing, growing, and finishing shall be conducted at the 

operation with a majority of the pigs farrowed at the site finished to market weight in order 

to qualify as a farrow-to-finish operation. 

“Thoroughfare” means a road, street, bridge or highway open to the public and 

constructed or maintained by the state or a political subdivision. 

“Threshold requirements for an engineer” means the limits, pursuant to Iowa Code 

section 459.303, which require that the design of a formed manure storage structure or egg 

washwater storage structure be prepared and signed by a professional engineer licensed in 

the state of Iowa or by an engineer working for the NRCS. A confinement feeding 

operation that utilizes a formed manure storage structure meets threshold requirements for 

an engineer if any of the following apply: 

 1. A confinement feeding operation with an animal unit capacity of 1,250 or more 

animal units for swine maintained as part of a swine farrowing and gestating operation. 

 2. A confinement feeding operation with an animal unit capacity of 2,750 or more 

animal units for swine maintained as part of a swine farrow-to-finish operation. 

 3. A confinement feeding operation with an animal unit capacity of 4,000 or more 

animal units for cattle maintained as part of a cattle operation. 

 4. Any other confinement feeding operation with an animal unit capacity of 3,000 or 
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more animal units. 

“Unformed manure storage structure” means a covered or uncovered impoundment 

used to store manure, other than a formed manure storage structure, which includes an 

anaerobic lagoon, aerobic structure, or earthen manure storage basin. 

“Water of the state” means any stream, lake, pond, marsh, watercourse, waterway, 

well, spring, reservoir, aquifer, irrigation system, drainage system, and any other body or 

accumulation of water, surface or underground, natural or artificial, public or private, 

which are contained within, flow through or border upon the state or any portion thereof. 

“Water source” means a lake, river, reservoir, creek, stream, ditch, or other body of 

water or channel having definite banks and a bed with water flow, except lakes or ponds 

without outlet to which only one landowner is riparian. 

“Water well” means an excavation that is drilled, cored, bored, augered, washed, 

driven, dug, jetted, or otherwise constructed for the purpose of exploring for groundwater, 

monitoring groundwater, utilizing the geothermal properties of the ground, or extracting 

water from or injecting water into the aquifer. “Water well” does not include an open ditch 

or drain tiles or an excavation made for obtaining or prospecting for oil, natural gas, 

minerals, or products mined or quarried. 

“Wetted perimeter” means the outside edge of land where the direct discharge of 

manure occurs from spray irrigation equipment. 

 65.1(2) Incorporation by reference. The text of the following incorporated materials is 

not included in Division I of this chapter. The materials listed below are hereby made a part 

of Division I of this chapter. For material subject to change, only the specific version 

specified in this subrule is incorporated. Any amendment or revision to a reference 
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document is not incorporated until this subrule has been amended to specify the new 

version. 

 a.  “Act” means the federal Water Pollution Control Act as amended through January 

1, 2015, 33 U.S.C. Chapter 26; 

 b.  “AFO Siting Atlas” means a tool to assist in determining potential building sites 

that meet regulatory requirements. The AFO Siting Atlas is located on the department’s 

Web site; 

 c.  “CFR” or “Code of Federal Regulations” means the federal administrative rules 

adopted by the United States in effect as of January 1, 2015; 

 d.  County Parks and Recreation Areas listed in Iowa’s County Conservation System 

Guide to Outdoor Adventure 

at http://www.mycountyparks.com/GuideBook/Iowa/index.html as shown on [the 

effective date of this rule]; 

 e.  Parks in Iowa under the federal jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of 

Engineers listed on the United States Army Corps of Engineers’ Web site 

at http://www.recreation.gov/campgroundDirectoryListByAgencyID.do?contractCode=N

RSO&agencyID =70902 as shown on [the effective date of this rule]; 

 f.  Designated Wetlands in Iowa – effective date August 23, 2006, located on the 

department’s Web site; and 

 g.  Emergency spill line telephone number is (515)725-8694. 

 ITEM 2. Amend subparagraph 65.2(3)“d”(2) as follows: 

 (2) Applicable NPDES requirements pursuant to the federal Water Pollution Control Act, 

33 U.S.C. Ch. 26, and 40 CFR Pts. 122 and 412 Act. 

http://www.mycountyparks.com/GuideBook/Iowa/index.html
http://www.recreation.gov/campgroundDirectoryListByAgencyID.do?contractCode=NRSO&agencyID%20=70902
http://www.recreation.gov/campgroundDirectoryListByAgencyID.do?contractCode=NRSO&agencyID%20=70902
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 ITEM 3. Amend paragraph 65.2(9)“a” as follows: 

 a.  Notification. A person storing, handling, transporting, or land-applying manure 

from a confinement feeding operation who becomes aware of a release shall notify the 

department of the occurrence of release as soon as possible but not later than six hours after 

the onset or discovery of the release by contacting the department at 

(515)281-8694 department’s spill line. The local police department or the office of the 

sheriff of the affected county shall also be contacted within the same time period if the spill 

involves a public roadway and public safety could be threatened. Reports made pursuant to 

this rule shall be confirmed in writing as provided in 65.2(9)“c.” 

 ITEM 4. Amend paragraph 65.3(3)“h” as follows: 

 h.  Setback requirements for confinement feeding operations with NPDES permits. For 

confinement feeding operations with NPDES permits, the following is adopted by 

reference: 40 CFR 412.4(a), (b) and (c)(5) as amended through July 30, 2012. 

 ITEM 5. Amend subrule 65.3(4), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.3(4)  Surface application of liquid manure on frozen or snow-covered ground. A 

person who applies liquid manure on frozen or snow-covered ground shall comply with 

applicable NPDES requirements pursuant to the federal Water Pollution Control Act, 33 

U.S.C. Chapter 26, and 40 CFR Parts 122 and 412, Act and also shall comply with the 

following requirements: 

 ITEM 6. Amend subparagraph 65.3(4)“c”(1) as follows: 

 (1) An immediate need to apply manure in order to comply with the manure retention 

requirement of subrule 65.2(3) caused by the improper design or management of the 

manure storage structure, including but not limited to a failure to properly account for the 
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volume of the manure to be stored. Based on the restrictions described in paragraphs 

65.3(4) “a” and “b” and the possibility that the ground could be snow-covered and frozen 

for the entire period of December 21 to April 1, an operation should not plan to apply liquid 

manure during that time period. Confinement feeding operations with manure storage 

structures constructed after May 26, 2009, and without alternatives to manure application 

must have sufficient storage capacity to retain manure generated from December 21 to 

April 1 under normal circumstances in order to properly account for the volume of manure 

to be stored. For the winters of 2010-2011 through 2014-2015 only, confinement feeding 

operations that have no manure storage structures constructed after May 26, 2009, the 

department will accept insufficient manure storage capacity as a reason for emergency 

application in the notification required in 65.3(4)“d”(1). 

 ITEM 7. Amend rule 567—65.6(459,459B) as follows: 

567—65.6(459,459B) Concentrated animal feeding operations; NPDES permits. Iowa 

Code subsection 459.311(2) requires a confinement feeding operation that is a 

concentrated animal feeding operation as defined in 40 CFR 122.23(b) to comply with 

applicable NPDES permit requirements pursuant to rules adopted by the commission. The 

following regulations as amended through July 30, 2012, are adopted by reference: 

 ● 40 CFR 122.21, application for a permit. 

 ● 40 CFR 122.23, concentrated animal feeding operations. 

 ● 40 CFR 122.42(e), additional conditions applicable to specified categories of 

NPDES permits. 

 ● 40 CFR 122.63(h), minor modification of permits. 

 ● 40 CFR Part 412, concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFO) point source 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.311.pdf
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category. 

 ITEM 8. Adopt the following new paragraph 65.7(2)“d”: 

 d.  A construction permit is not required for a confinement feeding operation that 

exclusively confines fish and elects to comply with the permitting requirements of Iowa 

Code section 455B.183. 

 ITEM 9. Amend subrule 65.7(4) as follows: 

 65.7(4)  Construction permit application plan review criteria. Review of plans and 

specifications submitted with a construction permit application shall be conducted to 

determine the potential of the proposed manure control system to achieve the level of 

manure control being required of the confinement feeding operation. In conducting this 

review, applicable criteria contained in federal law, state law, these rules, Natural 

Resources Conservation Service NRCS design standards and specifications unless 

inconsistent with federal or state law or these rules, and U.S. Department of Commerce 

precipitation data shall be used. If the proposed facility plans are not adequately covered by 

these criteria, applicable criteria contained in current technical literature shall be used. 

 ITEM 10. Amend subrule 65.7(5) as follows: 

 65.7(5)  Expiration of construction permits. A construction permit issued prior to June 

15, 2005, shall expire if construction, as defined in rule 567—65.8(459,459B), is not begun 

within one year of the date of issuance and shall expire on June 15, 2012, if construction is 

not completed by June 14, 2012. A construction permit issued on or after June 15, 2005, 

shall expire if construction, as defined in rule 567—65.8(459,459B), is not begun within 

one year and completed within four years of the date of issuance. The director may grant an 

extension of time to begin or complete construction if it is necessary or justified, upon 
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showing of such necessity or justification to the director, unless a person who has an 

interest in the proposed operation is the subject of a pending enforcement action or a person 

who has a controlling interest in the proposed operation has been classified as a habitual 

violator. If a permitted site has not completed all proposed permitted structures within the 

four-year limit, then the approved animal unit capacity in the construction permit shall be 

lowered to be equal to what was constructed and the department shall issue a construction 

permit amendment for what was constructed. 

 ITEM 11. Amend subrule 65.7(7) as follows: 

 65.7(7)  Confinement feeding operations required to obtain a construction approval 

letter. A person planning to construct a confinement feeding operation, other than a small 

animal feeding operation as defined in rule 567—65.1(459,459B) or other than an 

operation required to obtain a construction permit pursuant to subrule 65.7(1), shall obtain 

from the department a construction approval letter as provided in subrule 65.9(3) prior to 

beginning construction of a formed manure storage structure or a confinement building. 

The construction approval letter shall expire if construction, as defined in subrule 65.8(1), 

is not begun within one year and completed within four years of the date of the construction 

approval letter. 

 ITEM 12. Amend paragraph 65.7(8)“a” as follows: 

 a.  A person shall not construct a confinement feeding operation structure in the one 

hundred year flood plain. A person shall not begin construction of a confinement feeding 

operation structure located on alluvial soil until the department issues a declaratory order 

pursuant to subrule 65.7(9) that the proposed location is not in the one hundred year flood 

plain. The AFO Siting Atlas may be a tool used to assist in the one hundred year floodplain 
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and alluvial soil determinations. 

 ITEM 13. Amend subrule 65.7(9), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.7(9) Declaratory orders and flood plain determinations. A person shall not 

construct a confinement feeding operation structure in the one hundred year flood plain. 

The AFO Siting Atlas may be a tool used to assist in the one hundred year flood plain and 

alluvial soil determinations. If the location of any proposed confinement feeding operation 

structure contains soils classified as alluvial determined pursuant to subrule 65.9(4), the 

owner shall petition the department for a declaratory order or a determination that the 

confinement feeding operation structure is not in the one hundred year flood plain. To be 

considered complete, the petition shall include all information necessary, pursuant to 

567—Chapters 70 to 76, for the department to determine: (1) if the confinement feeding 

operation is proposed to be located on a one hundred year flood plain; (2) if a flood plain 

development permit for the operation is required; and (3) if a flood plain development 

permit may be issued if one is required. This information may include land surveys to 

determine elevations of the land within the footprint of the planned operation as well as 

flood plain and channel geometry. The petition for a declaratory order or determination 

shall be submitted to the department according to either of the following: 

 ITEM 14. Amend rule 567—65.8(459,459B) as follows: 

567—65.8(459,459B) Construction. For purposes of these rules: 

 65.8(1) Construction of an animal feeding operation structure begins or an animal 

feeding operation structure is constructed when any of the following occurs: 

 a.  Excavation for a proposed animal feeding operation structure, or excavation for 

footings, or filling or compacting of the soil or soil amendments for a proposed animal 
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feeding operation structure. 

 b.  and c.  No change. 

 65.8(2) Construction does not begin upon occurrence of any of the following: 

 a.  and b.  No change. 

 c.  General earth moving for leveling or compacting at the site. 

 d.  No change. 

 65.8(3) Prohibition on construction. 

 a.  to c.  No change. 

 d.  A confinement feeding operation structure shall not be constructed on the one 

hundred year flood plain in a major water source. Placing fill material on flood plain land 

to elevate the land above the one hundred year flood level will not be considered as 

removing the land from the one hundred year flood plain for the purpose of this 

paragraph. In addition, a A person shall not construct a confinement feeding operation 

structure on a flood plain outside of a major water source, as provided in 

567—71.13(455B) until the department issues a flood plain development permit pursuant 

to 567—Chapters 70 to 76. 

 e.  A person shall not construct a confinement feeding operation structure on land that 

contains alluvial soils, according to the Soil Survey published by the Natural Resources 

Conservation Service of the United States Department of Agriculture NRCS, and 

determined according to subrule 65.9(4), unless the person has received a declaratory order 

or a determination from the department of natural resources that the proposed location of 

the structure is not on the one hundred year flood plain, pursuant to subrule 65.7(9). 

 f.  No change. 
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 ITEM 15. Amend subrule 65.9(1) as follows: 

 65.9(1) Construction permit application. Application for a construction permit for a 

confinement feeding operation shall be made on a form provided by the department. The 

application shall include all of the information required in the form and should be 

submitted to the department at least 120 days prior to the date the proposed construction is 

scheduled to begin. At the time the department receives a complete application, the 

department shall make a determination regarding the approval or denial of the permit in 

accordance with subrule 65.10(5). A construction permit application for a confinement 

feeding operation shall be filed as instructed on the form and shall include the following: 

 a.  to e.  No change. 

 f.  Engineering documents. A confinement feeding operation that utilizes an unformed 

manure storage structure, an egg washwater storage structure or a formed manure storage 

structure at an operation that meets the threshold requirements for an engineer as defined in 

567—65.1(459,459B) shall include an engineering report, construction plans and 

specifications. The engineering report, construction plans and specifications must be 

prepared and signed by a licensed professional engineer or by a USDA Natural Resources 

Conservation Service (NRCS) an NRCS qualified staff person, must detail the proposed 

structures, and must include a statement certifying that the manure storage structure 

complies with the requirements of Iowa Code chapter 459. In addition, a qualified soils or 

groundwater professional, licensed professional engineer or NRCS qualified staff shall 

submit a hydrogeologic report on soil corings in the area of the unformed manure storage 

structure or egg washwater storage structure as described in subrules 65.15(6) to 65.15(13). 

 g.  to s.  No change. 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/459.pdf
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 ITEM 16. Amend subrule 65.9(4) as follows: 

 65.9(4)  Alluvial One hundred year flood plain or alluvial soils submittal 

requirements. Prior to beginning construction or expansion of a confinement feeding 

operation, the person planning the construction shall determine whether the proposed 

confinement feeding operation structure will be located in soils classified as alluvial as 

defined in 567—65.1(459,459B) and pursuant to paragraph 65.8(3) “e.” The alluvial soils 

determination shall be obtained by using the AFO Siting Atlas located at the department’s 

official Web site or by consulting a qualified department staff person, a soils professional 

normally engaged in the practice of soil investigation, or NRCS qualified staff. The AFO 

Siting Atlas may be a tool used to assist in the alluvial soil determination. The one hundred 

year flood plain information or the alluvial soils determination shall be submitted to the 

department according to the following: 

 a.  If the proposed location is not in the one hundred year flood plain or alluvial soils, 

the person planning the construction shall submit a printed map from the AFO Siting Atlas 

clearly showing the location of each proposed confinement feeding operation structure or a 

written statement from qualified department staff, a soils professional normally engaged in 

the practice of soil investigation or NRCS qualified staff, with the construction permit 

application documents as required in subrule 65.9(1) or with the construction design 

statement as required in subrule 65.9(3) if a construction permit is not required. 

 b.  If one hundred year flood plain information is not available and the proposed 

location is in alluvial soils, the person planning the construction shall petition the 

department for a declaratory order or a determination according to procedures required in 

subrule 65.7(9). It is recommended that the person planning the construction consult with 
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qualified department staff before petitioning for a declaratory order or a determination. The 

department’s determination indicating that the location is not in the one hundred year flood 

plain and a copy of the department’s flood plain development permit pursuant to 

567—Chapters 70 to 76, if required, must be submitted with the construction permit 

application documents pursuant to subrule 65.9(1). If a construction permit is not required 

pursuant to subrule 65.7(1), the department’s declaratory order indicating that the location 

is not in the one hundred year flood plain and a copy of the department’s flood plain 

development permit pursuant to 567—Chapters 70 to 76, if required, must be submitted 

when a construction design statement is filed pursuant to subrules 65.9(3) and 65.9(6). 

 ITEM 17. Amend subrule 65.9(5), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.9(5)  Karst terrain submittal requirements. Prior to beginning construction of a 

confinement feeding operation, the person planning the construction shall determine 

whether the proposed confinement feeding operation structure will be located in karst 

terrain, as defined in 567—65.1(459,459B). The karst terrain determination shall be 

obtained by using the AFO Siting Atlas located at the department’s official Web site or by 

consulting a qualified department staff person, a soils professional normally engaged in the 

practice of soil investigation or NRCS qualified staff. The AFO Siting Atlas may be a tool 

used to assist in the karst terrain determination. The results of the karst terrain 

determination shall be submitted to the department according to the following: 

 ITEM 18. Amend subrule 65.9(7), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.9(7)  Professional engineer design certification. In lieu of a construction design 

statement prior to beginning construction of a formed manure storage structure, a 

confinement feeding operation, other than a small animal feeding operation, that is below 
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the threshold requirements for an engineer pursuant to 567—65.1(459,459B) may file with 

the department a professional engineer design certification and design plans signed by a 

professional engineer licensed in the state of Iowa or an NRCS qualified staff person. The 

professional engineer design certification shall be site-specific and shall be filed on a form 

provided by the department as follows: 

 ITEM 19. Amend paragraph 65.9(8)“a” as follows: 

 a.  If a manure storage structure stores liquid or semi -liquid manure, the secondary 

containment barrier design shall include engineering drawings prepared and signed by a 

professional engineer licensed in the state of Iowa or an NRCS qualified staff person. For 

purposes of this subrule only, semiliquid manure means manure that contains a percentage 

of dry matter that results in manure too solid for pumping, but too liquid for stacking. 

 ITEM 20. Amend paragraph 65.10(2)“a,” introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 a.  Public notice. The county board of supervisors shall publish a notice that the board 

has received the construction permit application in a newspaper having general circulation 

in the county. The county board shall publish the notice as soon as possible but no later 

than 14 days after receiving the permit application instructions from the department that a 

complete application has been received. The notice shall include all of the following: 

 ITEM 21. Amend subparagraph 65.10(3)“b”(1) as follows: 

 (1) In completing the master matrix, the board shall not score criteria on a selective 

basis. The board must score all criteria which are part of the master matrix according to the 

terms and conditions relating to construction as specified in the application or 

commitments for manure management that are to be incorporated into a manure 

management plan as provided in Iowa Code section 459.312 as amended by 2009 Iowa 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.312.pdf
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Acts, Senate File 432, section 2. 

 ITEM 22. Amend subrule 65.10(5) as follows: 

 65.10(5)  Determination by the department. The department must receive the county 

board of supervisors’ comments or evaluation for approval or disapproval of an application 

for a construction permit not later than 30 days following the applicant’s delivery of the a 

complete application to the department. Regardless of whether the department receives 

comments or an evaluation by a county board of supervisors, the department must render a 

determination or a preliminary determination to approve or disapprove an application for a 

construction permit within 60 days following the applicant’s delivery of an a complete 

application to the department. However, the applicant may deliver a notice requesting a 

continuance. Upon receipt of a notice, the time required for the county or department to act 

upon the application shall be suspended for the period provided in the notice, but for not 

more than 30 days after the department’s receipt of the notice. The applicant may submit 

more than one notice. However, the department may terminate an application if no action is 

required by the department for one year following delivery of the application to the board. 

The department may also provide for a continuance when it considers the application. The 

department shall provide notice to the applicant and the board of the continuance. The time 

required for the department to act upon the application shall be suspended for the period 

provided in the notice, but for not more than 30 days. However, the department shall not 

provide for more than one continuance. If review of the application is delayed because the 

application is incomplete, and the applicant fails to supply requested information within a 

reasonable time prior to the deadline for action on the application, the permit may be 

denied and a new application will be required if the applicant wishes to proceed. 
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The department will approve or disapprove an application as follows: 

 a.  If the county board of supervisors does not submit a construction evaluation 

resolution to the department, fails to submit an adopted recommendation, submits only 

comments, or fails to submit comments, the department shall approve the application if the 

application meets the requirements of this chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 

459, 459A and 459B. The department will disapprove the application if it does not meet 

such requirements. 

 b.  If the board of supervisors for the county in which the confinement feeding 

operation is proposed to be constructed has filed a county construction evaluation 

resolution and submits an adopted recommendation to approve the construction permit 

application, which may be based on a satisfactory rating produced by the master matrix, to 

the department, the department shall preliminarily approve an application for a 

construction permit if the department determines that the application meets the 

requirements of this chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B. 

The department shall preliminarily disapprove an application that does not satisfy the 

requirements of this chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B 

regardless of the adopted recommendation of the board of supervisors. The department 

shall consider any timely filed comments made by the board as provided in this subrule to 

determine if an application meets the requirements of this chapter and Iowa 

Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B. 

 c.  If the board submits to the department an adopted recommendation to disapprove an 

application for a construction permit that is based on a rating produced by the master 

matrix, the department shall first determine if the application meets the requirements of 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf


 

44 

this chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B. The department 

shall preliminarily disapprove an application that does not satisfy the requirements of this 

chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B, regardless of any 

result produced by using the master matrix. If the application meets the requirements of 

this chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B, the department 

shall conduct an independent evaluation of the application using the master matrix. The 

department shall preliminarily approve the application if it achieves a satisfactory rating 

according to the department’s evaluation. The department shall preliminarily disapprove 

the application if it produces an unsatisfactory rating regardless of whether the application 

satisfies the requirements of this chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A 

and 459B. The department shall consider any timely filed comments made by the board as 

provided in this subrule to determine if an application meets the requirements of this 

chapter and Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B. 

 ITEM 23. Amend paragraph 65.10(7)“a” as follows: 

 a.  A county board of supervisors that has submitted an adopted recommendation to the 

department may contest the department’s preliminary decision to approve or disapprove an 

application for permit by filing a written demand for a hearing before the commission. Due 

to the need for expedited scheduling, the county board of supervisors shall, as soon as 

possible but not later than 14 days following receipt of the department’s notice of 

preliminary decision, notify the chief of the department’s water quality bureau by facsimile 

transmission to (515)281-8895 department in writing that the board intends to file a 

demand for hearing. The demand for hearing shall be sent to Director, Department of 

Natural Resources, Henry A. Wallace Building, 502 East Ninth Street, Des Moines, Iowa 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
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50319, the director of the department and must be postmarked no later than 30 days 

following the board’s receipt of the department’s notice of preliminary decision. 

 ITEM 24. Amend paragraph 65.10(8)“a” as follows: 

 a.  Applicant demand for hearing before the commission. Due to the need for 

expedited scheduling, the applicant shall, as soon as possible but not later than 14 days 

following receipt of the department’s notice of preliminary decision, notify the chief of the 

department’s water quality bureau by facsimile transmission to (515)281-8895 department 

in writing that the applicant intends to file a demand for hearing. The demand for hearing 

shall be sent to Director, Department of Natural Resources, Henry A. Wallace Building, 

502 East Ninth Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50319, the director of the department and must be 

postmarked no later than 30 days following the applicant’s receipt of the department’s 

notice of preliminary decision. If the county board of supervisors has filed a demand for 

hearing, the times for facsimile notification and filing a demand for hearing are extended 

an additional 3 business days. It is the responsibility of the applicant to communicate with 

the department to determine if a county demand for hearing has been filed. The demand for 

hearing shall include a statement setting forth all of the applicant’s reasons why the 

application for permit should be approved or disapproved, including legal briefs and all 

supporting documentation, and a further statement indicating whether an oral presentation 

before the commission is requested. 

 ITEM 25. Amend subrule 65.10(10) as follows: 

 65.10(10)  Complaint investigations. Complaints of violations of Iowa 

Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B and this rule, which are received by the 

department or are forwarded to the department by a county, following a county board of 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
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supervisors’ determination that a complainant’s allegation constitutes a violation, shall be 

investigated by the department if it is determined that the complaint is legally sufficient 

and an investigation is justified. 

 a.  No change. 

 b.  A complaint is legally sufficient if it contains adequate information to investigate 

the complaint and if the allegation constitutes a violation, without investigating whether 

the facts supporting the allegation are true or untrue, of rules adopted by the department, 

Iowa Code chapter chapters 455B, 459, 459A and 459B or environmental standards in 

regulations subject to federal law and enforced by the department. 

 c.  to i.  No change. 

 ITEM 26. Amend subrule 65.11(9), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.11(9)  Measurement of separation distances. Except as provided in 

paragraph 65.11(9)“f,” the distance between confinement feeding operation structures and 

locations or objects from which separation is required shall be measured horizontally by 

standard survey methods between the closest point of the location or object (not a property 

line) and the closest point of the confinement feeding operation structure. The department 

may require that a separation distance be measured and certified by a licensed land 

surveyor, a professional engineer licensed in the state of Iowa, or USDA Natural Resources 

Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS qualified staff in cases where the department cannot 

confirm a separation distance. For purposes of this subrule, structure shall not include areas 

that do not house animals or store manure or litter. 

 ITEM 27. Amend subrule 65.12(1) as follows: 

 65.12(1)  Exemptions to separation distance requirements from a residence, business, 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
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church, school and public use area. As specified in Iowa Code section 459.205 as 

amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, House File 735, section 4, the separation distances required 

from residences, businesses, churches, schools and public use areas specified in Iowa 

Code section sections 459.202 and section 459.204B as amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, 

House File 735, section 3, and required in subrules 65.11(1), 65.11(2) and 65.11(7), 

including Tables 6 to 6d at the end of this chapter, shall not apply to the following: 

 a.  No change. 

 b.  A confinement feeding operation structure which is constructed or expanded, if the 

titleholder of the land benefiting from the distance separation requirement executes a 

written waiver with the titleholder of the land where the structure, stockpile or qualified 

stockpile structure is located, under such terms and conditions that the parties 

negotiate. The waiver shall be specific to the construction or expansion project for which it 

is submitted. The waiver may include specific language to include future projects or 

expansions. The written waiver becomes effective only upon the recording of the waiver in 

the office of the recorder of deeds of the county in which the benefited land is located. The 

benefited land is the land upon which is located the residence, business, church, school or 

public use area from which separation is required. The filed waiver shall preclude 

enforcement by the department of the separation distance requirements of Iowa Code 

section 459.202. A copy of the recorded waiver shall be submitted with the construction 

design statement pursuant to subrule 65.9(3) if a construction permit is not required or as 

part of the construction permit application documents pursuant to subrule 65.9(1). 

 c.  and d.  No change. 

 ITEM 28. Amend subrule 65.12(2), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.205.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.202.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.204B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.202.pdf
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 65.12(2)  Exemptions to separation distance requirements from public 

thoroughfares. As specified in Iowa Code section 459.205 as amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, 

House File 735, section 4, the separation required from thoroughfares specified in Iowa 

Code section 459.202 and summarized in Tables 6 to 6d at the end of this chapter shall not 

apply to any of the following: 

 ITEM 29. Amend subrule 65.12(6), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.12(6)  Exemption to separation distance requirements from cemeteries. As 

specified in Iowa Code section 459.205 as amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, House File 735, 

section 4, the separation distance required between a confinement feeding operation 

structure and a cemetery shall not apply if any of the following apply: 

 ITEM 30. Amend subrule 65.12(8) as follows: 

 65.12(8) Exemptions to prohibition on one hundred year flood plain construction and 

separation distance requirements from water sources, major water sources, known 

sinkholes, agricultural drainage wells and designated wetlands—replacement formed 

manure storage structures. As specified in Iowa Code section 459.310, subsection 4, a 

separation distance required in subrules 65.11(3) and 65.11(4) or the prohibition against 

construction of a confinement feeding operation structure on a one hundred year flood 

plain as provided in paragraph 65.8(3)“e” shall not apply to a confinement feeding 

operation that includes a confinement feeding operation structure that was constructed 

prior to March 1, 2003, if any of the following apply: 

 a.  One or more unformed manure storage structures that are part of the confinement 

feeding operation are replaced with one or more formed manure storage structures on or 

after April 28, 2003, and all of the following apply: 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.205.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.202.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.205.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.310.pdf
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 (1) to (4) No change. 

 (5) The replacement formed manure storage structure meets or exceeds the 

requirements of Iowa Code section 459.307 as amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, House File 

735, section 7, and subrule 65.15(14). 

 b.  A replacement formed manure storage structure that is part of the confinement 

feeding operation is constructed on or after April 28, 2003, pursuant to a variance granted 

by the department. In granting the variance, the department shall make a finding of all of 

the following: 

 (1) No change. 

 (2) The replacement formed manure storage structure complies with standards adopted 

pursuant to Iowa Code section 459.307 as amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, House File 735, 

section 7, and subrule 65.15(14). 

 (3) No change. 

 ITEM 31. Amend paragraph 65.15(1)“b” as follows: 

 b.  Drainage tile lines discovered within the projected site of an unformed manure 

storage structure and within 50 feet of the projected structure’s liquid surface at the high 

water level shall be removed and rerouted to at least 50 feet beyond the projected 

structure’s liquid surface at the high water level. Drainage tile lines installed at the time of 

construction to lower a groundwater table may remain where located, provided that the tile 

lines are outside of the proposed berm. A device to allow monitoring of the water in the 

drainage tile lines installed to lower the groundwater table and a device to allow shutoff of 

the drainage tile lines shall be installed if the drainage tile lines do not have a surface outlet 

accessible on the property where the unformed manure storage structure is located. All 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.307.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.307.pdf
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other drainage tile lines discovered shall be rerouted, capped, or plugged with concrete, 

Portland cement concrete grout or similar materials. 

 ITEM 32. Amend subrule 65.15(2), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.15(2)  Drainage tile removal around an existing manure storage structure. The 

owner of an aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon or earthen manure storage basin or earthen 

waste slurry storage basin, other than an egg washwater storage structure, that is part of a 

confinement feeding operation with a construction permit granted before March 20, 1996, 

but after December 31, 1992, shall inspect by March 20, 1997, for drainage tile lines as 

provided in this subrule, and all applicable records of known drainage tiles shall be 

examined. The owner of an aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon, earthen manure storage 

basin or earthen waste slurry storage basin, other than an egg washwater storage structure, 

that is part of a confinement feeding operation with a construction permit granted before 

January 1, 1993, but after May 31, 1985, shall have an inspection conducted by July 1, 

2000, inspect for drainage tiles as provided in this subrule, and all applicable records of 

known drainage tiles shall be examined. Drainage tile lines shall not be installed within the 

separation distance provided in paragraph 65.15(1)“b” once the basin has been 

constructed. 

 ITEM 33. Amend paragraph 65.15(7)“b” as follows: 

 b.  Permanent artificial lowering of groundwater table. 

 (1) Unformed structures. The groundwater table around an unformed manure storage 

structure or earthen egg washwater storage structure may be artificially lowered to levels 

required in paragraph 65.15(7)“a” by using a gravity flow tile drainage system or other 

permanent nonmechanical system for artificial lowering of the groundwater table. Detailed 
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engineering and soil drainage information shall be provided with a construction permit 

application for an unformed manure storage structure or earthen egg washwater storage 

structure to confirm the adequacy of the proposed permanent system to provide the 

required drainage without materially increasing the seepage potential of the site if a 

drainage system for artificially lowering the groundwater table will be installed. Drainage 

tiles shall not be located closer than 6 feet horizontally from the structure’s liquid surface at 

maximum operating depth. (See 65.15(1)“b” for monitoring and shutoff requirements for 

drainage tile lines installed to lower the groundwater table.) The level to which the 

groundwater table will be lowered will be considered to represent the seasonal high-water 

table. If a drainage tile around the perimeter of the basin is installed a minimum of two feet 

below the top of the basin liner to artificially lower the seasonal high-water table, the top of 

the basin’s liner may be a maximum of four feet below the seasonal high-water table which 

existed prior to installation of the perimeter tile system. Drainage tile lines shall be 

installed between the outside of the proposed toe of the berm and within 25 feet of the 

outside of the toe of the berm. Drainage tile lines shall be placed in a vertical trench and 

encased in granular material which extends upward to the level of the seasonal high-water 

table which existed prior to installation of the perimeter tile system. A device to allow 

monitoring of the water in the drainage tile lines installed to lower the groundwater table 

and a device to allow shutoff of the drainage tile lines shall be installed if the drainage tile 

lines do not have a surface outlet accessible on the property where the unformed manure 

storage structure is located. 

 (2) Formed structures. For a formed manure storage structure or a formed egg 

washwater storage structure, partially or completely constructed below the normal soil 
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surface, a tile drainage system or other permanent system for artificial lowering of 

groundwater levels shall be installed around the structure if the groundwater table is above 

the bottom of the structure. (See 65.15(1)“b” 65.15(7)“b”(1) for monitoring and shutoff 

requirements for drainage tile lines installed to lower the groundwater table.) 

 ITEM 34. Amend paragraph 65.15(7)“c” as follows: 

 c.  Determination of groundwater table. For purposes of this rule, groundwater table is 

the seasonal high water table determined by a licensed professional engineer, a 

groundwater professional certified pursuant to 567—Chapter 134, or qualified staff from 

the department or Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS. If a 

construction permit is required, the department must approve the groundwater table 

determination. 

 (1) Current groundwater levels shall be measured using at least one of the following for 

either formed or unformed structures: 

 1. Temporary monitoring wells. Each of the three A minimum of three temporary 

monitoring wells shall be developed according to 567—subrule 110.11(8) installed. The 

top of the well screen shall be within 5 feet of the ground surface. Each well shall be 

extended to at least 2 feet below the bottom of the liner of an unformed manure storage 

structure, or to at least 2 feet below the footings of a formed manure storage structure. 

 ● Unformed structures. For an unformed manure storage structure, each monitoring 

well may be installed in the existing boreholes resulting from the corings required in 

subrule 65.15(6). 

 ● Formed structures. For a formed manure storage structure, at least three temporary 

monitoring wells shall be installed as close as possible to three corners of the structure, 
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with one of the wells close to the corner of deepest excavation. If the formed structure is 

circular, the three monitoring wells shall be equally spaced and one well shall be placed at 

the point of deepest excavation. 

 2. Test pits. The department may allow use of test pits in lieu of temporary monitoring 

wells if seasonal variation in climatic patterns, soil and geologic conditions prevent 

accurate determination of the seasonal high water table or prior to the construction of an 

unformed manure storage structure liner to ensure that the required separation distance to 

the groundwater table is being met. The bottom of each test pit shall be at least 2 feet below 

the floor of the manure storage structure or egg washwater storage structure. Each pit shall 

be allowed to remain open and unaltered for a minimum of seven days for viewing by the 

department or NRCS qualified staff for the determination of soil characteristics and related 

groundwater influence. Adequate protection (temporary berms and covers) shall be 

provided to prevent surface runoff from entering the test pits. One test pit shall be located 

in each corner and one in the center of the proposed manure control structure, unless 

otherwise specified by the department. Test pits shall be backfilled and compacted to 

achieve the seepage loss as outlined in subrule 65.15(11). A description of the materials 

present in the test pit shall be documented by all of the following: 

 ● Digital photos; 

 ● Description of soils including mottling; 

 ● Construction specifications; and 

 ● Weather conditions both prior to and during the period in which test pits are open. 

 (2) No change. 

 ITEM 35. Amend subrule 65.15(11) as follows: 
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 65.15(11) Seals for unformed manure storage structures and unformed egg washwater 

storage structures. An unformed manure storage structure or egg washwater storage 

structure shall be sealed such that seepage loss through the seal is as low as practically 

possible. The percolation rate shall not exceed 1/16 inch per day at the design depth of the 

structure. Following construction of the structure, the results of a testing program which 

indicates the adequacy of the seal shall be provided to this department in writing prior to 

start-up of a permitted operation. 

 ITEM 36. Amend subrule 65.15(14), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.15(14)  Concrete standards. A formed manure storage structure which is 

constructed of concrete on or after March 24, 2004, that is part of a confinement feeding 

operation other than a small animal feeding operation shall meet the following minimum 

standards. For the purpose of this subrule, a “PE” is a professional engineer licensed in the 

state of Iowa and an “NRCS engineer” is an engineer working for the USDA Natural 

Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS. (CAVEAT: These standards are not 

intended to address other site-related engineering and construction considerations beyond 

the department’s jurisdiction.) 

 ITEM 37. Amend paragraph 65.15(14)“a”(2)“11” as follows: 

11. All walls shall be formed with rigid forming systems and shall not be 

earth-formed. Form ties shall be nonremovable to provide a liquid-tight structure. No 

conduits or pipes shall be installed through an outside wall below the maximum liquid 

level of the structure. 

 ITEM 38. Amend paragraph 65.15(14)“a”(2)“14”as follows: 

14. Backfilling of the walls shall not start until the floor slats or permanent 
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bracing have has been installed and grouted. Backfilling shall be performed with material 

free of vegetation, large rocks or debris. 

 ITEM 39. Amend subparagraphs 65.15(14)“c”(1), (2) and (5) as follows: 

 (1) In an area that exhibits karst terrain or an area that drains into a known sinkhole, a 

PE, NRCS qualified staff or a qualified organization shall submit a soil exploration study 

based on the results from soil borings or test pits to determine the vertical separation 

between the bottom of the formed structure and limestone, dolomite, or other soluble rock. 

A minimum of two soil borings or two test pits, equally spaced within each formed 

structure , or two test pits located within 5 feet of the outside of the formed structure are 

required. After soil exploration is completed, each soil boring and test pit shall be properly 

plugged with concrete grout, bentonite, or similar materials. 

 (2) A minimum 5-foot layer of low permeability soil (1 × 10–6 cm/sec) or rock between 

the bottom of a formed manure storage structure and limestone, dolomite, or other soluble 

rock is required if the formed manure storage structure is not designed by a PE or NRCS 

qualified staff. 

 (5) Backfilling shall not start until the floor slats have been placed or permanent 

bracing has been installed and grouted, and shall be performed with material free of 

vegetation, large rocks, or debris. 

 ITEM 40. Amend paragraph 65.15(17)“a” as follows: 

 a.  A secondary containment barrier shall consist of a structure surrounding or 

downslope of a manure storage structure and shall be designed according to either of the 

following: 

 (1) If the manure storage structure is used to store liquid or semiliquid manure, the 
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secondary containment barrier shall be designed to contain 120 percent of the volume of 

manure stored above the manure storage structure’s final grade or 50 percent of the volume 

of manure stored belowground or partially belowground, whichever is greater. Engineering 

drawings prepared by a professional engineer licensed in Iowa or NRCS qualified staff 

must be submitted according to procedures set forth in subrule 65.9(8) and must show 

compliance with 65.15(17) “a” to “d” or “e.” If the containment barrier does not surround 

the manure storage structure, upland drainage must be diverted. For purposes of this 

subrule only, semiliquid manure means manure that contains a percentage of dry matter 

that results in manure too solid for pumping, but too liquid for stacking. 

 (2) If the manure storage structure is used for the storage of only dry manure, the 

secondary containment barrier shall be designed to contain at least 10 percent of the 

volume of manure stored. Detailed drawings prepared by the owner or a representative 

must be submitted according to procedures set forth in subrule 65.9(8) and must show 

compliance with 65.15(17) “a” to “d”“c” or “e.” If the containment barrier does not 

surround the manure storage structure, upland drainage must be diverted. Any dry manure 

retained by the secondary containment barrier shall be removed and properly disposed of 

within 14 days. 

 ITEM 41. Adopt the following new paragraph 65.15(17)“f”: 

 f.  In lieu of the construction of the secondary containment barrier, the manure control 

structure can be designed to retain the manure and direct the manure back into the storage 

structure. 

 ITEM 42. Amend subrule 65.16(1) as follows: 

 65.16(1) In accordance with Iowa Code section 459.312 as amended by 2009 Iowa 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.312.pdf
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Acts, Senate File 432, section 2, the following persons are required to submit manure 

management plans to the department, including an original manure management plan and 

an updated manure management plan, as required by this rule: 

 a.  to e.  No change. 

 f.  An animal feeding operation otherwise required to submit an updated manure 

management plan and pay an annual compliance fee may make an election to be 

considered a small animal feeding operation for purposes of filing updated manure 

management plans and annual compliance fees if the confinement feeding operation 

maintains an animal unit capacity of 500 or fewer animal units. The election shall 

automatically terminate when more than 500 animal units are housed at the confinement 

feeding operation at any one time. If the confinement feeding operation exceeds more than 

500 animal units, a manure management plan shall be submitted. 

 ITEM 43. Amend rule 567—65.17(459,459B), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

567—65.17(459,459B) Manure management plan content requirements. All manure 

management plans are to be submitted on forms or electronically as prescribed by the 

department. The plans shall include all of the information specified in Iowa Code section 

459.312 as amended by 2009 Iowa Acts, Senate File 432, section 2, and as described 

below. 

 ITEM 44. Rescind paragraph 65.17(4)“c”. 

 ITEM 45. Amend subparagraph 65.17(6)“a”(1) as follows: 

 (1) Soil survey interpretation record. The plan shall include a map showing soil map 

units for the fields where manure will be applied. The optimum crop yield for each field 

shall be determined by using the weighted average of the soil interpretation record yields 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.312.pdf
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for the soils on the cropland where the manure is to be applied. Soil interpretation records 

from the Natural Resources Conservation Service NRCS shall be used to determine yields 

based on soil map units. 

 ITEM 46. Amend subrule 65.17(13), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.17(13) Record keeping. Records shall be maintained by the owner of a confinement 

feeding operation who is required to submit a manure management plan. This recorded 

information shall be maintained for three years following the year of application or for the 

length of the crop rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be maintained for five years 

following the year of application or for the length of the crop rotation, whichever is greater. 

Records shall be maintained at the site of the confinement feeding operation or at a 

residence or office of the owner or operator of the facility within 30 miles of the site. 

Records to demonstrate compliance with the manure management plan shall include the 

following: 

 ITEM 47. Amend subrule 65.17(16), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.17(16) Soil sampling requirements for fields where the phosphorus index must be 

used. Soil samples shall be obtained from each field in the manure management plan at 

least once every four years, and the soil samples shall be four years old or less. Each soil 

sample shall be analyzed for phosphorus and pH. The soil sampling protocol shall meet all 

of the following requirements: 

 ITEM 48. Amend subrule 65.17(17), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.17(17)  Use of the phosphorus index. Manure application rates shall be determined in 

conjunction with the use of the Iowa Phosphorus Index as specified by the USDA Natural 

Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS Iowa Technical Note No. 25. 
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 ITEM 49. Amend paragraphs 65.17(17)“b”  and “e” as follows: 

 b.  When sheet and rill erosion is calculated for the phosphorus index, the soil type used for 

the calculation shall be the most erosive soil map unit that is at least 10 percent of the total 

field area. Effective September 15, 2010, in In all original and complete manure 

management plans submitted to the department for approval, the dominant critical soil map 

unit consistent with NRCS conservation planning guidelines shall be used to calculate 

sheet and rill erosion for the phosphorus index. (See NRCS Technical Note No. 29). 

 e.  For an original manure management plan, previous soil sampling data that does not 

meet the requirements of subrule 65.17(16) may be used in the phosphorus index if the data 

is four years old or less. In the case of fields for which soil sampling data is used that does 

not meet the requirements of subrule 65.17(16), the fields must be soil-sampled according 

to the requirements of subrule 65.17(16) no more than one year after the original manure 

management plan is approved and a new manure management plan shall be submitted with 

the results of the new samples. 

 ITEM 50. Rescind and reserve subrule 65.17(20). 

 ITEM 51. Amend paragraph 65.19(4)“a” as follows: 

 a.  Certification term. Certification for a commercial manure service and commercial 

manure service representative shall be for a period of one year and shall expire on March 1 

of each year. Certification for a confinement site manure applicator shall be for a period of 

three years and shall expire on December 31 of the third year. After June 30, 2001, the The 

expiration dates of confinement site manure applicator certifications that currently expire 

on a date other than December 31 are automatically extended to December 31 of the year 

the certification expires. 
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 ITEM 52. Amend rule 567—65.21(459,459B) as follows: 

567—65.21(459,459B) Transfer of legal responsibilities or title. If title or legal 

responsibility for a permitted confinement feeding operation and its confinement feeding 

operation structure is transferred, the person to whom title or legal responsibility is 

transferred shall be subject to all terms and conditions of the construction permit and these 

rules. The person to whom the construction permit was issued and the person to whom title 

or legal responsibility is transferred shall notify the department of the transfer of legal 

responsibility or title of the operation within 30 days of the transfer. Within 30 days of 

receiving a written request from the department, the person to whom legal responsibility is 

transferred shall submit to the department all information needed to modify 

the construction permit to reflect the transfer of legal responsibility. A person who has been 

classified as a habitual violator under Iowa Code section 459.604 shall not acquire legal 

responsibility or a controlling interest to any additional permitted confinement feeding 

operations for the period that the person is classified as a habitual violator. A person who 

has an interest in a confinement feeding operation that is the subject of a pending 

enforcement action shall not acquire legal responsibility or an interest to any additional 

permitted confinement feeding operations for the period that the enforcement action is 

pending. 

 ITEM 53. Rescind rule 567—65.100(455B,459,459A) and adopt the following new rule 

in lieu thereof: 

567—65.100(459A) Definitions and incorporation by reference. In addition to the 

definitions in Iowa Code sections 455B.101, 455B.171 and 459A.102, the following 

definitions shall apply to Division II of this chapter: 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/459.604.pdf
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 65.100(1) Definitions. 

“Abandoned” means an open feedlot operation structure that has been razed, removed 

from the site of an open feedlot operation, filled in with earth, or converted to uses other 

than an open feedlot operation structure so that it cannot be used as an open feedlot 

operation structure without significant reconstruction. 

“Adjacent.” Two or more open feedlot operations are defined as adjacent if both of the 

following occur: 

 1. At least one open feedlot operation structure is constructed on or after July 17, 

2002. 

 2. An open feedlot operation structure which is part of one open feedlot operation is 

separated by less than 1,250 feet from an open feedlot operation structure which is part of 

the other open feedlot operation. 

“Alternative technology settled open feedlot effluent control system” or “AT 

system” means use of an open feedlot effluent control technology other than a 

conventional runoff containment system to control and dispose of settled open feedlot 

effluent. The department may allow an open feedlot operation covered by the NPDES 

permit application requirements of 567—65.102(459A) or 567—65.103(455B,459A) to 

use an AT system, provided the open feedlot operation satisfactorily demonstrates the AT 

system will provide an equivalent level of performance to that achieved by a runoff 

containment system that is designed and operated as required by statute, 567—subrule 

62.4(12) and Division II of this chapter. Demonstration of equivalent performance must 

include submitting results of computer modeling which compares the predicted 

performance of the proposed system with that of a conventional runoff containment system 
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over the same period. The specific requirements which must be met for an open feedlot 

operation to qualify for use of an AT system and the information which must be submitted 

to the department are outlined in rule 567—65.110(459A). 

Design requirements have been established for two types of AT systems. These are a 

vegetative infiltration basin (VIB) followed by a vegetative treatment area (VTA) and a 

stand-alone vegetative treatment area (VTA). If other AT systems are developed that meet 

the equivalent performance standard established under EPA’s CAFO rules, the department 

will consider their acceptance on a case-by-case basis. 

“Animal” means cattle, swine, horses, sheep, chickens, turkeys, goats, fish, or ducks. 

“Animal capacity” means the maximum number of animals which the owner or 

operator will confine in an open feedlot operation at any one time. 

“Animal feeding operation” or “AFO” means a lot, yard, corral, building, or other area 

in which animals are confined and fed and maintained for 45 days or more in any 12-month 

period, and all structures used for the storage of manure from animals in the operation. 

Except as required for an NPDES permit required pursuant to the Act, an animal feeding 

operation does not include a livestock market. 

“Animal unit” means a unit of measurement based upon the product of multiplying the 

number of animals of each category by a special equivalency factor, as follows: 

 

1. Slaughter and feeder cattle .......................  1.000 

2. Immature dairy cattle ...............................  1.000 

3. Mature dairy cattle ...................................  1.400 



 

63 

4. Butcher or breeding swine weighing more than 55 pounds  0.400 

5. Swine weighing 15 pounds or more but not more than 55 pounds  0.100 

6. Sheep or lambs .........................................  0.100 

7. Horses .......................................................  2.000 

8. Turkeys weighing 7 pounds or more ........  0.018 

9. Turkeys weighing less than 7 pounds ......  0.008 

10. Broiler or layer chickens weighing 3 pounds or more  0.010 

11. Broiler or layer chickens weighing less than 3 pounds  0.002 

12. Goats .......................................................  0.100 

13. Ducks ......................................................  0.040 

14. Fish .........................................................  0.001 

“Animal unit capacity” means a measurement used to determine the maximum number 

of animal units that may be maintained as part of an open feedlot operation. Only for 

purposes of determining whether an open feedlot operation must obtain an NPDES permit, 

the animal unit capacity of the animal feeding operation shall include the animal unit 

capacities of both the open feedlot operation and the confinement feeding operation if all of 

the following occur: 

 1. The animals in the open feedlot operation and the confinement feeding operation 

are all in the same category of animals as used in the definitions of “large CAFO” and 

“medium CAFO” in 40 CFR Part 122. 
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 2. The closest open feedlot operation structure is separated by less than 1,250 feet 

from the closest confinement feeding operation structure. 

 3. The open feedlot operation and the confinement feeding operation are under 

common ownership or management. 

“Common management” means significant control by an individual of the 

management of the day-to-day operations of each of two or more open feedlot operations. 

“Common management” does not include control over a contract livestock facility by a 

contractor as defined in Iowa Code section 202.1. 

“Common ownership” means to hold an interest in each of two or more open feedlot 

operations as any of the following: 

 1. A sole proprietor. 

 2. A joint tenant or tenant in common. 

 3. A holder of a majority equity interest in a business association as defined in Iowa 

Code section 202B.102, including as a shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, or other 

equity interest holder. 

An interest in an open feedlot operation under “2” or “3” above is a common ownership 

interest when it is held directly or indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. 

“Concentrated animal feeding operation” or “CAFO” means an AFO that is defined 

as a large CAFO, a medium CAFO, or a designated CAFO. 

“Deep well” means a well located and constructed in such a manner that there is a 

continuous layer of low permeability soil or rock at least 5 feet thick located at least 25 feet 

below the normal ground surface and above the aquifer from which water is to be drawn. 

“Designated area” means a known sinkhole, or a cistern, abandoned well, unplugged 
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agricultural drainage well, agricultural drainage well surface tile inlet, drinking water well, 

designated wetland, lake, or water source. A designated area does not include a terrace tile 

inlet or surface tile inlet other than an agricultural drainage well surface tile inlet. 

“Designated CAFO” means an AFO that has been designated as a CAFO pursuant to 

rule 567–65.103(455B,459A). 

“Discontinued open feedlot operation” means an open feedlot operation in which the 

open feedlot operation structures have been abandoned or the use of the open feedlot 

operation structures has been discontinued as evidenced by the removal of all animals, and 

the owner or operator has no immediate plans to repopulate the structures. 

“Feed storage runoff basin” means a covered or uncovered impoundment with the 

primary function to collect and store runoff from a feed storage area. 

“Formed settled open feedlot effluent basin” means a settled open feedlot effluent 

basin which has walls and a floor constructed of concrete, concrete block, wood, steel, or 

similar materials. Similar materials may include, but are not limited to, plastic, rubber, 

fiberglass, or other synthetic materials. Materials used in a formed settled open feedlot 

effluent basin shall have the structural integrity to withstand expected internal and external 

load pressures. 

“Karst terrain” means land having karst formations that exhibit surface and 

subterranean features of a type produced by the dissolution of limestone, dolomite, or other 

soluble rock and characterized by closed depressions, sinkholes, losing streams, or caves. 

If a 25-foot vertical separation distance can be maintained between the bottom of an open 

feedlot operation structure and limestone, dolomite, or other soluble rock, then the 

structure is not considered to be in karst terrain. 
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“Livestock market” means any place where animals are assembled from two or more 

sources for public auction, private sale, or on a commission basis, which is under state or 

federal supervision, including a livestock sale barn or auction market, if such animals are 

kept for ten days or less. 

“Manure” means animal excreta or other commonly associated wastes of animals 

including, but not limited to, bedding, compost, litter, feed losses, raw materials or other 

materials commingled with manure or set aside for disposal. 

“NPDES permit” means a written permit of the department pursuant to the National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program, to authorize and regulate the 

operation of a CAFO. 

“Nutrient management plan” or “NMP” means a plan which provides for the 

management of manure, process wastewater, settled open feedlot effluent, settleable solids, 

open feedlot effluent, animal truck wash effluent, including the application of effluent, as 

provided in 567—65.112(459A). 

“Open feedlot” means a lot, yard, corral, building, or other area used to house animals 

in conjunction with an open feedlot operation. 

“Open feedlot effluent” means a combination of manure, precipitation-induced runoff, 

or other runoff from an open feedlot before its settleable solids have been removed. If an 

open feedlot operation structure or animal truck wash effluent structure contains effluent 

from both an open feedlot operation and an animal truck wash facility, the animal truck 

wash effluent shall be deemed to be open feedlot effluent. 

“Open feedlot effluent basin” means an open feedlot basin which does not settle solids 

before the effluent goes to the basin. 
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“Open feedlot operation” means an unroofed or partially roofed animal feeding 

operation if crop, vegetation, or forage growth or residue is not maintained as part of the 

animal feeding operation during the period that animals are confined in the animal feeding 

operation. “Open feedlot operation” includes a “partially roofed animal feeding operation” 

as defined in this rule. 

Iowa Code section 459A.103 provides that two or more open feedlot operations under 

common ownership or management are deemed to be a single open feedlot operation if 

they are adjacent or utilize a common area or system for open feedlot effluent disposal. To 

determine if two or more open feedlot operations are deemed to be one open feedlot 

operation, the first test is whether the open feedlot operations are under common 

ownership or management. If they are not under common ownership or management, they 

are not one open feedlot operation. The second test is whether the two open feedlot 

operations are adjacent or utilize a common area or system for open feedlot effluent 

disposal. If the two operations are not adjacent and do not use a common area or system for 

open feedlot effluent disposal, they are not one open feedlot operation. 

“Open feedlot operation structure” means an open feedlot, a settled open feedlot 

effluent basin, a solids settling facility, or an AT system. “Open feedlot operation 

structure” does not include a manure storage structure as defined in Iowa Code section 

459.102. 

“Owner” means the person who has title to the property where the animal feeding 

operation or the animal truck wash facility is located or the person who has title to the 

animal feeding operation structures or the animal truck wash effluent structure which is 

part of an animal truck wash facility. “Owner” does not include a person who has a lease to 
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use the land where the animal feeding operation or the animal truck wash facility is located 

or to use the animal feeding operation structures or the animal truck wash effluent structure 

which is part of an animal truck wash facility. 

“Partially roofed animal feeding operation” means an animal feeding operation in 

which the animals have unrestricted access from any attached roofed structure and the 

square footage of the unroofed area is at least 10 percent of the square footage of any 

attached roofed area. 

“Permanent vegetation cover” means land which is maintained in perennial vegetation 

cover consisting of grasses, legumes, or both, and includes, but is not limited to, pastures, 

grasslands or forages. 

“Process wastewater” means water directly or indirectly used in the operation of the 

AFO for any or all of the following: spillage or overflow from animal or poultry watering 

systems; washing, cleaning, or flushing of pens, barns, manure pits, or other AFO 

facilities; direct contact swimming, washing, or spray cooling of animals; or dust control. 

Process wastewater also includes any water which comes into contact with any raw 

materials, products, or byproducts, including manure, litter, feed, milk, eggs or bedding. 

“Production area” means that part of an AFO that includes the area in which animals 

are confined, the manure storage area, the raw materials storage area, egg washing and egg 

processing facilities, and the waste containment areas. The area in which animals are 

confined includes, but is not limited to, open lots, housed lots, feedlots, stall barns, free 

stall barns, milk rooms, milking centers, cow yards, barnyards, medication pens, walkers, 

animal walkways, confinement houses, and stables. The manure storage area includes, but 

is not limited to, lagoons, solids settling facilities, settled open feedlot effluent basins, 
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storage sheds, stockpiles, under house or pit storages, liquid impoundments, static piles, 

and composting piles. The raw materials storage area includes, but is not limited to, feed 

silos, silage bunkers, and bedding materials. The waste containment area includes, but is 

not limited to, settling basins and areas within berms and diversions which separate 

uncontaminated storm water. Also included in the definition of production area is any area 

used in the storage, handling, treatment, or disposal of mortalities. 

“Professional engineer” means a person engaged in the practice of engineering as 

defined in Iowa Code section 542B.2 who is issued a certificate of licensure as a 

professional engineer pursuant to Iowa Code section 542B.17. 

“Release” means an actual, imminent or probable discharge of process wastewater, 

manure, open feedlot effluent, settled open feedlot effluent, or settleable solids from an 

open feedlot operation structure to surface water, groundwater, or an actual, imminent or 

probable discharge directly to a drainage tile line or intake resulting from storing, handling, 

transporting or land-applying process wastewater, manure, open feedlot effluent, settled 

open feedlot effluent or settleable solids. 

“Settleable solids,” “scraped solids,” or “solids” means that portion of the effluent 

that meets all the following requirements: 

 1. The solids do not flow perceptibly under pressure. 

 2. The solids are not capable of being transported through a mechanical pumping 

device designed to move a liquid. 

 3. The constituent molecules of the solids do not flow freely among themselves but do 

show the tendency to separate under stress. 

“Settled open feedlot effluent” means a combination of manure, precipitation-induced 
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runoff, or other runoff originating from an open feedlot after its settleable solids have been 

removed. 

“Settled open feedlot effluent basin” or “runoff control basin” means a covered or 

uncovered impoundment which is part of an open feedlot operation, if the primary function 

of the impoundment is to collect and store settled open feedlot effluent. An animal truck 

wash facility may be part of an open feedlot operation. An animal truck wash effluent 

structure may be the same as a settled open feedlot effluent basin that is part of the open 

feedlot operation, so long as the primary function of such impoundment is to collect and 

store effluent from both the animal truck wash facility and the open feedlot operation. 

“Shallow well” means a well located and constructed in such a manner that there is not 

a continuous layer of low permeability soil or rock (or equivalent retarding mechanism 

acceptable to the department) at least 5 feet thick, the top of which is located at least 25 feet 

below the normal ground surface and above the aquifer from which water is to be drawn. 

“Solids settling facility” means a basin, terrace, diversion, or other structure or solids 

removal method which is part of an open feedlot operation and which is designed and 

operated to remove settleable solids from open feedlot effluent. A “solids settling facility” 

does not include a basin, terrace, diversion, or other structure or solids removal method 

which retains the liquid portion of open feedlot effluent for more than seven consecutive 

days following a precipitation event. 

“Stockpile” means any accumulation of manure, scraped solids, settleable solids or 

combination of manure and solids located outside of the open feedlot or animal truck wash 

facility or outside of an area that drains to an open feedlot or animal truck wash facility, 

where the scraped manure or solids are stored for less than six months. 
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“Unformed settled open feedlot effluent basin” means a settled open feedlot effluent 

basin, other than a formed settled open feedlot effluent basin. 

“Vegetative infiltration basin” or “VIB” means an open feedlot operation structure in 

which settled open feedlot effluent is discharged into a relatively flat basin area which is 

bermed to prevent entry or discharge of surface water flows and is planted to permanent 

vegetation. An extensive tile system installed at a depth of three to five feet is used to 

collect infiltrated settled open feedlot effluent from the VIB and discharge it into a VTA for 

further treatment. As opposed to wetlands, which are designed to maintain a permanent 

water level, a VIB is designed to maximize water infiltration into the soil and thus normally 

will have standing water for only short periods of time. Removal of settleable solids is 

required prior to discharge of open feedlot effluent into the VIB. Soil suitability is essential 

to ensure adequate filtration and treatment of pollutants. Periodic harvesting of vegetation 

is required. 

“Vegetative treatment area” or “VTA” means an open feedlot operation structure in 

which settled open feedlot effluent is discharged into areas which are level in one 

dimension and have a slight slope (less than 5 percent) in the other dimension and are 

planted to relatively dense permanent vegetation. Settled open feedlot effluent must be 

discharged evenly across the top width of the VTA and allowed to slowly flow downslope 

through the VTA. Level spreaders or other practices may be required to maintain even flow 

throughout the length of the VTA. Management to maintain a dense vegetation cover is 

required, as is periodic harvesting of vegetation. 

“Water of the state” means any stream, lake, pond, marsh, watercourse, waterway, 

well, spring, reservoir, aquifer, irrigation system, drainage system, and any other body or 
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accumulation of water, surface or underground, natural or artificial, public or private, 

which are contained within, flow through or border upon the state or any portion thereof. 

“Water well” means an excavation that is drilled, cored, bored, augered, washed, 

driven, dug, jetted, or otherwise constructed for the purpose of exploring for groundwater, 

monitoring groundwater, utilizing the geothermal properties of the ground, or extracting 

water from or injecting water into the aquifer. “Water well” does not include an open ditch 

or drain tiles or an excavation made for obtaining or prospecting for oil, natural gas, 

minerals, or products mined or quarried. 

“Waters of the United States” means the same as defined in 40 CFR 122.2. 

 65.100(2) Incorporation by reference. The text of the following incorporated materials 

is not included in Division II of this chapter. The materials listed below are hereby made a 

part of Division II of this chapter. For material subject to change, only the specific version 

specified in this subrule is incorporated. Any amendment or revision to a reference 

document is not incorporated until this subrule has been amended to specify the new 

version. 

 a.  “Act” means the federal Water Pollution Control Act as amended through January 

1, 2015, 33 U.S.C. Chapter 26; 

 b.  “AFO Siting Atlas” means a tool to assist in determining potential building sites 

that meet regulatory requirements. The AFO Siting Atlas is located on the department’s 

Web site; 

 c.  “CFR” or “Code of Federal Regulations” means the federal administrative rules 

adopted by the United States in effect as of January 1, 2015; 

 d.  Designated Wetlands in Iowa – effective date August 23, 2006, located on the 
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department’s Web site; and 

 e.  Spill line telephone number is (515)725-8694. 

 ITEM 54. Amend rule 567—65.101(459A), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

567—65.101(459A) Minimum open feedlot effluent control requirements and 

reporting of releases. An open feedlot operation shall provide for the management of 

manure, process wastewater, settled open feedlot effluent, settleable solids, scraped solids, 

and open feedlot effluent by using an open feedlot control method as provided in subrules 

65.101(1) to 65.101(8). A release shall be reported to the department as provided in subrule 

65.101(9). 

 ITEM 55. Amend subrules 65.101(2) and 65.101(3) as follows: 

 65.101(2) This subrule shall apply to an open feedlot operation which has obtained an 

NPDES permit pursuant to 567—65.102(455B,459A) or 567—65.103(455B,459A). 

 a.  An open feedlot operation may discharge manure, process wastewater, settled open 

feedlot effluent, settleable solids, or open feedlot effluent into any waters of the United 

States due to a precipitation event, if any of the following apply: 

(1) For an the open feedlot operation that houses cattle, other than veal calves, the 

operation is designed, constructed, operated, and maintained to comply with the 

requirements of 567—subrule 62.4(12) and not to discharge manure, process wastewater, 

settled open feedlot effluent, settleable solids, or open feedlot effluent resulting from 

precipitation events less than or equal to the 25-year, 24-hour precipitation event into any 

waters of the United States 40 CFR Part 412. 

 (2) For an open feedlot operation that houses veal calves, swine, chickens, or turkeys, 

the operation is designed, constructed, operated, and maintained not to discharge manure, 
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process wastewater, settled open feedlot effluent, settleable solids, or open feedlot effluent 

resulting from precipitation events less than or equal to the 100-year, 24-hour precipitation 

event into any waters of the United States. 

 b.  No change. 

 65.101(3) An open feedlot operation which has an animal unit capacity of 1,000 animal 

units or more, or an open feedlot operation which is a large CAFO, or a medium CAFO, as 

defined in rule 567—65.100(455B,459,459A) or a designated CAFO, pursuant to rule 

567—65.103(455B,459A) shall not discharge manure, process wastewater, settled open 

feedlot effluent, settleable solids or open feedlot effluent from an open feedlot operation 

structure or production area into any waters of the United States, unless the discharge is 

pursuant to an NPDES permit. The control of manure, process wastewater, settled open 

feedlot effluent, settleable solids or open feedlot effluent originating from the open feedlot 

operation may be accomplished by the use of a solids settling facility, settled open feedlot 

effluent basin, AT system, or any other open feedlot effluent control structure or practice 

approved by the department. The department may require the diversion of surface drainage 

prior to contact with an open feedlot operation structure. Settleable solids shall be settled 

from open feedlot effluent before the effluent enters a settled open feedlot effluent basin or 

AT system. 

 ITEM 56. Amend subrules 65.101(6), 65.101(8) and 65.101(9) as follows: 

 65.101(6) Land application. 

 a.  and b.  No change. 

 c.  CAFOs. 

 (1) No change. 
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 (2) Setback requirements for open feedlot operations with NPDES permits. For open 

feedlot operations with NPDES permits, the following is adopted by reference: 40 CFR 

412.4(a), (b) and (c)(5) as amended through July 30, 2012. 

 65.101(8) Stockpiling of scraped manure solids and settleable solids. Stockpiles 

of manure solids scraped from open feedlot operations and stockpiles of settleable solids 

shall comply with the following requirements. 

 a.  to e.  No change. 

 65.101(9) A release, as defined in rule 567—65.100( 455B,459,459A), shall be 

reported to the department as provided in this subrule. This subrule does not apply to the 

land application of manure, process wastewater, open feedlot effluent, settled open feedlot 

effluent, scraped solids, or settleable solids in compliance with these rules, or to 

precipitation- or snowmelt-induced runoff from open feedlots in compliance with the 

minimum control requirements set forth in this rule. 

 a.  Notification. A person storing, handling, transporting, or land-applying manure, 

process wastewater, open feedlot effluent, settled open feedlot effluent , scraped solids, or 

settleable solids from an open feedlot operation who becomes aware of a release shall 

notify the department of the occurrence of release as soon as possible but not later than six 

hours after the onset or discovery of the release by contacting the department at 

(515)281-8694 department’s spill line. The local police department or the office of the 

sheriff of the affected county shall also be contacted within the same time period if the 

release involves a public roadway and public safety could be threatened. Reports made 

pursuant to this rule shall be confirmed in writing as provided in 65.101(9)“c.” 

 b.  No change. 
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 c.  Written report. The written report of a release shall be submitted at the request of 

the department within 30 days after the verbal report of the release and contain at a 

minimum the following information: 

 (1) to (6) No change. 

 (7) The estimated or known volume of manure, process wastewater, open feedlot 

effluent, settled open feedlot effluent, scraped solids, or settleable solids allegedly 

released. 

 (8) to (12) No change. 

 d.  and e.  No change. 

 ITEM 57. Rescind rule 567—65.102(455B,459A) and adopt the following new rule in 

lieu thereof: 

567—65.102(459A) Concentrated animal feeding operations; NPDES permits. Iowa 

Code subsection 459A.401(2) requires an open feedlot that is a concentrated animal 

feeding operation as defined in 40 CFR 122.23(b) to comply with applicable NPDES 

permit requirements pursuant to rules adopted by the commission. The following 

regulations are adopted by reference: 

 ● 40 CFR 122.21, application for a permit. 

 ● 40 CFR 122.23, concentrated animal feeding operations. 

 ● 40 CFR 122.42(e), additional conditions applicable to specified categories of 

NPDES permits. 

 ● 40 CFR 122.63(h), minor modification of permits. 

 ● 40 CFR Part 412, concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFO) point source 

category. 
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 ITEM 58. Amend subrules 65.104(3) and 65.104(4) as follows: 

 65.104(3)  Expansion of existing animal feeding operations. A person intending to 

expand an existing animal feeding operation which, upon completion of the expansion, 

will be defined as a CAFO and if the operation discharges pollutants to waters of the 

United States shall apply for an NPDES permit at least 90 days prior to the scheduled 

expansion. Operation of the expanded portion of the facility shall not begin until an 

NPDES permit has been obtained. 

 65.104(4)  New animal feeding operations. A person intending to begin a new animal 

feeding operation which, upon completion, will be defined as a CAFO and if the operation 

discharges pollutants to waters of the United States shall apply for an NPDES permit at 

least 180 days prior to the date operation of the new animal feeding facility is scheduled. 

Operation of the new facility shall not begin until an NPDES permit has been obtained. 

 ITEM 59. Rescind and reserve subrule 65.104(6). 

 ITEM 60. Amend subrules 65.104(9) and 65.104(10) as follows: 

 65.104(9) Permit conditions. NPDES permits shall contain conditions required by 40 

CFR Section 122.41 and conditions considered necessary by the department to ensure 

compliance with all applicable rules of the department, to ensure that the production area 

and land application areas are operated and maintained as required by Iowa law, to protect 

the public health and beneficial uses of waters of the United States, and to prevent water 

pollution from manure storage or application operations. Any more stringent conditions 

of 2005 Iowa Code Supplement chapter 459A, 567—subrule 62.4(12), and this chapter that 

apply to animal feeding operations shall govern. For CAFOs that maintain cattle, swine, or 

poultry, the following conditions shall be included: 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/2005/459A.pdf
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 a.  Nutrient management plan. Open feedlot CAFOs shall comply with the 

requirements of 567—65.112(459A) and any additional nutrient management plan 

requirements for CAFOs in these rules by December 31, 2006. CAFOs that seek to obtain 

coverage under an NPDES permit issued after December 31, 2006, shall have a nutrient 

management plan developed and implemented upon the date of permit coverage. 

 b.  and c.  No change. 

 d.  Minimum monitoring requirements for AT systems. During the first two five years 

of operation of an AT system, the following minimum monitoring will be required: 

 (1) to (4) No change. 

 e.  Quarterly reporting requirements for large CAFOs with outside liquid 

impoundments. A permittee with outside liquid impoundments must submit quarterly 

reports by April 10, July 10, October 10, and January 10, following the respective calendar 

quarters, documenting daily precipitation, weekly impoundment liquid levels, volume of 

liquid removed from the impoundments, and the date, time, duration, and estimated 

volume of any overflow. Liquid levels must be obtained by observing a depth marker 

which clearly indicates the minimum capacity necessary to contain the runoff and direct 

precipitation of the 25-year, 24-hour precipitation event. or the 100-year, 24-hour 

precipitation event as applicable pursuant to 65.101(2)“a.” 

 f.  Annual reporting requirements for all CAFOs with systems other than AT systems. 

All permittees must submit an annual report to the department by January 10 of the 

following year. The annual report must include: 

 (1) to (4) No change. 

 (5) Summary of all manure, process wastewater, settled open feedlot effluent, 
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settleable solids, or open feedlot effluent discharges from the production area that have 

occurred in the previous 12 months, including date, time, and approximate volume; and 

 (6) A statement indicating whether the current version of the CAFO’s nutrient 

management plan was developed or approved by a certified nutrient management planner.; 

 (7) Actual crops planted and actual yield for the preceding 12 months; and 

 (8) Results of all samples of manure, litter and process wastewater for nitrogen and 

phosphorus content for manure, litter and process wastewater that was land-applied. 

 g.  and h.  No change. 

 65.104(10) Permit renewal. 

 a.  No change. 

 b.  Permits involving use of AT systems. 

 (1) During the first two years of operation of an AT system, a permittee will be issued a 

two-year NPDES permit. Renewal of this a permit involving use of an AT system is 

contingent upon proper operation and maintenance of the AT system, submittal of all 

required records and reports, and demonstration that the AT system is providing an 

equivalent level of performance to that achieved by a containment system that is designed 

and operated as required by statute, 567—subrule 62.4(12) and Division II of this chapter. 

 (2) No change. 

 ITEM 61. Amend subrule 65.105(3) as follows: 

 65.105(3) Applications that cannot be approved. The department shall not approve an 

application for a construction permit unless the applicant submits all of the following: 

 a.  No change. 

 b.  An engineering report, construction plans, and specifications prepared by a 
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professional engineer or the Natural Resources Conservation Service of the United States 

Department of Agriculture NRCS certifying that the construction design of the settled open 

feedlot effluent basin or AT system complies with the construction design standards 

required in Division II of this chapter 65. 

 ITEM 62. Amend subrule 65.105(4) as follows: 

 65.105(4) Plan review criteria; time for approval or disapproval. 

 a.  Plan review criteria. Review of plans and specifications shall be conducted by the 

department to determine the potential of the settled open feedlot effluent basin or AT 

system to achieve the level of control being required of the open feedlot operation. 

Applicable criteria contained in federal law, state law, these rules, Natural Resources 

Conservation Service NRCS design standards and specifications, unless inconsistent with 

federal or state law or these rules, and United States Department of Commerce 

precipitation data will be used in the review of large CAFOs. If the proposed facility plans 

are not adequately covered by these criteria, applicable criteria contained in current 

technical literature shall be used. Medium CAFOs and designated CAFOs shall be 

evaluated using the department’s professional judgment. 

 b.  No change. 

 ITEM 63. Amend subrule 65.105(5) as follows: 

 65.105(5) Expiration of construction permits. The construction permit shall expire if 

construction, as defined in rule 567—65.106(459A), is not begun within one year and 

completed within three years of the date of issuance. A construction permit issued prior to 

September 14, 2005, shall expire if construction, as defined in rule 567—65.106(459A), is 

not begun within one year of the date of issuance and shall expire on September 15, 2012, 



 

81 

if construction is not completed by September 14, 2012. The director may grant an 

extension of time to begin or complete construction if it is necessary or justified, upon 

showing of such necessity or justification to the director. 

 ITEM 64. Amend subrule 65.106(2) as follows: 

 65.106(2) Construction does not begin upon occurrence of any of the following: 

 a.  Removal of trees, brush, or other vegetative growth. 

 b.  Construction of driveways or roads. 

 c.  General earth moving for leveling or compacting at the site. 

 d.  Installation of temporary utility services. 

 ITEM 65. Amend paragraph 65.107(2)“f” as follows: 

 f.  An engineering report, construction plans and specifications prepared by a 

professional engineer or by Natural Resources Conservation Service NRCS personnel for 

the settled open feedlot effluent basin or AT system. 

 ITEM 66. Amend rule 567—65.108(455B,459A) as follows: 

567—65.108(455B,459A) Water well separation distances for open feedlot 

operations. 

 65.108(1)  Settled Unformed settled open feedlot effluent basins.  Settled Unformed 

settled open feedlot effluent basins shall be separated from water wells as follows: 

 a.  Public wells. 1,000 feet from shallow wells and 400 feet from deep wells; 

 b.  Private wells. 400 feet from both shallow wells and deep wells. 

 65.108(2)  Open feedlots, solids settling facilities, formed settled open feedlot effluent 

basins, feed storage runoff control structures and AT systems. Open feedlots, solids 

settling facilities, formed settled open feedlot effluent basins, feed storage runoff control 
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structures and AT systems shall be separated from water wells as follows: for both 

public wells and private wells, 200 feet from shallow wells and 100 feet from deep wells. 

 65.108(3)  No change. 

 ITEM 67. Amend rule 567—65.109(459A) as follows: 

567—65.109(459A) Settled open feedlot effluent basins—investigation, design and 

construction requirements. A settled open feedlot effluent basin required to be 

constructed pursuant to a construction permit issued pursuant to 2005 Iowa 

Code Supplement section 459A.205 shall meet the design and construction requirements 

set forth in this rule. 

 65.109(1)  No change. 

 65.109(2) Soils and hydrogeologic report. A settled open feedlot effluent basin 

required to be constructed pursuant to a construction permit issued pursuant to rule 

567—65.105(459A) shall meet design standards as required by a soils and hydrogeologic 

report. The report shall be submitted with the construction permit application as provided 

in rule 567—65.107(459A). The report shall include all of the following: 

 a.  and b.  No change. 

 c.  The results of a soils investigation conducted at a minimum of three locations 

within the area of the basin reflecting the continuous soil profile existing within the area of 

the basin. The soils investigation results shall be used in determining subsurface soil 

characteristics and groundwater elevation and direction of flow at the proposed site. The 

soils investigation shall be conducted and utilized as follows: 

 (1) to (3) No change. 

 (4) If located in karst terrain or potential karst terrain, at least one soil coring shall be 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/section/2005/459A.205.pdf
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taken to a minimum depth of 25 feet below the bottom elevation of the settled open feedlot 

effluent basin or into bedrock, whichever is shallower. The department may accept 

information from the department’s Geosam database in lieu of the coring. If bedrock is 

encountered, adequate investigation of the bedrock formation shall be made to determine if 

it consists of limestone, dolomite, or other soluble rock. 

