Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Bosolds [bosolds@iisco.com]

Sent: Thursday, Aprit 24, 2014 915 PM .

To: Gipp, Chuck [DNR]; Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: Topscil provision of NPDES General Permit No. 2

Dear DNR Director Gipp and Mr.,

The DNR recently adopted a rule to preserve 4" of topsoil at construction sites - the topsoil provision of NPDES General
Permit No. 2. 1 support this rule, which was adopted to retain healthy soil which better enables new homeowners to
establish healthy landscapes - lawn, gardens, native plantings, trees and shrubs - and improve on-site stormwater
retention, lessen runoff and soil erosion, and improve water quality.

Please ensure that this rule is enacted and enforced.
Sincerely,

Patrick Bosold

202 N. 5" st
Fairfield, IA 52556
tel 641-472-1691
bosoids@lisco.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Brad and Tammy Freidhof [bradfreidhof@msn.com}

Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 6:26 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: NPDES General Permit No. 2 - Comments for EO 80 stakeholders group

Dear Mr. Schnieders,

My name is Brad Freidhof and | am a life-long resident of lowa. | grew up on a small family farm in
Northeast lowa and currently reside in Coralville, lowa in Johnson County. fam writing to you today
in support of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit No. 2

In this permit it requires that unless infeasible 4” of topsoil remains on the site after
construction. This is only a portion of the general permit requirement, but a very important
component. The goal of this rule is to have yards that will be able to absorb rainfalls of up to 1.25”
which account for up to 90% of the average rainfall in lowa. Some developers and builders have
expressed a concern that implementing this rule will add excessive cost 1o the price of a new home
placing a burden on the home buyer by increasing the development cost. There are a lot of rules that
‘add costs o home ownership. Home ownership comes with responsibifity. Home ownership also
comes with dream and visions. Many people envision using their yards with their family and friends.
Being able to grow vegetable gardens and flower beds. Some developers and contractors don’'t want
" that burden, that responsibility, to return the fertile topsoil that once covered the building site back to
the site following development. 1t is easier to sell the topsoil and roll out a turf which appears as a
functional landscape, but is far from it.

In my current place of residence the practice of removing soil and leaving compacted clay which is
unable to retain an average rain fall and is unsuitable for lawns and landscapes has been
commonplace. While most builders and developers are conscientious and want to create the best
possible product for their clients there are still many whao will cut corners without concern for the
quality of their product or its impact on our environment. My concern is that without regulation and
monitoring we will return to business as usual. We need to consider that without changing our pattern
of development which channels water above ground directly into rivers & lakes instead of allowing it
to infiltrate into the ground we will continue to see increased fiooding, pollution and degradation of
those waters.

| purchased a home that was impacted by the practices previously described. My lawn is currently
shedding more water than it is retaining and | am experiencing difficulties with erosion and growing
grass. | will have to repair these issues at my cost and apply management practices to my yard to
increase water infiltration. These costs may be higher than the initial costs of replacing the original
topsoil.

There is a cost to these practices to protect our water resources, just as there are costs to other
construction rules such as electrical and plumbing codes which will be passed on to the homebuyer. |
believe that the cost of the damage to our resources outweighs the expense of complying with this
regulation. If it is left to individual communities to comply it may be an incentive for communities who
do not see themselves impacted by water quality to ease enforcement to encourage consfruction at a
cost to homeowners and all of us who use and enjoy our waterways.

Please require that a topsoil replacement requirement remains a part of the NPDES General Permit

No. 2. lowans’ pay now or our children pay later. I'd ildr
_ J . preferred to carry my own burd
generation will have enough of their own issues to deal with. v urden, my chidren

Thanks for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Bradley Freidhof

bradfreidhof@msn.com
Coralville, lowa 52241




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Charity Rowley [crowiey@oaknoll.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 3:31 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: water runoff

Dear Mr. Schnieders,
Please help those who work with land uses use good procedures to reduce water runoff. It is
especially important for contractors to restore worked soil to be able to absorb water by not

leaving clay as the only surface available after construction.

And for farmer land owners like myself to make use of wetland areas in waterway areas along
with other conservation practices.

We all need to do our part of helping with good practices for our water - water that we are
fortunate to have unlike the states that are experlencing more drought than we have.

Charity Rowley



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Chris Anderson [sky.doc@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, April 28, 2014 6:33 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: Information about Storm Water Permit #2 Regutation
Hi Adam,

I learned today about the stakeholder process for the amendment to the Topsoil Preservation Requirements.
I believe it is too late for me to get involved in any way, but I would appreciate any suggestions you might have
of persons | can contact to become involved. 1am also interested in learning how to obtain previous evaluation

materials that determined costs are more than anticipated and unreasonable for developers to bear.

I'm a home owner who is paying for storm water management prograims that I might not have to pay for had
topsoil been left on my lot after developing it. That makes me a stakeholder, 1 think.

1 am also interested to know if someone is a point of contact that I can list in an opinion letter to the Ames
Tribune.

Chris



Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

From: Crabb Aaron P [CrabbAaronP@JohnDeere.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 1:39 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: GP #2 4" Topsoil Requirment Feedback

Mr. Schneiders:

| would like to take a few minutes of your time to provide some additional feedback regarding the 4” topsoil
requirement proposed in General Permit #2.

| am a current resident of Ankeny. In November of 2008, we signed a contract to build a new home on the NW side of
Ankeny. We moved into the home in February of 2009.

My children enjoy the process of keeping a vegetable garden and | like to maintain a healthy, fush fawn. Our
expectations were high for our new yard due to the fact that our home was built on land that was in agricultural
production a year prior to our arrival. Were we in for a surprise!

Our developer graded our neighborhood heavily in order to build homes that have watk out basements. As a result, the
topography of our lot was modified from a flat farm field to a slope. In order to achieve this, the topsoil was removed
and heavy clay soils were brought up to create new contours. At the time of the final grading, 1 don’t believe there was
enough top soil available to cover the lot with even a very thin layer. The contractor that did the final grade ended up
placing top soil in a few places around the foundation in order to create the proper slope. '

Over the ensuing 5 years, 've done about everything | can think of to get grass to grow on our yard including:
e Bringing in over 45 cubic yards of compost and top dressed the yard.
» Tilling and aerating multiple times.
e Removing concrete and gravel construction waste.
e Over seeding muitiple times.
« Bringing in trailer loads of horse manure.
e Broadcasting gypsum on the yard in an attempt to break down the clay.

My efforts have yielded marginal results. Today, our yard supports a fair stand of grass in some areas. We continue to
struggle with erosion and run off in several areas due to the fact that neither grass nor weeds will grow in solid clay.
The trees we've planted won’t take root beyond the original hole we dug, and they don’t demonstrate any top growth.
I'm afraid to remove their original support stakes because | think they'll biow over. The sod that was originally laid on
my neighbors’ properties is gradually dying away.

Many times V've considered giving up on my restoration efforts and bringing in 150 yards of top soil to completely
overlay my yard. However, as a family, we struggle to absorb that cost into our budget. Just today, | called around and
got a quote to have the soil delivered to our house. The price of the soil would be about $5,450 and the delivery charge
is $950. On top of this, | would need to renta skid loader for two days, take three days off work, purchase and spread
new seed etc...

| can anticipate the economic objections that contractors will make to the proposed 4" top soil requirement. Here are a
few comments regarding the cost of this proposal;

e Inthe quote above, 84% of the cost is the material and 16% is transport fees. {from Waulkee} Ina contractor’s
case, the material is included with the purchase of the lot and they shouldn’t have to transport anything if they
store it on site. | agree that there will be some additional labor and fuel costs to redistribute the material.
However, | believe that some creative site management technigues could minimize these costs.

1



¢ The impact of this added cost will affect all new properties equally, so it won't create an unfair advantage for
some over others,

* The cost of this practice will be passed along to consumers. However, the frustration, headaches, and additional
tabor are already being passed on. Even if the total cost was $2000, that represents less than 1% of the cost of
my property. Given the choice, | would have gladly paid an additional $2000 or more in order to have that top
soil,

As you consider this proposal, | would encourage you to include feedback from homeowners like myself who are left to
deal with the aftermath of poor construction site management. I'm sure there are many reputable contractors who
practice good techniques already. However, the 4” top soil requirement is essential to create a check and balance for
the contractors like mine who don’t demonstrate a higher level of conscientiousness. *

If you would like to discuss this further, feel free to contact me by e-mail or directly at the phone number below.
Thank you!

Aaron Crabb

Operations iImprovement Manager
John Deere Des Molnes Works

Cell: 515-494-2627
ciabbacronp@.fohnDesre.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: David H. Sickles [dsick747@lcom.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 8:26 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Stakeholders Group

As a horticulture sales person I can not begin to count the number of calls and conversations
I have had with homeowners who say "All we have is clay in our yard, What can we do about
it." Usually my answer is not much and learn to live with the what the cheap developer left
you. In many cases the topsoil on these yards was removed and sold, some didn't have it to
start with and others had the excavated clay from the basement spread over the topsoil so
that the developer didn't have to pay to have the clay hauled away. If developers want to
sell houses they need to learn that they have to provide not only a gquality product inside
the home but outside the home as well. Please help support the DNR rule of 4" of top soil on
all new home construction. This not only helps on run off it helps the future home owners
develop attractive and sustainable landscapes.

David H Sickles

Beautiful Land Products

366 Cookson Dr

West Branch, IA 52358



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jim Mitchell [jimmitchell101@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 4:02 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Reduction of runoff into our rivers, lakes and streams,

Dear Adam Schnieders,

Please retain the regulation to protect our lakes, rivers and streams by requiring 4" of
topsoil remains on a site after construction . The benefit to our resources outweighs the
expense of development cost.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, _

James Pierce Mitchell
319-530-6985
dimmitchellil@l@yahoo.com

Sent from my iPhone



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Joe Wegman [JWegman@awwelt.comj

Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2014 3:02 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Help reduce runoff into our rivers, lakes & streams
“Adam,

| agree with the concept in NPDES General Permit No 2 and the effort to help preserve our rivers, lakes and
streams and comply with EPS rules the lowa DNR has implemented a regulation that among other things
requires that unless infeasible 4” of topsoil remains on the site after construction.

| am not an expert in the field but | do agree with the premise. it is not my intention that the contractor has to
shoulder this cost alone. Nor that housing costs rise to become unaffordable. | am not privy to what those
costs are but | certainly agree with continuing to move toward such a regulation. We need to consider the
environmental impact of the practice of taking all top soil and other traditions across our economy that have a
negative impact. '

Joe Wegman



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Josh Rath [pastorjoshrath@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2014 9:27 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: NPDES General Permit No. 2

Dear Adam,

As a homeowner in Johnson county lowa, I believe that leaving 4" of topsoil at the building site is essential not
only for the homeowner, but also the environment. I own a home that does not have topsoil, just compacted clay
and sod laid on top. We constantly have to run the sump pump and water is the yard is always a concern along
with run off into our storm sewers. Although contractors and developers do not like this law because they
cannot sell the top soil before building a home, cutting corners and not being concerned about the environment
is something that needs to be stopped. I used to be in construction and although I was never a developer, 1 did
want to make sure that as much of the natural environment was left at the site instead of hauling it away because
1 do believe it is everyone's responsibility to care for our land. Please keep the law in place so that we can have
less runoff to deal with along with better absorption of rain and snow.

In Christ,
Josh Rath
Pastor

Cooperative Parish

New Horizons United Methodist Church
2251 1st Ave

Coralville, IA 52241

(319) 351-2491

North Liberty First United Methodist Church
85 N. Jones Blvd.

North Liberty, 1A 52317

(319)626-2762



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Pam Ries [pamela.sue.ries@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 29, 2014 5:37 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: NPDES General Permit No. 2

Mr. Schnieder,

I live in a development where the contractors removed the topsoil and left compacted clay/silt. Never in all my
years of living in lowa have 1 had so much difficulty establishing plants as I have had at this house. I have had
to dig out the clay and replace it with topsoil. Even then, the bushes and trees experience retarded growth as the
roots cannot penetrate the soil. This has added much to the cost of landscaping our yard.

Another unexpected consequence of this practice is that when we have heavy rains the water runs down the hill
of the development and seeks out the lowest point - our egress window. We have had water fill up the window
well and enter our home 3 times since we moved in 7 1/2 years ago. Each time this has happened we have
raised the retaining wall, placed metal sheeting into the soil on the outside of the wall, had to replace dry wall in
our home, and cleaned up a huge mess. The last time this happened we pulled out all of the carpet and replaced
it with tile.

None of this is covered by insurance. So even though these practices require the expenditure of funds, without
the regulations our water quality is compromised and the home owner still incurs the expenses. Please
support NPDES General Permit No. 2.

Pam Ries
Johnson County
lowa



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: whsteward@mediacombb.net
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 9:38 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: topsoil

I write to let you know I favor the proposed 4" of topsoil requirement for construction sites. 1 am a retired
United Methodist minister who has lived in IA all my life. I grew up on a small IA farm near Grand Mound;
my father was a conservationist who carefully tended our land and waterways, Our vacations were to swim,
fish and enjoy the Wapsi River. Iimagine that. The appeal of lowa, and the reason so many of us love it, is
that it is truly an exquisitely "beautiful land." It does not make any sense (not even short-term financial sense)
o treat our soil like it can be dismissively thrown away. May our sacred soil be given a break. Thanks for your
consideration.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Gipp, Chuck [DNR]

Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 11:52 AM
To: Virginia Soelberg

Cc: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Re: Support for topsoil preservation rule

Thank you. | will forward to cur DNR staff.

Sent from my BEackBerry 10 smartphone on the Verizon Wireless 4G LTE network.

From: Virginia Soelberg

Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2014 10:13 AM
To: Ehm, William [DNR]; Gipp, Chuck [DNR]
Subject: Support for topsoil preservation rule

Below is my leiter to the EO80 Stakeholder Group considering the Topsoil Preservation Rule.

To the topsoil preservation rule Stakeholder Group:

| would like to give input for the consideration of the Stakeholder Group supporting the preservation of 4" of topsoil at time
of construction, as the Rule now requires.

| see this as an issue of upfront costs and efforts for the developer, compared to long term costs to the home buyer and
the environment. Topsoil is a precious resource in lowa and we should all be doing what we can to preserve if.

A few years ago my son became a homeowner of a building lat that had the fopsaii totaity scraped off. He has spent severai years
trying to build back healthy scil, and in the process buying and replacing trees, pouring time, money, grass seed, fertilizer, sod, water
and effort into establishing a iawn, frees, and a garden. How much better to have spent a fitlle extra money upfront on the lot and have
fewer of these probiems. And his soil would have absorbed more water from the start, rather than having it run off. ~ Short term
additional profit means long term costs to the owner.

And without the use of best management practices to control stormwater runoff in urban development, the health of naturai ecosystems
that our urban streams, lakes and wetlands support, declines. Studies show that iandscaped areas can contribute significantly to the
totai runoff from residentia developments when constructed on poor-quality soil.

I am very concerned that the makeup of the EO 80 Stakeholder's group facks the needed balance to fairly weigh these issues, such as:

New homeowner's costs and struggles to establish their landscaping.

Water quality advocates: DM Waterworks as well as recreational water users concerned about water quality (sediment, nitrates and
others.)

Those impacted by water quantity issues; flooding, erosion, tack of infiltration.

Engineers who understand and apply the strategies of Best Management Practices for replacing urban topsoil and who could
gvaluate cost claims of those developers who consider soit preservation "burdensome.”

Soil experts who recognize soil as a precious and fundamentai urban resource.

Cities in which the 4" rule is working.

| also support "open and accountable” government practices, including open mestings and timely notification.

It seems to me the established 4" preservation rule is a fair means of meeting the EPA's topsoil preservation expectation. lowa has

many experts in soil and water best management practices. Please avail yourselves of their expertise.

Sincerely

Virginia Soelberg
£979 Dogwood Circle
Johnston, 1A 50131



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Virginia Soeiberg [soelbergg@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2014 10:45 AM

To: Gipp, Chuck {DNR]; Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject; topsoil {again)

I ran across this excellent article on topsoil preservation, including how and why.
FY1...Page 33 of jan/feb Land and Water magazine has relevant
article...nttpy// viewer.zmags.com/publication/! 7aieli294/1 7a0e029/]

Thanks for your involvement in this issue.
Vs

Virginia Soelbeg
Johnston, 1A



Abmrbem to Stormwater

ban  development fun-
damentally changes the
ways by which water
Aows through the local envi-
ronmens, Without the ap-
plication of best managernent
practices to control stormwater
runoff and improve it quality,
the health of nacural ecosys-
terns that our arban streams,
lakes and wetlands  support

declines. We typically think of
these changes e the local wa-
ter cycle as being caused by the
spread of hard surfaces across
the land Like roofs and pave-
ments that prevent rain and
snowmelt from seaking into
the ground or being intercept-
edd and evaporated by plants.
“Yet, studies have shown thar
landscaped aveas, like the yards,
gardens, parks and sports fields
that make our wwns and ci-
tes beaudifal and healthy places
o Hve, can contribute 40 o
A0% of the el runoff from
residential developments when
constructed  on compacted,
poor-qualicy soil.
Healthy sofl provides im-
pOTTANT  SEOCMWALEr  manage-
ment funcrions including infil-
tration and storage, adsorption
of nuwrients, Ritration of sediments, de-
composition of pollutants, and moderation
of strearn Rows and wmperatures. In addi-
tion, healthy soil supporss vigorous plant
and wee growth that intercepts rain, re-
rurning much of it to the armosphere. The
health of the soil, vegetation and the rivers,

Compost amended topsoil.

lakes and wetlands chey drain to are intrin-
sically related. These relationships should
be better recognized in fand development
planning and urban construction pracesses
in order 1o produce more funcrional land-
scaped  areas. Implementing best prac-
tices 1o preserve and restore healthy soil in

Loand and ¥

il MANAGEMERNT

[aking Urban Landscapes More

landscaped areas also qualifies for
credits in green building certifica-
tion programs like Leadership-in
Energy and Environmental De-
sign (LEED") and The Sustain-
able Sites Initiative™.
The way in which fand-
scaped atéas are consuncted and
managed affects how absorbent
they are to stormwater, in ad-
dision to the level of effort that
will be required to re-establish
and maintain healthy vegeration
and the lifespan of dhe plantngs.
Today, conventionat construction
practices involve mass stripping
and stockpiling of site topsail in
large mounds: for penn&s of six
months 1 a year ot more uniil a
portion, wypically less than 30%
of what is swipped; i rcapinlwd
to landscaped areus. This process
compacts the topsoil, radically
changing its structure and water
holding capacity, and depletes it
of beneficial soil arganisms that
cannot sutvive the anoxic condi-
tions experienced in the topsoil
mounds.
Often the only living poi-
tion of topsoil stockpiles is lim-
iréd ro the top 30 centimeters:
This produces stockpiles rhat are
either poor or highly variable in
quality. Standard practice is w apply 10
to 15 centimerers of the swockpiled sice
topsoil to landscaped arcas, withou taking
ADY MEAsULes 1o reverse comp:‘mon of the
underlying subsoil caused by construcdon
equipment traffic and storage of building
materials,

wrwe Jandundwotercom 3%
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VISITUS AT
> Invizonmantal Seanestion

BOOTH#407

ture holding capacity,

Residencial lawns in newly devel-
oped areas have been shown to produce

significantly larger runoff volumes dhan

older lawns due to higher soil bulk density
(l.e. Toss of soil structure) and lower or-
ganic macter content. While many nacu-
ral processes act w loosen up soil, such as
freeze-thaw cycles, activity of soll organ-
isms and plant root penetration, they can

take decades to substantially decrease soil

bulk density. In addition, many of these
processes ave ineffecdve when soil com-

paction becomes severe (Le. bulk densicy

greater than 1.7 glem® because water, toots

and soil fauna simply cannor penetrate the

dense soil matrix,
1f best practices to preserve or restote
healthy functioning soil in landscaped ar-

How topsail is stripped and stackpiled aff

ects its compaosition, structure and mais-

eas are not. applied during construction,
changes to soil structure, biology and or-
ganke matter content and the effeces of com-
paction can cause them to function more
like impervious surfaces. This makes the
standard practice of directing roof drain-
age o them less effective chan iv could be
at reducing urban runoff and contaminans
loads to receiving waters.  Furthermore,
pooser quality planting environments are
producied that require more icrigation, fer-
tilizer and effort o re-establish and main-
win vegeration and urban tree canopy.
Application of improved soil. management
practices during construction can -reduce
stermwater runoff and outdoor water use,
produce more lush yards and Jandscaped
arcas that are easier and cheaper w main-

Topsall being reapplied during construction {foreground) and a tree protection zone
{background).

Land and Water




eain, and provide the growing environment
needed by urban rrees to reach marurity.

A New Appioach

With the release of @ new best practices
guide on preserving and restoring healthy
soil, the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority (FRCA) hopes to foster change
in construction industry practices and mu-
nicipal standards. The guide recommends
that soil in all kindscaped areas should meer
minimum standards for qualiey and uncom-
pacted depel, especially those that receive
runoff from adjacent roofs or pavements, In
cerms of quality, the ropsoil should contain
at least 5 to 10 percent organic matter, @ crit-
ical component to the water holding capac-
ity and hiological healdibt soil. If tpsoil s
low i organic marer,’i
with compest o meet §

hould be amended

ve standard. Interms
of uncompacted soil depth, topsoil should
be at least 20 centimeters deep, representing
double the amount that is typically applied
to yards and parks duting construction, arxd
dhe total uncompacted soil depth should be
ac lease 30 centimeters. :

Higher standards are recommended in
areas where shrabs and trees will be planted
15 they need richer ind deeper soil to thrive.
To make adeption of these practices easier,
guidance is also provided on how to develop
a soit mansgement pln for your site, in-

" cluding templated forms for planning and
field inspection and tools for caleulating the

quantities of topsoil and compost needed.
Best practices and optional methods
to meet the standaeds are deseribed in step-
wise derail, Fxamples of the best practices
include:
+ Leaving existing trees, vegetation and
soil undisturbed to the greatest extent pos-
sible
+ Swuipping, scockpiling and  preserving
existing topsoil on-site for reapplication in
areas to be lundscaped
+  Restoring post-construction soils in ae-
¢as to be landscaped to meet minimum soil
quality and depth standards

Recommended approaches w0 restoring
healthy soil funceions involve reversing com-
paction through the use of subsoiling or dill-
ing equipment and incorporating compost
and mulch o increase organic mattet can-
tent. Incorporating compost helps reverse
the effects of compaction and adds organic
matter.  Every one percent of organic mat-
ter in a 30 centimeter deep topsoil can hold

Native Plants & Restoration Services
Oyer 350 native species in stock

Restoration Materials & Services:
= Al sizes: linersfptugs o gatlons
- Guatity tosted pure lve seed

« Dot growing

. Live siskes, fascines & wailies
» Yegetated cotonut kigs & mals
~ Asgessment & parmitting

> Dosign - build

» Erosion & sediment control

» invasive spacies control

= Bonded and fnsured

3

pvs

Plants & Custom Seed Mixes For.
- DOY & roadsite somion proRes
Hal :

Lroerwater , 3
. Pollinator habitat & CRP plantings
s Shioreling & slope stabitization

= Wetland mitigation

574 586 2412

urserysales@oardng com

v Cardnoinew Com/urseny

orline catalog - www cardnoitnew. cam/catalng
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SOIL MANABEMENTY

ap to 16 litres of plant available water per
square meter, which adds up to substan-
tial water storage capacity if all landscaped
areas in 2 development meet the fécom-
inended standards. Compost also hias soil
binding properties, acting like glue which

Minimum standords for topsoll depth and quality con produce healthier, easi-
er to maintain and more: absorbent lowns and gardens. image source: Soils
for Safmen,

aggregates and holds soil particles togecher,

making it mote resistant to erosion, When  Jandscaped areas. To produce healthier  tion is also recommended o minimize the
subsoiling and tilling is combined with  topsoil stockpiles, the guide woommends portion of the mounds thas become anoxic
compost amendment, studies have shown 2 two-phase topsail stripping process in  during storage and t help distribure soil
that the volume of runoff produced by 4 which the higher qualiey topsoil obuained  micro-organisms surviving in the top 30

landscaped area conseructed on compacred from a shallow first pass of stripping equip-  centimeters throughour the mound.
soil can be reduced on the order of 75 to ment s stockpiled separately fram the mix-
309%, tare of topsoil and subsoil obrined from  Healthier Landscapes

How stripping and scockpiling is done  subsequent passes. Keeping the height of The lawns, gardens, sports fields,
on construction sites also affects the qual.  topsoil stackpile mounds below two meters packs and open space components of our
ity of topsoil available for reapplication on.  and wurning them over prior o reapplica-  communities all contribute 10 how ahsor-

Activate Your Soils with Righ-Quality Nutrients

* Increase humus growth 5x faster
than natural succession

* Award-winring results in mine
reclamation and revegetation

* Our slow release organic fertilizer
supports soil and plant growth that
lasts for years

FET s o
303-695-8964 « ducls.com
Wational Supplier of Quality and Proven Revegetation Products
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bent our urban landscapes are w rain and
snowhall,  They ako conmibute o mak-
ing our cities, towns and villages, beaut-
ful and healchy places o live. Everyones
vard should be a functioning part of the
“preatment train” of stormwater manage-
ment best pracrices helping to manage ur-
han runoff. By improving on conventional
construction practices and municipal stan-
durds to ensure all fandscaped areas contain
healthy functioning soils, the impacts of
wrhanization on the lacal water cycle and
the health of our urban rivers, lakes and
wetlands could be reduced.

A copy of the TRCA guidance docu-
ment, Preserving and Restoring Healthy
" Soil: Best Pragices for Urban Construe-
tion, can be downloaded fram the Sus-
tinable Techdologies Bvaluation Progrim
(STEPY website (wwwisustainablerechnal-
ogies.ca). v

STEP is a multi-agency program, led
by the Toronto and Region Conservation
Authority. The program helps w provide
the dara and analytical tools necessary to
support broad-implementation of sustain-
able technologics and praciices within 2
Canadian contexr, The main program ob-
jectives ase (o)

+  monitar and evaluate clean warer, air
and energy technologies:

» assess barriers and opportunities for
implementing techinologies;

» develop supporting tools, guidelines
and policies; and

¢ promote broader use of effective tech-
nologics chrough research, education and
advocacy.

~ “fechnologies evaluated under STEP
are not limited to physical products or de-
vices; they may also include preventative
mieasures, alternative urban site designs,
and other innovative practices that belp
create more sustainable and liveable cons-

i nities. LW

by Dean Youny

Dean Young is a Project Manager Wit
the Sustainable Techmologies Evaliation Pro-
gram. For more information contact, Dean
Young, Toronto and Region. Conservation, 5
Sharebam Drive, Tovonso, Ontario, Canada,
M3IN 154, Phone: (289)-268-3904, Email:
dypung@trea.onca.,  Web:  wwnwsustain-
abletechmolygies.ca.
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Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2014 8.42 AM

To; ‘Craig Mead'

Subject: RE: Help reduce runoff into our rivers, lakes & streams
Craig,

Thank you for your letter. We will provide a copy to the topsoil preservation stakeholder group.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

ADAM SCHNIEDERS NPDES Program Supervisar
- lowa Dapartment of Maturat Resources

P 515.281.7400 | F 515.281.8895 |adam.schnieders@dnr.iowa.gov
Watlace Building | 502 E 9th Street | Des Moines, A 50319

WWWIOWADNR.GOV
Leading lowans in Caring for Our Natural Resources.

From: Craig Mead [majlto:craigmead@outliook.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2014 8:26 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Help reduce runoff into our rivers, lakes & streams

Adam,

It is great to see someone is finally talking about this. I feel it is a crime for developers to conduct this sort of
practice and preposterous to claim they have the consumers best interest in mind. T know of a specific example
of a developer in North Liberty who stripped the topsoil, stockpiled it then sold it back to the homeowners he
stripped it from. The developers won’t do the right thing unless they are forced to. Please help us preserve our
topsoil, ground water, and waterways.

Thank You,

'Craig Mead



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Crystal Leto [crystat.r.leto@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2014 4:16 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: LaVon Griffieon; soelbergg@gmail.com

Subject: 1000 Friends of lowa letter of support for the topsoil provision of NPDES General Permit No. 2

Please find attached a letter of support on behalf of 1000 Friends of Towa from Interim Executive Director,
LaVon Griffieon.

Thank you for your time.

Crystal Leto
1000 Friends of lTowa
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Director Chuck Gipp

Iowa Department of Natural Resources
Central Office

Wallace State Office Building

502 East 9th Street

Des Meines, TA 50319-0034

Dear Director Gipp,

Please support the topsoil provision of NPDES General Permit No. 2, a rule o preserve 4"
of topsoil at construction sites.

As an undeveloped area is changed to urban, commercial, or industrial use, natural cover
is removed and the chance of erosion problems increases. Large tracts of prime farmland
are stripped of topsoil, the topsoil is stockpiled, sold and a thin layer is applied before put-
ting sod on top. Natural drainage areas ave usually changed to remove runoff rapidly. In
addition, paved streets, sidewaiks, buildings, and compacted soil add to the runoff. Runoff
from snow or rain in these developed areas washes pollutants off the land and surface ar-
eas. These contaminants often contain salt, fertilizer, heavy metals, organic chemicals, pet
waste, and sediment from construction sites, Controlling erosion and water quality and
developing procedures to manage construction sites to reduce off-site water pollution is a
major concertl. ‘

According to the USDA National Resources Inventory in the thirty years between 1977
and 2007 Towa lost 642,700 acres of prime farmland. That trend continues. Much of this
loss is attributed to the outward growth of our cities even though lowa’s five percent
population growth ranks 43rd in the Urited States. Currently, the packed clay under the
thin layer of topsoil on this developed land allows for very little water to infiltrate. Sod
will grow on cement if you keep it watered, however, lawns which lack topsoi! underneath
require constant care and watering. Watering is irresponsible in drought conditions. We
need to retain four inches of healthy soil which will better enable new homeowners to
establish healthy landscapes (fawn, gardens, native plantings, trees and shrubs) as well as
improving on-site storm water retention, lessen runoff and soil erosion, and improve wa-
ter quality on any new development.

1000 Friends of lowa is a statewide non-profit organization founded in 1998 and based in
Des Moines, lowa, We are a member-supported 501(c)3 whose mission is to promote re-
sponsible development that

e Conserves and protects our agricultural and natural resources

e Revitalizes our neighborhoods, towns and cities, and

o Improves the quality of life for future generations

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Falbn %-‘&/

LaVon 1, Grifficon
Interim Executive Director




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: abbipw@southslope.net

Sent; Sunday, May 04, 2014 6:16 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Re: the 4 inch fopsoil rute
Dear Mr Schnieders,

] am writing in support of the 4 inch rule. We need to leave the topsoil in place!
Please don't let the developers change this so they can make a little more money.
Sincerely,

Lynn Gallagher

4674 Sutliff Rd Ne
Solon, Ja 52333
319-624-6203

FREE Animations for your email




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: David Halfpap [dnnhalfpap@icioud.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 04, 2014 8:44 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]}

Cc: todd.dorman@sourcemedia.net
Subject: Re: Todd Dorman's article in CR Gazatte

Dear Mr, Schnieders;

Mr. Dorman's article conjures up considerable memories. We fell victim to Skogman homes to
this top soil scam when we were young and naive. Fortunately, on a future home we built with
Skogman homes we built into the offer that the topsoil needed to be replaced before the sod
was put down. If my memory Serves me correctly, the sod showed up one morning ready to be
laid, and fortunately someone was home to show them the contract. Skogman wasn't too happy
about having to then come out and replace the topsoil before laying the sod.

This is only one of the many scams home builders play on suspecting home buyers. Yes,
homebuyers are culpable in this as they have sat by and let it happen. This is where I do
believe regulation does have its place. I'm a free government type of person, but there are
certain things that need to be regulated just because its the right thing to do.

Let's consider an example as an analogy; Suppose a farmer contracts with someone to tile his
farm. The tiler removes the topsoil and puts it on one side of the trench. The remaining
soil he puts on the other side of the fence. When finished he puts the "clay" back into the
trench, but takes the topsoil and sells it to a nursery. Can you imagine the outrage! What
is the difference between the farmer and the homeowner?

“Dave Halfpap



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Janet Kvach [jskvach@mchsi.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 04, 2014 9:37 AM
To: ‘adam.schnieders@dnr.iowa.gov.'
Subject: Saving Top Soil

Mr. Schneider,

| would like to go to the meetings about saving the top soil in lowa referenced in Todd Dorman’s article in the Gazette
today. | feel that saving top soil for lawns isn’'t the big issue, The real issue is saving the topsoil for food production. If
top soil is removed from the soil it leaves it open for erosion. if topsoil is mixed with other sub-soils it is no longer useful
for growing food. How can | find out about the meetings, when and where they will be held. We own lowa farmiand
and use conservation practices to save soil and reduce erosion.

Jan Kvach
Hiawatha, iowa

iskvach@mchsi.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From; Robin Kash [rekie@mchsi.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 04, 2014 11:28 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Cc: Todd Dorman; Gazette; Gazetle
Subject: Urban topsoil protection

Mr Schnieders

Todd Dorman's excellent commentary on the despoilation of urban topsoil by developers. The lack of
transparency of stakeholder group meetings that he reported is not tolerable in a democratic society. He quoted
Creighton Cox, chair of the group in justifying closed meetings to say: "We want to meet as a group and have
candid conversation. But we want to be able to have public input in an organized manner as well.”

Sounds like "candor” is another word for secrecy which would suffer in the light of public participation.
Furthermore it appears that the proposed "public input" will be organized in accord with conclusions reached in
private meetings.

This approach appears to be yet another instance of the Branstad Administration's efforts to cloak in secrecy
matters that have a bearing on public good. I trust that Mr. Cox and othe "stakeholders" who are part of this
privacy-prone group to reconsider and change from closed to open mectings.