 (5) to (7) No change. 

 65.109(3) Hydrology. 

 a.  Determination of groundwater table. For purposes of this rule, groundwater table is 

the seasonal high-water table determined by a professional engineer, a groundwater 

professional certified pursuant to 567—Chapter 134, or qualified staff from the department 

or Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS. If a construction permit is 

required, the department must approve the groundwater table determination. 

 (1) and (2) No change. 

 b.  and c.  No change. 

 65.109(4) Karst terrain. 

 a.  and b.  No change. 

 c.  Construction of an unformed settled open feedlot effluent basins basin is allowed in 

areas identified as karst terrain if site-specific geologic information is submitted 

documenting that 25 feet of suitable materials exist between the structure bottom and 

carbonated bedrock or limestone or dolomite. 

 65.109(5)  No change. 

 65.109(6) Floodplain requirements. 

 a.  Construction in floodplains. Open feedlot operation structures located on a 
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floodplain or within a floodway of a river or stream may be required to 

obtain DNR department permits and provide protection from inundation by flood waters, 

as specified in 567—Chapters 71 and 72. If a proposed open feedlot operation structure is 

located in alluvial soils, then a floodplain determination or floodway elevation shall be 

requested from the department. The AFO Siting Atlas may be a tool used to assist in the 

floodplain and alluvial soil determinations. 

 b.  Permits for dam construction. Open feedlot operation structures exceeding storage 

capacity or dam height thresholds may be required to obtain DNR department permits, as 

specified in 567—71.3(455B) and 567—72.3(455B). 

 65.109(7) and 65.109(8) No change. 

 65.109(9) Unformed basins containing confinement manure and open feedlot effluent. 

Unformed basins containing confinement manure and open feedlot effluent shall meet the 

confinement construction standards and separation distance requirements provided in 

Division I of this chapter. The unformed basin design shall ensure adequate storage for two 

feet of freeboard plus the open feedlot effluent resulting from a 25-year, 24-hour 

precipitation event. The unformed basin shall contain the annual manure generated from all 

confinement animals. 

 ITEM 68. Amend subrule 65.110(5), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

 65.110(5)  Hydrology—groundwater table. For purposes of this rule, groundwater 

table is the seasonal high-water table determined by a professional engineer, a groundwater 

professional certified pursuant to 567—Chapter 134, or qualified staff from the department 

or Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS. If a construction permit is 

required, the department must approve the groundwater table determination. 
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 ITEM 69. Amend rule 567—65.111(459A) as follows: 

567—65.111(459A) Construction certification. 

 65.111(1) The owner of an open feedlot operation who is issued a construction permit 

for a settled open feedlot effluent basin or AT system as provided in rule 

567—65.105(459A)  on or after July 1, 2005, shall submit to the department a 

construction certification from a professional engineer certifying all of the following: 

 a.  The settled open feedlot effluent basin or AT system was constructed in accordance 

with the design plans submitted to the department as part of an application for a 

construction permit pursuant to rule 567—65.107(459A). If the actual construction 

deviates from the approved design plans, the construction certification shall identify all 

changes and certify that the changes were consistent with all applicable standards of these 

rules. 

 b.  The settled open feedlot effluent basin or AT system was inspected by the 

professional engineer after completion of construction and before commencement of 

operation. 

 65.111(2)  No change. 

 ITEM 70. Amend rule 567—65.112(459A) as follows: 

567—65.112(459A) Nutrient management plan requirements. 

 65.112(1) The owner of an open feedlot operation which has an animal unit capacity of 

1,000 animal units or more or which is required to be issued an NPDES permit shall 

develop and implement a nutrient management plan meeting the requirements of this rule. 

The owner of an open feedlot operation that seeks to obtain or is required to be issued an 

NPDES permit after December 31, 2006, shall develop and implement a nutrient 
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management plan meeting the requirements of this rule no later than the date on which the 

NPDES permit becomes effective. For the purpose of this rule, requirements pertaining to 

open feedlot effluent also apply to settled open feedlot effluent and settleable solids. 

 65.112(2) to 65.112(7) No change. 

 65.112(8)  A Except as provided in 65.112(8)“f,” a nutrient management plan shall 

include all of the following: 

 a.  No change. 

 b.  Information relating to the application of the manure, process wastewater and open 

feedlot effluent, including all of the following: 

 (1) Nutrient levels concentration of the manure, process wastewater and open feedlot 

effluent. 

 (2) No change. 

 c.  If the application is on land other than land owned or rented for crop production by 

the owner of the open feedlot operation, the plan shall include a copy of each written 

agreement executed by the owner of the open feedlot operation and the landowner or the 

person renting the land for crop production where the manure, process wastewater or open 

feedlot effluent may be applied. The written agreement shall indicate the number of acres 

on which the manure, process wastewater or effluent may be applied and the length of the 

agreement. 

 d.  and e.  No change. 

 f.  Sales of scraped solids or settleable solids licensed by the Iowa department of 

agriculture and land stewardship (IDALS). Open feedlot operations that will sell scraped 

solids or settleable solids as a bulk dry animal nutrient product under Iowa Code chapter 
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200A as regulated by IDALS may, in lieu of complying with this subrule for that portion of 

open feedlot effluent, submit to the department a copy of the operation’s site-specific 

IDALS license or documentation for any scraped solids or settleable solids that will be sold 

pursuant to Iowa Code chapter 200A, along with the department-approved nutrient 

management plan form for sales of scraped solids or settleable solids. 

 g.  An open feedlot operation must submit a complete nutrient management plan using 

a new phosphorus index, including soil sampling as required in subrule 65.17(16), for each 

field in the nutrient management plan a minimum of once every five years, submitting the 

plan with the NPDES permit renewal application if the open feedlot operation has an 

NPDES permit. 

 65.112(9)  No change. 

 65.112(10) Current nutrient management plan, record keeping and inspections. 

 a.  No change. 

 b.  Record keeping. Records shall be maintained by the owner of a an open feedlot 

operation who is required to submit a nutrient management plan. This recorded 

information shall be maintained for five years following the year of application or for the 

length of the crop rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be maintained at the site of 

the open feedlot operation and shall be made available to the department upon request. 

Records to demonstrate compliance with the nutrient management plan shall include the 

following: 

 (1) to (7) No change. 

 c.  No change. 

 65.112(11) Settled open feedlot effluent on land planted to soybeans. Effective May 14, 
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2013, the owner of an open feedlot operation that is required to submit a nutrient 

management plan shall not apply liquid manure, process wastewater or settled open feedlot 

effluent to land that is currently planted to soybeans or to land where the current crop has 

been harvested that will be planted to soybeans the next crop season. Not later than 

November 14, 2012, the commission shall review the available scientific evidence and 

determine whether any further or alternative action is necessary. The prohibition on 

applying liquid manure, process wastewater or settled open feedlot effluent shall not 

become effective unless the commission publishes a notice in the Iowa Administrative 

Bulletin confirming that it has reviewed the available scientific evidence and that the 

prohibition shall take effect on May 14, 2013. 

 ITEM 71. Amend rule 567—65.113(459A) as follows: 

567—65.113(459A) Complaint investigations. Complaints of violations of Iowa Code 

chapter 455B, or 459, or 2005 Iowa Code Supplement chapter 459A, or 459B or these 

rules, which are received by the department or are forwarded to the department by a 

county, following a county board of supervisors’ determination that a complainant’s 

allegation constitutes a violation, shall be investigated by the department if it is determined 

that the complaint is legally sufficient and an investigation is justified. 

 65.113(1)  No change. 

 65.113(2) A complaint is legally sufficient if it contains adequate information to 

investigate the complaint and if the allegation constitutes a violation, without an 

investigation of whether the facts supporting the allegation are true or untrue, of 

department rules, Iowa Code chapter 455B, or 459, or 2005 Iowa Code Supplement 

chapter 459A, or 459B or environmental standards in regulations subject to federal law and 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/2005/459A.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/2005/459A.pdf
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enforced by the department. 

 65.113(3) to 65.113(8) No change. 

 65.113(9) When a person who is a department official, an agent of the department, or a 

person accompanying the department official or agent enters the premises of an open 

feedlot operation, both of the following shall apply: 

 a.  The person may enter at any reasonable time in and upon any private or public 

property to investigate any actual or possible violation of Iowa Code chapter 455B, or 

459, or 2005 Iowa Code Supplement chapter 459A, or 459B or these rules. However, the 

owner or person in charge shall be notified. 

 (1) to (4) No change. 

 b.  No change. 

 ITEM 72. Reserve rules 567—65.115 to 567—65.199 in Division II. 

 ITEM 73. Adopt the following new rules 567—65.200(459,459A) to 

567—65.210(459,459A) and Division III title: 

DIVISION III 

ANIMAL TRUCK WASH FACILITIES 

567—65.200(459,459A) Definitions and incorporation by reference. In addition to the 

definitions in Iowa Code sections 455B.101, 455B.171 and 459A.102, the following 

definitions shall apply to Division III of this chapter. 

 65.200(1) Definitions. 

“Animal feeding operation” or “AFO” means a lot, yard, corral, building, or other area 

in which animals are confined and fed and maintained for 45 days or more in any 12-month 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/455B.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/459.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/ico/chapter/2005/459A.pdf
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period, and all structures used for the storage of manure from animals in the operation. 

Except as required for an NPDES permit required pursuant to the Act, an animal feeding 

operation does not include a livestock market. 

“Animal truck wash effluent” means a combination of manure, washwater-induced 

runoff, or other runoff derived from an animal truck wash facility, which may include 

solids. Animal truck wash effluent shall not exceed the following metal concentrations: 

aluminum 10 mg/L, copper 0.4 mg/L, and iron 10 mg/L. 

“Animal truck wash effluent structure” means an impoundment which is part of an 

animal truck wash facility, if the primary function of the impoundment is to collect and 

store animal truck wash effluent. 

“Animal truck wash facility” means an operation engaged solely in washing single-unit 

trucks, truck-tractors, semitrailers, or trailers used to transport animals. An animal truck 

wash facility is considered to be part of an animal feeding operation if the animal truck 

wash facility and the animal feeding operation are under common ownership or 

management and the animal truck wash facility is located within 1,250 feet of the animal 

feeding operation. 

“Common management” means significant control by an individual of the 

management of the day-to-day operations of two or more animal truck wash facilities or an 

animal truck wash facility and an animal feeding operation. “Common management” does 

not include control over a contract livestock facility by a contractor as defined in Iowa 

Code section 202.1. 

“Formed animal truck wash effluent structure” means a covered or uncovered 

impoundment used to store effluent from an animal truck wash facility, which has walls 
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and a floor constructed of concrete, concrete block, wood, steel, or similar materials. 

“Karst terrain” means land having karst formations that exhibit surface and 

subterranean features of a type produced by the dissolution of limestone, dolomite, or other 

soluble rock and characterized by closed depressions, sinkholes, losing streams, or caves. 

If a 25-foot vertical separation distance can be maintained between the bottom of an animal 

truck wash facility and limestone, dolomite, or other soluble rock, then the structure is not 

considered to be in karst terrain. 

“Manure” means animal excreta or other commonly associated wastes of animals 

including, but not limited to, bedding, compost, litter, feed losses, raw materials or other 

materials commingled with manure or set aside for disposal. If a manure storage structure 

or animal truck wash effluent structure contains both manure from a confinement feeding 

operation and animal truck wash effluent from an animal truck wash facility, the effluent 

shall be deemed to be manure. 

“Manure storage structure” means a formed manure storage structure, an unformed 

manure storage structure or a dry bedded manure storage structure. A manure storage 

structure does not include an egg washwater storage structure. An animal truck wash 

facility may be part of a confinement feeding operation. An animal truck wash effluent 

structure may be the same as a manure storage structure that is part of the confinement 

feeding operation, so long as the primary function of such impoundment is to collect and 

store both effluent from the animal truck wash facility and manure from the confinement 

feeding operation. 

“Nutrient management plan” or “NMP” means a plan which provides for the 

management of animal truck wash effluent, including the application of effluent, as 
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provided in 567—65.208(459A). 

“Open feedlot effluent” means a combination of manure, precipitation-induced runoff, 

or other runoff from an open feedlot before its settleable solids have been removed. If an 

open feedlot operation structure or animal truck wash effluent structure contains effluent 

from both an open feedlot operation and an animal truck wash facility, the animal truck 

wash effluent shall be deemed to be open feedlot effluent. 

“Owner” means the person who has title to the property where the animal truck wash 

facility is located or the person who has title to the animal truck wash effluent structure 

which is part of an animal truck wash facility. “Owner” does not include a person who has 

a lease to use the land where the animal truck wash facility is located or to use the animal 

truck wash effluent structure which is part of an animal truck wash facility. 

“Release” means an actual, imminent or probable discharge of process wastewater, 

manure, animal truck wash effluent, or settleable solids from an animal truck wash facility 

to surface water, groundwater, or an actual, imminent or probable discharge directly to a 

drainage tile line or intake resulting from storing, handling, transporting or land-applying 

process wastewater, manure, animal truck wash effluent or settleable solids. 

“Settleable solids,” “scraped solids,” or “solids” mean that portion of animal truck 

wash effluent that meets all the following requirements: 

 1. The solids do not flow perceptibly under pressure. 

 2. The solids are not capable of being transported through a mechanical pumping 

device designed to move a liquid. 

 3. The constituent molecules of the solids do not flow freely among themselves but do 

show the tendency to separate under stress. 
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“Settled open feedlot effluent basin” or “runoff control basin” means a covered or 

uncovered impoundment which is part of an open feedlot operation, if the primary function 

of the impoundment is to collect and store settled open feedlot effluent. An animal truck 

wash facility may be part of an open feedlot operation. An animal truck wash effluent 

structure may be the same as a settled open feedlot effluent basin that is part of the open 

feedlot operation, so long as the primary function of such impoundment is to collect and 

store effluent from both the animal truck wash facility and the open feedlot operation. 

“Small animal truck wash facility” means an animal truck wash facility, if all of the 

following apply: 

 1. The animal truck wash facility and all single-unit trucks, truck-tractors, 

semitrailers, or trailers that are washed at the facility are owned by the same person; and 

 2. The average total per-day volume of washwater used by the animal truck wash 

facility does not exceed 2,000 gallons as calculated on a monthly basis. 

“Stockpile” means any accumulation of manure, scraped solids, settleable solids or 

combination of manure and solids located outside of the animal truck wash facility or 

outside of an area that drains to an animal truck wash facility, where the scraped manure or 

solids are stored for less than six months. 

“Unformed animal truck wash effluent structure” means a covered or uncovered 

impoundment used to store animal truck wash effluent, other than a formed animal truck 

wash effluent structure. 

“Water of the state” means any stream, lake, pond, marsh, watercourse, waterway, 

well, spring, reservoir, aquifer, irrigation system, drainage system, and any other body or 

accumulation of water, surface or underground, natural or artificial, public or private, 
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which are contained within, flow through or border upon the state or any portion thereof. 

 65.200(2) Incorporation by reference. The text of the following incorporated materials 

is not included in Division III of this chapter. The materials listed below are hereby made a 

part of Division III of this chapter. For material subject to change, only the specific version 

specified in this subrule is incorporated. Any amendment or revision to a reference 

document is not incorporated until this subrule has been amended to specify the new 

version. 

 a.  “Act” means the federal Water Pollution Control Act as amended through January 

1, 2015, 33 U.S.C. Chapter 26; 

 b.  “AFO Siting Atlas” means a tool to assist in determining potential building sites 

that meet regulatory requirements. The AFO Siting Atlas is located on the department’s 

Web site; 

 c.  “CFR” or “Code of Federal Regulations” means the federal administrative rules 

adopted by the United States in effect as of January 1, 2015; 

 d.  Designated Wetlands in Iowa – effective date August 23, 2006, located on the 

department’s Web site; and 

 e.  Spill line telephone number is (515)725-8694. 

567—65.201(459A) Minimum animal truck wash effluent control requirements and 

reporting of releases. An animal truck wash facility shall provide for the management of 

manure, process wastewater, settleable solids, scraped solids, and animal truck wash 

effluent by using the control method as provided in subrules 65.201(1) to 65.201(4). A 

release shall be reported to the department as provided in subrule 65.201(5). 

 65.201(1) No direct discharge of animal truck wash effluent shall be allowed from an 
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animal truck wash facility into a publicly owned lake, a known sinkhole, or an agricultural 

drainage well. 

 65.201(2) Land application. 

 a.  General requirements. Animal truck wash effluent shall be land-applied in a 

manner which will not cause pollution of surface water or groundwater. Land application 

of animal truck wash effluent shall not exceed one inch per hour, and land application shall 

cease immediately if runoff occurs. Land application of animal truck wash effluent shall be 

conducted on days when weather and soil conditions are suitable. Weather and soil 

conditions are normally considered suitable for animal truck wash effluent application if: 

(1) land application areas are not frozen or snow-covered; (2) temperatures during 

application are greater than 32 degrees Fahrenheit; and (3) precipitation has not exceeded 

the water holding capacity of the soil to accept the effluent application without the 

possibility of runoff. Application in accordance with the provisions of state law and the 

rules in this chapter shall be deemed as compliance with this requirement. 

 b.  Separation distances. A person shall not apply animal truck wash effluent on land 

located within 750 feet from a residence not owned by the titleholder of the land, unless 

one of the following apply: 

 (1) The animal truck wash effluent is land-applied by injection or incorporation on the 

same date as the animal truck wash effluent was land-applied. 

 (2) The titleholder of the land benefiting from the separation distance requirement 

executes a written waiver with the titleholder of the land where the animal truck wash 

effluent is applied. 

 (3) The animal truck wash effluent is from a small animal truck wash facility or an 
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animal truck wash facility that is part of a small animal feeding operation. 

 65.201(3) The owner of an animal truck wash facility who discontinues the use of the 

facility shall remove and land-apply in accordance with state law all manure, process 

wastewater and animal truck wash effluent from the animal truck wash effluent structures 

as soon as practical but not later than six months following the date the animal truck wash 

facility is discontinued. 

 65.201(4) Stockpiling of scraped solids and settleable solids. Stockpiles of solids 

scraped from animal truck wash facilities and stockpiles of settleable solids shall comply 

with the following requirements: 

 a.  Stockpiles must be land-applied in accordance with subrule 65.201(2) as soon as 

possible but not later than six months after they are established. 

 b.  Stockpiles shall not be located within 400 feet from a designated area or, in the case 

of a high-quality water resource, within 800 feet. 

 c.  Stockpiles shall not be located in grassed waterways or areas where water ponds or 

has concentrated flow. 

 d.  Stockpiles shall not be located within 200 feet of a terrace tile inlet or surface tile 

inlet or known sinkhole unless the stockpile is located so that any runoff from the stockpile 

will not reach the inlet or sinkhole. 

 e.  Stockpiles shall not be located on land having a slope of more than 3 percent unless 

methods, structures or practices are implemented to contain the stockpiled solids, including 

but not limited to hay bales, silt fences, temporary earthen berms, or other effective 

measures, and to prevent or diminish precipitation-induced runoff from the stockpiled 

solids. 
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 65.201(5) A release, as defined in rule 567—65.200(459,459A), shall be reported to the 

department as provided in this subrule. This subrule does not apply to the land application 

of manure, process wastewater, animal truck wash effluent, scraped solids, or settleable 

solids in compliance with these rules. 

 a.  Notification. A person storing, handling, transporting, or land-applying manure, 

process wastewater, animal truck wash effluent, scraped solids, or settleable solids from an 

animal truck wash facility who becomes aware of a release shall notify the department of 

the occurrence of release as soon as possible but not later than six hours after the onset or 

discovery of the release by contacting the department’s spill line. The local police 

department or the office of the sheriff of the affected county shall also be contacted within 

the same time period if the release involves a public roadway and public safety could be 

threatened. Reports made pursuant to this rule shall be confirmed in writing as provided in 

65.201(5)“c.” 

 b.  Verbal report. The verbal report of such a release should provide information on as 

many items listed in 65.201(5)“c” as available information will allow. 

 c.  Written report. The written report of a release shall be submitted at the request of 

the department within 30 days after the verbal report of the release and contain at a 

minimum the following information: 

 (1) The approximate location of the alleged release (including at a minimum the 

quarter-quarter section, township and county in which the release occurred or was 

discovered). 

 (2) The time and date of onset of the alleged release, if known, and the time and date of 

the discovery of the alleged release. 
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 (3) The time and date of the verbal report to the department of the release. 

 (4) The name, mailing address and telephone number of the person reporting the 

release. 

 (5) The name, mailing address and telephone number of any other person with 

knowledge of the event who can be contacted for further information. 

 (6) The source of the manure, process wastewater, animal truck wash effluent, scraped 

solids, or settleable solids allegedly released. 

 (7) The estimated or known volume of manure, process wastewater, animal truck wash 

effluent, scraped solids, or settleable solids allegedly released. 

 (8) The weather conditions at the time of the onset or discovery of the release. 

 (9) If known, the circumstances under which the alleged release occurred or exists 

(e.g., overflow, storage structure breach, equipment malfunction or breakdown, land 

runoff). 

 (10) The approximate location of the nearest stream or other water body which is 

or could be impacted by the alleged release, and the approximate location to the alleged 

release of any known tile intakes or tile lines which could be a direct conveyance to a 

surface water or groundwater. 

 (11) A description of any containment or remedial measures taken to minimize 

the impact of the release. 

 (12) Any information that may assist the department in evaluating the release. 

 d.  Reporting of subsequent findings. All subsequent findings and laboratory results 

should be reported and submitted in writing to the department as soon as they become 

available. 
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 e.  Waiver of notification requirement. A waiver from the notification requirement of 

paragraph “a” of this subrule may be granted by the department for a release to a specific 

drainage tile line or intake if sufficient information is provided to demonstrate that the 

drainage tile line or intake will not result in a discharge to a water of the state. 

567—65.202(459,459A) Construction permits. 

 65.202(1) Animal truck wash facilities required to obtain a construction permit. An 

animal truck wash facility must obtain a construction permit prior to any of the following: 

 a.  Constructing or expanding an animal truck wash effluent structure. 

 b.  When the department has previously issued the animal truck wash facility a 

construction permit and the volume of the animal truck wash effluent would be more than 

the volume approved by the department in the previous construction permit. 

 c.  When the animal truck wash facility is part of a confinement feeding operation and 

all of the following apply: 

 (1) The department has issued a construction permit or an NPDES permit for the 

confinement feeding operation or a letter approving a construction design statement for the 

confinement feeding operation in lieu of a construction permit. 

 (2) The animal truck wash effluent will be added to an existing manure storage 

structure resulting in a total stored volume greater than that approved in the construction 

permit or the construction design statement approval letter. 

 d.  When the animal truck wash facility is part of an open feedlot operation and all of 

the following apply: 

 (1) The department has issued a construction permit or an NPDES permit for an open 

feedlot operation. 



 

100 

 (2) The animal truck wash effluent will be added to an existing settled open feedlot 

effluent basin resulting in a total stored volume greater than that approved in the 

construction permit or NPDES permit. 

 e.  When an animal truck wash facility is constructed or expanded as part of a small 

animal feeding operation that includes a manure storage structure and the animal truck 

wash effluent will be added to the manure storage structure. 

 65.202(2) When a construction permit for an animal truck wash facility is not required. 

 a.  When a small animal truck wash facility is constructed or expanded. 

 b.  When a small animal truck wash facility is part of a small animal feeding operation 

and the animal truck wash effluent is added to the manure storage structure. 

 65.202(3) Construction permit applications that cannot be approved. The department 

shall not approve an application for a construction permit unless the applicant submits all 

of the following: 

 a.  A nutrient management plan as provided in rule 567—65.208(459A). 

 b.  An engineering report, construction plans, and specifications prepared by a 

professional engineer or NRCS certifying that the design of the animal truck wash effluent 

structure complies with the construction design standards required in Division III of this 

chapter. 

 65.202(4) Plan review criteria; time for approval or disapproval. 

 a.  Plan review criteria. Review of plans and specifications shall be conducted by the 

department to determine the potential of the animal truck wash effluent structure to achieve 

the level of control being required of the animal truck wash facility. Applicable criteria 

contained in federal law, state law, these rules, NRCS design standards and specifications, 
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unless inconsistent with federal or state law or these rules will be used in this review. If the 

proposed facility plans are not adequately covered by these criteria, applicable criteria 

contained in current technical literature shall be used. 

 b.  Time for approval or disapproval. The department shall approve or disapprove an 

application for a construction permit within 60 days after receiving the permit application. 

However, the applicant may deliver a notice requesting a continuance. Upon receipt of a 

notice, the time required for the department to act upon the application shall be suspended 

for the period provided in the notice, but for not more than 30 days after the department’s 

receipt of the notice. The applicant may submit more than one notice. If review of the 

application is delayed because the application is incomplete, and the applicant fails to 

supply requested information within a reasonable time prior to the deadline for action on 

the application, the permit may be denied and a new application will be required if the 

applicant wishes to proceed. The department may also provide for a continuance when it 

considers the application. The department shall provide notice to the applicant of the 

continuance. The time required for the department to act upon the application shall be 

suspended for the period provided in the notice, but for not more than 30 days. However, 

the department shall not provide for more than one continuance. 

 65.202(5) Expiration of construction permits. The construction permit shall expire if 

construction, as defined in rule 567—65.203(459A), is not begun within one year and 

completed within three years of the date of issuance. The director may grant an extension 

of time to begin or complete construction if it is necessary or justified, upon showing of 

such necessity or justification to the director. 

 65.202(6) Revocation of construction permits. The department may suspend or revoke 
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a construction permit, modify the terms or conditions of a construction permit, or refuse to 

renew a construction permit expiring according to subrule 65.202(5) if it determines that 

the operation of the animal truck wash facility constitutes a clear, present and impending 

danger to public health or the environment. 

 65.202(7) Permit prior to construction. An applicant for a construction permit shall 

notify the department prior to the start of construction for any animal truck wash facility. 

The applicant shall not begin construction of an animal truck wash facility until the person 

has been granted a permit for the construction by the department. 

567—65.203(459A) Construction. For purposes of these rules: 

 65.203(1) Construction of an animal truck wash facility begins or an animal truck wash 

facility is constructed when any of the following occur: 

 a.  Excavation commences for a proposed animal truck wash facility or proposed 

expansion of an existing animal truck wash facility structure. 

 b.  Installation of forms for concrete for a proposed animal truck wash facility or the 

proposed expansion of an existing animal truck wash facility. 

 c.  Installation of piping for movement of animal truck wash effluent within or 

between animal truck wash facilities as proposed or proposed to be expanded. 

 65.203(2) Construction does not begin upon occurrence of any of the following: 

 a.  Removal of trees, brush, or other vegetative growth. 

 b.  Construction of driveways or roads. 

 c.  General earth moving for leveling at the site. 

 d.  Installation of temporary utility services. 

 65.203(3) Separation distances for the construction or expansion of an animal truck 
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wash effluent structure. 

 a.  An animal truck wash effluent structure shall not be constructed or expanded within 

1,250 feet from a residence not owned by the titleholder of the animal truck wash facility, a 

commercial enterprise, a bona fide religious institution, an educational institution, or a 

public use area. 

 b.  An animal truck wash effluent structure shall not be constructed or expanded within 

100 feet from a public thoroughfare. 

 c.  Any separation distance required for a confinement feeding operation structure and 

a location or object specified in Table 6 for “Water Wells” and “Other Distances” at the 

end of this chapter shall also apply to the animal truck wash effluent structure and that 

same location or object. 

 d.  An animal truck wash effluent structure shall not be constructed or expanded on 

land that is part of a one hundred year floodplain. 

 65.203(4) Exemptions to separation distances for the construction or expansion of an 

animal truck wash effluent structure. 

 a.  Paragraph 65.203(3)“a” does not apply if a residence, educational institution, a 

bona fide religious institution, or commercial enterprise was constructed or expanded, or if 

the boundaries of a public use area were expanded, after the date that the animal truck wash 

facility was established. The date the animal truck wash facility was established is the date 

on which the animal truck wash facility commenced operating. A change in ownership or 

expansion of an animal truck wash facility shall not change the date of operation. 

 b.  Paragraphs 65.203(3)“a” and “b” do not apply if the titleholder of the land 

benefiting from the separation distance requirement, including a person authorized by the 
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titleholder, executes a written waiver with the owner of the animal wash effluent structure. 

The structure shall be constructed or expanded under such terms and conditions that the 

parties negotiate. The state or a political subdivision constructing or maintaining the public 

thoroughfare benefiting from the separation distance requirement may execute a written 

waiver with the titleholder of the land where the structure is located. The structure shall be 

constructed or expanded under such terms and conditions that the parties negotiate. The 

waiver shall be specific to the construction or expansion project for which it is submitted. 

The waiver may include specific language to include future projects or expansions. 

 c.  Paragraphs 65.203(3)“a” and “b” shall not apply to small animal truck wash 

facilities. 

 d.  Exemptions to separation distance requirements from water sources, major water 

sources, known sinkholes, agricultural drainage wells and designated wetlands and 

secondary containment. 

As specified in Iowa Code section 459.310(3), the separation distance required from 

surface intakes, wellheads or cisterns of agricultural drainage wells, known sinkholes, 

water sources, major water sources and designated wetlands, specified in Iowa Code 

section 459.310 and summarized in Tables 6 to 6d at the end of this chapter, shall not apply 

to a farm pond or privately owned lake as defined in Iowa Code section 462A.2 or to an 

animal truck wash effluent structure constructed with a secondary containment barrier 

according to subrule 65.15(17). To qualify for this separation distance exemption, the 

design of the secondary containment barrier shall be filed in accordance with subrule 

65.9(8) prior to beginning construction of the animal truck wash facility. 

 e.  Paragraphs 65.203(3)“c” and “d” shall not apply to the replacement of an 
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unformed animal truck wash effluent structure constructed prior to April 28, 2003, with a 

formed animal truck wash effluent structure. The capacity of a replacement animal truck 

wash effluent structure shall not exceed the amount required to store animal truck wash 

effluent for any 18-month period. 

567—65.204(459A) Construction permit application. An animal truck wash facility 

required to obtain a construction permit in accordance with the provisions of 65.202(1) 

shall apply for the construction permit at least 90 days before the date that construction, 

installation, or modification is scheduled to start. 

 65.204(1) Conceptual design. Prior to submitting an application for a construction 

permit, the applicant may submit a conceptual design and site investigation report to the 

department for review and comment. 

 65.204(2) Application for a construction permit for an animal truck wash facility shall 

be made on a form provided by the department. The application shall include all of the 

information necessary to enable the department to determine the potential of the proposed 

animal truck wash effluent structure to achieve the level of control required of the animal 

truck wash facility. A construction permit application shall include the following: 

 a.  The name of the animal truck wash facility and the name of the owner of the animal 

truck wash facility, including the owner’s mailing address and telephone number. 

 b.  The name of the contact person for the animal truck wash facility, including the 

person’s mailing address and telephone number. 

 c.  The location of the animal truck wash facility. 

 d.  A statement providing that the application is for any of the following: 

 (1) The construction or expansion of an animal truck wash effluent structure for an 
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existing animal truck wash facility which is not expanding; 

 (2) The construction or expansion of an animal truck wash effluent structure for an 

existing animal truck wash facility which is expanding; 

 (3) The construction of an animal truck wash effluent structure for a proposed new 

animal truck wash facility. 

 e.  An engineering report, construction plans, and specifications prepared by a 

professional engineer or by NRCS personnel. 

 (1) The engineering report must demonstrate that the storage capacity of the animal 

truck wash effluent structure is equal to or greater than the amount of effluent to be stored 

for any six-month period, in addition to two feet of freeboard for an unformed animal truck 

wash effluent structure or one foot of freeboard for a formed animal truck wash effluent 

structure. 

 (2) If an animal truck wash effluent structure is to be constructed on karst terrain, the 

engineering report must establish that the construction complies with the requirements of 

Iowa Code section 459A.404. 

 f.  A report on the soil and hydrogeologic information for the site, as described in 

subrule 65.206(2). 

 g.  Information including, but not limited to, maps, drawings and aerial photos that 

clearly show the location of all the following: 

 (1) The animal truck wash facility and all existing and proposed animal truck wash 

effluent structures. 

 (2) Any animal truck wash facility under common ownership or common management 

and located within 1,250 feet of the animal truck wash facility. 
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 (3) Any public water supply system as defined in Iowa Code section 455B.171 or 

drinking water well which is located less than the distance from the animal truck wash 

facility required by rule 567—65.205(459A). Information shall also be provided as to 

whether the proposed animal truck wash effluent structure will meet all applicable 

separation distances. 

567—65.205(459A) Water well separation distances for animal truck wash facilities. 

 65.205(1) Unformed animal truck wash effluent structures. Unformed animal truck 

wash effluent structures shall be separated from water wells as follows: 

 a.  Public wells. 1,000 feet from shallow wells and 400 feet from deep wells; 

 b.  Private wells. 400 feet from both shallow wells and deep wells. 

 65.205(2) Formed animal truck wash effluent structures. Formed animal truck wash 

effluent structures shall be separated from water wells as follows: for both public wells and 

private wells, 200 feet from shallow wells and 100 feet from deep wells. 

 65.205(3) Variances. Variances to this rule may be granted by the director if the 

petitioner complies with the procedures and criteria in 561—Chapter 10 and provides an 

alternative that is substantially equivalent to the rule or provides improved effectiveness or 

protection as required by the rule. Petition for a variance shall be made in writing at the 

time the construction permit application is submitted. The denial of a variance may be 

appealed to the commission. 

567—65.206(459A) Unformed animal truck wash effluent structure—investigation, 

design and construction requirements. An unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure required to be constructed pursuant to a construction permit issued pursuant to 

Iowa Code section 459A.205 shall meet the design and construction requirements set forth 
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in this rule. 

 65.206(1) Drainage tile investigation and removal. Prior to constructing an unformed 

animal truck wash effluent structure, the owner of the animal truck wash facility shall 

investigate the site for the animal truck wash effluent structure for a drainage tile line. The 

investigation shall be made by digging a core trench to a depth of at least six feet from 

ground level at the projected center of the berm of the animal truck wash effluent structure. 

A written record of the investigation shall be submitted as part of the construction 

certification required in 567—65.207(459A). If a drainage tile line is discovered, one of 

the following solutions shall be implemented: 

 a.  The drainage tile line shall be rerouted around the perimeter of the unformed animal 

truck wash effluent structure at a distance of at least 25 feet horizontally separated from the 

outside toe of the berm of the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure. For an area of 

the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure where there is not a berm, the drainage 

tile line shall be rerouted at least 50 feet horizontally separated from the edge of the 

unformed animal truck wash effluent structure. 

 b.  The drainage tile line shall be replaced with a nonperforated tile line under the 

unformed animal truck wash effluent structure floor. The nonperforated tile line shall be 

continuous and without connecting joints. There must be a minimum of three feet between 

the nonperforated tile line and the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure floor. 

 65.206(2) Soils and hydrogeologic report. An unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure required to be constructed pursuant to a construction permit issued pursuant to 

rule 567—65.202(459A) shall meet design standards as required by a soils and 

hydrogeologic report. The report shall be submitted with the construction permit 
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application as provided in rule 567—65.204(459A). The report shall include all of the 

following: 

 a.  A description of the steps taken to determine the soils and hydrogeologic conditions 

at the proposed construction site, a description of the geologic units encountered, and a 

description of the effects of the soil and groundwater elevation and direction of flow on the 

construction and operation of the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure. 

 b.  The subsurface soil classification of the site. A subsurface soil classification shall 

be based on ASTM international designation D 2487-92 or D 2488-90. 

 c.  The results of a soils investigation conducted at a minimum of three locations 

within the area of the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure reflecting the 

continuous soil profile existing within the area of the unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure. The soils investigation results shall be used in determining subsurface soil 

characteristics and groundwater elevation and direction of flow at the proposed site. The 

soils investigation shall be conducted and utilized as follows: 

 (1) By a qualified person ordinarily engaged in the practice of performing soils 

investigations. 

 (2) At locations that reflect the continuous soil profile conditions existing within the 

area of the proposed unformed animal truck wash effluent structure, including conditions 

found near the corners and the deepest point of the proposed unformed animal truck wash 

effluent structure. The soils investigation shall be conducted to a minimum depth of ten 

feet below the proposed bottom elevation of the unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure. 

 (3) By methods which identify the continuous soil profile and do not result in mixing of 
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soil layers. Soil corings using hollow-stem augers and other suitable methods may be used. 

 (4) If located in karst terrain or potential karst terrain, at least one soil coring shall be 

taken to a minimum depth of 25 feet below the bottom elevation of the unformed animal 

truck wash effluent structure or into bedrock, whichever is shallower. 

 (5) Soil corings may be used to determine current groundwater levels by completing 

the corings as temporary monitoring wells as provided in 65.206(3)“a”(1) and measuring 

the water levels in these wells no earlier than seven days after installation as provided in 

65.206(3)“a”(2). 

 (6) Upon abandonment of soil core holes, all soil core holes, including those developed 

as temporary water level monitoring wells, shall be plugged with concrete, Portland 

cement concrete grout, bentonite, or similar materials. 

 (7) If excavation methods are used in conducting the soils investigation, upon closure 

these excavations must be filled with suitable materials and adequately compacted to 

ensure they will not compromise the integrity of the unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure liner. 

 65.206(3) Hydrology. 

 a.  Determination of groundwater table. For purposes of this rule, the groundwater 

table is the seasonal high-water table determined by a professional engineer, a groundwater 

professional certified pursuant to 567—Chapter 134, or qualified staff from the department 

or NRCS. If a construction permit is required, the department must approve the 

groundwater table determination. 

 (1) Current groundwater levels shall be measured as provided in this subparagraph for 

an unformed animal truck wash effluent structure. Three temporary monitoring wells shall 
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be installed. The top of the well screen shall be within five feet of the ground surface. Each 

well shall be extended to at least two feet below the proposed top of the liner of an 

unformed animal truck wash effluent structure or to at least two feet below the proposed 

bottom of the footings of a formed animal truck wash effluent structure. In addition, the 

wells must be installed as follows: 

 1. Unformed animal truck wash effluent structure. For an unformed animal truck wash 

effluent structure, the monitoring wells may be installed in the soil core holes developed as 

part of conducting the soils investigation required in paragraph 65.206(2)“c.” 

 2. Formed animal truck wash effluent structure. For a formed animal truck wash 

effluent structure, at least three temporary monitoring wells shall be installed as close as 

possible to three corners of the structure, with one of the wells close to the corner of 

deepest excavation. If the formed animal truck wash effluent structure is circular, the three 

monitoring wells shall be equally spaced and one well shall be placed at the point of 

deepest excavation. 

 (2) The seasonal high-water table shall be determined by considering all relevant data, 

including the groundwater levels measured in the temporary monitoring wells not earlier 

than seven days following installation, NRCS soil survey information, soil characteristics 

such as color and mottling, other existing water table data, and other pertinent information. 

If a drainage system for artificially lowering the groundwater table will be installed in 

accordance with the requirements of paragraph 65.206(3)“c,” the level to which the 

groundwater table will be lowered will be considered to represent the seasonal high-water 

table. 

 b.  The unformed animal truck wash effluent structure shall be constructed with a 
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minimum separation of two feet between the top of the liner of the unformed animal truck 

wash effluent structure and the seasonal high-water table. 

 c.  If a drainage tile line around the perimeter of the basin is installed a minimum of 

two feet below the top of the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure liner to 

artificially lower the seasonal high-water table, the top of the unformed animal truck wash 

effluent structure’s liner may be a maximum of four feet below the seasonal high-water 

table which existed prior to installation of the perimeter tile system. The seasonal 

high-water table may be artificially lowered by gravity flow tile lines or other similar 

system. However, the following shall apply: 

 (1) Except as provided in subparagraph (2), an animal truck wash facility shall not use a 

nongravity mechanical system that uses pumping equipment. 

 (2) If the animal truck wash facility was constructed before July 1, 2005, the operation 

may continue to use its existing nongravity mechanical system that uses pumping 

equipment or it may construct a new nongravity mechanical system that uses pumping 

equipment. However, an animal truck wash facility that expands the area of its animal 

truck wash facility on or after April 1, 2011, shall not use a nongravity mechanical system 

that uses pumping equipment. 

 (3) Drainage tile lines may be installed to artificially lower the seasonal high-water 

table at an unformed animal truck wash effluent structure, if all of the following conditions 

are satisfied: 

 1. A device to allow monitoring of the water in the drainage tile lines and a device to 

allow shutoff of the flow in the drainage tile lines are installed, if the drainage tile lines do 

not have a surface outlet accessible on the property where the unformed animal truck wash 
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effluent structure is located. 

 2. Drainage tile lines are installed horizontally at least 25 feet away from the outside 

toe of the berm of the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure. Drainage tile lines 

shall be placed in a vertical trench and encased in granular material which extends upward 

to the level of the seasonal high-water table which existed prior to installation of the 

perimeter tile system. 

 65.206(4) Karst terrain. 

 a.  Construction prohibited. Unformed animal truck wash effluent structures shall not 

be constructed in areas which drain to known sinkholes or in karst terrain. Structure sites 

located within one mile of karst terrain shall be considered to be located in karst terrain, 

unless site-specific geologic information is submitted documenting that 25 feet of suitable 

materials exist between the bottom of an unformed animal truck wash effluent storage 

structure and carbonated bedrock or limestone or dolomite. 

 b.  The use of formed structures is required to store animal truck wash effluent in karst 

terrain. 

 (1) Formed structures constructed of concrete in karst terrain shall comply with the 

provisions of 65.15(14). 

 (2) The use of formed structures constructed of materials other than concrete and 

located in areas which drain to known sinkholes or located in karst terrain may be approved 

by the department if the proposed structures are designed by a professional engineer, a 

minimum of five feet vertical separation is maintained between the structure bottom and 

carbonated bedrock, and the engineer certifies and provides data showing that the 

permeability of the geologic material below the structure’s base is sufficiently low to 
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provide an adequate barrier to prevent percolation into carbonated bedrock or groundwater. 

 c.  Construction of an unformed animal truck wash effluent structure is allowed in 

areas identified as karst terrain if site-specific geologic information is submitted 

documenting that 25 feet of suitable materials exist between the bottom of an unformed 

animal truck wash effluent storage structure and carbonated bedrock or limestone or 

dolomite. 

 65.206(5) Bedrock separation. An unformed animal truck wash effluent structure shall 

be constructed with at least four feet of separation between the bottom of the unformed 

animal truck wash effluent structure and a bedrock formation. 

 65.206(6) Floodplain requirements. 

 a.  Construction in floodplains. Animal truck wash facilities located on a floodplain or 

within a floodway of a river or stream may be required to obtain department permits and 

provide protection from inundation by flood waters, as specified in 567—Chapters 71 and 

72. If the animal truck wash facility structure is located in alluvial soils, then a floodplain 

determination or floodway elevation shall be requested from the department. The AFO 

Siting Atlas may be a tool used to assist in the floodplain and alluvial soil determinations. 

 b.  Permits for dam construction. Animal truck wash facility structures exceeding 

storage capacity or dam height thresholds may be required to obtain department permits, as 

specified in 567—71.3(455B) and 567—72.3(455B). 

 65.206(7) Liner design and construction. The liner of an unformed animal truck wash 

effluent structure shall comply with all of the following: 

 a.  The liner shall comply with any of the following permeability standards: 

 (1) The liner shall be constructed to have a percolation rate that shall not exceed 
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one-sixteenth inch per day at the design depth of the unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure as determined by percolation tests conducted by the professional engineer. If a 

clay soil liner is used, the liner shall be constructed with a minimum thickness of 12 inches 

or the minimum thickness necessary to comply with the percolation rate in this 

subparagraph, whichever is greater. 

 (2) The liner shall be constructed to have a percolation rate that shall not exceed 

one-sixteenth inch per day at the design depth of the unformed animal truck wash effluent 

structure. The design of the liner will specify a moisture content, compaction requirement, 

and liner thickness that will comply with the maximum allowable percolation requirement 

and will be based on moisture content and percentage of maximum density as determined 

by a standard 5-point proctor test performed in accordance with ASTM D698 (Method A). 

The liner thickness will be based on laboratory tests of the compacted material, with a 

minimum liner thickness of 12 inches. Appropriate field or laboratory testing during 

construction shall be provided to verify the design requirements are met. 

 b.  If a synthetic liner is used, the liner shall be installed to comply with the percolation 

rate required in 65.206(7)“a”(1). 

 65.206(8) Berm erosion inspection and repair. The owner of an animal truck wash 

facility using an unformed animal truck wash effluent structure shall inspect the berms of 

the unformed animal truck wash effluent structure at least semiannually for evidence of 

erosion. If the inspection reveals erosion which may impact the unformed animal truck 

wash effluent structure’s structural stability or the integrity of the unformed animal truck 

wash effluent structure’s liner, the owner shall repair the berms. 

 65.206(9) Basins containing confinement manure and animal truck wash effluent. 
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Basins containing confinement manure and animal truck wash effluent shall meet the 

confinement construction standards and separation distance requirements provided in 

Division I of this chapter. The basin design shall ensure adequate storage including two 

feet of freeboard for an unformed animal truck wash effluent structure or one foot of 

freeboard for a formed animal truck wash effluent structure. The basin shall contain the 

annual manure generated from all confinement animals. 

 65.206(10) Formed animal truck wash effluent structures. An animal truck wash 

facility electing to use a formed animal truck wash effluent structure may submit, in lieu of 

an engineering report, a construction design statement that meets the requirements in 

subrule 65.9(6). 

567—65.207(459A) Construction certification. 

 65.207(1) The owner of an animal truck wash facility who is issued a construction 

permit for an animal truck wash effluent structure as provided in rule 567—65.202(459A) 

shall submit to the department a construction certification on a form provided by the 

department from a professional engineer certifying all of the following: 

 a.  The animal truck wash effluent structure was constructed in accordance with the 

design plans submitted to the department as part of an application for a construction permit 

pursuant to rule 567—65.204(459A). If the actual construction deviates from the approved 

design plans, the construction certification shall identify all changes and certify that the 

changes were consistent with all applicable standards of these rules. 

 b.  The animal truck wash effluent structure was inspected by the professional engineer 

after completion of construction and before commencement of operation. 

 65.207(2) A written record of an investigation for drainage tile lines, including the 
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findings of the investigation and actions taken to comply with 65.206(1), shall be 

submitted as part of the construction certification. 

567—65.208(459A) Nutrient management plan requirements. 

 65.208(1) The owner of an animal truck wash facility, other than a small animal truck 

wash facility, which has an animal truck wash effluent structure shall develop and 

implement a nutrient management plan meeting the requirements of this rule. However, an 

animal truck wash facility which is part of a confinement feeding operation, in lieu of 

submitting a nutrient management plan, may submit an original manure management plan 

and an updated manure management plan to the department. 

 65.208(2) A person shall not remove animal truck wash effluent from an animal truck 

wash facility for which a nutrient management plan is required under this rule, unless the 

department approves a nutrient management plan as required in this rule. 

 65.208(3) The department shall not approve an application for a permit to construct an 

animal truck wash effluent structure unless the owner of the animal truck wash facility 

applying for approval submits a nutrient management plan together with the application for 

the construction permit as provided in rule 567—65.202(459A). 

 65.208(4) If a construction permit is required as provided in rule 567—65.202(459A), 

the department shall approve or disapprove the nutrient management plan as part of the 

construction permit application. If a construction permit is not required, the department 

shall approve or disapprove the nutrient management plan within 60 days from the date 

that the department receives the nutrient management plan. 

 65.208(5) A nutrient management plan shall include all of the following: 

 a.  Restrictions on the application of animal truck wash effluent based on all of the 
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following: 

 (1) A phosphorus index of each field in the nutrient management plan, as required in 

65.17(17), including the factors used in the calculation. A copy of the NRCS phosphorus 

index detailed report shall satisfy the requirement to include the factors used in the 

calculation. In addition, total phosphorus (as P2O5) available to be applied from the animal 

truck wash facility shall be included. 

 (2) Calculations necessary to determine the land area required for the application of 

animal truck wash effluent from an animal truck wash facility based on nitrogen or 

phosphorus use levels (as determined by the phosphorus index) in order to obtain optimum 

crop yields according to a crop schedule specified in the nutrient management plan, and 

according to requirements specified in subrule 65.17(4). 

 b.  Information relating to the application of the animal truck wash effluent, including 

all of the following: 

 (1) Nutrient concentration of the animal truck wash effluent. Animal truck wash 

facilities shall provide yearly animal truck wash effluent test analysis for aluminum, 

copper, and iron. 

 (2) Application methods, the timing of the application, and the location of the land 

where the application occurs. 

 c.  If the application is on land other than land owned or rented for crop production by 

the owner of the animal truck wash facility, the plan shall include a copy of each written 

agreement executed by the owner and the landowner or the person renting the land for crop 

production where the animal truck wash effluent may be applied. The written agreement 

shall indicate the number of acres on which the animal truck wash effluent may be applied 
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and the length of the agreement. 

 d.  An estimate of the animal truck wash effluent volume or weight produced by the 

animal truck wash facility. 

 e.  Information which shows all of the following: 

 (1) There is adequate storage for animal truck wash effluent, including procedures to 

ensure proper operation and maintenance of the storage structures. 

 (2) Surface drainage is diverted from the animal truck wash facility. 

 (3) Chemicals or other contaminants handled on site are not disposed of in an animal 

truck wash facility that is not specifically designed to store such chemicals or 

contaminants. 

 (4) Equipment used for the land application of animal truck wash effluent must be 

periodically inspected for leaks. 

 (5) Appropriate site-specific conservation practices to be implemented, including as 

appropriate buffers or equivalent practices, to control runoff of pollutants to waters of the 

United States. 

 (6) Protocols for appropriate testing of animal truck wash effluent and soil. 

 (7) Protocols to land-apply animal truck wash effluent in accordance with site-specific 

nutrient management practices that ensure appropriate agricultural utilization of the 

nutrients in the animal truck wash effluent. 

 (8) Identification of specific records that will be maintained to document the 

implementation and management of the requirements in this subrule. 

 65.208(6) Current nutrient management plan, record keeping and inspections. 

 a.  Current nutrient management plan. The owner of an animal truck wash facility who 
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is required to submit a nutrient management plan shall maintain a current nutrient 

management plan at the site of the animal truck wash facility and shall make the current 

nutrient management plan available to the department upon request. If nutrient 

management practices change, a person required to submit a nutrient management plan 

shall make appropriate changes consistent with this rule. If values other than the standard 

table values are used for nutrient management plan calculations, the source of the values 

used shall be identified. 

 b.  Record keeping. Records shall be maintained by the owner of an animal truck wash 

facility who is required to submit a nutrient management plan. This recorded information 

shall be maintained for five years following the year of application or for the length of the 

crop rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be maintained at the site of the animal 

truck wash facility and shall be made available to the department upon request. Records to 

demonstrate compliance with the nutrient management plan shall include the following: 

 (1) Factors used to calculate the animal truck wash effluent application rate: 

 1. Optimum yield for the planned crop. 

 2. Types of nitrogen credits and amounts. 

 3. Remaining crop nitrogen needed. 

 4. Nitrogen content and first-year nitrogen availability of the animal truck wash 

effluent. 

 5. Phosphorus content of the animal truck wash effluent as required in 65.17(3)“i”(1) 

and (2). If an actual sample is used, documentation shall be provided. 

 6. For animal truck wash facilities, the soil test analysis must include phosphorus, 

aluminum, copper and iron. The yearly effluent analysis for animal truck wash facilities 
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shall include metals testing. 

 (2) If phosphorus-based application rates are used, the following shall be included: 

 1. Crop rotation. 

 2. Phosphorus removed by crop harvest of that crop rotation. 

 (3) Maximum allowable animal truck wash effluent application rate. 

 (4) Actual animal truck wash effluent application information: 

 1. Method(s) of application when animal truck wash effluent from the animal truck 

wash facility was applied. 

 2. Date(s) when the animal truck wash effluent from the animal truck wash facility 

was applied. 

 3. Weather conditions at the time of application and for 24 hours prior to and 

following the application. 

 4. Location of the field where the animal truck effluent from the animal truck wash 

facility was applied, including the number of acres. 

 5. The animal truck wash effluent application rate. 

 6. Dates when application equipment was inspected. 

 (5) Date(s) and application rate(s) of commercial nitrogen and phosphorus on fields 

that received animal truck wash effluent. However, if the date and application rate 

information is for fields which are not owned for crop production or which are not rented or 

leased for crop production by the person required to keep records pursuant to this subrule, 

an enforcement action for noncompliance with a nutrient management plan or the 

requirements of this subrule shall not be pursued against the person required to keep 

records pursuant to this subrule or against any other person who relied on the date and 
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application rate in records required to be kept pursuant to this subrule, unless that person 

knew or should have known that nitrogen or phosphorus would be applied in excess of 

maximum levels set forth in paragraph 65.17(1)“a.” If nutrients are applied to fields not 

owned, rented or leased for crop production by the person required to keep records 

pursuant to this subrule, that person shall obtain from the person who owns, rents or leases 

those fields a statement specifying the planned commercial nitrogen and phosphorus 

fertilizer rates to be applied to each field receiving the nutrients. 

 (6) A copy of the current soil test laboratory results for each field in the nutrient 

management plan. 

 (7) All applicable records identified in 65.208(5)“e.” 

 c.  Record inspection. The department may inspect an animal truck wash facility at any 

time during normal working hours and may inspect the nutrient management plan and any 

records required to be maintained. 

567—65.209(459A) Complaint investigations. Complaints of violations of Iowa Code 

chapter 455B, 459, 459A, or 459B or these rules, which are received by the department or 

are forwarded to the department by a county, following a county board of supervisors’ 

determination that a complainant’s allegation constitutes a violation, shall be investigated 

by the department if it is determined that the complaint is legally sufficient and an 

investigation is justified. 

 65.209(1) If after evaluating a complaint to determine whether the allegation may 

constitute a violation, without investigating whether the facts supporting the allegation are 

true or untrue, the county board of supervisors shall forward its finding to the department 

director. 
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 65.209(2) A complaint is legally sufficient if it contains adequate information to 

investigate the complaint and if the allegation constitutes a violation, without an 

investigation of whether the facts supporting the allegation are true or untrue, of 

department rules, Iowa Code chapter 455B, 459, 459A, or 459B, or environmental 

standards in regulations subject to federal law and enforced by the department. 

 65.209(3) The department in its discretion shall determine the urgency of the 

investigation, and the time and resources required to complete the investigation, based 

upon the circumstances of the case, including the severity of the threat to the quality of 

surface water or groundwater. 

 65.209(4) The department shall notify the complainant and the alleged violator if an 

investigation is not conducted specifying the reason for the decision not to conduct an 

investigation. 

 65.209(5) The department will notify the county board of supervisors where the 

violation is alleged to have occurred before doing a site investigation unless the department 

determines that a clear, present and impending danger to the public health or environment 

requires immediate action. 

 65.209(6) The county board of supervisors may designate a county employee to 

accompany the department on the investigation of any site as a result of a complaint. 

 65.209(7) A county employee accompanying the department on a site investigation has 

the same right of access to the site as the department official conducting the investigation 

during the period that the county designee accompanies the department official. 

 65.209(8) Upon completion of an investigation, the department shall notify the 

complainant of the results of the investigation, including any anticipated, pending or 
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complete enforcement action arising from the investigation. The department shall deliver a 

copy of the notice to the animal truck wash facility that is the subject of the complaint, any 

alleged violators if different from the animal truck wash facility and the county board of 

supervisors of the county where the violation is alleged to have occurred. 

 65.209(9) When a person who is a department official, an agent of the department, or a 

person accompanying the department official or agent enters the premises of an animal 

truck wash, both of the following shall apply: 

 a.  The person may enter at any reasonable time in and upon any private or public 

property to investigate any actual or possible violation of Iowa Code chapter 455B, 459, 

459A, or 459B or these rules. However, the owner or person in charge shall be notified. 

 (1) If the owner or occupant of any property refuses admittance to the animal truck 

wash facility, or if prior to such refusal the director demonstrates the necessity for a 

warrant, the director may make application under oath or affirmation to the district court of 

the county in which the property is located for the issuance of a search warrant. 

 (2) In the application, the director shall state that an inspection of the premises is 

mandated by the laws of this state or that a search of certain premises, areas, or things 

designated in the application may result in evidence tending to reveal the existence of 

violations of public health, safety, or welfare requirements imposed by statutes, rules or 

ordinances established by the state or a political subdivision thereof. The application shall 

describe the area, premises, or thing to be searched, give the date of the last inspection if 

known, give the date and time of the proposed inspection, declare the need for such 

inspection, recite that notice of desire to make an inspection has been given to affected 

persons and that admission was refused if that be the fact, and state that the inspection has 
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no purpose other than to carry out the purpose of the statute, ordinance, or regulation 

pursuant to which inspection is to be made. If an item of property is sought by the director, 

it shall be identified in the application. 

 (3) If the court is satisfied from the examination of the applicant, and of other 

witnesses, if any, and of the allegations of the application of the existence of the grounds of 

the application, or that there is probable cause to believe their existence, the court may 

issue such search warrant. 

 (4) In making inspections and searches pursuant to the authority of this rule, the 

director must execute the warrant: 

 1. Within ten days after its date. 

 2. In a reasonable manner, and any property seized shall be treated in accordance with 

the provisions of Iowa Code chapters 808, 809, and 809A. 

 3. Subject to any restrictions imposed by the statute, ordinance or regulation pursuant 

to which inspection is made. 

 b.  The person shall comply with standard biosecurity requirements customarily 

required by the animal truck wash facility which are necessary in order to control the 

spread of disease among an animal population. 

567—65.210(455B,459A) Transfer of legal responsibilities or title. If title or legal 

responsibility for a permitted animal truck wash facility and its animal truck wash effluent 

structure is transferred, the person to whom title or legal responsibility is transferred shall 

be subject to all terms and conditions of the permit and these rules. The person to whom the 

permit was issued and the person to whom title or legal responsibility is transferred shall 

notify the department of the transfer of legal responsibility or title of the operation within 
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30 days of the transfer. Within 30 days of receiving a written request from the department, 

the person to whom legal responsibility is transferred shall submit to the department all 

information needed to modify the permit to reflect the transfer of legal responsibility. 

These rules are intended to implement Iowa Code chapters 455B and 459A. 

 ITEM 74. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Appendix A, System 1, as follows: 

SYSTEM 1: ONE OPEN FEEDLOT EFFLUENT APPLICATION PERIOD PER YEAR 

MAJOR SYSTEM FEATURES. No change. 

DETAILED SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS: 

Open Feedlot Effluent Control System. No change. 

Open Feedlot Effluent Application Requirements: Open feedlot effluent must be removed 

from the open feedlot effluent control system and land-applied in accordance with the 

following requirements: 

1. No change. 

2. Feedlot Runoff Control System: Accumulated open feedlot effluent shall be 

removed from the feedlot runoff control system and disposed of by land application at least 

once annually. The interval between successive application periods shall not exceed 12 

months. 

During application periods, land application shall be conducted at rates sufficient to 

ensure complete removal of accumulated open feedlot effluent from the runoff control 

system in ten or fewer application days. Open feedlot effluent removal is considered 

complete when the open feedlot effluent remaining in the runoff control system 

occupies less than 10 percent of the system’s design open feedlot effluent storage 

volume. 
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Land application of open feedlot effluent shall be conducted on days when weather and 

soil conditions are suitable. Weather and soil conditions are normally considered 

suitable for open feedlot effluent application if: 

- Land application areas are not frozen or snow-covered. 

- Temperatures during application are greater than 32 degrees Fahrenheit. 

- Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 

immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of 

application the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application 

without the possibility of runoff. 

 ITEM 75. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Appendix A, System 2, as follows: 

SYSTEM 2: JULY AND OCTOBER OPEN FEEDLOT EFFLUENT APPLICATION 

MAJOR SYSTEM FEATURES. No change. 

DETAILED SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS: 

Open Feedlot Effluent Control System. No change. 

Open Feedlot Effluent Application Requirements: Open feedlot effluent must be removed 

from the open feedlot effluent control system and land-applied in accordance with the 

following requirements: 

1. No change. 

2. Feedlot Runoff Control System: 

A. A feedlot operator must comply with the following open feedlot effluent 

application requirements if application operations are limited to the months of July and 

October. 

During these months, land application shall be conducted at rates sufficient to ensure 
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complete removal of accumulated open feedlot effluent from the runoff control system 

in ten or fewer application days. Open feedlot effluent removal is considered complete 

when the open feedlot effluent remaining in the runoff control system occupies less 

than 10 percent of the system’s design open feedlot effluent storage capacity. 

During July and October, open feedlot effluent application operations shall be initiated 

on the first day that conditions are suitable for land application of open feedlot effluent, 

and application must continue on subsequent days that suitable conditions exist. If 

unfavorable weather conditions prevent complete application of open feedlot effluent 

to be accomplished during July or October, application must be continued into the 

following month. Open feedlot effluent application operations may cease when 

complete application has been achieved. 

Weather and soil conditions are normally considered suitable for land application of 

open feedlot effluent if: 

- Land application areas are not frozen or snow-covered. 

- Temperatures during application are greater than 32 degrees Fahrenheit. 

- Precipitation has not exceeded  0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 

immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of 

application the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application 

without the possibility of runoff. 

B. No change. 

 ITEM 76. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Appendix A, System 3, as follows: 

SYSTEM 3: APRIL, JULY AND OCTOBER OPEN FEEDLOT EFFLUENT 

APPLICATION 
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MAJOR SYSTEM FEATURES. No change. 

DETAILED SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS: 

Open Feedlot Effluent Control System. No change. 

Open Feedlot Effluent Application Requirements: Open feedlot effluent must be removed 

from the open feedlot effluent control system and land-applied in accordance with the 

following requirements: 

1. No change. 

2. Feedlot Runoff Control System: 

A. A feedlot operator must comply with the following open feedlot effluent 

application requirements if application operations are limited to the months of April, 

July and October. 

During these months, land application shall be conducted at rates sufficient to ensure 

complete removal of accumulated open feedlot effluent from the runoff control system 

in ten or fewer application days. Open feedlot effluent removal is considered complete 

when the open feedlot effluent remaining in the runoff control system occupies less 

than 10 percent of the system’s design open feedlot effluent storage capacity. 

During April, July and October, open feedlot effluent application operations shall be 

initiated on the first day that conditions are suitable for land application of open feedlot 

effluent, and application must continue on subsequent days that suitable conditions 

exist. If unfavorable weather conditions prevent complete application of open feedlot 

effluent to be accomplished during any of these months, open feedlot effluent 

application must be continued into the following month. Open feedlot effluent 

application operations may cease when complete application has been achieved. 
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Weather and soil conditions are normally considered suitable for land application of 

open feedlot effluent if: 

- Land application areas are not frozen or snow-covered. 

- Temperatures during application are greater than 32 degrees Fahrenheit. 

- Precipitation has not exceeded  0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 

immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of 

application the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application 

without the possibility of runoff. 

B. No change. 

 ITEM 77. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Appendix A, System 4, as follows: 

SYSTEM 4: OPEN FEEDLOT EFFLUENT APPLICATION AFTER EACH 

SIGNIFICANT PRECIPITATION EVENT 

MAJOR SYSTEM FEATURES. No change. 

DETAILED SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS: 

Open Feedlot Effluent Control System. No change. 

Open Feedlot Effluent Application Requirements: Open feedlot effluent must be removed 

from the open feedlot effluent control system and land-applied in accordance with the 

following requirements: 

1. No change. 

2. Feedlot Runoff Control System: Accumulated open feedlot effluent shall be 

removed from the feedlot runoff control system and disposed of by land application 

following each precipitation or snowmelt runoff event which results in significant open 

feedlot effluent accumulations in the control system. Open feedlot effluent accumulations 
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will be considered significant whenever the available (unoccupied) storage capacity 

remaining in the control system is less than 90 percent of that required to store the runoff 

from the 25-year, 24-hour precipitation event. 

Once the available storage capacity remaining in the open feedlot effluent control 

system is reduced to the point that open feedlot effluent application is necessary, open 

feedlot effluent application operations must be initiated on the first day that conditions 

are suitable for land application of open feedlot effluent, and application must continue 

on subsequent days that suitable conditions exist. Application operations may cease 

when the storage capacity available in the control system has been restored to greater 

than 90 percent of that required to store runoff from the 25-year, 24-hour precipitation 

event. 

During application periods, land application shall be conducted at rates sufficient to 

ensure complete removal of accumulated open feedlot effluent from the control system 

in ten or fewer application days. 

Weather and soil conditions are normally considered suitable for land application of 

open feedlot effluent if: 

- Land application areas are not frozen or snow-covered. 

- Temperatures during application are greater than 32 degrees Fahrenheit. 

- Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 

immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of 

application the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application 

without the possibility of runoff. 

 ITEM 78. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Appendix A, System 5, as follows: 
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SYSTEM 5: APRIL/MAY AND OCTOBER/NOVEMBER OPEN 

FEEDLOT EFFLUENT APPLICATION 

MAJOR SYSTEM FEATURES. No change. 

DETAILED SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS: 

Open Feedlot Effluent Control System. No change. 

Open Feedlot Effluent Application Requirements: Open feedlot effluent must be removed 

from the open feedlot effluent control system and land-applied in accordance with the 

following requirements: 

1. No change. 

2. Feedlot Runoff Control System: At a minimum, accumulated open feedlot effluent 

shall be removed from the feedlot runoff control system and disposed of by land 

application during the periods April 1 through May 31 and October 1 through November 

30. 

During each of these periods, land application shall be conducted at rates sufficient to 

ensure complete removal of accumulated open feedlot effluent from the runoff control 

system in ten or fewer application days. Open feedlot effluent removal is considered 

complete when the open feedlot effluent remaining in the runoff control system 

occupies less than 10 percent of the system’s design open feedlot effluent storage 

capacity. 

A feedlot operator may dispose of accumulated open feedlot effluent during any period 

of the year that conditions are suitable. While application during other periods will 

minimize the need for application during the April/May and October/November 

periods, the feedlot operator will still need to dispose of sufficient open feedlot effluent 
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during these periods to reduce the open feedlot effluent volume remaining in the runoff 

control system during these periods to less than 10 percent of the system’s design open 

feedlot effluent storage capacity. 

Land application of open feedlot effluent shall be conducted on days when weather and 

soil conditions are suitable. Weather and soil conditions are normally considered 

suitable for open feedlot effluent application if: 

- Land application areas are not frozen or snow-covered. 

- Temperatures during application are greater than 32 degrees Fahrenheit. 

- Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 

immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of 

application the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application 

without the possibility of runoff. 

 ITEM 79. Rescind 567—Chapter 65, Table 2, and adopt the following new table in lieu 

thereof: 

TABLE 2 

Major Water Sources – Lakes 

 

County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

Adair Greenfield Lake 375999.79 4572927.5

6 

1 mile southwest of 

Greenfield 

 Meadow Lake 379665.66 4582459.5

2 

6 miles northeast of 

Greenfield 
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County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

 Meadow Lake 

Watershed Pond 1 

379413 4582674  

 Meadow Lake 

Watershed Pond 2 

379575 4581649  

 Mormon Trail Lake 363054.22 4566934.2

6 

1½ miles southeast of 

Bridgewater 

 Nodaway Lake 374770.59 4571870.3

6 

2 miles southwest of 

Greenfield 

 Orient Lake 379552.53 4561682.2

4 

1 mile southwest of Orient 

Adams Binder Lake 356117.08 4540974.2

7 

1 mile northeast of Corning 

 Lake Icaria 353123.81 4545985.8

4 

4 miles north of Corning 

 Spring Lake 354110 4538035  

 West Lake Corning 354797.09 4540213.7

4 

North edge of Corning 

Allamakee Big Lake (Lansing) 644291 4807674 3 miles north of Lansing 

 Big Slough 642493 4809417  
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 Butler Lake 652484 4785589  

 Conway Lake 657161 4738737 Pool 11, Mississippi River 

 Founders Pond 646809.86 4771777.3

7 

 

 Gimmel Lake 653020 4786756  

 Harper’s Slough 652820 4787292  

 Japan Slough 649975 4781589  

 Joyce Lake 651789 4786453  

 Lansing Lake 644132.62 4806470.3

9 

 

 Lost Channel 643012 4814948  

 Martelle Lake 652046 4785558  

 McDonald Slough 643396 4807291  

 Middle Slough 643004 4806779  

 Minnesota Slough 641882 4816293  

 Mud Hen Lake 650260.15 4780202.0

9 
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 New Albin Big 

Lake 

642649.71 4815967.5  

 Off Slough 649525 4778400  

 Oil Spring Creek 652475 4786953  

 Phillipi Lake 642729 4806240  

 Pigpen Slough 640087 4817194  

 Rittenhouse Lake 653227 4785541  

 Saint Paul Slough 654608 4788421  

 Taylor Lake 650782 4782728  

 Upper Iowa River 642871 4814120  

 Village Creek 645559 4800999  

 Waukon Pond 623664 4790199 South end of Waukon 

 Yellow River Pond 643657 4781904  

 Zoll Lake 641939 4808167  

Appanoose Lower Centerville 

Reservoir 

509891.81 4507010.4

2 

2 miles south of Centerville 

 Mystic Reservoir 504475.03 4515541.1 North edge of Mystic 
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9 

 Rathbun Reservoir 507933.71 4521817.2

4 

8 miles northwest of 

Centerville 

 Stephen’s Forest - 

Unionville Area 

Pond 

528645.58 4518825.6

1 

 

 Upper Centerville 

Reservoir 

508646.64 4506155.8

9 

South edge of Centerville 

Audubon Littlefield Lake 351168.93 4602359.8

1 

4 miles east of Exira 

 Nabotna Pond 343511.71 4624705.9

4 

 

Benton Hannen Lake 573568.05 4635295.7

8 

4 miles southwest of 

Blairstown 

 Polk Township 

Lake 

587024 4681784 5.5 miles northwest of 

Urbana on west side of I-380 

 Rodgers Park Lake 576162.03 4672389 3.5 miles northwest of Vinton 

 Winegar Lake 579835.17 4682491.9

4 

9 miles north of Vinton 



 

138 

County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

Black Hawk Alice Wyth Lake 547459.69 4708746.5

5 

North edge of Waterloo 

 Big Woods Lake 546383 4711126 Northwest edge of Cedar 

Falls 

 Black Hawk Park 

Pond 1 

541989 4715777  

 Black Hawk Park 

Pond 2 

542020 4716091  

 Brinker Lake 549696.62 4707599.5

6 

North edge of Waterloo 

 Casey Lake (a.k.a. 

Hickory Hills 

Lake) 

556658.34 4679465.3

1 

12 miles south of Waterloo 

 Cedar Falls 

Impoundment 

545219.5 4709795.2

9 

North edge of Cedar Falls 

 Cedar River N.R.A. 

Pond 

564167 4693201  

 City Park Pond 

(Waterloo) 

551267.77 4707955.4

3 
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County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

 Deerwood Park 

Lake 

557153 4701012  

 Fisher Lake 548451.46 4709310.5

2 

North edge of Waterloo 

 Fox Township 

W.A. Pond 

576669 4699847  

 George Wyth Lake 549304.53 4709368.0

4 

North edge of Waterloo 

 Green Belt Lake 550302.63 4703101.5

8 

West edge of Waterloo 

 Harold Getty Lake 556343 4703053 Located in southeast 

Waterloo about 1 mile north 

of the intersection of 

Highway 20 and Highway 

218 (follow Mitchell Street 

about 0.25 miles east from 

Highway 218 to the 

Riverview Recreation Area) 

 Hope Martin Pond 551368 4704345  
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 Meyers Lake 558310 4701247 Evansdale 

 North Hartman 

Pond 

548427 4708601 North edge of Waterloo 

 North Prairie Lake 544206.21 4703495.8

8 

Southwest edge of Cedar 

Falls 

 Railroad Lake 

(Falls Access 

S.W.M.A.) 

540750.04 4714257.3

4 

 

 Roger Birdsall 

Memorial Park 

Lake 

542025.53 4709221.1

7 

 

 Singing Bird Lake 551500.52 4704389.0

9 

 

 South Hartman 

Pond 

548882 4708243 North edge of Waterloo 

 South Prairie Lake 544294.1 4702973.8

7 

 

 Thunder Woman 

Park Pond 

538081 4720051  
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 Turkey Ridge 539901 4720235  

 West Hartman 

Pond 

548157 4708610  

Boone Dickcissell Lake 432318.99 4654283.4

6 

4 miles east of Boone 

 Don Williams Lake 415725.47 4663301.6

5 

5 miles north of Ogden 

 Fraser 419267 4664205 West edge of Fraser 

 Fraser Pit 419643 4663787  

 Jay Carlson (south) 422516 4654138 3 miles west of Boone 

 Jay Carlson Pit 

(east) 

422807 4654169  

 Jay Carlson Pit 

(west) 

422427.57 4654299.5

9 

3 miles west of Boone 

 McHose Park Pond 426458.23 4654856  

Bremer Avenue of the 

Saints Pond 

537967.5 4728531.1

7 

2 miles southwest of Waverly 

 Frederika 556332.06 4748108.8  
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Impoundment 6 

 Horton Pond 543076 4737673  

 Three Rivers Pond 543567 4731680  

 Waverly 

Impoundment 

543351.73 4730767.7

4 

 

 Wilson Grove 

North 

574521 4747448  

 Wilson Grove 

South 

574556 4747158  

Buchanan Fairbank 

Impoundment 

577705.32 4721261.9

8 

 

 Fontana Mill Lake 589338.93 4717700.8

1 

.5 miles south of Hazleton 

 Grover Pond 597864 4694570  

 Independence 

Impoundment 

590394.01 4703679.1

8 

Independence 

 Koutny Pond 585334.5 4683990.6

1 

2.5 miles southeast of 

Brandon 
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 Quasqueton 

Impoundment 

601853.66 4694358.6

1 

 

 Sand Creek Access 

Area Lake 

604060.74 4688360.9

8 

 

 Triangle Park Pond 590366 4700259  

Buena Vista Gustafson Lake 324410.66 4749539.6

8 

1 mile south of Sioux Rapids 

 Marathon City Park 

Pond 

336282.51 4747522.3

9 

 

 Pickerel Lake 343178.2 4752172.7

2 

7 miles northwest of 

Marathon 

 Storm Lake (incl. 

Little Storm Lake) 

320724 4720589.7

8 

South edge of Storm Lake 

 Sturchler Pit 

(Newell Pit) 

332561.65 4720157.7

3 

1½ miles northwest of 

Newell 

 Three Waters W.A. 

Lake 

332361.81 4723241.6

7 

2 miles west, 3 miles north of 

Newell 

Butler Shell Rock County 

Park Lake 

533481.5 4730230.8  
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County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

 South Fork Park 

Pond 

501014 4732423  

 Sportsman’s Pond 526024.24 4737139.8  

Calhoun Calhoun W.A. 

Pond 

380550.56 4708274.5

9 

 

 Highway 4 R.A. 

Pond 

364318.22 4693540.9

4 

Southwest edge of Rockwell 

City 

 North Twin Lake 366058.06 4704861.7

2 

4 miles north of Rockwell 

City 

 Rockwell City City 

Pond 

365301.56 4695663.2

9 

 

Carroll Daniel Davis 

Timber Pond 

350975.82 4639598.7

1 

 

 Great Western Park 

Lake 

327502.29 4640943.6

7 

¼ mile west of Manning 

 Swan Lake 347387.38 4655754.9 3 miles southeast of Carroll 

 Tigges Pond 

Dedham 

350202 4637381  

 Tigges Pond Willey 346242 4648362  
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County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

Cass Atlantic Quarry 

Pond 1 

331184 4587055  

 Atlantic Quarry 

Pond 2 

331584 4587075  

 Atlantic Quarry 

Pond 3 

331194 4586765  

 Atlantic Quarry 

Pond 4 

330814 4586305  

 Cass County 

Education Pond 

355709 4565459  

 Cocklin Fish Farm 321115.02 4569144.0

5 

2 miles north of Griswold 

 Cold Springs Lake 325247.74 4573271.3

2 

1 mile south of Lewis 

 Iranistan Pond 321341.31 4575142.8

1 

5½ miles north of Griswold 

 Lake Anita 351183.86 4587776.1

2 

½ mile south of Anita 

 Nodaway W.A. 348909.57 4562168.2 4 miles southwest of 
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Pond Massena 

Cedar Bennett Lake 673027.94 4623719.4

1 

3 miles east of Bennett 

 Cedar Valley Park 

Quarries 

646463.9 4620838.4

5 

7.5 miles southwest of Tipton 

Cerro Gordo Black Pit 481804.02 4776426.1

5 

Southwest edge of Mason 

City 

 Blair Meadows 

Preserve Pond 

478617.97 4779040.4

9 

 

 Blue Pit 482111.48 4776398.8

9 

Southwest edge of Mason 

City 

 Bluebill Lake 472575 4772317 4 miles south of Clear Lake 

 Clark Lake (Mike 

Zack W.A.) 

484789.14 4772323.4

9 

4 miles southeast of Mason 

City 

 Clear Lake 468223.96 4775662.7

3 

South edge of Clear Lake 

 Fin and Feather 

Lake 

484532.82 4772256.5

7 

3 miles south, 1 mile east of 

Mason City 

 Georgia Hanford 484772.71 4774447.1  
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County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

Park Ponds 6 

 Kuhn W.A. Quarry 461019.75 4784286.6

7 

 

 Lime Creek 

Conservation Area 

Pond 

483422.38 4781958.7

8 

 

 Mason City East 

Park Pond 

485146.14 4777980.7

4 

 

 Rockfall Pond 493523.87 4783404.3

7 

 

 Rockwell Pond 483665.34 4757598.1

7 

 

 Wilkinson Pioneer 

Park Pond 

495812.85 4781094.2

8 

1 mile southwest of Rock 

Falls 

Cherokee Larson Lake 304430.57 4733431.6

3 

2½ miles east, 2 miles north 

of Aurelia 

 Spring Lake 288123.89 4736797.9

7 

South edge of Cherokee 

Chickasaw Airport Lake 553186.11 4770705.1 2 miles northwest of New 
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4 Hampton 

 Goodale 

Conservation Area 

Pond 

538694.07 4781787.0

4 

 

 Johnny Walnut 

Seed Conservation 

Area Pond 

558890.16 4783221.4  

 Nashua 

Impoundment 

(Cedar Lake) 

537601.88 4756074.7

1 

East edge of Nashua 

 New Hampton 

Pond (Garnant) 

556648 4766778 On south 4th Avenue 

 Ringneck Haven 546180 4776920 1.5 miles north, 1 mile west 

of North Washington 

 Sluggo’s Pond 572129.68 4775728.4

9 

 

 Split Rock Lake 562232.53 4751215.4

6 

4 miles south, 2 miles west of 

Fredericksburg 

 Twin Ponds 549570.09 4762052.0  
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County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

6 

Clarke East Lake 

(Osceola) 

437595.56 4542703.7

4 

½ mile east of Osceola 

 Grade Lake 435244.38 4541428.8

2 

 

 Green Pines W.A. 

Pond 

440396.84 4554345.4

8 

 

 Q Pond City Park 434442.65 4543865.3

4 

Northwest edge of Osceola 

 West Lake 

(Osceola) 

432377.34 4543057.6

5 

2 miles west of Osceola 

Clay Brugeman Park 

Pond 

306038.38 4784675.5

9 

 

 Dicken’s Pit 336663.27 4776416.4

7 

 

 Elk Lake 343505.42 4771935.3

9 

1 mile west, 3 miles south of 

Ruthven 

 Hawk Valley Pond 

(east) 

330877 4777520  
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 Hawk Valley Pond 

(west) 

330799.83 4777354.3

5 

 

 James W.A. Lake 320881.12 4754827.3

9 

 

 Scharnberg Pond 313589.42 4780323.5 3 miles east of Everly 

 Schmerse W.A. 

Pond 

330762.31 4789429.1

2 

 

 Stolley Pit 322147 4780318  

 Trumbull Lake 341588.03 4783433.6

6 

4 miles west, 5 miles north of 

Ruthven 

Clayton Ackerman Cut 657357 4737376  

 Big Pond 657273.37 4738200.6

1 

 

 Bussey Lake 654925.65 4740888.8

4 

2 miles north of Guttenberg 

 Cassville Iowa 

Slough 

659190 4733838  

 Dead Lake 664841 4728559  
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 Elkader 

Impoundment 

630271.33 4746096.0

2 

Elkader 

 Ferry Slough 656672 4741212  

 Frenchtown Lake 655025.87 4745546.5

5 

 

 Guttenberg 

Waterfowl Ponds 

650096 4755972  

 Johnsons Slough 649854 4758013  

 Methodist Lake 650333 4754252  

 Norwegian Lake 650299 4756882  

 Osborne Pond 627996.1 4739466.5

4 

4.5 miles southwest of 

Elkader on Highway 13 

 Picayune Chute 667499 4727985  

 Sny Magill Ponds 

(3) 

646906 4757322  

 Spring Lake 663898 4728959  

 State Line Slough 655794 4749192  

 Swift Slough 656481 4738566  
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 Wachendorf Lake 665673 4728599  

 Wood Duck Lake 664082 4729894  

 Wood Duck Slough 665193 4728551  

 Wyalusing Slough 649971 4754957  

 Wyoming Slough 649926 4755032  

Clinton Beaver Slough 731464 4633122  

 Blue Bill Slough 729968 4630504  

 Cook Slough 735828 4656142  

 Dark Chute 734997 4656669  

 Elk River Slough 735246 4651042  

 Gomers Lake 734043 4650592  

 Grass Lake 732753 4632465  

 Hagenson Pond 719775.71 4624673.8

3 

.25 miles south of Folletts 

 Killdeer R.A. Lake 711769.49 4632533.7

2 

5 miles east of DeWitt 

 Lower Lake 731111 4631776  
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 Lyons Chute 735004 4642186  

 Malone Park Pond 711349.2 4632124.6 5 miles east of DeWitt 

 McAndrews 

Wildlife Area Pond 

676287 4655308  

 Pond Lily Lake 725811 4628290  

 Rock Creek 723154 4625541  

 Schricker Slough 724198 4627207  

 Sodus Slough 723474 4625535  

 Swan Slough 726432 4628308  

 The Tubes 725042 4627687  

 Tyler Lake 724150 4627546  

 Upper Lake 731782 4632342  

Crawford Ahart/Rudd N.R.A. 

Pond 

291176.1 4641904.7

2 

1 mile west, 1.5 miles south 

of Dow City 

 Nelson Park Lake 285370.38 4646138.7

9 

3 miles west, 3 miles north of 

Dow City 

 Newcom/Riggelma

n N.R.A. Pond 

311386.82 4668258.9

7 
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 Sunset Lake 303325.19 4652690.9

1 

 

 Yellow Smoke 

Park Lake 

307776.43 4655290.2

7 

2 miles east, 2 miles north of 

Denison 

Dallas Beaver Lake 398938.68 4598600.2

6 

1½ miles north of Dexter 

 Glissman Pond 407406 4602545  

 Siglund Pond 429979 4628676  

 Snyder Pit 412198 4621032  

Davis Bloomfield City 

Park Pond 

550631.24 4511403.9

9 

 

 Davis County Pond 

1 (N-S) 

551262 4511060  

 Davis County Pond 

10 (N-N) 

551330 4511330  

 Davis County Pond 

2 (S-NE) 

551448 4510774.2

8 

 

 Davis County Pond 

3 (S-NW) 

550946 4510770  
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 Davis County Pond 

4 (S-NM2) 

551166 4510721  

 Davis County Pond 

5 (S-M1) 

551147 4510550  

 Davis County Pond 

6 (S-S) 

551277 4510162  

 Davis County Pond 

7 (S-NM1) 

551246 4510808  

 Davis County Pond 

8 (S-M2) 

551212 4510377  

 Davis County Pond 

9 (N-M) 

551274 4511217  

 Drakesville Ponds 544053.7 4516907.9

8 

 

 Lake Fisher 547145.17 4511858.7

4 

2 miles northwest of 

Bloomfield 

 Lake Wapello 535775.58 4518715.4

7 

7 miles west of Drakesville 

Decatur Home Pond 419485.75 4497642.6  
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8 

 Lake LeShane 417531.16 4498385.7

3 

 

 Little River 

Watershed Lake 

434102.76 4512932.2

2 

1 mile west of Leon 

 Nine Eagles Lake 434841.62 4494456.6

8 

3½ miles southeast of Davis 

City 

 Slip Bluff Lake 427969.88 4500576.0

2 

2 miles northwest of Davis 

City 

Delaware Backbone Lake 620098.06 4717575.3

4 

4 miles southwest of 

Strawberry Point 

 Schram Pond 627204 4703162  

 Silver Lake 

(Delaware) 

637956.2 4698315.5

7 

Southeast edge of Delhi 

Des Moines 4th Pumping Plant 

(Iowa Slough Lake) 

670782.93 4547982.1

7 

6 miles north, 5 miles east of 

Kingston 

 Big Hollow Lake 648948 4534137 3 miles west of Sperry 

 Black Hawk 

Bottoms 

658961 4507637  
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 Buffalo Slough 670919 4545162  

 Camp Island 672008 4540145  

 Charlie Island 672115 4542329  

 Cody Chute 671688 4543373  

 Gahn Wildlife 

Refuge Pond 

652570.62 4522956.1

1 

Northwest of West 

Burlington, 1 mile north of 

Highway 34 

 Gates Lake 670341 4546373  

 Gorge Pond 648629 4534554 5 miles west of Sperry 

 Gun Chute 671255 4544681  

 Half Moon Lake 658047 4508487  

 Huron Chute 670493 4546373  

 Izaak Walton Lake 656013.69 4521699.4

2 

 

 Johnson Island 672127 4541237  

 Leaky Pond 649971 4535213 5 miles west of Sperry 

 Linder Pond 648842 4534364 5 miles west of Sperry 
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 O’Connell Slough 661110 4523877  

 Otter Bay 663051 4523701  

 Otter Slough 662762 4524286  

 Round Lake 657613 4509914  

 Rush Chute 661527 4523059  

 Shelter D 649433 4535145 5 miles west of Sperry 

 Shelter E 650161 4535176 5 miles west of Sperry 

 Swift Slough 665024 4527309  

 Twin Ponds 671560 4545138  

 West Lake 655836.8 4521930.2

6 

 

 Yeager Lake 660748.37 4521923.8

2 

 

Dickinson Big Spirit Lake 329966.96 4812894.2

9 

1 mile north of Spirit Lake 

 Center Lake 327070.22 4808772.8

6 

2 miles west, ½ mile south of 

Spirit Lake 

 Diamond Lake 322816.82 4816686.4 2 miles east, 2 miles north of 
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5 Montgomery 

 East Okoboji Lake 328394.92 4805141.8

3 

East edge of Okoboji 

 Little Spirit Lake 328213.3 4818249.8

2 

4 miles north of Orleans 

 Little Swan Lake 342370 4813624  

 Lower Gar Lake 328234.54 4801799.8

4 

½ mile south of Arnolds Park 

 Minnewashta Lake 327875.2 4803006.3

5 

½ mile south of Arnolds Park 

 Pleasant Lake 335821.28 4807755.6

5 

3 miles east, 1 mile south of 

Spirit Lake 

 Prairie Lake 332924.42 4805076.7

2 

2.5 miles east of Arnolds 

Park 

 Silver Lake 

(Dickinson) 

310997.28 4813089.1

8 

West edge of Lake Park 

 Swan Lake 342395.86 4813752.5

2 

2 miles north of Superior 

 Upper Gar Lake 328141.26 4803845.3 East of Arnolds Park 
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4 

 Welch Lake 324264.45 4814314.9

2 

 

 West Okoboji Lake 326658.64 4804352.3

8 

Northwest edge of Arnolds 

Park 

 Westport Park 

Pond 

309177.54 4798208.2

3 

 

Dubuque Basswood Creek 679703 4724434  

 Bluebell Creek 661458 4730249  

 Bunker Chute 672453 4726563  

 Dubuque Harbor 692288 4706960  

 East Bergfeld 682823 4706318  

 Greens Lake 699375 4700686  

 Heritage Pond 688309.91 4713704.0

8 

North edge of Dubuque 

 Horseshoe Lake 700143 4700256  

 Lake Peosta 

Channel 

692993 4710087  
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 Molo Slough 698268 4701301  

 Mud Lake Park 688390.25 4720447.6

1 

 

 Shawon Dasse 

Slough 

698520 4701375  

 West Bergfeld 682370 4706457  

Emmet High Lake 361493.8 4796057.2

5 

6 miles east of Wallingford 

 Ingham Lake 362567.49 4797656.2

5 

6 miles east of Wallingford 

 Iowa Lake 382161.54 4817021.0

5 

6 miles north of Armstrong 

 Jim Hall Habitat 

Area Wetland 

356559.58 4791861.6  

 Tuttle Lake 371345.55 4817077.1

1 

1 mile east, 2 miles north of 

Dolliver 

 West Swan Lake 

S.W.M.A. 

364028.85 4801616.7

7 

3 miles southeast of Gruver 

Fayette Gilbertson Area 613397.36 4756833.0 East of Elgin off of County 
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Lake 9 Highway B64 

 Lake Oelwein 588798.64 4722337.4

9 

South edge of Oelwein 

 Maynard 

Impoundment 

591414 4737075  

 Volga Lake 600326.81 4750319.4

1 

3 miles north of Fayette 

 Waucoma 

Impoundment 

578691.97 4767409.3

8 

 

Floyd Charles City 

Impoundment 

525968.93 4768270.7 Charles City 

 Fossil Park Pond 502010 4766025 1 mile west of Rockford 

 Marble Rock 

Impoundment 

510448.27 4757045.2

4 

West edge of Marble Rock 

 Rudd Lake 509045 4774695 East of Rudd 

Franklin Beeds Lake 480055.88 4735292.1

2 

2 miles west, 1 mile north of 

Hampton 

 Interstate Park 

Lake 

465846.02 4730889.9

5 

1 mile west, 2 miles south of 

I-35 and Hwy 3 
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 Maynes Grove 

Lake 

483119.56 4724728.8

6 

5 miles south of Hampton 

 Pope Joy Pond 464203 4714636.4

2 

 

 Prairie Bridges 

Park Ponds 

495240.66 4712345.3

7 

1 mile north of Ackley 

 Robinsons Pond 485757.14 4733568.1

7 

 

 Sheffield G.M.A. 

Pond 

477136.67 4750562.8

1 

 

 Toft Pit 459592.79 4723669.3

3 

 

Fremont Lake Virginia 272866 4504644 5 miles west of Riverton 

 McPaul A Pond 263645.55 4525103.0

8 

2 miles south of Bartlett 

 McPaul B Pond 263506.35 4523459.1

5 

2 miles south of Bartlett 

 Percival Lake 262829.68 4517831.2

8 

1 mile north of Percival 
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 Pinky’s Glen Pond 270951.36 4530967.3

3 

2 miles west of Tabor 

 Scott Lake A 263972.86 4527917.3

7 

1½ miles south of Bartlett 

 Scott Lake B 263966.46 4527143.8

6 

1½ miles south of Bartlett 

 Waubonsie Access 

Lake 

261509.74 4507347  

Greene Pound Pit 396860 4658722  

 Pound Pit middle 

W 

396775 4658797  

 Pound Pit NE 396775 4658894 3 miles north of Grand 

Junction 

 Pound Pit NW 396654 4658891  

 Pound Pit SW 396723 4658550  

 Spring Lake 393381.93 4657295.8

3 

4 miles northwest of Grand 

Junction 

Grundy Grundy County 

Lake 

529801.87 4700900.0

7 

South side of Hwy 20 at Dike 

exit 
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 Rodman Park 

Ponds 

527694.71 4702110.4

6 

2 miles west of Dike 

 Stoehr Lake 

(Wellsburg) 

509535.39 4693577.2

1 

4 miles southeast of 

Wellsburg 

Guthrie Springbrook Lake 378112.1 4626039.9

3 

7 miles north of Guthrie 

Center 

 Sutcliff Woodland 

Pond 

363708.79 4613110.1

9 

10 miles north of Adair 

Hamilton Briggs Woods Lake 434799.38 4698625.1 2 miles south of Webster City 

 Little Wall Lake 447509.22 4679896.0

7 

1½ miles south of Jewell 

Hancock Crystal Lake 435751.69 4786527.2

9 

North edge of Crystal Lake 

 Crystal Lake 

Sediment Pond 

436272 4787244 Off the northeast corner of 

Crystal Lake 

 Eight Mile Pits 439357.12 4787963.5

3 

 

 Eldred Sherwood 

Lake 

453975.09 4754473.1

7 

3 miles east, 1 mile north of 

Goodell 
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 Pilot Knob Lake 454452.32 4788839.9

6 

3 miles east of Forest City 

 Torkelson Pit W.A. 

(north) 

456166.98 4783852.8

4 

 

 Torkelson Pit W.A. 

(southeast) 

456317 4783649  

 Torkelson Pit W.A. 

(southwest) 

456186 4783743  

 West Twin Lake 440160.83 4754061.2

8 

3 miles east of Kanawha 

Hardin Alden 469050 4707733  

 Lower Pine Lake 493819.22 4690719.6

7 

½ mile east of Eldora 

 Meiers Access 472688 4684011  

 Pine Ridge R.A. 

Lake 

494327.5 4696097.1

9 

 

 Steamboat Rock 494022 4695110  

 Upper Pine Lake 494761.55 4691675.6

5 

½ mile east of Eldora 
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Harrison DeSoto Bend at 

DeSoto National 

Wildlife Refuge 

247652.14 4603538.9

4 

5 miles west of Missouri 

Valley at DeSoto National 

Wildlife Refuge 

 Dunlap Pond 285083.69 4636573.6

3 

East edge of Dunlap 

 Nobles 251377 4599685 6 miles southwest of 

Missouri Valley 

 Sawmill Hollow 

W.A. Pond 

257535.24 4614482.5 4 miles southwest of 

Magnolia 

 Schaben Pond 278081.43 4631303.9

2 

5½ miles northeast of 

Woodbine 

 Schley Park Pond 287078.68 4606215.7

7 

1 mile east of Persia 

 Willow Lake 268199.26 4627939.8

6 

5½ miles west of Woodbine 

Henry East Lake Park 624600.28 4533827.7

3 

Mount Pleasant - city park 

 Gibson Area Pond 611978 4531418 East of Oakland Mills (Henry 

CCB) 
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 Lake Geode 636087.98 4519878.7

9 

4 miles southwest of Danville 

 Lake Geode Pond 

#1 

637003 4520751  

 Lake Geode Pond 

#3 

637089 4520269  

 Lake Geode Pond 

#4 

636941 4520357  

 Lake Geode Pond 

#5 

636535 4520217  

 Lake Geode Pond 

#6 

634992 4520680  

 Lake Geode Pond 

#7 

     

 Lake Geode Pond 

#8 

     

 Oakland Mills 

Impoundment 

616371.43 4532547.3

7 

 

Howard Lake Hendricks 536796.76 4802511.8 .5 miles northeast of 
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Riceville 

 Lidtke 

Impoundment 

558360 4812676  

 Lime Springs 

Impoundment 

558117.58 4812991.9

7 

 

 Merrick Pond 538801.89 4788117.9

4 

 

 Taylor Park Pond 571816.29 4789408.5

1 

3 miles northwest of Protivin 

 Vernon Springs 

Park Pond 

569748.29 4799739.7

6 

 

Humboldt Humboldt 

Impoundment 

399264.31 4731291.0

8 

 

 Rutland 

Impoundment 

393915 4734434  

Ida Crawford Creek 

Impoundment 

285080.77 4683549.4

6 

3½ miles south of Battle 

Creek 

 Moorehead Park 

Pond 

295746.77 4692499.6

9 

½ mile north of Ida Grove 
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Iowa Gateway Park 

North 

577527 4629168 North edge of Marengo 

 Gateway Park 

South 

577522 4628800 North edge of Marengo 

 Iowa Lake 568747.08 4609827.8

9 

5 miles north of Millersburg 

 Lake Iowa Pond 568387 4609231 Behind the nature center in 

Lake Iowa Park 

 Williamsburg Pond 581687.98 4612442.9 In the town of Williamsburg 

Jackson Alligator Lake 733398 4662712  

 Bards Lake 732439 4662936  

 Barge Lake 734038 4662695  

 Bellevue Pond 713018 4680766 South edge of Bellevue, near 

Bellevue State Park 

 Bellevue Slough 711881 4688370  

 Big Keller Lake 733142 4667124  

 Big Sieber Lake 732910 4664862  

 Blake’s Lake 726130 4672042  
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 Bonnie Lake 717312.92 4675010.5

1 

 

 Bowman’s Slough 717091 4676230  

 Dead Lake 733310 4664175  

 Densmore Lake 724280.63 4671708.4

9 

 

 Doc Wood Lake 733494 4664015  

 Eldridge Slough 734109 4663128  

 Esmay Slough 733497 4665008  

 Fish Lake 722936.54 4672600.4  

 Flat Lake (A) 719274 4674318  

 Flat Lake (B) 733522 4663968  

 Golden Lake 718898.04 4675105.9

3 

 

 Goose Lake 720185.32 4674528.7  

 Green Island Lake 724532.96 4671513.0

5 

1 mile east of Green Island 

 Harrington Slough 713758 4679680  
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 Horseshoe Pond 693445.62 4658581.9

2 

 

 Hubble Slough 733897 4659264  

 Hurstville Pond 691433 4662547 1 mile north of Maquoketa 

 Israel Day Lake 733606 4662720  

 Jackson Lake 719474 4674965  

 Joe Day Lake 732671 4664015  

 Lainsville Slough 729361 4669432  

 Little Keller Lake 732659.32 4667065.9  

 Little Sawmill Lake 724477.32 4672495.3

9 

 

 Little Sieber Lake 733166 4664662  

 Lower Brown Lake 727674 4670384  

 Lower Y Lake 733727.34 4666349.1

1 

 

 McGann’s Lake 725645 4672141  

 Middle Sabula 

Lake 

733211.42 4661003.4

2 

West edge of Sabula 
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 Pin Oak Lake 729142.03 4670312.6

5 

 

 Running Slough 733678 4666005  

 Sawmill Lake 724778.68 4672601.1  

 Scarborough Lake 727305 4670619  

 Sheepshead Bay 734325 4665286  

 Snag Slough 723628 4672682  

 Snider Lake 722807.84 4673524.8

4 

 

 South Sabula Lake 733677.57 4660163.3

4 

 

 Sunfish Lake 732412.16 4666850.6

5 

 

 Town Lake 732718 4662632  

 Twin Lakes 721080.93 4674100.2

6 

 

 Upper Brown Lake 726110.52 4670430.2

7 

 



 

174 

County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

 Upper Sabula Lake 732981.25 4661695.6

8 

 

 Upper Y Lake 733574.41 4666792.1

5 

 

 Western Pond 718108.96 4674401.9

7 

 

Jasper Clear Creek Pond 480600 4628525  

 Deppe Pond (north) 511167 4623933 4 miles northeast of Kellogg 

 Deppe Pond (south) 511161 4623426 4 miles northeast of Kellogg 

 Jacob Krumm 

Nature Preserve 

Lake (east) 

517620 4617110  

 Jacob Krumm 

Nature Preserve 

Lake (west) 

518446.58 4617485.0

7 

6 miles southeast of Kellogg 

 Mariposa Lake 502975.97 4625216.6

5 

5 miles northeast of Newton 

 Reimer Refuge 

Pond 

507460 4619070  
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 Rock Creek Lake 512179.64 4620967.2

5 

4 miles northeast of Kellogg 

 Rock Creek Lake 

Park Pond (east) 

513967 4621454  

 Rock Creek Lake 

Park Pond (north) 

512526 4621802  

 Rock Creek Lake 

Park Pond (west) 

511190 4620719  

 Stephens State 

Forest Reichelt 

Unit Lake 

511067.31 4616575.0

7 

 

Jefferson Bonnifield Lake 587914.03 4541523.9

6 

 

 Jefferson Co. Park 

New Pond 

584904 4537775 Southwest edge of Fairfield 

 Jefferson Co. Pond 

#1 

584866 4537540 Southwest edge of Fairfield 

 Jefferson Co. Pond 

#2 

585164 4537540 Southwest edge of Fairfield 
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 Jefferson Co. Pond 

#3 

585084 4538602 Southwest edge of Fairfield 

 Jefferson Co. Pond 

#4 

585272 4538373 Southwest edge of Fairfield 

 Pleasant Lake 588370.59 4542079.4

6 

 

 Round Prairie Park 

Entry Pond 

600087 4529881 12 miles southeast of 

Fairfield 

 Round Prairie Park 

Quarry Pond 

600304 4529660  

 Walton Reservoir 589629.66 4540841.9

9 

 

 Whitham Woods 

Pond 

583314 4540070 1 mile west of Fairfield 

 Zilman’s Pond 592387 4536617  

Johnson Broodmoor Pond 616993 4621423 East side of North Liberty 

 Burlington Street 

Dam 

621477 4612805 On the Iowa River in Iowa 

City under the Burlington 

Street bridge 
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 Coralville 

Reservoir 

622294.37 4620498.1

2 

4 miles north of Iowa City 

 Dovetail Pond 620021 4617910  

 Ewalt Pond 614915 4617216 West side of Coralville 

 Fox Run Pond 615638 4624756 North side of North Liberty 

 Fox Valley Pond 614671 4619683 Southwest of North Liberty 

 Freedom Pond 614993 4621721 North Liberty 

 Goose Pond 613471 4624028 West side of North Liberty by 

I-380 

 Iowa River 

Landing Pond 

620047 4615397 Just south of I-80 at Iowa 

River landing 

 Kent Park Lake 605587.26 4620021.7

3 

2.5 miles west of Tiffin 

 Lake Macbride 619078.11 4628229.2

5 

4 miles west of Solon 

 Liberty Centre 

Pond 

615500 4622936 One block west off Hwy 965 

on Cherry Street 

 North Ridge Park 616966.57 4616718.4 Just north of I-80 in 
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Pond 5 Coralville 

 Oakdale Ponds 616042 4618778 East of Hwy 965 

 Redbird Farms 

W.A. Ponds 

607294.48 4607914.1

7 

9 miles southwest of Iowa 

City 

 S.T. Morrison 617764 4615107 Coralville 

 Terry Trueblood 

Lake 

622528 4608957 1.5 miles south of Hwy 6 on 

Gilbert Street in Iowa City 

 Town Dam 619489 4614596 On the Iowa River along 1st 

Avenue in Iowa City 

 West Pond 613582 4621842  

Jones Central Park Lake 653870.14 4663855.7

6 

2 miles west of Center 

Junction 

 Hale Ponds 663097 4654211 3 miles east of Hale 

 Monticello Dam 650809 4678560 On the Maquoketa River on 

the east side of Monticello 

 Olin R.A. Pond 654322.31 4652393.1 1 mile north of Olin 

Keokuk Belva Deer Park 

Pond #1 

572399 4580789 5 miles northeast of 

Sigourney 
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 Belva Deer Park 

Pond #2 

572552 4580701 5 miles northeast of 

Sigourney in the campground 

 Belva Deer Park 

Pond #3 

572712 4580705 5 miles northeast of 

Sigourney in the campground 

 Griffin Lake 554502.09 4582351.7

4 

Southeast corner of What 

Cheer 

 Griffin Pond #1 554809 4582606  

 Griffin Pond #2 555034 4582531  

 Lake Belva Deer 573367 4581022 5 miles northeast of 

Sigourney 

 Yenruogis Pond 566866.17 4581105.0

4 

2 miles north of Sigourney 

Kossuth Burt Lake 387755.38 4817117.5

1 

4 miles west, 8 miles north of 

Swea City 

 Hurlburt W.A. 

Pond 

400846.96 4772904.5

6 

 

 Lake Smith 399004.66 4775327.5

2 

3 miles north of Algona 

 Plum Creek W.A. 403565.97 4776155.8  
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Pond 

 St. Benedict W.A. 

Pond 

411428.97 4763547.1

6 

2 miles southwest of St. 

Benedict 

 Whittemore Pit 386031.74 4767988.6

5 

1.5 miles southeast of 

Whittemore 

Lee Bitternut 607002 4502463 3 miles north of Farmington 

 Black Oak 608922 4499870 2 miles northeast of 

Farmington 

 Chatfield Lake 631418.04 4477352.5

5 

3 miles northwest of Keokuk 

 Devil’s Creek Lake 635244 4494311  

 Grape Chute 655552 4502801  

 Lead Island Chute 648559 4501028  

 Martens Pond 612682 4498974 Just off Highway 2 in Shimek 

State Forest 

 Martin Pond 612689 4498943  

 Pollmiller Park 

Lake 

632044.15 4508067.7

8 

East edge of West Point 
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 Rabbit Island Lake 638603 4497196  

 Shagbark 612763 4500242 6 miles northeast of 

Farmington 

 White Oak 609402 4498526 2 miles east of Farmington 

 Wilson Lake 627747 4500241 4 miles east of Donnellson 

 Wilson Pond #1 627532 4500070  

 Wilson Pond #2 627327 4500075  

Linn Central City Ponds 620723.06 4674042  

 Coggon 

Impoundment 

620851.21 4682196.8

7 

On Buffalo Creek on the 

northwest edge of Coggon 

 Five in One Dam 609949 4648267 On Cedar River under I-380 

in Cedar Rapids 

 Manhattan Robbins 

Lake Park 

607509.52 4651345.3

8 

On the Cedar River in 

northwest Cedar Rapids 

 Mohawk Park Lake 608932 4650761 East side of the Cedar River 

off J Avenue 

 Mount Vernon 

Quarry 

631572 4641831 Between Mount Vernon and 

Lisbon on the north side of 
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Highway 30 

 Murphy Lake 619876 4645502 1 mile northwest of Bertram 

on the west side of Highway 

13 

 Pleasant Creek 

Lake 

598199.61 4664125.8

5 

4 miles north of Palo 

 Prairie Park Fishery 613355 4644988 1.5 miles south-southeast of 

Cargill on Otis Road, along 

the Cedar River in Cedar 

Rapids 

 Seminole Valley 

Park Lakes 

605042.16 4650789.1

9 

Along the Cedar River in 

northwest Cedar Rapids 

 South Cedar Pond 630066.45 4638533.7

1 

 

 Wakpicada Natural 

Area 

Pit 1 

621944 4671998 1 mile south of Central City 

 Wakpicada Natural 

Area 

622013 4670928 1 mile south of Central City 
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Pit 2 

Louisa Beebe Pond 660348 4562333  

 Big Goose Pond 660725 4561162  

 Big Timber 

Complex 

658059 4569957  

 Blackhawk Chute 670734 4551602  

 Cairo Woods Pond 638996.46 4562293.4

5 

 

 Coolegar Slough 658114.44 4570795.7

4 

 

 Fox Pond 659185 4564105  

 Hidden Acres 657929 4566569  

 Kilpeck Island 

Chute 

660469 4574879  

 Lake Odessa 660024.13 4560444.9 5 miles east of Wapello 

 Little Fox Pond 659618 4563856  

 Louisa Interpretive 

Center Pond 

654884 4569511  
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 Otter Island 662381 4561346  

 Prairie Pocket 659290 4565212  

 Swarms Pond 659731 4562325  

 Turkey Chute 660327 4563388  

 Virginia Grove 

R.A. Pond 

640596.11 4556176.9

8 

4 miles northwest of Morning 

Sun 

Lucas Ellis Lake 478118 4539959.9

6 

1 mile east of Chariton 

 Morris Lake 479091.71 4540050.4

6 

3 miles east of Chariton 

 Red Haw Lake 477089.37 4538562.4

6 

1 mile east of Chariton 

 Red Haw Pond 1 

(east) 

476871 4537515  

 Red Haw Pond 2 

(middle) 

476686 4537455  

 Red Haw Pond 3 

(north) 

476651 4537780  
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 Stephen’s Forest 

Lucas Unit Pond 1 

458776.18 4541052.5

8 

 

 Stephen’s Forest 

Lucas Unit Pond 2 

459618.26 4540360.9

7 

 

 Stephen’s Forest 

Whitebreast Pond 1 

458068.38 4537864.9

5 

 

 Stephen’s Forest 

Whitebreast Pond 2 

457718.44 4536796.8

4 

8 miles west of Chariton 

 Williamson Pond 482052.92 4549089.5

1 

2 miles east of Williamson 

Lyon Jasper Pool 209438.86 4822553.4

5 

 

 Lake Pahoja 219000.7 4809227.8

7 

4 miles south, 2 miles west of 

Larchwood 

 Locker Park Pond 256720.45 4803663.2

1 

In city park in George 

Madison Badger Creek Lake 423893.93 4591432.2

5 

5 miles southeast of Van 

Meter 

 Badger Creek Pond 423780 4592988 6 miles southeast of Van 



 

186 

County Lake Name Easting Northing Location 

Meter 

 Cedar Lake 416544.42 4580433.6

5 

2 miles northeast of 

Winterset 

 Criss Cove County 

Park Pond 

412630.06 4562897.3

1 

7 miles south of Winterset 

 Deer Creek 

Wildlife Unit Pond 

416883.11 4560928.8

9 

 

 Fellowship Forest 

Pond 

410740 4570020  

Mahaska Cedar Bluffs N.A. 

Pond 

514213.22 4566947.0

3 

 

 Edmunson Pond 528946.31 4570391.3

6 

 

 Hawthorn Lake 

(a.k.a. Barnes City 

Lake) 

545229.09 4591852.6

4 

1 mile south of Barnes City 

 Hawthorn Lake 

Watershed Ponds 

     

 Lake Keomah 538546.94 4571495.7 6 miles east of Oskaloosa 
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4 

 Russell W.A. Pond 531042.96 4578939.7

4 

6 miles north of Oskaloosa 

 White Oak 

Conservation Area 

Lake 

543838.8 4569253.8

8 

2 miles south of Rose Hill 

Marion Bauer Park 473515.3 4561127.0

2 

4 miles west of 

Melcher-Dallas 

 Knoxville Pond 489340.69 4573756.5

5 

1 mile southwest of 

Knoxville 

 Pella S.G.M.A. 

Ponds 

508282.51 4580049.2  

 Red Rock 

Reservoir 

500001.33 4581031.6

8 

4 miles north of Knoxville 

 Roberts Creek Lake 495830.2 4585975.0

8 

6 miles northeast of 

Knoxville 

 Sand Pit 503020.85 4579588.1

7 

 

 Sunken Gardens 507044.28 4584467.2  
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Park Pond 5 

 Tower Pond 501083.29 4578269.2

3 

 

 Wilcox W.A. Pond 504275.37 4566180.2

7 

4 miles east of Attica 

Marshall Center Street Dam 506615 4656548 On the Iowa River on the 

north edge of Marshalltown 

 Green Castle Lake 511581.56 4641843.2

7 

1 mile south of Ferguson 

 Marshall County 

Lake 

501181.94 4653756.2

2 

4 miles west of Marshalltown 

 Sand Lake 511500 4655700 On the northeast edge of 

Marshalltown 

Mills Folsom Lake 262956.75 4551866.6

1 

2 miles west of Glenwood 

 Glenwood Lake 270109.51 4547391.5

4 

East edge of Glenwood 

 Keg Creek Lake 264085.12 4541300.4

9 

2 miles southwest of Pacific 

Junction 
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 Lake George 293010.52 4544369.4

8 

 

 Malvern Pond 

(a.k.a. Bohner 

Pond) 

282046 4542498 West edge of Malvern 

 Mile Hill Lake 265997.5 4548659.5

7 

2 miles west of Glenwood 

Mitchell Interstate Lake 

(Mitchell 

Impoundment) 

509569.33 4796205.5

4 

West edge of Mitchell 

 Otranto 

Impoundment 

501476.14 4811770.7

8 

 

 Stacyville 

Impoundment 

517933.94 4809237.5

7 

 

Monona Blue Lake 238595.91 4659728.0

9 

3 miles west of Onawa 

 I-29 Access Area 

borrow pit – Dry 

242812.82 4646066.8

3 

 

 Johnston Pit 257800 4676400 1 mile east of Rodney 
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 Loess Hills State 

Forest – Jones 

Creek 

257215 4639517  

 McDonald Pit 257276 4675844 1 mile east of Rodney 

 Middle Decatur 

Lake 

234152.8 4655809.5  

 Oldham Lake 268988.65 4654477.4

4 

1 mile north of Soldier 

 Pawnee Rec. Area 

Pit (NE) 

258042 4677144  

 Pawnee Rec. Area 

Pit (SW) 

257900 4677000  

 Peters Park 256800 4676000 1 mile east of Rodney 

 Savery Pond 263720.03 4638997.9 2 miles southeast of 

Moorhead 

 Upper Decatur 

Bend 

232403 4655429  

 Whiting Woods 

Pond 

261406.53 4669982.7

8 
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Monroe Albia (lower) 515300 4544600 1 mile north of Albia 

 Albia City 

Reservoir 

514850 4544350 1 mile north of Albia 

 Carmack Park Pond 505562.4 4552081.8

5 

2 miles west of Lovilia 

 Lake Miami 512952.93 4551706.6

7 

5 miles southeast of Lovilia 

Montgomer

y 

Anderson Area 

Pond 1 

316415.17 4544876.1

4 

2 miles east of Red Oak 

 Anderson Area 

Pond 2 

316156.26 4543807.5

6 

2 miles east of Red Oak 

 Hacklebarney East 334300 4538900 4 miles north of Villisca 

 Hacklebarney West 333600 4538400 4 miles north of Villisca 

 Pilot Grove Lake 328614.32 4557101.1

3 

5 miles east of Elliott 

 Viking Lake 329002.05 4538071.2

1 

4 miles east of Stanton 

Muscatine Cedar Bluffs R.A. 

Ponds 

640775.91 4578442.0

2 
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 Chicken Creek 

Lake 

653073 4595470 8 miles northwest of 

Muscatine (CCB) 

 Deep Lakes 660751 4581647  

 Drury Slough 672542 4587295  

 Environmental 

Discovery Park 

North Pond 

660000 4588800 Muscatine CCB, east of 

Muscatine 

 Environmental 

Discovery Park 

South Pond 

659750 4588600 Muscatine CCB, east of 

Muscatine 

 Gedney Lake 641241.83 4584761.7

7 

 

 Hershey Slough 671496 4588165  

 Hog Island 665859 4588186  

 Muscatine Slough 

(Kent-Stein Park) 

661049.98 4586403.3

5 

Southwest edge of Muscatine 

 Spring Lake 660814 4577870  

 Wyoming Slough 671745 4588758  
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O’Brien Dog Creek (Lake) 298538.13 4756818.5 2 miles east, ½ mile south of 

Sutherland 

 Douma Area Pond 279975.69 4782398.8

4 

2 miles west, 1 mile south of 

Sanborn 

 Mill Creek (Lake) 282302 4762515 1 mile east of Paullina 

 Negus Recreation 

Area Pond 

297040.75 4756751.0

2 

 

 Sheldon 

Community Pond 

271108.1 4784622.5  

 Tjossem Pond 286969.84 4771788.0

4 

 

Osceola Ashton Park Pond 274303.65 4799335.5

6 

 

 Ashton Pits 

Wildlife 

Management Area 

274931.84 4800219.8  

 May City Pit 298016.91 4800337.6

3 

 

 Ocheyedan Pit #1 294636.06 4806765.0 2 miles south of Ocheyedan 
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4 

 Ocheyedan Pit #2 294509 4807219 2 miles south of Ocheyedan 

 Ocheyedan Pit #3 294291 4807392 2 miles south of Ocheyedan 

 Peters Pit 269633.43 4817562.6

3 

 

 Thomas Pit 295840.01 4802894.0

9 

 

 Willow Creek 288284 4812127 4 miles west of Ocheyedan 

Page Pierce Creek Pond 301186.8 4522851.2

3 

5 miles north of Shenandoah 

 Pioneer Park Pond 312336.38 4512741.4

1 

10 miles north of Clarinda 

 RAPP Park Lakes 300880 4517554 North edge of Shenandoah 

 Ross Area Pit 334046.4 4497246.6

3 

8 miles southeast of Clarinda 

Palo Alto Five Island Lake 364129.71 4776858.5

7 

North edge of Emmetsburg 

 Lost Island Lake 345236.73 4781980.6 3 miles north of Ruthven 
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3 

 Mulroney 

Recreation W.A. 

Pond 

371544.92 4763574.2

3 

 

 Silver Lake (Palo 

Alto) 

346427.93 4766118.9

7 

2 miles west of Ayrshire 

 Sportsman Park 

Pond 

373841.73 4774577.6

6 

 

 Virgin Lake 345799.11 4773993.3

1 

2 miles south of Ruthven 

Plymouth Hillview R.A. Pond 227889.37 4726319.1

6 

2 miles west of Hinton 

 LeMars Pit 246489.6 4739176.6

8 

 

 Meadow W.A. 

Pond 

260939.3 4748626.5

9 

 

 Rivers Bend 

Wildlife Area Lake 

206448 4743942  

 Silver Maple 206580.89 4745257.6  
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County Park Pond 2 

 Southeast 

Wildwood Park 

Pond 

253515.73 4720561.9

5 

 

Pocahontas Cooper’s Cove 

Park Pond 

379947.83 4720030.2

4 

7 miles east of Palmer 

 Fonda Reservoir 348315.07 4715687.2

4 

 

 Lizard Lake 377543.34 4725444.0

4 

 

 Meredith Park 

Pond 

367541.9 4751724.5

2 

1.5 miles north of Plover 

 Northwest 

Recreational Park 

Pond 

349680.49 4745166.5

1 

Southeast edge of Laurens 

Polk Acorn Valley Pond 440086 4620848 Within Acorn Valley 

campground on the west side 

of Saylorville Reservoir 3 

miles north of Johnston 
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 Ankeny Lake 

(DMACC) 

449512 4617135 Ankeny, DMACC campus 

 Big Creek Lake 438321.15 4629479.4

6 

2 miles north of Polk City 

 Birdland Park Pond 448932.83 4606930.5

1 

 

 Blue Heron Lake 

(Raccoon River 

Park) 

439020.58 4599899.0

6 

Southwest of West Des 

Moines; Raccoon River Park 

 Copper Creek 455930 4605980 North side of University 

Avenue in Pleasant Hill 

along Four Mile Creek 

 Dale Maffitt 

Reservoir 

434202.42 4596457.2

9 

6 miles southwest of Des 

Moines 

 Discovery Pond 434952.67 4626039.4

7 

 

 Donald McRae 

Park Pond 

448020.25 4602131.0

4 

 

 Easter Lake 453737.61 4599264.2 Southeast edge of Des 
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9 Moines 

 Ewing Park Pond 451685.09 4598800.1

6 

 

 Fort Des Moines 

Pond 

449107 4596329  

 Grays Lake 446619.95 4602226.8

1 

Fleur Drive, Des Moines 

 Greenwood/Ashwo

rth Park Pond 

443179.91 4603320.1

3 

 

 Hawkeye Park 

Pond 

449411.16 4620502.8

7 

Ankeny 

 Lake Petocka 463217.99 4617300.7 Northeast edge of Bondurant 

 Lake View Pond 439386 4609789  

 McHenry Park 

Lagoon 

447691.3 4608112.6

3 

 

 Saylorville 

Reservoir 

442684.68 4618588.9

1 

North edge of Des Moines 

 Skull Pond 434961 4626036 Within Jester Park 2.5 miles 

northeast of Granger 
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 Teal Pond 434504 4625778 Within Jester Park 2.5 miles 

northeast of Granger 

 Terra Lake 441169 4612454 Within city of Johnston south 

of Pioneer Parkway 

 Thomas Mitchell 

Lake 

468053.88 4610166.8

3 

3 miles southwest of 

Mitchellville 

 Walker-Johnston 

Pond 

438255 4608532 Within Walker-Johnston 

Park in the city of Urbandale 

 Witmer Park Pond 444651.4 4606515.4

5 

 

 Yellow Banks Park 

Pond 

461572.92 4598783.7

3 

Southeast edge of Des 

Moines 

Pottawattam

ie 

Arrowhead Pond 283406.45 4590411.4

6 

1½ miles southeast of Neola 

 Big Lake (incl. 

Gilbert’s Pond) 

260371.03 4575268.6

4 

North 25th Street exit off 

Interstate 29, Nash Blvd. to 

Big Lake Road, northeast 

Council Bluffs 

 Carter Lake 255489.46 4576242.8 North edge of Carter Lake 
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5 

 Farm Creek Lake 305790 4565600 5 miles east of Carson 

 Lake Manawa 260203.21 4565635.2

9 

Southwest edge of Council 

Bluffs 

 Riepe Pond 307915 4565321  

 Saganaush Pond 256320 4568090 On grounds of Western 

Historic Trails Center in 

western Council Bluffs, 

accessed via Richard 

Downing Avenue 

Poweshiek Arbor Lake 522262.02 4620025.3

9 

On the southwest edge of 

Grinnell 

 Diamond Lake 537371.4 4604053.8

3 

1 mile west of Montezuma 

 Diamond Lake 

Pond 

538009 4604190 1 mile west of Montezuma 

 Miller 523211 4620090 On the southeast edge of 

Grinnell 

Ringgold Fife’s Grove Park 395138.61 4510343.9 1 mile north of Mount Ayr 
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Pond 

 Fogle Lake S.W.A. 386067.75 4519129.7

1 

½ mile west of Diagonal 

 Kokesh R.A. Pond 387027.06 4516600.6

1 

 

 Loch Ayr 395377.92 4511185.3

3 

2 miles north of Mount Ayr 

 Mount Ayr Game 

Area Ponds 

388320.85 4504889.8

9 

5 miles southwest of Mount 

Ayr 

 Mount Ayr Old 

Reservoir 

396421.06 4509142.8

4 

½ mile north of Mount Ayr 

 Poe Hollow Park 

Pond 

399172.78 4507465.2

5 

 

 Ringgold CCB 

Ponds 

395164 4510341 1 mile north of Mount Ayr 

 Ringgold 

Management Area 

Ponds 

404084.61 4494965.0

8 

11 miles southeast of Mount 

Ayr 

Sac Almer Noyd W.A. 343857.65 4683121.4  
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Pit 4 

 Arrowhead Lake 330911.52 4684793.6

3 

South side of Lake View 

 Black Hawk Lake 333592.47 4684763.6 East edge of Lake View 

 Black Hawk Pits 330522 4682062 1½ miles south of Lake View 

 Eden Prairie R.A. 

Pits 

319758.78 4707958.7

4 

 

 Jana R.A. Pit 338824.24 4687134.3

9 

 

 L Pond 330582 4681897  

 Reiff Park Pond 323169.89 4700594.2

4 

 

Scott Bluegrass Lake 692799.99 4599833.8

6 

.25 miles west of Davenport 

(CCB) 

 Buena Vista Public 

Use Area Ponds 

688198.91 4622022.2

2 

 

 Cody Lake 705361.42 4620767.8

9 
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 Cordova Slough 722599 4620589  

 Crow Creek W.A. 

Lake 

703587.12 4609911.6

4 

East edge of Mount Joy 

 Davenport Harbor 698411 4596521  

 Enchanted Island 695840 4593464  

 Grant Slough 722010 4620391  

 Lake of the Hills 693798.96 4599251.9

7 

.25 miles west of Davenport 

(CCB) 

 Lambach Lake 693953.02 4599816.3 .25 miles west of Davenport 

 Le Claire Canal 717084 4606489  

 Lost Grove Lake 713121 4616355 6 miles east of Eldridge 

 Lost Grove Lake 

Pond 

     

 Pride Lake 705741.49 4619857.2

9 

 

 Railroad Lake 693213.11 4599729.1 .25 miles west of Davenport 

(CCB) 

 Steamboat Slough 722736 4620149  
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 Wapsi River Center 

Pond 

683785.63 4626415.3

9 

 

Shelby Elk Horn Creek 

Pond 

325720.04 4604192.8

1 

 

 Manteno Park Pond 295232.85 4636522.0

7 

8 miles northwest of 

Defiance 

 Nishna Bend R.A. 

Ponds 

305993.99 4604617.3

9 

4 miles south of Harlan 

 Pioneer Park Pond 306202 4613751 Within Harlan city limits 

 Prairie Rose Lake 315022.56 4608076.1

7 

8 miles southeast of Harlan 

 Schimeroski Pond 299608.55 4627446.4

7 

East edge of Earling 

 Speery Pond 305460 4612920 Within Harlan city limits 

Sioux Alton Roadside 

Park Pond 

254874.7 4764719.0

4 

.5 miles north of Alton 

 Big Sioux 

Recreation Area 

214559 4765664  

 Fairview Area 217068.02 4792010.7 5 miles south, 3 miles west of 
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Impoundment 8 Inwood 

 Nassau W.A. Pond 252253.29 4758384.7

4 

 

 Oak Grove Pond 216911.5 4773041.2

7 

Oak Grove County Park 

 Otter Creek R.A. 

Pond 

256088.72 4793184.4

7 

4.5 miles north of Boyden on 

L14 

 Rock Valley Pit 230911.25 4789780.5

9 

In city park in Rock Valley 

 Sandy Hollow Park 

Lake 

246404.47 4772715.5

6 

 

 Sioux Center Pit 240949.87 4769579.7

4 

 

 Vander Weerd Pit 259830 4767780  

 Winterfield Pond 

(a.k.a. Van Zee Pit) 

232630.55 4789617.5

5 

North edge of Rock Valley 

Story Ada Hayden 

Heritage Park Lake 

448174.92 4657208.5

5 

North side of Ames, west of 

Grand Avenue/Highway 69 

 Cambridge Pond 454936.39 4642902.3  
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5 

 Dakin Lake 475677.46 4668780.3 2 miles northeast of Zearing 

 Hickory Grove 

Lake 

470564.02 4648264.2

3 

3 miles southwest of Colo 

 Lake Laverne 446406.96 4652629.0

2 

 

 McFarland Pond 452861.05 4660393.2

1 

4 miles northeast of Ames 

 Moore Memorial 

Park Pond 

446172.06 4654939.4

4 

 

 Petersons Pit (west) 450738.3 4659450.2

4 

4 miles northeast of Ames 

 Robison Wildlife 

Acres Pond 

463583.65 4641878.2

5 

 

Tama Cherry Lake 534572 4645482 On the southwest edge of 

Tama 

 Columbia W.A. 

Pond 

538064.71 4639700.3

2 

4 miles southeast of Tama 

 Otter Creek Lake 539761.59 4654810.5 6 miles northeast of Toledo 
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3 

 Otter Creek Pond 540216 4654983 Just east of Otter Creek Lake, 

within county park 

 Union Grove Lake 522799.61 4664064.3

2 

4 miles south of Gladbrook 

 Union Grove W.A. 

Pond 

522365.05 4663357.3

2 

4 miles south of Gladbrook, 

on southwest corner of Union 

Grove State Park 

Taylor Bedford 

Impoundment 

355314 4504855  

 East Lake (Lenox) 369538.35 4528640.0

4 

½ mile north of Lenox 

 Lake of Three Fires 357231.61 4508111.3

7 

3 miles northeast of Bedford 

 Sands Timber Lake 

(Blockton 

Reservoir) 

373269.1 4498496.4

9 

1 mile northwest of Blockton 

 West Lake (Lenox) 369018.64 4528368.2

1 

1 mile north of Lenox 
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 Wilson Park Lake 369940.42 4521759.1

3 

2½ miles southeast of Lenox 

 Windmill Lake 345779.77 4510308.9

8 

3½ miles east of New Market 

Union Afton City 

Reservoir 

398287.94 4543422.1

6 

1 mile west of Afton 

 Green Valley Lake 383661.65 4550950.6

3 

2½ miles northwest of 

Creston 

 Groesbeck W.A. 

Lake 

404231.4 4550318.8

4 

 

 McKinley Lake 383582.18 4545574.0

5 

 

 Summit Lake 382469.75 4546927.0

6 

West edge of Creston 

 Talmadge Hill 

Lake/Marsh 

407807.79 4542658.8

4 

5 miles east of Afton 

 Thayer Lake 410388.46 4541669.7

8 

1 mile south of Thayer 

 Three Mile Lake 397910.93 4547597.3 3 miles northwest of Afton 
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2 

 Twelve Mile Creek 

Lake 

394545.86 4545747.3

8 

4 miles east of Creston 

Van Buren Cantril Pond 578466.3 4499991.7

3 

 

 Indian Lake 605465.38 4498406.8

7 

1 mile southwest of 

Farmington 

 Lacey Keosauqua 

Park Lake 

586944.13 4507027.8

6 

1 mile southwest of 

Keosauqua 

 Lake Miss (Tug 

Fork W) 

582203.21 4506424.1

7 

5 miles southwest of 

Keosauqua 

 Lake Sugema 585661.49 4504193.5

9 

3 miles southwest of 

Keosauqua 

 Morris Memorial 

Park Pond 

601368.13 4527099.5

7 

 

 Piper’s Pond (Tug 

Fork E) 

582409.8 4506415.2 5 miles southwest of 

Keosauqua 

Wapello Arrowhead Lake 555813.87 4535928.9

3 

3 miles east of Ottumwa 
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 East Greater 

Ottumwa Central 

Park Pond 

548123 4540330 Inside Ottumwa city limits 

 Eldon Pond 567256.76 4529893.7

5 

 

 Memorial Park 

Pond 

550420.63 4542425.3

2 

 

 North Greater 

Ottumwa Central 

Park Pond 

547952 4540649 Inside Ottumwa city limits 

 Ottumwa - 

Waterworks Dam 

549101 4540659  

 Ottumwa Lagoon 548207 4539654 Southeast edge of Ottumwa 

 Pioneer Ridge 

Nature Area Pond 

(Nature Center) 

550055.85 4527975.7

2 

 

 Pioneer Ridge 

Nature Area Pond 

(Parking lot pond) 

550334 4527929  
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 Pioneer Ridge 

Nature Area Pond 

(south pond) 

549872 4528018  

 South Greater 

Ottumwa Central 

Park Pond 

548065 4540029 Inside Ottumwa city limits 

 Unmanaged 

Greater Ottumwa 

Central Park Ponds 

548330 4540159  

 West Greater 

Ottumwa Central 

Park Pond 

547996 4540189  

Warren Annett Nature 

Center Pond 

(Lester) 

451693.92 4571892.0

4 

4 miles south of Indianola 

 Banner Lake 

(north) 

454077 4588169 4½ miles north of Indianola 

 Banner Lake 

(south) 

453834.69 4587561.7

9 

4½ miles north of Indianola 
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 Grant Nature Land 

Pond 

472357.58 4585777.9

5 

5 miles south of Swan off 

Fenton Street 

 Hickory Hills Park 

Pond 

448921.8 4558819.7

3 

 

 Hooper Area Pond 450695.82 4569434.8

4 

6 miles southwest of 

Indianola 

 Lake Ahquabi 450319.32 4571145.8

3 

5 miles southwest of 

Indianola 

 Otter Creek Park 

Pond 

455547.34 4565886.9

3 

 

Washington Clemons Creek 

Area Pond 

605490 4573460 2 miles west of Washington, 

CCB 

 Crawford Pond 621826.79 4577093.3

9 

3 miles north of Ainsworth 

 Darling 

Campground pond 

592365 4560165 Lake Darling State Park 

 Darling Youth 

Camp pond 

592865 4561394  

 Foster Pond 622590 4557960  
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 Foster Woods Pond 596014.92 4589260.9

8 

1.5 miles southwest of 

Wellman 

 Iowa Township 

Pond 

618490.31 4593583.7

1 

.5 miles north of Riverside 

 Lake Darling 592526.11 4561019.3 4 miles west of Brighton 

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 1 

591959 4561972  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 10 

594554 4560251  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 11 

594322 4560139  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 12 

593874 4559921  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 13 

593969 4559630  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 14 

593653 4559630  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 15 

593521 4559890  
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 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 16 

593109 4560079  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 17 

592332 4560184  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 18 

591972 4559932  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 19 

591707 4559840  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 2 

592051 4561895  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 20 

591264 4559919  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 21 

591168 4559920  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 22 

590959 4559865  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 23 

592146 4560997  

 Lake Darling 591935 4561227  
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Watershed Pond 24 

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 25 

591700 4561404  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 3 

592168 4561808  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 4 

592250 4561693  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 5 

592629 4561526  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 6 

592821 4561744  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 7 

592936 4560961  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 8 

593121 4560812  

 Lake Darling 

Watershed Pond 9 

594664 4560228  

 Marr Park Lake 619220 4571485 1 mile west of Ainsworth 

 Marr Park Pond 619159.71 4571622.6 1 mile west of Ainsworth 
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8 

 Schmitter Pond 

(north) 

594190 4563450  

 Schmitter Pond 

(south) 

594155 4563164  

 Sokum Ridge Pond 612791.94 4563691.6

4 

5 miles south of Washington 

 Willow Pond 607059 4535425  

Wayne Bob White Lake 466282.9 4507270.6

7 

1 mile west of Allerton 

 Corydon Reservoir 471714.34 4511517.6

5 

West edge of Corydon 

 Humeston 

Reservoir 

457368.6 4525586.5

6 

1 mile north of Humeston 

 Lineville Reservoir 456747.3 4494458.6

4 

North edge of Lineville 

 Seymour Reservoir 489648.91 4502091.9

4 

.5 miles south of Seymour 

Webster Armstrong Park 402127.19 4707563.3  
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Pond 4 

 Badger Lake 402117.43 4715601.8

5 

4½ miles north of Fort Dodge 

 Bob Hay Memorial 

Conservation Area 

Pond 

399087.96 4704626.4

1 

 

 Brushy Creek Lake 419317.11 4693493.8

9 

5 miles east of Lehigh 

 Ft. Dodge - Lower 

Dam 

402435 4705264  

 Ft. Dodge - Upper 

Dam 

401405 4707790  

 Lake Ole 411729.41 4678897.2

9 

 

 Moorland Pond 394584.84 4700601.8

2 

 

Winnebago Ambroson Pit 

(east) 

448224 4796718 3½ miles north of Forest City 

 Ambroson Pit 448083.53 4796806.0 3½ miles north of Forest City 
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(middle) 7 

 Ambroson Pit 

(north) 

448219 4797019 3½ miles north of Forest City 

 Ambroson Pit 

(west) 

447981 4796879 3½ miles north of Forest City 

 Dahle Park Pond 453467.21 4812755.4  

 Florence Park Pond 431055.17 4803054.0

2 

 

 Hadacek R.A. Pond 446604.45 4794340.6

8 

 

 Lake Catherine 438336.32 4789827.6

8 

6 miles west of Forest City 

 Lande River 

Conservation W.A. 

Pond 

452220.22 4810136.1

4 

 

 Rice Lake 458817.54 4804514.5

4 

1 mile south, 1 mile east of 

Lake Mills 

Winneshiek Lake Meyer 588587.31 4780856.0

3 

2.5 miles southwest of 

Calmar 
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 Lower Dam 

Impoundment 

610007.88 4799419.9  

 Silver Springs Pond 599452.68 4776706.3

9 

 

 Upper Dam 

Impoundment 

607370.28 4797024.2

6 

 

Woodbury Bacon Creek Lake 225556.49 4710043.6

8 

East edge of Sioux City 

 Browns Lake 226224.76 4689445.5 2 miles west of Salix 

 Little Sioux Park 

Lake 

269611.94 4703249.6

6 

2 miles south of 

Correctionville 

 Midway Park Lake 251408.28 4714219.6 3 miles northeast of Moville 

 Snyder Bend Lake 225516.18 4684455.4

1 

1½ miles west of Salix 

 Southwood 

Conservation Area 

Pond (east) 

256098.42 4678037.8

7 

½ mile west, ½ mile south of 

Smithland 

 Southwood 

Conservation Area 

256014 4677987 ½ mile west, ½ mile south of 

Smithland 
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Pond (west) 

 Stone State Park 

Pond 

214847.43 4716891.2

1 

 

Worth Kuennen’s Pit 

W.A. (north) 

483241 4806793 2 miles south, ½ mile east of 

Northwood 

 Kuennen’s Pit 

W.A. (south) 

483262.09 4806542.0

3 

2 miles south, ½ mile east of 

Northwood 

 Mill Pond 465620.81 4790170.2

8 

 

 Silver Lake 

(Worth) 

466247.61 4814365.2 10 miles west, 3½ miles north 

of Northwood 

 Worth County Lake 485623.1 4801876.1

8 

2 miles northeast of Kensett 

Wright Fishpond Park 426518.28 4724992.4

2 

 

 Lake Cornelia 443606.06 4737316.0

8 

3½ miles north, 2 miles east 

of Clarion 

 Morse Lake 443361.94 4743180.9

6 

3½ miles west of Belmond 
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 ITEM 80. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 4a, as follows: 

TABLE 4a 

Phosphorus Removal for Iowa Crops 

Source: PM 1688, A General Guide for Crop Nutrient and Limestone Recommendations in 

Iowa, revised October 2013 

 

CROP UNITS 
P2O5(pound

s/unit) 

Corn bu. 0.375 0.32 

Corn silage 
ton (65% 

H2O) 
3.5 

Soybeans bu. 0.8 0.72 

Alfalfa, alfalfa 

grass 
ton 12.5 13 

Oat and straw bu. 0.4 0.294 

Wheat bu. 0.6 0.55 

Smooth 

brome 
ton 9 7.9 

Orchard grass ton 14 12 

Tall fescue ton 12 11 
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CROP UNITS 
P2O5(pound

s/unit) 

Switch grass ton 12 11 

Sorghum-Sud

an 
ton 12 11 

Vetch ton 12 

Red 

clover-grass 
ton 12 11 

Perennial rye 

grass 
ton 12 11 

Timothy ton 9 7.9 

Wheat straw ton  4 3.7 

Oat straw ton 5 6.4 

 ITEM 81. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 6, table of distances to water wells, as 

follows: 

TABLE 6 

Required Separation Distances for Confinement Feeding Operations Constructed 

on or after March 1, 2003—Swine, Sheep, Horses, Poultry, and Beef and Dairy Cattle 
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DISTANCES TO WATER WELLS 

Type of Structure 

Public Well Private Well 

Shal

low 

De

ep 

Sha

llo

w 

Dee

p 

Aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon, 

earthen manure storage basin Unformed 

manure storage structure and egg 

washwater storage structure 

1,00

0 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

Formed manure storage structure and 

confinement building 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

 ITEM 82. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 6a, table of distances to water wells, as 

follows: 

TABLE 6a 

Required Separation Distances for Confinement Feeding Operations Constructed on or 

after 

January 1, 1999, but prior to March 1, 2003—Swine, Sheep, Horses and Poultry 

 

DISTANCES TO WATER WELLS 

Type of Structure Public Well Private 
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Well 

Sha

llo

w 

Dee

p 

Sha

llo

w 

Dee

p 

Aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon, earthen 

manure storage basin Unformed manure 

storage structure and egg washwater storage 

structure 

1,0

00 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

Formed manure storage structure and 

confinement building 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

 ITEM 83. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 6b, table of distances to water wells, as 

follows: 

TABLE 6b 

Required Separation Distances for Confinement Feeding Operations Constructed 

on or after January 1, 1999, but prior to March 1, 2003—Beef and Dairy Cattle 

 

DISTANCES TO WATER WELLS 

Type of Structure 

Public Well Private Well 

Shal

low 

De

ep 

Sha

llo

Dee

p 
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w 

Aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon, 

earthen manure storage basin Unformed 

manure storage structure and egg 

washwater storage structure 

1,00

0 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

Formed manure storage structure and 

confinement building 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

 ITEM 84. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 6c, table of distances to water wells, as 

follows: 

TABLE 6c 

Required Separation Distances for Confinement Feeding Operations Constructed 

prior to January 1, 1999—Swine, Sheep, Horses and Poultry 

 

DISTANCES TO WATER WELLS 

Type of Structure 

Public Well Private Well 

Shal

low 

De

ep 

Sha

llo

w 

Dee

p 

Aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon, 

earthen manure storage basin Unformed 

1,00

0 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 
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manure storage structure and egg 

washwater storage structure 

feet 

Formed manure storage structure and 

confinement building 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

 ITEM 85. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 6d, table of distances to water wells, as 

follows: 

TABLE 6d 

Required Separation Distances for Confinement Feeding Operations Constructed 

prior to January 1, 1999—Beef and Dairy Cattle 

 

DISTANCES TO WATER WELLS 

Type of Structure 

Public Well Private Well 

Shal

low 

De

ep 

Sha

llo

w 

Dee

p 

Aerobic structure, anaerobic lagoon, 

earthen manure storage basin Unformed 

manure storage structure and egg 

washwater storage structure 

1,00

0 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

Formed manure storage structure and 200 100 200 100 
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confinement building feet feet feet feet 

 ITEM 86. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Table 7, table of distances to water wells, as 

follows: 

TABLE 7 

Required Separation Distances for Open Feedlot Operations, Stockpiles from Open 

Feedlot 

Operations, Stockpiles from Dry Manure Confinement Operations and Stockpiles from 

Dry Bedded Confinement Operations 

 

DISTANCES TO WELLS FOR OPEN FEEDLOT STRUCTURES 

Type of Structure 

Public Well Private Well 

Shal

low 

De

ep 

Sha

llo

w 

Dee

p 

Settled Unformed settled open feedlot 

effluent basin 

1,00

0 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

400 

feet 

Open feedlot, open feedlot solids settling 

facility, formed settled open feedlot 

effluent basin, AT system and feed 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 

200 

feet 

100 

feet 
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storage runoff basin 

DISTANCES TO RESIDENCES AND SPECIAL AREAS FOR 

MANURE STOCKPILES<fo:wrapper font-size=".69em" 

baseline-shift=".33em">1, 2</fo:wrapper> 

Residence, commercial enterprise, bona fide religious institution, 

educational institution, or public use area (does not apply to 

stockpiles from SAFO sized confinements and open feedlots) 

1,25

0 

feet 

Designated area other than a high-quality water resource 400 

feet<

fo:w

rapp

er 

font-

size

=".6

9em

" 

basel

ine-s

hift=

".33

em"
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>3</

fo:w

rapp

er> 

High-quality water resource 800 

feet 

Terrace tile inlet or surface tile inlet – unless methods, structures 

or practices are implemented to contain the stockpiled manure 

200 

feet 

 

  <fo:wrapper font-size="9pt">1Manure stockpiles are prohibited on 

grassed waterways or where water pools on the surface. Manure 

stockpiles are also prohibited on land with slopes greater than 3% unless 

methods, structures or practices are implemented to contain the stockpiled 

manure to prevent or diminish precipitation-induced runoff from the 

stockpiled manure.</fo:wrapper> 

<fo:wrapper font-size="9pt">2See subparagraph 65.2(3)“d”(4) and 

paragraph 65.11(8)“c” for exemptions pertaining to dry manure 

stockpiles.</fo:wrapper> 

<fo:wrapper font-size="9pt">3For Stockpiles from dry manure 

confinement operations, the separation distance is 800 feet to agricultural 

drainage wells and known sinkholes.</fo:wrapper> 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
 
On March 15, 2016, the Environmental Protection Commission approved a Notice of Intended 
Action (NOIA) to amend Chapter 65 in order to update the Department’s rules to conform with 
statutory amendments in 2012 (Senate File 2172) to exempt specific swine farrowing and gestating 
operations from the definition of “qualified confinement feeding operation” and the associated 
operating requirements, (House File 2292) to allow fish production facilities the option to operate as 
confinement feeding operations; in 2013 (House File 512) to allow confinement feeding operations to 
discontinue use of buildings, without dismantling the livestock production components of the 
buildings, in order to meet the definition of a small animal feeding operation; and in 2015 (House  
File 583) to allow animal truck wash facilities to meet animal feeding operations regulations for 
design, construction and operation.  The proposed amendments also allow solids from open feedlot 
operations to be regulated by the Iowa Department of Agriculture and Land Stewardship as bulk dry 
animal nutrient products (Iowa Code chapter 200A). In addition, the proposed amendments provide 
better clarification or requirements in rules and rescind unnecessary and outdated rules, lists and 
Internet addresses.  The NOIA was published in the Iowa Administrative Bulletin on April 13, 
2016, as ARC 2496C. 
 
Public hearings were held at the following locations: 
 
Windsor Heights, May 23, 2016 at 10:00 a.m., Roosevelt Room, Air Quality Building 
Carroll, May 24, 2016 at 10:00 a.m., Carroll County Courthouse 
Spencer, May 25, 2016 at 10:00 a.m., Clay County Administration Building 
Mason City, May 26, 2016 at 10:00 a.m., NIACC Muse-Norris Conference Center 
Ainsworth, May 31, 2016 at 10:00 a.m., Marr Park Conservation Center 
Calmar, June 3, 2016 at 10:00 a.m., NICC Dairy Center, Room 115 
 
A list of individuals and organizations that have submitted written comments and/or participated 
in the public hearings follows the summary of comments. Due to the number and extent of the 
comments received and because this is a summary, the comments have been divided by issues, 
followed by the Department's position. When more than one organization or individual submitted 
comments on the same or similar issues, the comments are grouped together, to avoid repetition. 
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GENERALIZED COMMENTS 
 
1. Support the proposed rules.  (Albright, Anderson, Appelgate, Backes, Bass, W 
Beitelspacher, W&J Beitelspacher (2), K Blair, Block, Bolks, Bormann, Brockshus, Buch, Bush, 
Buskohl, D Carter, Christensen#, Cline#, Cohrs, M Collins, Corcoran, Corey#, Countryman, 
Couser#, Darr, DeJong, Demuth, Dudley, Finzen, R Fisher, Fortin, Fluit, Frazee, Frazer, Gaul, 
Goins, Gratz, Green, Gross, Groth, Gutknecht, Halstead, Hargrafen, Havick, Hegg, Hilgerson, 
Hillebo, Holtkamp, Holtkamp#, Hommer, Hoogland, Hosch, Houska#, Huber, Jepsen, K 
Jochum, L Jochum, C Johnson, Kardoes, Keppy, Klingenborg, Kuper, Kramer, Kruse#, La 
Fratte, J Larson, Lear#, Leerar, Litterer, Lorack, Lucas, Ludwig, Metzger, Meyers, Miszewski, 
Mogler, Moody, Moss#, T Murray, Nielsen, Niess, Osborn, Pellett, Platner, Puhrmann#, 
Putney#, Rehder, Rensink, Rinner, Rost, Rottinghaus, Schipper, Scholten, Shatek, Slayton, 
Stevensen#, Struthers#, Thede, Thies, Torreson, J Tupper, M Tupper, Van Roekel, Vermeer, 
Vittetoe, Vos, Vos#, Wagaman, B Weaver, Weber, Wellman#, J Wiley, T Wiley, Winters#, Witt, 
Zumbach) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
2. I support Iowa CCI's proposal to strengthen the rules. We need: 
1) Transparency of factory farm stakeholders and manure application records 
2) Accountability by closing corporate factory farm loopholes 
3) Tough Regulations to protect our water and air 
4) Moratorium on new and expanding factory farms 
We need the rules strengthened.  (Abarr, B Adams, J Adams, Aldrich, J Alexander, N Alexander, 
Allbee, Allen, Allison, Anchustegui, M Anderson, S Anderson, Arbuckle, Archer (2), Argast, 
Armens (2), Arney, Asche, Audas, Aultman, Bader, R Baker (2), V Baker (2), Balakier, Ballou 
(2), Banfield, Barber, Bauer, Beaumont, M Becker (2), Beckman, Belcastro, Benjamin, Bensink, 
Berg, Berge, Bergeson, Bernhardt, Bickel, Biklen, Bird, Bishop, Bjork, E Blair, Blankenship (2), 
Blasingame (2), Blazek, D Bollman, Borden, Borske, Bosold, C Bouska, P Bouska, Bowden, K 
Bowen, P Bowen (2), Bower, Boxerman, Bracken, Brame (3), Brei (2), Brekke, Bressler, 
Brincks, Brinkman, D Brown, Gillian Brown, Gina Brown, M Brown, Bruen, Bunker, Burge, 
Burmeister, Burns, G Butler, J Butler, K Butler, Bye, Cadmus, Cano, Carberry, Casey, Castle 
(3), Cavanagh, D Chance, J Chance, K Chance, Chandler, Chiu, Christenson (2), Christiansen, C 
Clark, J Clark, K Clark, Clinton, Coakley, Coe, Cohen, Coleman, Collett, D Collins, Connet (3), 
Conrad, Cook, Cooper, Corbin, Corderman, Costelloo, Cota, Colton, Connet, Cousins, Crabtree, 
Cranke, Creech, Crowe, Mark Cutter, Molly Cutter, Dahlof, Dalby, Dale (3), Daly, Damon, D 
Davis, M Davis, Dawson, de Freitas, DeSarbe, DeVasier, Devine (2), Dickins, Dickinson, 
Dieterle, Distelhorst, Dockendorff (3), Dockstader, Dolloff, Douglas, Dowell, Doyle, Draznin, 
Duarte, Duhn, Dwyer, Eash, Eddy, Edwards, Egger, Elliott, Elsinger, Ely, Fagan, Fales, Fanter, 
Farrar, Ferguson, Fikuart, K Finn, M Finn (2), Fischer, C Fisher, D Fisher, Fletcher (2), 
Flintknapper, Foley, Formaro, Fox, Fraaer, Frantzen, Frick, Fritzmeier, Fritz-Waters, Fryslie, 
Fulcher, Fuller, Fulton, Gaffey (2), J Gallagher, L Gallagher, L Geiger, R Geiger, Gemar, 
Gentry, Getzschman, Ghormley, J Gibson, N Gibson, S Gibson (2), Gilday, Gipple, Glavina, 
Godwin, Goerdt, Goldberg, Goodale, Goodner, Grant, Greenley (2), Grooms, Grooters, 
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Gunderson, Haffner (2), Hageman, E Hall, M Hall (2), D Hamilton (2), L Hamilton, M 
Hamilton, P Hamilton, Hammond, H Hancock, S Hancock, Hanrahan, Hansen, Hanson, Harden, 
Harris, Harrison, Hawk (2), J Hedquist (2), L Hedquist, Henning, Hensley, Herman, Hess, 
Higgins (2), Hilbert, Hirschhorn, Hlodnicki (2), Hobbs, Hobin, Hoehne, Hoffman, Hoie, 
Holthaus, Holvik, Howe, Honigsblum (2), Huffey, Ihrig, Israels (2), Jackson, Jaffey, Janlois, K 
Jeffries, S Jeffries, John, M Johnson, S Johnson, Teresa Johnson, Theresa Johnson, Johnson-
O'Mara, Johnston, Jolin (3), D Jones, L Jones, Kalbach, B Kassel, Keen, Kelly, A Kesler, H 
Kesler, Kessler (2), Kesterson, Kielkopf, Kimpston, King, Kirkpatrick (2), Klaas, Klein (2), 
Klimesh, Klink, Klonglan, Klostermann (2), Knapp, Knox, Koch, Koczela, Koepcke, Koester, 
Kohler, Kolbe, Kollasch, Komarek, Kooistra, Korsgaden, Koster, Koury (2), Becky Krambeeer, 
Krotz, Krug, Kublie, Kukkonen, Kutsch, Labagh, Ladd, Lapointe, Lappe, Larew, M Larson, 
Latta, Laughlin (2), Leahy, Ledeboer, Leighty, Levesque, Lovig, Lowman, Luchman, Luhr, 
Lynch, Lyons, MacGregor, Mair, D Malloy, Maloney, Marchesano, Marner, J Martin, P 
Martinson, T Martinson, C Maurer (2), H Maurer, S Maurer, Mays, J Mazour, M Mazour, 
Mazza, McBurnie, McCauley (3), McCollum, McCormick, McCrary, Mcgregor (2), McKee, 
McNary, McVey, Meenan, Meier, Melmon, Merical, J Meyer, V Meyer, Miersen, Mikel, 
Mikelson, A Miller, D Miller (2), J Miller, R Miller, Milligan, Mohan (2), Moore, Morgan, 
Morris, Morrison, Morse, Mortice, Mueller, mujica, Mulder, Murguia, Murphy, M&J Murray, 
Myers, Narveson, Natvig, Neal, D Nelson, L Nelson, Noel, Nordstrom, Noyce, Oden, Oglesby 
(2), Ohap, Oliver, Olsen, Orgren, Partridge, Pasillas, Patnode, Peirce, Pence (2), Perricone, 
Perry, Pertzborn, C Peterson, J Peterson, Petkewec, Petra, Pfeiff, Phelps, Philbrook (2), 
Pielemeier, Pleggenkuhle, Pliler, Poen, Pollock, Powell, Praska, Prenosil, Prior, Quinlan, K 
Quinn, L Quinn, S Quinn, Rabourn, Railey, Rando (3), Rathje, Recker, Reding (2), Reinecke, 
Rendon, Rennacker, Richards, Richardson, Riesenberg, Riker, Rittmer, Rivers, Roberts, 
Rochford, Rock (3), Rodriguez, Rogers, Romine, Rosania, Roscamp, Rosenberg (3), M Ross, 
Sheila Ross, Rowe, Russell, Russo, Sage, Sanborn, Sand, Sandahl, Santos, K Scarcello, M 
Scarcello, M Schilling, S Schilling, L Schinagel (2), R Schinagel, Schlee, N Schneider, P 
Schneider, E Schott, J Schott (2), Schrader (2), Schreiber, Schroeder, Schulze, Sessions, Severe, 
Shaffer, Shanklin, Shaw, Sheets, Sherer, Shore, J Shrosbree, K Shrosbree, Siebert, Sievers, 
Simmonds, Simmons, Sims, Sinclair, E Smith, Eva Smith, J Smith, T Smith, SmolikHagen, 
Snyder, Soenksen, Sparkman (2), C Standing, W Standing, Stanford, Statton, Staudt, Steinauer, 
Stout, Strain, Strampe, Strouss, Struebing, Stuhr, Suetterlin, Sunev, Sweeney, Swenson, Swift, 
T., E Taft, M Taft, Talavera, Tarnoff, S Terry, Tews, Thatcher (2), J Thomas (3), R Thomas, 
Thompson, Thomson, Thurlow, Tinsley, Titus, Topliffe, Tornholm, Tovar (2), Tran (3), Troxel, 
Trujillo (2), Tucker, Ulch, Ungaro, M Vanderhill, R Vanderhill, Vanderhoef, Vernon, Versgrove 
(2), Vetcher, Vetter, Vielhaber, Voet, Voots, Vorhees, Vorland, Waite, B Walls, J Walls (2), C 
Walker, J Walker (2), Waller, Walter, Walton (2), Wann, A Ward, B Ward, Michelle Ward, 
Mike Ward, Wasielewski, Watterson, C Weaver, Webb, Webster, Weiner (2), Weiss, K Wells, R 
Wells, Welsh, Wendel, Wenrich, West (2), White, Wilbeck, Wildensee, Wilkins, Wilkinson, 
Willett, B Wilson, V Wilson, Wintroub, Wirth, Wissing, G Wobeter, T Wobeter, Wrider, A 
Wright, D Wright, K Wright, Wurth, A Wyse, R Wyse, Yeoman, Yungclas, Zastrow, Zavala, 
Zenack, Ziebold, Zimmer) 

 
DNR Response: The comments are outside the scope of this rulemaking and do not appear to 
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pertain to any specific item in this rulemaking.    
 