Robin Kash

1806 Grande Ave SE

Cedar Rapids 1A 52403

319.213.7738

Robin Kash
Sent from my (1.8, Celiularid Smariphone



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Virginia Soelberg {soelbergg@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 04, 2014 11:43 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: pat sauer

Subject: Fwd: Dorman's column on the topsoil rule

Todd Dorman had a nice opinion column in the Cedar Rapids Gazette today on the 4-inch topsoil
rule:

http://theqazette.com/subiect/opinion/look'mqwfor—the~straEQht—scoop-wili~iOWas~topsoil—ruIe~qet-
bulldozed-20140504

Virginia Soelberg

Ginger



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Dot Hinman [bluehair3329@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 04, 2014 12:48 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: topsoil replacement rule

It was my (obviously erroneous) belief that the DNR was in existence to protect natural resources. i
cannot understand how allowing developers to continue to strip water-absorbing topsoil, leaving
compacted clay to cover new housing developments is doing that. Of course you know that good
loany soil slows runoff, reduces flow of poliutants into streams. As for the cost to developers, |
suspect homeowners would rather pay that amount up front instead of paying to put topsoil back so
they can garden and grow a decent lawn. If you haven't paid for topsoil recently, you might not realize
how expensive loads and loads of "dirt" is to the homeowner trying to establish a garden.

Stacking a 7 member committee with 3 developers and a construction firm hardly iooks like protecting
our natural resources.

Score one more point for politics and one more loss for the environment.

Dorothy Hinman

2115 1st Ave SE, Cedar Rapids IA 52402



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Don Steichen [dsteichen@imonmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 04, 2014 1:24 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Top soil

I applaud your efforts on top soil. It's so true. | seen it first hand after the flood in
Cedar Rapids when they tore houses down. The demo crews packed the poor dirt
down and put a thin layer of top soit on top as thin as possible, 1/2" even though the
contract said a tillable layer. Concerned as a citizen | complained to the city because
the plans were to make it into green space. Hard to grow grass on shit soil. So the
city gave them more money and they still skimp.

On a different subject | feel the control of the wet lands are more important. We keep
allowing farmers and developers to tile and tile, funneling water making the rivers faster
and faster. Voluntary doesn't cut it. I've seen a lot of damage to the Cedar in the past
year from construction next to the river with massive erosion. Seems like money talks
here.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Gary Ellis [egarye@cs.com]
Sent: ' Monday, May 05, 2014 12:40 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: Fwd: Soil Replacement

I got your email off a piece by Todd Dorman in the CR Gazette. | see that I mistyped your address.

Begin forwarded message:

From: Gary Ellis <egarye@cs.com>
Subject: Soil Replacement
Date; May 4, 2014 at 1:21:17 PM CDT
To: "adam.schneiders@dnr.iowa.gov" <adam.schneiders@dnr.iowa. gov>

I suggest you make builders liable for for flooding and run off issues for 10 years unless they can prove
homeowners caused the problem. This would make them think twice about reducing the 4" rule for soil
replacement.

'Sent from my iPhone

Gary Ellis
Golf League Secretary



Charles Winterwood

1555 Montrose Terrace
Dubugque, A 52001-0325
‘cwinterwood@netscapg.com
563-588-2783

Please support the existing requirement for developers to maintain or replace 4 inches of topsoil.
This allows landscaping to become established earler and prevents runoff into our streams.

Barbara and Jim Dale

009 Vernon Street
Decorah, IA 521010-1653
Nonrev909@neitel.net
563-382-4693

Our topsoil may very well be lowa’s greatest resource. We hope you will support the topsoil
provision of NPDES General Permit No. 2 to preserve this life-giving material for areas of new
construction.

Patrick Bosold

202 North 5" Street
Fairfield, IA 52556-2501
bosolds@lisco.com
641-472-1691

Dear Governor Branstad,

The DNR recently adopted a rule to preserve 4" of topsoil at construction sites - the topsoil
provision of NPDES General Permit No. 2. I support of this rule, which was adopied to retain
healthy soil which better enables new homeowners to establish healthy landscapes - lawn,
gardens, native plantings, trees and shrubs - and improve on-site stormwater retention, lessen
runoff and soil erosion, and improve water quality. Please ensure that this rule is enacted and
enforced.

Jerry Depew

16595 450™ Street
Laurens, 1A 50554-8640
Depew(@ncn.net
712-845-44606

When long ago 1 first learned of that builders would steal the top soil from construction sites, 1
was aghast. It's good that Jowa has a law requiring 4 inches of topsoil remain. Keep that law!



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Dechant, David M. [David.Dechant@hdrinc.com]
Sent: Monday, May 05, 2014 5:20 PM

To: . Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Repiacing Topsoil Post Development

Adam,

In case you hadn’t seen the article in Sunday’s Cedar Rapids Gazette that identified your email address, here's a link
htto://thegazetie, com/subject/opinionstooking-for-the-straight-scoop-wili-iowas-topsoil-rule-get-bulidozed-20140504

By the way, I'm a strong advocate of post construction topsoii restoration whether it be residential, commercial, or
industrial. Last spring, | personally invested in “soil quality restoration” for my 20 year oid yard and saw pretty amazing
results in terms of my yard infiltrating and retaining water. My yard was consistently greener and thicker than my
neighbors throughout the summer and fall. I'll be doing the same this spring. The restoration that | had done and will do
again this spring entailed deep tine aeration followad by application of compost pellets.

Amy Bouska with NRCS pointed me in this direction. | was actually looking for someone to do more extensive restoration
similar to what is described in the following link, but was not able to find anyone in the Cedar Rapids area with the
capabifity to do so. hitp://www rainscapingiowa.orgfindex.pho/practicestink/soilquality

Bottom line, there’s no excuse to do anything less than restore the topsoii post construction. The $1500 to $2500 per fot
quoted by the developers, even if it's not inflated, is a good investment.

Thanks,
Dave D

Bavid B, Bechant, PE
Vice President / Project Manager

HDR

5815 Councii Street, Suite B

Cedar Rapids, A 52402

D 319 373 2836 x2 M 319 270 0721
david,dechant@hdrinc.com

hdrinc.com/otlow-us



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Gilroy, Chris [cgiiroy@Aegonusa.com]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 2:08 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: FW: Thank You - Yard Runoff Comes At High Cost
Attachments: 027 .jpg; 017.jpg

Mr. Schnieders:

We read Todd Dorman’s article in the Cedar Rapid’s Gazette regarding EO80 et al:
http://thegazette.com/subject/ opinjon/ Iooking—for»the—straight-scoop—wiElwiowas~topsoii-ru le-get-bulldozed-20140504

This article brought us some relief knowing that we are not alone.

In July 2013, my wife and [ moved in to a new construction home in North Liberty. We went under contract with the
developer when the home was already 90% finished and we were not in a position to determine many of the finishes. We
were unaware that the property had been “scraped’ of soil (and Y am not one who has much agricultural understanding to
have noticed otherwise). In hindsight, we ignorantly opted to seed our yard rather than sod, which was an alternative
presented to us by the developer's agent (again, it was not explained that they had removed the ‘good’ soil). Three
attempts at seeding the property have produced minimal results (once by the developer, once by us and once by a
jandscaping vendor engaged by us). We have recognized severe run off and sink holes as a result of our decision (1 have
attached some photos). Our developer has been responsible and has repaired the sink hole and the subsequent damage it
caused, but has offered no relief for the condition of the soil (we recognize that this would be a longshot).

One of our vendors encouraged us to apply for the City of North Liberty’s Stormwater Quality cost share program (0
assist us with remedying the situation.  We did so but have been denied. The City was responsive but stated that we
were denied because “What the city does not want to do is begin a process of repairing or finishing work completed by
private contractors such as scraping down to clay”. The City did go on to explain that “For your information, the city is
taking an active role to keep in place a newly implemented state requirement for developers and builders to provide a
minimum of 47 of top soil to newly constructed sites. Currently, the builders and developers are meeting with state
officials to try to get rid of the requirement. { know this witl not help you but we are aware of the problermn and working
to establish new requirements to alleviate the problem”. While we can understand the City’s response at some level, it is
disappointing. We had hoped that a program such as this may be in place to assist those in similar positions as us until the
state is successful in its proposed remedy.

While we respect that responsibility rests on us as the buyers/fhomeowners, we are frustrated. We are still in the process of
working with vendors to get our yard in a healthy state.

Thank you for your time.
Chris & Erin Gilroy

1960 Sitver Maple Trail
North Liberty, fowa






Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: vklimes [caklimes@southslope.nef]
Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2014 8:03 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: todd.dorman@sourcemedia.net

Mr Schnieders

After reading Todd Dormans article in Sundays Gazette, | support the new 4 inch rule. The developers in our condo AsSO.
took the easy & cheap way by putting only sod over the clay, which is as hard as cement sometimes. The mowing crew
has to keep putting down more & more fertizer to get the grass to grow as roots have a hard time getting thru & this ends
up in our waterways here too.. After even a light rain the water runs right off and in no time at all we have behind our
condo a six foot wide stream running until it stops raining.

| feel that should be open too. The DNR should demand that they be open.
Thank You

' Vernon Klimes
Cedar Rapids, [A



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: woodnquilts@mchsi.com

Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 9:39 AM
Jo: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: TOPSOIL

Please keep our earth beautiful by using some common senselll\

Let's keep lowa healthy and beautiful.

There is plenty of topsoil to use..................... from those farms that THEY are covering with
houses.

Please vote for 4 inches of top soil.

Thanks.
Dale and Shirley Parker
‘Marion, lowa



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Ginger Hansen [glh@balmoralcottage.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 11:05 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Topsoit

In response to Stacie Johnson's persuasive letter-to-the-editor in today's "Cedar Rapids
Gazette", please add my note of concern to the proposed adjustment to the 2012 DNR rule that
required builders to add four inches of topsoil to building sites.

our focus now seems to be on avolding water run-off. Changing this
rule would be against the flow--if you'll pardon the pun.

Thank you for your consideration.

virginia Lee Hansen



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: B & K Arens [bkarens1@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 11:49 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: healthy landscape

DNR:

Per articles in newspapers of needing 4 inches topsoil to be put back by builders should be. We livein a
development in Cedar Rapids and all we have is gravel and clay with rock put as Jandscape around the condo
we live in. In order to plant anything, dirt must be hauled in that should have been put on instead of gravel
and rock over heavy clay soil. 1 have dug overa foot down to plant a flower and find no top soil of any kind.
_ This type of landscaping is only causing much water to be put through sump pumps adding an additional
expense to living here. Also the rock landscaping is only causing heat retention in the summer as it is over
‘much gravel. | thought lowa was going to be more of an invromentally sound state untit finding this, If
developers can scrape all the black dirt, top soil off a site and sell it, they certainly could put it back and be a
good neighbor to the communities.

Thank you,
Kathy Arens

Sent from Windows Mail



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Pauf Davisson [pdavisson2325@hotmait.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2014 6:49 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: Topsoil

4" of topsoil should be a minimum for new construction.

My house was built in 1977 on land that had been farmiand. The builder scraped off all of the topsoil and
sold it. My front lawn has approx. 1/2 in. of topsoil, I've added bags of topsoil and a trailer full of compost,
without much success.

My back yard ,where | have a garden, is mostly yeliow clay and black gumbo. t have added leaves, grass
clippings, peat, kitchen waste and sand. After 25 years , the garden soil is decent shape for growing things.

That's my experience,
Paul Davisson
Cedar Rapids, 1A



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Lisa Ross Thedens [lrossthedens@gmait.com]
Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 9:26 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Fwd: 4 inches of topsoil necessary

I was very happy to learn of the 4 inches of topsoil rule adopted by the DNR in October 2012
and very disappointed to learn that it is being revisited because Hubbell Realty and Jerry's
Homes have complained. It is far better that the cost be spread across the the buyers of the
new real estate than that the cost be borne many times over by the entire community when the
risk of flooding increases because the compacted barren soil releases run-off.  The DNR made
a reasonable, economically responsible decision based on science and measurable data. If we
keep on doing things the same way our flooding problems will get worse and worse as we
develop more and more in an irresponsible manner, We need to take every step we can to
mitigate flood damage. If we don't, we have no right to cry to FEMA to take care of us
later.

As a gardener, I know topsoil is a valuable commodity, more precious to me than any jewels.
But its greatest value for the community as a whole is when it stays right where it is, right
where it belongs, spread like a blanket over our land.

Lisa Ross Thedens
3316 Lucas Ave.
Walker, IA 52352
319-938-8887

sent from my iPad



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: CenturyLink Customer (ischreur@q.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 11, 2014 1.35 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: topsoil rute

To the DNR:

Please keep the 4" topsoil rule that home builders are supposed to follow. It is very important to us, as
homeowners, that this amount of soil should be put back. We have lived here for 17+ years and our yard does
NOT have the 4" topsoil. We have had problems with keeping a lawn, with water run-off, and even problems
keeping trees healthy. There is no "spring" in the yard, making it more unpleasant to play in the backyard.
Various lawn companies have told us that we need to strip the lawn that we have, put in yards of topsoil (to
make the 4" that are necessary!), and then re-sod everything, This is very expensive to do after the fact; if our
contractors would have done this years ago, it would have been less expensive to them and we could have
enjoyed years of a wonderful backyard instead of having things die on us, or always having to go out and buy
more dirt/topsoil in order to have even flowers thrive. We would hate for the state to go backwards and saddle
future homeowners with this problem when it can easily be prevented. Not only does it give the homeowner
more pleasure in their own home/yard, it is also better for the state as a whole when rainwater has a place to
soak in instead of running off down the street. As children of farmers in the state, we understand the value of
~ topsoil and the value of letting rainwater soak in.

Thank you for your consideration,

Judy Schreur

Robert Klein

1304 Fox Trail Dr NE
Cedar Rapids, 1A 52402



' Schnieders, Adam [bNR]

From: THOMAS MATTHES [dadrmr3@msn.comj
Sent: Monday, May 12, 2014 2:567 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4 inches of topsoil just right

Tom Matthes
Marion, fa. 52302

| agree with a letter to the editor in the Cedar Rapids Gazette 5-8-14 that at least 4 inches of topsoil shouid be
added to the lot of each new home. .
Also, 1 believe slant of the lot and possible dirt/mud movement should be part of the consideration of each lot.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Rich Patterson {richapatterson@gma%i.co‘m]
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 8:51 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Fwd: Delivery Status Notification {Failure)