3. I appreciate that DNR is putting out for public comment the regulations that its permitting 
staff have already been requiring.  All permit requirements should be included in the rules so 
everyone is aware of them. (W Beitelspacher, W&J Beitelspacher, Block, Buch, Demuth, 
Dudley, Fortin, Gross, Harder, Hosch, Ide, K Jochum B Jones, Kardoes, Murray, Rank, Rost, 
Vermeer, Vos) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
4. DNR will receive a comment document from IEC. I send you this as affirmation we 
support IECs' comments. (Bernard) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
5. We generally support the rule package as a whole, but because of the comprehensive 
nature of the rule package, this support is dependent on the implementation of the rule being 
consistent with the explanations provided by the Department and legislative intent. (Gruenhagen) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
6. In addition, Iowa CCI supports all comments submitted by the Iowa Policy Project 
(attached). This includes: 
- Manure retention requirements and application on snow-covered and frozen ground 
(ITEM 6, page 14) 
- Subjective rule for application of effluent on saturated soils (ITEM 75, pages 52) 
- Changing the smaller than 500 AU exemption  
- Tone of the rule changes do not fit with Iowa’s Nutrient Reduction Strategy (Blair, ICCI) 
 
DNR Response: The response to the first two bulleted items are provided later in this document 
and the remaining two bulleted items are outside the scope of this rulemaking and do not appear 
to pertain to any specific item in this rulemaking.     
 
7. I support ICCI’s list of rule changes needed to strengthen the rules. (Blair#(2), P Bowen#, 
Christenson#, Edwardson#, Fischlawitz-Roberts#, Hawk, Mazour#, Meyer#, Michner#, 
Rosenberg#, Smith#, Timmens#, Vetter#, Wells#, Wyse#) 
 
DNR Response: See response to the specific ICCI comments provided throughout this 
document.   
 
8. We call for the DNR to close the LLC loophole by adopting language presented by 
Jefferson County Farmers and Neighbors and the Iowa Alliance for Responsible Agriculture, 
attached. (Petition with 64 signatures) 
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DNR Response: See response below under the definition of “common ownership.”  
 

COMMENTS SPECIFIC TO RULE ITEMS 
 
1.  Item 1 – 65.1(1) Definitions: 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
“Animal Feeding Operation” 

3. A common area or system for manure disposal includes, but is not limited to, use of the 
same manure storage structure, confinement feeding operation structure, egg washwater storage 
structure, stockpile, permanent manure transfer piping system or center pivot irrigation system. 
A common area or system for manure disposal does not include manure application fields 
included in a manure management plan or anaerobic digesters.  
  
Commenter’s Proposed Language:  
A common area or system for manure disposal includes, but is not limited to, use of the same 
manure storage structure, confinement feeding operation structure, egg washwater storage 
structure, stockpile, permanent manure transfer piping system or center pivot irrigation system. 
A common area or system for manure disposal includes manure application fields included in a 
manure management plan or anaerobic digesters. (Blair, ICCI #2) 
 
DNR Response: The Code of Iowa does not address the definition of a common area or system 
of manure disposal.  The Department recognizes this issue could be addressed with rulemaking, 
but considers a change in the Iowa Code a more appropriate method to address the issue. 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Commercial enterprise” means a building which is used as a part of a business that 
manufactures goods, delivers services, or sells goods or services, which is customarily and 
regularly used by the general public during the entire calendar year and which is connected to 
electric, water, and sewer systems. A commercial enterprise does not include a farm operation. 
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
“Commercial enterprise” means a building which is used as a part of a business that 
manufactures goods, delivers services, or sells goods or services, which is customarily and 
regularly used by the general public.  A commercial enterprise does not include a farm operation. 
(Blair, ICCI #3) 
 
Other Comments: 
In 2012, Iowa DNR and Prestage told CCI member JoAnn that her business wasn’t considered a 
commercial enterprise because it wasn’t open in the winter. This meant the factory farm could 
build closer to her than if they ruled it was a commercial enterprise. But this is Iowa, we have 
harsh winters and lots of Iowa businesses close down in the winter like landscaping companies, 
vacation resorts and ice cream shops. DNR must expand its definition of a commercial enterprise 
to make sure all of Iowa’s family owned businesses are protected from factory farms. (Ginter#, 
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Rosenberg#, Theilen#) 
 
DNR Response: Iowa Code section 459.102(10) defines “commercial enterprise” as “a building 
which is used as a part of a business that manufactures goods, delivers services, or sells goods or 
services, which is customarily and regularly used by the general public during the entire calendar 
year and which is connected to electric, water, and sewer systems.  A commercial enterprise does 
not include a farm operation.”  Therefore a change in the Iowa Code would be required to make 
the proposed revision. 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
“Common management” means significant control by an individual of the management of the 
day-to-day operations of each of two or more confinement feeding operations. “Common 
management” does not include control over a contract livestock facility by a contractor as 
defined in Iowa Code section 202.1.  
 
Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments. Specifically, the Associations 
support the substitution of “individual” for “person” in the definition of common management. 
The Associations do not support any use of “common management” to skirt rule requirements 
for separation distances, manure management plans, construction permits, or other DNR rules. 
This change will help insure that legal entity structures are not used for that purpose. (McAfee) 
 
We also support the subtle, but effective change made to the definition of "common 
management" in Item 1 of the proposed rule to return the implementation of the rules to what 
was intended by the legislature. The proposal changes the word "person" to "individual" in the 
definition of "common management." Under Iowa Code § 4.1(20), "person" means "individual, 
corporation, limited liability company, government or governmental subdivision or agency, 
business trust, estate, trust, partnership or association, or any other legal entity." The intent of the 
legislature and our long-term understanding of the definition of "common management" applies 
it to individuals performing the day-to-day labor and management on a farm. Farms managed 
day-to-day by the same individual are under "common management." The DNR's proposed 
change effectuates this intent by closing the unintended loophole. (Gruenhagen) 
 
We recommend changing the common management definition, should also say a common area 
or system for manure disposal does include manure application fields, the fields that are 
receiving the manure because a lot of times they’re the same fields. (Rosenberg#(2)) 
 
First of all I do want the DNR to look at the common ownership and common management and 
then secondly to add air quality emissions monitoring to the rules (Linda Klimesh#) 
 
I’m asking the DNR to look at the LLC loopholes, looking at common ownership and common 
management. (Lew Klimseh#) 
 
I would ask that the DNR also look into the spirit of the law as it relates to common management 



 8  

and common ownership and prevent the loopholes that allow people to have much larger 
confinements that should go through more stringent certification requirements. (Koether#) 
 
DNR Response: The Department agrees with the commenters in support of this rule language 
that the change in the definition from “person” to “individual” strengthens the Department’s 
ability to address common management by one individual (i.e., significant control of the 
management of the day-to-day operations of each of the animal feeding operations).  No further 
changes to the rule are being recommended at this time.     
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Common ownership” means the ownership of an animal feeding operation as a sole proprietor, 
or a majority ownership interest held by a person, in each of two or more animal feeding 
operations as a joint tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, or 
other equity interest holder. The majority ownership interest is a common ownership interest 
when it is held directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both.  
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
 “Common ownership” means the ownership of an animal feeding operation as a sole proprietor, 
an ownership interest held by a person, or by LLCs that have common principals in each of two 
or more animal feeding operations as a joint tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, 
investor, member, beneficiary, or other equity interest holder. Ownership interest is a common 
ownership interest when it is held directly, indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or 
both or other family member with significant profit interest in the operations. (Blair, ICCI #2)  
 
Other Comments:  
Should include language in the definition “also by LLCs that have common principles in each of 
2 or more animal feeding operations”. To address a loophole that affects family members a line 
that says, majority ownership interest in a common ownership interest when it is held directly, 
indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. The word majority should be removed 
because I’ve seen, in Jefferson County again, where we have a husband and wife that put in two 
CAFOs, 2,480 head CAFOs, right next to each other in 2 different LLC names, and they were 
able to get away with that because the wife had less than 50% ownership and her mother had 51 
or 52, whatever it was. (Engman#, Rosenberg#(2)) 
 
Factory farms are just under the permitting threshold continue to build one right next to another 
under different LLCs. They do this to skirt around permitting laws. It’s time the DNR closed the 
LLC loophole and regulate these factory farms just like any other factory farm that houses 2,500 
head or more. In other words, we’re just asking you to close this loophole. (Rosenberg#, Smith#, 
Tewes#, VanWinkle#, Yungclas#) 
 
First of all I do want the DNR to look at the common ownership and common management and 
then secondly to add air quality emissions monitoring to the rules. (Linda Klimesh#) 
 
I’m asking the DNR to look at the LLC loopholes, looking at common ownership and common 
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management. (Lew Klimesh#) 
 
I would ask that the DNR also look into the spirit of the law as it relates to common management 
and common ownership and prevent the loopholes that allow people to have much larger 
confinements that should go through more stringent certification requirements. (Koether#) 
 
DNR Response:  The Code of Iowa does not provide a definition of “common ownership” for a 
confinement facility, but does provide a definition for an open feedlot, which is stated in the 
rules for open feedlots.  Likewise, the Department believes a change in the Iowa Code would be 
more appropriate to address the issue for confinement facilities as well.   
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Complete application” means an application that is complete and approvable when all 
necessary questions on the application forms have been completed, the application is signed and 
all applicable portions of the application, including the application form and required 
attachments, have been submitted.  
 
Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Controlling interest” means ownership of a confinement feeding operation as a sole proprietor 
or a majority ownership interest held by a person in a confinement feeding operation as a joint 
tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, or other equity interest 
holder. The majority ownership interest is a controlling interest when it is held directly, 
indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. The majority ownership interest must be 
a voting interest or otherwise control management of the confinement feeding operation.   
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
 “Controlling interest” means ownership of a confinement feeding operation as a sole proprietor, 
a majority ownership interest held by a person in a confinement feeding operation as a joint 
tenant, tenant in common, shareholder, partner, member, beneficiary, or other equity interest 
holder. The majority ownership interest is a controlling interest when it is held directly, 
indirectly through a spouse or dependent child, or both. The majority ownership interest must be 
a voting interest or otherwise control management of the confinement feeding operation. (Blair, 
ICCI #4)    
 
DNR Response:  The Department recognizes this issue could be addressed with rulemaking, but 
considers a change in the Iowa Code to be a more appropriate method to address the issue. 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Designated area” means a known sinkhole, abandoned well, unplugged agricultural drainage 
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well, agricultural drainage well cistern, agricultural drainage well surface tile inlet, drinking 
water well, designated wetland, or water source. “Designated area” does not include a terrace tile 
inlet or surface tile inlet other than an agricultural drainage well surface tile inlet. 
 
Comments: 
The Floyd County Board of Supervisors, of which I’m representing today, would like to see a 
tile, a terraced tile inlet, included in a designated area. When the water that drains from that 
designated, from that terrace tile intake, drains into a designated water source. In the Washington 
School watershed, near Charles City, terraces have been built and surface intakes have been built 
behind them and essentially that has removed Hire’s Creek, which was formerly there, so if a 
terraced tile intake was given a, determined to be a designated area, it could be provided a 
separated distance, it could benefit from a separated distance. (Kuhn#) 
 
DNR Response:  Iowa Code section 459.102(21) defines “designated area” as “a known 
sinkhole, a cistern, an abandoned well, an unplugged agricultural drainage well, an agricultural 
drainage well surface inlet, a drinking water well, a designated wetland, or a water source.  
However, ‘designated area’ does not include a terrace tile inlet or a surface tile inlet other an 
agricultural drainage well surface tile inlet.”  Therefore a change in the Iowa Code would be 
required to make the proposed revision. 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Enforcement action” means an action against a person with a controlling interest in a 
confinement feeding operation initiated by the department or the attorney general to enforce the 
provisions of Iowa Code chapter 459 or rules adopted pursuant to the chapter. An enforcement 
action begins when the attorney general institutes proceedings in district court pursuant to Iowa 
Code section 455B.112. An enforcement action is pending until final resolution of the action by 
satisfaction of a court order, for which all judicial appeal rights are exhausted, expired, or 
waived.  
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
 “Enforcement action” means an action against an operator and/or a person with a controlling 
interest, including an integrator/contract company that owns the hogs, in a confinement feeding 
operation initiated by the department or the attorney general to enforce the provisions of Iowa 
Code chapter 459 or rules adopted pursuant to the chapter. An enforcement action begins when 
the attorney general institutes proceedings in district court pursuant to Iowa Code section 
455B.112. An enforcement action is pending until final resolution of the action by satisfaction of 
a court order, for which all judicial appeal rights are exhausted, expired, or waived. (Blair, ICCI 
#4) 
 
DNR Response: The Code of Iowa has no definition of “enforcement action” but does 
frequently reference “owner” and/or “operator”.  However, “integrator” and “contract company” 
are not mentioned. The Department recognizes this issue could be addressed with rulemaking, 
but considers a change in the Iowa Code to be a more appropriate method to address the issue. 
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Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Public use area” means that portion of land owned by the United States, the state, or a political 
subdivision with facilities which attract the public to congregate and remain in the area for 
significant periods of time. Facilities include, but are not limited to, picnic grounds, 
campgrounds, cemeteries, lodges and cabins, shelter houses, playground equipment, swimming 
beaches at lakes, and fishing docks, fishing houses, fishing jetties or fishing piers at lakes. It does 
not include a highway, road right-of-way, parking areas, recreational trails or other areas where 
the public passes through, but does not congregate or remain in the area for significant periods of 
time  
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
“Public use area” means that portion of land owned by the United States, the state, or a political 
subdivision with facilities which attract the public to congregate and remain in the area for 
significant periods of time. Facilities include, but are not limited to, picnic grounds, 
campgrounds, cemeteries, lodges and cabins, shelter houses, playground equipment, swimming 
beaches at lakes, and fishing docks, fishing houses, fishing jetties, the lake itself, public use areas 
on tributaries of the lake itself, or fishing piers at lakes. It does not include a highway, road right-
of-way, parking areas, recreational trails or other areas where the public passes through, but does 
not congregate or remain in the area for significant periods of time. (Blair, ICCI #5)  
 
Other Comments: 
Thanks for clarifying which lakes need a 1,000 feet setback and which features turn a lake into a 
public use area requiring a 2,500 feet setback. The DNR should have two different sets of criteria 
for the two types of lakes depending on whether the public congregates at the lake.  
(Beitelspacher, Buch, Fortin, Gross, Harder, Hora, Hosch, K Jochum, B Jones, Kardoes, Murray, 
Rehder, Rost, Vittetoe) 
 
DMWW opposes deleting reference to Table 2: Major Water Sources - Lakes in the definition of 
"Public use areas" to be considered for facility-siting requirements. This recognizes the 
importance of protecting lake water quality and aquatic resources for public use rather than 
merely developed areas and structures. (Terry)  
 
We oppose the proposed change to delete reference to Table 2: Major Water Sources- Lakes in 
the definition of "Public use areas" to be considered for facility-siting requirements. The entire 
lake area of lakes with public access should be protected for public use, not just the more 
developed areas and structures. (Robinson and Falck) 
 
DNR  must expand what is classified as public use areas, right now only infrastructure 
surrounding lakes, like shelters or docks, are protected from factory farm pollution, but the lake 
and its shoreline should be protected also so that those of us who live in Iowa can at least utilize 
our lakes and our rivers safely. (Hawk#, Rosenberg#, Teraji#) 
 
What is the public use area? There’s no separation distance requirement of a 1,200 hog 
confinement from a public use area, or a farm, or a farmstead, or a school, or a church, or a 
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residence, so it’s something of concern. (Johnson#) 
 
The DNR must expand what is classified as a public use area. Right now, only infrastructure 
surrounding lakes, like shelters and docks, are protected from factory farm pollution, but the lake 
and its shoreline must be protected. I think, here in this location, we’ve worked hard to provide 
tourism to the area, and Clear Lake, for a large number of years, has spent a lot of money on 
water projects and water quality in the lake and we’re keenly aware that we have to protect that 
lake. (Krieger#) 
 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments. Also, the Associations support the 
change in the definition of public use area to eliminate uncertainty and avoid litigation like has 
taken place in Kossuth County. (McAfee) 
 
We support clarifying the difference between the two categories of lakes identified in the 
livestock regulations. The regulations currently define the same list of lakes as both a major 
water source and as a public use area. Because the legislature created two different sets of 
setback distances for major water sources and public use areas, the current regulatory scheme is 
conflicting, confusing and inconsistent with the statute. While the definition of "major water 
source" specifically includes "lakes," the definition of a "public use area" is limited to "a portion 
of land." See Iowa Code§ 459.102(38) and (45). The distinction created by the legislature should 
be effectuated in the regulations. The proposed regulation creates a more comprehensive, longer 
list of lakes required to meet the 1,000 feet setback distance for major water sources and then 
describes the features and facilities that makes an area a "public use area." We understand that 
the updated list of features defining a "public use area" will capture facilities at all of the state's 
public lakes that are managed to attract the public for recreational uses. The legislature's creation 
of two separate categories is given appropriate significance with the expanded list of major water 
source lakes and added criteria for public use areas. (Gruenhagen) 
 
DNR Response: Iowa Code section 459.102(45) defines “Public Use Area” as “a portion of land 
owned by the United States, the state, or a political subdivision with facilities which attract the 
public to congregate and remain in the area for significant periods of time.”  To protect lakes, the 
Department has added clear examples of facilities associated with lakes (i.e., swimming beaches 
at lakes and fishing docks, fishing houses, fishing jetties or fishing piers at lakes).  The 
Department believes this will capture the types of facilities at all of the state's public lakes that 
are managed to attract the public for recreational uses. The Department believes that citing to a 
list of lakes causes confusion because the entire lake is unlikely to meet the definition of a 
“public use area” (i.e., the entire lake would have to be a facility where the public congregates 
and remains for a significant period of time).  Instead, the rule now focuses on the aspects of a 
lake which do meet this definition.   
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Qualified confinement feeding operation” means a confinement feeding operation which has an 
animal unit capacity of: 
1. 5,333 or more for animals other than swine as part of a farrowing and gestating operation or 
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farrow-to-finish operation or cattle as part of a cattle operation. 
2. 2,500 or more for a swine farrowing and gestating operation, not including replacement 
breeding swine if the following apply: 
● The replacement breeding swine are raised at the confinement feeding operation; and 
● The replacement breeding swine are used in the farrowing and gestation operation. 
3. 5,400 or more for a swine farrow-to-finish operation. 
4. 8,500 or more for a confinement feeding operation maintaining cattle.  
 
Comments: 
I would like to state that I am for the new rules with replacement gilts (Finzen, Ludwig) 
 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments to implement legislation. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
Definition Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Water source” means a lake, river, reservoir, creek, stream, ditch, or other body of water or 
channel having definite banks and a bed with water flow, except lakes or ponds without outlet to 
which only one landowner is riparian. 
 
Comments: 
In the definitions for water source the Board of Supervisors would like to see surface tile intakes 
benefit from the 200 foot separated distance from a confinement structure. Again, this is, there’s 
situation where an animal confinement that’s 999.6 animal units is being built in the Washington 
School watershed and there are two surface intakes within 100 feet of that confinement. We feel 
these are a possible source for liquid manure to get into Hire’s Creek. (Kuhn#) 
 
DNR Response: Iowa Code section 459.102(60) defines “water source” as “ a lake, river, 
reservoir, creek, stream, ditch, or other body of water or channel having definite banks and a bed 
with water flow, except lakes or ponds without outlet to which only one landowner is riparian.” 
Therefore a change in the Iowa Code would be required to make the proposed revision. 
  
2. Item 6 Amend subparagraph 65.3(4)“c”(1) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
(1) An immediate need to apply manure in order to comply with the manure retention 
requirement of subrule 65.2(3) caused by the improper design or management of the manure 
storage structure, including but not limited to a failure to properly account for the volume of the 
manure to be stored. Based on the restrictions described in paragraphs 65.3(4)“a” and “b” and 
the possibility that the ground could be snow-covered and frozen for the entire period of 
December 21 to April 1, an operation should not plan to apply liquid manure during that time 
period. Confinement feeding operations with manure storage structures constructed after May 
26, 2009, and without alternatives to manure application must have sufficient storage capacity to 
retain manure generated from December 21 to April 1 under normal circumstances in order to 
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properly account for the volume of manure to be stored. For the winters of 2010-2011 through 
2014-2015 only, confinement feeding operations that have no manure storage structures 
constructed after May 26, 2009, the department will accept insufficient manure storage capacity 
as a reason for emergency application in the notification required in 65.3(4)“d”(1). 
 
Comments: 
IPP notes the reversal of EPC policy with the proposed change to accept insufficient manure 
storage capacity as a reason for emergency application of manure on snow-covered and frozen 
ground by animal confinement operations of a certain size. Only last winter, insufficient storage 
was deemed no longer a reason for an “emergency” designation. Producers had been given five 
years to build storage to prevent having to apply manure during the winter and that is certainly 
enough. Ohio law passed in July 2015 gave no extra time for the largest animal operations to 
cease applying manure when ground is frozen or snow-covered. The state gave one more year for 
medium sized operations (300 to 999 Animal Units (AU)) to comply and two years for even 
smaller operations. The Iowa rule should remain as it is and actually restrictions should be 
strengthened. (Osterberg) 
 
Our neighboring states continue to take the lead on water quality restoration and protection. Iowa 
must strengthen its rules for manure application on snow-covered and frozen ground-not weaken 
them. For example, Minnesota prohibits applying manure on frozen or snow covered ground 
within 300 feet of a stream or lake, even if there is a buffer. DMWW opposes the proposed 
change that would allow the DNR to continue to accept insufficient manure storage capacity as a 
reason for emergency application of manure on snow covered and frozen ground by confinement 
feeding operations that have no manure storage structures constructed after May 26, 2009. The 
previous rule, which had been negotiated by stakeholders including livestock organizations, 
allowed this as a temporary exemption between 2010-2015, which was to end after that five year 
period. The proposed rule change would reestablish what was a temporary exemption, to 
apparently extend it indefinitely, allowing undesirable manure application practices and related 
pollution to continue into the future. (Terry)  
 
We oppose the proposed change that would allow the DNR to continue to accept insufficient 
manure storage capacity as a reason for emergency application of manure on snow-covered and 
frozen ground by confinement feeding operations that have no manure storage structures 
constructed after May 26, 2009. The previous rule, which had been negotiated by stakeholders 
including livestock organizations, allowed this as a temporary exemption between 2010-2015, 
which was to end after that five year period. The proposed rule change would re-establish what 
was a temporary exemption, to apparently extend it indefinitely, allowing undesirable manure 
application practices and related pollution to continue into the future. This is unfair to farmers 
who made responsible improvements to their manure storage capacity so they would not have to 
winter-apply. Such backpedaling also reduces the motivation of farmers and other businesses to 
take the department's rules seriously and respond to new requirements in the future (Robinson 
and Falck).  
 
CFRA opposes the proposed change that would extend indefinitely the provision allowing 
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confinement operations with insufficient storage to engage in emergency application of manure 
on frozen ground.  Previously, the rule contained a temporary exemption allowing the DNR to 
accept insufficient storage as a reason for emergency application.  However, this exemption was 
meant to expire in 2015 – giving AFOs 5 years to construct sufficient manure storage facilities. 
By extending what was intended as a temporary exemption, the proposed change undermines the 
efforts and investment of farmers who worked to comply with the intended changes to the rule.  
Furthermore, by continuing to allow emergency application of manure on frozen or snow-
covered ground, the proposed rule fails to advance Iowa’s water quality goals.  We suggest the 
proposed rule end the temporary exemption as previously intended, thereby offering continued 
support to farmers working to comply with Iowa Code.  (Enloe) 
 
IEC opposes the proposed change that would allow the DNR to continue to accept insufficient 
manure storage capacity as a reason for emergency application of manure on snow covered and 
frozen ground by confinement feeding operations that have no manure storage structures 
constructed after May 26, 2009. The previous rule, which had been negotiated by stakeholders 
including IEC, allowed this as a temporary exemption that was to be phased out over five years 
between 2010-2011 winter and 2014-2015. The proposed rule would reestablish what was a 
temporary exemption to apparently extend it indefinitely, allowing undesirable manure 
application practices and related pollution to continue into the future. This conflicts with the 
goals of the Iowa Nutrient Reduction Strategy, it is also unfair to farmers who made responsible 
improvements to their manure storage capacity so that they would not have to winter apply and 
such back pedaling reduces the motivation of farmers and other businesses to take the 
Department’s rules seriously and to respond to them in the future. (Robinson#) 
 
That for applying manure on frozen ground from a storages, for buildings that don’t have enough 
storage that were built before 2009, we’re in support of that also, because of our operation and 
how we move manure around from different locations. I think all small producers still need this 
advantage (Kruse#) 
 
The Associations support this proposed amendment to make sure that livestock producers with 
older, smaller confinement operations are not forced to build new manure storage solely to 
comply with the winter liquid manure application rule. This amendment is properly drafted to 
provide the exemption to only those existing smaller operations while still providing the 
necessary environmental protection envisioned by the legislation. (McAfee) 
 
Regarding Item 6, rule 65.3(4), which was an amendment adopted by the commission, we 
support and understand the need for the grandfather provisions for older facilities, especially 
those with less than 14 months' manure storage, to allow requests for emergency application 
during the winter. Research of the legislative history shows that the date used in the amendment 
coincides with the enactment of the statute authorizing these regulations. Application under the 
protective land application restrictions minimizes the risk of such application, especially as 
compared to the risk of water pollution from an overcapacity storage structure. Laws should not 
be applied retroactively to force major capital outlays or the closure of these older farms. While 
some of these farms have been closed, or remodeled or expanded to the new requirements, farms 
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may run into storage issues in some seasons where there is early snowfall and freezing 
temperatures and/or a late or wet spring. As the emergency applications are used infrequently, 
this is a reasonable grandfather provision for these older farms. (Gruenhagen) 
 
DNR Response:  The change in the language to allow for the confinement feeding operations 
with certain storage structures to use insufficient manure storage capacity as a reason for 
emergency application was proposed by the Commission; therefore any change in the language 
based on the comments should be made by the Commission.  
 
3. Item 12. Amend paragraph 65.7(8)“a” as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
a. A person shall not construct a confinement feeding operation structure in the one hundred year 
flood plain. A person shall not begin construction of a confinement feeding operation structure 
located on alluvial soil until the department issues a declaratory order pursuant to subrule 65.7(9) 
that the proposed location is not in the one hundred year flood plain. The AFO Siting Atlas may 
be a tool used to assist in the one hundred year floodplain and alluvial soil determinations.  
 
Comments: 
My support for items 12 and 13, saying that no confined animal feeding operations should be 
built in the 100 year flood plain. (Kuhn#) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
4.  Item 13. Amend subrule 65.7(9), introductory paragraph, as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
65.7(9) Declaratory orders and flood plain determinations. A person shall not construct a 
confinement feeding operation structure in the one hundred year flood plain. The AFO Siting 
Atlas may be a tool used to assist in the one hundred year flood plain and alluvial soil 
determinations. If the location of any proposed confinement feeding operation structure contains 
soils classified as alluvial determined pursuant to subrule 65.9(4), the owner shall petition the 
department for a declaratory order or a determination that the confinement feeding operation 
structure is not in the one hundred year flood plain. To be considered complete, the petition shall 
include all information necessary, pursuant to 567—Chapters 70 to 76, for the department to 
determine: (1) if the confinement feeding operation is proposed to be located on a one hundred 
year flood plain; (2) if a flood plain development permit for the operation is required; and (3) if a 
flood plain development permit may be issued if one is required. This information may include 
land surveys to determine elevations of the land within the footprint of the planned operation as 
well as flood plain and channel geometry. The petition for a declaratory order or determination 
shall be submitted to the department according to either of the following: 
 
Comments: 
My support for items 12 and 13, saying that no confined animal feeding operations should be 
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built in the 100 year flood plain. (Kuhn#) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
5. ITEM 22. Amend subrule 65.10(5) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
65.10(5) Determination by the department. The department must receive the county board of 
supervisors’ comments or evaluation for approval or disapproval of an application for a 
construction permit not later than 30 days following the applicant’s delivery of the a complete 
application to the department. Regardless of whether the department receives comments or an 
evaluation by a county board of supervisors, the department must render a determination or a 
preliminary determination to approve or disapprove an application for a construction permit 
within 60 days following the applicant’s delivery of an a complete application to the department. 
However, the applicant may deliver a notice requesting a continuance. Upon receipt of a notice, 
the time required for the county or department to act upon the application shall be suspended for 
the period provided in the notice, but for not more than 30 days after the department’s receipt of 
the notice. The applicant may submit more than one notice. However, the department may 
terminate an application if no action is required by the department for one year following 
delivery of the application to the board. The department may also provide for a continuance 
when it considers the application. The department shall provide notice to the applicant and the 
board of the continuance. The time required for the department to act upon the application shall 
be suspended for the period provided in the notice, but for not more than 30 days. However, the 
department shall not provide for more than one continuance. If review of the application is 
delayed because the application is incomplete, and the applicant fails to supply requested 
information within a reasonable time prior to the deadline for action on the application, the 
permit may be denied and a new application will be required if the applicant wishes to proceed. 
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
The Department may also provide for two continuances for the DNR, applicant, or County Board 
of Supervisors when it considers the application. The Department shall provide notice to the 
applicant and the board of the continuance. The time required for the department to act upon the 
application shall be suspended for the period provided in the notice. However, the department 
shall not provide for more than two continuances. If review of the application is delayed because 
the application is incomplete, and the applicant fails to supply requested information within a 
reasonable time prior to the deadline for action on the application, the permit may be denied and 
a new application will be required if the applicant wishes to proceed. (Blair, ICCI #6) 
 
Other Comments: 
When the Department can have a continuance, in other words the DNR, when the Department 
can provide for a continuance on a manure application, on a factory farm permitting process, 
then the local people, the Board of Supervisors, should also have a continuance, this would be an 
extension. So the Department should be able to provide for two continuances for the DNR, the 
applicant, and/or the county Board of Supervisors. I think we all agree that we feel better when 
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we know there’s local control, local input is what we, as Iowan’s, feel good about. So this is a 
tweak, it’s a logical tweak, there should be an ability of the county Board of Supervisors to have 
an extension. Sometimes people in that local area do not even know about it, so a continuance 
and an extension of notification is important. (Bowen#, Brink#, Rosenberg#) 
 
The DNR and factory farmers can request an extension on applications, but county board of 
supervisors cannot. It kind of goes along with what Mr. Kuhn said, this must change. Counties 
should be allowed extensions just like the developer and DNR in order to have time to review the 
Master Matrix and manure management plan. (Willett#) 
 
DNR Response: Iowa Code 459.304(4) allows continuance requests from the Department and 
the applicant, but does not indicate the right of a county to request a continuance.  Therefore in 
order to provide the county the right to request a continuance, a change in the Code of Iowa must 
occur. 
 
6. ITEM 26. Amend subrule 65.11(9), introductory paragraph, as follows:  
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
65.11(9) Measurement of separation distances. Except as provided in paragraph 65.11(9)“f,” the 
distance between confinement feeding operation structures and locations or objects from which 
separation is required shall be measured horizontally by standard survey methods between the 
closest point of the location or object (not a property line) and the closest point of the 
confinement feeding operation structure. The department may require that a separation distance 
be measured and certified by a licensed land surveyor, a professional engineer licensed in the 
state of Iowa, or USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) NRCS qualified staff 
in cases where the department cannot confirm a separation distance. For purposes of this subrule, 
structure shall not include areas that do not house animals or store manure or litter. 
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
 “65.11(9) Measurement of separation distances.  Except as provided in paragraph “f”, the 
distance between confinement feeding operation structures and locations or objects from which 
separation is required shall be measured horizontally by standard survey methods between the 
closest point of the location or object (not a property line) and the closest point of the 
confinement feeding operation structure. When measuring separation distances of expanding 
facilities, the department must measure from the closest point of the confinement feeding 
operation structure to the closest point of the location or object, regardless if the new or existing 
building is closer.”  (Blair, ICCI #1) 
 
Other Comments: 
This proposed amendment has been the DNR policy in the past and complies with the intent of 
separation distances to be measured from those areas of a confinement feeding operation where 
manure or litter is either generated by livestock or stored. Accordingly, the Associations support 
this amendment. (McAfee) 
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DMWW requests an addition to the measurement of separation distances language to include: 
"when measuring separation distances of expanding facilities, the department must measure from 
the closest point of the proposed confinement feeding operation structure to the closest point of 
the location of object." (Terry) 
 
We want to make sure that when a factory farm expands in Iowa, that we are measuring from the 
nearest corner of the factory farm, no matter which building is closer, the nearest corner to the 
nearest corner of someone’s house, or the school, or the library, whatever it ends up being. We 
cannot just measure from the new corner of the new building because sometimes that means it’s 
farther away than the existing building. It’s easier to do when we actually draw a map of what 
we’re talking about, but we want to make sure that it’s the nearest corner of the factory farm to 
the nearest corner of the building. (Mazour#, Rosenberg#) 
 
Separation distances, as you know, are so important in protecting our air and water and our 
quality of life for the neighbors who live around them. So the first demand is this: in recent years 
the DNR has measured separation distances for expanding factory farms by measuring from the 
nearest corner of a structure, for instance a house, business, etcetera, to the nearest corner of a 
new factory farm building, even if the existing factory farm building is closest. This must be 
revised so that separation distances are measured from the nearest corner of the factory farm to 
the nearest corner of another structure. (Blair#) 
 
DNR Response: The proposed language is contrary to the Code of Iowa and would therefore 
require a Code change, as the Iowa Code refers to the word “structure” when defining the 
separation distance requirements and “structure” is applied to the newly constructed portion; 
therefore the distance requirements are to be measured from the newly constructed structure. 
 
7. ITEM 27. Amend subrule 65.12(1) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
b. A confinement feeding operation structure which is constructed or expanded, if the titleholder 
of the land benefiting from the distance separation requirement executes a written waiver with 
the titleholder of the land where the structure, stockpile or qualified stockpile structure is located, 
under such terms and conditions that the parties negotiate. The waiver shall be specific to the 
construction or expansion project for which it is submitted. The waiver may include specific 
language to include future projects or expansions. The written waiver becomes effective only 
upon the recording of the waiver in the office of the recorder of deeds of the county in which the 
benefited land is located. The benefited land is the land upon which is located the residence, 
business, church, school or public use area from which separation is required. The filed waiver 
shall preclude enforcement by the department of the separation distance requirements of Iowa 
Code section 459.202. A copy of the recorded waiver shall be submitted with the construction 
design statement pursuant to subrule 65.9(3) if a construction permit is not required or as part of 
the construction permit application documents pursuant to subrule 65.9(1). 
 
Comments: 
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The Associations support this amendment to the extent it allows the necessary flexibility to 
livestock producers and neighbors to enter into separation distance waivers to provide for 
construction or expansion by the producer while at the same time making sure the neighbor’s 
interests are protected. (McAfee) 
 
DMWW opposes the proposed exemption to separation distance requirements from a residence, 
business, church, school, and public use area under terms that the involved parties negotiate. The 
proposed language is contradictory and inappropriately broad; e.g. the proposal allows such a 
waiver if it is "specific to the construction of expansion project for which it is submitted." 
However, then the proposed change goes on to say that "The waiver may include specific 
language to include future projects or expansions." Waivers for separation distances must not 
continue in perpetuity, not only for a specific construction or expansion project, but for any 
possible future expansion of related facilities at any time. Any such waiver must only apply to 
specific planned construction. (Terry) 
 
We oppose the proposed exemption to separation distance requirements from a residence, 
business, church, school, and public use area under terms that the involved parties negotiate. The 
proposal allows such a waiver if it is "specific to the construction of expansion project for which 
it is submitted." However, then the proposed change goes on to say that "The waiver may include 
specific language to include future projects or expansions." IEC believes the proposed changes 
are contradictory and inappropriately broad. They seem to allow a waiver to separation distances 
to continue in perpetuity, “for any future protect or expansion." Such vague, openended waivers 
for expansion of animal feeding operations could constitute a significant taking of the rights of 
future property owners. We propose that any such waiver only apply to specific planned 
construction. (Robinson and Falck) 
 
We oppose the proposed language stating, “The waiver may include specific language to include 
future projects or expansions.”  We interpret this language as potentially allowing a waiver to 
continue in perpetuity. The existence of such a waiver could threaten the rights of future 
landowners or titleholders – a risk we strongly oppose.  We propose that waivers be created only 
for specific construction and expansion projects. (Enloe) 
 
The proposal allows a waiver, under such terms and conditions that the parties negotiate, it states 
in one sentence that such a waiver shall be specific to the construction of the expansion project 
for which it is submitted, and then the proposed change goes on to say that the waiver may 
include specific language to include future projects or expansions. That is the part of the 
proposed rule that we, particularly, oppose. This seems to allow a waiver to separation distances 
to continue in perpetuity, not only for a facility or its specific construction or expansion project, 
but for any possible future expansion of related facilities. IEC believes that the proposed changes 
are contradictory and inappropriately broad. Codifying such open ended waivers for vague future 
expansion of animal feeding operations could constitute a significant taking of the right of future 
property owners. We propose that any such waiver only apply to specific, planned, construction. 
(Robinson#) 
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DNR Response: The proposed amendment is more stringent than the current rule, which allows 
broad open ended waivers to be signed that allow future expansion even if not stated in the 
written waiver.  The proposed amendment clearly states the waiver is to be specific to the 
construction or expansion project for which it is submitted.  For the waiver to be valid for any 
future projects or expansions the waiver must include specific language about the future projects 
or expansions. The concern for future landowners or titleholders is addressed in the requirement 
for the waiver to be recorded, thus making it available for review by future landowners or 
titleholders prior to property acquisition. 
 
8. ITEM 37. Amend paragraph 65.15(14)“a”(2)“11” as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
11. All walls shall be formed with rigid forming systems and shall not be earth-formed. Form ties 
shall be nonremovable to provide a liquid-tight structure. No conduits or pipes shall be installed 
through an outside wall below the maximum liquid level of the structure. 
 
Comments: 
Although conduits or pipes can be installed through an outside wall below the maximum liquid 
level of a manure storage structure in an environmentally responsible manner, most current 
construction methods meet the requirements of this proposed amendment requiring 
nonremovable form ties in walls and prohibiting conduits or pipes through outside walls below 
the maximum liquid level. Accordingly, the Associations support this amendment. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None  
 
9. ITEM 40. Amend paragraph 65.15(17)“a” as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
(2) If the manure storage structure is used for the storage of only dry manure, the secondary 
containment barrier shall be designed to contain at least 10 percent of the volume of manure 
stored. Detailed drawings prepared by the owner or a representative must be submitted according 
to procedures set forth in subrule 65.9(8) and must show compliance with 65.15(17)“a” to “d” 
“c” or “e.” If the containment barrier does not surround the manure storage structure, upland 
drainage must be diverted. Any dry manure retained by the secondary containment barrier shall 
be removed and properly disposed of within 14 days. 
 
Comments: 
This proposed amendment recognizes that dry manure does not present the environmental 
concern that liquid manure might and therefore allows more flexibility in constructing earthen 
secondary containment barriers for confinement feeding operations storing dry manure. The 
Associations support this rule amendment. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response:  None 
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10.  ITEM 42. Amend subrule 65.16(1) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
f. An animal feeding operation otherwise required to submit an updated manure management 
plan and pay an annual compliance fee may make an election to be considered a small animal 
feeding operation for purposes of filing updated manure management plans and annual 
compliance fees if the confinement feeding operation maintains an animal unit capacity of 500 or 
fewer animal units. The election shall automatically terminate when more than 500 animal units 
are housed at the confinement feeding operation at any one time. If the confinement feeding 
operation exceeds more than 500 animal units, a manure management plan shall be submitted. 
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
An animal feeding operation otherwise required to submit an updated manure management plan 
and pay an annual compliance fee may make an election to be considered a small animal feeding 
operation for purposes of filing updated manure management plans and annual compliance fees 
if the confinement feeding operation maintains an animal unit capacity of 500 or fewer animal 
units. The election shall automatically terminate when more than 500 animal units are housed at 
the confinement feeding operation at any one time. If the confinement feeding operation exceeds 
more than 500 animal units, a manure management plan shall be submitted. Any such facility 
may only be considered a small animal feeding operation if it first demonstrates that it is not 
storing more than 180 days’ worth of manure, as calculated based on its reduced animal capacity. 
(Blair, ICCI #11) 
 
Other Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments to implement legislation. (McAfee) 
 
The mothballing provision is common sense (Struthers) 
 
A small operation cannot store the same amount of manure produced by a medium or large 
factory farm. Well, this is logical to me, we know there’s no manure management plan required 
under a certain level, so if a facility downsizes and has fewer hogs why are they allowed to use 
and fill up a manure pit, that’s totally illogical. The reason for the rules is that you have only so 
much manure because you have only so many hogs and so to allow a smaller facility to use a 
large pit is just adding to all the problems we know. There should be no allowance to use the 
same amount of manure pit if you have downsized (Brink#) 
 
A small operation cannot store the same amount of manure produced by a medium or a large 
factory farm. (Gibbons#) 
 
DNR Response: The Code of Iowa does not establish limits on the amount of manure that can be 
stored at a facility nor does it establish requirements based on manure storage, as these 
requirements are established by the animal unit capacity of a facility. Since this provision would 
alter the intent established by the Iowa Code, a Code change would need to be made to alter this 
requirement. 
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11. ITEM 44. Amend subparagraphs 65.17(1)“c”(1) and (2) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
(1) The name of the owner and the name of the confinement feeding operation, including mailing 
address and telephone number. 
(2) The name of the contact person for the confinement feeding operation, including mailing 
address and telephone number 
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language: 
65.17(1)”c”(1) and (2) The name of the owner and the name of the confinement feeding 
operation, including name, mailing address and telephone number of facility owner and 
integrator company. The name of the contact person for the confinement feeding operation, 
including name, mailing address and telephone number of facility owner and integrator 
company. (Blair, ICCI #7) 
 
Comments: 
We oppose the proposed change to delete the mailing address for the owner of confinement 
feeding operations. We also propose an addition: that the address(s) of the contributing 
confinement feeding operation facilities, be part of the required record for manure management 
plans. (Robinson and Falck) 
 
I noticed that the name of the owner of the confinement feeding operation, including mailing 
address and telephone number, the name of contact person for the confinement feeding 
operation, including mailing address and telephone number, for both of those, the proposed 
change is to cross off, including the mailing address and the telephone. I think it’s very important 
that this information be available to everyone. (Cadmus#, Mikelson#) 
 
The names, mailing address, phone number of the facility owner and integrator company should 
remain on the manure management plan. (Lang#) 
 
The integrators name should be on all of the manure management plans and the permits to build 
(Winburn#) 
 
The DNR’s proposing to remove the mailing address and phone number of CAFO owners and 
the contact person from applications. Now factory farm operations affect communities and 
neighbors and the records should maintain transparency. We strongly recommend this proposed 
be struck and we advocate for integrator information once again to be included in any animal 
feeding application form. (Rosenberg#) 
 
DNR Response: The Department recommends not removing the mailing address and phone 
number of the owner and contact person as proposed in the NOIA due to public comment.  
However, the Code of Iowa does not require this information to be submitted for the integrator as 
it does for the owner.  Therefore a change would be needed in the Code of Iowa to require 
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integrator information. 
 
12. ITEM 47. Amend subrule 65.17(13), introductory paragraph, as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
65.17(13) Record keeping. Records shall be maintained by the owner of a confinement feeding 
operation who is required to submit a manure management plan. This recorded information shall 
be maintained for three years following the year of application or for the length of the crop 
rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be maintained for five years following the year of 
application or for the length of the crop rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be 
maintained at the site of the confinement feeding operation or at a residence or office of the 
owner or operator of the facility within 30 miles of the site. Records to demonstrate compliance 
with the manure management plan shall include the following:  
 
Commenter’s Proposed Language:  
65.17(13) Record keeping. Records shall be maintained by the owner of a confinement feeding 
operation who is required to submit a manure management plan. This recorded information shall 
be maintained for three years following the year of application or for the length of the crop 
rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be maintained for five years following the year of 
application or for the length of the crop rotation, whichever is greater. Records shall be 
maintained at the site of the confinement feeding operation or at a residence or office of the 
owner or operator of the facility within 30 miles of the site. Records must be made available to 
DNR upon request, including during an unannounced inspection, and to the public in response to 
a public records request. (Blair, ICCI #10) 
 
Comments: 
We support addition of language to improve access to and transparency of manure management 
plan record keeping, at the end of the first paragraph of 65.17(13), as follows: “Records must be 
made available to DNR upon request, including during an unannounced inspection, and to the 
public in response to a public records request." (Robinson and Falck) 
 
Factory farm records must be made available to the DNR upon request, including during an 
unannounced inspection, and to the public in response to public record requests. Manure 
management plans can be changed at any time without notifying the DNR until after the change 
and this makes public audits, inspections, and accountability difficult. (K Bowen#, Bauer#) 
 
My comment is that factory farm records must be made available to the DNR upon request, 
including during an unannounced inspection, and to the public in response to a public records 
request. (Daniels#, Rosenberg#) 
 
DNR Response: Iowa Code section 459.312(13) authorizes the Department to conduct an 
inspection anytime during normal business hours, including review of manure application 
records. The requirement for records to be maintained at the site of the operation or at a 
residence or office within 30 miles of the site is to make the records readily available to 
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Department staff during an inspection. Iowa Code section 459.312(12) also states the records are 
confidential and therefore not available to the public.  A change in the Iowa Code would be 
required to make the proposed revision. 
 
13. ITEM 54. Rescind rule 567—65.100(455B,459,459A) and adopt the following new rule 
in lieu thereof: 
567—65.100(459A) Definitions and incorporation by reference. In addition to the definitions in 
Iowa Code sections 455B.101, 455B.171 and 459A.102, the following definitions shall apply to 
Division II of this chapter: 
65.100(1) Definitions 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Common management” means significant control by an individual of the management of the 
day-to-day operations of each of two or more open feedlot operations. “Common management” 
does not include control over a contract livestock facility by a contractor as defined in Iowa Code 
section 202.1. 
 
Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments. Specifically, the Associations 
support the substitution of “individual” for “person” in the definition of common management. 
The Associations do not support any use of “common management” to skirt rule requirements 
for separation distances, manure management plans, construction permits, or other DNR rules. 
This change will help insure that legal entity structures are not used for that purpose. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Feed storage runoff basin” means a covered or uncovered impoundment with the primary 
function to collect and store runoff from a feed storage area. 
 
Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None  
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
 “Open feedlot effluent basin” means an open feedlot basin which does not settle solids before 
the effluent goes to the basin. 
 
Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None  
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14. ITEM 68. Amend rule 567—65.109(459A) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
(4) If located in karst terrain or potential karst terrain, at least one soil coring shall be taken to a 
minimum depth of 25 feet below the bottom elevation of the settled open feedlot effluent basin 
or into bedrock, whichever is shallower. The department may accept information from the 
department’s Geosam database in lieu of the coring. If bedrock is encountered, adequate 
investigation of the bedrock formation shall be made to determine if it consists of limestone, 
dolomite, or other soluble rock. 
 
Comments: 
We oppose what we believe would be a significant and unfortunate change to allow "unformed" 
settled open feedlot effluent basins in areas identified as karst terrain. This conflicts with existing 
rules that only allow more protective “formed" structures in karst areas. If anything, we need to 
strengthen, not weaken, rules that apply to animal feeding operations and manure application in 
karst areas that are especially vulnerable to pollution of surface and ground water. (Robinson and 
Falck)  
 
We are deeply concerned about a proposed change allowing, “unformed settled open feedlot 
effluent basins,” on karst terrain.  Again, as Iowa works to achieve our nutrient reduction and 
water quality goals, we should not weaken rules intended to protect our ground and surface 
waters or undermine the work of farmers dedicated to protecting water quality.  Karst terrain is 
particularly vulnerable to environmental damage, and should therefore warrant improved, rather 
than weakened, protections. We oppose language allowing unformed basins in karst terrain, and 
further recommend the EPC develop stronger manure storage and land application requirements 
for karst areas. (Enloe) 
 
We do not support what we believe would be a significant and unfortunate change to allow 
unformed, settled open feedlot effluent basins in areas identified as karst terrain. This conflicts 
with previous rules that only allow more protected, formed, structures in karst areas. If anything, 
we need to strengthen, not weaken, rules that apply to animal feeding operations manure 
application in karst areas that are especially vulnerable to pollution of surface and groundwater. 
(Robinson#) 
 
DNR Response:  Iowa Code section 459.308(3) prohibits construction in karst terrain of 
unformed manure storage structures for confinement operations but the Iowa Code does not 
contain the same prohibition for settled open feedlot effluent basins that are part of an open 
feedlot runoff control system.  The proposed amendment requires operations located in potential 
karst terrain to conduct the same geologic investigation as operations located in known karst 
terrain. 
 
15.   Item 71. Amend rule 567—65.112(459A) as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
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65.112(8)f. Sales of scraped solids or settleable solids licensed by the Iowa department of 
agriculture and land stewardship (IDALS). Open feedlot operations that will sell scraped solids 
or settleable solids as a bulk dry animal nutrient product under Iowa Code chapter 200A as 
regulated by IDALS may, in lieu of complying with this subrule for that portion of open feedlot 
effluent, submit to the department a copy of the operation’s site-specific IDALS license or 
documentation for any scraped solids or settleable solids that will be sold pursuant to Iowa Code 
chapter 200A, along with the department-approved nutrient management plan form for sales of 
scraped solids or settleable solids. 
 
Comments: 
Cattle producers should be allowed to sell their manure solids in order for farmers to get it to 
locations where it can best be used. (Anderson, W Beitelspacher, Block, Demuth, Frazee, 
Harder, Hargrafen, Hiler#, Ide, Ludwig, Nieland#, Puhrmann#, Rank, Venner#, Vermeer, 
Wellman#) 
 
The Associations support the adoption of this rule amendment to update DNR rules for NMP’s 
for open feedlot operations to be consistent with DNR rules for MMP’s for confinement 
operations thus providing the same environmental and economic benefits to open feedlot 
operations to more fully utilize nutrients from solid manure on cropland where it will be the most 
beneficial. (McAfee) 
 
We support the changes included in Item 71, rule 567-65.112, which allow solid manure from 
open feedlots to be marketed for its best agronomic use. Manure is a valuable resource for soil 
structure, soil fertility and plant productivity. Marketing this product for sale improves its 
distribution to places where it can be best utilized. Manure improves the water holding capacity 
of the soil, increases organic matter and provides important micronutrients to the soil in addition 
to its other commonly known benefits. (Gruenhagen) 
 
With the expansion of IDALS Chapter 200a open feedlot manure can be traded on the market 
adding economic incentives for this natural fertilizer. Studies from ISU reveal that beef manure 
application reduces phosphorous loads by 46% when compared to chemical fertilizer. Through 
the continued utilization of operative plans, open feedlot nutrients can be applied based on 
intended crops and necessary nutrient levels beyond the feedlot’s township. We believe that this 
segment of the rule will help share the economic and environmental benefits of utilizing manure 
as a fertilizer. (Stevensen) 
 
We consult a lot of Iowa beef operations in the area of compliance, record keeping, and nutrient 
management, and we work with quite a few confined beef operations as well as open lot 
operations and I’m here this morning supporting the rule change to allow open lot feedlots to 
have a 200a license and distribute their nutrients. We’ve seen a real difference between our 
existing clientele, between those who have a 200a license in a confinement setting versus the 
open lot setting. Our confinement operations are able to seek new customers, seek new acres, 
seek the right acres that can truly utilize the nutrients and are not prohibited from making a sale 
or transaction by the time that it takes to do all the compliance work that open lot operations 
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currently have to do, specifically for a nutrient transfer. There’s really nothing better, in our 
experience, for the environment, than the economic free trade of manure nutrients. When dollars 
are trading hands nobody is abusing that product, nobody is applying it to acres that do not need 
those nutrients. In terms of nutrient management, there’s rules call the “4 R’s” and that is “the 
Right product, at the Right rate, at the Right place, in the Right time” and the current rules 
prevent open lot operations from providing the right product to the right place at the right time, 
and so we see this rule change as really opening up the ability to get CAFO produced nutrients 
exported to new areas that can truly utilize the nutrients and also provide a new fertilizer source 
for acres that traditionally haven’t access to those nutrients because they’re not in somebodies 
nutrient management plan. So, I guess I want to be clear that nobody’s going to abuse this 
because dollars will be trading hands and it is free trade of nutrients and it will give farmers who 
do not raise livestock access, quick access, to the best fertilizer that can be applied to their soil. 
So, I truly support the rule change and I think it would be really good for the beef industry and 
the environment. (Scholting#) 
 
I’m here to speak in favor of proposed rule change for 200a. Ten to fifteen years ago when 
regulations were passed that required livestock producers with 1,000 animal units or more to 
acquire an NPDES permit it forced livestock producers to decide whether to increase animal 
units or quit feeding. In my area many increased their animal units to spread the cost of 
compliance over more units. As a result Iowa’s cattle feeding numbers have gone up, but on 
fewer locations concentrating manure production. The proposed change to 200a would give 
producers the economic incentive to move their production to crop producers that need 
phosphorous and pot ash. In the statewide effort to improve water quality this could be one piece 
of the solution. About three years ago I did a study that showed raw cattle manure could be 
economically transported six miles before the value of the manure was offset by the cost of 
transportation. Manure that had moisture removed could be transported 36 miles before the value 
was offset by the transportation cost. This is just one example of what the proposed change to 
rule 200a could do. Rather that regulating a solution to water quality we could have an economic 
solution. The dollars generated through this would stay in the community and contribute to a 
more sustainable production system. (Pruismann#) 
 
We work with five different cattle operations, all family owned. We work with them on 
composting their cattle manure, marketing it, hauling it, spreading it. Last year we covered 
roughly 15,000 acres with our product, so we are essentially a commercial fertilizer entity. This 
has gone way beyond, you know, selling manure to a few neighbors. As such, compared to our 
competitors, we’re scrutinized more on the regulations than our competitors with commercial 
synthetic fertilizer or poultry litter. We support this bill, we just feel it will help level the playing 
field. Currently there’s a lot of added cost to us. Trying to collecting grid samples, and signed 
manure agreements and everything on 15,000 acres takes substantial time. Continually updating 
your manure management plan, and the 15,000 acres we spread last year will not be the same we 
spread next year. I estimate our cost at over $30,000 in continually updating our manure 
management plans. All of that is immaterial because, for me, for our customers, it’s an added 
cost for them, to do the grid samples, added cost, added hassle, to them, to do business with us, 
and so we support the bill, or the changes, the rule changes, and we hope you do to for those 
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reasons. (Hofmeyer#) 
 
The 200A portion allows, for the provision to move manure to areas that the nutrients are more 
needed and I think that sometimes it’s easy to believe that nutrients from livestock operations are 
just disposed of and that is clearly not the case in terms of we utilize those to create a sustainable 
crop production system and allowing this rule package would help to allow that, those nutrients 
to be moved to areas that need the nutrients and could better benefit from them and actually 
create not only an economic incentive but a clear environmental advantage to the correct 
disposition of those nutrients. (Christensen#) 
 
I’d like to speak in favor of the rule, in particular 200A, which addresses the commercialization 
of natural manure, which is a lot better than manufactured fertilizer, so socially it’s a good thing, 
environmentally it gets manure application out in areas that can use it. Economically it stimulates 
value to something that has value when used in the right place (Cline#) 
 
I do not feel you should be able to sell manure all over the state. We're going to be spreading 
disease further and quicker than if you just spread it on your own land. Also contaminating more 
of our streams where other people are trying keep them clean. (T Malloy) 
 
DNR Response: The Department agrees with the commenters in support of this proposed rule 
language that the change in the language will be beneficial to both producers and the 
environment.  No further changes to the rule are being recommended at this time.    
 
16. ITEM 74. Adopt the following new rules 567—65.200(459,459A) to 567—
65.210(459,459A) and Division III title:  DIVISION III  ANIMAL TRUCK WASH 
FACILITIES 
 
Comments: 
The Associations support these proposed rule amendments to implement legislation. (McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 
17. ITEMS 75 - 79. Amend 567—Chapter 65, Appendix A, Systems 1 -5, as follows: 
 
Language Provided in the Proposed Rule: 
- Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days immediately 
preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of application the water-
holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application without the possibility of runoff. 
 
Comments: 
Ground when frozen or snow-covered is not the only condition in which land should not receive 
manure. Research and experience also argue against the proposed rule change for application of 
feedlot effluent on saturated soils from the current “Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per 
day for each of the three days immediately preceding application and no precipitation is 
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occurring on the day of the application,” to a proposed subjective rule that “precipitation has not 
exceeded the water-holding capacity of the soil to accept the manure application without the 
possibility of runoff.”  Again referring to Ohio, recent changes restrict manure application on 
ground that is frozen, snow-covered, saturated and when the local weather forecast predicts a 
rain event, as described below. 
Manure application restrictions  
A person may not surface apply manure in the western basin under any of the following 
circumstances: 
(1) On snow-covered or frozen soil; 
(2) When the top two inches of soil are saturated from precipitation; 
(3) When the local weather forecast for the application area contains greater than a 50 percent 
chance of precipitation exceeding one-half inch in a 24 hour period.unless the manure is injected 
into the ground, incorporated within 24 hours of surface application, applied onto a growing 
crop, or if in the event of an emergency, individuals should contact their local Soil and Water 
Conservation District Office.[ LaBarge, Greg. Understanding Regulation, Definition, 
Noncompliance Pentalties, On Fertilizer And Manure Application In Ohio Wleb. C.O.R.N 
Newsletter 2016-3. Ohio State University Extension.] 
The definition for saturated is as follows: 
Saturated soil occurs when all the pore spaces in the soil are filled with water. A soil that has an 
available water capacity above field capacity will be considered to be saturated. According to 
the Natural Resource Conservation Service Standard 590 for Ohio, when the available water 
capacity of a soil is above field capacity, then free water will appear on the surface of the soil 
when the soil is bounced, kneaded, or squeezed. For a fertilizer or manure application to be 
considered a violation of the law, the top two inches of the soil would need to be saturated and 
the application would have been made without incorporation, injection or a growing crop. 
 
This definition comes from the Ohio Department of Agriculture’s internal guidance as described 
in the Greg LaBarge reference above. It is not part of the law’s regulatory requirements. How 
specifically to access an official weather forecast can be written into DNR rules. (Osterberg) 
 
DMWW opposes the proposed rule change for application of feedlot effluent on saturated soils 
from the current "Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 
immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of the 
application," to a proposed subjective rule that "precipitation has not exceeded the water-holding 
capacity of the soil to accept the manure application without the possibility of runoff." We are 
concerned that the vague rule that is being proposed would leave too much room for 
interpretation and would be even more difficult to enforce than the current rule. It also does not 
consider predictable ground saturation during the next 24 hours, which the previous rule 
addressed. (Terry) 
 
We oppose the proposed rule change for application of feedlot effluent on saturated soils from 
the current "Precipitation has not exceeded 0.05 inch per day for each of the three days 
immediately preceding application and no precipitation is occurring on the day of the 
application," to a proposed subjective rule that "precipitation has not exceeded the water-holding 
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capacity of the soil to accept the manure application without the possibility of runoff." We are 
concerned that the vague rule that is being proposed would leave too much room for 
interpretation, especially since the proposed rules do not include a definition of saturated soil, 
and would be even more difficult to enforce than the current rule. It also does not consider 
predictable ground saturation during the next 24 hours, which the previous rule addressed. We 
propose that a better guideline is one that can be tracked via weather service records, such as 
Ohio has adopted, based on the saturation of the top 2 inches of soil and/or a 50% chance of 
precipitation exceeding one-half inch in the next 24-hour period. (Robinson and Falck) 
 
The proposed rules changes for application of feedlot effluent on saturated soils from the current 
precipitation has not exceeded .05 inch per day for each of the three days immediately preceding 
application, and no precipitation is occurring on the day of the application, to the proposed 
subjective guidance of precipitation has not exceeded the water holding capacity of the soil to 
accept the manure application without the possibility of runoff. We appreciate that the existing 
rule may be difficult for farmers to implement, however we are concerned that the vague 
subjective guidance that is being proposed would leave too much room for interpretation and 
would be even more difficult to verify or enforce than the current rule. This proposed change is 
replicated in several places in the rules including under item 77, 78, and 79. We propose that a 
better guideline is one that can be tracked, via weather service records, such as Ohio has adopted 
that is based on recent rainfall and/or 50% chance of precipitation exceeding ½ inch in the next 
24 hour period, which also accounts for likely ground saturation in the next 24 hours. 
(Robinson#) 
 
The Associations support this proposed amendment as being more practical as well as effective. 
(McAfee) 
 
DNR Response: The proposed amendment addresses saturated soil via the statement that land 
application is appropriate if precipitation has not exceeded the water-holding capacity of the soil.  
Since the water-holding capacity of the soil has not been exceeded the soil is not saturated.  The 
proposed amendment further states that the soil must accept the manure application without the 
possibility of runoff.  This performance standard makes it very clear to all operators that if runoff 
is possible, manure application should not occur.  The amendment as written gives producers the 
flexibility to apply to fields based on the soil conditions of those individual fields, including the 
unique characteristics of each field based on soil type, slope, conservation practices, etc. – all 
characteristics that affect infiltration. Regarding the suggestion that application be restricted 
based on possible precipitation in the forecast the Department’s position is the language 
pertaining to manure application without the possibility of runoff is adequate to protect the 
environment while providing producers the flexibility to apply based on the individual conditions 
of the fields receiving the application. 
 
18. ITEM 80. Rescind 567—Chapter 65, Table 2, and adopt the following new table in lieu 
thereof:   
 
Comments: 



 32  

The Associations are concerned with the number of lakes added to this list but have no 
information available to them as to whether the additions are appropriate. Accordingly, the 
Associations take no position on this amendment but do urge the Department to ensure that the 
additions meet the requirements of a major water source. (McAfee) 
 
IEC supports the revised Table 2 of major water sources, which better reflect our lakes that 
should be considered as public use areas, but a purpose of this table should be, also, to indicate 
which water sources are considered as part of facility siting requirements, which these rules tend 
to weaken. (Robinson#) 
 
DNR Response: None 
 

COMMENTS OUTSIDE THE SCOPE OF THE PROPOSED RULES 
 

The major purpose of this rulemaking was to amend Chapter 65 in order to update the 
Commission’s rules to conform to statutory amendments as noted above.  Additionally, the 
rulemaking was conducted to allow solids from open feedlot operations to be regulated by the Iowa 
Department of Agriculture and Land Stewardship as bulk dry animal nutrient products (Iowa Code 
chapter 200A).  The final purpose of the rulemaking was to provide better clarification on 
requirements in rules and rescind unnecessary and outdated rules as required every five years by 
Iowa Code 17A.7(2).  The Department received many comments that were outside of the scope of 
the rulemaking and many of these comments would require a change to the Iowa Code.  Although the 
comments were outside of the scope of the rulemaking and the Department will not be providing a 
specific response to such comments, the Department believes it is important that all comments are 
provided for the record.   
 
We need a moratorium on any new CAFO's and processing plants. (McCarthy)  
 
I would strongly support a moratorium on the construction of all new CAFOs. Since I doubt that 
the state currently has the guts to do that, here is what I ask: I ask that the DNR hire more staff to 
monitor CAFO compliance with current regulations, and to subject new operations to stronger 
regulations.  I also ask that the DNR take into account the concerns of neighbors and local 
government when considering approval for CAFOs, and give those voices great weight in the 
decision.  These are the people who actually have to live with the consequences of the decision.  
(McCargar) 
 
I support a moratorium on new construction or expansions. (Anderson#, Bauer#, Blair#, P 
Bowen#, Brink#, Campbell#, Edwardson#, Engman#, Fischlawitz-Roberts#, Cadmus#, Ginter#, 
Hardy#, Hawk#, Mazour#, McDonald#, Meyer#, Mikelson#, Myhre#, Petersen#, B Ross#, P 
Ross#, Taylor#, Teraji#, Tewes#, VanWinkle#, Vetter#, Wells#, Willis#, Wyse#, Lang#)  
 
I support a statewide moratorium on factory farms until there’s less than 100 impaired waterways 
and until all CAFOs have a NPDES permit in effect. (Michner#, Rosenberg#(2)) 
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We support a statewide moratorium on new or expanding factory farms until there are fewer than 
100 polluted waterways in Iowa. (Petition with 64 signatures) 
 
As a farmer who uses dry fertilizer & anhydrous, I pay a groundwater surcharge to help prevent 
the very situation we find ourselves in re: Clean Water! Why aren't the "manure boys" paying a 
ground water surcharge?? I certainly don't have 'anhydrous spills' or 'dry fertilizer spills'. Why do 
you suppose that is? (Kalbach) 
 
When a site is not suitable for a large confinement there should not be a stipulation that multiple 
small buildings are ok. We have a limited amount of natural resources and large corporate farms 
should not be allowed to endanger them do to legislative loop holes. Please keep this in mind 
when it comes time to amend the current laws and close all the current loop holes and prevent 
other threats to our environment. (Brad Krambeer) 
 
I oppose the unregulated spread of hog confinements under 2,499 capacity. I believe the DNR 
should take measures to protect water, air and soil quality by hiring more staff to monitor 
compliance of current CAFO's and to subject new CAFO's to stronger regulations. The DNR 
should take into account concerns of neighbors and local government in the approval process for 
large animal confinements. (Amfahr, Betz, R & D Bollman, Clarke, Jonas, L Martin, Maxon, V 
Miller, nld@acegroup.cc, Remington, C Remmen, L Remmen, Stephanie Ross, Scheffert, Smed, 
Stone) 
 
Are you incapable of math? If anyone can have 2499 pigs in any ONE confinement facility, than 
it is easy to have 30 thousand pigs, anywhere, because of glitch in the law and multiple 
buildings.  The inability of math you will allow this.  If you are foolish enough, then, you will let 
30k pigs pollute the ground water and destroy the ecosystem.  Which, or what part, of the 
judicial system is getting paid off for such activities? Help me understand. I oppose this... I'd like 
to use more flamboyant metaphors but, I'm not sure you'll understand because, if you're stupid 
enough to allow the massacre of this area than you are either too stupid or too paid off to care. 
(Lori) 
 
I understand and support the need to protect the Ag industry in terms of family farms in our 
county.  But the manipulation of the rules to fall under a CAFO threshold that requires 
permitting is an outrage.  Especially in an area where our groundwater is so vulnerable to 
contamination.  The rules need to be tightened up, not just in addressing the size of an operation 
but in recognizing that some areas are just not suitable period.  We do not put adult bookstores 
next to pre-schools or churches and in my eyes this is a similar scenario. (Gragg) 
 
When the rules were first established, we were breaking new ground and could not have foreseen 
the growth of CAFO's and the detrimental effect on air, soil and water quality - along with 
detrimental effects on our rural quality of life.  I think it is ridiculous that multiple LLC's - which 
are tied to the same owner - can get around matrix standards by keeping multiple hog 
confinements that are self-regulated by staying under the 2,499 limit - on the same farm.  This 
has to change!  I strongly believe the DNR should take more measures to protect water, air and 
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soil quality in many ways. Specifically, by hiring more staff to monitor compliance of current 
CAFO's; subject new CAFO's to stronger regulations and limit the expansion of CAFO's through 
'common-sense' guidelines. The topography should be a major consideration, the path of current 
water run-off should be considered, the number of animals within a certain proximity should be 
limited, and impact upon Iowa waterways definitely bears consideration.  The DNR should take 
into account concerns of neighbors and local government in the approval process for large 
animal confinements. The common citizen would expect that if the neighbors were opposed and 
if the county supervisors were opposed to a certain area due to topography and other concerns - 
that their voices would be heard and would make a difference. In the research I've done, it seems 
that the county supervisors and the DNR hands are tied and if a corporation can find a way 
around a regulation - there is nothing the local folks can do about it.  That is not right! (Smed) 
 
One size does NOT fit all.  At the very least, the rules should require the DNR to DENY permits 
to operations that threaten environmentally, socially, or esthetically sensitive areas - even though 
the applicants may seem to meet the minimums allowed under the law.  And the DNR and the 
Legislature need to begin to address the air quality problems of CAFOs.  Research has shown 
high asthma rates among children who live or attend school near CAFOs.  And we should begin 
to examine research that has suggested that antibiotic residues in CAFO manure are destroying 
soil micro-organisms.  (L Stone) 
 
I think local communities should be able to have local control regarding CAFOs. Their needs 
should be taken into consideration.  I think the DNR needs more staff to monitor compliance. (L 
Gallagher) 
 
The supervisors need to be given more control, more say in this, at the local level. (Marti#) 
 
Give more control back to the county, to the supervisors, to the people that are effected most by 
it, to give them the authority to be able decide whether or not this is a good idea. (Marti#) 
 
Large CAFOs have caused a lot negative environmental problems in our state which also affect 
the quality of life and health of people in both the local communities as well as downstream. Air 
quality is impaired from the stench created from the manure. Health if affected by the E. coli 
from the manure that gets into the water sources used for drinking water.  Water quality and 
aquatic life is impaired with all the nitrates released from manure spills, lagoon leakage, and 
overland run-off from fields where manure is spread.  Owners of these CAFOs often don't live in 
the areas where the CAFOs exist and don't have to suffer the decrease in quality of life that the 
locals do. When local communities are not allowed to weigh in on decisions about whether or 
not to allow CAFOs in their areas or when these CAFOs are poorly regulated, it is a miscarriage 
of justice and undemocratic. If local communities are not going to be allowed to disapprove of a 
CAFO in their area, the State of Iowa, through the DNR, must strongly regulate these facilities, 
not matter what the size.  Otherwise, the citizens of Iowa are subsidizing the CAFO industry and 
paying for their mismanagement and pollution.  If the State cannot police these facilities, local 
communities have the true right, and should have the legal right, to prevent CAFOs from 
opening up shop in their communities.  Iowa should not be the porcine and bovine sewer of the 
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Midwest, but that is where we are now. The CAFO industry is externalizing the costs of manure 
disposal by making Iowans and communities further downstream, pick up the tab.  Please use 
your authority to insist that CAFOs of all sizes are strongly regulated to prevent further 
environmental damage and further costs to the citizens of this state in decreased quality of life.  
(Nalley) 
 
Please give us local control of animal confinements. The Driftless with karst topography is no 
place for CAFO's. EVERYONE except big Ag and the Farm Bureau (which of course includes 
our governor and your DNR boss) agrees on this, conservatives and tree huggers alike. Rural 
people like local control. Ask the people who live here. I think every CAFO built should be 
required to have a close family member of the corporate owners live within a quarter mile and 
drink the groundwater and breathe the air. Family farms, my ass! (Olson) 
 
I think there ought to be more local control; I think it ought to go back to local control. If a 
county does not want these in their county then they shouldn’t be there. There needs to be more 
regulations on the smaller ones. There’s virtually none on a 1,200 head or less, they can put them 
right outside your bedroom window. The manure management, they do not even have a manure 
management plan, as I understand it. (Willett) 
 
This area’s history was built on a great relationship between farmers and city and town dwellers. 
The division that the lax standards are causing is risking the strength of the alliance and we 
expect the DNR to step up and show leadership. We need more local control. (Ressler) 
 
First and foremost the rules should require permitting of effluent discharge from agricultural 
operations. This would be a critical step in improving water quality — but only if the rules are 
strengthened to include permitting of all factory farms — since all, regardless of size, are 
potential polluters.  All Confined Animal Feeding Operations should be permitted and that 
permit should require that the CAFO incorporate best practices in their operation in order to be in 
compliance with that permit.  In addition, the DNR should institute a “three strikes and you’re 
out” provision so the worst polluters can be shut down.  The DNR rules should also require that a 
new database of factory farm manure spills, inspections, and permitting be created and accessible 
to the public so the DNR can be held accountable for the actions they take to control pollution or 
those they do not. (Corbi) 
 
While there are numerous short-comings of the current management of CAFO's in Iowa, there 
are three that are of special concern to me: 1. The potential for major environmental damage by 
disposal of manure on farmland and the potential for contamination of waterways which, 
already, are at a critical level of pollution. Associated with this is the potential for manure spills 
from storage facilities which average ten a year in our state. 2. Farming in Iowa already 
contributes a major effect on the poor quality of water in our state and we don't need the addition 
of absent owners of agribusinesses adding to this sorry state of affairs. 3. Most important to me is 
the inhumane treatment of animals inherent in these confinement facilities. Think about the 5000 
pigs lost to a fire as a consequence of such confinement just recently on a "farm" in Iowa! 
(deProsse) 
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Please do your job.  Write enforceable regulations that will protect Iowa's Natural Resources of 
water, land and air for all of us and not just protect and privilege .CAFO operators. (Sliwa) 
 
I live in Winneshiek County, but do business in Allamakee, Clayton, Fayette, and Howard 
Counties in Real Estate Sales.  Whenever I am working with a client that is interested in 'buying' 
property outside of city limits in either of these counties, their first question is...'Are there any 
farm animal confinements near here, or can we find out if the sellers are selling because a 
confinement is going in?'  People are afraid of investing in land/property in an area that is 
compromised by the practice of large animal production, for several reasons...smell, run off, 
water quality, declining property values and animal welfare.  I am too!!! (Massman) 
 
The Driftless Area deserves its own set of agriculture regulations in lieu of its unique geology. 
The fractured limestone, found only in Northeastern Iowa, allows runoff to go directly to the 
aquifer.  Even though Big Ag resists acknowledging the particular vulnerability of this region, 
claiming special regulations for the Driftless Area would amount to a camel's nose under the 
tent.  I urge the DNR as well as the state legislature to hold the line on CAFOs in the Driftless 
Area.  (Jacobsen) 
 
It is our belief that regulations for hog confinement facilities need to be significantly 
strengthened to protect the public interest, as well as to protect water quality and 
environmentally sensitive regions like the Driftless Area of Northeast Iowa.  As permanent 
residents in a rural area in Allamakee County, hog confinement facilities present an unusually 
high risk factor for ground water contamination and environmental degradation of cold water 
streams.   Building animal confinement facilities on karst material, and often within a stone’s 
throw of active sink hole areas puts our ground water at serious risk, should there be a manure 
containment failure or major spill during transport.   The DNR really, really needs to step up to 
the plate on this one and control future development of confinement facilities, as well as follow 
up with inspections and enforcement when necessary!!!  We often are amazed as the amount of 
liquid manure generated by even smaller facilities in our area and have serious concerns 
regarding pumping hundreds of thousands of gallons of this noxious material into fields that have 
immediate connection to small feeder streams that subsequently feed into cold water trout 
streams such as the Yellow River, that is also heavily utilized by the public for water borne 
recreation on a daily basis during the spring, summer and fall months.  Allowing a developer to 
split his operation into smaller animal unit facilities to avoid review is out of line with the public 
interest.  We encourage the DNR to eliminate this loophole  and insure confinement facilities of 
any size go through a DNR construction review, as well as a public hearing to insure all Iowans 
have a say in their future.  (R & D Bollman) 
 
We live in Allamakee County - a place with fragile landscape that local landowners and citizens 
have worked hard to protect and know they have a responsibility for the health and wellbeing of 
their families and neighbors. No government can legitimately take that responsibility away from 
the people. If the DNR or the State of Iowa wants to take that responsibility away from local 
people, their/your responsibility to make rules that account for special requirements of fragile 
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places so that the basic rights of local people and nature are protected is all the greater. Short of 
that, the people still have the right and the responsibility to do that.  (Abbas) 
 
I am in favor of much stricter regulations regarding CAFO's. This section of the state is more 
susceptible to aquifer pollution, due to karst topography. Please do all you can to protect 
agriculture, not agribusiness, and not at the expense of our priceless ecology. (Matter) 
 
A current proposal to build a hog CAFO in Allamakee County that would necessitate applying 
liquid manure to karst terrain in the watersheds of several Outstanding Iowa Waters has 
highlighted the lack of protection of surface and ground waters in Iowa's AFO regulations. The 
Council believes that this rulemaking effort is an excellent opportunity for our state to update our 
regulations governing nutrient and manure management plans, in order to protect our valuable 
water resources in karst areas. Current manure management plan requirements are intended to 
minimize pollution to surface waters from runoff. Iowa regulations relating to the land 
application of manure currently include no requirements or even recommended practices for 
minimizing water pollution in karst regions. They are not sufficient to protect surface water or 
groundwater from contamination that occurs when land-applied manure rapidly infiltrates into 
aquifers and interconnected surface waters through the thin soils and cracked bedrock 
characteristic of karst topography. Contamination of both streams and drinking water wells can 
easily result. IEC strongly recommends the development of manure land application 
requirements that protect ground and surface waters in karst regions. (Robinson and Falck) 
 
I live on a farm in Allamakee County, part of the Driftless Area, sometimes called "Bluff 
Country".  It is beautiful country but fragile because of the Karst topography (the scientific 
description of the geology of the Driftless Area).  Karst rock formations are highly porous and 
easily polluted.  Large manure storage facilities are a threat to the ground water because of the 
fragile, porous Karst.  You probably know all this!  Therefore, I ask that the DNR limit the size 
and number of CAFOs in the Driftless Area. (Carstens) 
 
For 34 years I was a dairy farmer and I am now a hay/corn/bean farmer.  I live in Winneshiek 
County, I am a life long member of the Farm Bureau and I think the CAFO rules are too lax. In 
particular, the hog confinement buildings are huge.  At a capacity of 7,499, the odor travels for 
miles and affects the health and quality of life of local residents.  Even with air scrubbers, the 
odor hangs in the air and house windows must be shut (we do not have air-conditioning) and 
clothes cannot be hung on the line to dry.  Planning for an outdoor graduation party, family 
reunion or other outdoor event is problematic.  There are several hog confinement buildings 
within my area and the separation distances should be greater and the building sizes smaller.  If a 
confinement building does not have enough land to spread the manure, it can sign a contract with 
others to take the manure.  This contract is for only a few years.  The confinement building will 
last for decades but the manure plan does not address the long range manure handling.  There 
needs to be stronger inspection and enforcement of these rules. To protect the air and water 
quality of our state, to provide a quality of life for our young residents so they consider living in 
Iowa, we need to have stronger and stricter CAFO regulations. (J Becker) 
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The problem seems to be legislative loopholes and exemptions. I think there needs to be 
legislative change, especially in regard to size requirements in karst topography because if you 
have many small CAFOs that don’t need permits and they’re spreading manure in the karst 
topography, it’s got the same effect on ground water and surface water as if you have a large one 
doing that. By having these loopholes and exemptions you create a situation where that’s the 
direction we seem to be going right now and I wish that I could tell the DNR to fix that 
(Knutson#) 
 
I appreciate the work you do but you can only do what the law says and there is a problem with 
large animal CAFO’s here in Iowa that are changing our communities and the quality of life that 
people seek here in the midwest.  CAFOs need to have the rules expanded, this decision is not 
only the state of Iowa’s right to give the ok but that of the citizens that are affected in that county 
and neighborhood. We are long past due in updating the building permit requirements.  I am 
especially concerned about our water quality, we continue to hear about the algae blooms and 
declining water quality of our rivers and streams.  CAFOs continue to bring with them manure 
spills similar to oil spills, SAY NO to adding any more. (Bosma) 
 
I'd like to see two more changes in the rules:  1. I believe we need to set a minimum amount of 
manure necessary to be classified as a "manure spill" if the spill does not take place near a 
sensitive water body.  If a spill is not a significant environmental threat, it should not be used to 
threaten one's business or counted as a significant environmental threat in newspaper headlines.  
I would suggest a minimum of 1000 gallons (or an amount with nutrients equal to fertilizer on an 
average lawn in town) be necessary to qualify as a spill if more than 1000 feet from a water body 
or 2500 feet from a public use lake.  Anything less could possibly be considered littering if 
appropriate, but should not be used to threaten one's business and occupation under the guise of 
being a significant environmental threat.   
2.  Likewise, I believe there ought to be a minimum amount (perhaps a ton) of feed or organic 
matter unprotected and exposed to the environment before it would be considered a threat to the 
environment if it is not near a water body.  No farmer should be bullied and threatened because 
he had a scoop of feed exposed under a bulk bin.  Rules should be used to target significant 
threats to the environment rather than minor issues aimed at farmers.  If these rules stand, then 
everyone in the general population with a lawn and a dog ought to be subject to the same rules. 
(Zumbach) 
 
I have been farming for 52 years,cows ,crops hogs chickens sheep on the same farms my dad and 
granddad have farmed.   The trout stream that runs in front of my house is cleaner than ever.  
There is more wildlife than ever to eating my crops.  Please we do not need more regulations and 
people working for the DNR!!!  The world will take care of itself.  It did long before the DNR 
came along.   (Swann) 
 
I am not thanking the DNR for a thing.  All I ever got was contact the legislature to make 
changes. Then the legislature said they can't do a thing because Branstad would veto any new 
laws for CAFOs.  A run a round!  Iowa law didn't stop my 2+ CAFOs from being built, it 
allowed it.  I believe family farmers DO protect their neighbors and the environment but 
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corporate farmers do not and Branstad only cares about CAFOS.   I have contacted all 99 Iowa 
reps and all 50 senators and no one will do a thing to rewrite laws because I am told Branstad 
will veto anything about changing laws for the CAFOs.  I do confess I don't understand a lot 
about law making but what I know is the value of my place decreased by 30-40% cause of 2+ 
CAFOs next to me!  I worked 50+ hour weeks for 17 years to pay for my farm and where are my 
loopholes  (like the CAFP owners) to receive government monies?  My property value went 
down but my taxes didn't!!  When I sell my place at a loss because I can't take the smell and my 
well is polluted who covers the difference? So I can at least break even?  Corporate needs to be 
stopped!  I want stiff laws for CAFO owners to build.  I have seen several matrixes and it is a no 
fail for the CAFO owners. (Larsen)  
 
I think it is appropriate to identify setback distances for any livestock feeding operation in excess 
of 100 animal units.  Currently anyone can construct up to a 1250 head swine finishing building 
almost anywhere they want without any regard for who may live directly adjacent to it.  I hate 
that it is necessary to legislate what ought to be standard procedure.  But it seems that it is. (T 
Wiley) 
 
IPP has written papers on the subject of animal agriculture in Iowa on numerous occasions over 
the last ten years.  Our primary concerns are reflected by our recent paper on manure application 
on inappropriate ground. We wish this paper, link below, to be part of our comments. 
 
Finally, manure is manure, no matter the size of facility. Some de minimus size limit is 
appropriate to make regulation feasible, but having manure applications on unacceptable ground 
only for facilities above 500 animal units is an unfortunate choice, one that makes Iowa’s law 
less protective of water quality and less efficient in the use of the manure as a resource. Other 
states are more restrictive. For instance:  
First, a 300-AU limit is consistent with the EPA designation for a medium facility. That size 
limit is used in many states for regulation of animal agriculture. 
“Since 2006 all livestock operations with 300 or more animal units must complete a manure 
management plan or have manure spread by a certified commercial applicator to be in 
compliance with MPCA [Minnesota Pollution Control Agency].” [Spiehs, M. Frequently Asked 
Questions: Manure Management Plans. University of Minnesota Extension. (undated)]  
The University of Minnesota Extension document from which the above quote was taken also 
points out that record keeping and limits to manure application in sensitive areas applies to 
operations as small as 100 animal units (AU).  The state of Ohio also uses size definitions similar 
to EPA size definitions for restrictions on animal production facilities. Medium facilities, as 
small as 300 AU, were given just one year beyond passage of the law to come into compliance 
with manure application restrictions by building storage. Facilities as small as what the EPA 
would classify as 100 AU will in 2017 be required to comply with applying manure on saturated, 
snow-covered or frozen ground. [LAWriter Ohio Laws and Rules. Chapter 903; Concentrated 
Animal Feeding Facilities Definitions. Ohio Revised Code: TITLE [9] IX AGRICULTURE 
Iowa is already out of step. Being generous to some producers so they do not have to comply 
with reasonable applications mean more pollution and less utilization of the benefits of manure. 
(Osterberg) 
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I’d like the DNR and the legislators to please come up with some rules on the small animal 
confinements, like I said, I’ve talked to everybody in the world about what we could do about it. 
How we could stop these, and everybody at the DNR, the legislators, everybody said these small 
confinements are not regulated, there’s not much you can do with them and I think that should be 
altered. (Netser#) 
 
Look at lowering the amount of animals that require a permit as low as 500 animals (Lew 
Klimesh#) 
 
We propose that the state of Iowa update its policies to reflect nationally recognized size 
thresholds for CAFOs to categorize "Medium CAFOs" as 300-999 beef cattle {rather than 500 
and above) and small CAFOs as less than 300 animal units, based on the U.S. EPA Regulatory 
guidance. Note: Since 2006, all livestock operations in Minnesota with 300 or more animal units 
must complete a manure management plan or have manure spread by a certified commercial 
applicator to be in compliance with the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency requirements. The 
state of Ohio also uses size definitions similar to EPA size definitions for levels of restrictions on 
animal production facilities, especially for determining limits on manure on frozen or snow-
covered ground or saturated ground. Both states have additional requirements for manure 
application in sensitive areas, such as well-head zones, drainage ditches and open tile intakes, 
steeply sloping land and soils high in phosphorus. In addition, the Ohio rules state that "no 
matter the size of a livestock, dairy or poultry facility, if it is an AFO, it may be designated a 
CAFO if, after being inspected by a permitting authority, it is found to be adding a significant 
amount of pollutants to surface waters. It is also important to note that the NPDES permit will 
cover both the production area and the land application areas." (Robinson and Falck) 
 
The proposed rule changes conflicts with the goals of the Iowa Nutrient Reduction Strategy 
which call for a 45% reduction in nitrogen and phosphorous. Weakening rules for how manure is 
applied is clearly out of step with what the department is doing to comply with cleaning our 
streams and lakes of nutrients. In addition, when the NRS relies upon voluntary compliance 
rather than requirements for action to achieve its goals, the last thing Iowa should be doing is to 
weaken the regulations now in place. (Osterberg) 
 
We are concerned the proposed rule changes will create a disadvantage for farmers working to 
meet the goals set forth in the Iowa Nutrient Reduction Strategy.  If Iowa continues to pursue a 
voluntary water quality solution, we must address the structural issues that disincentivize best 
practices and create an unfair advantage for bad actors. (Enloe)  
 
The ill-effects of animal confinements have reached a threshold and it's time for change. The 
DNR has all but rubber stamped applications, regardless of local outcry. Make no mistake, every 
new CAFO has a detrimental effect on the local economy because (as you I'm sure are aware), 
NO ONE wants to live near one of these stinky places! Air, water and soil quality plummets, 
land values decrease yet the locals who have the most at stake have little to no say in this. How is 
this democratic?  I am very disturbed that with the waste from these facilities go unchecked, yet 
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any municipality in this country is extremely monitored and regulated. How is this even legal? 
The bacteria counts and their mutations should be a public concern to all. Over 800 documented 
spills have occurred, yet the DNR is extremely lacking in inspectors for the over 9,000 Iowa 
CAFO's. I must ask you: how can you sleep at night knowing this?  With Iowa's water quality 
suffering and the Des Moines water works in legal battle over agricultural pollution sources, 
CAFO manure risks continue to grow. THIS MUST STOP! (Bentley-Iverson) 
 
It is outrageous that corporate ag is considered a stakeholder and the people of Iowa are not!!! 
(Morgan) 
 
In this proceeding and others in the future, we request that the Iowa Department of Natural 
Resources either confine itself to the formal rulemaking process for obtaining stakeholder input 
or, alternatively, to include the interests of all Iowans when requesting feedback before the actual 
comment period opens. We refer to the disclosure by Administrator Bill Ehm that the proposed 
changes to the animal feeding operation rules had been shared with agricultural groups prior to 
formal proceedings in order to obtain feedback and assess whether those groups had concerns. 
We request that in this proceeding, and all other rulemaking processes going forward, that 
diverse groups of stakeholders be given the opportunity to provide feedback prior to the formal 
process and enjoy the same advantages as those enjoyed by the agricultural sector. (Terry) 
 
We strongly object to being excluded in pre-screening meetings that include agricultural interests 
but not environmental, drinking water utilities or other stakeholders. We feel that we should have 
equal opportunity to review and comment on proposed rules in order to protect the Raccoon 
River watershed. We feel the Department should take every opportunity to cast the light of day 
on proceedings that affect the people of Iowa, especially public health. The sharing of diverse 
opinions produces results that the public can trust. The Department must maintain credibility. 
We are an all volunteer organization and want assurances that you will give notice in a timely 
fashion that will enable us to attend future meetings. We look forward to continue our work with 
the Department to improve the quality of life in the Raccoon River Watershed. (Roe) 
 
As a general principle, we want to express our strong concern about the process for developing 
such rules. In the future, we urge the Iowa Department of Natural Resources to seek input from a 
more representative group of stakeholders during the rule -development phase. That should 
include environmental and community interests, and not just regulated stakeholders. This 
approach would result in proposals that more fairly represent the broad interests of the citizens of 
the state. (Robinson and Falck) 
 
The Iowa Alliance represents national organizations, state organizations, and community 
organizations all members of Iowa, that are effected by the rules that are being made and revised 
during this whole rule making process. We also deserve to be a stakeholder in the process that 
will continue from this point on. I would like to ask you to take this back to this bigger group to 
open the circle of who is part of this whole rule making process, from this point on, to also 
include these members that have also a stake in the rules that are made by the DNR. (Rosenberg) 
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We, everyday Iowans are just as much stakeholders as the ag commodity groups that were given 
special treatment in this rule making process and it’s the DNR and EPC’s job to listen to these 
people and protect the environment and our communities. (Blair#) 
 
One thing I would certainly like to have the DNR keep in mind, when they’re having all these 
rule making processes, is remember that all citizens of Iowa are stakeholders, not just those 
involved in the industrial farm animal production operations. (Tewes#) 
 
General Comment. The Associations do not believe it is necessary to include express language in 
each rule making it clear that these rules only apply prospectively and not retroactively since by 
law administrative rules have prospective application only. (McAfee) 
 
Proposed addition: All violations of manure management plans, illegal discharges, and other 
non-compliance will be assessed a minimum fine of $5,000. (Blair, ICCI #8) 
 
DNR must assess fines for violations in order to hold factory farms accountable. All violations of 
manure management plans, illegal discharges, and other noncompliance should be a minimum 
fine of $5,000. We need high fines so it becomes a deterrent. (Lang#, Rosenberg#, Schutt#) 
 
The penalties need to be greater. I would suggest that for every penalty it should be a minimum 
of $50,000, and that might prevent further leaks into the rivers. And if there are greater kills it 
should go up. (Willis#) 
 
Proposed addition: Update MMP endnote ‘l’ to say: 
Recent research by Iowa State University indicates 100 percent of the nitrogen contained in 
liquid manure from confinement swine operations is available for plant use in the first year after 
application.  Prior research indicates this may not be the case for liquid manure from other 
animal species or for solid (dry) manure from confinement operations.  A manure management 
plan may be developed based on the assumption that less than 100 percent of the nitrogen 
remaining in the manure after deducting application losses will be available for plant use in the 
first crop year after manure application.  However, for planning purposes all nitrogen not 
considered available in the first crop year must be accounted for in subsequent crop years, and 
must be considered in determining allowable nitrogen applications (from all sources) during 
those years.   
 
Update MMP endnote ‘h’ to include: 
Actual yields from a facility’s conservation plan must be used if available. (Blair, ICCI #9) 
 
Citizens are finding more and more manure management plans that don’t account for 100% of 
nitrogen. Iowa has a major problem with too much nitrate in our water and manure management 
plans must account for 100% of nitrogen. There’s really no reason not to do this, we’re in a water 
crisis right now and by accounting for 100% of nitrogen that’s going to impact the application 
rates of manure which will, of course impact water quality. (Blair#, Carson#, Shevick#, 
VanWinkle#) 
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Recent research by the Iowa State University indicates 100% of nitrogen in liquid manure is 
available for crop use in the first year, but a manure management plan may be developed based 
on less than 100% used and if it’s between 90-99% the nitrogen rate is no longer required to be 
carried over. Now, this is a recent rule change that we understand, without any input from the 
public, so given the water/nitrate problem we have in Iowa this rule should be changed to 
account for any nitrogen carry over from one year to the next. (Rosenberg#) 
 
Right now the liability is taken on by contracted farm operators and the rules have, the proposed 
rule change by IARA and CCI feel that the integrators should also be liable for any violations 
with any manure spills (Rosenberg#, Vetter#) 
 
Factory farm operators are trapped in a corporate agriculture system created by corporate Ag. A 
contracted factory farmer takes on nearly all the liability while the corporate integrator takes 
most of the profits. DNR must change the rules so that the integrators are liable for manure spills 
and violations, etc. Not just the contracted factory farm operator. (K Bowen#, Engman#, Ginter#, 
Hardy#, Michner#) 
 
If you really want to put in some rules and regulations you need to require bio-filters on every 
CAFO that’s built and methane digesters on the large ones, (Winburn#) 
 
I’d like to see the DNR have regulations on ammonia and hydrogen sulfide. At this point, as far 
as I know, there’s no regulation on those two chemicals and they are a significant air pollution 
problem from animal confinement operations. (Taylor#) 
 
First of all I do want the DNR to look at the common ownership and common management and 
then secondly to add air quality emissions monitoring to the rules (Linda Klimesh#) 
 
I would like to express my disappointment with the legislature, and thus the DNR, for not 
addressing more issues in the current rulemaking process around air quality and siting concerns 
in particular and would urge those entities in the next rulemaking process. (Knight#) 
 
Also to regulate CAFOs as environmental and public health hazards. (Lew Klimesh) 
 
On the matrix there are 44 questions, I think that for me there would be a number of these 
questions that would be automatically, that they need to be applied and so no points would be 
given to those, but it would be part of the requirement that they would be completed. One would 
be 13: construction permit application contains design, construction operation maintenance plan 
for emergency containment area at manure storage structure pump-out area; number 29: land 
application of manure does not occur on highly erodible land as classified by the USDA NRCS; 
that that also would be a mandatory, that there wouldn’t be point for that, you’d have to have 
points for other items. Number 33: additional separation distance of 50 feet above minimum 
requirement for the land application of manure to the closest private drinking water well, public 
drinking well, or well that’s properly closed under supervision of county health officials, again, 



 44  

that would be a mandatory. Number 36: demonstrate a community’s support, written approval of 
100% of the property owners within a one mile radius; at least one of the sites in the Rippey area, 
it was less than a mile, so to have that as a standard, that that be an automatic. The workers 
safety and protection plan is submitted with a construction permit application, that’s number 37. 
Number 38: application, applicant signs a waiver of confidentiality allowing public to view 
confidential manure management plan, land application records; number 40: construction permit 
application contains an emergency action plan; 41: construction permit application contains a 
closure plan; 42: application implementation of an environmental management system 
recognized by the Department; 43: adoption implementation of NRCS approved comprehensive 
nutrient management plan; and 44: groundwater monitoring wells installed near manure storage 
structure and applicant agrees to provide data to the Department. All of these are among the 
point in 880 points with a minimum of 440 to pass. My suggestion would be that these would be 
environmental issues and safety issues that need to be mandated for all applicants, for all 
matrixes (Hanaman#) 
 
I would like the DNR to provide input to the Environmental Protection Commission and 
certainly to Director Gipp in communication and collaboration with the Legislature to take 
another look at the Matrix. (Marti#) 
 
My concern is the owners of these hog confinements do not live by them, they are putting them 
elsewhere, usually by somebody else that don’t have hogs and I would like to see the law read 
where they, the owner, has got to live by them. (Jorgensen#) 
 
I think we need to ban spreading manure on ground that’s intended to be soybean production. 
Soybeans don’t need the extra nitrogen, therefore it would help cease the runoff for nitrogen. 
(Schutt#) 
 
So, I’d like to see two changes in that; the county’s already required to publish notice, I’d like to 
see “the county must notify the confined feeding operation applicant by certified mail.” So that 
person knows that there’s a hearing that’s going to take place. And secondly that the applicant 
must attend the public hearing. (Kuhn#) 
 
Only the applicant has an appeal right for a construction design statement, and we think that’s 
really unfair that neither the county nor the landowners and their neighbors living nearby do not 
even have an appeal in this situation, so we’d like to see that change so the appeal process could 
continue on a fair basis. (Kuhn#) 
 
We need to figure out how many pigs they’re putting in these confinements. There needs to be 
verified, documented records (Petersen#) 
 
I think that these rules should take into consideration the fact that poor siting and poor 
environmental and public health regulations, either from legislative rules or on the part of the 
DNR to execute those rules, not only hurts the people that are neighbors, but it also hurts all 
agricultural practitioners in the state because we all end up looking like bad actors. . .  I would 
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ask that the legislature reconsider how Iowa sites these confined animal feeding operations and 
try to do a better job so that agriculture in the State of Iowa is continually improving and that 
farmers and neighbors and all citizens of Iowa can be proud of our agricultural products and the 
impact they have on our communities. (Koether#) 
 

COMMENTERS 
 

The following submitted comments via email: 
1.  Weldon Abarr, 707 V Ave, Boone, IA* 
2.  Mary and Jeff Abbas 
3.  Bill Adams, PO Box 272, 131 Dvorak Drive, Spillville, IA* 
4.  Julie Adams, 522 N. 6th St., Missouri Valley, IA* 
5.  Nick Albright, 316 Oak Ave, Lytton, IA 
6.  Jane Alexander, 502 S. Vine St., Jefferson, IA* 
7.  Nancy Alexander, 21922 Wall Street, Keosauqua, IA* 
8.  Dwight Allbee, 403 1st Ave NE, Waverly, IA* 
9.  Bev Allen, 1100 South 2nd St., Fairfield, IA** 
10.  V. Allison, 714 E. 25th St., Des Moines, IA* 
11.  Toni Amfahr 
12.  Jane Anchustegui, 3346 Riverside Ave, Creston, IA* 
13.  Madalyn Anderson, 102 Mulberry Ct, Ames, IA* 
14.  Sara Anderson, 1968 Hillsborough Ln, Fairfield, IA** 
15.  Merle D. Appelgate, 2845 Garwin Rd, Marshalltown, IA 
16.  Robert Arbuckle, 3125 Village Rd, Iowa City, IA* 
17.  Rick Archer, 1108 South B Street. Fairfield, IA (2)** 
18.  Mary Argast, 3, Fairfield, IA* 
19.  Karl Armens, 740 Juniper Drive, Iowa City, IA (2)** 
20.  Tom Arney, 1530 110th St, Paton, IA* 
21.  Jen Asche, 235 W 3rd St, Garner, IA* 
22.  Elizabeth Audas, 1328 Birch Ln, Des Moines, IA* 
23.  Reynolds Aultman, 240 NE 41st St. #106, Ankeny, IA* 
24.  Randy Backes, 28648 Garber Rd, Guttenberg, IA 
25.  Linda Bader, 904 Dorchester Place NE, Cedar Rapids, IA* 
26.  Richard Baker, 975 290th Street, Atalissa, IA (2)** 
27.  Val Baker, 14395 310th Ave, Garden Grove, IA (2)** 
28.  James Balakier, 702 Highland Street, Fairfield, IA* 
29.  David Ballou, 1406 Wonder Way, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
30.  David Banfield, 4919 Greystone Drive, Bettendorf, IA* 
31.  Sigmund Barber, 1402 Main St., Grinnell, IA* 
32.  Duane Bass, 16881 Bluegrass Rd, Ottumwa, IA 
33.  Jeanette Bauer, 1513 SE Delaware #15, Ankeny, IA* 
34.  Barbara Beaumont, 2898 Naples Ave NE, North Liberty, IA* 
35.  Carolyn Becker, 7978 21st Ave, Blairstown, IA 
36.  Mr. Jed Becker, 3322 240th St, Cresco, IA 
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37.  Marie Becker, 1125 Prairie Dr NE, Cedar Rapids, IA (2)** 
38.  Peggy Beckman, 195 E Dovetail Dr, Coralville, IA* 
39.  Wayne Beitelspacher, 29384 120th St, Le Mars, IA 
40.  Wayne & Julie Beitelspacher, 29384 120th St, Le Mars, IA (2) 
41.  Frank Belcastro, 285 North Grandview Avenue, Dubuque, IA* 
42.  Diane Benjamin, 1350 320th Ave., Estherville, IA* 
43.  Ronald Bensink, 5415 Sun Valley Dr., Dubuque, IA* 
44.  Carol Bentley-Iverson, Decorah, Iowa 
45.  Cheryl Berg, 206 SW Logan St, Ankeny, IA* 
46.  James Berge, 875 410th St, Kensett, IA* 
47.  Karen Bergeson, 1420 Moingona Rd, Boone, IA* 
48.  Robert L. Bernard, 3920 Patricia Drive, Urbandale, Iowa 
49.  Jesse Bernhardt, 871 S Grandview Ave, Dubuque, IA* 
50.  Heidi Betz, 1087 250th Street, Waukon, Iowa 
51.  Katelin Bickel, 1312 1/2 Prairie Street, Adel, IA* 
52.  W. Michael Biklen, 515 East Eleventh Street, Muscatine, IA* 
53.  Richard Bird, 18790 Jersey Ave, Keosauqua, IA* 
54.  Dr. Lew & Lois Bishop, 6908 Echo Valley Rd., West Union, IA* 
55.  Vince Bjork, 321 S. Olive, Lake City, IA* 
56.  Erica Blair, 1902 Woodland Ave, Des Moines, IA* 
57.  Erica Blair, Iowa Citizens for Community Improvement 
58.  Kellie Blair, 3531 Paragon Ave, Dayton, IA 
59.  Robert Blankenship, PO Box 1768, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
60.  John Blasingame, 61210 325th St., Malvern, IA (2)**  
61.  Richard Blazek, 504 E. Bloomington Street, Iowa City, IA* 
62.  Robert & Sara Block, 1788 355th St, Lake City, IA 
63.  Ross Blount, 405 N Central Ave, Allerton, IA 
64.  Verlyn Bolks, 2672 340th St, Rock Valley, IA 
65.  Dorie Bollman, 405 Big Foot Road, Monona, IA* 
66.  Roger and Dorie Bollman, 405 Big Foot Road, Monona, Iowa   
67.  Michael Borden, PO Box 1466, Fairfield, IA* 
68.  Nancy Bohl Bormann, 1107 150th Ave, Lu Verne, IA 
69.  Cindy Borske, 286 S Alta Ave., New Hampton, IA* 
70.  Norma Jean Bosma, Decorah 
71.  Patrick Bosold, 202 N. 5th St., Fairfield, IA* 
72.  Carol Bouska, 3515 Colfax Ave. S., Minneapolis, MN* 
73.  Peg Bouska, 4299 Winter Eagle Tr, Iowa City, IA* 
74.  Fawn Bowden, 1417 Willow Brook Lane, Riverside, IA* 
75.  Kenn Bowen, 1210 Village Rd, Iowa City, IA* 
76.  Pat Bowen, 1210 Village Rd, Iowa City, IA (2)*** 
77.  Larry Bower, 25157 325th Street, Sioux City, IA* 
78.  Joe Boxerman, 2060 Emerald, Fairfield, IA* 
79.  Kyle Bracken, 12960 Greene Ave, Los Angeles, CA* 
80.  David Brame, PO Box 600, 600 Main St, Sidney, IA (3)*** 
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81.  Henry Brandt, 12336 Dumfries Ave, Council Bluffs, IA 
82.  Richard Brei, 1350 Kimberly Ridge Rd. Apt.214, Bettendorf, IA (2)** 
83.  Dana Brekke, 201 Highland St., Fairfield, IA (2)*** 
84.  Robin Bressler, 5309 US Hwy. 75 North, Sioux City, IA* 
85.  Pam Brincks, 811 N. Vanburen Ave, Mason City, IA* 
86.  Maxine Brinkman, 1421 Birch Drive, Mason City, IA** 
87.  Jason Brockshus, 1211 Highway 59, Sibley, IA 
88.  Dale Brown, 7124 Townsend Ave, Urbandale, IA* 
89.  Gillian Brown, 2151 185th St. #14, Fairfield, IA* 
90.  Gina Brown, 1696 Cunningham Rd, Dunkerton, IA* 
91.  Melanie Brown, 1107 Lakeview Dr., Fairfield, IA* 
92.  Anna Bruen, 304 S. 3rd Street #2, Fairfield, IA* 
93.  Jeff Buch, 1541 171st Blvd, Fairfield, IA 
94.  Ralph Bunker, 2151 185th St. #14, Fairfield, IA** 
95.  Lucas Burge, 1917 Fruitwood Ave., Batavia, IA* 
96.  Frances Burmeister, 1120 East Madison, Fairfield, IA** 
97.  Robert Burns, 1140 South 5th Street, #B2, Polk City, IA* 
98.  Bryan Bush, 5555 H Ave, Cleghorn, IA 
99.  Mark Buskohl, 20455 P Ave, Grundy Center, IA 
100. Gilbert Butler, 1440 N 15th Ave, Sheldon, IA*  
101. Jesica Butler, 1320 10th Street, Hawarden, IA* 
102. Kathy Butler, 706 S 2nd Street, Fairfield, IA* 
103. Sheree Bye, 62245 Delta Lake Rd, Iron River, WI* 
104. Nancy Cadmus, 824 12th Ave, Grinnell, IA* 
105. Paul Cain, 1578 McBride Rd, Van Meter, IA 
106. Dennis Campbell, 2457 Highway 30, DeWitt, IA 
107. Madeline Cano, 2200 EP True Pkwy Apt 22, West Des Moines, IA** 
108. Mike Carberry, 2029 Friendship St, Iowa City, IA* 
109. Andrea Bie Carstens 
110. Douglas Carter, 396 E Division St N # E, Audubon, IA 
111. Kathy Carter, 1912 Xircus Ave, Williams, IA* 
112. Cathleen Casey, 805 1/2 S Main St, Fairfield, IA* 
113. Allison Castle, 290 Burnside Ave, Muscatine, IA (3)*** 
114. Lynn Cavanagh, 917 9th Avenue, Grinnell, IA* 
115. Deb Chance, 2313 Ash Avenue, Batavia, IA* 
116. Jason Chance, 2313 Ash Ave, Batavia, IA* 
117. Kara Chance, 2313 Ash Ave, Batavia, IA* 
118. Molly Chandler, 2777 SE Army Post Rd, West Des Moines, IA* 
119. Chihlan Chiu, 3002 W. Adams Ave, Fairfield, IA* 
120. Ann & John Christenson, 827 Dearborn St, Iowa City, IA (2)** 
121. Sue Christiansen, 41 Valley Ave Apt 7, Iowa City, IA* 
122. Cheryl Clark, 1301 Crimson St, West Des Moines, IA* 
123. Jane Clark, 9871 Lincoln Avenue, Clive, IA* 
124. Kathleen Clark, 2996 35th St., Des Moines, IA* 
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125. Janel Clarke, Waukon, Iowa 
126. Judith Clinton, 945 Applewood Ct., Coralville, IA* 
127. Loras Coakley, 1720 Mt Vernon Ct, Dubuque, IA* 
128. Valerie Coe, 306 Kenyon Ave, Des Moines, IA* 
129. Joshua & Phalya Cohen, 2364 Canadian Country Ct., Fairfield, IA* 
130. Lori Cohrs, 214 W 8th St, Logan, IA 
131. La Tisha A Coleman, 2576 Tamarack Ave, Fairfield, IA* 
132. Ann Collett, 2934 Walnut St., Bettendorf, IA* 
133. David Collins, 2000 N Court St 8-F, Fairfield, IA* 
134. Michael Collins, 1203 Collins Ridge Rd, Harpers Ferry, IA 
135. Carole Connet, 2584 New Glasgow Road, Fairfield, IA(3)*** 
136. Ray and Lora Conrad, 17292 Ivory Road, Keosauqua, IA 
137. Lori Cooper, 13976 210th St, Mason City, IA* 
138. Anne Corbi, 629 Brown Street, Davenport IA   
139. Catherine Corbin, 305 1/2 W Van Buren Ave, Fairfield, IA* 
140. Ed Corcoran, 4721 Oak Hill Ave, Paullina, IA 
141. Jan Corderman, 281 Christie Lane, Pleasant Hill, IA* 
142. David Costelloo, 1105 Orchard Lane, Des Moines, IA* 
143. Kay Cota, 2360 Carter Road, Dubuque, IA* 
144. Kathy Colton, 4264 Cottage Grove Pky. SE, Cedar Rapids, IA* 
145. Carole Connet, 2584 New Glasgow Road, Fairfield, IA (2) 
146. John Cook, 21795 220th St., Carroll, IA* 
147. Philip Countryman, 2123 Spruce Ave, Fairfield, IA 
148. Vera Cousins, 903 16th Ave., Grinnell, IA* 
149. Robin Crabtree, 1976 330th St, Madrid, IA** 
150. Eloise Cranke, 2222 E. 41st St., Des Moines, IA* 
151. Penny Creech, 806 S. Jefferson, Mt. Pleasant, IA** 
152. Sandra Crowe, 700 South D Street, Fairfield, IA* 
153. Mark Cutter, 1988 Hillsboro Lane, Fairfield, IA* 
154. Molly Cutter, 1988 Hillsboro Dr, Fairfield, IA* 
155. Donald Dahlof, 2037 1500th St, Kirkman, IA* 
156. Gail Dalby, Prairie Lakes, Fairfield, IA* 
157. Barbara and Jim Dale, 909 Vernon St., Decorah, IA (3)***  
158. Kara Daly, 413 Opal Circle, Ames, IA* 
159. Randall Damon, Des Moines, IA*  
160. Diane Darr, 3717 430th St, Ayrshire, IA 
161. Donald Davis, 2001 Radiance Circle, Fairfield, IA* 
162. Meredith Davis, 2775 372nd St, Dayton, IA* 
163. Yvonne S. Dawson, 4129 Cambridge, Des Moines, IA* 
164. Graham de Freitas, 1976 Savanna Circle, Fairfield, IA* 
165. Ronald DeJong, 3536 450th St, Orange City, IA 
166. Jennifer Demuth, 1640 220th St, Waverly, IA 
167. Charles A. deProsse, MD, MPH 
168. Michael Lauren DeSarbe, 19308 Quiet Trail, Keosauqua, IA* 
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169. Walter DeVasier, 1585 Mahogany, Fairfield, IA* 
170. Emily Devine, 1125 Prairie Dr. NE, Cedar Rapids, IA. (2)** 
171. Barbara Dickins, 2211 Mint Blvd, Fairfield, IA* 
172. Julia Dickinson, 3107 Magnolia Ct., Bettendorf, IA* 
173. Caroline Dieterle, 727 Walnut Street, Iowa City, IA* 
174. Ann Distelhorst, 238 South 6th Street, Burlingotn, IA* 
175. Merle Dockendorff, 600 W. Carpenter Ave., Fairfield, IA (3)*** 
176. Wendie Dockstader, 601 Walnut Street, Iowa City, IA* 
177. Michael Dolloff, 504 8th St N, Northwood, IA* 
178. B R Douglas, 1406 Mondamin, Des Moines, IA* 
179. Dennis R. Dowell, ofs, 401 Fourth Street, Fort Madison, IA* 
180. Charlene Doyle, PO Box 379, Brooklyn, IA* 
181. Patricia and Dean Draznin, 2307 Seven Hills Rd, Fairfield, IA* 
182. Kenneth Dudley, 6265 Valley Dr, Bettendorf, IA 
183. Mario Duarte, 730 3rd Ave., Iowa CIty, IA* 
184. Julie Duhn, 2110 Edgington Avenue, Eldora, IA* 
185. Margaret Dwyer, 204 West Adams, Fairfield, IA** 
186. David Eash, 2350 Sugar Bottom Road, Solon, IA* 
187. William Eddy, 1103 S Main St, Fairfield, IA* 
188. Mark Edwards, 1610 Story St., Boone, IA* 
189. Celeste Egger, 6627 Forest Ct., Windsor Heights, IA* 
190. Janis Elliott, 5695 SE 68th Pl., Carlisle, IA* 
191. Laura Elsinger, P.O. Box 726, Guttenberg, IA* 
192. Tim Ely, 2 Park Place, Jefferson, IA* 
193. Stephanie Enloe, Center for Rural Affairs, 248 1st Ave. E, Suite #1, Dyersville, 

IA 
194. John Fagan, 103 Full Moon Lane, Fairfield, IA* 
195. Evan Fales, 1215 Oakcrest St., Iowa City, IA* 
196. Mary Fanter, 1655 Willow, West Des Moines, IA* 
197. Eugenia Farrar, 25227 Sand Hill Trail, Ames, IA* 
198. Roger Fedders, 2471 400th St, Ireton, IA 
199. Charlene Ferguson, 2650 Dolliver Park Ave., Otho, IA* 
200. J Richard Fikuart, 810 11th Street, Kalona, IA* 
201. Karon Finn, Creston, IA* 
202. Mary Finn, 20800 Hwy 136, Cascade, IA (2)** 
203. Marcia Finzen, 16004 220th St, Westfield, IA 
204. Richard Fischer, 656 Molony Rd, Bernard, IA* 
205. Carrie Fisher, 2715 Garfield Ave S, Minneapolis, MN* 
206. David Fisher, Maharishi University, Fairfield, IA* 
207. Robert Fisher, 3165 360th St, Story City, IA 
208. Joe Fletcher, 815 G Ave West, oskaloosa, IA (2)* 
209. Tom Harvey Flintknapper, 34542 Ute Ave., Waukee, IA* 
210. John Fluit, Jr., 1948 240th St, Inwood, IA 
211. Justin Foley, 301 S. 5th St. #290, Ames, IA* 
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212. Tom Formaro, 5724 SE 35th St, Des Moines, IA* 
213. William Fortin, 12278 Des Moines Henry Ave, Danville, IA 
214. Bertha Fox, 1150 Carmel Drive, Dubuque, IA* 
215. Mary Fraaer, 8811 Hammontree Circle, Urbandale, IA* 
216. Tom Frantzen, 1155 Jasper Ave., New Hampton, IA* 
217. William Frazee, 1080 230th St, Emerson, IA 
218. Dean Frazer, 13849 280th St, Conrad, IA 
219. Inga Frick, 504 N. Court St., Fairfield, IA** 
220. Bob Fritzmeier, 2933 Leech Ave., Sioux City, IA** 
221. Eric Fritz-Waters, 301 E North St, Madrid, IA* 
222. Kathy Fryslie, 216 Hardin St, Ackley, IA* 
223. Shelley Fulcher, 2010 N B St, Fairfield, IA* 
224. Trish Fuller, 26 Pickard Ln, Council Bluffs, IA* 
225. Stacey Fulton, 406 NW 2nd Street, Grimes, IA* 
226. Rick Gaffey, 1589 Hwy S45, Knoxville, IA (2)**  
227. Jennifer Gallagher, 2709 SW 2nd St, Ankeny, IA* 
228. Lynn Gallagher, 4674 Sutliff Rd NE, Solon, Ia (2)* 
229. Judith Gaul, PO Box 46, Luxemburg, IA 
230. Lori Geiger, 17327 Lime Kiln Road, Crescent, IA* 
231. Richard Geiger, 1235 West 34th Street, Davenport, IA* 
232. Sr Marie Gemar, 3390 Windsor Ave, Dubuque, IA* 
233. Roxanne Gentry, 22480 300th St., Lon Grove, IA* 
234. Fredrick Getzschman, 10335 Norfolk Dr. Unit 8, Johnston, IA* 
235. Robin Ghormley, 1427 21st St, Des Moines, IA* 
236. Ryan Gibbs, 3230 265th St, Worthington, IA 
237. Jody Gibson, 317 E. Wall Ave., Des Moines, IA* 
238. Nancy Gibson, 1000 North 4th Street MR 477, Fairfield, IA** 
239. Sidney Gibson, 714 Orchard Place, Fairfield, IA (2)*** 
240. Edmund Gilday, 14081 Highway 6 East, Grinnell, IA* 
241. Martin Gingerich, 2948 U Ave, Parnell, IA 
242. Angela Gipple, 2607 Forest Drive, Des Moines, IA* 
243. Vesna Glavina, 1000 University Manor Dr, Apt 31, Fairfield, IA* 
244. Patricia Godwin, 2508 Union Road #89, Cedar Falls, IA* 
245. Ben Goerdt, 712 16th St #2, Des Moines, IA* 
246. Joy Goins, 1523 County Highway P27, Diagonal, IA 
247. Norman Goldberg, 5154 Lower Beaver Road, Des Moines, IA* 
248. Dean Goodale, 2037 140th St, Fairfield, IA* 
249. Omer Goodner, 811 3rd St, Kalona, IA* 
250. Colleen T. Gragg 
251. Terese Grant, 404 15th Ave., Grinnell, IA 
252. Sharon Gratz, 33387 245th St, Farmington, IA 
253. Jesse Green, 2344 360th St, Harcourt, IA 
254. Dennis Greenley, 510 Fairway Pl., Fairfield, IA (2)** 
255. Bruce Groenendyk, 2099 Eaton Ave, Leighton, IA 
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256. Blake Groeneweg, 1423 11th St, Rock Valley, IA 
257. Gary Grooms, 10330 Hill Blvd, Drakesville, IA* 
258. Ross Grooters, 2010 Copper Wynd Ct, Pleasant Hill, IA 
259. Jerry Gross, 2530 440th St. Greenville, IA 
260. Steven Groth, 4450 Jersey Ave, Saint Ansgar, IA 
261. Christina L. Gruenhagen, Iowa Farm Bureau Federation, 5400 University 

Avenue, West Des Moines, IA   
262. Sonia Gunderson, 1500 S. D St., Fairfield, IA* 
263. Bill Gutknecht, 8226 Ranchero Rd, Cedar Falls, IA 
264. Luke Haffner, 2347 Durant Ave, Lytton, IA (2)**  
265. Jerry Hageman, 3052 San Salvador Dr, Waterloo, IA* 
266. Effie Hall, 1801 Fourth Ave., Grinnell, IA* 
267. Marilyn Hall, 1500 60th St, Des Moines, IA (2)** 
268. Helen Halstead, 25714 Lincoln Rd, West Union, IA 
269. Deborah Hamilton, 127 Ave. B, Denison, IA (2)** 
270. Larry Hamilton, 127 Ave. B, Denison, IA* 
271. Margaret Hamilton, 400 E Monroe, Jefferson, IA* 
272. Patirck Hamilton, 671 38th St, Des Moines, IA* 
273. Tim Hammond, 512 10th Ave, Grinnell, IA* 
274. Heath Hancock, 2117 N Marquette St, Davenport, IA* 
275. Stacy Hancock, 2522 47th St, Des Moines, IA* 
276. Dan Hanrahan, 3283 155th St, Cumming, IA 
277. Marcia Hansen, 1808 Okra Blvd., Fairfield, IA* 
278. Gerry Hanson, 3170 F52 Trail, Parnell, IA* 
279. Ray Harden, 2517 First Ave., Perry, IA* 
280. Terry Harder, 27184 Thunder Rd, Holy Cross, IA 
281. Kevin Hargrafen, 2532 310th Ave, Hopkinton, IA 
282. Bob Harris, 1970 Winterpark Place, Coralville, IA* 
283. Jeane Harrison, 3445 SW 31st Street, Des Moines, IA* 
284. Paul Havick, 26250 510th St, Chariton, IA 
285. Shari Hawk, 401 NE Crestmoor Pl, Ankeny, IA (2)** 
286. Jeffrey Hedquist, 1827 223rd St., Libertyville, IA (2)** 
287. Linda Hedquist, 1827 223rd St., Libertyville, IA* 
288. John Hegg, 1755 Valdres Rd, Decorah, IA 
289. Don Heller, 9019 60th Ave NW, Pine Island, MN 
290. Mike Henning, 138 Sidehill Drive, Waterloo, IA* 
291. Donna Hensley, 4116 Amherst St, Des Moines, IA*  
292. Kathleen Herman, 625 Broad St., Grinnell, IA* 
293. Hurd Hess, 501 So E, Fairfiled, IA* 
294. Janet Higgins, 2050 Coral Ln Apt 1, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
295. Tim Hilbert, 130 S. 2nd Ave. W., Hartley, IA* 
296. Samuel Hilgerson, 22484 Highway 128, Elkader, IA 
297. Corey Hillebo, 2122 X Ave, Madrid, IA 
298. V Hirschhorn, PO Box, Fairfield, IA* 
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299. Bruce Hlodnicki, 6235 Lawrence Dr., Indianapolis, IN (2)** 
300. Richard Hobbs, 2067 Kiowa Lane, Fairfield, IA* 
301. Grant Hobin, 504 NW Chapel Dr, Ankeny, IA* 
302. Michelle Hoehne, 1006 Oakcrest St, Iowa City, IA* 
303. Judie Hoffman, 3820 Quebec, Ames, IA* 
304. Sonja Hoie, 21659 Iris Trail, Keosauqua, IA* 
305. Lori Holthaus, 2300 Country Club Drive, Mason City, IA* 
306. Michael Holtkamp, 1693 200th Ave, West Point, IA 
307. Linda Holvik, 2908 W. Lincoln Way, Marshalltown, IA* 
308. Walter Hommer, 315 S 4th St, Milo, IA 
309. Alexander Honigsblum, 2649 Carroll St, Dubuque, IA (2)** 
310. Marvin Hoogland, 3230 450th St, Maurice, IA 
311. Gregg Hora, 1730 River Forest Dr, Fort Dodge, IA 
312. Greg Hosch, 24511 63rd Ave, Cascade, IA 
313. Jay Howe, PO Box 86, Greenfield, IA* 
314. Joel Huber, 1520 Elm Ave, Wellman, IA 
315. Jean Huffey, 1730 Elon Drive, Waterville, IA* 
316. Francine Ide, 2632 Iris Ave, Shannon City, IA 
317. I Ihrig, 3200 St Johns Rd, Des Moines, IA* 
318. Travis Israels, 1418 1st Ave E, Spencer, IA (2)** 
319. J. Gene Jackson, 1987 Vine Ave, Marshalltown, IA* 
320. Rev. Dr. Steven M. Jacobsen, Decorah, Iowa 
321. Kathy Jaffey, 1000 N 4th, Fairfield, IA* 
322. Joseph Janlois, 332 Rutherford Dr, Danville, CA* 
323. Kathie Jeffries, 1561 Jasmine Avenue, Fairfield, IA* 
324. Steve Jeffries, 1559 Jasmine Ave, Fairfield, IA* 
325. Susan Michelle & Greg Jepsen, 1518 578th Ave, Sabula, IA 
326. Krista Jochum, 1629 270th St, Salix, IA 
327. Leo Jochum, 1691 250th St, Salix, IA 
328. Carol John, 1232 245th St., Jefferson, IA* 
329. Craig Johnson, 1030 Burr Oaks Dr, West Des Moines, IA 
330. Molly Suzanne Johnson, 1109 Buddy Holly Pl, Clear Lake, IA* 
331. Sharon Johnson, 6501 Washington Ave, Windsor Heights, IA 
332. Teresa Johnson, 362 Edgewood Lane, Pleasant Hill, IA* 
333. Theresa Johnson, 1829 Elmwood Drive, Bettendorf, IA** 
334. Daniel Johnson-O'Mara, 4319 320th Street NE, Iowa City, IA** 
335. Madeline Johnston, 3828 Cottage Grove Ave., Des Moines, IA* 
336. Leon Jolin, 1719 Wabash St., Sioux City, IA (3)*** 
337. Joseph Jonas, Dorchester, Iowa 
338. Brian Jones, 2277 Stuart Rd, Greenfield, IA 
339. Dawn Jones, Wellman, IA* 
340. Laurie Jones, PO Box 65052, West Des Moines, IA* 
341. Barbara Kalbach, 3280 180th St., Dexter, IA* 
342. Anthony Kardoes, 1909 375th St, Titonka, IA 
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343. Brant Kassel, 5109 Urbandale Avenue, Des Moines, IA* 
344. Craig Kassel, 4106 420th St, Emmetsburg, IA 
345. Wendy Keen, 1191 Meadowlark Dr., Iowa City, IA* 
346. Jamie Kelly, 1823 140th Ave, Lake Park, IA* 
347. Carrie Keppy, 13258 Slopertown Rd, Davenport, IA 
348. Ananda Kesler, 1964 Savanna Cir, Fairfield, IA* 
349. Hannah Kesler, 1964 Savanna Cir., Fairfield, IA* 
350. Jim Kessler, 4224 20th St, Grinnell, IA (2)** 
351. Margaret Kesterson, 205 East Harrison Ave, Fairfield, IA* 
352. Ronald Kielkopf, 11753 Hwy 149, Fremont, IA* 
353. Charles R. Kimpston, 720 Lakeview Ave, Polk City, IA* 
354. Margaret King, 28976 Jersey Ave., Cantril, IA* 
355. Mary Kirkpatrick, 431 Elmridge Avenue, Iowa City, IA (2)** 
356. Erwin Klaas, 1405 Grand Avenue, Ames, IA* 
357. Phil Klein, 454 Sierra Trl, Coralville, IA (2)** 
358. Lew Klimesh, 3175 Vanderbilt Lane, Waucoma, IA* 
359. Paul Klingenborg, 12664 Q Ave, Parkersburg, IA 
360. William Klink, 1101 Harlocke, Iowa City, IA* 
361. Gerald Klonglan, 1622 Maxwell Avenue, Ames, IA* 
362. Sister Marian Klostermann OSF, 3390 Windsor Ave., Dubuque, IA (2)** 
363. Sable Knapp, 3202 Woodland Ave., Des Moines, IA* 
364. Mary Ann Knox, 122 Hoover Blvd., West Branch, IA* 
365. Mary Ann Koch, 5234 Meredith Dr, Des Moines, IA* 
366. Bob Koczela, 1932 Gear Avenue, Fairfield, IA* 
367. Robert Koepcke, 3344 Spinning Wheel Court, Muscatine, IA* 
368. David Koester, 204 W 11th St, Carroll, IA* 
369. Glenn Kohler, PO Box 454, Earlham, IA 
370. Susan Kolbe, 468 390th Ave, Grinnell, IA* 
371. Michelle Kollasch, 7604 Douglas Ave, Urbandale, IA* 
372. Merlin Komarek, 3124 100th Street, Lawler, IA* 
373. Holly Kooistra, 21217 Schofield Drive, Gretna, NE* 
374. Susan Korsgaden, 802 North 10th Street, Fairfield, IA* 
375. Fred Koschmeder, 2745 75th St, Riceville, IA 
376. Theresa Koster, 2402 Walton Lake Circle, Fairfield, IA* 
377. Suzanne Koury, 919 Deforest Ave, Iowa City, IA (2)** 
378. Becky Krambeeer, 1807 Villlage Creek Rd, Lansing, IA* 
379. Brad Krambeer 
380. Allen Kramer, 1903 100th Ave, Algona, IA 
381. Lisa Krotz, 3927 Hensleigh Dr Ne, Iowa City, IA* 
382. Kathy Krug, 31 Greenview Dr, West Branch, IA* 
383. Josh Kublie, 2823 E. 39th St, Davenport, IA* 
384. Holly Kukkonen, 1607 Burns Ave., Iowa City, IA* 
385. Reed Kuper, 4672 Glass Ave, Saint Ansgar, IA 
386. Eugene Kutsch, 1155 Mt Loretta Ave, Dubuque, IA* 
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387. Toni Labagh, 906 South 7th Street, Fairfield, IA* 
388. Linda Ladd, 2822 Walnut Street, Des Moines, IA* 
389. Sandra Ladegaard, 2613 1st Street, Arnolds Park, IA* 
390. John La Fratte, 2907 State Highway 92, Winterset, IA 
391. Tim Lapointe, 291 Lakeview Dr, Mason City, IA* 
392. Jean Lappe, 21265-270th St., Morning Sun, IA* 
393. Mary Larew, 228 Woolf Ave, Iowa City, IA* 
394. Connie Larsen, 3417 County Road A46, Cresco, IA 
395. Joshua Larson, 10443 Apple Rd, Postville, IA 
396. Mary Larson, 1396 285th Lane, Madrid, IA* 
397. Cathy Latta, 2875 135th St, Riverside, IA* 
398. Donald Laughlin, 827 Church St., Iowa City, IA (2)** 
399. Roger Leahy, 2096 Nutmeg Ave, Fairfield, IA* 
400. Caroline Ledeboer, 1323 West 18th Street, Cedar Falls, IA* 
401. Danny Leerar, 3147 330th St, Williams, IA 
402. Bill Leighty, Box 20993, Juneau, AK* 
403. Donald Levesque, 2130 Pearl Ln #2, Fairfield, IA* 
404. Ronald Litterer, 2931 Shadow Ave, Greene, IA 
405. Tim Lorack, 5545 680th St SE, Nichols, IA 
406. Todd Lorack, 5630 Johnson Louisa Rd SE, Nichols, IA 
407. Lori  
408. Sally Lovig, 1907 Spring, Grinnell, IA* 
409. Terry Lowman, 3425 Valley View Road, Ames, IA* 
410. Jeffrey Lucas, 28763 Route 52 N, New Vienna, IA 
411. Joseph Luchman, 1519 Ranier Drive, Iowa City, IA* 
412. Brett Ludwig 
413. Julie Luhr, 1709 S. Maple St., Sioux City, IA* 
414. Alan Lynch, 301 E Superior St, Missouri Valley, IA* 
415. Caryl Lyons, 210 N. George St., North Liberty, IA* 
416. Barb MacGregor, 680 East State, Mason City, IA* 
417. Sandy Madden, Boone, IA 
418. Bhavani Mair, 1562 Nipa Blvd., Fairfield, IA* 
419. Deb Malloy, 101 Hampton Circle, Williamsburg, IA* 
420. Tom Malloy, 1304 295th St Apt B, Rhodes, IA 
421. Margaret Maloney, 4902 University Ave. #130, Des Moines,, IA* 
422. Carole Marchesano, 5154 Lower Beaver Rd, Des Moines, IA* 
423. Joyce Marner, 4140 Overlook Rd. NE, Solon, IA* 
424. Lawrence Marquardt, 4118 Starling Ave, Primghar, IA 
425. Jean Martin, 13077 253rd Ave, Orleans, IA* 
426. Laurie Martin 
427. P Martinson, PO Box 434, Decorah, IA* 
428. Tammi Martinson, 4845 Alice Rd, Center Point, IA* 
429. Barbara Massman, Realtors®, 222 W Water Street, Decorah, IA 
430. Steven Matter, 501 Leif Erickson Dr., Decorah, IA 
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431. Candida Maurer, 1912 Ridgeway Dr, Iowa City, IA (2)** 
432. Hillary Maurer, 127 N 4th St, West Branch, IA* 
433. Stacy Maurer, 2151 185th St Unit 1, Fairfield, IA* 
434. Margareta Maxon 
435. Richard Mays, 1000 University Manor Drive, Unit A36, Fairfield, IA* 
436. Jess Mazour, 5637 Brattleboro Ave, Des Moines, IA* 
437. Marsha Mazour, 9179 Diamondhead Dr., Dexter, IA* 
438. Penelope Mazza, 607 S 2nd St, Fairfield, IA* 
439. Eldon McAfee, Iowa Cattlemen’s Association, Iowa Corn Growers Association, 

Iowa Pork Producers Association, Iowa Poultry Association and Iowa Soybean 
Association  

440. Michael McBurnie, 291 Alpine Drive, Nederland, CO* 
441. Hannah McCargar, Decorah, IA 
442. Mike McCarthy, 2906 39th St, Des Moines, IA* 
443. Brandi McCauley, 6215 Woodland Road, Des Moines, IA (3)*** 
444. Bruce McCollum, 1807 Chandrapura Lane, Fairfield, IA* 
445. Martha McCormick, Ames, IA*  
446. Constance McCrary, 204 Hill Avenue, Grand Junction, CO* 
447. Marianne McGregor, 1897 Kelp, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
448. Patti McKee, 1522 29th St., Des Moines, IA* 
449. David McNary, 412 N 14th Ave, Marshalltown, IA* 
450. Randall McVey, 1853 Meadow Cir, Fairfield, IA* 
451. Susan Meenan, 1619 Shady Gln, Davenport, IA* 
452. Dan Meier, 924 West 12th Street, Cedar Falls, IA* 
453. Jennifer Melmon, 0N540 MA Center Dr, Elburn, IL* 
454. Wes Merical, 621 Sunset Place, Boone, IA* 
455. Marvin Metzger, 1636 Fir Ave, Rock Rapids, IA 
456. Jacquelyn Meyer, 904 Prairie Meadow Ct, Waterloo, IA* 
457. Virginia Meyer, 5281 Wapsi Ave. SE, Lone Tree, IA*** 
458. Dale Meyers, 23753 F Ave, Redfield, IA 
459. Rick Miersen, 38993 Hwy. 410, Strawberry Point, IA* 
460. Agnes R. Mikel, 840 Aspen Dr., Grinnell, IA* 
461. Gay Mikelson, 8 Bangor Circle, Iowa City, IA* 
462. Amiebrooke Miller, 931 32nd Street, West Des Moines, IA* 
463. Daniel Miller, 51 E. Stone, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
464. James Miller, 3721 College Avenue, Davenport, IA* 
465. Robert Miller, 721 4th St., DeWitt, IA* 
466. Valerie Miller, PO Box 219, Waukon, IA   
467. Kate Milligan, 3913 Fagen Dr., Des Moines, IA* 
468. Jan Miszewski, 21347 Indigo Ave, Clear Lake, IA 
469. Rodney Mogler, 1695 Dove Ave, Alvord, IA 
470. Tom Mohan, 220 19th St. NE #W212, Cedar Rapids, IA (2)** 
471. Dave Moody, 58404 200th ST, Nevada, IA 
472. Linda Moore, 26041 105th St, Spirit Lake, IA* 
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473. Carol Morgan, 3320 Monticello Ave., Waterloo, IA* 
474. John Moritz, 27772 Vetch Ave, Pulaski, IA 
475. Kent Morris, 50191 Olive Street, Atlantic, IA* 
476. William Morrison, 1612 Schreiber Street, Cedar Falls, IA* 
477. Eric Morse, 536 3rd Street, West Des Moines, IA* 
478. Cherie Mortice, 2904 E.22nd Street, Des Moines, IA* 
479. Keith Moser, 2154 160th St, Larchwood, IA 
480. Claudia Mueller, 2075 170th St., Fairfield, IA* 
481. Randy Mulder, 1143 Elmwood Ave, Rock Rapids, IA 
482. Bernardo Alayza Mujica, 133 Durand Ave, Surquillo, IA* 
483. Brandy Mulder, 5212 River Valley Rd #202, Ft. Madison, IA* 
484. Doug Murguia, P.O. Box 626, Fairfield, IA* 
485. Bonnie Murphy, 712 Cole Rd.,Coralville, IA* 
486. Mike and Jean Murray, 10705 Ridgeview Drive, Clive, IA* 
487. Terry Murray, 1446 610th St, Storm Lake, IA 
488. Kristi Myers, 3606 48th Place, Des Moines, IA* 
489. Ann M. Nalley, Science Instructor, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 
490. Kate Narveson, 503 Grove St, Decorah, IA* 
491. Julia Natvig, 1561 W 68th Street, Davenport, IA* 
492. Judith Neal, Box 95, Somers, IA* 
493. Donna Nelson, 701 E. Lowe, #22, Fairfield, IA* 
494. Lori Nelson, 1206 Locust Ave., Bayard, IA* 
495. Gary Nielsen, 1966 Youngblood Ave, Rowan, IA 
496. Robert Niess, 2444 350th St, Osage, IA 
497. nld@acegroup.cc 
498. Gail Noel, 2104 Bennett St, Dubuque, IA* 
499. Tamara Nordstrom, 309 E Welch St, Crescent, IA* 
500. Jenny Noyce, 1171 E. Jefferson St., Iowa City, IA* 
501. Vanessia Oden, 29723 230th Avenue, Cincinnati, IA* 
502. Connie Oglesby, 1527 S. Wilson Ave, Mason City, IA (2)** 
503. Peg Ohap, 3100 SW 13th Pl., Des Moines, IA* 
504. Ronald Oliver, 324 Valley Drive, Center Point, IA* 
505. Einar Olsen, 1848 Jasmine Ave., Fairfield, IA* 
506. Laura Olson, 504 Day St, Decorah  IA    
507. Bonnie Orgren, 4889 Rapid Creek Rd., Iowa City, IA* 
508. Scott Osborn, 5061 Highway 3, Cherokee, IA 
509. David Osterberg, Iowa Policy Project. 
510. Rosemary Partridge, 2952 390th St., Wall Lake, IA* 
511. Christina Pasillas, 2607 Hope St, Klamath Falls, OR* 
512. Carol Patnode, 306 9th Street NW, Mason City, IA* 
513. Matthew Peirce, 318 Finkbine Lane #7, Iowa City, IA** 
514. Jim Pellett, 53948 Buck Creek Rd, Atlantic, IA 
515. Kay Pence, 20642 270th Street, Eldridge, IA (2)** 
516. Evelyn Perricone, 1976 Libertyville Road, Fairfield, IA* 
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517. Edith Perry, PO Box 253, Fairfield, IA* 
518. Kathy Pertzborn, 905 NE Lake View Dr, Ankeny, IA* 
519. Carroll Peterson, 924 Big Rock Road, Pella, IA* 
520. Joy Peterson, 3175 Pennsylvania Ave #210, Dubuque, IA* 
521. Megan Petkewec, 1012 N Summit St, Iowa City, IA* 
522. Susie Petra, 2011 Duff Ave, Ames, IA*** 
523. Ted Pfeiff, 3662 Thunder Ridge Road, Bettendorf, IA* 
524. Ralph Phelps, 1102 Grant Ave, Coon Rapids, IA* 
525. Pati Philbrook, 1937 Prairie Circle, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
526. John Pielemeier, 1203 S Main St, Fairfield, IA* 
527. Merlin Pierschbacher, 54194 265th Ave, Chariton, IA 
528. Marilyn Platner, 3578 Scott Rd, Marion, IA 
529. Lynn Pleggenkuhle, 24481 V Ave, Hawkeye, IA* 
530. Sharalyn Pliler, POB 2163, Fairfield, IA* 
531. Becky Poen, 300 2nd St, Nodaway, IA* 
532. Janelle Pollock, 5475 SE 72nd Ave, Carlisle, IA* 
533. Patricia Powell, 7324 Revere Dr NE, Cedar Rapids, IA* 
534. Tony Pragovich, 12998 River Rd, Plano, IL 
535. LeAnne Praska, 214 N Cherry Ave, Woodward, IA* 
536. Tamara Prenosil, 3050 Saint Anne Drive, Dubuque, IA* 
537. Sieglinde Prior, 1712 Wilson Avenue, Ames, IA* 
538. Nancy Quinlan, 422 28th. St. SW., Mason City, IA* 
539. Kathy Quinn, 8019 Heather Bow, Johnston, IA* 
540. Linda Quinn, 2949 Creighton St, Iowa City, IA* 
541. Sarah Quinn, 304 E. Madison Ave., Fairfield, IA* 
542. Sandra Rabourn, 1523 So. Hampshire Ave, MASON CITY, IA* 
543. Robert Railey, 4118 Maryland Pike, Des Moines, IA* 
544. Sandra Rando, 2151 185th St Unit 2, Fairfield, IA (3)*** 
545. Brian Rank, 1860 Highway 59, Denison, IA 
546. Lora Rathje, 4 Prairie Meadows Dr, Long Grove, IA* 
547. Ken Recker, 1821 Waterbury Circle, Ames, IA* 
548. Elaine Reding, 1100 University Manor Dr., Fairfield, IA (2)** 
549. Jeff Rehder, 3839 Coolidge Ave, Hawarden, IA 
550. Nancy Reinecke, 527 State Street, Grinnell, IA* 
551. Gary Reinhard, 4260 215th Ave, Ottumwa, IA 
552. William J. Remington, MD, 1703 Pleasant Ave, Decorah, IA 
553. Carolin Remmen, 808 Heivly St., Decorah, Iowa 
554. Laurie Remmen 
555. Julia Rendon, 3704 Adams Ave., Des Moines, IA* 
556. Carol Rennacker, 25190 605th Street, Exline, IA* 
557. Mark Rensink, 3363 390th St, Sioux Center, IA 
558. Sylvia Richards, 51 E Zimmerman Dr, Fairfield, IA* 
559. Ronald Richardson, 3014 Norwalk Lane, Missouri Valley, IA* 
560. Erich Riesenberg, 5432 Harwood Dr, Des Moines, IA* 
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561. Rose Riker, 1111 Hill Ave, Sioux City, IA* 
562. Tye Rinner, 2705 Larch Ave, Washington, IA 
563. Blaine Rittmer, 3550 N Center Point Rd, Toddville, IA* 
564. Jerry Rivers, 8-Gombert Place, Roosevelt, NY* 
565. Lark Roberts, 4904 West Park Drive, West Des Moines, IA* 
566. Ann Y. Robinson, Iowa Environmental Council, 521 E. Locust Street, Suite 220  | 

Des Moines IA and Steven Falck, Environmental Law & Policy Center, 505 Fifth 
Avenue, 3rd Floor, Des Moines, IA 

567. Joe Rochford, 50616, Charles City, IA* 
568. Jim Rock, PO Box 2468, Ames, IA (3)**** 
569. Steve Roe, Raccoon River Watershed Association, Panora, IA 
570. Simon Rodriguez, 1000 N 4th St MR 395, Fairfield, IA* 
571. Barb Rogers, 421 Stonehaven Dr #309, Ames, IA* 
572. Janet Romine, 3118 Druid Hill Dr, Des Moines, IA* 
573. Sandra Rosania, 1115 Guild Drive, Fairfield, IA* 
574. Claudia Roscamp, PO BOX 2083, Fairfield, IA* 
575. Fred Rosenberg, 1703 Ayodhya Ave Apt 3, Fairfield, IA (3)*** 
576. Mark Ross, 2800 University Ave #132, West Des Moines, IA* 
577. Sheila Ross, 902 E. Burlington Avenue, Fairfield, IA* 
578. Stephanie Ross 
579. James C. Rost, 106 E St, Hamburg, IA 
580. Scott Rottinghaus, 7627 Newell St, Waterloo, IA 
581. Dorothy Rowe, 507 E. Burlington Ave., Fairfield, IA* 
582. Haley Russell, 406 1/2 S 8th St, Clear Lake, IA* 
583. D. Russo, 1220 5th Street, Dubuque, IA* 
584. R Sage, PO Box 1283, Fairfield, IA* 
585. Gary Sanborn, 1605 Ridge St, Iowa City, IA* 
586. Mary Sand, 245 Todd Circle, Ames, IA* 
587. Karin Sandahl, 5925 Ep True Pkwy #7, West Des Moines, IA* 
588. Marija Santos, 5841 Muirfield, Cedar Rapids, IA* 
589. KtMarie Scarcello, 1107 Guthrie Ave, Des Moines, IA* 
590. Mary Scarcello, 1908 75 Street, Windsor Heights, IA* 
591. Rick Scheffert 
592. Mike Schilling, 1027 S. New, Springfield, MO* 
593. Susan Schilling, 304 S. Vermont Ave., Mason City, IA* 
594. Lisa Schinagel, 918 North Hampshire Avenue, Mason City, IA (2)** 
595. roger Schinagel, 918 North Hampshire Avenue, Mason City, IA** 
596. Ryan Schipper, 15537 300th St, Aplington, IA 
597. Susan Schlee, 2711 Cedar Rd, Decorah, IA* 
598. Janet Schminkey, 6676 32nd Ave, Shellsburg, IA* 
599. Nancey Schneider, 916 Roosevelt St., Iowa City, IA* 
600. Patricia Schneider, 6609 Lincoln Ave., Windsor Heights, IA** 
601. Delmer Scholten, 2299 Beech Ave, Inwood, IA 
602. Emily Schott, 1021 31St Street, Des Moines, IA** 
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603. Joe Schott, 54 Grove St., Central City, IA (2)** 
604. Linda Schrader, 24550 US Hwy 34, Chariton, IA (2)** 
605. Radim Schreiber, 50 N Morgan St., Fairfield, IA* 
606. Diane Olson Schroeder, 511 Guy Porter Street, Humeston, IA* 
607. Jerry Schulze, 902 East Madison, Mount Pleasant, IA* 
608. Robert Sessions, 222 Fairview Ave, Iowa City, IA* 
609. Milton Severe, 1003 East Street, Grinnell, IA* 
610. David Shadle, 19092 10th St, Morning Sun, IA 
611. Lorraine Shaffer, 1239 Y Ave, Ames, IA* 
612. Bill Shanklin, 3329 Riverside Dr NE, Cedar Rapids, IA* 
613. Donald Shatek, 13126 200th St, Elma, IA 
614. Patricia Shaw, 21813 170th St., Birmingham, IA* 
615. Heather Sheets, 16171 285th RD, Cantril, IA* 
616. Mike Sherer, PO Box 208, Waverl, IA* 
617. Monique Shore, 915 Summer Street, Grinnell, IA* 
618. Jim Shrosbree, 100 East Fillmore Ave, Fairfield, IA** 
619. Kathleen Shrosbree, 100 E Fillmore Ave. Fairfield, IA** 
620. Bernadette Siebert, 1229 McKinley Drive, Ames, IA* 
621. Sue Sievers, 3570 Gard Ave, Odebolt, IA* 
622. La Homa Simmonds, 433 Nature Rd, Boone, IA* 
623. Robert Simmons, 115 Mahogany Av, Fairfield, IA* 
624. Rich Sims, 2376 Lily CT, Fairfield, IA* 
625. Diane Sinclair, PO Box 16, Blairsburg, IA* 
626. Robert Slayton, 1808 130th St, Casey, IA 
627. Perry-O Sliwa, 2682 Lannon Hill Road, Decorah, IA 
628. Barb Smed, 605 Rossville Rd, Waukon, IA 
629. E. Smith, POB 122, Calumet, IA* 
630. Eva Norlyk Smith, 2312 Lake Trail, Fairfield, IA* 
631. Justin Smith, 1104 Althauser St, Dubuque, IA* 
632. Terrance Smith, 2312 Lake Trail, Fairfield, IA* 
633. Dave SmolikHagen, 117 Flintstone Dr, Waverly, IA* 
634. Julie Snyder, 16315 NE 29 St., Cambridge, IA* 
635. Mark Soenksen, 2503 340th Ave, De Witt, IA* 
636. Stuart Sparkman, 3925 Hillcrest Dr., Des Moines, IA (2)** 
637. Cheryl Standing, 35220 J Court, Earlham, IA* 
638. Winifred Standing, 35220 J Ct., Earlham, IA* 
639. Ed Stanford, 904 W Chestnut St, Bloomfield, IA* 
640. J Statton, 613 E College, Iowa City, IA* 
641. Marge Staudt, 3390 Windsor Ave., Dubuque, IA* 
642. Kay Steinauer, 416 Benson Street, Council Bluffs, IA* 
643. Darby Stone 
644. Larry A. Stone, 23312 295th St., Elkader, IA 
645. Vicki Stout, 6521 Merle Hay Rd, Johnston, IA* 
646. Kaylynn Strain, 1120 E 6th Street Unit 11, Des Moines, IA* 
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647. Ken Strampe, 1117 St Clement St, Iowa City, IA* 
648. John Strouss, 1937 Prairie Cir, Fairfield, IA* 
649. Wesley Struebing, 1111 Rosedale Ave., Dubuque, IA* 
650. Tracy Stuhr, 2577 Anchorage Road, Solon, IA* 
651. Bonnie Suetterlin, 1501 E Nevada St., Marshalltown, IA* 
652. K. Kearik Sunev, 404 S. 4th St. Apt. 215, Fairfield, IA* 
653. Matt Svoboda, 2789 Racine Ave, Winthrop, IA 
654. Daniel Swann, 2411 395th St, Osage, IA 
655. Jelynn Sweeney, 4010 Omega St, Pace, FL* 
656. Clayton Swenson, 2355 Hamilton Circle, Apt. 16, Ames, IA* 
657. Ginny Swift, 8152 Dellwood Dr, Urbandale, IA* 
658. Fikret T., 1000 N 4t ST SU 382, Fairfield, IA* 
659. Eleanore Taft, 406 Whiting Ave., Iowa City, IA* 
660. Mary Taft, 406 Whiting Ave., Iowa City, IA* 
661. Rocio Talavera, 657 Hidden Creek Rd, Arcata, CA* 
662. Mary Tarnoff, 2151 185th St., #22, Fairfield, IA* 
663. Jennifer Terry, Des Moines Water Works,2201 George Flagg Parkway, Des 

Moines, Iowa 
664. Scott Terry, 1202 North B Street, Apartment 2, Fairfield, IA* 
665. Stephen Tews, 904 West Chestnut Street, Bloomfield, IA* 
666. Jan Thatcher, 1105 Granville Ave, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
667. Gary Thede, 2044 Tama Rd, Reinbeck, IA 
668. Don Thies, 6021 220th St, Melvin, IA 
669. Jan Thomas, 3105 Pleasant St., W. Des Moines, IA (3)***  
670. Rick Thomas, 555 5th Avenue #1810, Des Moines, IA* 
671. Heather Thompson, 327 23rd St SW, Mason City, IA* 
672. Karen Thomson, 229 Whippoorwill Road, Montezuma, IA* 
673. Valerie Thurlow, 1000 North 4th, Fairfield, IA* 
674. Robert Tinsley, 708 Kirkwood Ave, Iowa City, IA* 
675. Jim Titus, Sioux City, IA* 
676. Laurence Topliffe, 208 S Court, 104, Fairfield, IA* 
677. Jacob Tornholm, 608 W State St., Williamsburg, IA* 
678. Michael Torreson, PO Box 399, Wallingford, IA 
679. John Tovar, 4305 Autumn Ridge Rd. Unit# 210, Cedar Falls, IA (2)**  
680. Sheila Tran, 111 N. Central Ave., Hartley, IA (3)*** 
681. Marguerite Tremel, 2005 Beech Rd, Dunlap, IA 
682. Michael Troxel, 736 Boone St, Webster City, IA* 
683. Steph Trujillo, 1601 E Lacona Avenue, Des Moines, IA (2)** 
684. David Tucker, 519 Linden Lane, Boone, IA* 
685. Joanne L. Tupper, 2430 Fayette Ave, Ionia, IA 
686. Michael Tupper, 2430 Fayette Ave, Ionia, IA 
687. Jeff Ulch, PO Box 64 204 Ash St, Clemons, IA* 
688. Savin Ungaro, 2030 Ruby Lane, Fairfield, IA* 
689. Margo Vanderhill, 504 Garfield St., Alton, IA* 
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690. Rein Vanderhill, 504 Garfield, Alton, IA* 
691. Russell Vanderhoef, 410 E Boston Ave., Indianola, IA* 
692. Paul A Van Roekel, 301 W Harris Ave, George, IA 
693. Nathan Vermeer, 4529 Harrison Ave, Maurice, IA 
694. Margaret Vernon, 401 West Ashland, Indianola, IA* 
695. Mary Beth Versgrove, 3117 Raven Street, Iowa City, IA (2)*** 
696. Susan Vetcher, 11201 NW 7st St, Miami, FL* 
697. Val Vetter, 1421 Main Street, Grinnell, IA* 
698. Janet Vielhaber, 1113 Oleson Dr SE, Bondurant, IA* 
699. Heidi Vittetoe, 2504 Quince Ave, Washington, IA 
700. Kathleen Voet, 15 Oak Dr., Mason City, IA* 
701. Myralee Voots, 518 Garden St, Iowa City, IA* 
702. Ann Vorhees, 2201 Hart Ave Apt 1, Des Moines, IA* 
703. Jim Vorland, Box 411, Preston, IA* 
704. Roger Vorthmann, 31112 Highway 6, Treynor, IA 
705. Donald Vos, 1101 Fox Run Dr, Oskaloosa, IA 
706. Richard Wagaman, 1407 E Coolbaugh St, Red Oak, IA 
707. Frank Wagner, 7056 Eagle Rd, Clermont, IA 
708. Shirley Waite, 19415 15th St, Blakesburg, IA 
709. Carolyn Uhlenhake Walker, 4211 Ingersoll Ave. #606, Des Moines, IA* 
710. James Walker, 921 S. Main, Centerville, IA (2)**  
711. Lenora Waller, 9221 Madison, Urbandale, IA* 
712. Bob Walls, 1111 Kodi Circle, Fairfield, IA* 
713. Judy Walls, 1111 Kodi Cir., Fairfield, IA (2)** 
714. Mary Walter, 3209 Watrous Ave., Des Moines, IA* 
715. Kenneth Walton, 2151 185 St, Unit 1, Fairfield, IA (2)** 
716. Janet Wann, 413 S Carolina Avenue, Mason City, IA* 
717. Alyce Ward, 1485 S Willow Dr, W Des Moines, IA* 
718. Brandy Ward, 10509 Louisiana Ave S, Bloomington, MN** 
719. Michelle Ward, 918 Washington St, Story City, IA* 
720. mike ward, 9108 Warren Street, Silver Spring, MD* 
721. Alison Wasielewski, 2000 N. Court, Fairfield, IA* 
722. Susan Watterson, 1940 Sapphire Lane, Fairfield, IA* 
723. Brent Weaver, 2005 210th St, Garner, IA 
724. Cheryl Weaver, 1120 E. Mitchell Ave, Waterloo, IA* 
725. Dixie Webb, 214 NW Abilene Road, Ankeny, IA* 
726. Kenneth Weber, 1745 Killarney Dr, Jesup, IA 
727. Sally Webster, 405 East Hempstead Avenue, Fairfield, IA* 
728. Margaret Weiner, 2525 Patricia Drive, Urbandale, IA (2)** 
729. Elyse Weiss, 663 39th, Des Moines, IA* 
730. Kriss Wells, 22905 Great River Road, LeClaire, IA* 
731. Rhonda Wells, 976 430th Avenue, Malcom, IA* 
732. Kathleen Welsh, 14170 S 64th Avenue E, Lynnville, IA* 
733. Timothy Wendel, 1520 Jersey Ave, Rudd, IA* 
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734. Ray Wenrich, 43 Stony Way, Mason City, IA* 
735. Susan West, 1551 Curry Blvd., Fairbank, IA (2)** 
736. Nancy White, 1601 North B. St., Fairfield, IA* 
737. Chris Wilbeck, 2918 34th St, Des Moines, IA* 
738. Kristin Wildensee, 1710 Ridge Rd, Iowa City, IA* 
739. John Wiley, PO Box 345, Walford, IA 
740. Todd Wiley, 5067 29th Ave, Walker, IA 
741. JoAnne Wilkins, 1619 Mahogany Ave., Fairfield, IA* 
742. Carol Wilkinson, 103 Mound St, Batavia, IA* 
743. Donald Williams, 2111 Vail Ave, Williams, IA 
744. D Suzanne Williams, 15846 W Tara Ln, Surprise, AZ 
745. Tom Willett, Mason City, IA* 
746. Robert Willms, 2960 James Ave, Britt, IA 
747. Brad Wilson, PO Box 302, 173 4th St N, Springville, IA* 
748. Vincent Wilson, 1879 Langley Ave, Pomeroy, IA* 
749. Margaret Wintroub, 1906 Woodland Dr, Fairfield, IA* 
750. Danielle Wirth, 1456 334th Rd., Woodward, IA* 
751. Richard Wissing, 3303 Douglas Street, Sioux City, IA* 
752. Tom & Deb Witt, 2021 570th St, Newell, IA 
753. Gaylen Wobeter, 2605 Bluffwood Circle, Iowa City, IA* 
754. Tony Wobeter, 2605 Bluffwood Circle, Iowa City, IA* 
755. L. Darrel Wrider, 3816 Wenig Rd., NE, Cedar Rapids, IA* 
756. Abigail Wright, Northland Cir, Coralville, IA* 
757. Diana Wright, 832 L Ave, Boone, IA* 
758. Kent Wright, 1827 Lorraine Ave., Waterloo, IA* 
759. Alan Wulfekuhle, PO Box 206, Quasqueton, IA 
760. Marilyn Wurth, 3600 Lower West Branch Road, Iowa City, IA* 
761. Arthur Wyse, 320 E. Washington Street, Apt. #7C, Iowa City, IA* 
762. Ronald J. Wyse, 1585 210th St, Mount Pleasant, IA** 
763. Joni Yeoman, 41807 290th Trl, Russell, IA* 
764. Jim Yungclas, 625 Broad St, Grinnell, IA* 
765. Lauren Zastrow, 2316 Clark Ave., Ames, IA* 
766. Victor Zavala, 625 N 24th St, Denison, IA* 
767. Marie Zenack, 701 South 2nd Street, Fairfield, IA** 
768. Christine Ziebold, 1817 Hafor Dr, Iowa City, IA*   
769. Meg Zimmer, 9796 Cedarwood Dr, West Des Moines, IA* 
770. Jeff Zumbach, 2733 170th Ave, Manchester, IA 
 