HOpe thjis one reaches you. Transposed letters in your name first time around. Rich

~~~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message -------=--

From: Mail Delivery Subsystem <mailer-daecmon(@eooglemail.com>

Date: Tue, May 13,2014 at 8:37 AM
Subject: Delivery Status Notification (Failure)
To: richapatterson@gmail.com

Delivery to the following recipient failed permanently:

Adam.Schneiders@dnr.iowa.gov

Technical details of permanent failure:

Google tried to deliver your message, but it was rejected by the server for the recipient domain dnr.iowa.gov by

dsmew01.iowa.gov. [165.206.254.9].

The error that the other server returned was:

550 5.1.1 <adam.schneiders(@dnr.iowa.gov=... User unknown

DKIM-Signature: v=1; a=rsa-sha256; c=relaxed/relaxed;

d=gmail.com; 3=20120113;

h=mime-version;from:date:message-id:subj ect:to:content-type;

bh=s/hVFXMsHZY WndmnCTTx6L76MRyB2Vps3TPkg/I0FOQ=;

b=M8vINCX5qqjzbDN WEHOmwRnwdT] 2CalSrHIsm68rLoH8enY XdZ7FFCN gOgFPe8Was
GKJExZyRBY 1MPil 6D2quZadjKmBtEZoGF/ iprHo7wwi9qUeEcljAj m2hOndlpmZ+RNKv
5Y9S82xbRrBJiE/p8SrkGO1UECALJ cFHBNK6+P8jZivbhCe9PmAZRKEPSDrl/ BBRZKiXEbD
UrKC3ZzUbeMGrn/pMDdFjCoMAsuu3E3 wE6/blqo6XGFZ0j)yC3 SOhmOwWCXARyJOWHSEDU
nTkzxo1OhrFOIXMYQAY/G3 GijuOZXhN?pLBNUSNM64ELkach3fl 2RTiQdEv2VzZLE

QoxA==

K-Received: by 10.236.175.101 with SMTP id y65mr20008066yh1.61.1399988229912;

Tue, 13 May 2014 06:37:09 -0700 (PDT)
MIME-Version: 1.0

Received: by 10.170.191.214 with HTTP; Tue, 13 May 2014 06:36:48 -0700 (PDT)

" From: Rich Patterson <1l chapatiersonf@gmail.com=
Date: Tue, 13 May 2014 08:36:48 -0500

Message-1D: <CANbE1840_kBM ZhiSWtherWﬁNA’I’94+r694UEI‘inI-7+0Eoi 8g@mail.gmail.com>

Subject: From Rlch Patterson about topsoil in building sites

To: Adam.Schneiders@dnr.iowa.goy

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary=20cf3 06846cd2254d004£9482920



Dear Mr. Schneiders:

It is very important that topsoil be retained at all building sites. I am
much in favor of requiring builders to restore at least 4" of topsoil.

This will reduce runof, pollution of chemicals into waters, and create
more beautiful yards. This is somewhat the focus of our new business.
I've attached the "about us" page from our soon to be website,

Rich Patterson

Winding Pathways
1080 30th St Drive SE
Cedar Rapids, TA 52403
1-319-640-5707

Rich Patterson

Winding Pathways
1080 30th St Drive SE
Cedar Rapids, TA 52403
1-319-640-5707




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Stacie Johnson [soilcycle@aol.com}
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:13 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4" Topsoil

Attachments: Skogman_Home JPG

Hi Adam:

They say a picture is worth a 1,000 words - attached is a picture I took at an active home construction site in Cedar
Rapids. The unsuspecting homeowners have been left with nothing but compacted sub-soil in which to grow a
landscape. 1 realize homebuilders are saying that adding the 4" of topsoil has a cost, but how much more money is being
spent by the homeowners to correct the rocky, hard pan mess hiding under the facade of beautiful green sod?

n my work with home builders they say they need to hear from home buyers that infiltration and the top soil is important
to them. Home buyers don't realize this, because home builders aren't asking - they are waiting for the buyers to tell
them.

Would it be possible, as part of the stakeholder group research, to request home builders conduct a survey of the horme
buyers that have purchased & new home from them in the last three years and ask them what they think of their yards
and the cost of inputs they estimate they have spent and will spend over the next five years (water, fertilizer, soil
amendments?) That way the home builders will begin to hear what they need to to hear to do the right thing.

The DNR is in the unigue position to protect future homeowners from this frustrating fate, Please do the right thing and
hold the builders accountable for their actions - removing the topsoit and not replacing it is not right, for the homeowner,
for stormwater management or for water quality in Iowa.

Sincerely,
Stacie Johnson
Cedar Rapids, 1A




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Peggy Andrews [picandrews@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 10:59 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Keep the DNR 4 inch topsoil ruling intact

Dear Mr. Schnieders,

{ would like to add my voice to the group for keeping the 4-inch topsoil ruling in place! 1 understand initiatly it
may be more expensive to homebuilders/developers to keep this ruling, however 1 am sure that cost is being
passed on to the home buyers. If the ruling is reversed the costs will simply become hidden ones that effect not
only the homeowner who wants a healthy lawn and garden, but a cost to the cities who have to pay for the
damage done by stormwater runoff, excessive water in the streets from sump lines (which in my neighborhood
freezes during the cold months), and then eventual repairs to the storm sewers (which also happened in my
fairly new neighborhood).

We all know the costs are more than monetary when we over use chemicals and water to keep our lawns and
gardens growing because of poor soil.

At some point we must take responsibility and stop being so short sighted!!

Thank you for being an advocate for so many of us who are unable to attend the May 29 open meeting in Des
Moines!

Thank you,

Peggy Andrews
2530 Plymouth St.
Marion, 1A



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Kathleen Gibbons [kathkey373@gmail.com}
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 11:14 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: ESQ Stakeholders Group - Topsoil

Dear Adam,

I am wriling in support of keeping the 4" rule for topsoil. I realize it's better for the developers to make money
faster and easier if they don't have to follow this rule "exactly" -- but it's time to stop ignoring how much we
strip away from the earth and how little (good) we leave behind.

Thank you,

Kathleen



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: eric rehm [eric.renm5@gmail.com)
Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 12:56 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: 4" Topsoil issue

Adam,

I wanted to be heard on this topsoil debate issue, I work for acity as a reguiator of the our
stormwater ordinance, and am fairly well versed in the general permit as well.

But my view or position is not to be confused as I am also an Towan that believes the
development community and builders groups do make a point that the increased costs necessary
today are difficult to balance.

However, these costs are manageable. The issue has been placed squarely on the shoulders of
the uninformed buyers of these "new" homes and properties. Sure the homes are great with the
finishes they desire but there is far more expense in reworking the yard, watering the new sod
not only to keep it alive but forcing it to grow on soil it cannot survive in. While the
hotmebuilder complains about the cost of lumber, and windows or even labor these are items that
cannot be left out of a home; the developer complains about costs, planning concerns from the
city and the like but will not manage the project to benefit anyone other then themselves until
its time to get paid for alot, afferwhich point is long gone until the next plat or development.

As soteone wanting to purchase a new home I believe the need for topsoil under the new green
grass is more appealing that what color the carpet is or if the home has stainless steel
appliances or not. To me it becomes a longer term benefit not needing fo install an irrigation
system, move sprinklers all summer, apply chemicals to force growth, or amend the pour quality
soils and the like, not to mention mowing less because a healthy lawn with a good soil base is just
that HEALTHIER for everyone. Not to mention the benefits to water quality and reduce the
" runoff coefficient. .

Please understand I believe people and businesses need to make money, but not at the cost of
uninformed people; these same people are the ones that keep development and home
construction going year in and year ouf. They are asked to just keep paying for the lack of
oversight and lack of regulation but for what: the consumer should finally get what they are
paying for.

Keep the 4" topsoil provision, after all the developers and homebuilders asked for 4" back when
the DNR was making the rule, stand by it please.

Thanks.
Eric



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: sdendurent@yahoo.com

Sent: Tuesday, May 13, 2014 4.58 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: 4 inches

Mr. Schneider:

Please maintain the 4” of topsoil regulation for new home construction. | am biessed to live in a 100+ year old
home with beautiful black top soil. Let's make sure that new home owners have a shot at being able to garden
and even grow grass at their new home sites. As a Linn Co. Master Gardener | work on the Hortline and have
received calls from homeowners who have difficulty growing anything on their new property. Don't give in te
developers who want to cut costs at the cost of our environment. Everyone needs at least 4” of topsoil in their
yard.

Sharon Dendurent
WMt. Vernon

Sent from Surface



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Chip Allen [jwbchip@qwestoffice.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 7:01 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: FW: top soif ruling

Adam,

We built a house in 2010 and the Builder basicaily stripped off all the top soil then put mayhe %" of top soil
back down before laying the sod.
It has been a complete catastrophe in trying to get the sod to grow and get established.
We have spent thousands of dollars on watering our grass since 2010 and | truly think the sod has not and will not root
down very far because of the clay underneath so when it gets hot and dry the watering must begin.

We have several Perennial Plants that winter kill every year also {not sure if that is because of the clay soilor

noth.

i feel the 4” Ruie should be in place and enforced because as a property owner it has been expensive and aggravating.
Thanks Chip

Chip Allen

James W Bell Co. Inc.
17551 Ave NE

Cedar Rapids, lowa 52406
Phone 319-362-1151

Web site www.jwbellco.com
Cell 319-350-2873




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Tim Liedtke [tliedtke11@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 4:05 PM
To: . Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4" topscit mandate

Please keep this rule in place, one more thing a new homeowner needs to keep a healthy lawn and a lower
amount of storm water runoff.

thank you



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: aklostermanbuild@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 4:12 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: joan@hbaofic.org

Subject: Topdoil rguirements

Adam

The new topsoil requirement for builders and developers | feel is completely unreasonabie. Here are my reasons why. 1
Coralville lowa City area is not a good place for permitting any amount of topsoil because of the terrain, the only place
you will find it will be on farm properties or river bottoms. Now does the DND want to impose a mandate that could cause
builders and developers to strip topsoil from areas they shouldn't to provide for Jobsites.

2 There is a misconception about seiling topsoii off of developments that simply does not happen, it will though if this
mandate goes through.

3. We as builders and Developers for the past several years have been doing an excetient job with soil erosion control
and containment, that is an extremely costly task to help preserve the soil on site and keep it out of the streams. | fell that
it is the right thing to do verses importing or mandating topsoil.

4. Any builder wiil preserve topsoil if it is prevalent on-a sife.

Thank you for your consideration

Thanks,
Aaron Klosterman
President

Ktosterman Construction
4106 Westcor Ct
Coralville, 1A 52241
Phone:319-631-4133
akjostermanbuild@act.com
www klostermanbuiid.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Brandon Combs [74brandons@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 4:23 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subjeci: 4"

Adam, our company is a very considerate homebuilder when it comes to recycling and soil protection . We go
above and beyond in some areas for taking care of erosion issues. After all, my kids will need a place to grow
up as well. I enjoy days in the field and woods with my two sons. The 4" top soil rule would be very cost
prohibitive to still providing affordable housing. If you are going to require this from homebuilders, than you
had better start knocking on the doors of farmers as well. In north liberty , we can barely set foot on the street
with muddy shoes, but every farmer in the country strips fence rows, tiles their fields, and tears down their trees
for a few thousand square feet of corn. Why doesn't a farmer have to clean off the roads after he drives on
them? When is the last time you saw a farmer with a silt fence next to his waterways? I think everybody needs
to take a step in the right direction, but us homebuilders already have. It's time to start looking at other places.

Brandon, VP MCCH



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Kyle Larson [kyle@onlylgc.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 5:32 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: Top Soil and Bigger lssues
Adam,

Our company builds 25-35 homes per year in the Waterloo/Cedar Falls area. My main reason for writing you is to
discourage the top soil requirement in residential new construction. | think the idea behind this is a standard that most
good contractors try to adhere to for obvious reasons. Other than being one more crippling blow amid the barrage of
legisiative hinderances to economic development, the foremost problems 1 have with this component is reasonable
enforcement and the fact that there are much bigger issues.

in my jurisdiction, they tend to take enforcement of codes, ordinances and compliance quite seriously. In this particular
case the top soil requirement is being enforced by the Buiiding Department. They plan to probe randomly in some
fashion to check for a “minimum of four inches.” An average of four inches is what we normaliy go for with the finished
product and always has been. To geta minimum of four, however, requires an average of six. This is completely
unnecessary, especially with sod that usuaily adds %" to 1" to the total base once installed.

Even after considering every perspective | cannot find one argument for this measure that results in anything short of
ridicuious. There is an idea | have been considering for some time as we géet bashed every six months to a year with new
requirements—it is to itemize on my contracts and proposals to the people that are paying both of ali of our salaries, the
cost of our total improvements associated with nonsensical compliance {e.g. storm water protection, electrical code
changes, energy code changes and so forth). Most of these ideals are things that the hundreds of peo ple whom we have

“built for do not share 0 the extent the requirements are enforced. This topsoil matter may push me past the limit where
we start exposing some of these perpetual and unfounded changes to the end cost to the customer (or taxpayer, of
property tax payer).

We are so concerned with protecting rivers and streams-—but it seems to exclusively be at the expense of development
and construction. | could see taking exhausting measures when building a bridge over a river, butto take the exact same
measures and endure the same or even increased level of enforcement when building a single-family home is asinine.
Utility companies and road improvement contractors - or pretty much anything relating to municipal or government
work — seems to be held to an entirely different standard.

A double standard exists perhaps, but the plot thickens. If our rivers and streams are at such great risk, then why are
thousands of tons of sand recklessly dumped on our roads every winter?! No one talks about this. Meanwhile, t am
risking a $1,000 ticket and halting my ability to get building inspections on a house while we pull a sift fence on a 0.2~
acre lot in dry weather to grade a yard. And this needless condition will now be 50% more complicated. Are we being
effective and logical?

| suppose it is hard to find time for logic and reason when being so distracted ‘biting the hand that is feeding’ - as they
say.

#F* v E LARSON
o CEGLOC

BCYROX 277 1 CREDAR FALLS, 50613 | TEL.319.280.5053 | FAX 3152661889

1



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: james.vongillern@gmail.com on behalf of James von Giliern Uames,vongillern@cbdsm.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2014 8:36 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4 Inch topsoeil requirement

Hello Adam,

T understand you are the individual I should be contacting to voice my opinion on the 4 inch topsoil requirement
and why I and many people in my field feels like it is an impediment on affordable housing. Although I'm a real
estate agent I volunteer a lot with the home builders association as | know it is a vital part of the community and
our economy. Although I understand the 4 inch topsoil requirement has good intentions I feel like it has become
a burden on the industry and a cost barrier to affordable housing. The requirement among with many other
regulations that have been placed on the builders in the last few code releases have driven up costs to the point
where builders are not able to build mid level houses. This has forced more demand on resale houses and driven
up their prices which in turn has made it tougher for many people to afford a home. Lastly I know the
requirement had many potential benefits that sounded great but I honestly can't say I see any difference in my

.

lawn from lawns of houses being built today, ot in quality or in drainage.

Thank you for your time and | hope you consider utilizing the federal language in place of the 4 inch topsoil
requirement.

Thanks,

James

James von Gillern | Licensed Salesperson

Coldwell Banker Mid-America Group, Realtors®

1404 50th Street, Suite 105 | West Des Moines, |A 50266
W: 515-224-8864 | C: 515-321-2595 | www. Realtys15.com

LICENSED SALESPERSON IN THE STATE OF IOWA SINCE 2006



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Colin King [colin@kandvhomes.com]

Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 1:41 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: ' Creighton Cox; Colin King; dave@midwesi-cc.com; sarcher@kcfda.com;

justin@c%arityconstruction.com; DMBeal@mchsi.com; s.bezdicek@mchsi.com;

beth@mcgoughgiass.com; Marc@silentrivers.com; sbrower@Idrs.co; kab19@aol.com;
remodeling@mchsi.com; barry@remodefingsotutionsbyelings.com;
zak@FlemingConstructionl.LC.com; {gilman@desmoine.gannett.co'm; igratias@mchsi.com;
tomgratias@cs.com; Eric@newblooddevelopment.com; hoodjer.brian@gmait.com;
devan@kaufmanconstruction.com; amy.kimberley@ferguson.com; dknoup@krmdev.com;
Imohienhoff@westbankstrong.com, carrieknorris@yahoo.com; tstevens@tsconst.com;
mati@giicrestjewett.com; jrtottari@metrohci.com; james.vongillem@cbdsm.com;
justin@vistarei.com; echeikes@midamerican.com, cthecker@belinfaw.com

Subject: Topsoil Appeal

Adam,

It is late at night and | am writing to you in the hope that you will be receptive to an alternative opinion
regarding the current top soil requirement. |am not going to sit here and regurgitate statistics and dollar amounts as
we ail know that these can be skewed/misconstrued to whichever side needs to benefit. Having been a very small
homebuilder for the past 17 years, | have seen the cost of building a home increase year after year. | will be the first one
to admit that part of this cost falls back upon the goods and services provided in the construction of a home, that being
the labor and materials required to construct a home from the ground up. However, | also know, that each year the
additional costs that are incurred by a homebuilder are a direct result from the change in the building codes of which
may be driven locally, statewide or nationally. Asa homebuilder, | have no other choice but to pass these costs on to my
potential homeowners in the hopes of being selected by them to construct their new home.

Just within the last few weeks, | have had a few meetings in the evenings. My children, ages 6 and 11, are
home when | leave and say, " Good luck Dad} | hope you get a home to build,”" This statement is priceless as they are
unaware of the process with which we go through in providing a proposal to a new homeowner. Are they bidding us
against muitiple homebuilders? Are they basing their decision on "price per square foot?" Are the other builders
providing a "fixed cost" or "cost plus" estimate. Do theyowna lot and is it within the city limits or is it located in a rural
setting. So many variables and so much discrepancy in the cost to build that new home for a mother and father that is
simply trying to provide more for their children that what they had growing up.

, The long and short of the discussion when there is any code change discussion Is simply what if YOU were
buiiding a new home. All of the new codes have a very definitive reason as to why they should be implemented.
However, the position of myself as President of the Greater Des Moines Home Builders Association as well as a single
family home builder constructing between 10 and 15 homes per year is that it should be up 1o the homeowner whether
the additional money should be spent. The ability to place responsibility upon the homeowner is just as effective if not
more effective than implementing a code requirement which may/may not affect the decision of the homeowner 1o
build as a result of the financial implication. [tis one thing to mandate a change that may or may not affect the decision
to build, however, if the change is not required, the possibility of the homeowner constructing a home is far greater as
the cost will be reduced. As a result, the additional tax base will far surpass the additional cost to construct the home,
With this additional tax base, budgeting can be established to address any potential groundwater contamination
problems from which the change in the building code strives to achieve. The risk potential is far less to rely on the