The following submitted written postcards: 
 

1.  Reita Acord, 2618 Cooper, State Center, IA 
2.  Stan Adams, 417 1st Ave W, Thompson, IA 
3.  Winifred R. Adams, 1314 Siloam Ave., Iowa Falls, IA 
4.  Dwight D. Allbee, 403 1st Ave NE, Waverly, IA 
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5.  Kathryn Alders, 70 S 7th St., Fairfield, IA 
6.  Ashley Aldrich, 114 N 5th St, Adel, IA 
7.  Paul Allen, 626 Vine St Apt 5, Davenport, IA 
8.  Fany Amfahr, 656 W Parker St, Waterloo, IA 
9.  Galen Amfahr, 656 W. Parker St, Waterloo, IA 
10.  Toni Amfahr, 1563 Curry Blvd, Fairbank, IA 
11.  Rosalind Anders, 2953 Grand Ave, Davenport, IA 
12.  Kim Andersen, 3304 Hwy 78, Brighton, IA 
13.  Steve Andersen, 3304 Hwy 78, Brighton, IA 
14.  Ms. Glendrafay Andrews, 300 E Ave., Fairfield, IA 
15.  Mr. John Andrews, 300 E Stone, Ave, Fairfield, IA 
16.  Amber Aragon, 938 Miller Ave, Iowa City, IA 
17.  Tom Arney, 1530 110 St, Paton, IA 
18.  Theresa Arts, 312 N. Oak, Creston, IA 
19.  Jerry Avise-Rouse, 1310 Wemple St., Parkersburg, IA 
20.  Patricia J. Baker, 1923 Middle Rd, Bettendorf, IA 
21.  Anne Balt, 304 W. Stone, Fairfield, IA 
22.  David Banfield, 4919 Grey Stone Dr., Bettendorf, IA 
23.  Brind Barber, 210 1st Ave South, Unit A, Clear Lake, IA 
24.  Brystal Barclay, 504 Milwaukee, Madrid, IA 
25.  Lee Barclay, 504 Milwaukee St, Madrid, IA 
26.  Natan Barishimn, Fairfield, IA 
27.  Jeanette Bauer, 1513 SE Delaware #10, Ankeny, IA 
28.  Art Behn, 1809 Grove St, Adel, IA 
29.  Lela Behn, 1809 Grove St, Adel, IA 
30.  Linda Behn, 1809 Grove St, Adel, IA 
31.  Christopher Bell, PO Box 1678, Fairfield, IA 
32.  Thomas Benge, 6974 Valley Dr, Bettendorf, IA 
33.  Eileen R. Beninga, 2924 Middle Satre Rd, Decorah, IA 
34.  Susan Benner, 816 Hodge Ave, Ames, IA 
35.  Linda H Benoit, 808 N. C St., Indianola, IA 
36.  Dillon D. Berg, 10000 Bladensburg Rd, Ottumwa, IA 
37.  Jane M. Berg, 10,000 Bladensburg Rd, Ottumwa, IA 
38.  Karl Bergen, 5328 Bart Tree Ct NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
39.  Karmen Bergen, 1025 E. Washington St Apt 2, Iowa City, IA 
40.  Bruce Bergland, 2534 155th St, Floyd, IA 
41.  Janice Bergland, 2534 155th St, Floyd, IA 
42.  Ron Bessette, PO Box 72, Fairfield, IA 
43.  Andrea Bie, 1031 Swebakken Rd, Waterville, IA 
44.  Karen Black, 501 N. Shale Drive, Clear Lake, IA 
45.  Elliot Blackburn, 603 South Grant, Mason City, IA 
46.  Helen C. Blackburn, 603 South Grant, Ave., Mason City, IA 
47.  ? Bli??, 61210 325th St., Malvern, IA 
48.  John Blasingame, 61210 325th St., Malvern, IA 
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49.  Earl & Carolyn Blolum, 1683 Falcon Ave., Audubon, IA 
50.  Emet Blood, 2329 Kale Blvd, Fairfield, IA 
51.  Don Bloom, 1000 N. 4th St, Fairfield, IA 
52.  Annie Blotz, 1147 110th St, Larchwood, IA 
53.  Paul Blotz, 1147 118th St, Larchwood, IA 
54.  Rachel Bly, 820 ½ 4th Ave, Grinnell, IA 
55.  Carla Boekelman, 1833 Opal Ln, Madrid, IA 
56.  Roger & Daphne Boldt, 1596 470th St SW, Kalona, IA 
57.  Barbara Booher, 909 E. Euclid Ave, Indianola, IA 
58.  Ann Bosold, 202 N. 5th St., Fairfield, IA 
59.  Donovan Bosold, 202 N. 5th St., Fairfield, IA 
60.  Patrick Bosold, 202 N. 5th St., Fairfield, IA 
61.  Father Morris J Boss, Apt. 303 55W Clifton Ave, Sioux City, IA 
62.  Amy Bouska, PO Box 515, Cresco, IA 
63.  Kenn Bowen, 1210 Village Rd, Iowa City, IA 
64.  Pat Bowen, 210 Village Rd, Iowa City, IA 
65.  Patricia Bowen, 3816 Wenig Rd NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
66.  Mary Rae Bragg, 350 Kauffman Ave. Apt. 1, Dubuque, IA 
67.  Dennis L. Bricker, 1926 Meadow Ridge Ln., Iowa City, IA 
68.  Brenda Brink, 29514 US Highway 69, Huxley, IA 
69.  Janel Brush, 2814 Old White Way, Ainsworth, IA 
70.  Earlene Buckingham, 3129 190th Street, Kellerton, IA 
71.  Deborah Bunka, 1416 Roosevelt Ave, Ames, IA 
72.  Rodney Bunn, 56222 Ake Ridge Rd, Story City, IA 
73.  Kay L. Burke, 1309 Oakcrest St., Iowa City, IA 
74.  Jennifer Burkle, 1640 SE Hawthorne Ridge Dr., Waukee, IA 
75.  Joe Burris, 2289 240th St, Ames, IA 
76.  Arnella M. Butterfield, 12968 Garden Ave, Elam, IA 
77.  Robert Altelleadley, ake, Carlisle, IA 
78.  Jeanne Cadoret, 4865 Sutliff Rd NE, Solon, IA 
79.  Alex Campbell, 712 Ordiance Pl, Fairfield, IA 
80.  Jan Campbell, 712 Orchard Pl, Fairfield, IA 
81.  Sarah J Carlin, 122 N 8th St, Eldridge, IA 
82.  James K. Carr, 2342 Matthew John Dr., Dubuque, IA 
83.  Judith Carr, 2342 Matthew John Dr., Dubuque, IA 
84.  Brian Carstens, 1031 Swebakken Rd, Waterville, IA 
85.  Nick Carstens, 1031 Swebakken Rd, Waterville, IA 
86.  Catherine Castle, 196 Iowa Ave, Fairfield, IA 
87.  Deb Chance, 2313 Ash Ave, Batavia, IA 
88.  Jason Chance, 2313 Ash Ave, Batavia, IA 
89.  Jeremy Chen, 1703 4th Ave, Grinnell, IA 
90.  Mary Christensen, 430 Quass Road, Robins, IA 
91.  George A. Clark, 5525 SE 68th Pl, Carlisle, IA 
92.  Gerald Claude, 605 Summer St, Alden, IA 
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93.  Virginia Claude, 605 Summer St, Alden, IA 
94.  Mary S. Clark, 5525 SE 68th Pl, Carlisle, IA 
95.  Dallas Clemsen, 1507 South Lenox Circle, Council Bluffs, IA 
96.  Marjorie Cleveringa, 418 Jason Ave., Iowa Falls, IA 
97.  Ann Cliford, 609 S 4th, Fairfield, IA 
98.  Judith Clinton, 945 Applewood Ct. #4, Coralville, IA 
99.  Bill J. Coffin, 1012 ½ 2nd St,, Perry, IA 
100. Iris Coffin, 1012 ½ 2nd St., Perry, IA 
101. James Collins, 2000 Nth Ct. St. 15L, FF, IA 
102. James Comoy, 302 W Madison, Fairfield, IA 
103. John Cook, 21795 220th St, Carroll, IA 
104. Marcy Cook, 21795 220th Street, Carroll, IA 
105. Randy Coplin, 200 W Madison, Fairfield, IA 
106. Anne Corbi, 629 Brown St, Davenport, IA 
107. Scott Cordell, 1430 Arborcrest Lane, Council Bluffs, IA 
108. Madison Cowmeadow, 7640 Mississippi Ln, Brooklyn Park, MN 
109. Izola R. Crispin, 1982 280th St., Madrid, IA 
110. Sandra Crock, Bettendorf, IA 
111. Diane Curry, 610 2nd St NW, Independence, IA 
112. Chad Cutter, 24672 Osage Ave, Keosauqua, IA 
113. Bob Cvrk, 203 3rd St, Manning, IA 
114. Kay Cvrk, 203 3rd St., Manning, IA 
115. Barbar & Jim Dale, 909 Vernon St., Decorah, IA 
116. Jan Danilson, 1281 300th St., Woodward, IA 
117. Ken Danilson, 1281 300th St, Woodward, IA 
118. JoAnn Danks, Box 127, Kelloge, IA 
119. Romy Das, 415 N Main St., Fairfield, IA 
120. Diana Dawley, 1037 510th Ave, Montezuma, IA 
121. Bryson Dean, 310 Scott Ct. Apt 2, Iowa City, IA 
122. Deborah Deemer, 1623 Hawthorne Dr, Cedar Falls, IA 
123. LaVere and Beverly Deery, 228 V Ave, Rippey, IA 
124. Liz Donahue, 3390 Windsor, Dubuque, IA 
125. Lois Dorrico, 1046 220th St, Batavia, IA 
126. Charlene R. Doyle, PO Box 379, Brooklyn, IA 
127. Dee Dreeseen, 3806 Ontario St, Ames, IA 
128. Joan Drury, 205 6th, Swaledale, IA 
129. Anne Duggan, 115 Montrose Ave., Iowa City, IA 
130. Don & Doris Dundell, 2005 Spring Pl #208, Grinnell, Ia (2) 
131. Janet Durham, 5297 Grand Meadow #116, Asbury, IA 
132. James Ealy, 34033 Blackberry Rdg Rd, Unionville, IA 
133. Karen Ealy, 34033 Blackberry Rdg Rd, Unionville, IA 
134. Diane Eby, 29133 230th St, Dallas Center, IA 
135. Mark Edwards, 1610 Story St., Boone, IA 
136. Glenda Eggerling, 3817 Hoover Avenue, Ames, IA 
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137. Julia Egli, 3481 290th St, Radcliffe, IA 
138. K. Daniel Ehl, 419 B Ave, PO Box 430, Kalona, IA 
139. Marian Einck, 3390 Windsor Ave, Dubuque, IA 
140. Dave Elgin, 4710 Park Cir, West Des Moines, IA 
141. John Elgin, PO Box 11, DeSoto, IA 
142. Joyce Elliot, 3202 S. 12th #159, Marshalltown, IA 
143. Agnes Elsenbast, 1715 5th Ave. North, Apt. 104, Esterville, IA 
144. Dee Ennenga, 1020 Zeller Ave, Beaman, IA 
145. Diane Ernst, 2924 Middle Sattre Rd., Decorah, IA 
146. Colleen Evanson, 6047 Edison, Cedar Falls, IA 
147. Sandra Evers, 1509 Alcoa Ave, Bettendorf, IA 
148. Geraldine Evsard, 604 E Adams Ave B, Fairfield, IA 
149. Frank Fairchild, 15140 331st Ave, Unionville, IA 
150. Katherine Famm, 3531 C W Curner, Ames, IA 
151. Tina Fenske, 302 2nd Ave., Grinnell, IA 
152. David E. Ferguson, Box 21, Mechanicsville, IA 
153. Karon Finn, 100 4 W Jefferson St., Creston, IA 
154. Earl & Mary Fischer, 206 Accisi Vyed, Dubuque, IA 
155. Julie Fischer, 712 W. Main, Decorah, IA 
156. Bernie Fischlowitz-Roberts, 800 4th Ave., PMB 304, Grinnell, IA 
157. Robert Fischer, 712 W Main St, Decorah, IA 
158. Larry Fitzpatrick, 115 Montrose Ave., Iowa City, IA 
159. Deb Fleishman, 17794 Quinlan Ave, Minburn, IA 
160. Herbert J Fomm, 3531 CW Caner, Ames, IA 
161. Marandah Franke, 1401 Wonder Way, Fairfield,IA 
162. Jordan Frein, 802 N. 9th St, Clear Lake, IA 
163. Carol Freking, 1716 Hammond Ave., Waterloo, IA 
164. Len Froyen, 909 Lakeview Dr, Cedar Falls, IA (3) 
165. Jim Funk, 2831 52nd St., Vinton, IA 
166. Alexander Gabis, 52 S. Fifth St., Fairfield, IA 
167. Ann Gale, 204 N. Finn Dr, Algona, IA 
168. Lynn Gallagher, 4674 Sutliff Rd NE, Solon, IA 
169. J H Gardner, 1215 Front St Box 18, Buffalo, IA 
170. Connie Garrett, 1111 255th St., Eagle Grove, IA 
171. Don Garrett, 1111 255th, Eagle Grove, IA 
172. Marianne Gelski, 415 Woodview Ave., Robins, IA 
173. Kathie Gerber, 1&7 150th St, Luverne, IA 
174. Carolyn A. Geise, 1051 X Ave, Boone, IA 
175. Dale L. Geise, 1051 X Ave, Boone, IA 
176. David Gerleman, 1693 Greencastle Ave NW, Swisher, IA 
177. John Gibney, 162A Prairie Street, Adel, IA 
178. Jacob T. Gilliam, 1004 Mendon Dr., Norwalk, IA 
179. Shirley Gilson, 302 E. 13th Street, Washington, IA 
180. Larry Ginter, 3141 Davidson Ave, Rhodes, IA 
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181. John Goerdt, 4701 80th Pl, Urbandale, IA 
182. Doug Goodner, 811 3rd St, Kalona, IA 
183. Edie Goodwin, 1918 Ave B, Council Bluffs, IA 
184. Elizabeth Gott, 4515 Fawk Road, Waterloo, IA 
185. Sister Rita Green, 3390 Windsor Ave, Dubuque, IA 
186. Billie A. Greenwood, 626 Vine St Apt 5, Davenport, IA 
187. Anna Gribova, 714 E. College St, Iowa City, IA 
188. Rev. Ken Gross, 303 NE Elm St, Greenfield, IA 
189. Therese Guedon, 930 Sunset St., Iowa City, IA 
190. Richard Guilgot, 1411 Laurell Dr., Decorah, IA 
191. Kirsten Gull, 515 W. N Ave., #17, Nevada, IA 
192. Richard Haerr, 806 S. Main St, Fairfield, IA 
193. Joann Hagen, 402 E. Main, St., Decorah, IA 
194. Jean Hall, 308 E. Kirkwood Ave, Fairfield, IA 
195. Kathleen Hall, 308 E. Kirkwood Ave, Fairfield, IA 
196. John Haller, 6775 Fillmore St, Indianola, IA 
197. Dennis Harbaugh, 6145 Kimball Ave., Waterloo, IA 
198. JoAnn Hardy, 2 Old Farm Rd, Mason City, IA 
199. Reva Hauserwright, 2013 Baumberges St, Burlington, IA 
200. Shari Hawk, 401 NE Crestnoor Pl., Ankeny, IA 
201. Gwen Harvey, 34542 Ute Ave, Waukee, IA 
202. Julesten Haste, 1697 Lower Old Hwy 6, Oxford, IA 
203. Norma Hauck, 1574 K Road, Livermore, IA 
204. Robert Hauck, 2252 160th St, Livermore, IA 
205. Debra Headlee, Carlisle, IA 
206. Sally Headley, 6785 SE 55th Ct, Carlisle, IA 
207. Jeff Helvick, 1626 Pine Ave, Livermore, IA 
208. Helene R. Hembreiker, 3002 Parkview Ave, Iowa City, IA 
209. Barbara Henning, 158 Sidehill Drive, Waterloo, IA 
210. Kimberly Henning, 3305 West Ridge Drive, Waterloo, IA 
211. Mike Henning, 138 Sidehill Drive, Waterloo, IA 
212. Hurd Hess, 501 S. E, Fairfield, IA 
213. Del Heth, 2525 Jaclyn St., Cedar Falls, IA 
214. Robert Hibbs, 2214 Gary Ct., Marshalltown, IA 
215. Tim Hilbert, 130 S 2nd Ave W, Hartley, IA 
216. John Hilgerson, 3009 N. Duff Ave., Ames, IA 
217. Catherine Hill, 127 Cottage Grove Ave SE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
218. Sharon Hill, 5640 SE 68 Pl, Carlisle, IA 
219. Beth Hiveley, 1328 N. 13th St., Fort Dodge, IA 
220. Molly Hively, 1328 N. 13th Street, Fort Dodge, IA 
221. Mr. & Mrs. Leo Hlas, 7094 Hwy. 21, Elberon, IA 
222. Craig / Donna Hoadley, 2858 McKinley Ave, Sheldon, IA 
223. Linda C Holvik, 2908 W. Lincoln Way, Marshalltown, IA 
224. Claudia Host, 6500 EP True Pkwy #7427, West Des Moines, IA 
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225. Walter Host, 6500 EP True Pkwy #7427, West Des Moines, IA 
226. Jay Howe, Greenfield 
227. Maggie Howe, 1621 Praan St, Adel, IA 
228. Geraldine M. Hoyt, 1350 Yankee Ave, Eagle Grove, IA 
229. Thomas E. Hoyt, 1350 Yankee Ave, Eagle Grove, IA 
230. Greg Huang, 1401 Wild Prairie Dr., Iowa City, IA 
231. Justin Huang, 1401 Wild Prairie Dr., Iowa City, IA 
232. Kenneth Hubel, 735 George St., Iowa City, IA 
233. Steve Hudson, 6453 Sugarberry, Pleasant Hill, IA 
234. Helen Hunsaker, 2120 S Helen St, Sioux City, IA 
235. JoAnn Hunt, Luverne, IA (3) 
236. Billy Hunter, 2301 Kale Blvd, FF, IA 
237. Henry Huss, 1125 250th Ave, New Virginia, IA 
238. Dan Ibeling, 640 East Main, Denver, IA 
239. Janelle Ibeling, 612 Depot, Iowa Falls, IA 
240. Ellen Ikerd, 702 S. 8th Street Cir., Fairfield, IA 
241. David Isch, 1114 Elm St., Grinnell, IA 
242. Mimi Jacoby, 808 10th St., #K2, Kalona, IA 
243. Maria Jaramillo-Bean, 1403 Parkway Ave, Cedar Falls, IA 
244. Jackson Jarvis, 410 W Carpenter Ave, Fairfield, IA 
245. Tad Bean, 1403 Parkway Ave, Cedar Falls, IA 
246. Bev Johnson, 205 E 5th, Woodward, IA 
247. Raymond Johnston, 1184 Miami St., Murray, IA 
248. Mrs. Raymond Johnston, 1184 Miami Street, Murray, IA 
249. Carsjen and Mary Jones, 16785 K Trl, Perry, IA 
250. Jane Jones, 1209 Grove, Adel, IA 
251. Jonna Julseth, 13505 S Ave, Woodward, IA 
252. Barbara Kalback, 3280 180th St., Dexter, IA 
253. Heath Kalbach, 6116 College Ave., Urbandale, IA 
254. Jim Kalbach, 3280 180th St, Dexter, IA 
255. Rev. George Karnik, 750 River Forest Rd. #35, Evansdale, IA 
256. Larry Kaster, 1964 Francis Ave, Des Moines, IA 
257. Shannon Kaster, 1964 Francis Ave, Des Moines, IA 
258. Maureen Kauzlarich, 7422 SE 23 St. Unit 3, Des Moines, IA 
259. Cynthia Kehl, 4167 Pikeview Dr, Center Point, IA (3) 
260. Ciella Kellanaco, 413 N. B St., FF, IA 
261. Arliss Kelsey, 14083 P Ave, Iowa Falls, IA 
262. Eileen Kenyon, 2413 South Cleveland St., Sioux City, IA 
263. John I. Kerd, 702 S. 8th St. Cir, Fairfield, IA 
264. Carol Kielly, Baxter, IA 
265. Hannah Kielly, Baxter, IA 
266. Sarah Kielly, 108 W Amy St, Baxter, IA 
267. Lou Ann Kilburg OSF, 3390 Windsor Ave., Dubuque, IA 
268. Mary Kirkpatrick, 431 Elmridge Ave, Iowa City, IA 
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269. Andrew Kishner, PO Box 2496, Fairfield, IA 
270. Bob Klein, 1304 Fox Trail Drive NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
271. Joanne Kline, 1364 Kious Road, Waterville, IA 
272. Jason Klinge, 19769 Hwy 13, Farmersburg, IA 
273. Gerald Klonglan, 1622 Maxwell Avenue, Ames, IA 
274. Sister Marian Klostermann, OSF, 3390 Windsor Ave., Dubuque, IA 
275. Diana Kmstefler, 2551 Seven Hills Rd, Fairfield, IA 
276. Dan Koch, 5808 Cimmarron Lane, Waterloo, IA 
277. Glenn R. Kohlere, PO Box 454, Earlham, IA 
278. Donald Kolbe, 1417 Park View Drive, Story City, IA 
279. Daryl F. Kothenbeutel, 515 N 3rd Street, Clear Lake, IA 
280. Donna Kroeger, 117 Iris Drive, Cedar Falls, IA 
281. Rev Eugene C Kutsch, 1155 Mount Loretta Ave, Dubuque, IA 
282. Ron & Gwen Laird, 2812 Hampton St., Ames, IA 
283. Marcus Lamoreux, 32629 231st Street, Eldora, IA 
284. Barbara Lang, 3701 Sw 12th St, Des Moines, IA 
285. Don Langstaff, PO Box 67, Fairfield, IA 
286. Connie Larsen, 3417 Co Rd A46, Cresco, IA 
287. Toby Larsen, 3417 Co Rd A46, Cresco, IA 
288. Maria Lasagna, 1008 S. Main St. #2, Fairfield, IA 
289. Deb Lassise, 4 Hampshire Ct., Mason City, IA 
290. Don Laughlin, 827 Chruch St., Iowa City, IA 
291. Mary Law, 117 W. Old North Street, Milton, IA 
292. Aimee Lee, 202 2nd St. SE, Mason City, IA 
293. Russelle J. Leggett, 714 Broad St, Grinnell, IA 
294. David & Diane Leonard, 210 Northern Dr., Waukee, IA 
295. Mitch Lesniak, 905 S. Main, Fairfield, IA 
296. Verna Lewison, 712 Dakota St., Anamosa, IA 
297. Sam Lieb, 1108 Heavenly Ln, Fairfield, IA 
298. Toby Lieb, 1106 Heavenly Lane #3, Fairfield, IA 
299. Darrel Lindiley, 1306 S. Pennsylvania, Mason City, IA 
300. Mary Ann Lindsley, 1306 S. Pennsylvania, Mason City, IA 
301. Lalita Littrell, 205 W. Buggs #110, Fairfield, IA 
302. Alexandria Logan, 33299 Hickory Ave, Sioux City, IA 
303. Jean Logan, 33299 Hickory Ave, Sioux City, IA 
304. Pamela Loter, 2420 Davie St., Davenport, IA 
305. Linda Loun, 2743 Timber Ave, Clarinda, IA 
306. David Lovig, 1907 Spring, Grinnell, IA 
307. Evan Luther, 107 Hempstead, Fairfield, IA 
308. Jennifer Lutz, 2355 Mulberry St Unit 5, Coralville, IA 
309. Sandra McGrath, 119 N. Washington Ave., Eagle Grove, IA 
310. Ann MacGregor, 1409 Birch Dr, Mason City, IA 
311. Barb & Paul MacGregor, 680 E. State, Mason City, IA 
312. Jerry MacGregor, 1852 Springview Dr., Mason City, IA 
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313. John Maguire, 7011 N 12th, Fairfield, IA 
314. Bhavani Mair, 1562 Nipa Blvd, Fairfield, IA 
315. Rosemary Mallison, 1407 355th St, Gowrie, IA 
316. David Manning, 6739 116th Ave., Maquoketa, IA 
317. Karen Manning, 6776 116th Ave, Maquoketa, IA 
318. Peter Mannisi, 206 ½ East, Fairfield, IA 
319. Anna Manternach, 19329 Hickory Grove Rd, Monticello, IA 
320. Bernard Manternach, 19329 Hickory Grove Rd., Monticello, IA 
321. James L. Maplethorpe, 106 N. East St., Toledo, IA 
322. Lisa Marcell, 610 S. D St, Fairfield, IA 
323. Jake Mathhs, 348 West Marion Street, Marengo, IA 
324. David Matt, 1509 Woodside Cir, Fairfield, IA 
325. Jay Mattsson, PO Box 944, Fairfield, IA 
326. Marsha Mazour, 9179 Diamondhead Dr., Dexter, IA 
327. Alison McFarland, 1406 Grove, Adel, IA 
328. Earl McCaustland, 610 W Park Dr, Monticello, IA 
329. Norm McCaustland, Monticello, IA 
330. Martha McCormick, 2601 Tyler Ave, Ames, IA 
331. Craig McCreary, 1919 285th St., Toledo, IA 
332. Kelli McCreary, 1919 285th St., Toledo, IA 
333. Kate McElligatt, 3828 Jay Lane, Waterloo, IA 
334. Kothryn McKinley, 1208 E. Milwaukee Ave, Storm Lake, IA 
335. Barbara McLaughlin, 1205 Lakeview Dr, Fairfield, IA 
336. Ted McLuaghlin, 1205 Lakeview Dr, Fairfield, IA 
337. Howard M. Meaney, 20516 40 St, Oelwein, IA 
338. Janet L. Meaney, 20516 40th St, Oelwein, IA 
339. Michaela McLain, 401 E Broadway Ave, Fairfield, IA 
340. Helen F McRoberts, 1918 Northcrest Cir., Ames, IA 
341. Michael Messerly Jr, 2023 315 f Ave, Council Bluffs, IA 
342. Michael Messerly Sr, 2023 31st Ave, Council Bluffs, IA 
343. Jacqulyn Meyen, 904 Prairie Meadow Ct, Waterloo, IA 
344. Nora Meyerhofer, 3390 Windsor Ave, Dubuque, IA 
345. Evalee Mickey, 90 Tartan Dr, North Liberty, IA 
346. George Millard, Box 254, Rippey, IA 
347. Annalisa Miller, 51 E Stone, Fairfield, IA 
348. Jim Miller, 1225 Alta Vista St., Dubuque, IA 
349. Alison Miner, 516 W Oak, Sigourney, IA 
350. Amy Miner, 516 W Oak, Sigourney, IA 
351. Marvin Miner, 103 E Marion, Sigourney, IA 
352. Gary Mishlea, 1303 NW 72 Ave, Ankeny, IA 
353. Kermit L. Miskell, 12120 GW Carver Ave, Story City, IA (3) 
354. Jan & Dave Mitchell, 253 Nature Rd, Boone, IA 
355. Margaret Monkins, 2003 N. 6th, Fairfield, IA 
356. Robert Moore, 2324 Seven Hills Rd, Fairfield, IA 
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357. Dterck J. Morrissey, 824 W. 3rd St., Waterloo,  IA 
358. Patricia J. Morz, 825 Idaho Ave, Ames, IA 
359. Walter K. Morz, 825 Idaho Ave, Ames, IA 
360. Jean M. Moss, 504 7th Ave South, Humboldt, IA 
361. Doug Mugerse, 2065 115th St, Fairfield, IA 
362. Thomas W Murphy, 911 39th Street, Des Moines, IA 
363. Beata Nacsa, 2000 N Court St. 15L, Fairfield, IA 
364. Jason Nagy, 104 Sunland Ct., Forest City, IA 
365. Joan Nagy, 104 Sunland Court, Forest City, IA 
366. Paul Nagy, 104 Sunland Ct, Forest City, IA 
367. Julie Natvig, 1561 W. 68th Street, Davenport, IA  
368. Phyllis L. Naumann, 12560 Pearl St, Dub, IA 
369. Jane Nettleton, 306 Brookridge Dr., Algona, IA 
370. Renie Neuberger, 9175 Dogwood Ave, Clear Lake, IA 
371. Rita Newell, 1425 Lander Ave, Pisgah, IA 
372. Ronal Newell, 1425 Lander Ave, Pisgah, IA 
373. Douglas Nichols, 1922 Edwards Ave, Cedar Falls, IA 
374. Liane C. Nichols, 2013 Minnetonka Dr., Cedar Falls, IA 
375. Martha Nichols, 1922 Edwards Ave, Cedar Falls, IA 
376. Steve Nichols, 200 E. Monroe, Fairfield, IA 
377. Katherine Nicholson, 634 Reno, Iowa City, IA 
378. Elaine Nugent, 2317 Ave E, Co Bluffs, IA 
379. Vanessia Oden, 29723 230th Avenue, Cincinnati, IA 
380. Matt Ohloff, 112 10th Street #307, Des Moines, IA 
381. Roger Oline, 211 8th Avenue NW, Independence, IA 
382. Mary Cathryn Olsen, 1848 Jasmine Ave, Fairfield, IA 
383. Lauris Olson, 1705 Buchanan Dr, Ames, IA 
384. Shari Olson, 3481 290th St, Radcliffe, IA 
385. Louise Opheim, 603 N Main PO 552, Stuart, IA 
386. Aileen J. Osborn, 12516 127th Ave, Burlington, IA 
387. Richard L. Osborn, 12511 124th Ave, Burlington, IA 
388. David Osheim, 12934 Hillcrest Drive, Story City, IA 
389. Rosemary Osheim, 12934 Hillcrest Drive, Story City, IA 
390. Colton Otto, 1605 North Jones, Blve Apt 6, North Liberty, IA 
391. Rev. L. Paul Ouderkirk, Assissi Village, Dubuque, IA 
392. Michael Pacha and Mary Beth Versgrove, 3117 Raven Street, Iowa City, IA 
393. Kurt G. Paeper, 3 Maplewood Dr., Humboldt, IA 
394. Rosemary Paeper, 3 Maplewood Dr., Humboldt, IA 
395. Beth Parker, 527 ½ S. Governor, Iowa City, IA 
396. Richard Parker, 1833 Opal Lane, Madrid, IA 
397. D.G. Partridge, 2952 390th St, Wall Lake, IA 
398. Rosie Partridge, 2952 390th St, Wall Lake, IA 
399. Beth Pasker, 527 ½ S. Governor St., Iowa City, IA 
400. Carol Patnode, 306 9th St NW, M. City, IA 
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401. Miriam Patterson, 1904 North Crest Circle, Ames, IA 
402. Martin Paulsen, 307 Skyline Drive, Coon Rapids, IA 
403. Rosemary Paulsen, 307 Skyline Dr., Coon Rapids, IA 
404. Sue Ann Peck, 2106 Prairie View East, Ames, IA 
405. Dennis Perri, 927 Elm St, Grinnell, IA 
406. Jean Perri, 927 Elm Street, Grinnell, IA 
407. Lynn M. Perry, 4300 Mavrun Ct. SE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
408. Carl & Renae Peters, 32177 Deer Trail, Adel, IA 
409. Linda Peters, 1448 Highview Dr., Perry, IA 
410. Chris C Petersen, 7645 180 St, Clear Lake, IA 
411. Kristi Petersen, 7645 18th St., Clear Lake, IA 
412. Carroll E. Peterson, 924 Big Rock Road, Pella, IA 
413. Homer Peterson, 49767 180th Ave, Scarville, IA 
414. Ross Petra, 3430 Taft Ave., Ames, IA 
415. Susie Petra, 2011 Duff Ave, Ames, IA 
416. Ralph Phelps, 1102 Great Ave, Coon Rapids, IA 
417. Nan Philben, 250 SE Legacy Pointe Blvd, Waukee, IA 
418. Barbara A. Phill, PO Box 649, Humboldt, IA 
419. Connie Pieart, 609 Vine, PO Box 366, Dallas Center, IA 
420. Dane Pine, 602 N. Chestnut, Creston, IA 
421. Claudia Pischer, PO Box 1115, Fairfield, IA 
422. Dennis Platt, 2056 Jersey Ridge Rd. #16, Davenport, IA 
423. Christine Ports, 607 N 4th St, Fairfield, IA 
424. Jerry D. Postma, 10100 W. 86th St. No., Rhodes, IA 
425. Dean R. Presteman, 4606 Dover Dr., Ames, IA 
426. Jean A. Presteman, 4606 Dover Drive, Ames, IA 
427. Karen Price, 2106 Silverlakes Circle, Fairfield, IA 
428. Becky Procyk, 500 5th Ave SW #4D, Altoona, IA 
429. Sarah Quinn, 304 E Madison, Fairfield, IA 
430. Paul Rabalais, PO Box 124, Fairfield, IA 
431. John Raeburn, 321 Hutchinson Ave, Iowa City, IA 
432. Kevin Ramsden-Meier, 1031 Fleur Dr, Waterloo, IA 
433. Maureen Randall, 708 S 2nd St, Fairfield, IA 
434. Lora Rathje, 4 Prairie Meadows Dr, Long Grove, IA 
435. C. A. Ray, 35 Willow Way, Washington, IA 
436. Margaret E. Rebik, 3647 Abbott Ave., Gilman, IA 
437. Misty Rebik, 938 Miller Ave., Iowa City, IA 
438. Anna Recker, 1821 Waterbury Circle, Ames, IA 
439. Ken Recker, 1821 Waterbury Circle, Ames, IA 
440. Rita R. Reicher, 65 So. Algona St., Dubuque, IA 
441. Wayne Reicher, 65 So. Algona, St., Dubuque, IA 
442. Carol Rennacker, 25190 605th St, Exline, IA.  
443. Ron & Karen Ressler, 612 N. 3rd Street, Clear Lake, IA 
444. Cindy Richardson, 9338 Eagle Ave, Clear Lake, IA 
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445. Ron Richards, 9338 Eagle Ave, Clear Lake, IA 
446. Craig F. Riecken, 1006 Stafford, Ames, IA 
447. Peggy L. Riecken, 1006 Stafford, Ames, IA 
448. Kevin Riley, 304 W Van Buren Ave, Fairfield, IA 
449. Bonnie Rinrodt-Primrose, 321 28th St. NW Apt 211, Cedar Rapids, IA 
450. Mary Roberts, 1539 N. 8th St., Ft. Dodge, IA 
451. Bob and Jo Rod, 4235 Eisenhauer Ct, Ames, IA 
452. Carole G. Rogers, 1103 E. Garfield St, Davenport, IA 
453. Susan H. Rogers, 1340 E. Davenport St, Iowa City, IA 
454. Ken Rosebob, 2120 Emerald Ln, Fairfield, IA 
455. Diane Rosenberg, 302 W Adams, Ave, Fairfield, IA 
456. Barry Ross, 2055 185th St, Fairfield, IA 
457. Kate Ross, 2055 185th Fairfield, IA 
458. Jason Roudabush, 214 East Des Moines St, Brooklyn, IA 
459. Allen Ruby, 205 W Briggs, Fairfield, IA 
460. Jerry Runken, 3425 Madison Rd, Cresco, IA 
461. Denyce Rusch, 2597 New Glasgow Rd., Fairfield, IA 
462. Mr Denny Rutledge, 301 S east Ave Apt 5, Baxter, IA 
463. Vern & Colleen Ryan, 6195 N. Fork Rd, Ames, IA 
464. Mitchell Sabin, 408 9th Ave. SE, LeMars, IA 
465. Mary Sand, 245 Todd Circle, Ames, IA 
466. LaVerne Sandberg, 2822 Belfast Rd., Farmington, IA 
467. Wanda L. Sandberg, 2822 Belfast Rd, Farmington, IA 
468. Darrel Sande, 2905 Greene St, Adel, IA 
469. Kyle Ellen Sande, 2668 2nd Ave N #11, Fort Dodge, IA 
470. Liza Saturley, 2595 New Glasglow Rd, Fairfield, IA 
471. Patricia H. Sauer, 3114 Highway 21, Elberon, IA 
472. Richard L. Sauer, 3114 Iowa Hwy 21, Elberon, IA 
473. Mrs. Dorothy Schabilion, 1414 Barry Dr., Iowa City, IA 
474. Fae Schewe, 2617 Maple Crest Road, Bettendorf, IA 
475. Mel Schlachter, 7 Glenview Kut NE, Iowa City, IA 
476. Sheila Schmidt, 14081 Hwy 6 E, Grinnell, IA 
477. Linda Schoonover, 3 Morningglory Cir, McCausland, IA 
478. Judy Schreur, 1304 Fox Trail Dr NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
479. Nick Schutt, 10578 B Ave, Alden, IA 
480. Carol Schutte, 7255 200th St, Clear Lake, IA 
481. Lois Seger, 1022 Hickory Hill Ct. A8, Clinton, IA 
482. Stuart Seible, 312 21st SE, Mason City, IA 
483. Mary Sellon, 9424 Leversee Rd, Janesville, IA 
484. Bill Shanklin, 3329 Riverside Dr NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
485. Jean Sharff, 409 4th Ave NE, Oelwein, IA 
486. Grace Shead, 1932 Gear Ave, Lot #8, Fairfield, IA 
487. James Shead, 1932 Gear Ave, Lot 8, Fairfield, IA 
488. LaForest Sherman, 4061 50th Street, Grinnell, IA 
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489. Allison Shiozaki, 240 Alvarado Rd, Berkeley, CA 
490. Sandra Shonka, 1009 9th Ave. SW, Independence, IA 
491. Bernadette Siebert, 1229 McKinley Dr, Ames, IA 
492. Kenneth Siebert, 1229 McKinley Dr., Ames, IA 
493. Sara Siebert, 923 Burnett Ave, Ames, IA 
494. Robert Sill,3700 Woodland St., Ames, IA 
495. Rich Sims, 2376 Uls Ct, Fairfield, IA 
496. Katherine Sinning, 1708 Brookside Rd., Marshalltown, IA(3) 
497. Constance Skinner, 514 SW Irvinedale Dr, Ankeny, IA 
498. Greg Skinner, 514 SW Irvinedale Dr, Ankeny, IA 
499. Kevin Smith, 1776 12 St. NE, Mason City, IA 
500. Don Smith, 619 Park Street #316, Grinnell, Ia 
501. Barbara Sokol, 907 Vernon St, Decorah, IA 
502. Chris Sorflaten, 707 N. Main, Fairfield, IA 
503. AAiyan Song, 1000 N 6th St, Fairfield, IA 
504. Robet Speaker, 5407 340th St, Clear Lake, IA 
505. Susan Sranklin, 3329 Riverside Drive NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
506. Susie Stalder, 1440 Hickory Ave, Mt Pleasant, IA 
507. Brian Stall, 30649 Deer Dr, Huxley, IA 
508. Melanie Stall, 30649 Deer Drive, Huxley, IA 
509. Eugenia Lee Stanley, 4724 Todd Drive, Ames, IA 
510. Sharon Starr, 1209 Glenview Circle N, Fairfield, IA 
511. Sharon Steckman, 1685 10th St, SW, Mason City, IA 
512. Cletus Steger, 287 Horseshoe Rd, Sherrill, IA 
513. Jan Stephan, 3201 Muscatine Ave #3, Iowa City, IA 
514. Amy Stewart, 527 S. Governor St., Iowa City, IA 
515. Alexandria Stimson, 2264 256th, Fairfield, IA 
516. Mark Stimson, 2264 256th St, Fairfield, IAild Prairie Dr., Iowa City, IA 
517. Gayle Stokes, 490 W. Lyon St., Garner, IA 
518. Carolyn Stradley, 6784 SE 55 Ct, Carlisle, IA 
519. Ken Strampe, 1117 SE Clement St, Iowa City, IA 
520. Rodney R Strampe, 1117 St Clements, Iowa City, Ia 
521. Maura Strassberg, 1430 Broad St, Grinnell, IA 
522. Linda Sturdevant, 1125 S. Iowa Ave, Washington, IA 
523. Judith Sutherland, 15 S. 7th Avenue, Iowa City, IA 
524. Debbie Swanson, 2080 Hardin Rd, Ackley, IA 
525. Sandra Taylor, 1574 K. Road, Livermore, IA 
526. Roger Terwilligan, 1610 230 St, Humboldt, IA 
527. Philip G. Tetzloff, 2908 W Lincolnway, Marshalltown, IA 
528. Steve Thompson, 14177 50th St, Ottumwa, IA 
529. Carol Thornburg, 316 W. 5th St., Madrid, IA 
530. Jessica Tierney, PO Box 1533, Mason City, IA 
531. Jim Titus, 3928 Cheyenne Blvd, Sioux City, IA 
532. Karin Tobin, PO Box 2496, Fairfield, IA 
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533. Jacob Tornholm, 608 W State St, Williamsburg, IA 
534. Joe Toth, 2000 North CT Street 2D, Fairfield, IA 
535. Andrea Trimble, 21 Oak Lane, Davenport, IA 
536. Matt Trimble, 21 Oak Ln, Davenport, IA 
537. John H. Trotter, 3408 290th St., Sac City, IA 
538. Roger D. Turn, 300 Walnut St, Des Moines, IA 
539. Aiden Vega Van Auken, 1001 S. 3rd, Fairfield, IA 
540. Virginia Van Auken, 900 W. Broadway, Fairfield, IA 
541. David & Eileen Van Gorp, 1745 Valleyview Dr., Marion, IA 
542. Lyle G. VanWinkle, 3209 110th St, Brighton, IA 
543. Marjorie M. VanWinkle, 3209 110th St, Brighton, IA 
544. Virginia Visher, 25 E. Burlington St., Iowa City, IA 
545. Randy & Deb Vodenk, PO Box 185, Rippey, IA 
546. Karen Woelkel, PO Box 284, Eldridge, IA 
547. Scott Walker, 1000 University Manor Dr #214, Fairfield, IA 
548. Jim & Chris Walters, 1033 E. Washington St., Iowa City, IA 
549. Jesse Ward, 219 E. Rusholme St., Davenport, IA 
550. Larry Watkins, 5640 SE 68 Pl, Carlisle, IA 
551. Diane Watt, 800 S. 3rd, Fairfield, IA 
552. Kai Weatherman, 802 S 7th Ave, Iowa City, IA 
553. Donna Weiben, 3550 Renasaince, Ankeny, IA 
554. Barbara Wells, 10 Woodland Dr NE, Iowa City, IA 
555. Joel Wells, 10 Woodland Dr NE, Iowa City, IA 
556. Keegan Wells, 10 Woodland Dr NE, Iowa City, IA 
557. Kriss Wells, 22905 Great River Road, LeClaire, IA 
558. Ray Werrick, 73 Stony Way, Mason City, IA 
559. Steve Widmar, 9723 230th Avenue, Cincinnati, IA 
560. Terri Wiebold, 945 Applewood Ct. #3, Coralville, IA 
561. Wayne Wiebold, 945 Applewood Ct #3, Coralville, IA 
562. Robert Wiegert, 1740 Old Hwy 34, Fairfield, IA 
563. Gaye Wiekierak, 1211 N. B St, Indianola, IA 
564. Earl Will, PO Box 113 417 1st Ave W, Thompson, IA 
565. Janice A. Willard, 2023 Je Berg Ave, Davenport, IA 
566. Joyce A. Willenborg, 1047 18th St SE, Dyersville, IA 
567. Tom Willett, 10485 Wheelerwood Drive, Mason City, IA 
568. Ms. Audrey Williams, 311 N West St, Lake City, IA 
569. Juanita Williams, 6145 Kimball Ave., Waterloo, IA 
570. Paul Willis, 3319 140th St, Thornton, IA 
571. Phyllis Willis, 101 Spring St. PO Box 13, Fertile, IA 
572. Scott Willson, 117 Ballard, West Burlington, IA 
573. Katie Wilson, 632 12th Ave Apt 6, Coralville, IA 
574. Sue Wilson, 3881 Cora Drive, Dubuque, IA(2) 
575. Danelle M. Wine, 145 334th Rd, Woodward, IA 
576. Karl A. Winkler, 634 Academy Cr. #303, Nevada, IA 



 76  

577. Don A. Wirth, 1456 334th Rd, Woodward, IA 
578. Tony & Gaylen Wobeter, 2605 Bluffwood Circle, Iowa City, IA 
579. Darrel Wrider, 3816 Wenig Rd NE, Cedar Rapids, IA 
580. Arthur Joseph Wyse, 320 E. Washington St., #70. Iowa City, IA 
581. Terry Zieman, 602 250th St, Algona, IA 
 

 
The following submitted written comments: 
 
  Lona Aldrich, 1103 250th St, Melrose, IA 
  
The following presented comments during Public hearings: 
(Note: these individuals are notated with a # next to their comments to differentiate from 
comments they may have provided via email or as written) 
 

1.  Kim Andersen, Jefferson County, IA 
2.  Jerry Anderson, 1455 Birke, West Liberty, IA 
3.  Jeanette Bauer, 1513 SE Delaware, Ankeny, IA 
4.  Jon Beard, 1592 Manawa Trail, Decorah, IA 
5.  Tyler Bettin, 4198 Timber Lane, Des Moines, IA 
6.  Erica Blair, 1902 Woodland Ave, Des Moines, IA (2)  
7.  Patrick Bosold, 202 N. 5th St, Fairfield, IA 
8.  Kenn Bowen 
9.  Pat Bowen 
10.  Brenda Brink, Huxley, IA 
11.  Tim Brown, Mason City, IA 
12.  Nancy Cadmus, 824 12th Ave, Grinnell, IA 
13.  Alex Campbell, Fairfield, IA 
14.  Marta Carson 
15.  Jim Christensen, Royal, IA 
16.  Ann Christenson, 827 Dearborn St, Iowa City, IA 
17.  Mike Cline, 12947 Chariot Rd, Elgin, IA 
18.  Perry Corey, Lake City, IA 
19.  Bill Couser, 20408 620th Ave, Nevada, IA 
20.  Dillon Daniels, 1306 1st St NW, Apt. 3, Mason City, IA 
21.  Patti Edwardson, Churdan, IA 
22.  Jocelyn Engman, 1270 Jeff Wagh Rd, Brighton, IA 
23.  Julie Fischer, 712 W Main, Decorah, IA 
24.  Bernie Fischleutz-Roberts, 800 4th Ave., PMB 304, Grinnell, IA 
25.  Karen Frisley, Ackley, IA 
26.  Shannon Gibbons, 717 1st SW, Mason City, IA 
27.  Larry Ginter, Rhodes, IA 
28.  Dale Hanamann, Greene County, IA 
29.  JoAnn Hardy, 2 Old Farm Road, Mason City, IA 
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30.  Shari Hawk, 401 N.E. Crestmaer Pl, Ankeny, IA 
31.  Brent Hofmeyer, 505 S. 5th Ave, Rock Rapids, IA 
32.  Peter Houska, Jr, 2890 Rold Ave, Sac City, IA 
33.  Tom Hiler, Rockwell City, IA 
34.  Mike Holtkamp, West Point, IA 
35.  Keith Kruse, Everly, IA 
36.  Sen David Johnson, PO Box 279, Ocheyedan, IA 
37.  Harold Jorgenson, 12th Street, Rudd, IA 
38.  Lew Klimesh, 3175 Vanderbilt Lane, Waucoma, IA 
39.  Linda Klimesh, 1244 Waucoma, IA 
40.  Jack Knight, Luana, IA 
41.  Carl Knutsen, Ridge Road, Decorah 
42.  Kayla Koether, 1615A Hwy 9, Decorah, IA 
43.  Cathy Krieger, 743 15th PL, NE, Mason City, IA 
44.  Mark Kuhn, 2667 240th St, Charles City, IA 
45.  Barb Lang, 3401 SW 12th St, Des Moines, IA 
46.  Greg Lear, 2218 10th Street, Spencer, IA 
47.  Monte Marti, Cedar Rapids, IA (2)  
48.  Jess Mazour, 5637 Brattleboro Ave, Des Moines, IA 
49.  Steve McCarcar, 2749 Hidden Falls Rd, Decorah, IA 
50.  Bill McDonald, 2591 320th, North English, IA 
51.  Rita McDonald, 2591 320th, North English, IA 
52.  Virginia Meyer 
53.  Eric Michenr, 507 W. Washington, FFD 
54.  Gay Mikelson, 8 Bangor Circle, Iowa City, IA 
55.  Jerry Miller, 809 Millard SE, Rudd, IA 
56.  Marlene Moline, 1706 Sycamore Rd, Lansing, IA 
57.  Russell Moline, 1706 Sycamore Rd, Lansing, IA 
58.  Craig Moss, 3172 32th St, Hull, IA 
59.  Pamela Myhre, 417 S. Vermont, Mason City, IA 
60.  Gary Netser, 3187 S Ave, North English, IA 
61.  Jason Nieland, Breda, IA 
62.  Vaness Oden, 29723 230th Ave, Cincinnati, IA 
63.  Chris Petersen, Clear Lake, IA 
64.  Phil Petersen, 2305 Holliday Way, Okoboji, IA 
65.  Kent Pruismann, 3431 F&G Ave, Rock Valley, IA 
66.  Dustin Puhrmann, Paullina, IA 
67.  Mark Putney, 5154 Golden Road, Elgin, IA 
68.  Karen Ressler, 612 N 3rd St, Clear Lake, IA 
69.  Ann Robinson, 521 E. Locust, Des Moines, IA 
70.  Becky Ross, Iowa City, IA 
71.  Perry Ross, Iowa City, IA 
72.  Diane Rosenberg, 302 W. Adams Ave. Fairfield, IA (2) 
73.  Andy Scholting, West Point, NE 
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74.  Nick Schutt, 1057 B Ave, Alden, IA 
75.  Mike Schwack, 3317 370th St, Riceville, IA 
76.  Marlise Shevick, 904 10th NE, Mason City, IA 
77.  Allen Smith, Milford, IA 
78.  Kevin Smith, 1776 12th NE, Mason City, IA 
79.  Lynn Southeran, 714 Ridge Rd, Decorah, IA 
80.  Justine Stevenson, 2055 Ironwood Ct, Ames, IA 
81.  Kim Stroud, 24120 140th St, Spirit Lake, IA 
82.  Dave Struthers, 72865 310th Street, Collins, IA 
83.  Wally Taylor, 2200 S. 31st St, Marion, IA 
84.  Alexi Teraji, 1851 Woodland Dr, Fairfield, IA 
85.  Stephen Tewes, Bloomfield, IA 
86.  Jerry Theilen, 233 22nd St SE, Mason City, IA 
87.  Patty Timmens, 20913 578th St. Cincinnati, IA 
88.  Marji VanWinkle, Jefferson County, IA 
89.  Scott Venner, Carroll, IA 
90.  Val Vetter, 1421 Main Street, Grinnell, IA 
91.  Lowell Vos, 33823 340th St, Kingsley, IA 
92.  Tom Willett, 10485 Wheelerwood Drive, Mason City, IA 
93.  Phyllis Willis, 101 Spring St, Fertile, IA 
94.  Donna Winburn, 1706 10th Ave, Nevada, IA 
95.  Matt Winters, 28339 Aspen Ave, Volga, IA 
96.  Sparky Wellman, Box 56, Bonaparte, IA 
97.  Kriss Wells 
98.  Ron J Wyse, 1585 210th St, Mount Pleasant, IA 
99.  Jim Yungclas, 625 Broad Street, Grinnell, IA 

 
  
The following signed a petition to close the LLC loophole and support a statewide moratorium. 
                 

1.                 Natan Bar-Shimon, Fairfield, IA 
2.                 Christopher Bell, 701 W. Lowe #401, Fairfield, IA 
3.                 Colleen T Bell, 1706 S Main St 
4.                 Ron Bessette, PO Box 72, Fairfield, IA 
5.                 Emet Blood, 2329 Kale Blvd, Fairfield, IA 
6.                 Don Bloom, 1000 N. 4th SE, Fairfield, IA 
7.                 Patrick Bosold, 202 N. 5th St, Fairfield, IA 
8.                 Anne Bruen, 304 S. 3rd St, Fairfield, IA 
9.                 M. Evelyn butler, 707 W. Taylor, Fairfield, IA 
10.                 Alex Campbell, 712 Orchard Place 
11.                 Jan Campbell, 712 Orchard Pl, Fairfield, IA 
12.                 Catherine Castle, 106 Iowa Ave 
13.                 Ann Clifford, 609 S 4th, FF, IA 
14.                 Jay Coplin, 200 W. Madison, Fairfield, IA 
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15.                 Ronny Day, 414 N. Main St, IA 
16.                 Chad Cutler, 24672 Osage Ave, Keosauqua, IA 
17.                 Evan Cutler, 107 ½ Hempstead, Fairfield, IA 
18.                 Geraldine Evrard, 604 E Adams Ave #B, Fairfield, IA 
19.                 Claudia Fischer, PO Box 1115, Fairfield, IA 
20.                 Marandah Franke, 205 W Gamis, FF, IA 
21.                 Alexander Gabis, 52 S. 5th St, Fairfield, IA 
22.                 Kurt Hansen, 51 Forest Dr, FF 
23.                 Stephen Harris, PO Box 2071, FF 
24.                 Marsha Jones, 501 Highland, Fairfield, IA 
25.                 Cielle K., 413 N. B St, FF, IA 
26.                 Jeff Kapec, 2390 Lilac Ct, Fairfield, IA 
27.                 Diana Krystofiak, 2331 Seven Hills Rd, Fairfield, IA 
28.                 Don Langstaff, PO Box 67, Fairfield, IA 
29.                 Arwin Lieb, 1108 Heavenly Lane 
30.                 Sam Lieb, 1108 Heavenly 
31.                 Jon Lipman, 1971 Sunrise Dr, Fairfield 
32.                 Michaela McLain, 401 E Broadway, Ave 
33.                 Annalisa Miller, 51 E. Stone, Fairfield, IA 
34.                 Mary Montana, 203 N. 6th 
35.                 Robby Moore, 2324 Seven Hills Rd, Fairfield, IA 
36.                 Alan O’Brien, 301 W. Buchanan Apt. 32, Fairfield, IA 
37.                 Mary Cathryn Olsen, 1848 Jasmine Ave, Fairfield, IA 
38.                 Jennifer Patt, 1007 S 3rd, FF 
39.                 Sarah Quinn, 304 E. Madison 
40.                 Maureen Randall, 708 S 2nd St, Fairfield, IA 
41.                 Kevin Riby, 304 W Van Buren, Fairfield, IA 
42.                 John Roberts, 701 E Lowe Ave, #223, Fairfield, IA 
43.                 Diane Rosenberf, 302 W Adams, Fairfield, IA 
44.                 Ken Roseboro, 2120 Emerald Ln 
45.                 Allen Rubin, 205 W Brees 
46.                 Elizabeth Ryan, 505 Royal Oaks lane, Fairfield, IA 
47.                 Pam Ryerse, 2397 167 St, Fairfield, IA 
48.                 Rick Ryerse, 2397 167 St, Fairfield, IA 
49.                 Eric Rysda, 103 ½ North, Fairfield, IA 
50.                 Laura Sage, 103 S 6th, Fairfield, IA 
51.                 Michele A. Schoberg, 304 W. Washington Av., Fairfield, IA 
52.                 Rich Sims, 2376 Lil Ct, Fairfield, IA 
53.                 Robert Smistik, PO Box 2175, Fairfield, IA 
54.                 Chris Sorflaten, 707 N. Main 
55.                 Susie Stalder, 1440 Hickory Ave, Mt Pleasant, IA 
56.                 Alexandria Stimson, 2264 256th St., Fairfield, IA 
57.                 Mark Stimson, 2264 256th St., Fairfield, IA 
58.                 Suzanne Styker, 2532 Glasgow Rd., FF 
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59.                 Karin Tobin, PO Box 2496, Fairfield, IA 
60.                 Virginia Van Auken, 900 W. Broadway 
61.                 Tobin Walker, 1012 Cottonwood, IC 
62.                 Lindsey Waugh, 10415 Rt V64, Libertyville, IA 
63.                 Julie Williams, 203 W Madison 
64.                 John Zuckerman, 1671 ½ W. Greme 
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  16ESDWQBMSTEV-005 

Environmental Protection Commission 
Iowa Department of Natural Resources 

 
 

ITEM 7 DECISION 

 
TOPIC Contract with IDALS for Lake Geode Watershed Project (Phase 2) 

 

Recommendations:   
Commission approval is requested for a service contract with IDALS of Des Moines, Iowa.   The contract 
will begin on October 18, 2016 and terminate on June 30, 2018.   The total amount of this contract shall 
not exceed $206,600.   
  
Funding Source:  
This contract will be funded through a federal grant from the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, under Section 319 of the Clean Water Act.   
 
Background: 
The $206,600 of Section 319 funding will fund Lake Geode Watershed Project Phase 2 activities, 
including project staffing, the implementation of BMPs, as well as continued outreach efforts to all 
landowners and residents of the watershed.  Interested parties include the Des Moines and Henry 
County Soil and Water Conservation Districts, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Des Moines 
County Board of Supervisors, IDNR, and IDALS.  
  
Purpose: 
The parties propose to enter into this contract for the purpose of implementing watershed 
improvement practices and water quality educational programming for the project selected. 
 
Scope of Work: 
 
For the outline of the Scope of Work, see the attached project summary. 
 
Mary Beth Stevenson 
Iowa-Cedar River Basin Coordinator 
Water Quality Bureau, Environmental Services Division 
Submitted: September 26, 2016 
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Project Name:  Lake Geode Watershed Project (Phase 2) 
Contract Amount: $206,600 
Time Frame: October 18, 2016 – June 30, 2018 
Description: Funding for an existing watershed project 
Project Goal: Improve water quality in Lake Geode 
 
Project Summary: 
The Lake Geode watershed covers 10,327 acres in Des Moines and Henry Counties in Iowa. Lake Geode 
itself is located in Henry County, four miles southwest of Danville and encompasses 174 acres.  
 
The primary goals of this project are to implement best management practices that will address the 
bacteria and pH impairments.  The secondary goal is to reduce sediment and phosphorus delivery to 
Lake Geode to improve and maintain water quality of this important resource.  This project seeks funds 
to implement Phase 2 of the Lake Geode Watershed Management Plan. 
 
The $206,600 of Section 319 funding will fund phase 2 activities, including project staffing, the 
implementation of BMPs, as well as continued outreach efforts to all landowners and residents of the 
watershed.  Interested parties include the Des Moines and Henry County Soil and Water Conservation 
Districts, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Des Moines County Board of Supervisors, IDNR, and 
IDALS.  
 
The project will continue to promote conservation practices to landowners in the watershed. Practices 
will include terraces, waterways, grade stabilization structures, cover crops, nutrient management, as 
well as working towards livestock exclusion from streams. Cost-share for updating failing septic systems 
is also a key asset to removing bacteria from reaching the lake. 
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ITEM 8 DECISION 
 

TOPIC Contract for Filter & Sampler Data Collection & Transmittal - Emmetsburg 
 

Recommendations:   
Commission approval is requested for a five (5) year, eight (8) month-service contract with Stephen Olerich.  The 
contract will begin on November 1, 2016 and terminate on June 30, 2022.  If approved by the Commission, a total of 
$45,840 ($5,400.00 for the first 8 months and $8,088.00 per year thereafter) in funds will be awarded. 
 

In June 2016, the EPC approved the Department’s request to enter into a contract with Mr. Paul Osterman for the filter 
and sampler data collection & transmittal duties in/near Emmetsburg, Iowa (Contract #17ESDAQBTRUSS-0003) in the 
amount of $48,528 ($8,088 per year).  Unfortunately, due to an unforeseen health issue, the contract with Mr. Osterman 
was terminated for inability to perform the duties.  This contract is a decrease of $2,688.00 from the contract approved 
in June, terminated in September 2016.   
 

Funding Source:  
The contract will be funded with money available from the following funding sources:  Air Contaminant fees (cc 7230); 
103 federal grant dollars (cc 7240); and Environmental First Funds (HC2A). 
 

The statutory authority for the DNR to enter into this sub-grant award is 455B.103(3).   
 

Background: 
Ambient air monitoring filters and samplers are in various locations throughout the state.  The data collected in these 
filters/samplers is used by the DNR in determining the levels of air pollutants in the specific locations where the samples 
are collected.  The DNR contracts with the State Hygienic Laboratory (SHL) to collect a majority of the filter/sampler data 
and to then analyze the collected data.  The DNR also employs local contractors to collect filters and sampler data in 
areas of the state where it would be cost prohibitive to include the area as part of a routine route for filter/sampler 
pickup to be conducted by SHL.   
 

Purpose: 
The parties propose to enter into the Contract for the purpose of retaining the selected contractor to collect filters and 
sampler data from ambient air monitoring samplers for transmittal to the State Hygienic Laboratory (SHL).   
 

Site Name Work Activity 

Emmetsburg-Iowa Lakes 
Community College 

First 8 Months: 
225 PM2.5/PM10/Sample Blanks @$24 

 
Remaining Years: 

337 PM2.5/PM10/Sample Blanks @$24 
 

Contractor Selection Process: 
The Department used an informal competitive selection (ICS) process.  The notice was placed on the Targeted Small 
Business website September 20, 2016 and on the DAS bid opportunities website on September 22, 2016.  Bid 
submittals were due to the DNR – Air Quality Bureau on October 10, 2016.  A three-person evaluation team, used the 
following criteria to rank the 2 applications received: Responses provided in Application packet (completeness); Past 
performance of work is identical or similar to Scope of Services identified; Experience and References demonstrate, to 
the satisfaction of the DNR, expertise and ability to provide the Scope of Services; Capacity and availability to compete 
responsibilities described in Scope of Services. 
 

Contract History:  
The DNR has been entering into filter collection contracts since the late 1990s.  Beginning with SFY 2010, the DNR 
began entering into multi-year contracts to help keep consistency with the filter collectors and necessary training.   
 
 

Jim McGraw 
Program Development Supervisor 
Air Quality Bureau – Environmental Services Division 
October 13, 2016 updated 
 

Attachment(s): Special Conditions Template Contract #17ESDAQBTRUSS-0009
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Section 5 STATEMENT OF WORK 
5.1 Statement of Work.  Contractor shall perform the following tasks.  Contractor shall complete its obligations 
under this Contract at intervals described below: 
 

Obligation Task Milestone Date 
Task 1: Filter and sampler data collection and transmittal of 
ambient air monitoring filter and sampler data.  The 
Contractor shall collect filter and sampler data from filter 
based samplers in/near the Emmetsburg area and transmit 
the collections to the State Hygienic Laboratory (SHL), as 
directed by the DNR through SHL.  Adherence to procedures 
specified by SHL for timely performance of tasks and 
communication with SHL/DNR is mandatory. 
 

In order to complete the collection and transmittal of filter 
and sampler data, the Contractor shall: 

• Be dependable and reliable in all weather conditions; 
• Have own transportation to reach the monitoring site; 
• Be available at least every 3 days for sample collection 

at the site;  
• Climb ladders, as necessary; 
• Participate in field training, as provided by SHL, of 

collection procedures to become proficient and 
knowledgeable in order to operate and maintain air 
monitoring samplers and to retrieve data using a 
computer, USB thumb drive, or similar device as 
provided by DNR/SHL; 

• Read, comprehend and follow operational and quality 
assurance procedures as listed in the SHL standard 
operating procedure (SOP) for operation of the 2025i 
and adhere to the procedures specified by SHL for timely 
performance of tasks; and 

• Respond to requests and other communications with 
SHL/DNR within the timeframe requested. 

Periodic:  Samples are 
collected throughout the 
performance of this contract 
on a periodic basis as directed 
by the DNR through SHL. 
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Environmental Protection Commission 
Iowa Department of Natural Resources 

 
 

ITEM 9 DECISION 

 
TOPIC Contract with Department of Public Health for Risk Calculator Maintenance 

 

Recommendations:   
Commission approval is requested for a 2 year-service contract with Iowa Department of Public Health 
of Des Moines, Iowa.   The contract will begin on October 18, 2016 and terminate on June 30, 2018.   
The total amount of this contract shall not exceed $50,000 ($25,000 per year).  DNR shall have the 
option to renew this contract as long as this contract and any extensions do not exceed a six-year 
period.   
 
Funding Source:  
This contract will be funded through federal funding provided to the Department through Section 128(a) 
of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA). 
 
Background: 
The DNR is required to establish such rules as are necessary to protect the public from unnecessary 
exposure to hazardous substances, and to provide guidance and information to the public in regard to 
the control, abatement and prevention of hazardous conditions.  In order to satisfy these 
responsibilities, the DNR and DPH have developed a Risk-Based Standards/Calculations Guidance 
Database and Document.  Pursuant to Iowa Administrative Code subrules 567 137.5(10), 137.6(6) and 
137.10(7), the agencies have agreed to develop and maintain this database through consultation and 
coordination between the agencies 
 
Purpose: 
The parties propose to enter into this Contract for the purpose of retaining the Contractor to provide 
assistance in the maintenance of the risk calculator database.   
 
Contractor Selection Process: 
Iowa Department of Public Health was chosen as contractor based on the Code of Iowa (455B.103), 
which directs the DNR to contract with public agencies of the state.  Iowa Department of Public Health 
was chosen for this project because of their expertise in determining risk factors for contaminants and 
evaluating site specific exposures and risk assessments.   
 
Contract History: 
 The Department held a one year contract with IDPH in 2015 for $25,000 to perform the same scope of 
work as the proposed contract. IDPH satisfactorily met the requirements of the contract. 
 
Amie Davidson 
Solid Waste Supervisor 
Land Quality Bureau, Solid Waste Section 
October 2016 
 
Attachment(s): Scope of Work from the Special Conditions for Contract 
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Obligation Task Milestone Date  
Task 1: Risk-Based Standards/Calculations Guidance Database and Document 
Description:  
In accordance with paragraph 567 IAC 137.5(3)”c” and subrule 567 IAC 137.5(10), the DPH 
will assist the DNR in the maintenance of a database that contains the following factors that 
are necessary to establish risk-based standards and conduct risk calculations:   
 
• Cancer group classification  
• Oral reference dose and oral cancer slope factor  
• Dermal reference dose, dermal cancer slope factor, and dermal absorption factor 
• Inhalation reference concentration, inhalation unit (cancer) risk  
• Target organ(s) for non-cancer impacts from oral, dermal, and inhalation exposure 

 
The DPH will assume the primary responsibility for maintaining this risk-calculator database 
including, but not limited to, the following activities: 
 
a. Review initial values in the risk-calculator database and modify as deemed appropriate. 
b. Determine risk factors for contaminants that are not yet in the risk-calculator database 

upon request from the DNR or the public. 
c. Conduct a monthly review of, at minimum, IRIS, ATSDR-MRLs, and Drinking Water 

Standards and Health Advisories, for current risk factors and update the risk-calculator 
database accordingly.   

d. Evaluate and respond to challenges of risk factors.  
e. Notify the IDNR contact of all modifications to the risk-calculator database. 

 

No later than June 30, 
2018 

Task 2: Evaluation of Site-Specific Exposure Scenarios and Site-Specific Risk Assessments    
Description:  
The DPH will assist the DNR in evaluating the appropriateness of site-specific exposure 
scenarios and site-specific risk assessment proposed by the public for contaminated sites. 
 

No later than June 30, 
2018 

Task 3: Training and Public Education   
Description:  
The DPH will assist the DNR in training the public in the use of the risk calculator and 
providing public education involving risk assessment in general. The DPH will develop and 
document a standard operating procedure for the process of establishing the risk based 
standards and train a DNR employee on the process. 
 

No later than June 30, 
2018 

Task 4: Planning and Program Development   
Description:  
The DPH will assist the DNR in planning and program development activities related to 
matters involving protection of human health from environmental contaminants. 
 

No later than June 30, 
2018 

Task 5: Health Assessments and Consultations 
Description:  
The DPH will complete health assessments and consultations evaluating human health 
exposures and public health risks associated with specific contaminated sites as requested 
by the DNR. 
 

No later than June 30, 
2018 

Task 6: Professional Development 
Description:  
The DPH may use up to 10% of this agreement amount for professional development 
related to the tasks previously described. 
 

No later than June 30, 
2018 
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ITEM 10 Information   
 

TOPIC 2017 EPC Dates  
 

The Department is requesting feedback from the Commission for the 2017 
Environmental Protection Commission meeting dates and locations.   

 
Wednesday, January 18, 2017 

• 7:30-9:30 a.m. Legislative Meet & Greet Event – State Capitol  
• 10 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. Joint NRC/EPC Meeting – Wallace State Office Building 
• 1-4:30 p.m. EPC Business Meeting – Wallace State Office Building  

 
February 21, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility  
 
March 21, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
April 17, 2017 – Education Tour – County TBD  
April 18, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – County TBD  
 
May 16, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting  – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
June 19, 2017 – Education Tour – County TBD  
June 20, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – County TBD  
 
July 18, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
August 15, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting  – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
September 19, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
October 17, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
November 20, 2017 – Educational Tour – County TBD  
November 21, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – County TBD  
 
December 19, 2017 – EPC Business Meeting – DNR Air Quality Facility 
 
Jerah Sheets  
Environmental Services Division 
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Environmental Protection Commission 

Past Tour Locations 

2012   2013   2014     2015   2016 
Wastewater  Lewis & Clark  Lake Restoration    Alcoa & Topsoil  Manure Digester  
Watershed  Drinking Water  Lake Restoration & Wastewater   JBS    Cattle Facility & AFO Records 
   Landfill Alternatives Ag Industry        Iowa River & Easter Lake Restoration  
   SHL Lab           Rathbun Drinking Water  
              SHL Lab  
              Nutrient Reduction Strategy Practices  
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ITEM 11 Decision    
 

TOPIC Demand for Hearing – Cerro Gordo County  
 

Due to the large file size, the materials for the Proposed Contested Case Decision are 
located at:  
 
http://www.iowadnr.gov/About-DNR/Boards-Commissions/Environmental-Protection-
EPC  

http://www.iowadnr.gov/About-DNR/Boards-Commissions/Environmental-Protection-EPC
http://www.iowadnr.gov/About-DNR/Boards-Commissions/Environmental-Protection-EPC




























































































































































































































BEFORE THE IOWA ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION 

IN THE MA TIER OF: 

CERRO GORDO COUNTY HEARING DEMAND: 
Re: River Edge Farms, LLC 
Facility # 69070 

DEPARTMENT RESPONSE TO CERRO 
GORDO COUNTY DEMAND FOR 

HEARING 

The Iowa Department of Natural Resources (Department) responds to the Demand for Hearing 

submitted by Cerro Gordo County as follows: 

On September 28, 2016, the Department received a Demand for Hearing from the Cerro Gordo County 

Board of Supervisors after a Notice of Intent (permit draft) was issued to River Edge Farms, LLC (River 

Edge) on August 29, 2016. The permit draft would authorize River Edge to construct two new swine 

confinement finishing buildings (each 101' 10" x 193' x 8' with an 8' below floor concrete pits) as a new 

confinement feeding operation. The site is located in the SE Y-i of the SW Y-i of Section 20, T97N, R22W, 

Grant Township, Ce1rn Gordo County, Iowa. The total animal capacity of the operation after 

construction is 4,992 head or 1996.80 animal units. 

Department's Review History 

After receipt of the construction permit application on July 20, 2016, Department staff from Field 

Office 2 (F02) conducted a site survey on July 25, 2016, and determined that the location of the 

proposed confinement buildings satisfy all separation distances required by Iowa law, including 

distances to commercial enterprises, residences, water sources and road rights-of-way. F02 staff also 

reviewed the manure management plan submitted by River Edge and approved it on July 21, 2016. By 

letter dated August 16, 2016, Cerro Gordo County rep01ted that the River Edge application received a 

passing Master Matrix score of 445 points (at least 440 required to pass); but the County recommended 

that the Department deny the application because of the potential to adversely affect water quality and 

quality of life for nearby residents. 

Deprutment Environmental Engineer, Paul Petitti, reviewed the application for completeness, 

including fees; compliance with separation distance requirements; design requirements for concrete 

manure storage structures; proximity to karst terrain and the 100 yeru· flood plain; and pending 



enforcement actions. After his review, Mr. Petitti determined that the River Edge application met all 

statutory and rule requirements. For this reason, Mr. Petitti issued the permit draft on August 29, 2016. 

Cerro Gordo County Contentions 

1) Distance to a nearby designated wetland. The County states that the Wild Goose Marsh Wildlife 

Management Area is approximately one half mile south of the proposed confinement facility. The 

wetland extends past the publically owned land onto to privately owned land. The privately owned land 

is closer than the minimum required distance of 2,500 feet from a confinement structure to a designated 

wetland. 

2) Proximity of manure application to waters of the state and critical public areas. The County 

states that much of the manure application from the proposed confinement facility will be applied on 

fields adjacent to Wild Goose Marsh Wildlife Management Area and Kuhn Wildlife Area. The County 

states that some application fields are in or adjacent to designated flood areas of the Winnebago River, 

Kuhn Wildlife Area, Wild Goose Marsh Wildlife Management Area, or areas prone to flooding. The 

County also states there is a concern for potential odor impacts on critical public areas. The County 

states that several of the fields also receive additional manure application from BDM Farms, LLC, which 

is also owned by the applicant. 

3) Concentration of critical public areas and public use areas in n01ihwestern Cerro Gordo County. 

The County states that in addition to Kuhn Wildlife Area and Wild Goose Marsh Wildlife Management 

Area, there is a high concentration of parks within three miles no1ih and south of the proposed 

confinement facility and the fields on which manure will be applied. The County states there is a 

concern for potential odor and other adverse impacts of the critical public areas and public use areas. 

4) Long distance of transport for manure application. The County states there are a few fields on 

which manure will be applied that are more than five miles from the proposed confinement facility. 