" additional tax base as opposed to rolling the dice as to whether or not the homeowner will be willing to pay the
additional cost to construct their new home.

Thank you for your time. 1am more than happy to discuss this matter in further detail if you would prefer to email or
call me. '

K and V Homes, Inc,
{515) 202-4483
www.kandvhomes.com
colin@kandvhomes.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Doug Kohouiek [DougK@colonyheating.com]
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 6:54 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Mr. Adam Schnieders, Please reconsider the 4” of top soil requirement for new construction. The Federal requirement of
“preserve topsoil” is a much better alternative.

As a developer and business man I'm constantly trying to provide affordable housing that meet
the needs and sustainability for lowans.
The margins on new home building in the past 5 years have made it very difficult to make a profit.
" We need common sense legislation that protects
the buyers as well as the builders.

Thank you for your consideration.

m::> MWM
Q

Doug Kohoutek, President

i,

FEATING AND
AL cmmwmmmmﬁ
OO
" EpEd EEh Ave SW o Codar tlﬁg}zfﬁa 1A 52404
Showroom Bours: M 720600 & Sat. F:00-1:00

www.colonvheating.com



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From:; Kevin Yoakum [kevin@kandkhomesinc.com}
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 8:18 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Top Soil

Adam,

I understand you are on the committee looking in to the requirement for 4” of top soil and wanted to give you my
thoughts.

As a smaller builder this requirement adds several thousand doliars to the cost of each new house. | built my house 2
years ago and kept what top soil there was on site {like we do for every house we build). While there was not much here
once graded and sodded it has produced a very high quality yard with no problems at all. 1 just cant see the justification
for adding the requirement for 4” of top soil and feel the added cost to be too high for the benefit,

| believe the federal rule that requires the builder or developer to keep the top soil on site is much more reasonable and
should be adopted.

We just built-a $500,000 + house {in an older development that was grandfathered in} this home owner is very picky
about his yard and wanted us to truck in black dirt to put under his sod because it's “the best way” until he got the
estimate of $5000. Even on a house that expensive he could not justify the cost and we will sod on top of the existing
dirt.

Thank you for thaking the time to read my coments.
Kevin Yoakum

K&K Homes Inc.
PO Box 459 Altoona, 1A. 50009



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Kathleen Moore [kathymooreGST@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 9:03 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: May 29th meeting re:4 inch rule

I strongly urge you to support keeping ""the 4 inch rule" requiring homebuilders and developers to put 4 inches
of topsoil back onto finished building sites. Tt adds cost but that could easily be passed on to buyers who are
concerned about the environment. If 4 inch topsoil is listed as a property feature buyers would gladly pay as an
individual contribution to lasting water conservation and run-off prevention.



" Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Darryt Bresson [darryl@realestateconcepts.net}
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 9:34 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Attachments: Topsoil Letter.pdf

Mr. Schnieder,

Please read the attached leiter regarding the Topsoil Federal Rule and it's effect on builders and developers.

Thanks

Darryl Bresson | Reaitor

NEW CONSTRUCTION & LAND SPECIALIST

Member of Remihgton Homes LLC

Member of Highmark Devetopment LLC

RE/MAX Rea! Estate Concepts | 3602 NE Otterview Circief Ankeny, 1A 50021
Mail all correspondence fo:

Remington Homes] 309 E. st Street| Ankeny, IA 50021

Office; 515-963-4388| Cell: 515-249-2507 | Fax: 515-963-4377 Darryl@RealEstateConcepts.net

Licensed Realtor in State of lowa



Remington Homes
309 1st Street
Ankeny, 1A 50021
515-963-4388

May 14, 2014

Adam Schﬁieders
Department of Natural Resources

Sir:

The 8 %epsmﬁ federal rule requirement is difficuit to maintain ahd very costly. in building a
home, the wst of compliance to the topsoil rule will be passed along to the home buyeér. In
some casas this up-charge could be up to $5,000 per lot. This can result in lower home sales
in some cases. This is not good business just as the housing industry is getting back on its
feet, This also increases the time to produce a home which could confine a builder to how
many homeﬁs he could build in a year.

Builders and deveiopers are already heavily reguiated when it comes to.storm water runoff
requwements These regulations are expense, but successful all around the country., And any

topsoil thatis removed in building is sdded to another lotinthe dévelopment. 1tisnotsold
or wasted. |

We deveioéﬁers and builders are already doing all we can to preserve our land and
environment. More regulations just impede progress and growth in towa.

Thank you for your cansideration in this matter,

S%re!y,

Darryl ﬁress;
Brasson Cons‘truc‘tran, inc. DBA Remington Homes




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Tamara Senne [savannah.warranty@yahoo.com]
Sent: Frigay, May 16, 2014 10:14 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: Ted Grab

Subject: Savannah Homes

Attachments: Savannah Homes, DNR.pdf

Good morning Adam,
Please see the attached information and contact Ted, 202-4705 with any questions. Thank youl

Tamara Senne

Savannah Homes

2800 . 50th St., Suite 101
WDM, 1A 50266

ph 221-2333

fx 221-4680

savannah warrantvi@yahoo.com
www,savhims.com




Dear DNR;

As a homebuilder for over 40 years | have found that those in a position to do
something about the high cost of housing, almost always exascerbate it.

New EPA and enefgy reguirements are almost non-stop, June 1% of this year wili see

several more. Currently costly detention basins, silt fencing, temporary gravel

driveways, 5600 per lot silt socks which are destroyed within days and massive fines

for noncompliance are comman. Each requirement like street trees, has its advocate
- with a ready list of excellent reasons for the additional costs.

I¥ | understand it correctly the goal of this requirement is to insure that top soil is not
lost and is used to allow the permeation of as much ground water as possible. Of
course, those with the greatest chance of doing something about the issue; i. e
farmers, get a pass in lowa. A simple and easily followed regulation which says ‘no top
soil may leave the site’ certainly accomplishes that without the time, effort and money
needed to spread it somewhere else on the site.

if the 4” requirement is mandated it will (a) be virtually impossible to regulate and
verify; in other words “infeasible” and (b} will, sometime in the future, give new home
owners who may find a spot in their yard that is only 3", the opportunity to sue the
Builder, Developer and City. Lawsuits against townhome owners associations will
becomie a growth industry because adhering to a 4” regulation is simply and logically
impossible.

Sincerely,

Ted Grob

Savannah Homes



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Virginia Soelberg [soelbergg@gmaii.com}
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 10:24 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Topsoil Rule ietters

In conversations with friends and neighbors, many had stories to relate about their difficulties in
establishing new lawns and landscaping at their new home sites. Two took the time to write down
their stories. (I'll try to send the photos separately. i'm having trouble transferring them.)

Thanks
Virginia Soelberg

From Robert: | have attached 3 photos from my backyard. Two of the photos are of the soll that was at the base of my
deck, and 1 is a close up of a french that | had dug out for some landscaping. They all show how my sod was placed
directly onfo clay

" with random rocks and construction debris that was left after building. ! have found lumber, concrete, gravel, and other
trash directly under my sod. It took two years of living at my home before | saw a worm or nightcrawler come out of
my soil during a rain event. |live in Ankeny.

From John: importance of Topsoil for New Housing Developments

‘Nulrient rich topsoil is a key to establishing turf grass, landscape plantings and trees in new developments. IF's my opinion that this topsoit
should be established af 5-12" depth to allow for a quick vegetative turn-around when an area is disfurbed due fo construction. Too often the
topsoil is stripped off and the hard, compacted clay/rock soil combination is leff behind. Water infiltration and lack of water “holding” capabilities
inhibit plant growth due to these poor sail conditions.

| have experienced this first hand. | recently moved into a new development where the fopsail was stripped off Sod was placed directly on the
compacted ground with numerous rocks and other debris still present. The sod had a very difficult time [aking hold because the water retention
int the soif was not there and there was & severe Iack of nutrients. One year later, | am still struggling fo get the sod fully developed. This year !

am also doing a lot of landscaping and planting of trees. [ have brought in a subsfantial amount of top soil fo mix into these areas to ensure
that the nutrients and porous quality soil is present. 1 have a gensral knowledge of these needs, but many peopie don’t. I've seen toc many

trees and other plantings go into soil that truly was not ready to sustain them.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Virginia Soeiberg [soelbergv@dwx.com]
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 10:35 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

‘Subject: Fwd: Urban development Soil

These are Robert's three photos.

Let me know if you have any questions.

V8







Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Lance Henning [thenning@gadmhabitat.org]
Senti: Friday, May 16, 2014 11:07 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Concern ~4 inch Top Soil

Mr. Schiieders, :

Greater Des Moines Habitat for Humanity will develop and build 24 new construction homes and
renovate & foreclosed homes In 2014 and sell the homes to low-income families that otherwise
would not have the opportunity to own a home. Across the state, Habitat for Humanity develops
around 80 new single family homes a year. We have a strong concern on the rule requiring four (4)
inches of top soil and the cost burden this places on low-income lowans.

Hal:itat for Humanity currently spends significant time and funds to meet or exceed storm water
runoff requirements. Habitat for Humanity development sites are often within a metro area and
have limited work-and storage space, thus a 4 inch top soil rule significantly increases the per lot
hauling and soil management costs. The per lot cost impact of a 4 inch top soil requirement is
much greater for inner city development as compared to a much larger suburban housing
development.

Greater Des Moines Habitat for Mumanity believes the 4 inch top scil rule creates a cost burden on
low-income lowans. The rule should be changed to more closely match the federal language.

Please feel free to contact me with questions.
Thank you for your consideration.

—————

Lance Henning,

President
/

Executive Director

Greater Des Moines Habitat for Humanity
2200 E. Euclid Ave., Des Moines, 1A 50317-3607
Office 515-471-8686 x101

Ihenningfadmbhabitat.org  www.gdmhabitat.org

Seeking to put God's love into action, Greater Das Moinas Habitat for Humanity brings people together to build homes,
communities, and hope.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Wagner, Robert D, [r wagher@cedar-rapids.org]

Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 11:23 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]; Lucy (theranch@southsiope.net)
Subject: t move into my home 16 years ago

It was a new development and all my top soil was sitting in a huge pile a biock away. | even tried to buy back some of the
soil, and my developer told me they would put it back and they never did, so | ended up with sand and clay with new sod
oh top of it. | had a huge watering bill. | have had trouble getting gas and trees to grow in my yard. For a few years | a
had a stream in my back yard where grass would not grow due to the water. | ended up putting water bars in to stop the
flow. I have had to replace trees that died. | spend $300 a year on fertilizer and weed killer, | aerate my yard every year.
All of this would be unnecessary if they would have put some of the top soil back. { still have a crappy looking yard. }
should just plant it in native prairie grasses, my neighbors would love that. { have a small garden and had to amend the
soil to get vegetables to grow, more cost and labor.

Then 6 months after | moved into my new house, | saw my top soil trucked away to be sold to somebody else.

I think your committee is going to ruie against the home owner and go with the developers so they can make more
money selling the top soil. Your committee is too heavily biased with developers and people who will make a profit with
selling the top soil. | understand that you did not appoint the committee. But you do have a duty as a DNR person to
protect the environment and to advocate as hard as you can for conservation.

Rob Wagner

Special Populations Supervisor,

Parks and Recreation Department

City of Cedar Rapids, 2000 Mount Vernon Rd SE,Cedar Rapids, 1A 52403
Office: 319 286-5799

Email: r.wagner@cedar-rapids.org




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Wayne Johnson [wayne@mainstreetstudio.oomj
Sent: _ Friday, May 16, 2014 11:26 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4 inch topsoil comment

Adam,

| know little about the runoff issue at stake, but | have done my part by channeling most of my home rainwater

to an underground pipe which feeds my backyard pond (still under construction). Because of this, my pond project
has qualified for a local Storm Water Management Grant, and my city is footing half the bill for my pond. | think that is
great, and a huge step in the right direction.

Now, about 4 inches of topsoil..... Wow, this should be a MINUMUM on every new construction project! i live in an old
century+ home in North Liberty with virgin lowa topsoil in my backyard--about 2 1/2 feet deep. 'm also an avid
gardener so I'm a happy guy! With all the crazy weather we are getting-——and more likely coming on a regular basis,

| think home gardening will soon become a necessity for everyone, just like in WWII times with the Victory Garden
recommendation across America. For local food security, everyone should get into gardening, and there are a million
good reasons for this. Four inches of topsoil isn't much for a garden, but it is certainly better than subsoill!

Contractors probably make ita habit to scrape as much nice black dirt as possible off their projects, and assume that
putting down sod is good enough. Whata joke. They can take that dirt and sell it as a commodity, or more likely, have it
dumped at their residence because they want a nice yard|

I say YES fof more topsoil.

--Wayne johnson

Main Street Studio

North Liberty, lowa
www.mainstreetstudio.com
319-626-6875

f know that this defies the law of gravity, but you see, | never studied law” ---- Bugs Bunny




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Mark Patton {mark@iowavalleyhabitat.org]
Sent: Friday, May 18, 2014 12:48 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4" topsoil proposal

Iowa Valley Habitat for Humanity has always been concerned about
runoff from our construction sites. In recent years ALL of our sites
have been surrounded with a sock barrier to minimize runoff, at no
small cost to us. We have observed some larger commercial
construction sites where runoff takes place and it appears they may
not be following existing rules.

The proposed requirement of four inches of topsoil for new
" construction seems to be an excessive requirement for the following
reasons:

a) Currently we have to file and follow as SWIPP which has nearly
brought to zero any runoff....perhaps all single family construction
sites should have to follow this standard statewide.
b) Four inches of topsoil adds costs and does not assure a reduction
in runoff. The majority of our homes have sod brought in which
“means there is nearly zero erosion. Even with sod, the 4"
requirement would mean extra trucking of 2"-3" of topsoil from
somewhere else (where is all of that topsoil coming from??). This
means extra cost for the soil, trucking and landscaping which
makes the house less affordable to the families we endeavor to
serve. The trucking also adds greenhouse gases which need to
begin to be computed whenever new regulations are contemplated.
c¢) Four inches of topsoil may mean removing 4" of existing soil to
be hauled away in order that we do not have an elevation above the
pedestrian sidewalk. Again, the extra costs of handling and
trucking raise the house price and increases the greenhouse gas
emissions.

d) A more "green” and carbon neutral standard would be having
significant level of grass started before a certificate of occupancy
will be granted.

Thanks you for listening to our concerns.

Mark Patton

Executive Director, Iowa Valley Habitat for Humanity
2401 Scott Blvd., Iowa City, IA 52240
office: (319) 337-8949

www.iowavallevhabitat.org

"The difference between doing nothing and doing something is everything".
Fr. Daniel Berrigan



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: cepaimer@mediacombb.net

Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2014 10:16 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Maintaining 4" Top Soil throughout site

Adam Schnieders

I'm emailing in an effort to express my concern with the continuation of this requirement. I work for a
development company and am heavily involved in working to place the soil of our lots to best suit the proper
drainage and runoff for the site. We always keep our existing soil and keep it on site and use it in the areas that
work best for that particular lot. Trucking any of our soil out on a regular basis would not be cost effective for
our company. It's more feasible and convenient for us to use the dirt from our dig and place in the areas that
make for the best finish grade. In doing this, the exact depth of the top soil can vary due to many factors. Even
after making sure a certain area has the 4" of top soil, settling could occur or a truck working on site could
compact a particular area. We're finding that the 4" requirement of top soil being maintained throughout the site
has become an unnecessary expense that has reached anywhere from $3,000 to $5,000 per lot. This money is
attached directly to the price of the house, With all of the additional cost that goes into building a house, the
price of purchasing a house has gone up dramatically in recent years and less people are able to afford to
purchase them. I feel that unnecessary costs in building a house work directly in slowing down the industry's
ability to thrive. I'm asking that you please consider removing the 4" top soil requirement in the state's
mandates.

Thank you for your time in reading this.

Chris Palmer



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: tomgratias@cs.com

Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2014 3:49 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: 4" topsoil

Adam, -

| am a homebuilder and land developer in the Greater Des Moines area. | have been in this business since 1972 and
have built more than 1000 homes, 400 townhomes, and developed over 1200 lots during this 42 year time period. 1 have
observed many changes during this time period, especially regarding regulation and its impact on the housing industry.

| wish to make you aware that a new DNR rule adopted and implemented last year (regarding 4" topsoily has become very
costly and difficult to satisfy. | have been told there was an assumption initially put forth that a 4" prescriptive topsoil rule
would only add costs of approximately $400 per house (or iot)....I.e. not impact housing costs significantly. Nothing could
be further from the truth. it appears the typical actual cost to comply with this new regutation is more in the range of $4000
to $5000 per home (or lof).

| believe said requirement to maintain 4" at any particular location goes well beyond what federal law mandates

or requires. If | understand the federal rule correctly, it does not require any given particular amount of inches at any
particular location....i.e. only mandates that topsoil should be retained within the plat and used where it will serve the best
purpose for the development, From my perspective, the federal language really amounts to nothing more than what we
have always practiced when developing land and/or building homes. It has never been our practice to remove topsoil
from our sites and we have always utilized any black topsoil on our sites where we can.

From my perspective, the federal language makes more sense than having a very onerous prescriptive 4" formula ....i.e. a
formula very costly to moniter and achieve.

] urge the DNR to rescind said- 4" prescriptive formula and insert (adopt) the federal language. Said language satisfies all
requirements imposed by the EPA to protect topsoil. Most importantly, it helps minimize the cost impact on lowa housing.

| sincerely request the lowa Environmental Protection Commission adopt said federal language and delete current 4"
prescriptive formula. Thank yout

Sincerely,
Thomas J. Gratias

Gratias Construction Inc.
Gratias Homes LLC



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Brad Cooper [bcooper@cooper-crawford.com]
Sent: Menday, May 19, 2014 9:22 AM
.To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: Keven Crawford

Subject: 4" topsoil rule

Hi Adam,

I'm writing to express my opinion regarding the 4” Topsoil rule being looked at for fowa. 1am an engineer that
specializes in working for private developers in the state of lowa. I don’t think the blanket requirement to respread 4" of
topsoil gives the end result that everyone would like to see. If we just respread the topsoil on our residential
subdivisions, the 4” of topsoil that we respread just gets buried once the builders come in and build their homes, then