5) Potential adverse impacts to nearby residencies. The County states there are approximately 55 

residences within one half-mile of the fields on which manure will be applied from the proposed 

confinement facility. The County states there is a concern for potential odor and other adverse impacts 

for the residences. 

6) Potential cumulative adverse impacts on natural resources and the environment. The County 

states that concern about the potential for adverse impacts to natural resources and the environment are 

compounded or increased when there are multiple large-scale confinement operations affecting a 
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concentrated area. The County states the potential for odor and other adverse impacts increases when 

there are multiple operations in a given area. 

Department Response 

1) Distance to a nearby designated wetland. 567 Iowa Administrative Code (IAC) 65.l defines a 

"designated wetland" as " land designated as a protected wetland by the United States Department of the 

Interior or the department, . .. , if the land is owned and managed by the federal government or the 

department." Designated wetlands in the state are listed in "Designated Wetlands in Iowa," effective 

August 23, 2006, and is incorporated in the rule by reference. The Wild Goose Marsh Wildlife 

Management Area is on the "Designated Wetlands in Iowa" list; however the portion of the area 

privately owned does not meet the definition of "designated wetland" in that it is not owned and 

managed by the federal government or the Department. The proposed confinement feeding facility 

meets the separation distance from the designated wetland as defined in 567 IAC 65.1 and the 

Depa1iment does not have the authority to include the privately owned land as a designated wetland nor 

the authority to require a greater separation distance. 

2) Proximity of manure application to waters of the state and critical public areas. As indicated 

above, the Department staff determined that the manure management plan for the proposed confinement 

facility meets the manure management plan requirements of state law and the Department does not have 

the authority to include additional restrictions for manure application. 

3) Concentration of critical public areas and public use areas in northwestern Cen-o Gordo County. 

Separation distances are required by the air and water quality portion of Iowa Code Chapter 459. As 

indicated above, Department staff determined that the proposed confinement buildings satisfy those 

requirements and the Department does not have authority to require a greater separation distance. 

4) Long distance of transport for manure application. As indicated above, the Department staff 

determined that the manure management plan for the proposed confinement facility meets the manure 

management plan requirements in state law and the Department does not have the authority to include 

additional restrictions for manure application. 

5) Potential adverse impacts to nearby residencies. Separation distances are required by the air and 

water quality portion of Iowa Code Chapter 459. As indicated above, Department staff determined that 

the proposed confinement facility meets the separation distance to residence and the Depa1iment does 

not have authority to require a greater separation distance. As indicated above, the Department staff 
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determined that the manure management plan for the proposed confinement facility meets the manure 

management plan requirements in state law and the Department does not have the authority to include 

additional restrictions for manure application. 

6) Potential cumulative adverse impacts on natural resources and the environment. Separation 

distances are required by the air and water quality portion of Iowa Code Chapter 459. The proposed 

confinement facility meets the separation distances and the manure management plan complies with the 

requirements of state law. The proposed confinement facility obtained the requisite points needed to 

pass the Master Matrix. The Department has no basis for denying the construction permit application. 

7) Use of the Depaiimental Evaluation Rule, 567 Iowa Administrative Code 65.5(3). The County 

based its Demand for Hearing on the Departmental Evaluation Rule. On August 8, 2006, the 

Administrative Rule Review Committee (ARRC) filed an objection to the rule on the grounds the rules 

are beyond the Department's authority. ARRC stated that the statutory language of Iowa Code 

459 .305(1 )"a" creating the Master Matrix "demonstrates a clear legislative intent that the matrix is the 

exclusive mechanism for the evaluation and approval of an application for the construction or expansion 

of a confinement feeding operation structure and for the implementation o( manure management 

practices." Based on this objection, the Depaiiment evaluates construction and expansion of 

confinement feeding operations based on the Master Matrix and does not intend to use the Departmental 

Evaluation Rule to evaluate the construction permit application for this proposed confinement facility. 

The Commission under advice from its counsel may apply the Department Evaluation Rule on its own 

discretion. 

IOWA DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

By: x~j, '? ~~~ S1 ~ 
Kel 1Brnbec Book, Attorney 
Iowa Depaiiment of Natural Resources 
7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1 
Windsor Heights, Iowa 50324 
Phone: 515/725-9572 

Copy to: Casey M. Callanan, Chairman Cerro Gordo County Board of Supervisors 
Eldon McAfee, Attorney for River Edge Farms, LLC 
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September 26, 2016 

PLANNING AND ZONING 

Cerro Gordo County Courthouse 
220 N Washington Ave Mason City, IA 50401-3254 
Tom Drzycimski, AICP, sPHR, Administrative Officer 

'John Robbins, Assistant Administrative Officer 
Michelle Rush, Executive Assistant 

Chuck Gipp, Director 
Department ofNatural Resources 
Henry A. Wallace Building 
502 E. Ninth Street 
Des Moines, IA 50319 

RE: River Edge Farms, LLC, Demand for Hearing 

Dear Director Gipp: 

RECEIVED 

SEP 3 o 2016 
Director's Onlci 

(641) 421-3075 
FAX (641) 421-3088 

On September 6, 2016, the Cerro Gordo County Board of Supervisors voted unanimously to 
appeal the preliminary approval by Iowa Department of Natural Resources for a construction 
permit for a new confinement operation for River Edge Farms, LLC. This letter serves as a 
formal demand for hearing before the Environmental Protection Commission for said appeal. 

Additionally, it is our desire to have representatives from our County present oral argumentation 
before the commission. 

Accompanying this letter, you will find additional documentation to be considered by the 
commission. Please refer to the accompanying "Summary Document" for all stated reasons why 
the permit should not be issued, under "Areas of Concern." This document covers the areas of 
concern and outlines each piece of documentation included in the packet. All stated reasons are 
based on 567 !AC 65.5(3) (459, 459B), under "Departmental evaluation," allowing forthe 
consideration of potential adverse impacts to natural resources and the environment. 

Please contact John Robbins, Assistant Administrative Officer, at (641) 421-3075 if you have 
questions concerning this letter or any accompanying documentation. 

Sincere22 A~ 

Casey M. lanan, Chairman 
Cerro Gordo County Board of Supervisors 



Ri,ver Edge Farms, LLC Appeal Documentation 
Cerro Gordo County: Planning and Zoning/Public Health 
September 27, 2016 

Summary Document 

Applicable Code 

567 IAC 65.5(3) "Departmental evaluatian" (459, 4598)- consideration of potential adverse impacts to 

natural resources and the environment. 

Definitions 

Designated Flaad Area- Land that has a 1% chance of flooding in any given year, designated by FEMA as 

the 100-year floodplain. 

Natural Resaurces -Any aspect which falls under the three separate categories of the state-applied 

Master Matrix-water, air, or community, including but not limited to waters of the state, water quality, 

air quality, critical public areas, public use areas, and residences. 

Areas of Concern 

1. Distance ta a nearby designated wetland-Wild Goose Marsh Wildlife Management Area 

(WMA) is approximately one half mile south of the proposed confinement structures. Only land 

that is under ownership by the Iowa DNR or the federal government is considered by definition. 

The wetland extends north past the publically owned land and does not stop at the property 

line. Land owned by Irma Bokelman and James and Ruth Conn also contain a significant portion 

of wetland. This portion of the wetland area is closer than the minimum required distance of 

2,500 feet for a confinement to be from a designated wetland. 

2. Proximity afmanure applicatian ta waters af the state and critical public areas - Much of the 

manure application from the confinement facility will be applied on fields adjacent to Wild 

Goose Marsh WMA and Kuhn Wildlife Area. A few of the fields either contain or are adjacent to 

designated flood areas of the Winnebago River, Kuhn Wildlife Area, Wild Goose Marsh WMA, or 

areas prone to flooding. There is also concern for potential odor impacts on these critical public 

areas. Several of these fields also receive additional manure application from BDM Farms, LLC, 

which is also owned by the applicant. 

3. Cancentratian of critical public areas and public use areas in northwestern Cerro Gordo County
In addition to Kuhn Wildlife Area and Wild Goose Marsh WMA, there is a high concentration of 

parks within a few miles north and south of the proposed confinement site and the fields on 

which manure will be applied. To the north, Haugen Wildlife Area, Teal Basins WMA, Winnebago 

Oxbow, Sandpiper Hills WMA, Mallard Marsh, and Grant Township Cemetery are all within 3 

miles of the confinement and manure application fields. Additionally, the city limits of Ventura 

and Clear Lake are less than 3 miles from fields on which manure will be applied, and Clear Lake 

is approximately 3 miles away. Clear Lake is surrounded by a high concentration of city, county 

and state parks. There is concern for potential odor and other adverse impacts on these critical 

public areas and public use areas. 

llPage 



River Edge Farms, LLC Appeal Documentation 
Cerro Gordo County: Planning and Zoning/Public Health 
September 27, 2016 

4. Long distance of transport for manure application-There are a few fields on which manure will 

be applied that a significant distance away from the confinement site. Manure that will be 

applied on the fields in Section 22, 29, and 30, Lincoln Township, will be hauled more than 5 
miles from the confinement. 

5. Potential adverse impacts to nearby residences- More than 75% of Cerro Gordo County's 

population lives north of County Road B-43. There are approximately 55 residences within one 

half-mile of the fields on which manure will be applied by River Edge Farms, LLC. There is 

concern for potential odor and other adverse impacts for these residences. 

6. Potential cumulative adverse impacts to natural resources and the environment-A larger 

concern of Cerro Gordo County is how the potential for adverse impacts to natural resources 

and the environment compounds or increases when there are multiple large-scale confinement 

operations affecting a concentrated area. The potential for odor and other adverse impacts 

increases when there are multiple operations in a given area. Fields in Sections 20, 30, 31, and 

32, Grant Township, are receiving additional manure from the BDM Farms, LLC site in Hancock 

County, also owned by the applicant. There is also manure application from Andy Muff's 

confinement operation, called "Ham Site," in Sections 5 and 7, Clear Lake Township. These fields 

are between manure application fields from River Edge Farms, LLC and Ventura City Limits. 

Documentation 

1. 6000 Foot Siting Separation Map -This map was developed by River Edge Farms, LLC and 

provided in the construction permit application for the proposed confinement facility. It shows 

the distance to Wild Goose Marsh, the closest designated wetland by definition, to be 2,825 feet 

from the closest point of the confinement structures. It also states the closest water source is 

2,410 feet away from the closest point of the confinement structures, which is the 

northernmost point of the wetland extending north from Wild Goose WMA onto private 

property. It clearly acknowledges the wetland does not stop at the property line of the publically 

owned land. This can be seen from the drawn wetland/water source as it crosses the 

public/private property line/boundary in question. The privately owned portion of the wetland 

is less than the required distance of 2,500 feet for a confinement facility from a designated 

wetland. Potential adverse impacts from the confinement facility may result on the privately or 

publically owned parts of the wetland regardless of ownership. As a result, separation distance 

requirements for a confinement facility from a designated wetland should still apply to the 

privately owned part of the wetland, as if it was publically owned. 

The map also shows the closest critical public area, which is Kuhn Wildlife Area. This area is 

3,070 feet from the closest point of the confinement structures. It also shows that the closest 

major water source, which is the Winnebago River, is 3,880 feet away from the closest point of 

the confinement structures. Despite these separation distances, potential adverse impacts may 

affect these areas from manure application from the confinement facility. 
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Additionally, this map shows that 9 residences will be within 6000 feet of the confinement 

facility. Of those residences, seven are within a mile of the facility. Potential adverse impacts 

from manure application from the confinement facility may affect these residences. 

2. Manure Application Map for Manure Applied by River Edge Farms, LLC- This map illustrates all 

the fields on which manure will be applied from River Edge Farms, LLC's proposed confinement 

facility. A few of the specific concerns from manure application can be seen in this map. 

The field in Section 20, Grant Township contains highly erodible land (HEL) (outlined in red). 

The fields in Sections 19, 20 (contains HEL), and 30, Grant Township, are adjacent to and/or 

contain designated flood areas. 

The fields in Sections 19 and 20 (contains HEL) are adjacent to Kuhn Wildlife Area. 

The fields in Sections 30, 31, and 32 are adjacent to Wild Goose Marsh WMA. 

The fields in Section 22, 29, and 30, Lincoln Township, will require manure to be transported 

more than 5 miles along county-maintained roads, many of which are gravel surfaced. Damage 

could result to these gravel roads if manure is hauled over them after periods of wet weather or 

when frost boils are emerging. Transport of manure to the field in Section 22, Lincoln Township, 

crosses Calm us Creek, which is on the impaired waterways list under the Clean Water Act as 

defined by the Environmental Protection Agency. 

Wild Goose Marsh WMA Area 

3. Wild Goose Marsh WMA Photos -This document contains annotated photos of Wild Goose 

Marsh WMA, the fields on which manure will be that are adjacent to or near Wild Goose Marsh 

WMA, and other areas near Wild Goose Marsh WMA that illustrate some of the concerns Cerro 

Gordo County has regarding manure application. 

Figures 1-4 -These photos show land that is both within the publically and privately owned 

parts of the wetland. The only visible demarcation between the publically and privately owned 

lands is the agricultural fence along the property line. Despite the ownership status, it is truly 

one wetland. 

Figures 5-6 -These photos of the publically and privately owned lands were taken from the 

right-of-way along Balsam Avenue. It shows that the publically and privately owned portions of 

the wetland are qualitatively indiscernible. Despite the ownership status, it is truly one wetland. 

Figures 7-11-These photos were taken from 2901
h Street near the southeast corner of Wild 

Goose Marsh WMA and from the intersection of 2901
h Street and Balsam Avenue. They include 

photos of fields in Section 30, 31, and 32, Grant Township and respective photos of Wild Goose 

Marsh WMA. There are a total of three fields on which manure will be applied adjacent to Wild 

Goose Marsh WMA. Odor impacts are likely on days in which manure is applied. 

Figures 12-13 - These photos show the designated flood area that extends west from Wild 

Goose Marsh WMA and into the field in Section 30, Grant Township, on which manure will be 
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applied. This designated flood area contains a small tributary of the Winnebago River that flows 

toward the river. There is concern about runoff into waterways since manure will be surface 

applied and incorporated within 24 hours. Contamination could occur if it rains between when 

manure is surface applied and it is incorporated into the soil. Odor impacts are also likely on 

days in which manure is applied. 

4. Grade Illustration - Wild Goose Marsh WMA - This map illustrates the grade of Wild Goose 

Marsh WMA, the privately owned portion of the wetland to the north, and part of the 

designated flood area going west of Balsam Avenue using 2 foot contours provided by the Iowa 

DNR's Natural Resources GIS Library website. Drainage generally flows from the red lines toward 

the blue lines. 

5. Grade Illustration -Field in Section 30. Grant Township- This map illustrates the grade of the 

field in Section 30, Grant Township, using 2 foot contours provided by the Iowa DNR's Natural 

Resources GIS Library website. Drainage generally flows from the red lines toward the blue lines. 

The designated flood area of a small tributary of the Winnebago generally runs from Balsam 

Avenue by Wild Goose Marsh west through the field and turns north to eventually flow into the 

river. Generally, runoff from the field drains into this designated flood area. There is concern 

about runoff into waterways since manure will be surface applied and incorporated within 24 

hours. Contamination could occur if it rains between when manure is surface applied and it is 

incorporated into the soil. Odor impacts are also likely on days in which manure is applied. 

Kuhn Wildlife Area 

6. Kuhn Wildlife Area Photos-This document contains annotated photos of Kuhn Wildlife Area 

and the field in Section 19, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied from River Edge 

Farms, LLC. These photos illustrate some of the concerns Cerro Gordo County has regarding 

manure application. 

Figures 1-3-These photos show various parts of Kuhn Wildlife Area. More than 75 percent of 

the land in this wildlife area is within the designated flood area. Figure 1 shows a stream that is 

a tributary of the river, flowing from the northwest corner of the park to the river. Figures 2 and 

3 show a couple different ponds in the wildlife area located in different parts of the designated 

flood area. 

Figure 4 - This photo shows the west edge of Kuhn Wildlife Area, just north of the pond in 

Figure 3. The field in Section 19, Grant Township, is just on the other side of the tree line. The 

sensitive areas of the critical public area and designated flood area are identical. 

Figures 5-6 - These photos show the field in Section 19, Grant Township. The tree line at the 

edge of Kuhn Wildlife Area and along the Winnebago River designated flood area is in the 

background. Figure 5 looks east toward the northwest corner of Kuhn Wildlife Area. The 

downward slope toward the designated flood area can clearly be seen as it approaches the small 

tributary of the Winnebago River. Figure 6 further shows the wide border to the south and 
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southeast between Kuhn Wildlife Area and the designated flood area of the Winnebago River. 

There is generally a gradual downward slope toward the designated flood area. 

7. Grade Illustration - Kuhn Wildlife Area and Field in Section 19, Grant Township-This map 

illustrates the grade of the field in Section 19, Grant Township and Kuhn Wildlife area along with 

the Winnebago River designated flood area, using 2 foot contours provided by the Iowa DNR's 

Natural Resources GIS Library website. Drainage generally flows toward the white lines around 

the Winnebago River. The grade of the field in Section 19, Grant Township, generally slopes 

south and east toward Kuhn Wildlife Area and the Winnebago River designated flood area. 

Designated flood areas encroachslightly into the northeast corner and at points on the southern 

line of the field as well. There is concern about runoff into waterways since manure will be 

surface applied and incorporated within 24 hours. Contamination could occur if it rains 

between when manure is surface applied and it is incorporated into the soil. Odor impacts are 

also likely on days in which manure is applied. 

Winnebago River Designated Flood Area and HEL Field in Section 20, Grant Township 

8. HEL Field in Section 20, Grant Township, Area Photos - This document contains annotated 

photos of the designated flood area extending south from the Winnebago River and the field in 

Section 20, Grant Township containing highly erodible land, on which manure will be applied, 

that illustrate some of the concerns Cerro Gordo County has regarding manure application. 

Figures 1-2 -These photos show the field in Section 20, Grant Township, containing HEL, on 

which manure will be applied. Figure 2 shows the southwest corner of the field and the 

downward slope of the field as it gets closer to Balsam Avenue. 

Figures 3-4 -These photos show the southern-most extension of the designated flood area of 

the Winnebago River, which is a small tributary that flows to the river. Figure 3 shows the low 

point of Balsam Avenue where the designated flood area crosses over the highway. There is a 

fairly steep grade to the field that flows toward this low point. Figure 4 is taken from further 

north to show the designated flood area along the west side of Balsam Avenue. The small 

tributary can better be seen. 

Figures 5-6 - These photos show the designated flood area as it cuts southeast to the 

Winnebago River. The small tributary can be seen in Figure 5 as it turns away from Balsam 

Avenue toward the river. The rise in elevation to either side of the designated flood area can 

also be seen. 

9. Grade Illustration - Winnebago River Designated Flood Area and HEL Field in Section 20, Grant 

Township --This map illustrates the grade of the field in Section 20, Grant Township and the 

designated flood area extending south from the Winnebago River (upper left corner of the 

page), using 2 foot contours provided by the Iowa DNR's Natural Resources GIS Library website. 

Drainage generally flows toward the white lines around the Winnebago River. The extent of the 
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area the designated flood area covers can be seen. There is a significant portion that crosses 

over Balsam Avenue onto the east side of the right-of-way. The field in Section 20, Grant 

Township, has fairly steep grades, as also demonstrated in the photos, leading toward the 

designated flood area. There is concern about runoff into waterways since manure will be 

surface applied and incorporated within 24 hours, particularly since the field contains HEL. 

Contamination could occur if it rains between when manure is surface applied and it is 

incorporated into the soil. Odor impacts are also likely on days in which manure is applied. 

Confinement Site 

10. Confinement Site Photos - These photos generally show the site of the proposed confinement 

structures. River Edge Farms, LLC has marked off the locations of the structures with orange 

flags so they are easily visible. The confinement is built on a high point on the hill, which is best 

shown in Figure 3, looking toward the confinement site from the east. Figure 4 and 5 show the 

fairly steep slope from the site west and northwest toward the field in Section 20, Grant 

Township, that contains HEL. 

11. Grode Illustration - Fields in Section 20 around Confinement- This map illustrates the grade of 

the fields in Section 20, Grant Township, including the field that contains HEL and the field in 

which the confinement site is located, using 2 foot contours provided by the Iowa DNR's Natural 

Resources GIS Library website. Drainage generally flows from the red lines toward the blue lines. 

As shown in the grade illustration for the field that contains HEL and the Winnebago River 

designated flood area that extends south along Balsam Avenue, the drainage flows toward 

Balsam Avenue and the aforementioned designated flood area. The downward slope is fairly 

steep immediately west of the confinement site and travels toward the field that contains HEL. 

The slope north of the confinement and within the field on which manure will be applied travels 

in the general direction of a small tributary of the Winnebago River that forms just north of the 

field. The slope steepens by the tributary, which leaves some concern for runoff, particularly 

from the northernmost parts of the field. There is concern about runoff into waterways since 
manure will be surface applied and incorporated within 24 hours. Contamination could occur if 

it rains between when manure is surface applied and it is incorporated into the soil. Odor 

impacts are also likely on days in which manure is applied. 

12. Grode 11/ustrotion - North ofFie/ds in Section 20 ond Winnebago River Designated Flood Area -

This map illustrates the grade of the land and designated flood area immediately north of the 

fields in Section 20, Grant Township, using 2 foot contours provided by the Iowa DNR's Natural 

Resources GIS Library website. Drainage generally flows from the red lines toward the blue lines. 

The designated flood area extends southeast along the tributary of the Winnebago River that 

forms north of the field which contains the confinement site. At its closest point, the designated 

flood area is only about 100 feet away from the field. However, runoff into the tributary is a 

concern since manure will be surface applied and incorporated within 24 hours. Contamination 
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could occur if it rains between when manure is surface applied and it is incorporated into the 

soil. 

Cumulative Issues 

13. Manure Application Map for Manure Applied in Northwest Cerro Gordo County-This map 

illustrates all fields on which manure is applied in northwestern Cerro Gordo County. The County 

is concerned by potential compounding effects from multiple hog confinements, particularly 

when the confinement and manure application is concentrated. These effects should be 

considered as a whole and not individually per confinement. 

While northwestern Cerro Gordo County has a lower concentration of confinements, there is a 

concentrated area north of Ventura near the west county line. In addition to River Edge Farms, 

LLC's proposed facility, BDM Farms, LLC, owned by the applicant, and Ham Site, owned by Andy 

Muff spread manure in this area. BDM Farms, LLC already applies manure on most of the fields 

on which River Edge Farms, LLC plans to apply manure. These are the fields in proximity to Wild 

Goose Marsh WMA and the field on which the confinement for River Edge Farms, LLC is 

proposed in Section 20, Grant Township. The above concerns regarding these fields only 

increase when considering additional manure applications from BDM Farms, LLC's facility. 

14. Residence Map - This map shows all residences classified as having a use as a dwelling in 

northwest Cerro Gordo County. Excluding the vacant house southwest of the confinement site, 

there are 55 residences within one half mile from fields on which manure is applied. Combined 

with the other fields on which manure is applied from other confinement operations in the 

concentrated area north of Ventura, an additional 16 residences are within one half mile of 

fields on which manure is applied. Odor impacts to these residences are likely on days in which 

manure is applied. The County also has concerns regarding the quality of life for the residents of 

these properties. 

15. Flooding Photos -On the evening of Wednesday, September 21 through the morning of Friday, 

September 23, Cerro Gordo County experienced a significant rain event that caused flooding 

throughout the county. These photos show flooding in the locations of concern. The photos 

were all taken after 9:30 am the morning of Friday, September 23, which was after peak 

flooding. 

Figures 1-6-These photos were taken near the corner of Balsam Avenue and 3101
h Street 

around the designated flood area of the Winnebago River. The area has an expansive designated 

flood area that is generally the lowest elevation of the area. Figures 1-4 were taken along the 

bridge over the Winnebago River on 3101h Street. These show the inundation of most of the 

designated flood areas. Beyond the trees in Figure 4, there is a small tributary of the Winnebago 

River that originates just north of the field in Section 20, Grant Township, that contains the 

confinement site on which manure will be applied. The flood waters extend further back into 

the trees than could be captured in the photo. It seems evident this tributary contributes 

significantly to accumulation of water in the designated flood area for the Winnebago River. 
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Figures 3 and 5-6 show the flooding around a farmstead on the corner of Balsam Avenue and 

310'h Street. The farmstead is located just east of Kuhn Wildlife Area on the north side of the 

Winnebago River. The parcel is entirely within the designated flood area. The photos show the 

majority of the property covered in water. Fortunately, the raised area on which the buildings sit 
are safely out of the water. 

Figures 7 -10 -These photos were taken within Kuhn Wildlife Area. The whole critical public 

area is practically covered in standing water, as the designated flood area covers almost the 

whole of the park. Figures 7-8 show the small tributary that originates northwest of the park, 

passing through the northeast corner of the field in Section 19, Grant Township, on which 

manure will be applied, and the northwest corner of the Kuhn Wildlife Area. Even after the peak 

flood time, the stream is above its banks and passing over the hiking path, shown in Figure 8. 

Figures 9-10 show two of the available hiking paths underwater or waterlogged. Figure 9 shows 

grass that has been bent over from previous running water. Water accumulates fairly easily in 

the park during hard rains. The amount of standing water increases going west and south along 

the path. Figure 10 shows the point at which it was not safe to continue further down the path 

to the south and west. The field in Section 19, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

is adjacent to Kuhn Wildlife Area to the west. 

Figures 11-15-These photos show further flooding on the south side of the Winnebago River 

along Balsam Avenue. Figures 11 and 14-15 show the extent of flooding of Kuhn Wildlife Area on 

the south side of the river. There is standing water all way to the southeast corner of the public 

area, as shown in Figure 15. Figure 13 shows that flooding extends beyond the wooded 

area along the river to the southeast, where the tributary originates just north of the field in 

Section 20, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied. That field also contains the 

confinement site. 

Figure 16-17-These photos show some of the aftereffects from the flood in the designated 

flood area that extends to the south of the Winnebago River along Balsam Avenue. In Figure 16, 

there is no apparent flooding at the time the photo was taken. Grass has been bent over from 

runoff, particularly toward the bottom of the photo, as the small tributary meanders northwest 

toward the Winnebago River. This effect can be better seen in Figure 17. This photo was taken 

further south along Balsam Avenue, and grass has been bent down in the designated flood area 

from runoff. The field in Section 20, Grant Township, that contains HEL and on which manure 

will be applied is across Balsam Avenue to the east. 

Figures 18-20 -These photos show some of the aftereffects of the rain event and flooding 

within the field in Section 20, Grant Township, that contains HEL and on which manure will be 

applied. Figure 18 shows standing water along the edge of the field, which was difficult to 

capture in a photo due to the thickness of the crops. Figures 19-20 show standing water and 
grass that has been bent over from runoff. 
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Figure 21-22 -These photos show standing water in the field in Section 20, Grant Township, 

that contain the confinement site and on which manure will be applied. Figure 21 was taken 

west of the confinement site near the field that contains HEL and shows standing water within 

the field. Figure 22 was taken east of the confinement site. 

Figures 23-25 -These photos show Wild Goose Marsh WMA and the designated flood area that 

extends west from the wetland north of, and eventually crosses into, the field in Section 30, 

Grant Township, on which manure will be applied. Figures 23-24 show the buildup of water in 

the designated flood area west of the wetland. The wetland flows into the designated flood area 

via a large culvert under Balsam Avenue seen toward the bottom of Figure 23. This designated 

flood area eventually flows into the Winnebago River to the northwest, after crossing through 

the field in Section 30, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied. 

Public Health Information 

16. Summorv of National Association for Local Boards of Health (NALBH) Report-The Center for 

Disease Control has a report from the NALBH discussing the potential adverse impacts to natural 

resources-public health (community), the natural environment (air and water), and quality of 

life (community). There are concerns with the three categories of natural resources of air, 

water, and community associated with living close to hog confinements and manure application, 

whether they be to water or air quality or potential disease and effects to the health of nearby 

residents. These concerns are summarized in this document. 
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Wild Goose Marsh WMA Photos 
Figure 1 

Looking northeast near the northwest corner of publically owned land of Wild Goose Marsh WMA 
toward where the wetland crosses into privately owned land 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 2 

Looking south near the northwest corner of Wild Goose Marsh WMA further into public land - . 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 3 
Looking north near the northwest corner of publically owned land of Wild Goose Marsh WMA toward 

the privately owned parts of the wetland 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 4 

Looking east near the northwest corner of the publically owned land of Wild Goose Marsh WMA along 
the north property line between the publically and privately owned land 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 5 
Looking southeast from Balsam Avenue at the northwest corner of Wild Goose Marsh WMA toward the 

publically-owned part of the wetland 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 6 

Looking northeast from Balsam Avenue at the northwest corner of Wild Goose Marsh WMA toward the 
privately-owned part of the wetland 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 7 
Looking northwest from 2901h Street toward the southeast corner of Wild Goose Marsh WMA 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 8 

Looking south-southeast near the southeast corner of Wild Goose Marsh WMA toward the field in 
Section 32, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 9 
Looking northeast from the intersection of Balsam Avenue and 290th Street toward the southwest 

corner of Wild Goose Marsh WMA 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 10 

Looking southwest from the intersection of Balsam Avenue and 29oth Street toward the field in Section 
31, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

~~~~~~~~~~~-

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 



River Edge Farms, LLC Appeal Documentation 
Cerro Gordo County: Planning and Zoning/Public Health 
September 27, 2016 

Figure 11 
Looking northwest from the intersection of Balsam Avenue and 290th Street toward the field in Section 

30, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 12 

Looking west from Balsam Avenue west of Wild Goose Marsh WMA toward the designated flood area, 
located north and east of the field in Section 30, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 13 
Looking north from 29oth Street toward where the designated flood area extends west from Balsam 

Avenue and meets the field in Section 30, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Kuhn Wildlife Area Photos 
Figure 1 

Looking at a stream in north part of Kuhn Wildlife Area, which flows through the northwest corner and 
north part of the critical public area 
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September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 2 

Looking at a large pond in the designated flood area in the eastern part of Kuhn Wildlife Area 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 3 
Looking at a pond near the west edge of Kuhn Wildlife Area in the designated flood area and near the 

field in Section 19, Grant Township on which manure will be applied 
'· 'r",I. , 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 4 

Looking at the west tree line in Kuhn Wildlife running adjacent to the field in Section 19, Grant 
Township, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 5 
Looking east along 310th Street and the field in Section 19, Grant Township, on which manure will be 

applied, toward the northwest corner of Kuhn Wildlife Area 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 6 

Looking south at the field in Section 19, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied, and the tree 
line at the northern edge of the designated flood area for the Winnebago River ------

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Field in Section 20, Grant Township, Area Photos 
Figure 1 

Looking north from 300th Street at the field in Section 20, Grant Township, which contains highly 
erodible land (HEL), on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 2 

Looking northwest from 300th Street at the southwest corner of the field in Section 20, Grant Township, 
which contains HEL, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 3 

Looking south along Balsam Avenue where the designated flood area from the Winnebago River crosses 
over the road toward the field with HEL in Section 20, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied 

September 14, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 4 

Looking south along Balsam Avenue where the designated flood area from the Winnebago River extends 
south (further north of Figure 3) 

September 14, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 5 
Looking northwest from Balsam Avenue where the designated flood area cuts to Balsam Avenue toward 

Kuhn Wildlife Area and the Winnebago River 

September 14, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 6 

Looking northwest from Balsam Avenue where the designated flood area cuts to Balsam Avenue toward 
Kuhn Wildlife Area and the Winnebago River 

September 14, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Confinement Site Photos 
Figure 1 

Looking north from 300th Street toward the confinement site 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 2 

Looking north from 300th Street toward the confinement site 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 3 
Looking west from 3001h Street toward the confinement site 

~~~~ .......... =-....,,..,,,......,,.,-=,.......--,....,......... 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 4 

Looking west-northwest from 3001h Street away from the confinement site as the grade goes downhill 
toward the field in Section 20, Grant Township, with highly erodible on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 5 
Looking northwest from 3001h Street away from the confinement site as the grade goes downhill toward 

the field in Section 20, Grant Township, which contain HEL, on which manure will be applied 

September 12, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Flooding Photos 
On the evening of Wednesday, September 21 through the morning of Friday, September 23, Cerro Gordo 

County experienced a significant rain event that caused flooding throughout the county. These photos 
show flooding in the areas of concern. 

Figures 1 & 2 
Looking southerly at flooding on the bridge crossing the Winnebago River on 310th Street and around a 

farmstead on the southeast corner of Balsam Avenue and 310th Street just west of the bridge 
- " - •:' 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 3 

Looking southeast at flooding in the designated flood area east of the bridge over the Winnebago River 
on 310th Street 

Figure 4 

Looking southeast at flooding in the designated flood area from the bridge over the Winnebago River on 
310th Street. A tributary originating just north of the field in Section 20, Grant Township, that contains 
the confinement site on which manure will be applied, feeds into the river southeast past the trees. 

r~~ , '· ,. 
' 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figures 5 

Looking north from the end of the bridge over the Winnebago River on Balsam Avenue toward the 
farmstead on the corner of Balsam Avenue and 3101h Street 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 6 

Looking east from north of the bridge on Balsam Avenue toward the flooding near the farmstead on the 
corner of Balsam Avenue and 3101h Street 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 7 
Looking at flooding of the small tributary of the Winnebago River in the north part of Kuhn Wildlife Area 

that comes from the northwest corner of the critical public area 
!\; ' ,-,,1,;,- "" '[ 

• I 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 8 

Looking east across the path from the flooding in Figure 7 as the small tributary of the Winnebago River 
__,_,,,~f,low~.over the path. Grass has been bent over from the running water. 
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Figure 9 
Looking west along the path that leads west in the north half of Kuhn Wildlife Area. Standing water is all 

along the path while grass has been bent over from running water. 
I 
\ 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 10 

Looking south along the path as it starts turning west in the south half of Kuhn Wildlife Area. This point 
was impassible due to the extent of the flooding. 
. . -r.~._....""""' ............... ...,....,.--~ .............. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 11 

Looking south along the east side of Balsam Avenue north of the bridge across the Winnebago River at 
the flooding in the southeast edge of Kuhn Wildlife Area 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 12 

Looking south at the flooding along the west side of Ba Isam Ave from the edge of the bridge over the 
Winnebago River across the road from Kuhn Wildlife Area 

~~ ~ • ' <!J· ~ . .. •• ' -::r;tml*l-'S~~ 
' ¥~:.'?, :! ~ y: ... :f. ] i" • 
. ' t.~' ~ 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 13 
Looking east from Balsam Avenue at the edge of the flooding along the north edge of the closest farm 

field to the Winnebago River. The small tributary originating north of the field in Section 20, Grant 
Township, in which contains the confinement site is along the tree line in the background. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 14 

Looking west from Balsam Avenue at the flooding at the southeast corner of the forested part of Kuhn 
Wildlife Area 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 15 
Looking west from Balsam Avenue at the southeast corner of the publically owned Kuhn Wildlife Area 

toward the standing water in the ditch and the field at the southern end of the critical public area 
d - ~ 

1i~· ~~-.a:i.;-a;;u 
September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 

Figure 16 

Looking northwest from Balsam Avenue toward where the designated flood area extends southeast 
from the Winnebago River. Grass has been over from runoff. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 17 
Looking north at the flooding along the designated flood area along the west side of Balsam Avenue. 

Grass has been bent over from runoff. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 18 
Looking north at standing water from 310th Street toward the southwest corner of the field in Section 

20, Grant Township, that contains HEL on which manure will be applied 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 19 
Looking east from Balsam Avenue at standing water in a grassy area toward the southwest part of the 

field in Section 20, Grant Township, that contains HEL on which manure will be applied. Grass has been 
bent over from runoff. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 20 

Looking southeast from further north on Balsam Avenue toward the southwest part of the field in 
Section 20, Grant Township, that contains HEL on which manure will be applied. Grass has been bent 

over from runoff. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 21 
Looking north from 3001h Street at standing water in the field in Section 20, Grant Township, that 

contains the confinement site on which manure will be applied. This is close to the west boundary near 
the field that contains HEL. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 22 

Looking northwest from 3001
h Street at standing water in the field in Section 20, Grant Township, that 

contains the confinement site ono which manure will be applied. The confinement site is in the 
background on the top, left side of the photo. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 23 

Looking east from Balsam Avenue at flooding in the designated flood area extending west from Wild 
Goose Marsh and north of the field in Section 30, Grant Township, on which manure will be applied. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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Figure 24 
Looking west from Balsam Avenue at flooding north of Figure 23 in the designated flood area extending 
west from Wild Goose Marsh and north of the field in Section 30, Grant Township, on which manure will 

be applied. 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
Figure 25 

Looking northeast from Balsam Avenue toward flooding in Wild Goose Marsh WMA east of the 
designated flood area that extends west 

September 23, 2016, J. Robbins 
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A publication posted on the CDC (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention) website: Understanding 

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations and Their Impact on Communities (National Association of 

Local Boards of Health) is a publication to help local boards of health understand their roles in 

developing ways to mitigate potential problems associated with CAFOs. 

The following information regarding public health, environmental impacts, and quality of life was 
obtained from the above mentioned document: 

• Groundwater can be contaminated by CAFOs through runoff from land application of manure, 
leaching from manure that has been improperly spread on land, or through leaks or breaks in 
storage or containment units. The EPA's 2000 National Water Quality Inventory found that 29 
states specifically identified animal feeding operations, not just concentrated animal feeding 
operations, as contributing to water quality impairment (Congressional Research Service, 2008). 

• Surface Water: The agriculture sector, including CAFOs, is the leading contributor of pollutants 
to lakes, rivers, and reservoirs. It has been found that states with high concentrations of CAFOs 
experience on average 20 to 30 serious water quality problems per year as a result of manure 
management problems {EPA, 2001). Soil erosion can contribute to water pollution, as some 
pollutants can bond to eroded soil and travel to watersheds (EPA, 2001). Contamination in 
surface water can cause nitrates and other nutrients to build up, hormones, and the presence of 
fecal bacteria or pathogens in surface water. 

• Air Quality: CAFOs also contribute to the reduction of air quality in areas surrounding industrial 
farms. Animal feeding operations produce several types of air emissions, including gaseous and 
particulate substances. The most typical pollutants found in air surrounding CAFOs are 
ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, methane, and particulate matter, all of which have varying human 
health risks. 

• Greenhouse Gas and Climate Change: Aside from the possibility of lowering air quality in the 
areas around them, CAFOs also emit greenhouse gases, and therefore contribute to climate 
change. While carbon dioxide is often considered the primary greenhouse gas of concern, 
manure emits methane and nitrous oxide which are 23 and 300 times more potent as 
greenhouse gases than carbon dioxide, respectively. The EPA attributes manure management as 
the fourth leading source of nitrous oxide emissions and the fifth leading source of methane 
emissions (EPA, 2009). 

• Odors: One of the most common complaints associated with CAFOs are the odors produced. 
The odors that CAFOs emit are a complex mixture of ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, and carbon 
dioxide, as well as volatile and semi-volatile organic compounds (Heederik et al., 2007). CAFO 
odors can cause severe lifestyle changes for individuals in the surrounding communities and can 
alter many daily activities. Mental health deterioration and an increased sensitization to smells 
can also result from living in close proximity to odors from CAFOs. Odor can cause negative 
mood states, such as tension, depression, or anger, and possibly neurophysciatric abnormalities, 
such as impaired balance or memory. People who live close to factory farms can develop CAFO
related post-traumatic stress disorder, including anxiety about declining quality of life (Donham 
et al., 2007). 

• Insect Vectors: CAFOs and their waste can be breeding grounds for insect vectors. Houseflies, 
stable flies, and mosquitoes are the most common insects associated with CAFOs. Since flies are 
attracted to and eat human food, there is a potential for spreading bacteria or pathogens to 
humans, including microbes that can cause dysentery and diarrhea (Bowman et al., 2000). 
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Residences closest to the feeding operations experience a much higher fly population than 
average homes. 

• Pathogens: Pathogens are parasites, bacterium, or viruses that are capable of causing disease 
or infection in animals or humans. The major source of pathogens from CAFOs is in animal 
manure. There are over 150 pathogens in manure that could impact human health. Many of 
these pathogens are concerning because they can cause severe diarrhea. Healthy people who 
are exposed to pathogens can generally recover quickly, but those who have weakened immune 
systems are at increased risk for severe illness or death. Those at higher risk include infants or 
young children, pregnant women, the elderly, and those who are immunosuppressed, HIV 
positive, or have had chemotherapy. This risk group now roughly compromises 20% of the U.S. 
population. When water is contaminated by pathogens, it can lead to widespread outbreaks of 
illness. Salmonellosis, cryptosporidiosis, and giardiasis can cause nausea, vomiting, fever, 
diarrhea, muscle pain, and death, among other symptoms. E.coli is another serious pathogen, 
and can be life-threatening for the young, elderly, and immunocompromised. It can cause 
bloody diarrhea and kidney failure. 

• Antibiotics: Antibiotics are commonly administered in animal feed in the United States. The 
more animals that are kept in close quarters, the more likely it is that infection or bacteria can 
spread among the animals. Seventy percent of all antibiotics and related drugs used in the U.S. 
each year are given to beef cattle, hogs, and chickens as feed additives. Nearly half of the 
antibiotics used are nearly identical to ones given to humans (Kaufman, 2000). There is strong 
evidence that the use of antibiotics in animal feed is contributing to an increase in antibiotic
resistant microbes and causing antibiotics to be less effective for humans (Kaufman, 2000). 

• Property Values: Most landowners fear that when CAFOs move into their community their 
property values will drop significantly. There is evidence that CAFOs do affect property values. 
The reasons for this are many: the fear of loss of amenities, the risk of air or water pollution, and 
the increased possibility of nuisances related to odors or insects. CAFOs are typically viewed as a 
negative externality that can't be solved or cured. The most certain fact regarding CAFOs and 
property values are that the closer a property is to a CAFO, the more likely it will be that the 
value of the property will drop. Decreases in property values can also cause property taxes to 
drop, which can place stress on local government budgets affecting the financial stability of a 

community. 



























Iowa Department of Natural Resources 
Environmental Protection Commission 

 
 

ITEM 12 DECISION 

 
TOPIC PROPOSED CONTESTED CASE DECISION –DUANE COVINGTON   

 

 
On May 29, 2015, the Department filed a petition with the Department of Inspections and 
Appeals seeking permanent revocation of Duane Covington’s Grade III water treatment 
certificate and Grade IV water distribution certificate.  An evidentiary hearing was held before an 
Administrative Law Judge on July 11-14, 2016.  The hearing was closed to the public, at Mr. 
Covington’s request.  On September 21, 2016, the Administrative Law Judge presiding over the 
hearing issued a Proposed Decision.  Due to Mr. Covington’s request for a closed hearing, the 
Proposed Decision is confidential until there is a final decision by the Commission.     
 
There has been no appeal of this Proposed Decision.  However, the 30 day appeal period has not 
expired.  Nevertheless, the Department has brought this Proposed Decision to the Commission 
pursuant to 567 Iowa Administrative Code (IAC) Chapter 7 (incorporating 561 IAC Chapter 7), 
which requires that a proposed decision be brought to the Commission within 30 days of its 
issuance.  In the absence of an appeal, the Commission may decide on its own motion to review 
the Proposed Decision.  If there is no review of this Proposed Decision, it automatically becomes 
the final decision of the Commission.  Should the Proposed Decision be appealed it will be 
brought to the Commission again for a hearing of that appeal.   
   
 

Edmund J. Tormey, Chief 
Legal Services Bureau 
 
October 6, 2015 
 



 

Iowa Department of Natural Resources 
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ITEM 13 DECISION 

 
TOPIC Notice of Intended Action: Regulatory Certainty Rules - Chapters 20, 21, 

22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, and 33 
 

 
The Department is requesting permission from the Commission to proceed with the rulemaking process 
and publish a Notice of Intended Action to amend Chapter 20, “Scope of Title—Definitions—Forms—
Rules of Practice,” Chapter 21, “Compliance,” Chapter 22 “Controlling Pollution,” Chapter 23, “Emission 
Standards for Contaminants,” Chapter 25, “Measurement of Emissions,” Chapter 26, “Prevention of Air 
Pollution Emergency Episodes,” Chapter 27, “Certificate of Acceptance,” Chapter 28, “Ambient Air 
Quality Standards,” Chapter 31 “Nonattainment Areas,” and Chapter 33, “Special Regulations and 
Construction Permit Requirements for Major Stationary Sources—Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
(PSD) of the 567 Iowa Administrative Code.   
 
Reason for Rulemaking  
The purpose of the proposed air quality rule changes is to: 
1) Rescind unnecessary rules and update other rules to provide regulatory certainty and flexibility. The 
proposed rules will implement a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan to accomplish the 
requirements of Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). 
 
2) Offer uniform rules by making changes that match federal regulations and eliminating inconsistency 
between federal and state rules. By adopting federal updates into state administrative rules, the 
Commission is ensuring that Iowa’s air quality rules are no more stringent than federal regulations. 
Additionally, the updates allow the Department, rather than the EPA, to be the primary agency to 
implement the air quality requirements in Iowa, thereby allowing the Department and its partners to 
provide compliance assistance and outreach to affected facilities. 
 
Summary of Proposed Rule Changes  
The proposed rule changes continue previous efforts in the Department’s rules review plan to identify 
rules that can be rescinded or amended because they are outdated or obsolete. The proposed changes 
improve rules for several air quality programs, including construction permits, Title V permits, Prevention 
of Significant Deterioration (PSD), air toxics standards, and testing and monitoring methods.  
 
The rule changes also include adoption of revisions to federal air toxics standards (also known as National 
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants or NESHAP) and new source performance standards 
(NSPS) that are not currently under reconsideration or litigation. These include changes affecting existing 
federal standards that are already adopted by reference, but that EPA has since amended. Adopting EPA’s 
amendments allows state rules to be consistent with federal regulations, and provides certainty to affected 
businesses and other interested stakeholders. Please see the attached table for the complete list of 
NESHAP and NSPS proposed for adoption. 
 
Stakeholder Involvement 
The Department prepared a draft rulemaking package and, on April 22, 2015, announced the opportunity 
for informal public input on the draft proposal. The Department announced the public input period 
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through the air quality list serve and posted the draft proposal on its air quality public input page 
(http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Air-Quality/Stakeholder-Involvement). Additionally, 
the Department discussed the draft proposal at the Air Quality Client Contact Meeting on May 14, 2015. 
The Department received one comment in favor of the draft rule changes. No adverse comments were 
received during this informal input period. 
 
Subsequently, EPA made federal rule changes that provided additional flexibility to regulated entities, and 
the Department revised the draft rulemaking to incorporate these updates. The Department announced an 
additional opportunity for public input on May 13, 2015. The Department received one comment from the 
Iowa Renewable Fuels Association in favor of the draft rule changes. No negative comments on the draft 
rules were received. The Department provided an update on the draft rulemaking at the Air Quality Client 
Contact Meeting on August 20, 2015. 
 
For the rest of calendar year 2015 and into 2016, the Department deferred further action on the draft 
rulemaking package because of other rulemaking and stakeholder priorities. In that time, EPA published 
additional changes to federal new source and air toxics standards. Further, the Department identified rules 
referencing three air toxics standards that could be rescinded. The Department has revised the proposed 
rulemaking to incorporate these updates, and has received stakeholder support for the additional updates.   
 
Public Comments and Public Hearing 
If the Commission approves the proposed rulemaking, the Department will hold a public hearing on 
Monday, December 12, 2016, at 1:00 p.m. at the DNR Air Quality Bureau office. The Department will 
accept written public comments until 4:30 p.m. on Monday, December 12, 2016. 
 
 
Christine Paulson, Environmental Specialist Senior 
Program Development Section, Air Quality Bureau 
Environment Services Division 
 
Memo date: October 13, 2016 
 

http://www.iowadnr.gov/Environmental-Protection/Air-Quality/Stakeholder-Involvement


 

 

NESHAP and NSPS 
Proposed for Adoption 

 
Types of Source(s)  
(New and Amended NESHAP 
and NSPS)  

Compliance Dates 
(Existing Sources) 

Fact Sheets  Federal Register and CFR Subparts 

Cement Production: 
Amended standards 

February 12, 2014 
September 9, 2015 
July 25, 2016 

Cement 2012-
2013 
 
Cement 2015 

FR February 12, 2013 
FR July 27, 2015  
FR September 11, 2015 
FR July 25, 2016 
40 CFR 63 LLL  
40 CFR 60 F 

Pesticide Active Ingredient: 
Amended Standards 

March 27, 2014 and 
March 27, 2017 

 FR March 27, 2014 
40 CFR 63 MMM   

Chromium Electroplating:  
Amended standards 

March 19, 2013 and 
September 19, 2014  

Chromium 
Electroplating  

FR September 19, 2012  
40 CFR 63 N  

Wood Furniture: 
Amended standards 

November 21, 2014  Wood 
Furniture  

FR November 21, 2011  
40 CFR 63 JJ  

Nitric Acid Plants: 
New and amended standards  

Upon start-up  Nitric Acid 
NSPS  

FR August 14, 2012 
40 CFR 60 Ga  

Pulp & Paper: 
Amended standards*  

September 7, 2015  FR September 11, 2012  
40 CFR 63 S 

Natural Gas Transmission and 
Storage: Amended standards 

October 15, 2015   FR August 16, 2012 
40 CFR 63 HHH 

Flexible Polyurethane Foam: 
Amended standards* 

August 15, 2014 and 
November 13, 2014 

 FR August 15, 2014  
40 CFR 63 III  

Amino/Phenolic Resins and 
Generic MACT: 
Amended standards* 

October 8, 2014, and 
October 9, 2017 

 FR October 8, 2014  
40 CFR 63 YY  
40 CFR 63 OOO  
 

Offsite Waste and Recovery 
Operations: 
Amended standards* 

March 18, 2015 – 
March 20, 2018 
(staggered dates for 
different 
requirements) 

 FR March 18, 2015  
40 CFR 63 DD  

Mineral Wool Production: 
Amended Standards* 

July 29, 2015 and 
July 30, 2018 
(staggered dates for 
different 
requirements) 

 FR July 29, 2015  
40 CFR 63 DDD  

Updates to Test Methods: 
Amended standards  

Per effective dates of 
the federal 
regulations. 

Fact Sheet: 
Stationary 
Source Audit 
Program  

FR September 13, 2010, FR February 
27, 2014 and FR April 2, 2014  

 
*Indicates that no facilities in Iowa are currently affected by this standard. Existing facilities that change their 
production lines or new facilities could become subject to this standard in the future. 

 

http://www.epa.gov/airquality/cement/pdfs/20121220_port_cement_fin_fs.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/airquality/cement/pdfs/20121220_port_cement_fin_fs.pdf
https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/cement/pdfs/cement_finalamend_fs07021.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2013-02-12/pdf/2012-31633.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2015-07-27/pdf/2015-16811.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2015-09-11/pdf/2015-22945.pdf
https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2016-07-25/pdf/2016-17293.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=15221320834c50d6ae0e75c07c5380ef&rgn=div6&view=text&node=40:12.0.1.1.1.8&idno=40
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=15221320834c50d6ae0e75c07c5380ef&rgn=div6&view=text&node=40:7.0.1.1.1.17&idno=40
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2014-03-27/pdf/2014-04305.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=7656e0a461e6c602cdd38615ad588c57&node=40:12.0.1.1.1.9&rgn=div6
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/oarpg/t3/fact_sheets/chrome_rtr_fin_fs_081512.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/oarpg/t3/fact_sheets/chrome_rtr_fin_fs_081512.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-09-19/pdf/2012-20642.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=15221320834c50d6ae0e75c07c5380ef&rgn=div6&view=text&node=40:10.0.1.1.1.14&idno=40#40:10.0.1.1.1.14.8.1
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t3/fact_sheets/20111104FurnitureShipsRTRfs.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t3/fact_sheets/20111104FurnitureShipsRTRfs.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2011-11-21/pdf/2011-29457.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=15221320834c50d6ae0e75c07c5380ef&rgn=div6&view=text&node=40:11.0.1.1.1.10&idno=40
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t1/fact_sheets/nsps_nitricacid_plants_fr_fs_051412.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t1/fact_sheets/nsps_nitricacid_plants_fr_fs_051412.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-08-14/pdf/2012-19691.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=15221320834c50d6ae0e75c07c5380ef&rgn=div6&view=text&node=40:7.0.1.1.1.19&idno=40
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-09-11/pdf/2012-20501.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?c=ecfr&SID=15221320834c50d6ae0e75c07c5380ef&rgn=div6&view=text&node=40:10.0.1.1.1.19&idno=40#40:10.0.1.1.1.19.8.1
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2012-08-16/pdf/2012-16806.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=af9c310995191bcce94cd42731c2565d&node=40:12.0.1.1.1.4&rgn=div6
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2014-08-15/pdf/2014-18734.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=f2f1f6f4698dc471f2c067727966a7e2&node=sp40.12.63.iii&rgn=div6
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2014-10-08/pdf/2014-23099.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=f2f1f6f4698dc471f2c067727966a7e2&node=sp40.11.63.yy&rgn=div6
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=f2f1f6f4698dc471f2c067727966a7e2&node=sp40.12.63.ooo&rgn=div6
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2015-03-18/pdf/2015-05463.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=11a7b67ab70d2fd462c4abff2bd905b3&node=sp40.11.63.dd&rgn=div6
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2015-07-29/pdf/2015-16643.pdf
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=5a20e49e1b3fbdd94673f4121788138a&mc=true&node=sp40.11.63.ddd&rgn=div6
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t3/fact_sheets/ssap_fr_fs_082610.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t3/fact_sheets/ssap_fr_fs_082610.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t3/fact_sheets/ssap_fr_fs_082610.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/ttn/caaa/t3/fact_sheets/ssap_fr_fs_082610.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2010-09-13/pdf/2010-21820.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2014-02-27/pdf/2014-02704.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2014-02-27/pdf/2014-02704.pdf
http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/FR-2014-04-02/pdf/2014-07238.pdf


 
 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COMMISSION [567] 

Notice of Intended Action 
 

Pursuant to the authority of Iowa Code section 455B.133, the Environmental Protection 

Commission (Commission) hereby gives Notice of Intended Action to amend Chapter 20, 

“Scope of Title—Definitions—Forms—Rules of Practice,” Chapter 21, “Compliance,” Chapter 

22 “Controlling Pollution,” Chapter 23, “Emission Standards for Contaminants,” Chapter 25, 

“Measurement of Emissions,” Chapter 26, “Prevention of Air Pollution Emergency Episodes,” 

Chapter 27, “Certificate of Acceptance,” Chapter 28, “Ambient Air Quality Standards,” Chapter 

31 “Nonattainment Areas,” and Chapter 33, “Special Regulations and Construction Permit 

Requirements for Major Stationary Sources—Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) of 

Air Quality,” of 567 Iowa Administrative Code. 

The purpose of the proposed rulemaking is to: 

1) Rescind unnecessary rules and update other rules to provide regulatory certainty and 

flexibility. The proposed rules will implement a portion of the Department of Natural Resources' 

(Department’s) 5-year rules review plan to accomplish the requirements of Iowa Code section 

17A.7(2).  

2) Offer uniform rules by making changes that match federal regulations and eliminate 

inconsistency between federal and state rules. By adopting federal updates into state 

administrative rules, the Commission is ensuring that Iowa’s air quality rules are no more 

stringent than federal regulations. Additionally, the updates allow the Department, rather than the 

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), to be the primary agency to implement 

the air quality requirements in Iowa, thereby allowing the Department and its partners to provide 

compliance assistance and outreach to affected facilities. 
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Item 1 amends the Title of Chapter 20 to shorten and correct the title so that it better 

describes what is included in the chapter. 

Item 2 amends rule 567—20.1(455B,17A) to update the summaries that describe each 

chapter of the air quality rules. The amendments proposed in Items 1 and 2 implement a portion 

of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan. 

Item 3 amends rule 567—20.2(455B), the definition of “EPA reference method” to adopt 

the most current EPA methods for measuring air pollutant emissions (stack testing and 

continuous monitoring). On September 13, 2010, February 27, 2014, and April 2, 2014, EPA 

revised the reference methods in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 51, 60, 61, 63 to 

eliminate outdated procedures, add alternative testing methods, and restructure the audit 

program. EPA’s changes to the audit program allow providers to supply audit samples and 

require facilities to obtain and use samples from either EPA or the accredited providers. On 

January 18, 2012, EPA also made administrative changes to the continuous monitoring methods 

in 40 CFR Part 75 for the Acid Rain program. Adopting EPA’s updates ensures that state 

reference methods match current federal reference methods and are not more stringent than the 

federal methods. Further, the alternative test methods and restructured audit program offer 

regulatory flexibility to affected facilities. The amendments in Items 10, 17, 19, 20, 21, 24, and 

25 are being proposed concurrently with this amendment to similarly reflect updates to EPA 

testing and monitoring methods as the methods apply to specific air quality programs.  

Item 4 rescinds subrule 21.1(4), which specifies the emissions inventory requirements for 

the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR). EPA rescinded the referenced federal CAIR requirements, 

so the provisions in subrule 21.1(4) are no longer necessary and can be removed. 
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Item 5 amends paragraph 22.1(1)“b” to remove the federal amendment date for the 

referenced federal regulation, and instead refer to the state rule in which the federal regulation is 

adopted by reference. The provisions of 40 CFR Part 63 are adopted by reference in Chapter 23 

(specifically, subrule 23.1(4)). This amendment implements a portion of the Department’s 5-year 

rules review plan by eliminating repetition of federal reference dates. 

Item 6 amends subparagraph 22.1(1)”c”(2) to adopt the two most recent changes made 

by EPA to the federal air quality control strategies for lead. EPA made changes to 40 CFR Part 

51, Subpart G, on November 12, 2008, and February 19, 2015. This amendment ensures that this 

subparagraph references all federal control requirements for lead nonattainment areas, and that 

state control strategy requirements are not more stringent than federal requirements. Iowa 

currently has one area of the state, in Council Bluffs, that is not meeting the air quality standards 

for lead and is a nonattainment area to which these control strategies apply. 

Item 7 amends subrule 22.1(2) to make updates to the exemptions from construction 

permitting, as described below. 

The introductory paragraph is updated to clarify that facilities applying for Plantwide 

Applicability Limitations (PALs), as specified in rule 567—33.9, are eligible to use the 

construction permitting exemptions.  

Paragraph 22.1(2)“b” is updated to revise the reference to federal regulations. EPA 

amended the specifications for burning used oil set forth in 40 CFR section 279.11 on July 14, 

2006, to correct typographical errors, spelling errors, and incorrect citations. EPA’s amendments 

did not create any new regulatory requirements. This update ensures that the exemption from 

construction permitting for equipment burning used oil references the current federal 

requirements. 
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Paragraph 22.1(2)“x” is updated to remove a misplaced comma. 

Paragraph 22.1(2)“ff” is updated to correct an error in a technical equation. 

Paragraph 22.1(2)“oo” is updated to revise the reference to federal regulations. On April 

30, 2010, EPA updated 40 CFR 1068.30 to clarify the definition of “engine.” This amendment 

ensures the exemption from construction permitting for non-road diesel engines references 

current federal regulations. 

Item 8 amends subrule 22.1(3) to reduce the number of copies of a construction permit 

application submitted to the Department. Except for projects subject to Prevention of Significant 

Deterioration (PSD) or nonattainment New Source Review (NSR), only one hard copy of the 

application (instead of two copies) needs to be submitted. For PSD or nonattainment NSR 

projects, the Department may request an additional hard copy or electronic copy. These changes 

reduce the regulatory burden on affected facilities and implement a portion of the Department’s 

5-year rules review plan. 

Item 9 amends paragraph 22.1(3)“b,” to replace the outdated form title, “Air 

Construction Permit Application” with the current instructions for submitting an application on 

forms available on  the Department’s website. This change fulfills a portion of the Department’s 

5-year rules review plan. 

Item 10 amends 567—22.100(455B) to update specific definitions applicable to the Title 

V Operating Permit program, as described below.  

The definition of “designated representative” is revised to update the reference to federal 

regulations to reflect administrative changes to 40 CFR Part 72.  
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The definition of “EPA reference method” is updated to adopt the most current federal 

reference methods for stack tests and continuous emissions monitoring, as described above for 

Item 3.  

The definition of “existing hazardous air pollutant source” is revised to remove federal 

amendment dates and add the cross references to the state rules in which the federal regulations 

are adopted by reference. The federal definitions applicable to this Title V definition are adopted 

by reference in subrules 23.1(3) and 23.1(4). 

The definition of “high –risk pollutant” is updated to remove the federal amendment date 

and to add the cross reference to the state rule (subrule 23.1(4)) in which the federal regulation is 

adopted by reference. 

The definition of “major source” in 22.100 is revised to reflect the March 6, 2015, 

changes EPA made to that definition as it applies in nonattainment areas. 

The updates in this amendment make certain that the state rules for the Title V program 

are consistent with federal requirements, and are no more stringent than federal requirements. 

Additionally, the amendment implements a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan 

by making clear which federal standards are already adopted into state rules, and by eliminating 

unnecessary federal reference dates. 

Item 11 amends the definition of “subject to regulation” to adopt the updated federal 

methods for estimating and reporting greenhouse gas emissions.  

Item 12 amends subrule 22.102(3) to update the Title V exemptions. Facilities affected 

by specific federal New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and National Emission Standards 

for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) are exempt from the Title V program if being subject to 



Notice of Intended Action - 6 
 

these standards is the only reason a facility would be required to obtain a Title V permit. This 

amendment specifies which NSPS and NESHAP are adopted by reference in Chapter 23, as 

explained in Items 19, 20, and 21. The changes made in this amendment ensure that the Title V 

exemptions are up-to-date and include all exempt equipment and processes.  

Item 13 amends subrule 22.103(1) to adopt the October 6, 2009, changes that EPA made 

to 40 CFR section 70.5. Making this change ensures that state rules for Title V insignificant 

activities include up-to-date references to federal regulations. 

Item 14 amends paragraph 22.103(2)“b” to add indirect cooling to the description of fuel 

burning equipment that may be classified as an insignificant activity for the Title V program. 

This update provides regulatory relief for Title V facilities with indirect cooling devices. 

Additionally, this amendment updates the reference to federal regulations for burning used oil, as 

explained above for Item 7. These changes also achieve consistency in the air quality rules by 

making the requirements for this Title V insignificant activity identical to the construction 

permitting exemption for the same equipment. 

Item 15 amends rule 567—22.105(455B) to update the mailing address for the EPA 

Region VII offices and to provide regulatory relief to facilities submitting a Title V application 

that have previously submitted an annual emissions inventory.  

Currently, all facilities submitting a Title V initial application or renewal application 

must also submit all of the emissions inventory forms and calculations. Many times, however, 

the facility has already submitted this information with the annual emissions inventory, which is 

typically due before the Title V application. The amendment allows the Department to notify a 

facility that if the required emissions inventory information has already been submitted, the 

facility does not need to provide the same information with the Title V application.  
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These two changes will eliminate redundant information, reduce the regulatory burden on 

affected facilities and implement a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan. 

Item 16 amends subparagraph 22.108(17)“a”(2) to update the reference to federal 

regulations in 40 CFR section 70.4. The amendment ensures the state Title V provisions 

reference the most current federal regulations. 

Item 17 amends rule 567—22.120(455B) to update definitions applicable to 40 CFR 

Parts 72, 75, and 78 to ensure that state rules for the Acid Rain program reference the most 

current federal regulations. 

Item 18 amends subrule 22.128(4) to reduce the number of submittals required for the 

Acid Rain program to two copies of the application. This change reduces the regulatory burden 

for affected facilities and implements a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan. 

New Source Performance Standards and Air Toxics Standards (Items 19, 20, and 21) 

The U.S. Clean Air Act (CAA) obligates the EPA to issue standards to control air 

pollution. Two categories of standards, the New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and 

National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP), set standards and 

deadlines for industrial, commercial or institutional facilities to meet uniform standards for 

equipment operation and air pollutant emissions.  

NESHAP regulations differ depending on whether a facility is a “major source” or an 

“area source.” Major sources are typically larger facilities and have potential emissions of 10 

tons or more per year of any single hazardous air pollutant (also known as “HAP” or “air 

toxics”) or 25 tons or more of any combination of HAPs. Area sources have potential air toxics 

emissions at less than the major source thresholds. Although area sources generally emit less air 
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toxics than major sources, area sources are more numerous and may collectively cause adverse 

impacts to public health. 

Because the NSPS and NESHAP proposed for adoption are federal regulations, affected 

sources are subject to the federal requirements regardless of whether the Commission adopts the 

standards into state rules. However, the CAA allows a state or local agency to implement NSPS 

and NESHAP as a “delegated authority.” Upon state adoption, the Department becomes the 

delegated authority for the specific NSPS or NESHAP, and is the primary implementation 

agency in Iowa. Two local air agencies, Polk County and Linn County, implement these 

standards within their counties. Iowa’s rules, including all compliance deadlines, are identical to 

the federal NSPS and NESHAP as of a specific date.  

Stakeholders affected by NSPS and NESHAP typically prefer for the Department, rather 

than EPA, to be the primary implementation authority. Upon adoption of the new and amended 

NSPS and NESHAP, the Department will work with affected facilities to provide compliance 

assistance, as needed. Additionally, affected area sources that are small businesses are eligible 

for free assistance from the Iowa Air Emissions Assistance Program through the University of 

Northern Iowa. 

NSPS Amendments  

Item 19 amends subrule 23.1(2) to adopt new and revised NSPS, as described below.  

The text in parentheses in each section heading below indicates the applicable subpart(s) 

in 40 CFR Part 60 and the corresponding paragraph(s) in subrule 23.1(2). 
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Fossil Fuel-Fired Steam Generators (Subpart D, paragraph “a”)  

These changes make clear that recent EPA revisions to the standards for fossil fuel-fired 

steam generators are not adopted into state rules. EPA finalized amendments to the NSPS in 

conjunction with finalizing NESHAP standards commonly known as the Mercury Air Toxics 

Standards (MATs). Because of active EPA reconsiderations and current litigation affecting the 

MATS and the NSPS amendments, the NSPS amendments that EPA finalized on and after 

February 16, 2012, are not proposed for adoption in this rulemaking. Rather, only the federal 

amendments as published through January 20, 2011, are adopted (these are the NSPS 

amendments currently adopted in paragraph 23.1(2)“a”). The same changes are made for other, 

similar NSPS affecting fossil-fuel fired units, as described below. 

Portland Cement Plants (Subpart F; paragraph “c”) 

The amendment will adopt the revisions to the NSPS that EPA published on September 

11, 2015, July 27, 2015, and February 12, 2013, that resolve litigation and reconsiderations of 

the NSPS amendments that EPA issued in 2010. The revisions apply only to sources that 

commenced construction, reconstruction or modification after May 6, 2009.  Because the 2015 

changes to the Portland Cement NSPS are the most recent changes of all the NSPS amendments 

being proposed for adoption in subrule 23.1(2), September 11, 2015, is the overall NSPS 

amendment date indicated in the introductory paragraph of subrule 23.1(2).  

Existing Nitric Acid Plants (Subpart G; paragraph “d”) 

The amendment specifies that Subpart G now applies only to nitric acid production units 

that commenced construction, reconstruction, or modification after August 17, 1971, and on or 

before October 14, 2011. Any facility that commenced construction, reconstruction, or 

modification after October 14, 2011, is subject to Subpart Ga, as noted for the description of 
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paragraph “bbbb” below. 

Hot Mix Asphalt Plants (Subpart I; paragraph “f”) 

The Commission is revising outdated and incomplete descriptions of the NSPS for hot 

mix asphalt plants. EPA did not make any changes to the NSPS. However, modernizing the 

descriptions of the NSPS provides clarity to regulated entities and the public, and assists in 

implementing the Department’s 5-year rules review plan. 

Electric Utility Steam Generating Units (Subpart Da, paragraph “z”) 

Because of active EPA reconsiderations and current litigation as described above for 

paragraph “a,” the NSPS amendments that EPA finalized on and after February 16, 2012, are not 

proposed for adoption in this rulemaking. Rather, only the federal amendments as published 

through January 20, 2011, are adopted. 

Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units (Subpart Db, paragraph 

“ccc”) 

Because of active EPA reconsiderations and current litigation as described above for 

paragraph “a,” the NSPS amendments that EPA finalized on and after February 16, 2012, are not 

proposed for adoption in this rulemaking. Rather, only the federal amendments as published 

through January 20, 2011, are adopted. 

Small Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units (Subpart Dc, 

paragraph “lll”) 

Because of active EPA reconsiderations and current litigation as described above for 

paragraph “a,” the NSPS amendments that EPA finalized on and after February 16, 2012, are not 

proposed for adoption in this rulemaking. Rather, only the federal amendments as published 

through January 20, 2011, are adopted. 
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Commercial and Industrial Solid Waste Incinerators (Subpart CCCC; paragraph “vvv”) 

This paragraph is being updated to make clear that recent EPA amendments to the NSPS 

for commercial and industrial solid waste incinerators (CISWI) are not adopted. EPA revised the 

NSPS in 2011 and again in 2013, but the EPA amendments are under active EPA reconsideration 

and current litigation. The changes specify that only the federal amendments as published 

through December 1, 2000, are adopted (these are the NSPS amendments currently adopted in 

paragraph 23.1(2)“vvv”). 

New Nitric Acid Plants (Subpart Ga; paragraph  “bbbb”) 

On August 14, 2012, EPA published the NSPS for new, reconstructed, and modified 

nitric acid plants. Adoption of this standard would allow the Department to provide additional 

regulatory assistance to fertilizer plants permitted for construction or modification after October 

14, 2011. 

Test Methods (Amendments throughout Part 60) 

The amendment adopts the changes EPA made to the NSPS test methods, as explained in 

the description above for Item 3.  

NESHAP Amendments  

Item 20 amends subrule 23.1(3) to adopt revisions to the NESHAP standards in 40 CFR 

Part 61 for EPA’s updates to test methods, as explained above for Item 3. 

Item 21 amends subrule 23.1(4) to adopt federal amendments to the NESHAP for source 

categories, as described below.  

The text in parentheses in each section heading below indicates the applicable subpart(s) 

in 40 CFR Part 63 and the corresponding paragraph(s) in subrule 23.1(4).) With the exceptions 

of the amendments described below for paragraphs “bl” and “cz,” the amendments to the other 
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NESHAP are adopted through updating the overall NESHAP amendment date in the 

introductory paragraph of rule 23.1(4). (The paragraphs themselves are not being revised). This 

amendment also rescinds the adoption of a NESHAP affecting petroleum refineries, and removes 

outdated references to two NESHAP affecting brick and structural clay manufacturing and clay 

ceramics manufacturing, as explained below. 

Chromium Electroplating (Subpart N; paragraph “n”) 

The amendment adopts revisions to the NESHAP for chromium electroplating facilities 

that EPA published on September 19, 2012. The NESHAP affects both major and area sources. 

EPA’s updates establish new work practice and emission standards that will lower chromium 

emissions from some facilities and equipment.  

Facilities were required to comply with the work practice standards specified in the 

NESHAP by March 19, 2013. Facilities subject to new emissions or control requirements were 

required to comply with the new provisions by September 19, 2014. The Department estimates 

eleven existing facilities are subject to this NESHAP.  

Pulp and Paper Industry (Subpart S; paragraph “s”) 

The amendment adopts EPA’s revisions to the Pulp and Paper NESHAP that were 

published on September 11, 2012. At this time, no facilities in Iowa are affected by this 

NESHAP. However, the Department is aware of one facility that could become subject to the 

standards in the future, should the facility expand or make changes to its production process. 

Offsite Waste and Recovery Operations (Subpart DD; paragraph “ad”) 

The amendment adopts changes to the standards for Offsite Waste and Recovery 

Operations published on March 18, 2015. At this time, no facilities in Iowa are affected by this 

NESHAP. Existing facilities that change their production lines or new facilities could become 
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subject to this NESHAP in the future. 

Wood Furniture Manufacturing (Subpart JJ; paragraph “aj”) 

The amendment adopts changes to the standards for wood furniture manufacturing 

published on November 21, 2011. This NESHAP affects only major sources. EPA’s revisions 

establish a work practice limit to reduce formaldehyde emissions from affected facilities. 

Facilities were required to comply with the new requirements by November 21, 2014. The 

Department estimates that nine existing facilities are currently subject to the NESHAP.  

Generic MACT (Subpart YY; paragraph “ay”) 

The amendment adopts EPA’s recent changes to the “Generic MACT” standards, 

published on October 8, 2014. EPA developed the Generic MACT in 1999 as a consolidated rule 

for source categories consisting of five or fewer major sources. Through the Generic MACT, 

EPA sets the Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT) for the specific source 

categories by referring to previously finalized MACT for similar sources in other categories. 

EPA’s stated goal in the Generic MACT is to promote regulatory consistency and predictability. 

Currently, one facility in Iowa is affected by the Generic MACT. EPA’s recent revisions, 

however, do not apply to this facility. 

Mineral Wool Production (Subpart DDD; paragraph “bd”) 

The amendment adopts changes to the standards for Mineral Wood Production published 

on July 29, 2015. This standard affects only major facilities. At this time, no facilities in Iowa are 

affected by this NESHAP. Existing facilities that change their production lines or new facilities 

could become subject to this NESHAP in the future. 

Natural Gas Transmission and Storage (Subpart HHH; paragraph “bh”) 

The amendment adopts EPA’s August 16, 2012, updates to the standards for natural gas 



Notice of Intended Action - 14 
 

transmission and storage. Facilities were required to comply with the new requirements by 

October 15, 2015. One facility has notified the Department that the facility is subject to the new 

NESHAP requirements.  

Flexible Polyurethane Foam Production (Subpart III; paragraph “bi”) 

This update adopts the August 15, 2014, amendments to the standards for Flexible 

Polyurethane Foam Production. These standards apply only to major sources. New facilities, or 

the existing facilities in Iowa that change their production lines, could become subject to this 

NESHAP in the future. 

Portland Cement Plants (Subpart LLL; paragraph “bl”) 

The amendment will adopt the revisions to the NESHAP that EPA published on July 25, 

2016, September 11, 2015, July 27, 2015, and February 12, 2013, which resolve litigation and 

reconsiderations of the NESHAP that EPA issued in 2010. Because the 2016 revisions to the 

Portland Cement NESHAP are the most recent changes of all the NESHAP amendments being 

proposed for adoption in subrule 23.1(4), July 25, 2016, is the overall NESHAP amendment date 

indicated in the introductory paragraph of subrule 23.1(4).  

EPA’s amendments establish emission limits and monitoring methods for emissions of 

particulate matter, mercury, and air toxics from kilns. The amendments also establish work 

practices to reduce particulate emissions from open clinker storage piles. Additionally, EPA 

provides a temporary compliance alternative and extends the compliance date for affected 

facilities to meet the emission standards for kilns. 

One facility has notified the Department that it is subject to NESHAP. One facility has 

notified the Department that it is not subject to the NESHAP requirements for kilns, but the 

facility is affected by the NESHAP requirements for clinker storage piles and other, non-kiln 
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related requirements. 

The amendments to Subpart LLL are adopted through updating the overall NESHAP 

amendment date in the introductory paragraph of rule 23.1(4). The revision to paragraph “bl” 

removes the older amendment date that is now obsolete with the adoption of the current 

NESHAP amendments. 

Pesticide Active Ingredient Production (Subpart MMM; paragraph “bm”) 

This revision adopts EPA’s amendments to the standards for pesticide active ingredient 

production, published on March 27, 2014. This NESHAP affects only major sources. The 

updated NESHAP required compliance with some new requirements starting on March 27, 2014, 

and requires compliance with other new requirements by March 27, 2017. One facility has 

notified the Department that the facility is subject to the NESHAP. 

Manufacture of Amino/Phenolic Resins (Subpart OOO; paragraph “bo”) 

This amendment adopts EPA’s October 8, 2014, updates to the standards for Manufacture 

of Amino/Phenolic Resins. This NESHAP applies only to major sources. New facilities, or the 

existing facilities in Iowa that change their production lines, could become subject to this 

NESHAP in the future. 

Petroleum Refineries: Catalytic Cracking Units, Catalytic Reforming Units, and Sulfur 

Recovery Units (Subpart UUU, paragraph “bu”) 

The Department identified that this previously adopted NESHAP does not affect any 

facilities in Iowa, and is unlikely to affect any Iowa facilities in the future. The Commission is 

proposing to rescind the paragraph that adopts by reference this NESHAP. The rescission 

accomplishes the Department’s goal of eliminating obsolete rules and meets the requirements in 

Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). If an affected facility should plan to locate in Iowa, the Department 
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will evaluate whether to request adoption of the standards at that time. Removing the 

unnecessary provisions makes the rules more accessible and understandable for regulated entities 

and the public. 

Emission Standards for Stationary Reciprocating Internal Combustion Engines (RICE 

NESHAP) (Subpart ZZZZ, paragraph “cz”) 

The Commission previously adopted the RICE NESHAP amendments that EPA finalized 

on January 30, 2013 (see ARC 1014C, IAB 9/18/13). Paragraph “cz” is now being amended to 

remove the January 30, 2013, amendment date that is no longer needed because the introductory 

paragraph for subrule 23.1(4) now accurately reflects the current amendment date for all 

NESHAP adopted by reference in subrule 23.1(4), including the RICE NESHAP.  