covered up by the clay from the basement excavation.

| think there needs to be more of an effort to stockpile the topsoil for the project. Once the home builders build their
homes, they then can use this stockpile to respread on the yards of the subdivision. To me this makes much more sense.

Also, the cost to respread 4” of topsoil is a major burden on the developers responsible for the costs of the subdivision,
and | don't feel it ends up with the desired resuit of having the topsoil on the top and the clay on the bottom.

Thanks for conSiderEng this when making your decisions regarding the 4” topsoil requirement.
Sincerely,

Bradley R. Cooper, P.E.

COOPER CRAWFORD & ASSOCIATES, LLC
475 South 50th Street, Ste. 800

West Des Moines, lowa 50265

515-224-1344

515-224-1345 Fax

Upon Acceptance of any efectronic media generated and provided by Cooper Crawford & Associates L.L.C.
the racipient covenants and agrees that alf such data are instruments of service and belong to Cooper
crawford & Associatas L.L.C. These files are trapsmitted without warranty as te their accuracy or suitabiiity
for the purpose to which the recipient intends to use them, and are provided oniy as a convenience to the
recipient. Only the signed hard copy shall be used for construction, The recipient agrees to waive ali claims
against Cooper Crawford & Associates L.L.C. resulting in any way from the use of this electronic media. In
addition, the recipient agrees, to the fullest extent permitted by law, to indemnify and heold Cooper
Crawford & Associates L.L.C. harmless from any damage, liability or cost, including attorney’s fees and cost
of defense, arising from the use of this electronic data. The electronic data provided are solely for the use
for the recipient, Anv unauthorized dissemination of this electronic data will be prosecuted to the fuliest
axtent of the faw.




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Griffin, Joe [DNR]

Monday, May 19, 2014 10:09 AM
Webmaster [DNR]

Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

RE: Inquiry submitted by Richard

No, they should go to Adam if you receive others.

From: Webmaster [DNR]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 9:50 AM

To: Griffin, Joe [DNR]

Subject: FW: Inquiry submitted by Richard

joe-
Lo these go to you??

SK

From: rvhilde@hotmail.com [mailto:rvhilde@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2014 4:51 PM

To: Webmaster [DNR]

Subject: Inquiry submitted by Richard

You have received a new inquiry from Richard.

Name

Address

City

State

Zip

Phone _

Email Address

DNR Customer #(if known)

Your Question

Richard

Hildebrand

Marion

Iowa

52302

319-373-0917
rvhilde@hotmail.com

We understand Jerry's Homes is asking Gov. Branstad to work on their behaif to lower the amount of black
dirt left on residential properties from 4" to 2.” We live in a Jerry's home built around 2002 with only 2" of
50t in the yard. It was very hard trying to plant trees due to the clay. Also when it gets dry, we have to do
more watering due to the lack of black dirt. When it rains, we have more runoff due to the lack of absorpticn
by the clay. As the builder removes the black dirt to see, we have more flooding. This is a poor
environmental practice. We are in favor of maintaining the current standard of 4" of black dirt,



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Rick Madden {rick@maddenconstruction—realty.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 10:52 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Top soil requirement

Hi Adam,

I'm a 4th generation home builder and mainly build “starter homes”. Over the past 20 years my brother and |
have built over 250 homes together. Typically our homes are built on infill lots in the City of Des Moines. The
prices start in the 140's. We also do entry level in the City of Norwalk in the 170’s. There have been so many
cost increases and regulations put on Homebuilders the past few years that the costs that are getting passed
onto homeowners is getting ridiculous. The American dream of homeownership is getting pushed further
away from people because the affordability is getting our of reach. Soon, people are going to only be living in
apartments and saving there money until they can actuaily afford a house that is way over priced because of
so many silly regulations. it is always our goal to set aside any good dirt to use as top soil on our final grade. |
would like to think that is what most builders do. 1would ask that this requirement not be enacted. The costs
to homeowners does not offset the rewards of the topsoil.

Thanks.

Rick Madden

Broker - Madden Realty

V.P. - R.M. Madden Construction, inc.
Cell - 515-710-4227

Office - 515-255-1557

5909 Grand Ave

Des Moines, 1A 50312



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: LaDonna Gratias [lgratias@mchsi.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 11:57 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: top soil

Mr. Schnieders

| am writing in regard to the prescriptive 4” topsoil requirement adopted last year by the DNR. This new rule
has become very onerous and costly. | am not sure what has brought all this concern about topsoil to the
forefront. Perhaps there is a misconception that Builders routinely strip their lots of topsoil to sell it or ship it
to other sites. That simply isn’t the case. |cantellyouasa Builder 1 have always saved any black dirt found on
a given lot when building and then utilized on that same ot for landscaping and sod topsoil.

Builders are already heavily regulated when it comes to all kinds of building codes, storm water runoff
requirements, etc. In fact, 25~ 30 percent of the cost of a house is because of regulation. For every $1,000.00
that a house is increased it prevents thousands of lowans from qualifying for a home. With the additional 4”
prescription topsoil rule, we now have another $3,500 — $4,000.00 of increased cost which impacts the price
of building a new home. I'm not sure how the 4" rule came to be but my understanding federal law only
requires topsoil found on any site to be preserved and reused. Federal language seems to make sense.....
state DNR language requiring us to meet a 4” topsoil prescriptive standard at any particular location doesn’t.

| urge the Environmental Protection Commission of lowa to strike out said 4” language from their topsoil rule
~ and replace it with language taken directly from the federal rule or somewhat sirilar.

Sincerely,
LaDonna Gratias
Country Classic Homes

CLG Homes

P.S. | also have considerable doubt how four inches of soil can be measured accurately when it is all said and
done.:



Schniede

rs, Adam [DNR]

From: Chad Mellinger [homebldr28@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 4:51 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Ce: jayiverson@hbaiowa.org; ccox@desmoineshomebuilders.com; joan HBA
Subject: [L2SPAM] 4" Top soil ruie
Importance: Low
Adam, a few notes to consider in the matter of top soil and building sites.
At this time Builders and Developers are heavily regulated in regards to Storm Water Runoff. By the
time we have our SWPP designed, obtain our permit, place and maintain our
controls throughout the project we spend a minimum of $1,500 on a small single family home. A
larger development can incur costs of $20,000 and up. In our industry there comes a point where
the market will not bear any more costs to be factored into the price of the project. Any added
costs will have to come from the builders or developers bottom line. | feel at this time we are at
~ that point.
We have a system in place that is working now and it has been for year. \We don’t need any new
rules, laws, statutes, regulations, or requirements.
| think the fanguage in the Federal Rule is adequate and should satisfy the needs of the sate.
Respectfully
Chad Mellinger

Mellinger and Sons Construction Inc.
PO Box 580
Riverside, lowa 52327

homebldr294@vahoo.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: A.G. Bumnside [ag.burnside@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 6:53 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4" topsoil

I would like to share my small story about topsoil on new construction. I built 2 new home in rural Davis
County, fowa in 2010-11. During construction, the topsoil was removed and stored in a pile near the
construction. The plan was that the bulldozer operator would replace the topsoil once construction was
complete. As may often be the case, timelines on the project were not met and we entered the summer of
2011 with only clay on the surface. 1 was not able to get the topsoil spread for more than a year.

During that year, we had several torrential rains and with each rain, soil washed down the west side of our site.
With no topsoil, it was not possible to get a cover crop to grow., Heaven knows I tried. 1hired a landscaper
who seeded the area. I reseeded and overseeded. Little but weeds would grow. By the following spring, the
erosion down the hillside was many inches deep. Since then I have hired people to rework the hillside and I

have reseeded, twice. There is still a lot of clay on top and 1 still have a bounty of weeds.

I am not sure what it might have cost to make sure the topsoil was replaced at the end of construction but 1 do
know what I have spent since then trying to control the erosion and get adequate groundcover. I dearly wish
there had been a requirement to replace the topsoil. Instead, [ was at the mercy of the bulldozer operator and he
had other things to do.

Anne Burnside
Davis County, lowa



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: edkocal {edkocal@yahoco.com]
Seni: Monday, May 19, 2014 6:53 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: Topsoil requirement

Follow Up Flag: Foliow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I think this is a regulation that has been overdue. It should stand and people will adjust to it.

Sent (rom ay L1S. Cellulard Smariphese



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Christine Kirpes [cmckirpes@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 7:16 PM

. To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: Topsoil rule

I have not been fortunate enough to buy a new home.

Our almost 50 year home had a garden when we moved in. There is
a huge difference in the front yard on the hill, and the back yard
(with better soil) down outside the walk out. The front is almost
pure clay, and after 20 years of trying various amendments it is still
poor. The back/low yard, where much of the topsoil left after
building has eroded to, has much better grass and gardening
conditions.

I am a gardener and environmentalist. If I buy a new home, 1
consider that I'm buying the land as well as the house. Taking the
topsoil off the land a buyer's home is on is simply THEFT. It does
not matter what has been done in practice, the 4" topsoil rule is a
good one and should be kept. The cost of leaving/replacing the
topsoil on newly developed homes can be passed on to the
customer, who will save money over the long run not having to buy
topsoil and much more fertilizer to get plants to grow.

Even more important is the advantage of having more topsoil to
absorb water during heavy rains. Keeping as much rainwater as
possible on each property saves the community money in the long
run.

Thank You,

Christine

"We've got to get ourselves... back to the garden” -CSN&Y

1



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Matt Fisher [matthew_fisher@live.com}
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2014 7:20 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Topsoil Removat

Adam,

I believe that topsoil MUST be left in place in developments. I lived in a subdivision in
North Liberty where the sod was laid on subsoil. The grass grew poorly and even with chemical
treatments never grew well. I cussed the contractors every time i looked at my sickly lawn
and how it affected propety value, aesthetics and our water quality. Also as a person who is
tired of flood devastation, the loss of an absorbent layer of soll is unconscionable in an
urban landscape where imperviousness already causes expensive, flashy floods.

Matt Fisher
Des Moines

Sorry, sent from my iPad with fat fingers.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Anne Clark [anneciark@netins.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 12:59 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4"

Mr. Adam Schnieders,

| am writing to express my fear that the governor’s task force will be yet another example of him and his friends pushing
their pro-business/development agenda over real help for the environment.

With lowa having some of the most polluted water in the nation we need to do all we can to prevent more soil erosion.
The 4” rule seems like a reasonable solution to construction runoff.

The cost must be weighed against real harm done to the environment. Please do the right thing and helip protect lowa’s
waters.

Thank You,

Anne Clark

3122 Kingman Rd
Ames {A 50014



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: ryan@aspenwindmiller.com
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: 4" Top soil Rule

“Hello Mr. Schnieders,
| am writing you in regards to the new regulations of keeping the topsoil on each lot. Asa developer and builder | know
how difficult and expensive this can be. From the developer perspective we move all of the top soil off to the side as a
requirement before we start our cutting and filling. After that we can most certainly put it back but if we do so it will
mostly get mixed in with other soils during the rest of the development with utilities and roads and even more so when
we as builders dig the hole. It becomes difficult for the excavator to separate it all out and storage on the lot can also
become a prohiem. Below is what we have found as a cost perspective and | think this may even be conservative.

The 4" requirement is extremely difficult and costly to satisfy. When the 4" requirement was implemented last year,
HBA estimated that the additional cost of compliance would be about $300 - $400 per lot. After a year of
implementation, we have discovered that the actual cost of the requirement is more than 10 times that original
estimate - and in some places as high as $5,000 per lot, Since all of the topsoil is left on site, the additional cost of
dictating exactly where the topsoil gets placed is an unnecessary impediment to affordable housing. This is especially
true at a time that the industry is trying to get back on its feet.

In conclusion | think that this should be a decision that each homeowner have as an option. We offer this to ali 30
homeowners we build for a year and only 1 or 2 optto do so based on the cost. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ryan Windmilier
windmiller Design and Development




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Eric [eeduck13@hotmail.comj
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 4:34 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: Runoff protection

I think almost anything and everything <hould be done to protect iowas waters. One of the
reasons, albeit a small one, we moved was because of the degradation of our landscape and
water. Iowa can be a beautiful state, but everything needs to be in balance. We are selling
our future generations natural resources for $5 corn. Please consider protecting our
waterways. A couple thousand dollars now will save future millions to clean up and restore.
Thanks.

Eric Davidson

Sent from my iPhone



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Bob Buker [bob@beaverbuilders.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 7:08 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: $" top soil rule

Adam

The 4" requirement is extremely difficult and costly to satisfy. When
the 4" requirement was implemented last year I had a subdivision that
required over $50,000 of additional site work just to satisfy this rule. HBA
estimated that the additional cost of compliance would be about $300 - $400
per lot which was way too low. After a year of implementation, we have
discovered that the actual cost of the requirement is more than 10 fimes
that original estimate - and in some places as high as $5,000 per lot. Since
all of the topsoil is left on site, the additional cost of dictating exactly
where the topsoil gets placed is an unnecessary impediment to affordable
housing. This is especially true at a time that the industry is trying to get
back on its feet.

We need help, not more unneeded regulation. We are so overregulated,
when farmers and mining that move 100's of times more soil and cause 1000's
of times more run off are completely exempt from any regulation.

Bob Buker
www.Beaverbuilders.com

309 269 7546




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Staed, Art [LEGIS] [Art.Staed@legis.iowa.gov)
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 9.18 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: FW: DNR rule on 4 inches of topsail

Dear Adam,

| recently read an article from the Cedar Rapids newspaper regarding the Governor's influence in a recent DNR rule
regarding topsoil {see beiow). i support the rule, and feel that it is in the best interest of lowans, the common good,
and the protection of our soii and water.

Additionally, | request that the DNR move forward with approval and enforcement.

Sincerely,

Representative Art Staed

4 inches of topsoil vital for healthy landscape
Stacie Johnson
Published: May 7 2014 | 2:28 pm in Letters to the Editor

if you've ever purchased a new home, you know the woes of the rocky, clay-ridden subsoit that looks and acts more like
concrete than a lush green landscape.

The lowa Department of Natural Resources adopted a rule in October 2012 that requires builders to return 4 inches of
topsoil to a lot before sodding or seeding takes place. This was done to provide the property owner with a fighting
chance for a healthy landscape and protect water quality, as stormwater runoff is reduced and water pollution is
prevented. This new rule reflects what the Environmental Protection Agency expects of lowa.

Two developers, Hubbell Reaity and jerry's Homes, recently decided this rule is not fair and builders should be aliowed
to put topsoil back or not. They went to the governor’s office, the governor’s office called the DNR, the DNR formed a

- stakeholders group and this group, heavy on construction representation, wilt be “discussing” this rule for the next six
weeks.

It may not be much, but 4 inches is the difference between enjoying a new yard or toiling forever trying to keep
vegetation alive. Most builders do the right thing; however, a few want to go back to leaving behind a yard that will
cause nothing but trouble for the new owners.

Please email the lowa DNR {adam.schnieders@dnr.iowa.gov) and teli them 4 inches of topsoil is just right for all
inveived.

Stacie Johnson
Cedar Rapids

Read more: http://thegazette.com/subject/ opinion/tetters-to-the—editor/4-inches-of-topsoil-vital—for-healthv-
landscape-20140507#ixzz32JKDotv5

Sincerely,

1+ 58

State Répresentative Art Staed
House District 66, Cedar Rapids




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jim and Sherrie Justice [jsdjustice@mchsi.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2014 9:12 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: [L2SPAM] Topsoil

Importance: - Low
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This email is free from viruses and malware because avast! Antivirus protection is active.




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Reese, Jane [jreese@bbsae.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:36 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: top soil

We had a new home built in 1876 in Des Moines. It was on a lovely infill lot with trees, bushes and grass. The
slope of the grade was right for a split foyer with a walkout basement in back, and except for some old lilac
bushes ali the remaining old growth trees and bushes remained.

The area in the front yard that had the digging and backfill never supported a good lawn. Chunks of concrete
even asphait would surface occasionally (don’t know where they got that “clean” fill). The ground was hard

“pack clay. It was always an eyesore to see the great grass close to the street change to meager sprouts as
you got closer to the house. We would have had to dig out half of the front yard and bring in new top soil to
make any change. We lived there 20 years before moving, never attempting the rehabilitation.

If that rute would have been in-place at the time that house was built, there never would have been an issue. |
think it is a good and logical rule to install 4” of topsoil, and something that should be required of new home
builders.

Jane Reese
CAD Technician

irecse@bbsae.com
515 365-8219

BORG
TOME THGINE

KILES

FRIEE L

317 6th Avenue, Suite 400 Des Moines, 1A 50309-4108
T 515 244-7167  www.bbsag.com F 515 244-3813

ANOTHER  CENTURY OF  MINDFUL DESIGN



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: DENNIS JENNIFER EGEL [egeinestt@msn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:40 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Top Scil Ruling

Dear Sir:

| would like to state that as a homeowner | think requiring developers to return 4 inches of topsoil to building
lots prior to seeding or sodding the lot is the correct thing to do. | have wondered aloud in the past to my
husband about this very thing. It seems to me that when one buys a lot, the soil, being part of that lot, is part
of what one is paying for, and therefore should be returned to the lot after the house is built. 1t doesn't seem
right that top soil can be removed by the developer and then the homeowner must turn around and pay extra
for top soil to be replaced. There's something that just doesn't seem right about that. | think the developer
would be, in fact, selling the top soil twice and this should not be allowed under lowa law. {am also
concerned about soil conservation and the run-off problems that result if this requirement would no longer be
in force. 1 would urge the DNR to continue requiring 4 inches of top soil be put back onto finished building
sites.

Sincerely,
Jennifer Egel
Marion, |A



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: number1mom?78 [number mom78@yahoo.com]
Seni: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 9:41 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: Topsoil