Brick and Structural Clay Products Manufacturing (Subpart JJJJJ; paragraph “dj”) 

This amendment rescinds an obsolete reference to the NESHAP for brick and structural 

clay manufacturing. The Commission had previously adopted the NESHAP. However, the 

NESHAP was subsequently vacated by the United States Court of Appeals for the District of 

Columbia Circuit (D.C. Circuit Court). The Commission consequently rescinded adoption by 

reference of the NESHAP, but retained the NESHAP description with a notation explaining the 

vacatur and rescission.  

EPA finalized a new NESHAP on September 24, 2015, to replace the vacated standards. 

The new NESHAP will become effective 60 days after publication. At such time as the new 

federal standards are published and in effect, the Commission will consider whether to include 

adoption of the new standards in a future rulemaking.  

The rule text noting the rescission of the previous NESHAP is being removed because the 

reference is outdated, and could cause confusion now that EPA has issued a new NESHAP. 
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Clay Ceramics Manufacturing (Subpart KKKKK; paragraph “dk”) 

This amendment rescinds an obsolete reference to the NESHAP for clay ceramics 

manufacturing. The Commission had previously adopted the NESHAP. However, the NESHAP 

was subsequently vacated by the D.C. Circuit Court concurrently with vacating the NESHAP for 

brick and structural clay manufacturing. The Commission did not rescind adoption of the 

NESHAP for clay ceramics manufacturing at that time because the NESHAP did not affect any 

Iowa facilities, and was unlikely to affect any Iowa facilities in the future. 

EPA finalized a new NESHAP on September 24, 2015, to replace the vacated standards. 

The new NESHAP will become effective 60 days after publication. At such time as the new 

federal standards are published and in effect, the Commission will consider whether to include 

adoption of the new standards in a future rulemaking.  

The rule adopting the previous, vacated NESHAP is being rescinded because the rule is 

outdated, and could cause confusion now that EPA has issued a new NESHAP. 

Test Methods (Amendments throughout Part 63) 

The amendment also adopts the changes EPA made to the NESHAP test methods, as 

explained in the description above for Item 3. 

Item 22 amends subparagraph 23.1(5)“a”(3) to correct an error in the emission guidelines 

for municipal solid waste landfills. This update clarifies that landfills must meet both the size and 

weight requirements indicated in the subparagraph, rather than only one of these requirements, to 

be subject to the emission guidelines. The amendment makes the requirements consistent with 

the regulatory flexibility specified elsewhere in the emission guidelines.  

Item 23 amends subrule 23.3(1) to clarify that facility operations subject to performance 

standards under subrule 23.1(2) (NSPS) are not also subject to the emission standards specified 
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in rule 567—23.3(455B). 

Item 24 amends subrule 25.1(9) to adopt the revised federal methods for emissions 

testing and monitoring as described above for Item 3. The updates will make certain that only 

current federal test methods are used to demonstrate compliance with permit conditions, and that 

required test methods are no more stringent than federal methods.  

Item 25 amends rule 567—25.2(455B) to adopt federal updates for monitoring methods 

under the Acid Rain program, as noted above for Item 3. This update ensures that state air 

quality rules for testing and monitoring are consistent and match federal regulations.  

Item 26 amends subrule 26.2(2) to reflect the current federal levels and terminology for 

air pollution emergency episodes for ozone and particulate matter to be used in making 

determinations for the declaration of an emergency episode condition.  

Item 27 amends rule 567—27.1(455B) to correct a reference to the Iowa Code from 

section 455B.145 to 455B.139.  

Item 28 amends paragraph 27.3(4)“c,” to revise the variance procedures for local 

programs to be consistent with the Department’s variance procedures and rules specified in 

Chapter 21. This change provides regulatory certainty for affected facilities and additional 

flexibility for approved local air quality programs. 

Item 29 amends rule 567—28.1(455B) to adopt by reference EPA’s revisions to the 

NAAQS for fine particulate matter (PM2.5). On January 15, 2013, EPA published amendments to 

the primary (health-based) annual PM2.5 standard by lowering the level from 15.0 micrograms 

per cubic meter (mg/m3) to 12.0 mg/m3 to provide increased protection against health effects 

associated with long-term exposures. The Department has determined that no other changes to 

air quality rules are needed to implement the revised NAAQS for PM2.5. 



Notice of Intended Action - 19 
 

Item 30 rescinds and reserves rule 567—31.2(455B) to remove the adoption by reference 

of federal “general conformity” requirements specified in 40 CFR 93 Subpart B. The general 

conformity provisions require federal agencies to meet criteria for federal actions conducted in 

nonattainment areas. Previous to 2005, the CAA required states to include general conformity 

requirements in any State Implementation Plan (SIP) submitted for a nonattainment area. The 

CAA was revised in 2005 to eliminate this requirement, and EPA subsequently updated 

regulations in 40 CFR section 51.851 to make a general conformity SIP optional for states. The 

federal general conformity requirements in 40 CFR Part 93 continue to apply to federal agencies 

without the need for identical state rules or SIPs. Consistent with the Department’s 5-year rules 

review plan, Iowa’s general conformity provisions are no longer necessary and can be rescinded.   

Item 31 amends rule 567—33.1(455B) to reflect EPA’s revisions to the PSD program. 

The specific revisions are adopted in Items 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37 are described below. 

Item 32 amends subrule 33.3(1) by defining “subject to regulation” in the same manner 

as described above for Item 11 to adopt the updated federal methods for estimating and reporting 

greenhouse gas emissions.  

Item 33 revises the definition of “subject to regulation” in subrule 33.3(1) to remove 

thresholds related to greenhouse gases. The revision is identical to the changes EPA made to 

federal PSD regulations on August 19, 2015. 

Item 34 amends subrule 33.3(9) to adopt by reference EPA’s revision to 40 CFR 

52.21(i). On December 9, 2013, EPA rescinded the Significant Monitoring Concentration for 

PM2.5. On March 6, 2015, EPA added provisions explaining that areas designated as 

nonattainment for a NAAQS, and for which the NAAQS have since been revoked, are not 

considered to be current nonattainment areas. Specific PSD requirements may apply to facilities 
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in those areas. This amendment will make certain that the state PSD requirements are identical to 

current federal regulations and are not more stringent than federal regulations. 

Item 35 amends subrule 33.3(11) to adopt EPA’s updates to 40 CFR 52.21(k), published 

on December 9, 2013, to remove the Significant Impact Levels for PM2.5. This change ensures 

that state PSD provisions match federal regulations. 

Item 36 amends subrule 33.3(20) by correcting the table that lists the federal significance 

levels for PSD major source or major modification to remove the inaccurate title, “Significant 

Impact Levels (SILs).” This change should improve clarity for regulated facilities referring to 

these provisions. 

Item 37 amends subrule 33.3(22) to allow for rescission of PSD permits that are no 

longer required for a source classified as major for PSD solely because of the source’s 

greenhouse gas emissions, or for a source emitting major levels of other pollutants that 

underwent a modification resulting in an increase of only greenhouse gas emissions above the 

levels specified for a major modification. This update matches changes EPA made to the federal 

PSD regulations in 40 CFR 52.21(w), published on May 7, 2015. 

Anyone may make written suggestions or comments on the proposed rule changes on or 

before December 12, 2016. Please direct written comments to Christine Paulson, Department of 

Natural Resources, Air Quality Bureau, 7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1, Windsor Heights, Iowa, 

50324, fax (515) 725-9501, or by E-mail to christine.paulson@dnr.iowa.gov. 

A public hearing will be held on Monday, December 12, 2016, at 1:00 p.m. in the 

conference rooms at the Department’s Air Quality Bureau office located at 7900 Hickman Road, 

Windsor Heights, Iowa. All comments must be received no later than 4:30 p.m. on Monday, 

December 12, 2016. 

mailto:christine.paulson@dnr.iowa.gov
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Any person who intends to attend the public hearing and has special requirements such as 

those related to hearing or mobility impairments should contact Christine Paulson at (515) 725-

9510, or by E-mail at christine.paulson@dnr.iowa.gov to advise of any specific needs. 

Jobs Impact Statement 

The following is a summary of the jobs impact statement. The complete jobs impact 

statement is available from the Department upon request. 

After analysis and review, the Commission has determined that the amendments 

proposed in Items 1 through 18 and Items 22 through 37 will have no impact on private sector 

jobs, or will have a positive impact on private sector jobs. These amendments rescind 

unnecessary rules, update other rules, and streamline the rules to provide regulatory certainty 

and, in some cases, regulatory relief. These amendments also implement a portion of the 

Department’s 5-year rules review plan as required under Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). 

Additionally, most of these amendments make changes that match federal regulations and 

eliminate inconsistency between federal and state rules. By adopting federal updates into state 

rules, the Commission is ensuring that Iowa’s air quality rules are no more stringent than federal 

regulations.  

For the amendments proposed for Items 19, 20, and 21 (adoption of new and amended 

NSPS and NESHAP), the Commission has determined that jobs could be impacted. However, 

the proposed amendments are only implementing federally mandated regulations. The 

amendments are identical to the federal regulations and would not impose any regulations on 

Iowa businesses not already required by federal law. In some cases, the revised federal standards 

proposed for adoption provide more flexibility and potential cost savings for affected businesses, 

offering a positive impact on private sector jobs. Further, the proposed amendments allow the 

mailto:christine.paulson@dnr.iowa.gov
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Department rather than EPA to be the primary agency to implement the standards in Iowa, 

thereby allowing the Department and its partners to provide compliance assistance to affected 

facilities. The amendment in Item 21 also rescinds adoption of two NESHAP and removes an 

obsolete reference to one NESHAP. Eliminating unnecessary rules implements a portion of the 

Department’s 5-year rules review plan as required under Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). 

These amendments are intended to implement Iowa Code sections 455B.133, 455B.139, 

455B.145. 

 

The following amendments are proposed.  

ITEM 1.  Amend the title of 567—Chapter 20 as follows: 

CHAPTER 20 

SCOPE OF TITLE—DEFINITIONS—FORMS—RULES OF PRACTICE 
[Prior to 12/3/86, Water, Air and Waste Management [900]] 

 

ITEM 2.  Amend rule 567—20.1(455B, 17A) as follows:  

567—20.1(455B,17A) Scope of title. The department has jurisdiction over the atmosphere of the 

state to prevent, abate and control air pollution, by establishing standards for air quality and by 

regulating potential sources of air pollution through a system of general rules or specific permits. 

The construction and operation of any new or existing stationary source which emits or may emit 

any air pollutant requires a specific permit from the department, unless exempted by the 

department. 

This chapter provides general definitions applicable to this title and rules of practice, 

including forms, applicable to the public in the department’s administration of the subject matter 

of this title. 
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Chapter 21 contains the provisions requiring compliance schedules, allowing for 

variances, and setting forth the emission reduction program. Chapter 22 contains the standards 

and procedures for the permitting of emission sources. Chapter 23 contains the air emission 

standards for contaminants. Chapter 24 provides for the reporting of excess emissions and the 

equipment maintenance and repair requirements. Chapter 25 contains the testing and sampling 

requirements for new and existing sources. Chapter 26 identifies air pollution emergency 

episodes and the preplanned abatement strategies. Chapter 27 sets forth the conditions political 

subdivisions must meet in order to secure acceptance of a local air pollution control program. 

Chapter 28 identifies the state ambient air quality standards. Chapter 29 sets forth the 

qualifications for an observer for reading visible emissions. Chapter 30 sets forth requirements to 

pay fees for specified activities. Chapter 31 contains the conformity of general federal actions to 

the Iowa state implementation plan or federal implementation plan and requirements for areas 

designated nonattainment rules for the nonattainment major new source review (NSR) program 

and general conformity. Chapter 32 specifies requirements for conducting the animal feeding 

operations field study. Chapter 33 contains special regulations and construction permit 

requirements for major stationary sources and includes the requirements for prevention of 

significant deterioration (PSD). Chapter 34 contains provisions for air quality emissions trading 

programs. Chapter 35 specifies the requirements for the department to provide financial 

assistance to eligible applicants for the purpose of reducing air pollution emissions. 

All dates specified in reference to the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) are the dates of 

publication of the last amendments to the portion of the CFR being cited. 

 

ITEM 3. Amend rule 567—20.2(455B), definition of “EPA reference method,” as 
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follows: 

“EPA reference method” means the following methods used for performance tests and 

continuous monitoring systems: 

1.  Performance test (stack test). A stack test shall be conducted according to EPA 

reference methods specified in 40 CFR 51, Appendix M (as amended through December 21, 

2010April 2, 2014); 40 CFR 60, Appendix A (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 

27, 2014); 40 CFR 61, Appendix B (as amended through October 17, 2000 February 27, 2014); 

and 40 CFR 63, Appendix A (as amended through August 20, 2010 February 27, 2014). 

2.  Continuous monitoring systems. Minimum performance specifications and quality 

assurance procedures for performance evaluations of continuous monitoring systems are as 

specified in 40 CFR 60, Appendix B (as amended through September 9, 2010February 27, 

2014); 40 CFR 60, Appendix F (as amended through September 9, 2010February 27, 2014); 40 

CFR 75, Appendix A (as amended through March 28, 2011 January 18, 2012); 40 CFR 75, 

Appendix B (as amended through March 28, 2011); and 40 CFR 75, Appendix F (as amended 

through March 28, 2011 January 18, 2012). 

 

ITEM 4.  Rescind and reserve subrule 21.1(4). 

 

ITEM 5.  Amend paragraph 22.1(1)“b” as follows: 

b.  New or reconstructed major sources of hazardous air pollutants. No person shall 

construct or reconstruct a major source of hazardous air pollutants, as defined in 40 CFR 63.2 

and 40 CFR 63.41 as amended through April 22, 2004 as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 

23.1(4), unless a construction permit has been obtained from the department, which requires 



Notice of Intended Action - 25 
 

maximum achievable control technology for new sources to be applied. The permit shall be 

obtained prior to the initiation of construction or reconstruction of the major source. 

 

ITEM 6.  Amend subparagraph 22.1(1)“c”(2) as follows: 

(2)  The applicant must cease construction if the department’s evaluation demonstrates 

that the construction, reconstruction or modification of the source will interfere with the 

attainment or maintenance of the national ambient air quality standards or will result in a 

violation of a control strategy required by 40 CFR Part 51, Subpart G, as amended through 

August 12, 1996February 19, 2015. 

 

ITEM 7.  Amend subrule 22.1(2), as follows: 

22.1(2) Exemptions. The requirement to obtain a permit in subrule 22.1(1) is not required 

for the equipment, control equipment, and processes listed in this subrule. The permitting 

exemptions in this subrule do not relieve the owner or operator of any source from any obligation 

to comply with any other applicable requirements. Equipment, control equipment, or processes 

subject to rule 567—22.4(455B) and 567—Chapter 33 (except rule 567—33.9), prevention of 

significant deterioration requirements, or rule 567—22.5(455B) or 567—31.3(455B), 

requirements for nonattainment areas, may not use the exemptions from construction permitting 

listed in this subrule. Equipment, control equipment, or processes subject to 567—subrule 

23.1(2), new source performance standards (40 CFR Part 60 NSPS); 567—subrule 23.1(3), 

emission standards for hazardous air pollutants (40 CFR Part 61 NESHAP); 567—subrule 

23.1(4), emission standards for hazardous air pollutants for source categories (40 CFR Part 63 

NESHAP); or 567—subrule 23.1(5), emission guidelines, may still use the exemptions from 
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construction permitting listed in this subrule provided that a permit is not needed to create 

federally enforceable limits that restrict potential to emit. If equipment is permitted under the 

provisions of rule 567—22.8(455B), then no other exemptions shall apply to that equipment. 

Records shall be kept at the facility for exemptions that have been claimed under the 

following paragraphs: 22.1(2)“a” (for equipment > 1 million Btu per hour input), 

22.1(2)“b,”22.1(2)“e,”22.1(2)“r” or 22.1(2)“s.” The records shall contain the following 

information: the specific exemption claimed and a description of the associated equipment. 

These records shall be made available to the department upon request. 

The following paragraphs are applicable to paragraphs 22.1(2)“g” and “i.” A facility 

claiming to be exempt under the provisions of paragraph 22.1(2)“g” or “i” shall provide to the 

department the information listed below. If the exemption is claimed for a source not yet 

constructed or modified, the information shall be provided to the department at least 30 days in 

advance of the beginning of construction on the project. If the exemption is claimed for a source 

that has already been constructed or modified and that does not have a construction permit for 

that construction or modification, the information listed below shall be provided to the 

department within 60 days of March 20, 1996. After that date, if the exemption is claimed by a 

source that has already been constructed or modified and that does not have a construction 

permit for that construction or modification, the source shall not operate until the information 

listed below is provided to the department: 

● A detailed emissions estimate of the actual and potential emissions, specifically 

noting increases or decreases, for the project for all regulated pollutants (as defined in rule 567—

22.100(455B)), accompanied by documentation of the basis for the emissions estimate; 

● A detailed description of each change being made; 
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● The name and location of the facility; 

● The height of the emission point or stack and the height of the highest building 

within 50 feet; 

● The date for beginning actual construction and the date that operation will begin 

after the changes are made; 

● A statement that the provisions of rules 567—22.4(455B), 567—22.5(455B), and 

567—31.3(455B) and 567—Chapter 33 (except rule 567—33.9) do not apply; and 

● A statement that the accumulated emissions increases associated with each change 

under paragraph 22.1(2)“i,” when totaled with other net emissions increases at the facility 

contemporaneous with the proposed change (occurring within five years before construction on 

the particular change commences), have not exceeded significant levels, as defined in 40 CFR 

52.21(b)(23) as amended through October 20, 2010, and adopted in rules 567—22.4(455B) and 

567—33.3(455B), and will not prevent the attainment or maintenance of the ambient air quality 

standards specified in 567—Chapter 28. This statement shall be accompanied by documentation 

for the basis of these statements. 

The written statement shall contain certification by a responsible official as defined in 

rule 567—22.100(455B) of truth, accuracy, and completeness. This certification shall state that, 

based on information and belief formed after reasonable inquiry, the statements and information 

in the document are true, accurate, and complete. 

a.  No change. 

b.  Fuel-burning equipment for indirect heating or cooling with a capacity of less than 1 

million Btu per hour input per combustion unit when burning untreated wood, untreated seeds or 

pellets, other untreated vegetative materials, or fuel oil, provided that the equipment and the fuel 



Notice of Intended Action - 28 
 

meet the conditions specified in this paragraph. Used oils meeting the specification from 40 CFR 

279.11 as amended through May 3, 1993July 14, 2006, are acceptable fuels for this exemption. 

When combusting used oils, the equipment must have a maximum rated capacity of 50,000 Btu 

or less per hour of heat input or a maximum throughput of 3,600 gallons or less of used oils per 

year. When combusting untreated wood, untreated seeds or pellets, or other untreated vegetative 

materials, the equipment must have a maximum rated capacity of 265,600 Btu or less per hour or 

a maximum throughput of 378,000 pounds or less per year of each fuel or any combination of 

fuels. Records shall be maintained on site by the owner or operator for at least two calendar years 

to demonstrate that fuel usage is less than the exemption thresholds. Owners or operators 

initiating construction, installation, reconstruction, or alteration of equipment (as defined in rule 

567—20.2(455B)) on or before October 23, 2013, burning coal, used oils, untreated wood, 

untreated seeds or pellets, or other untreated vegetative materials that qualified for this 

exemption may continue to claim this exemption after October 23, 2013, without being restricted 

to the maximum heat input or throughput specified in this paragraph. 

c. to w.  No change. 

x.  The following equipment, processes, and activities: 

(1) to (8).  No change 

(9)  Air compressors and vacuum, pumps vacuum pumps, including hand tools. 

(10) to (27).  No change. 

y. to ee.  No change. 

ff.  Production welding. 

(1)  Consumable electrode. 

1.  No change. 



Notice of Intended Action - 29 
 

2.  Welding operations for which initiation of construction, installation, reconstruction, or 

alteration (as defined in rule 567—20.2(455B)) occurred after October 23, 2013, using a 

consumable electrode, provided that the consumable electrode used falls within American 

Welding Society specification A5.18/A5.18M for Gas Metal Arc Welding (GMAW), A5.1 or 

A5.5 for Shielded Metal Arc Welding (SMAW), and A5.20 for Flux Core Arc Welding 

(FCAW), and provided that the quantity of all electrodes used at the stationary source of the 

acceptable specifications is below 1,600 12,500 pounds per year for GMAW and 12,500 1,600 

pounds per year for SMAW or FCAW. Records that identify the type and annual amount of 

welding electrode used shall be maintained on site by the owner or operator for a period of at 

least two calendar years. For stationary sources where electrode usage exceeds these levels, the 

welding activity at the stationary source may be exempted if the amount of electrode used (Y) is 

less than: 

Y = the greater of 84x - 1,200 or 1,600 12,500 for GMAW, or 

Y = the greater of 11x - 160 or 12,500 1,600 for SMAW or FCAW 

Where “x” is the minimum distance to the property line in feet and “Y” is the annual 

electrode usage in pounds per year. 

If the stationary source has welding processes that fit into both of the specified 

exemptions, the most stringent limits must be applied. 

(2)  No change. 

gg. to nn.  No change. 

oo.  A non-road diesel fueled engine, as defined in 40 CFR 1068.30 and as amended 

through October 8, 2008April 30, 2010, with a brake horsepower rating of less than 1,100 at full 

load measured at the shaft, used to conduct periodic testing and maintenance on natural gas 
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pipelines. For the purposes of this exemption, the manufacturer’s nameplate rating shall be 

defined as the brake horsepower output at the shaft at full load. 

 

ITEM 8.  Amend subrule 22.1(3), the introductory paragraph, as follows: 

22.1(3)  Construction permits. The owner or operator of a new or modified stationary 

source shall apply for a construction permit. Two copies One copy of a construction permit 

application for a new or modified stationary source shall be presented or mailed to Department 

of Natural Resources, Air Quality Bureau, 7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1, Windsor Heights, Iowa 

50324. Alternatively, the owner or operator may apply for a construction permit for a new or 

modified stationary source through the electronic submittal format specified by the department. 

An owner or operator applying for a permit as required pursuant to rules 567—31.3(455B) 

(nonattainment new source review) or 567—33.3(455B) (prevention of significant deterioration 

(PSD)), shall present or mail to the department one hard copy of a construction permit 

application to the address specified above, and, upon request from the department, shall also 

submit one electronic copy and one additional hard copy of the application. The owner or 

operator of any new or modified industrial anaerobic lagoon or a new or modified anaerobic 

lagoon for an animal feeding operation other than a small operation as defined in rule 567—

65.1(455B) shall apply for a construction permit. Two copies of a construction permit 

application for an anaerobic lagoon shall be presented or mailed to Department of Natural 

Resources, Water Quality Bureau, Henry A. Wallace Building, 502 East Ninth Street, Des 

Moines, Iowa 50319. 

 
ITEM 9.  Amend paragraph 22.1(3)“b,” introductory paragraph, as follows: 

b.  Construction permit applications. Each application for a construction permit shall be 
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submitted to the department on the form “Air Construction Permit Application.” permit 

application forms available on the department’s website. Final plans and specifications for the 

proposed equipment or related control equipment shall be submitted with the application for a 

permit and shall be prepared by or under the direct supervision of a professional engineer 

licensed in the state of Iowa in conformance with Iowa Code section 542B.1, or consistent with 

the provisions of Iowa Code section 542B.26 for any full-time employee of any corporation 

while doing work for that corporation. The application for a permit to construct shall include the 

following information: 

 

ITEM 10. Amend rule 567—22.100(455B), the definitions of “Designated 

representative,” “EPA reference method,” “Existing hazardous air pollutant source,” “High-risk 

pollutant,” and “Major source,” as follows: 

“Designated representative” means a responsible natural person authorized by the 

owner(s) or operator(s) of an affected source and of all affected units at the source, as evidenced 

by a certificate of representation submitted in accordance with Subpart B of 40 CFR Part 72 as 

amended to October 24, 1997, through April 28, 2006, to represent and legally bind each owner 

and operator, as a matter of federal law, in matters pertaining to the acid rain program. Whenever 

the term “responsible official” is used in rules 567—22.100(455B) to 567—22.208(455B), it 

shall be deemed to refer to the designated representative with regard to all matters under the acid 

rain program. 

“EPA reference method” means the following methods used for performance tests and 

continuous monitoring systems: 

1.  Performance test (stack test). A stack test shall be conducted according to EPA 
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reference methods specified in 40 CFR 51, Appendix M (as amended through December 21, 

2010April 2, 2014); 40 CFR 60, Appendix A (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 

27, 2014); 40 CFR 61, Appendix B (as amended through October 17, 2000 February 27, 2014); 

and 40 CFR 63, Appendix A (as amended through August 20, 2010 February 27, 2014). 

2.  Continuous monitoring systems. Minimum performance specifications and quality 

assurance procedures for performance evaluations of continuous monitoring systems are as 

specified in 40 CFR 60, Appendix B (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 27, 

2014); 40 CFR 60, Appendix F (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 27, 2014); 40 

CFR 75, Appendix A (as amended through March 28, 2011 January 18, 2012); 40 CFR 75, 

Appendix B (as amended through March 28, 2011); and 40 CFR 75, Appendix F (as amended 

through March 28, 2011 January 18, 2012).  

“Existing hazardous air pollutant source” means any source as defined in 40 CFR 61 (as 

amended through July 20, 2004) as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 23.1(3), and 40 CFR 

63.72 (as amended through December 29, 1992) ) as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 

23.1(4) with respect to Section 112(i)(5) of the Act, the construction or reconstruction of which 

commenced prior to proposal of an applicable Section 112(d) standard. 

“High-risk pollutant” means one of the following hazardous air pollutants listed in Table 

1 in 40 CFR 63.74 as amended through October 21, 1994 as adopted by reference in 567—

subrule 23.1(4). 

“Major source” means any stationary source (or any group of stationary sources located 

on one or more contiguous or adjacent properties and under common control of the same person 

or of persons under common control) belonging to a single major industrial grouping that is any 

of the following: 
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1.  A major stationary source of air pollutants, as defined in Section 302 of the Act, that 

directly emits or has the potential to emit 100 tons per year (tpy) or more of any air pollutant 

subject to regulation (including any major source of fugitive emissions of any such pollutant). 

The fugitive emissions of a stationary source shall not be considered in determining whether it is 

a major stationary source for the purposes of Section 302(j) of the Act, unless the source belongs 

to one of the stationary source categories listed in this chapter. 

2.  A major source of hazardous air pollutants according to Section 112 of the Act as 

follows: 

For pollutants other than radionuclides, any stationary source or group of stationary 

sources located within a contiguous area and under common control that emits or has the 

potential to emit, in the aggregate, 10 tpy or more of any hazardous air pollutant which has been 

listed pursuant to Section 112(b) of the Act and these rules or 25 tpy or more of any combination 

of such hazardous air pollutants. Notwithstanding the previous sentence, emissions from any oil 

or gas exploration or production well (with its associated equipment) and emission from any 

pipeline compressor or pump station shall not be aggregated with emissions from other similar 

units, whether or not such units are in a contiguous area or under common control, to determine 

whether such units or stations are major sources. 

For Title V purposes, all fugitive emissions of hazardous air pollutants are to be 

considered in determining whether a stationary source is a major source. 

For radionuclides, “major source” shall have the meaning specified by the administrator 

by rule. 

3.  A major stationary source as defined in Part D of Title I of the Act, including: 

For ozone nonattainment areas, sources with the potential to emit 100 tpy or more of 
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volatile organic compounds or oxides of nitrogen in areas classified or treated as classified as 

“marginal” or “moderate,” 50 tpy or more in areas classified or treated as classified as “serious,” 

25 tpy or more in areas classified or treated as classified as “severe” and 10 tpy or more in areas 

classified or treated as classified as “extreme”; except that the references in this paragraph to 

100, 50, 25, and 10 tpy of nitrogen oxides shall not apply with respect to any source for which 

the administrator has made a finding, under Section 182(f)(1) or (2) of the Act, that requirements 

under Section 182(f) of the Act do not apply; 

For ozone transport regions established pursuant to Section 184 of the Act, sources with 

potential to emit 50 tpy or more of volatile organic compounds; 

For carbon monoxide nonattainment areas (1) that are classified or treated as classified as 

“serious” and (2) in which stationary sources contribute significantly to carbon monoxide levels, 

and sources with the potential to emit 50 tpy or more of carbon monoxide; 

For particulate matter (PM-10), nonattainment areas classified or treated as classified as 

“serious,” sources with the potential to emit 70 tpy or more of PM-10. 

For the purposes of defining “major source,” a stationary source or group of stationary 

sources shall be considered part of a single industrial grouping if all of the pollutant emitting 

activities at such source or group of sources on contiguous or adjacent properties belong to the 

same major group (i.e., all have the same two-digit code) as described in the Standard Industrial 

Classification Manual, 1987. 

 

ITEM 11.  Amend rule 567—22.100(455B), definition of “Subject to regulation,” 

numbered paragraph “2,” as follows: 

2. The term “tpy CO2 equivalent emissions (CO2e)” shall represent an amount of GHGs 
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emitted and shall be computed by multiplying the mass amount of emissions (tpy) for each of the 

six greenhouse gases in the pollutant GHGs by the associated global warming potential of the 

gas published at 40 CFR Part 98, Subpart A, Table A-1, “Global Warming Potentials,” (as 

amended on October 30, 2009 through December 24, 2014) and summing the resultant value for 

each to compute a tpy CO2e. 

 

ITEM 12.  Amend subrule 22.102(3) as follows: 

22.102(3) The following source categories are exempt from the obligation to obtain a 

Title V permit: 

a.  All sources and source categories that would be required to obtain a Title V permit 

solely because they are subject to 40 CFR 60, Subpart AAA, Standards of Performance for New 

Residential Wood Heaters, as amended through December 14, 2000 March 16, 2015; 

b.  All sources and source categories that would be required to obtain a Title V permit 

solely because they are subject to 40 CFR 61, Subpart M, National Emission Standard for 

Hazardous Air Pollutants for Asbestos, Section 61.145, Standard for Demolition and Renovation, 

as amended through July 20, 2004 as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 23.1(3). 

c.  All sources and source categories that would be required to obtain a Title V permit 

solely because they are subject to any of the following subparts from 40 CFR 63: 

(1)  Subpart M, National Perchloroethylene Air Emission Standards for Dry Cleaning 

Facilities, as amended through December 19, 2005 as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 

23.1(4). 
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(2)  Subpart N, National Emission Standards for Chromium Emissions from Hard and 

Decorative Chromium Electroplating and Chromium Anodizing Tanks, as amended 

through December 19, 2005 as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 23.1(4). 

(3)  Subpart O, Ethylene Oxide Emissions Standards for Sterilization Facilities, as 

amended through December 19, 2005 as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 23.1(4). 

(4)  Subpart T, National Emission Standards for Halogenated Solvent Cleaning, as 

amended through December 19, 2005 as adopted by reference in 567—subrule 23.1(4). 

(5)  Subpart RRR, National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for 

Secondary Aluminum Production, as amended through December 19, 2005 as adopted by 

reference in 567—subrule 23.1(4). 

(6)  Subpart VVV, National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants: Publicly 

Owned Treatment Works, as amended through June 23, 2003 as adopted by reference in 567—

subrule 23.1(4). 

 

ITEM 13.  Amend subrule 22.103(1), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

22.103(1) Insignificant activities excluded from Title V operating permit application. In 

accordance with 40 CFR 70.5 (as amended through July 21, 1992 October 6, 2009), these 

activities need not be included in the Title V permit application. 

 

ITEM 14.  Amend paragraph 22.103(2)“b”, as follows: 

b. The following are insignificant activities: 
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(1) Fuel-burning equipment for indirect heating and reheating furnaces or cooling units 

using natural or liquefied petroleum gas with a capacity of less than 10 million Btu per hour 

input per combustion unit. 

(2) Fuel-burning equipment for indirect heating or cooling for which initiation of 

construction, installation, reconstruction, or alteration (as defined in rule 567—20.2(455B)) 

occurred on or before October 23, 2013, with a capacity of less than 1 million Btu per hour input 

per combustion unit when burning coal, untreated wood, or fuel oil. 

Fuel-burning equipment for indirect heating or cooling for which initiation of 

construction, installation, reconstruction, or alteration (as defined in rule 567—20.2(455B)) 

occurred after October 23, 2013, with a capacity of less than 1 million Btu per hour input per 

combustion unit when burning untreated wood, untreated seeds or pellets, other untreated 

vegetative materials, or fuel oil provided that the equipment and the fuel meet the condition 

specified in this subparagraph (22.103(2)“b”(2)). Used oils meeting the specification from 40 

CFR 279.11 as amended through May 3, 1993 July 14, 2006, are acceptable fuels. When 

combusting used oils, the equipment must have a maximum rated capacity of 50,000 Btu or less 

per hour of heat input or a maximum throughput of 3600 gallons or less of used oils per year. 

When combusting untreated wood, untreated seeds or pellets, or other untreated vegetative 

materials, the equipment must have a maximum rated capacity of 265,600 Btu or less per hour or 

a maximum throughput of 378,000 pounds or less per year of each fuel or any combination of 

fuels. 

(3) to (6)  No change. 
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ITEM 15.  Amend rule 567—22.105 (455B) as follows: 

567—22.105 (455B) Title V permit applications. 

22.105(1) Duty to apply. For each source required to obtain a Title V permit, the owner 

or operator or designated representative, where applicable, shall present or mail a complete and 

timely permit application in accordance with this rule to the following locations: Iowa 

Department of Natural Resources, Air Quality Bureau, 7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1, Windsor 

Heights, Iowa 50324 (two copies); and U.S. EPA Region VII, 901 North 5th Street, Kansas City, 

Kansas 66101 11201 Renner Boulevard, Lenexa, Kansas, 66219 (one copy); and, if applicable, 

the local permitting authority, which is either Linn County Public Health Department, Air 

Quality Division, 501 13th Street NW, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 52405 (one copy); or Polk County 

Public Works, Air Quality Division, 5885 NE 14th Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50313 (one copy). 

Alternatively, an owner or operator may submit a complete and timely application through the 

electronic submittal format specified by the department. An owner or operator of a source 

required to obtain a Title V permit pursuant to subrule 22.101(1) shall submit all required fees as 

required in 567—Chapter 30. 

a. to b.  No change. 

22.105(2) Standard application form and required information. To apply for a Title V 

permit, applicants shall complete the standard permit application form available only from the 

department of natural resources and supply all information required by the filing instructions 

found on that form. The information submitted must be sufficient to evaluate the source and its 

application and to determine all applicable requirements and to evaluate the fee amount required 

by rule 567—30.4(455B). If a source is not a major source and is applying for a Title V 

operating permit solely because of a requirement imposed by paragraphs 22.101(1)“c” and “d,” 
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then the information provided in the operating permit application may cover only the emissions 

units that trigger Title V applicability. The applicant shall submit the information called for by 

the application form for each emissions unit to be permitted, except for activities which are 

insignificant according to the provisions of rule 567—22.103(455B). The applicant shall provide 

a list of all insignificant activities and specify the basis for the determination of insignificance for 

each activity. Nationally standardized forms shall be used for the acid rain portions of permit 

applications and compliance plans, as required by regulations promulgated under Title IV of the 

Act. The standard application form and any attachments shall require that the following 

information be provided: 

a. to b.  No change. 

c. The following emissions-related information shall be submitted to the department 

on the emissions inventory portion of the application, unless the department notifies the applicant 

that the emissions-related information is not required because it has already been submitted: 

(1) to (10) No change. 

d. to j. No change. 

22.105(3) to 22.105(5)  No change. 

 

ITEM 16.  Amend subparagraph 22.108(17)“a”(2), as follows: 

(2)  The reopening and revision on this ground is not required if the effective date of the 

requirement is later than the date on which the permit is due to expire, unless the original permit 

or any of its terms and conditions have been extended pursuant to 40 CFR 70.4(b)(10)(i) or (ii) 

as amended to May 15, 2001 through October 6, 2009; or 
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ITEM 17.  Amend rule 567—22.120 (455B), as follows: 

567—22.120 (455B) Acid rain program—definitions. The terms used in rules 567—

22.120(455B) through 567—22.147(455B) shall have the meanings set forth in Title IV of the 

Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7401, et seq., as amended through November 15, 1990, and in this rule. 

The definitions set forth in 40 CFR Part 72 as amended through January 24, 2008, March 28, 

2011, and 40 CFR Part 76 as amended through October 15, 1999, are adopted by reference. 

“40 CFR Part 72,” or any cited provision therein, shall mean 40 Code of Federal 

Regulations Part 72, or the cited provision therein, as amended through January 24, 2008 March 

28, 2011. 

“40 CFR Part 75,” or any cited provision therein, shall mean 40 Code of Federal 

Regulations Part 75, or the cited provision therein, as amended through February 13, 2008 

January 18, 2012. 

“40 CFR Part 78,” or any cited provision therein, shall mean 40 Code of Federal 

Regulations Part 78, or the cited provision therein, as amended through April 28, 2006 August 8, 

2011. 

 

ITEM 18.  Amend subrule 22.128(4) as follows: 

22.128(4) Submission of copies. The original and threeTwo copies of all permit 

applications shall be presented or mailed to the Air Quality Bureau, Iowa Department of Natural 

Resources, 7900 Hickman Road, Suite 1, Windsor Heights, Iowa 50324. 
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ITEM 19.  Amend subrule 23.1(2) as follows: 

23.1(2) New source performance standards. The federal standards of performance for 

new stationary sources, as defined in 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60 as amended or 

corrected through June 28, 2011,  September 11, 2015, are adopted by reference, except § 60.530 

through § 60.539b (Part 60, Subpart AAA), and shall apply to the following affected facilities. 

The corresponding 40 CFR Part 60 subpart designation is in parentheses. An earlier date for 

adoption by reference may be included with the subpart designation in parentheses. Reference 

test methods (Appendix A), performance specifications (Appendix B), determination of emission 

rate change (Appendix C), quality assurance procedures (Appendix F) and the general provisions 

(Subpart A) of 40 CFR Part 60 also apply to the affected facilities. 

a. Fossil fuel-fired steam generators. A fossil fuel-fired steam generating unit of more 

than 250 million Btu heat input for which construction, reconstruction, or modification is 

commenced after August 17, 1971. Any facility covered under paragraph “z” is not covered 

under this paragraph. (Subpart D, as amended through January 20, 2011) 

b. No change. 

c. Portland cement plants. Any of the following in a Portland cement plant: kiln; clinker 

cooler; raw mill system; finish mill system; raw mill dryer; raw material storage; clinker storage; 

finished product storage; conveyor transfer points; bagging and bulk loading and unloading 

systems. (Subpart F as amended through October 17, 2000) 

d.  Nitric acid plants. A nitric acid production unit. Unless otherwise exempted, these 

standards apply to any nitric acid production unit that commences construction or modification 

after August 17, 1971, and on or before October 14, 2011. (Subpart G) 

e.  No change. 
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f. Asphalt concrete Hot mix asphalt plants. An asphalt concrete plant. Each hot mix 

asphalt facility that commenced construction or modification after June 11, 1973. For the 

purpose of this paragraph, a hot mix asphalt facility is comprised only of any combination of the 

following: dryers; systems for screening, handling, storing, and weighing hot aggregate; systems 

for loading, transferring, and storing mineral filler, systems for mixing hot mix asphalt; and the 

loading, transfer, and storage systems associated with emission control systems. (Subpart I) 

g. to y. No change. 

z. Electric utility steam generating units. An electric utility steam generating unit that is 

capable of combusting more than 250 million Btus per hour (73 megawatts) heat input of fossil 

fuel for which construction or modification or reconstruction is commenced after September 18, 

1978, or an electric utility combined cycle gas turbine that is capable of combusting more than 

250 million Btus per hour (73 megawatts) heat input. “Electric utility steam generating unit” 

means any steam electric generating unit that is constructed for the purpose of supplying more 

than one-third of its potential electric output capacity and more than 25 MW net-electrical output 

to any utility power distribution system for sale. Also, any steam supplied to a steam distribution 

system for the purpose of providing steam to a steam electric generator that would produce 

electrical energy for sale is considered in determining the electrical energy output capacity of the 

affected facility. (Subpart Da, as amended through January 20, 2011) 

aa. to bbb. No change. 

ccc. Industrial-commercial-institutional steam generating units. Unless exempted, each 

steam generating unit for which construction, reconstruction, or modification commenced after 

June 19, 1984, and which has a heat input capacity of more than 100 million Btu/hour. (Subpart 

Db, as amended through January 20, 2011) 
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ddd. to kkk. No change. 

lll.  Small industrial-commercial-institutional steam generating units. Each steam 

generating unit for which construction, modification, or reconstruction is commenced after June 

9, 1989, and that has a maximum design heat input capacity of 100 million Btu per hour or less, 

but greater than or equal to 10 million Btu per hour. (Subpart Dc, as amended through January 

20, 2011) 

mmm. to uuu. No change 

vvv.  Commercial and industrial solid waste incineration. Unless exempted, this standard 

applies to units for which construction is commenced after November 30, 1999, or for which 

modification or reconstruction is commenced on or after June 1, 2001. (Part 60, Subpart CCCC, 

as amended through December 1, 2000)  

www. to aaaa. No change. 

bbbb.  Nitric acid plants.  Unless otherwise exempted, these standards apply to any nitric 

acid production unit that commenced construction, reconstruction or modification after October 

14, 2011. (Subpart Ga) 

 

ITEM 20.  Amend subrule 23.1(3), introductory paragraph, as follows: 

23.1(3) Emission standards for hazardous air pollutants. The federal standards for 

emissions of hazardous air pollutants, 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 61 as amended or 

corrected through May 16, 2007, February 27, 2014, and 40 CFR Part 503 as adopted on August 

4, 1999, are adopted by reference, except 40 CFR §61.20 to §61.26, §61.90 to §61.97, §61.100 to 

§61.108, §61.120 to §61.127, §61.190 to §61.193, §61.200 to §61.205, §61.220 to §61.225, and 

§61.250 to §61.256, and shall apply to the following affected pollutants and facilities and 
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activities listed below. The corresponding 40 CFR Part 61 subpart designation is in parentheses. 

Reference test methods (Appendix B), compliance status information requirements (Appendix 

A), quality assurance procedures (Appendix C) and the general provisions (Subpart A) of Part 61 

also apply to the affected activities or facilities. 

 

ITEM 21.  Amend subrule 23.1(4) as follows 

23.1(4) Emission standards for hazardous air pollutants for source categories. The 

federal standards for emissions of hazardous air pollutants for source categories, 40 Code of 

Federal Regulations Part 63 as amended or corrected through December 21, 2012, July 25, 2016, 

are adopted by reference, except those provisions which cannot be delegated to the states. The 

corresponding 40 CFR Part 63 subpart designation is in parentheses. An earlier date for adoption 

by reference may be included with the subpart designation in parentheses (except for paragraph 

23.1(4)“cz,” which specifies a later date for adoption by reference). 40 CFR Part 63, Subpart B, 

incorporates the requirements of Clean Air Act Sections 112(g) and 112(j) and does not adopt 

standards for a specific affected facility. Test methods (Appendix A), sources defined for early 

reduction provisions (Appendix B), and determination of the fraction biodegraded (Fbio) in the 

biological treatment unit (Appendix C) of Part 63 also apply to the affected activities or facilities. 

For the purposes of this subrule, “hazardous air pollutant” has the same meaning found in 567—

22.100(455B). For the purposes of this subrule, a “major source” means any stationary source or 

group of stationary sources located within a contiguous area and under common control that 

emits or has the potential to emit, considering controls, in the aggregate, 10 tons per year or more 

of any hazardous air pollutant or 25 tons per year or more of any combination of hazardous air 

pollutants, unless a lesser quantity is established, or in the case of radionuclides, where different 
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criteria are employed. For the purposes of this subrule, an “area source” means any stationary 

source of hazardous air pollutants that is not a “major source” as defined in this subrule. 

Paragraph 23.1(4)“a,” general provisions (Subpart A) of Part 63, shall apply to owners or 

operators who are subject to subsequent subparts of 40 CFR Part 63 (except when otherwise 

specified in a particular subpart or in a relevant standard) as adopted by reference below. 

a. to bk. No change. 

bl.  Emission standards for hazardous air pollutants for Portland cement manufacturing 

operations. These standards apply to all new and existing major and area sources of Portland 

cement manufacturing unless exempted. Cement kiln dust (CKD) storage facilities, including 

CKD piles and landfills, are excluded from this standard. Affected processes include, but are not 

limited to, all cement kilns and in-line kiln/raw mills, unless they burn hazardous waste. (Subpart 

LLL as amended through December 20, 2006) 

bm. to bt. No change. 

bu.  Rescind and reserve. 

bv. to cy. No change. 

cz.  Emission standards for stationary reciprocating internal combustion engines. These 

standards apply to new and existing major sources and to new and existing area sources with 

stationary reciprocating internal combustion engines (RICE). For purposes of these standards, 

stationary RICE means any reciprocating internal combustion engine which uses reciprocating 

motion to convert heat energy into mechanical work and which is not mobile. (Part 63, Subpart 

ZZZZ, as amended through January 30, 2013) 

da. to di. No change. 

dj. Rescind and reserve. 
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dk. Rescind and reserve. 

dl to fd. No change. 

 

ITEM 22.  Amend subparagraph 23.1(5)“a”(3), numbered paragraph “1,” as follows: 

1.  MSW landfill emissions at each MSW landfill meeting the conditions below shall be 

controlled. A design capacity report must be submitted to the director by November 18, 1997. 

The landfill has accepted waste at any time since November 8, 1987, or has additional 

design capacity available for future waste deposition. 

The landfill has a design capacity greater than or equal to 2.5 million megagrams or and 

2.5 million cubic meters. The landfill may calculate design capacity in either megagrams or 

cubic meters for comparison with the exemption values. Any density conversions shall be 

documented and submitted with the report. All calculations used to determine the maximum 

design capacity must be included in the design capacity report. 

The landfill has a nonmethane organic compound (NMOC) emission rate of 50 

megagrams per year or more. If the MSW landfill’s design capacity exceeds the established 

thresholds in 23.1(5)“a”(3)“1,” the NMOC emission rate calculations must be provided with the 

design capacity report. 

 

ITEM 23.  Amend subrule 23.3(1) as follows: 

23.3(1) General. The emission standards contained in this rule (567—23.3 (455B)) shall 

apply to each source operation unless a specific emission performance standard for the 

process involved is prescribed elsewhere in this chapter is specified in subrule 23.1(2), in which 

case the specific performance standard shall apply.  
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ITEM 24.  Amend subrule 25.1(9) as follows: 

25.1(9) Methods and procedures. Stack sampling and associated analytical methods used 

to evaluate compliance with emission limitations of 567—Chapter 23 or a permit condition are 

as follows: 

a.  Performance test (stack test). A stack test shall be conducted according to EPA 

reference methods as specified in 40 CFR 51, Appendix M (as amended through December 21, 

2010 April 2, 2014); 40 CFR 60, Appendix A (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 

27, 2014); 40 CFR 61, Appendix B (as amended through October 17, 2000 February 27, 2014); 

and 40 CFR 63, Appendix A (as amended through August 20, 2010 February 27, 2014). The 

owner of the equipment or the owner’s authorized agent may use an alternative methodology if 

approved by the department in writing before testing. Each test shall consist of at least three 

separate test runs. Unless otherwise specified by the department, compliance shall be assessed on 

the basis of the arithmetic mean of the emissions measured in the three test runs. 

b.  Continuous monitoring systems. Minimum performance specifications and quality 

assurance procedures for performance evaluations of continuous monitoring systems are as 

specified in 40 CFR 60, Appendix B (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 27, 

2014); 40 CFR 60, Appendix F (as amended through September 9, 2010 February 27, 2014); 40 

CFR 75, Appendix A (as amended through March 28, 2011 January 18, 2012); 40 CFR 75, 

Appendix B (as amended through March 28, 2011); and 40 CFR 75, Appendix F (as amended 

through March 28, 2011 January 18, 2012). The owner of the equipment or the owner’s 

authorized agent may use an alternative methodology for continuous monitoring systems if 
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approved by the department in writing prior to conducting the minimum performance 

specification and quality assurance procedures. 

c.  No change. 

 

ITEM 25.  Amend rule 567—25.2 (455B) as follows: 

567—25.2 (455B) Continuous emission monitoring under the acid rain program. The 

continuous emission monitoring requirements for affected units under the acid rain program as 

provided in 40 CFR Part 75, including Appendices A, B, F and K as amended through January 

24, 2008 (Appendix F also was corrected on February 13, 2008) January 18, 2012, are adopted 

by reference. 

 

ITEM 26.  Amend subrule 26.2(2) as follows:  

26.2(2) Declarations. In making determinations for the declaration of an air pollution 

episode condition, the commission, or the director will be guided by the criteria stated in the 

following paragraphs. 

a.     Air pollution alert. An alert will be declared when any one of the following levels 

is reached at any monitoring site, and when meteorological conditions are such that the 

contaminant concentrations can be expected to remain at those levels for 12 or more hours, or 

increase, unless control actions are taken. 

 (1)   Sulfur dioxide—800 micrograms per cubic meter (0.3 ppm), 24-hour average. 

 (2)   Fine particulate Particulate matter (PM-10 PM10)—350 micrograms per cubic 

meter, 24-hour average. 

 (3)   Carbon monoxide—17 milligrams per cubic meter (15 ppm), eight-hour average. 
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 (4)   Oxidants (ozone)—200 micrograms per cubic meter (0.1 ppm) Ozone —400 

micrograms per cubic meter (0.2 ppm), one-hour average. 

 (5)   Nitrogen dioxide—1,130 micrograms per cubic meter (0.6 ppm), one-hour 

average, or 282 micrograms per cubic meter (0.15 ppm), 24-hour average. 

b.  Air pollution warning. A warning will be declared when any one of the following 

levels is reached at any monitoring site and when meteorological conditions are such that the 

contaminant concentrations can be expected to remain at those levels for 12 or more hours or 

increase, unless control actions are taken. 

(1)  Sulfur dioxide—1,600 micrograms per cubic meter (0.6 ppm), 24-hour average. 

(2)  Fine particulate Particulate matter (PM-10PM10)—420 micrograms per cubic 

meter, 24-hour average. 

(3)  Carbon monoxide—34 milligrams per cubic meter (30 ppm), eight-hour average. 

(4)  Oxidants (ozone) Ozone—800 micrograms per cubic meter (0.4 ppm), one-hour 

average. 

(5) Nitrogen dioxide—2,260 micrograms per cubic meter (1.2 ppm), one-hour 

average, or 565 micrograms per cubic meter (0.3 ppm), 24-hour average. 

c.     Air pollution emergency. An emergency will be declared when any one of the 

following levels is reached at any monitoring site, and when meteorological conditions are such 

that this condition can be expected to continue for 12 or more hours. 

 (1)   Sulfur dioxide—2,100 micrograms per cubic meter (0.8 ppm), 24-hour average. 

 (2)   Fine particulate Particulate matter (PM-10PM10)—500 micrograms per cubic 

meter, 24-hour average. 

 (3)   Carbon monoxide—46 milligrams per cubic meter (40 ppm), eight-hour average. 
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 (4)   Oxidants (ozone)—1,200 micrograms per cubic meter (0.6 ppm) Ozone—1,000 

micrograms per cubic meter (0.5 ppm), one-hour average. 

 (5)   Nitrogen dioxide—3,000 micrograms per cubic meter (1.6 ppm), one-hour 

average or 750 micrograms per cubic meter (0.4 ppm), 24-hour average. 

d.  No Change. 

 

ITEM 27.  Amend rule 567—27.1 (455B) as follows: 

567—27.1 (455B) General. 

27.1(1)  Purpose. Political subdivisions shall meet the conditions specified in this chapter 

if they intend to secure acceptance of the local air pollution control program and to obtain a 

certificate of acceptance from the director, as provided in Iowa Code section 455B.145. 

27.1(2)  Limitation. When a certificate of acceptance is issued to a political subdivision, 

the director retains authority to take emergency action as provided in Iowa Code 

section 455B.145 455B.139. 

This rule is intended to implement Iowa Code sections 455B.133, 455B.134, 455B.139, and 

455B.143. 

 

ITEM 28.  Amend paragraph 27.3(4)“c,” as follows: 

c.  VariancesProcedures for granting variances or extensions of time to attain 

compliance status. A procedure for granting variances or extensions of time to attain compliance 

status, providing that the authority to grant such variance or extension of time shall not be 

allocated to any administrative officer of the local control agency. 

The local control agency shall maintain on file a record of the names, addresses, sources 
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of emissions, types of emissions, rates of emissions, reason for granting, conditions and length of 

time specified, relating to all variances or extension of time granted; and shall make such records 

available to the commission or the department upon request. 

 

ITEM 29.  Amend rule 567—28.1(455B) as follows: 

567—28.1(455B) Statewide standards. The state of Iowa ambient air quality standards shall be 

the National Primary and Secondary Ambient Air Quality Standards as published in 40 Code of 

Federal Regulations Part 50 (1972) and as amended at 38 Federal Register 22384 (September 14, 

1973), 43 Federal Register 46258 (October 5, 1978), 44 Federal Register 8202, 8220 (February 

9, 1979), 52 Federal Register 24634-24669 (July 1, 1987), 62 Federal Register 38651-38760, 

38855-38896 (July 18, 1997), 71 Federal Register 61144-61233 (October 17, 2006), 73 Federal 

Register 16436-16514 (March 27, 2008), 73 Federal Register 66964-67062 (November 12, 

2008), 75 Federal Register 6474-6537 (February 9, 2010), and 75 Federal Register 35520-35603 

(June 22, 2010), and 78 Federal Register 3086-3287 (January 15, 2013). The department shall 

implement these rules in a time frame and schedule consistent with implementation schedules in 

federal laws and regulations. 

This rule is intended to implement Iowa Code section 455B.133. 

 

ITEM 30.  Rescind and reserve rule 567—31.2(455B). 

 

ITEM 31.  Amend rule 567—33.1 (455B), the first introductory paragraph, as follows: 

567—33.1 (455B) Purpose. This chapter implements the major New Source Review (NSR) 

program contained in Part C of Title I of the federal Clean Air Act as amended on November 15, 
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1990, and as promulgated under 40 CFR 51.166 and 52.21 as amended through July 20, 2011 

August 19, 2015. This is a preconstruction review and permitting program applicable to new or 

modified major stationary sources of air pollutants regulated under Part C of the Clean Air Act as 

amended on November 15, 1990. In areas that do not meet the national ambient air quality 

standards (NAAQS), the nonattainment major program applies. The requirements for the 

nonattainment major NSR program are set forth in 567—22.5(455B), 567—22.6(455B), 567—

31.20(455), and 567—31.3(455B). In areas that meet the NAAQS, the PSD program applies. 

Collectively, the nonattainment major and PSD programs are referred to as the major NSR 

program. 

 

ITEM 32.  Amend subrule 33.3(1), definition of “Subject to regulation,” numbered 

paragraph “2” as follows: 

2.  For purposes of paragraphs “3,” “4,” and “5,” the term “tpy CO2 equivalent emissions 

(CO2e)” shall represent an amount of GHGs emitted and shall be computed as follows: 

(a)  Multiply the mass amount of emissions (tpy) for each of the six greenhouse gases in 

the pollutant GHGs by the associated global warming potential of the gas published at 40 CFR 

Part 98, Subpart A, Table A-1, “Global Warming Potentials,” (as amended on October 30, 2009 

through December 24, 2014). For purposes of this definition, prior to July 21, 2014, the mass of 

the greenhouse gas carbon dioxide shall not include carbon dioxide emissions resulting from the 

combustion or decomposition of non-fossilized and biodegradable organic material originating 

from plants, animals, or micro-organisms (including products, by-products, residues and waste 

from agriculture, forestry and related industries as well as the non-fossilized and biodegradable 

organic fractions of industrial and municipal wastes, including gases and liquids recovered from 



Notice of Intended Action - 53 
 

the decomposition of non-fossilized and biodegradable organic material). 

(b) No change. 

 

ITEM 33.  Amend subrule 33.3(1), definition of “Subject to regulation,” by rescinding 

numbered paragraph “5.” 

 

ITEM 34.  Amend subrule 33.3(9) as follows: 

33.3(9)  Exemptions. The provisions for allowing exemptions from certain requirements 

for PSD-subject sources as specified in 40 CFR 52.21(i) as amended through October 20, 2010, 

March 6, 2015, are adopted by reference. 

 

ITEM 35.  Amend subrule 33.3(11) as follows: 

33.3(11) Source impact analysis. The provisions for a source impact analysis as specified 

in 40 CFR 52.21(k) as amended through October 20, 2010, December 9, 2013, are adopted by 

reference. 

 

ITEM 36.  Amend subrule 33.3(20) as follows: 

33.3(20) Conditions for permit issuance. Except as explained below, a permit may not be 

issued to any new “major stationary source” or “major modification” as defined in subrule 

33.3(1) that would locate in any area designated as attainment or unclassifiable for any national 

ambient air quality standard pursuant to Section 107 of the Act, when the source or modification 

would cause or contribute to a violation of any national ambient air quality standard. A major 

stationary source or major modification will be considered to cause or contribute to a violation of 
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a national ambient air quality standard when such source or modification would, at a minimum, 

exceed the following significance levels at any locality that does not or would not meet the 

applicable national standard: 

 

Significant Impact Levels (SILs) 

  Averaging Time 

Annual 24 hrs. 8 hrs. 3 hrs. 1 hr. 

Pollutant (μg/m3) (μg/m3) (μg/m3) (μg/m3) (μg/m3) 

SO2 1.0 5 ——— 25 ——— 

PM10 1.0 5 ——— ——— ——— 

PM2.5 0.3 1.2 ——— ——— ——— 

NO2 1.0 ——— ——— ——— ——— 

CO ——— ——— 500 ——— 2000 
 

A permit may be granted to a major stationary source or major modification as identified 

above if the major stationary source or major modification reduces the impact of its emissions 

upon air quality by obtaining sufficient emissions reductions to compensate for its adverse 

ambient air impact where the major stationary source or major modification would otherwise 

contribute to a violation of any national ambient air quality standard. This subrule shall not apply 

to a major stationary source or major modification with respect to a particular pollutant if the 

owner or operator demonstrates that the source is located in an area designated under Section 

107 of the Act as nonattainment for that pollutant. 

 

ITEM 37. Amend subrule 33.3(22) as follows: 

33.3(22) Permit rescission. Any permit issued under 40 CFR 52.21 or this chapter or any 
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permit issued under rule 567—22.4(455B) shall remain in effect unless and until it is rescinded. 

The department will consider requests for rescission that meet the conditions specified under 

paragraphs “a” and “b” of this subrule. If the department rescinds a permit or a condition in a 

permit issued under 40 CFR 52.21, this chapter, or rule 567—22.4(455B), the public shall be 

given adequate notice of the proposed rescission. Publication of an announcement of rescission 

in a newspaper of general circulation in the affected region 60 days prior to the proposed date for 

rescission shall be considered adequate notice. 

a.  The department may rescind a permit or a portion of a permit upon request from an 

owner or operator of a stationary source who holds a permit for a source or modification that was 

issued under 40 CFR 52.21 as in effect on July 30, 1987, or earlier, provided the application also 

meets the provisions in paragraph “b” of this subrule. issued: 

(1) Under 40 CFR 52.21 as in effect on July 30, 1987, or earlier, provided the application 

also meets the provisions in paragraph “b” of this subrule (33.3(22));  

(2) Under this chapter between July 1, 2011, and July 6, 2015, to a source that was 

classified as a major stationary source under subrule 33.3(1) solely on the basis of potential 

emissions of greenhouse gases, which were defined as a regulated NSR pollutant through the 

application of the provisions in subrule 33.3(1), definition of “subject to regulation,” paragraph 

“5(a),” as in effect during this time period; or 

(3) Under this chapter between July 1, 2011, and July 6, 2015, for a modification that was 

classified as a major modification under subrule 33.3(1) solely on the basis of an increase in 

emissions of greenhouse gases, which were defined as a regulated NSR pollutant through the 

application of the provisions in subrule 33.3(1), definition of “subject to regulation,” paragraph 

“5(b),”as in effect during this time period. 
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b.  If the application for rescission meets the provisions in paragraph “a” of this subrule, 

the department may rescind a permit if the owner or operator shows that the PSD provisions 

under 40 CFR 52.21 or this chapter would not apply to the source or modification. 

 

_________________________________ 
       Date 
 

 
_________________________________ 
Chuck Gipp, Director 
 



 
 

 

Administrative Rules  
JOBS IMPACT STATEMENT 

 
1.  BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Agency: 

Environmental Protection Commission 
(Commission) / Department of Natural 
Resources (Department) 

IAC Citation: 
567 IAC Chapters 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 
28, 31, and 33. 

Agency Contact: Christine Paulson (515) 725-9510 

Statutory 
Authority: 

Iowa Code sections 455B.133, 455B.139 and 
455B.145. United States Clean Air Act 
Sections 110(a)(2)(C) (42 USC §7410), 111 
(42 USC §7411), 112 (42 USC §7412) and 
501-507 (42 USC §7661a - §7661f)  

Objective: The purpose of the proposed air quality rule changes is to: 
 
1) Rescind unnecessary rules and update other rules to provide regulatory 
certainty and flexibility. The proposed rules will implement a portion of 
the Department’s 5-year rules review plan to accomplish the requirements 
of Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). 
  
2) Offer uniform rules by making changes that match federal regulations 
and eliminating inconsistency between federal and state rules. By 
adopting federal updates into state administrative rules, the Commission is 
ensuring that Iowa’s air quality rules are no more stringent than federal 
regulations. Additionally, the updates allow the Department, rather than 
the EPA, to be the primary agency to implement the air quality 
requirements in Iowa, thereby allowing the Department and its partners to 
provide compliance assistance and outreach to affected facilities. 
 

Summary: The proposed rule changes continue previous efforts in the Department’s 
rules review plan to identify rules that can be rescinded or amended 
because they are outdated or obsolete. The proposed changes improve 
rules for several air quality programs, including construction permits, 
Title V permits, Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD), air toxics 
standards, and testing and monitoring methods.  
 
The rule changes also include adoption of revisions to federal air toxics 
standards (also known as National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants or NESHAP) and new source performance standards (NSPS) 
that are not currently under reconsideration or litigation.  These include 
changes affecting existing federal standards that are already adopted by 
reference, but that EPA has since amended. Adopting EPA’s amendments 
allows state rules to be consistent with federal regulations, and provides 
certainty to affected businesses and other interested stakeholders. Please 
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see the attached table for the complete list of NESHAP and NSPS 
proposed for adoption. 

 
2. JOB IMPACT ANALYSIS 
       Fill in this box if impact meets these criteria: 
_  _  No Job Impact on private sector jobs and employment opportunities in the State. 
_      Job Impact cannot be determined.   

 
   x_   Fill in this box if impact meets either of these criteria: 
   

x  Positive Job Impact on private sector jobs and employment opportunities in the State. 
     Negative Job Impact on private sector jobs and employment opportunities in the State. 
 
Description and quantification of the nature of the impact the proposed rule will have on private 
sector jobs and employment opportunities: 
 
After analysis and review, the Department has determined that most of the proposed changes will 
have no impact on private sector jobs, or will have a positive impact on private sector jobs.  
 
The proposed rules include rescinding unnecessary rules, updating other rules, and streamlining 
the rules to provide regulatory certainty and, in many cases, regulatory flexibility. The proposed 
changes include: 

• Shortening and updating titles and descriptions of air quality rules and forms. 
• Reducing the number of copies required for submittal of a construction permit application 

and an Acid Rain permit application. 
• Correcting and clarifying the construction permit exemptions, Title V exemptions, and 

Title V insignificant activities. 
• Providing regulatory relief to facilities submitting a Title V application by no longer 

requiring submittal of information already submitted with an emissions inventory.  
• Eliminating unnecessary and redundant federal reference dates and instead referencing 

the appropriate state rule. 
These changes implement a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan as required 
under Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). Affected businesses and the public benefit from clear and up-
to-date air quality requirements. 
 
Additionally, the proposed rules make changes that match federal regulations and eliminate 
inconsistency between federal and state rules, including: 

• Adopting the most current EPA methods for measuring air pollutant emissions (stack 
testing and continuous monitoring). EPA eliminated outdated procedures, added 
alternative testing methods, and restructured its audit program. 

• Rescinding references to requirements of the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) that EPA 
has now eliminated. 

• Rescinding references to requirements for nonattainment areas that EPA has removed 
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from federal regulations. 
• Updating rules for the declaration of emergency air pollution episodes to reflect the 

current federal ambient air quality levels and terminology. 
• Updating the state’s Title V and PSD rules to reflect EPA’s recent revisions to federal 

Title V and PSD regulations. 
By adopting federal updates into state rules, the Commission is ensuring that Iowa’s air quality 
rules are no more stringent than federal regulations. 
 
For the adoption of new and amended NSPS and NESHAP standards, the Department has 
determined that jobs could be impacted. However, the proposed amendments are only 
implementing federally mandated regulations. The amendments are identical to the federal 
regulations and would not impose any regulations on Iowa businesses not already required by 
federal law. None of the federal standards proposed for adoption are under reconsideration or 
litigation. 
 
In some cases, the revised federal standards proposed for adoption provide more flexibility and 
potential cost savings for affected businesses, offering a positive impact on private sector jobs. 
Further, the proposed amendments allow the Department rather than EPA to be the primary 
agency to implement the standards in Iowa, thereby allowing the Department and its partners to 
provide compliance assistance to affected facilities.  
 
The Department estimated potential impacts from adopting the new and revised federal NSPS 
and NESHAP, as described below. Please also see the attached table for the complete list of 
NESHAP and NSPS proposed for adoption. 
 
Chromium Electroplating (NESHAP – amended standard) 
The Department estimates that eleven existing facilities are affected by these amendments. 
Facilities were required to comply with new work practice standards by March 19, 2013. Some 
facilities were also required to comply with new emissions control requirements by September 
19, 2014. Upon adoption of the amended NESHAP, the Department will work with affected 
facilities to provide compliance assistance, as needed. Additionally, affected area sources that are 
small businesses are eligible for free assistance from the Iowa Air Emissions Assistance Program 
(IAEAP).  
 
Wood Furniture Manufacturing (NESHAP – amended standard) 
The Department estimates that nine existing facilities are subject to the NESHAP amendments. 
EPA’s revisions establish a work practice limit to reduce formaldehyde emissions. Facilities 
were required to comply with the new requirements by November 21, 2014. Upon becoming the 
delegated authority for the updated standards, the Department will offer outreach to facilities that 
need help complying with the new requirements. 
 
Nitric Acid Plants (NSPS – new and amended standards) 
These amendments affect one existing fertilizer plant that underwent expansion and one new 
fertilizer plant currently under construction. The facilities must comply with the updated NSPS 
upon start-up of the affected equipment. 
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Portland Cement Manufacturing (NSPS and NESHAP – amended standards) 
EPA published amendments on July 25, 2016, September 11, 2015, July 27, 2015, and February 
12, 2013, in response to a federal court decision and requests for reconsideration that occurred 
after EPA issued earlier amendments in 2010. EPA extended compliance dates, offered a 
temporary compliance alternative and provided additional flexibilities from the 2010 rules. EPA 
estimates that the new amendments will result in significant cost savings when compared to the 
2010 rules. Three existing facilities are affected by the amended standards. (One of the three 
facilities is not currently operating.)  
 
Pesticide Active Ingredients (NESHAP – amended standard) 
One facility is affected by the amendments. The NESHAP required compliance with some 
requirements by March 27, 2014, and facilities will have until March 27, 2017, to comply with 
other new requirements.  
 
Natural Gas Transmission and Storage (NESHAP – amended standard) 
One facility has notified the Department that the facility is subject to the new NESHAP 
requirements. The NESHAP compliance date was October 15, 2015. 
 
The Department is also proposing to adopt amended federal standards affecting the following 
industries: 

• Pulp and paper production 
• Flexible polyurethane foam production 
• Amino/phenolic resins production 
• Mineral wool production; and 
• Offsite waste and recovery operations. 

Although no facilities in Iowa are currently affected by these federal standards, existing facilities 
that change their production lines or new facilities could become subject to these standard in the 
future. 
 
In addition, the Department is proposing to rescind adoption by reference of the NESHAP for 
petroleum refineries. Iowa has never had any facilities affected by this NESHAP, and is unlikely 
to have any affected facilities operating in Iowa in the future. If an affected facility should plan 
to locate to Iowa, the Department will evaluate whether to request adoption of the standards at 
that time. 
 
The Department is also removing outdated references to two NESHAP affecting brick and 
structural clay manufacturing and clay ceramics manufacturing. 
 
 
Categories of jobs and employment opportunities that are affected by the proposed rule:  
Cement plants, fertilizer plants, pesticide ingredient manufacturing, chromium electroplaters, 
wood furniture manufacturing, and natural gas transmission and storage facilities. 
 
Number of jobs or potential job opportunities: 
Cannot be determined at this time. 
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Regions of the state affected:  
All regions of the state. 
 
Additional costs to the employer per employee due to the proposed rule:  (if not possible to 
determine, write “Not Possible to Determine.”) 
No additional costs to the employer. 
 

 
3. COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS 
The Agency has taken steps to minimize the adverse impact on jobs and the development of new 
employment opportunities before proposing a rule.  See the following Cost-Benefit Analysis: 

 
No other less intrusive or expensive method exists for achieving the purpose of the 
proposed rules.  
 
 

 



 

 

Administrative Rule Fiscal Impact Statement  
 

          Date: June 15, 2016 
Agency:  Environmental Protection Commission (Commission) / Department of Natural 
Resources (Department) 
IAC Citation:  567 IAC Chapters 20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 31, and 33 
Agency Contact:  Christine Paulson 
Summary of the Rule:  
The proposed air quality rule changes will: 
1) Rescind unnecessary rules and update other rules to provide regulatory certainty and 
flexibility. The proposed rules will implement a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review 
plan to accomplish the requirements of Iowa Code section 17A.7(2). The proposed rule changes 
continue previous efforts in the Department’s rules review plan to identify rules that can be 
rescinded or amended because they are outdated or obsolete. The proposed changes improve 
rules for several air quality programs, including construction permits, Title V permits, 
Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD), air toxics standards, and testing and monitoring 
methods. 
 
2) Offer uniform rules by making changes that match federal regulations and eliminating 
inconsistency between federal and state rules. The rule changes adopt federal air toxics 
standards and new source performance standards that are not currently under reconsideration or 
litigation. These include changes affecting existing federal standards that are already adopted by 
reference, but EPA has since amended. By adopting federal updates into state administrative 
rules, the Commission is ensuring that Iowa’s air quality rules are no more stringent than federal 
regulations. Adopting EPA’s amendments also allows state rules to be consistent with federal 
regulations, and provides certainty to affected businesses and other interested stakeholders. 
Additionally, the updates allow the Department, rather than the EPA, to be the primary agency 
to implement the air quality requirements in Iowa, thereby allowing the Department and its 
partners to provide compliance assistance and outreach to affected facilities. 
 
 
Fill in this box if the impact meets these criteria: 
 
_X_ No Fiscal Impact to the State. 
___ Fiscal Impact of less than $100,000 annually or $500,000 over 5 years. 
___ Fiscal Impact cannot be determined. 
 
Brief Explanation:   
The Department will use existing budget and resources to implement the rule. 
 
Assumptions:  
 
Describe how estimates were derived: 
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Estimated Impact to the State by Fiscal Year 
 
 Year 1 (FY 2015)  Year 2 (FY 2016)  
Revenue by Each Source:     
   GENERAL FUND 0$  0$  
   FEDERAL FUNDS 0$  0$  
   Other (specify) 0$  0$  

 
    

TOTAL REVENUE 
0$  0$  

Expenditures:     
   GENERAL FUND 0$  0$  
   FEDERAL FUNDS 0$  0$  
   Other (specify) 0$  0$  

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 
0$  0$  

NET IMPACT 
    

 
 

   X   This rule is required by State law or Federal mandate. 
Please identify the state or federal law: 
 
The rule change will implement Iowa Code sections 455B.133, 455B.139 and 455B.145, as 
well as the United States Clean Air Act sections 110(a)(2)(C) (42 USC §7410), 111 (42 
USC §7411), 112 (42 USC §7412) and 501-507 (42 USC §7661a - §7661f).  
 
       Funding has been provided for the rule change. 
Please identify the amount provided and the funding source: 
 
   X    Funding has not been provided for the rule. 
Please explain how the agency will pay for the rule change: 
 
The Department will utilize existing resources at this time.  
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Fiscal impact to persons affected by the rule:   
The Department has determined that most of the proposed changes will have either a negligible 
or positive fiscal impact on affected facilities.  
 
These amendments rescind unnecessary rules, update other rules, and streamline the rules to 
provide regulatory certainty and, in many cases, regulatory flexibility. The proposed changes 
include: 

• Shortening and updating titles and descriptions of air quality rules and forms. 
• Reducing the number of copies required for submittal of a construction permit 

application and an Acid Rain permit application. 
• Correcting and clarifying the construction permit exemptions, Title V exemptions, and 

Title V insignificant activities. 
• Providing regulatory relief to facilities submitting a Title V application by no longer 

requiring submittal of information already submitted with an emissions inventory.  
• Eliminating unnecessary and redundant federal reference dates. 

These changes implement a portion of the Department’s 5-year rules review plan as required 
under Iowa Code section 17A.7(2).  
 
Additionally, the proposed rules make changes that match federal regulations and eliminate 
inconsistency between federal and state rules, including: 

• Adopting the most current EPA methods for measuring air pollutant emissions. 
• Rescinding references to requirements of the Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) that EPA 

has now eliminated. 
• Rescinding references to requirements for nonattainment areas that EPA has removed 

from federal regulations. 
• Updating rules for the declaration of emergency air pollution episodes to reflect the 

current federal ambient air quality levels and terminology. 
• Updating the state’s Title V and PSD rules to reflect EPA’s recent revisions. 

 
For the adopting of new and amended federal New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) and 
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP), the Department 
determined that some affected facilities could experience negative fiscal impacts. However, the 
proposed amendments are only implementing federally mandated regulations. The amendments 
are identical to the federal regulations and would not impose any regulations on Iowa businesses 
not already required by federal law. In some cases, the revised federal standards provide more 
flexibility and potential cost savings, offering a positive fiscal impact on affected facilities.  
 
Chromium Electroplating (NESHAP – amended standard) 
The Department estimates that eleven existing facilities are affected by these amendments. 
Facilities were required to comply with new work practice standards by March 19, 2013, and 
with new emissions control requirements by September 19, 2014. 
 
Wood Furniture Manufacturing (NESHAP – amended standard) 
The Department estimates that nine existing facilities are subject to the amendments. Facilities 
were required to comply with the new requirements by November 21, 2014. 
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Nitric Acid Plants (NSPS – new and amended standards) 
These amendments affect one existing fertilizer plant that underwent expansion and one new 
fertilizer plant currently under construction. The NSPS requires compliance upon start-up of the 
affected equipment. 
 
Portland Cement Manufacturing (NSPS and NESHAP – amended standards) 
EPA published amendments on July 25, 2016, September 11, 2015, July 27, 2015, and February 
12, 2013, to provide a temporary compliance alternative, extend compliance dates and offer 
additional flexibilities from earlier amendments issued in 2010. Three existing facilities are 
affected by the amended standards. (One of the three facilities is not currently operating.)  
 
Pesticide Active Ingredients (NESHAP – amended standard) 
One facility is affected by the amendments. The NESHAP required compliance with some 
requirements by March 27, 2014, with a deadline of March 27, 2017, for other requirements.  
 
Natural Gas Transmission and Storage (NESHAP – amended standard) 
One facility notified the Department that the facility is subject to the new NESHAP. The 
NESHAP compliance date was October 15, 2015. 
 
The Department is also proposing to adopt amended federal standards affecting the following 
industries: pulp and paper production, flexible polyurethane foam production, amino/phenolic 
resins production, mineral wool production, and offsite waste and recovery operations. Although 
no facilities in Iowa are currently affected by these federal standards, existing facilities that 
change their production lines or new facilities could become subject to these standard in the 
future. 
 
In addition, the Department is proposing to rescind adoption by reference of the NESHAP for 
petroleum refineries. Iowa has never had any facilities affected by this NESHAP, and is unlikely 
to have any affected facilities operating in Iowa in the future. If an affected facility should plan 
to locate to Iowa, the Department will evaluate whether to request adoption of the standards at 
that time.  
 
The Department is also removing outdated references to two NESHAP affecting brick and 
structural clay manufacturing and clay ceramics manufacturing. 
 
Fiscal impact to Counties or other Local Governments (required by Iowa Code 25B.6):   
Linn County and Polk County have state-approved local air quality programs, and would likely 
adopt changes to their ordinances and procedures that match any changes to state rules. It is 
unlikely that other cities or counties would be affected by the rule changes. However, if a city or 
county government is subject to the air quality rules being amended, the local governments 
would be affected in the same manner as described above for industries and businesses. 
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