Please push for at least 4 inches of topsoil for new construction of homes.

Dee & Rick Euchner

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE Smartphone.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Mutei, Cornelia F [connie—mutel@uiowa.edu}
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 8:48 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4 inch topsoil regulation

To all debating this regutation:

I would like to speak in strong favor of this regulation, because of my personal experience with topsoil's handling of
water. We built our rural home 30-plus years ago, and were carefu! about handling topsoil and maintaining healthy piant
cover (which was easy to do with our rich lowa topsoii), We have lived here through the floods of 1993 and 2008. Our
land, during those and other periods of heavy rain, became spongy and was saturated with water, but there was very
ittle runoff, even in those wet years. Also, the creek at the bottom of our land runs clear because of the lack of erosion
on our land. Had we "stripped" our topsoil and tried to reestablish piant cover on clayey soils, we would have had much
erosion and much poorer water guality on our land - which would have led to more sedimentation of the nearby Coralville
Reservoir. (I have seen the erosion and problems on neighbors' land, where fewer precautions were taken.)

It may cost a bit more to preserve and maintain healthy topsoil cover in developments, but I am convinced that doing so
will save the landowner money in the long run as well as maintaining healthy plant cover and water quality.

For these reasons, 1 encourage you to maintain the 4-inch topsoil regulation and enforce it to your maximum ability.
Thank you for your consideration. Connie Mutel

Copy to Governor Branstad



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Dianne biankenship {dianne.blankenship@gmaii.com}
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 12:04 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: four-inch topsoil regulation

Regarding this regulation, { fully support it. I live in western lowa, in the Loess Hills. This area was not dubbed
the Fragile Giants for nothing. They are very fragile and very vulnerable to both wind and especially water
erosion. They also are very easily bull-dozed and reshaped and moved about.

Please keep western lowa in mind as well as the rest of the state.

Thank you.

Dianne Blankenship

Sioux City, 1A



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jim Mitler Uimm@jerryshomes.com}
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:37 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Comments on the 4" top soil rule

To whom it may concern;

| have been involved in somewhere in the neighborhood of 2000 addressed homes in my 9 years with Jerry’s Homes. To
meet this 4" top soii rule at the final stage of construction is very close to impossible. The way this is written it certainly
opens up possibilities for many Jawsuits by home owners when they go to plant flowers only to find minimal top soil in
that particular area of their yard.

some of the cities don’t want to take legal liability so they are asking for certified testing prior to sod to ensure that 4” of
top soil is present. Some cities just want an affidavit from the builder stating they have putit back. Again all the cities
~want to do is limit their exposure to both the DNR and the Home Owner and put it back on the home builders back. They
don’t care about the cost or if this is even possible.

Based off the comments it seems as OWRErs think that builders strip this and sell to home and garden centers. [ have no
idea where they get top soil from but | don’t think it comes from residential construction. What happens today is this
top soil has to get stripped off road bed and building pad areas to get compactable fill. This stripped top soil is then
spread back into everything that is not streets. Some of this in areas where driveways, sidewalks, and homes will go. if
the development at the planning stage doesn’t balance meaning that dirt is going to have to be hauled off site the
original grade contractor is going to take what he needs to use at other sites as close to possible to the export site. It is
extremely expensive 1o move dirt around. He may need clay for compactable fill on his infill job, or maybe he needs top

soil. | think the Federal Mandate supports this in the wording of you must preserve top soil.

Now that we have that top soil re spread on site we start to puild homes. This is where we run into issues with the
requirement. How much top soil was left for us to build a house on 7 Do we strip the entire lot again, dig the basement,
back fill the basement and now we are either long on dirt and have to haul some off, or short dirt and haul dirtin. This
pile of top soil we striped off the fot to build the house where do we put it. Most lots are very, very tight no room in the
front yard to stock pile it, no room on the sides so the only place to put itisin the rear yard where is most typically the
drainage way, now you block swale areas with piles of dirt that are more susceptible to erosion and may back water up
into neighboring sodded yards. Ok so now the house has been backfilled and the yard is set to grade minus the top soil
dirt. So as the house continues in construction the dirt around the foundation settles 2’ which is pretty common now
this top soit dirt has to be placed around the foundation. So what was maybe 4" top soil being spread across the yard is
now only 2" because the rest had to get used to fill around the foundation. How do you deal with this issue in the winter
when the ground is frozen and all you can do is rip frost to get the basement in and backfill.

As much as this sound easy on paper | can tell you with certainty that reality is nearly impossible. | was just watching our
finish grade contractor this week doing his job and he had to move a 3" of dirt here, 1’ another place and fill between
two houses with over 2’ of dirt. That designed grading plan is only a plan. The only real certainty about grade on a iot is
that it is going to change once the house is built because you have to grade to make it work. Typically the only elevations
that remain from the original grading plan are the two front lot pins, and the rear yard lot pins, About the only thing that
a grading plan does for a home builder is tell you where the water has to go. With all the difficulties of mixed builders
working next to each other, different house types set at different elevations possibly to make a driveways work,
windows without wells, M.O.E's, M.P. £'s walkout basements, the list goes on and on. | encourage whoever isin trusted
with making this final ruling to come spend a couple of days in the field at the raw land development stage seeing what
has to happen to make buildable lots. Then spend a coupie of days with our final grade contractor that has been doing
this job for 40 years and you will see very quickly this is not something we can just rubber stamp and say do this. The
costs can and will far exceed any possible benefits.

1



1. Developers and builders are already heavily regulated when it comes to storm water runoff
requirements. These are expensive and time consuming requirements that have been followed
for years with great success, not just in lowa but around the country.

2. The federal rule requires that a buiider or developer “uniess infeasible, preserve topsoil.” There
appears to be a misconception that builders/developers routinely strip the site of topsoil and
then sell it or ship it off to other sites. This simply isn’t true. 1t is HBA’s understanding that,
unless the soil cannot physically remain on the site (such as when doing building development in
a downtown)}, topsoil is retained within the plat and used where it will serve the best purpose for
the development.

3. The federal rule does not, in any way, address the issue of how many inches of topsoil is required
at any particular location. it simply says “unless infeasible, preserve topsoil.” A requirement
that compels the builder/developer to maintain a certain number of inches at a particular
location goes well beyond the federai requirement. '

4. The 4" requirement is extremely difficuit and costly to satisfy. When the 4” requirement was
implemented last year, HBA estimated that the additional cost of compliance would be about
$300 - $400 per iot. After a year of implementation, we have discovered that the actual cost of
the requirement is more than 10 times that original estimate — and in some places as high as
$5,000 per lot. Since all of the topsoil is left on site, the additional cost of dictating exactly where
the topsoil gets placed is an unnecessary impediment to affordable housing. This is especially
true at a time that the industry is trying to get back on its feet.

Jim Miller

Director of Operations

Jerrys Homes, Inc

10430 New York Ave, Suite C
Urbandale, lowa 50322
Phone:515-278-5992
Fax:515-278-0661
jmiller@jerryshomes.com

www jerryshomes.com

"This message may contain confidential and/or privileged information.
If you are not the addressee or authorized to receive this for the

Disclaimer - This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and
contain privileged or copyright information., You must not present this message
to another party without gaining permission from the sender. If you are not the
intended recipient you must not copy, distribute or use this email or the
information contained in it for any purpose other than to notify us.

If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender
immediately, and delete this email from your system. We do not guarantee that

this material is free from viruses or any other defects although due care hasg
been taken to minimize the risk.

Any views expressed in this message are those of the individual sender, except

where the sender specifically states them to be the views of JERRY'S HOMES,
Inc.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jamie Buresh [Jamie@bureshconstruction.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 4:58 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Rule Requiring 4" topsoi

Dear Mr. Schnieders,

I am writing on behalf of Jim Buresh Construction Company of Cedar Rapids, lowa, regarding the E-80 group's
consideration of the rule requiring 4 of topsoil at every development site. This rule has turned out to be
unworkable and Jim Buresh Construction Co. would like to see the 4™ language struck from the rule and
replaced with language taken directly from the federal rule which requires that a builder or developer

“unless unfeasible, preserve topsoil.” Insertion of the federal language is the reasonable alternative that satisfies
all requirements imposed by the law while protecting the environment at a cost that will allow affordable
housing 0 lowa.

Developers and builders are already heavily regulated when it comes to storm water runoff requirements. These
are expensive and time consuming requirements that have been followed for years with great success, not just in
lowa but around the country. The 47 requirement is extremely difficult and costly to satisfy. When the 4”
requirement was implemented last year, HBA estimated that the additional cost of compliance would be about
$300 - $400 per lot. After a year of implementation, it was discovered that the actual cost of the requirement is
more than 10 times that original estimate — and in some places as high as $5,000 per lot. Since all of the topsoil
is left on site, the additional cost of dictating exactly where the topsoil gets placed is an unnecessary
impediment to affordable housing. This is especially true at a time that the industry is trying to get back on its
feet. '

Jim Buresh Construction Company takes every measure to protect the environment. It is a clear economic
advantage 1o strike the 4" requirement and use the federal rule’s language, while all other water run off
regulations provide ample protection to our planet. Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

Jamie J. Buresh, CGB, CGR
Vice President of Operations

Jim Buresh Construction Co.
1630 42nd Street NE

Cedar Rapids, [A 52402

(319) 393-7516
jamiet@bureshconstruction.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Robinson, Janis [JanisR@iowarealty.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2014 7:42 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4 inch topsoil requirement

Dear Mr. Schnieders,

Please note § AM AGAINST the 4 inch topsoil requirement becoming a law in the state of lowa. Beinga citizen of this
great state of lowa- this law would merely be a punitive way of working with builders and developers to best use topsoil
that currently exists on land- which often doesn’t even have 4 inches of topsoil to start with since a great part of the
state is ali clay. In addition, this law is being purely punitive, it has no evidenced based support as being successful in
helping with the watershed issues the state is attempting to resoive. | personally have spoken with the Feds on this
issue, and they have told me thisis not a requirement of theirs and that they know there is no evidence 10 support
justification for such a rule as this.

Thank you for hearing my voice in this matter.

Janis Robinson, MBA
lowa Realty/Realtor
2424 EP True PKWY

WDM, LA 50265

Cell, 515-707-4770

* Dawnload Agent App:
http://app.iowarealty. com/JanisR

A licensed REALTOR in lowa, serving the Greater Des Moines Metro

www.JanisR.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jerry Depew [depew@ncn.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 6:55 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]
Subject: top soil

I always thought the removal of top soil from construction sites was akin to theft. HNot only
should the soil be returned after construction, it should never be removed except from the
area to be covered by the building itself. I support the DNR rule to keep topsoil ---all of
it---in place following construction.

Jerry Depew, lLaurens, IA

Using Opera's revolutionary e-mail client: http://www.opera,com/mail/




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Amy Foster [afoster@ci.coralville.%a.us1

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 8:36 AM

To: ~ Schnieders, Adam [DNR]; Sauer, Pat {PSauer@iamu.org); iucy. Griffin, Joe [DNR]
Subject: Comments E80

Attachments: E£80.pdf

Adam,

Please find attached comments from the City of Coralville, for the E80 Stakeholder’s Group.

Amy Foster, CMS4S, CESSWI
Stormwater Coordinator
City of Coralviile

1512 7™ st.

P.O. Box 5127

Coralville, 1A 52241
319-248-1720



May 22, 2014

ER0 Stakeholders,

The City of Coralville is in favor of keeping the current topsoil GP#2 requirement. Coralville, like many
other communities is experiencing impaired water guality in our streams and extreme localized flooding
during normal rain events {less than 1.25”}. This is caused by the addition of impervious surfaces and
the reduction of hydrologically functional landscapes. Topsoil, specially the A and B horizons of the soil
is the most important element in retaining hydrologically functional landscapes.

Most of developments within Coralvilte have been stripped of ali topsoil. The residents that live in these
developments experience extreme localized flooding and are unable to grow trees, vegetable gardens or
yards that aren’t heavily dependent on fertitization and irrigation. The mass stripping of topsoil in
developments has created living situations that do no reflect the quality of life that we would wish for
our residents.

in regards to the addition of impervious surfaces, the City of Coralville has created a post construction
ordinance to address the mitigation of additional impervious surfaces. Currently the City requires that
that a developer or builder adds 4” of topsoil to their lot or development, or prove that there wasn’t any
topsoil to put back on the site. if this rule changes to state “preserve topsoil”, we will have to require
that all of the topsoil remain on site; this will be problematic for developments that have an excess
amount of topseil. In the next few years, Coralville will have a few sections of town that will be
developed for residential purposes. These areas have been farmed using conservation tillage. These
areas might very well have a foot or more of topsoil, it will be hard to develop these areas when all {not
4"\ of topsoil must remain on site.

Over this past winter the City of Coralviile lost a large stock pile of topsoil that was supposed 1o remain
onsite. Builders and developers in Coralville sell and export topsoi! to other developments. When that
happens it hurts the new homeowners in that development and anyone in the drainage path of that
development. With all the environmental advances that have been made in this area, it is hard to
believe that it would be legal to strip and sell our precious lowa soils. fowa has an agricultural
community that is working very hard to preserve the topsoil that we have left, to protect or water
resources and produce crops. We would expect the building community to be heid to the same
standards.

Sincerely,

Amy Foster, Stormwater Coordinator

City of Coralvilie



- Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Tracy Warner [twarner@city.ames.ia.us)

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 9:08 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Cc: City Ames; Jake Moore

Subject: General Permit No 2 Topsoil Public Comment
Adam, -

The City of Ames is a permitted MS4 community, which is currently under our new NPDES
permit No, 85-03-0-03 that was issued on April 1, 2014. Thank you for the opportunity to
provide input on General Permit 2. The existing rule (4 inches of topsoil) as part of General
Permit 2 provides consistency and guided expectation throughout the state to all municipalities
enforcing the rule, to developers/design professionals as they plan the development, and to
contractors as they implement the rule. If the rule were to change to simply state "preserve
topsoil" there may be numerous interpretations throughout the state and from municipality to
municipality (even if within the same urbanized area such as Johnston, Clive, West Des Moines,
etc.). Ames often works with contractors and homebuilders that are from the Des Moines area
and we frequently hear "well that is how it is done in Ankeny (Des Moines, etc.)". If the rule
were to change, this would further strengthen that challenge. If there are areas of the state where
much more than 4 inches of topsoil are present, a municipality always has the option to locally
require more topsoil than the 4 inches.

The definition of preserve states "maintain (something) in its original or existing state”. |
interpret that to mean that there could be no more mass grading, that only where something
structurally needs the support (e.g. roadway subgrade, building foundation) is where the site may
be allowed to be graded (topsoil removed).

While we would have to give this more discussion to determine for sure (depending what
language the group comes up with) (and if they would even be allowed to grade and then re-
spread), Ames will require a technical soil assessment to be done so that we know how much
topsoil is on the site if we did allow grading to ensure that the same amount is replaced in all
vegetated areas. This could include each individual home lot in addition to various locations in
the overall subdivision areas (open space, stormwater treatment train areas, etc.). The cost could
then increase for the developers during the site design (so they may be saving money by not
placing 4 inches of topsoil, however there would be additional work during design and then also
potentially re-placing topsoil if it was there).

Topsoil is an area where the City of Ames has recognized challenges. When it is not placed on
sites, including our own roadway construction sites, the vegetation re-establishment is not
successful. Sod and/or seeding is not sustainable. If sod is placed and watered, it will look good
for the first year (maybe two if we are lucky). After that, the compacted clay or even
uncompacted clay backfill does not appear to provide the nutrients that the vegetation needs in
order to survive. Individual homeowners with compacted clay, but lack of topsoil, end up with
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spotty lawns, end up using more water, additional seeding, and fertilizer to attempt to keep the
grass established, and overall end up with a lawn that they have to invest a lot of time and money
if they want it to survive. Ultimately, more runoff ends up leaving these lots instead of getting
infiltrated back into our groundwater system (aquifer). While the runoff is controlled from
leaving the subdivision quicker through detention practices, it does not pr0v1de for a'sustainable
vegetative establishment and possible groundwater recharge. As you can imagine, when a
resident's lawn dies because of something that we had influence over, we end up with very
unhappy citizens. As you may already know, stormwater and flooding is a very important topic
with Ames businesses and residents.

The Ames Construction Site Erosion Control Ordinance requires them to identify measures and
procedures to reasonably minimize site soil compaction and provide soil quality restoration, in
areas to be vegetated.

Our newly adopted Post Construction SWM Ordinance requires to minimize mass grading of
sites to preserve natural features and drainageways as well as protection of open space and
impervious cover minimization. This ordinance also requires a soil management plan be -
provided that includes a site map that identifies areas where soils and vegetation will not be
disturbed and shows where topsoil will be stripped and stockpiled. It shall include, if used, a
description of soil health (quality) improvement methods such as tilling, ripping, and amending
with materials such as compost and topsoil. It shall also include a technical assessment of soils
that identifies the soil series and site limitations based on soils data provided in the Web Soii
Survey for Story County hosted by NRCS. Soil borings shall be included when necessary to
confirm suitable site conditions for placement of buildings with basements and related structures,
especially in areas with hydric soils and shallow depth to groundwater. Existing soil conditions
should be considered when designing the site layout. If a stormwater BMP depends on the
properties of soils, the assessment shall include the necessary information such as, but not
limited to: organic content and percolation/infiltration nrates. The number and location of
required soil borings and/or soil test sites shall be determined based on what is needed to
determine the suitability and distribution of soil types present at the location of the BMP. This
information shall be used to provide a summary of the associated risks and potential for adequate
drainage related to infiltration practices, groundwater mounding, and basement flooding.
Consultation with a Certified Professional Soil Scientist or Soil Classifier may be necessary or
required.

Please let me know if you have any questions. I unfortunately am double scheduled for May
29th so I will be unable to make it to the public hearing.

Tracy L Warner
Municipal Engineer
City of Ames Public Works




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Albright, Christopher [chrisalbright@iowarealty.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 12:57 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subiject: 4" top soil

The discussion of the 4” top soil has been a topic for sometime. i have asked buyers their opinion of this over the past 2 years
and have found only 1 person that | talked to thought this was an acceptable solution,

I would suggest that the 4” top soil language be removed!

Thank You. Your business is very important to me,

Chris Albright

fowa Realty

165 lordan Creek Pkwy Suite 155
West Des Moines, [A 50266
{515) 321-3989 Phone

{515} 453-6801 Fax

http://www.newhomegeeks.com
http://Www. chrisalbright.iowareaity.com

Here is a link to download my free mobile home search app: http://app.iowarealty.com/chrisalbright

REALTOR

Licensed to sel real estate in the state of lowa




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: inman, Jack [jackinman@bhhsfirstrealty.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 2:20 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]
Adam,

Your law will hurt all of the real estate developers and builders and will be a tremendous burden to enforce, Your
erosion control mandates and now this! it's become very hard to build because of your over regulation now, without
adding this new impediment.

Jaclk Inman

Broker-Associate

Berkshire Hathaway - First Realty
515-238-0447
Jackinman@bhhsfirsirealty.com
www iowahomesites.com
ticensed to sell Real Estate in Jowa

(T

BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY
' FommeSerdces
First Realty



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: ericquiner@gmail.com on behalf of Eric Quiner [ericquiner@iowarealty.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:23 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: 4" Soil Ruie

Hello Adam,

My name is Eric Quiner and I am a Realtor with lowa Realty. I have caught wind that your organization is in
the process of proposing a rule that would require additional inches of soil to be placed on to home sites. 1
would urge you to reconsider this decision. The costs are already rising at incredible rates for homeowners
today because of construction costs as it is. Also I am sure you know this more than myself that we are sitting in
some of the entire worlds best soil types. Please let freedom of choice and liberty reign. Please don't
underestimate the power of the consumer's ability to reject a product that is not satisfactory. Please help
promote the economy.

Thanks for your time.

Eric Quiner

Realtor/Assistant Manager
Iowa Realty Waukee Office
80 SE Laurel

Waukee, Towa 50263

C 515.710.5468

P 515,453.5935
F 515.453.6788

Licensed to sell Rea! Estate in Iowa



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Knapp, BJ [bjknapp@iowarealty.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:28 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4" requirement

To Whom it may concern-

At a time when the housing industry is stifl in recovery mode this 4" requirement of top soil is an obstacle that is too
costly and unnecessaty. This not only affects the developers and home builders but more importantly the home buyer, As
a home owner myself I can promise you that my lawn is in great shape and the top soil s sufficient, Please take the time
to consider the Bl effects this requirement would have on all aspects of development and new home construction.

Thank you,

BJ Knapp

Iowa Realty

1516 Valley West Drive
West Des Moines, IA 50266
(515)453-6916



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Karl Johnson [kaajohnson@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 3:39 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Top Soil Rule

Hi Adam!

[ wanted to share with you that I live in a new development and my experience is that is that the developers are
already spreading their topsoil throughout the developed lots. Ibelieve that the 4 inch topsoil rule is an
unnecessary requirement and should be struck and replaced with the federal guidelines.

Thanks,

Kari Johnson
2302 SW 18th Street
Ankeny, [A 50023



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jerry Bussanmas [jerry@jerrybus.com}
Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 4.01 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: top soil

Adam,

I am a home builder in Des Moines Iowa. I would like to express my concerns about the
requirements coming into law regarding top soil.

First of all what is the definition of topsoil? Why is it necessary for a residential yard
that is only growing grass?

This seems to be a huge waste of our homeowners resources. Do you realize that it is only the
actual homeowner that this law is adversely effecting. This law serves to prevent more people
from realizing the dream of owning a home. As I see it most potential home owners are already
struggling to afford the homes being built today and this law makes that harder.

The added cost of trucking and the negative environmental impact that it causes only make
things worse,

Regulation of this nature will be hard to evenly enforce and even harder to verify.
Inspecting dirt should not be a priority for the already over worked and under compensated
City and State officials.

I hope my opinion is of help, I’°m sure you have many headed your way.

Thanks for your consideration

Jerry Bussanmas
Home Builder
16185 Maple Drive
Urb. Iowa 50323



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Chris Tursi [christophertursi@gmail.com]
Sent; Thursday, May 22, 2014 4:11 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: 4" Top Soil Requirement

Adam-

This requirement is putting strain on already over regulated home builders and developers. The dollars saved
can provide more lowans a chance to own the home of there dreams. Additionally, those costs could be used by
builders to build more desirable products, enriching neighborhoods in all areas.

Please consider sticking this from the language.

Sincerely,

Chris Turst

Chris Tursi

Towa Realty

Jordan Grove Office

3424 E.P. True Parkway

West Des Moines, 1A 50265

515.453.5219 Office

515.770.4796 Mobile
ChrisTursi@lowaReally.com

1.icensed to sell real estate in the state of lowa




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Rick Dietz [rsdietz@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2014 10:23 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: [L2SPAM] TOPSOIL PRESERVATICN
Importance: Low

Mr Schnieders:

| understand that public input is being sought regarding the topsoil requirement within the the NPDES
General Permit #2. | would like to relate to you what | observe daily as | work at and around new
developments and construction sites within the city of Ames.

As I'm sure you are aware, current construction practices very often inciude removing the topsoil from
the construction site or development before construction begins. And with rare exception, in Ames at
least, the subsoil that remains becomes so severely compacted over the course of construction that
one would have difficulty excavating even a small hole by hand. It would not be unusual in my work to
use a pick to loosen the soil before digging.

When properties are brought to final grade, in preparation for sod, you would find highly compacted
soils including large amounts of gravel and other construction debris.

The result of these practices for property owners is that their lawns require frequent and regular
maintenance in the way of fertilizer, weed control and irrigation. The result of these practices for
municipalities is that we have increased runoff, increased volume and nutrient inputs to our water
bodies, and a higher demand for freated water. Automatic irrigation systems are increasingly
common, and will often use water wastefully at times when it should be conserved.

There is no upside to eliminating the topsoil requirement and in fact more needs to be done to
increase infiltration and reduce runoff. This is a cost of doing business that most be born by those
who are in the business. There is no right to pollute, and it makes little sense to allow practices that
we know will result in increased runoff and poliution. - Increased costs in the way of stormwater
management and further damage to our already troubled rivers and streams.

Thank you for your time,
Richard Dietz

5782 Felber St
Ames



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: CHff McClure [cliff. mcclure@mchsi.com]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 9:37 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Cc: ‘Creighton Cox’

Subject: Top soil requirements.

Adam

] am opposed to any code or rule changes that would mandate topsoil requirements in new construction.

The cost of new construction has increased dramatically within the past 18 months, preventing people from purchasing
new homes. More and more | am hearing people say they have decided to purchase an existing house because they
can’t afford new construction. In the past 18 months we have seen increases in labor, materials, and building permits. In
the coming months we are going to have additional code changes that will increase prices.

Please vote no for any changes related to topsoil requirements in new construction.

Cliff McClure

Meadowbrook Buiiders

PO Box 607

Ankeny, 1A 50021

515-979-0022

Cliff. mcclure@mchsi.com
www.meadowbrookbuitderstic.com




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Zane Muntz [zane@yourdesigncrew.com]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 11:15 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: 42 topsoil requirement proposal feedback
Dear Adam,

while | may not be abie 1o attend the Public Hearing Notice & Plan on May 29th in in regards to the 4" fopsoil requirement
proposed, | thought | could offer some thoughts here.

As a builder, we are already heavily regulated when it comes to storm water runoff requirements. These are expensive and
time consuming requirements that have [for the most part] been followed for years with great success. In agdition, the
federal rule already requires “unless infeasibie, preserve topsoil”, so there appears fo be a misconcepiion that we rouiinely
sifip the site of topsoll. 1know forme, this simply isn't frue. Unless the sofl cannot physically remain on the site, fopsoit is
retained within the plat and used where it will serve the best purpose for the project.

Also, my understanding is the federal rule does not, in any way, address the Issue of how many inches of topsoil is required
at any particular locafion. It simply says “uniess infeasible, preserve topsoil.” A requirement that compeis us to maintain a
certain number of inches at a particuiar location goes well beyond the federal requirement. While 1 may not have much
data to suggest otherwise personally, # would seem the 4" requirement could be difficult and costly fo satisfy. Since all of
the topsoitis left on site, the additional cost of dictating exacily where the topsoil gefs placed could be an unnecessdry
impediment to cosi effective housing for clients. This is especially irue af a fime that we in the industry are frying to get back
on our feet,

Also, as a realior | know any potential added cost of regulation would make homes less affordabte for ail,

in conclusion, my opinion at this fime is the 4" requirement should not be maintained and the federal language seems 10 be

a more reasonabie aliernative to satisfy al requirements imposed by ihe law while protecting the environment ai a cost
that allows more cost effective builds. :

Cheers!

(2l

.
IR 3

e

g
7 ,gn?

[zane]lmuntz - architestrbuiidertrealior

website | facebook | twitter | 51 5.650.0155




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Akers, John [johnreaitor@iowarealty.com]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 2:29 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Re: Topsoii management requirements

Mr. Schnieders: | am writing today regarding the DNR rule requiring 4" of
topsoil at residential development sites. This rule places an additional cost
for each lot/home which decreases the number of buyers that qualify for
home ownership. Initial estimates of the cost of placement of 4" of topsoll
($300 - $400) were low and at times the actual cost has been as much as
'$4 000 - $5,000 per lot. This adversely affects the home building/selling
industry in lowa. | ask that the federal guidelines be used in lieu of the
current DNR regulations. These federal rules, used as an alternative,
satisfy all requirements imposed while at the same time protects the
environment at a reasonable cost. Thank you.

Jobin

John W. Akers, CRS, e-PRO
Mailto: iohnrealtor@iowarealty.com
Realtor 515.778.8628

lowa Realty - South Regional Office
200 Army Post Rd, Ste 60

Des Moines, lowa 50315

Licensed in lowa
www.JohnAkers.lowaRealty.com

Click here for my new mobile ap: http://app.iowarealty.com/johnrealtor

This is a solicitation. If you prefer not to receive future messages from this sender, please send a 'reply' message with
"REMOVE'" in the subject liue.



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Jon Lipovac {jontrinityhomes@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 5:10 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: TopSoil Preservation

Attachments: img194.jpg

Hello Adam,
Please consider my oppostion to this mandate.

Thank vou,

Jon Lipovac, President

TRINITY HOMES

4499 NW 169TH STREET

CLIVE, 1A 50825

(C)515-771-8556

WWW. TRINI TYHOMESOFIOWA.COM




Friday, May 23, 2014

T

To Whom it may concern,

Regarding topsoil preservation requirements in the National Pollutant Discharge
Etimination System General Permit No 2 for Storm Water Discharges Associated with
Construction Activities.

I have found this new requirement, although a good idea in theory, to be a much
more expensive endeavor than originally expected. At a time when profit margins have
shrunk exponentially over the last 3 years due to material, land, and labor increases, it's
another expense that has pushed the risk vs. reward equation too far. When most builders
I've spoken with have seen, as | have, margins anywhere from 5%-9% even before these
new costs. Not to mention the new 2012 Energy Code being enforced shortly.

I do believe builders in general could do a better job separating decent dirt from
clay for top grading, but to require a verified 4" of top soil {black dirt) is just another
mandated cost that drives the inflationary costs of new construction.

Thank you for your time,

Jon Lipovac, President
Trinity Homes



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Hetty Hall [hettyhali@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, May 24, 2014 11:38 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]

Subject: proposed rule on fopsoil on new housing lots

A requirement for a reasonable amount of topsoil on all new housing lots is an excellent proposal and long
overdue. There are many rules and inspections for housing construction, but no attention is paid to the lot (the
yard). Trying to reconstruct some kind of soil on a scalped lot can be exiremely costly to the new home
owner, while soil erosion affects not just the home owner but the neighborhood, the town, and the county.
There needs to be a minimum standard both to protect the home owners and the ecosystem.

Hetty Hall '

2761 Lake View Dr NE

Solon, IA 52333



Schnieders, Adam JDNR]

From: Knox, Tina {tinaknox@bhhsﬁrstrea!ty.com}
Sent: Saturday, May 24, 2014 12:49 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subiject: 4 inch top soil

Adam

1 believe we need to discontinue with the 4 inch rule on soil that has been put in place this last year.
The cost to home buyers and builders and how it affect everyone down the line. It is not worth it.

Best Regards

Tina Knox, Realtor

515.707.7491

BHHS First Realty

Licenced in the state of lowa

Download FREE app. go to BHHS First



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: tdelfs2838@aol.com

Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 10:17 AM
To: Schnieders, Adam {DNR]
Subject: Fwd: Topsoil Mandate

---Qriginal Message-—--

From: tdelfs2838 <tdelfs2838@aol.com>

To: adam.schneiders <adam.schneiders@dnr.iowa.gov>
Sent: Sun, May 25, 2014 9:41 am

Subject: Topsoil Mandate

Dear Sir,

| am aware of a pubiic meeting that will be hetd May 29, 2014 regarding the 4" topsoil mandate for housing deveiopments.
| can not attend but would like to share my thoughts on the issue. | do not agree with the idea of taking off topsoil and
bringing it back after deveiopment. It is very costly. In most cases it js not really feasible to remove and replace without a
great hindrance to the job. implementation of this mandate only causes more burdensome regulation causing developers
consider not pursuing development at all. | would strongly suggest that this mandate be repealed or at minimum allow the
developer to use their best judgement regarding placement/displacement of topsoil. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Willie Delfs, GMB CGP CAPS

President, Able Homebuilders
Sioux City, 1A



Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Dave Adickes {dave@midwest-cc.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 25, 2014 1011 PM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Topsoil Appeal

Adam,

Please pass this on to those involved with the decision for the topsoil appeal.

i won't make it an essay, just a rough short list.

-} operate a small company, 1-3 custom homes a year along with various other large scale projects.

-45 - 55 line items are in a typical custom home budget, everyone of them affects a client’s investment and decision to
work with a buiider.

“With-in those line items regulations are in place for storm water run-off.

-Topsoil is commonly left on-site and used as top soil again.

-A 4" requirement is a costly line item involving trucking, grading, fuej, logistics, etc.

-Each home built in lowa adds positively to the economy: a wide variety of businesses, suppliers, vendors, etc. The local
dollar is revolved multiple times in the communities. (see the second point, stronger line items in just one category
affect so many individuals}.

I'm not a fan of sending an email to someone { den’t know without shaking their hand. If you will be in attendance on
Thursday at the Wallace Building for the meeting, 1 will see you there.

Hope all is well, take care-
Dave

Midwest Contracting & Construction, LLC
(515) 664-7194

dave@midwest-cc.com

www. midwest-cc.com

~Focused Building—




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: randy dostal [allamericanic@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 26, 2014 2:21 PM
To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]; jayiverson@hbaiowa.org, TERESA ROBINSON,

drewr@jerryshomes.com, Brandy Zimmerman; PAUL BRUNDELL; MIKE FARR; BARB
HOSS: todd richardson; MARILYN BUCHER; JiM DOSTAL
Subject: FW: Might want to share this with CR

Adam,

I am writing you in regard to the possible implementation of a 4" topsoil rule which could be a part of future
General Permit No.2 and development requirements,

As a builder/developer, | see no reason to amend the federal rules and make them "more" stringent. Most
topsoil is used on site, in most developments. The SWPP protocols that developers must abide by maintain
that runoff "not to leave the site".

The cost of this 4" concept will be "very" expensive per lot cost.

The biggest question is, if the site did not have 4" of topsoll prior to disturbance, where will the developer find
the soil to put down on the lot? | do not believe there is enough topsoil to make the 4" a reality. Please do not
implement the 4" concept

On another note:

| have had some research done and see a "much" bigger issue t0 tackle.......the loss of critical farm soil. Please
see attached document.

The 6000-7000 square mile "dead" zone in the Gulf Of Mexico is a much more prominent issue than the small
amounts of run off from development sites.

| believe THIS is a much more critical issue and a MAJOR source of top soil loss in our state.

Again - please do not implement the 4" topsoil rute

Randy Dostal
Thomas Dostal Developers Inc.

From: idostal@cr.k12.ia.us

To: allamericanic@hotmail.com

Subject: Might want to share this with CR
Date; Thu, 22 May 2014 19:12:51 +0000

http://www.americanthinker.com/ZOld/OS/the magical world of climate change in iowa.html




Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

From: Steve Gustafson [iowagus@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 6:49 AM

To: Schnieders, Adam [DNR]

Subject: Topsoil Preservation Requirements in NPDES General Permit #2

Good morning Mr. Schnieders,

Regarding the Workgroup proceedings for the review of the subject topsoil requirements, | would like to
recommend that the current standards regulations remain as they are.

While | have read the opinions of some of the Workgroup members on the difficulty and cost to comply with
the regulation, many developers seem to have little difficulty when they must move the topsoil in order to sell
it. In addition, having a Workgroup dominated by developers will likely not produce an outcome benefitting
lowa.

{ have seen the effects of too much runoff on streams, and my community alone has spent hundreds of
thousands of dollars on streambank erosion restoration projects. While the topsoil regulation in itself is not
the sole answer, it is one more tool that communities can use to help re-balance an unbalanced hydrogeologic
system.

Thank You,

Steve Gustafson
Bettendorf, lowa





