Water Resources Coordinating Council
AGENDA AND MINUTES
November 6, 2009
2:00 – 4:00 PM
Iowa State Capitol – Legislative Dining Room

AGENDA
I.

Call to Order, Governor’s Office

II.

Approve September Minutes

III.

Approve November Agenda

IV.

Topics of Discussion
a. HF 756 – Flood Plain Subcommittee Review/Discussion, Co-Chairs Bill
Ehm and Chuck Gipp
b. Mississippi River Basin Health Watersheds Initiative, Rich Sims, NRCS

V.

Future plans and meetings, Governor
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MINUTES
I.

Call to Order, Jamie Cashman, IGOV

II.

September Minutes, Jamie Cashman, IGOV. All in favor to approve.

III.

November Agenda, Jamie Cashman, IGOV. All in favor to approve.

IV.

Topics of Discussion
a. Rich Sims, NRCS, discusses the Mississippi River Basin Health Watersheds
Initiative. NRCS is going to be accepting Request for Proposals soon.
b. HF 756 – Flood Plain Subcommittee Review/Discussion, Co-Chairs Bill Ehm,
IDNR, and Chuck Gipp, IDALS-DSC
i. Bill Ehm introduces the report to the Council, including providing a brief
summary of the work over the summer to put the report together. Over
200 people were involved in the process. Stresses the importance of not
repeating the same mistakes.
ii. Chuck Gipp noted of the 87 pages presented to the Council, the
recommendations are only on seven pages. Hard copies of the public
comments are available upon request and online. The report is grouped
differently than in previous drafts. Before the report was grouped by
topic—Flood Plains, Uplands, Lowlands, and Stormwater. Now, the
report is grouped by Regulatory, Planning/Design, and Education.
Funding is considered a different section.
iii. Bill Ehm and Chuck Gipp read each recommendation to the Council.
iv. David Osterberg, UI, commented on recommendation D…can “whenever
practicable” be redrafted to “unless unavoidable”? The language
“whenever practicable” does not seem appropriate. Susan Dixon read
the rationale regarding Recommendation D. Motion by Bill Ehm to accept
David Osterberg’s change; General Dardis, RIO seconds. All in favor.
v. Public Comment received on recommendation E. Stream channelization
should be deleted from the recommendation because it does not seem
to fit within the context of the recommendation. Jessica Montana, IDED,
commented that stream channelization is vital within the sentence;
merely serves as examples. Deleting “stream channelization” is fine. No
motion was presented to delete stream channelization.
vi. Public comment received regarding deleting Recommendation 8. Why
was 8 deleted if Recommendation G is present? Language tends to limit
the ability for districts to levee funds. Can “on built-up areas” be deleted?
Marty Adkins, NRCS, provided clarification. The work group discussion
looked to focus on investments on levees and the most built-up areas of
development. Further, the intent was to focus on more urban areas. Bill
Ehm added Recommendation G includes other areas; it does not focus
just on “built-up areas”. No motion was presented to change the
language.
vii. Moving on, Jamie Cashman opened discussion regarding the
Research/Education. No comments were received by the Council. One
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public comment was received by Ken Tow, RIO, who stated that
HF2400, as mentioned in Recommendation P, has been codified in Iowa
Code 466B.3.
viii. Moving on, Jamie Cashman opened discussion regarding the Funding
options presented in the report.
ix. David Osterberg commented on Recommendation GG, stating the first
sentence is awkwardly written and unclear. Tom Oswald, HSEMD,
stated the intent of Recommendation GG is to provide additional funding
for research and project implementation and to recognize that interests
groups have already conducted research. However, the language could
be adjusted for clarity. Susan Judkins, RIO, proposed a restatement
based on the discussion of the group: “Recommend increased funding
for research and project implementation in the public and/or private
sector.” Bill Ehm motioned to adjust the language as provided by Susan
Judkins. Chuck Gipp seconded. All in favor.
x. David Osterberg commented on Recommendation II asking whether the
language should distinguish between the Drinking Water SRF versus the
Clean Water SRF. Bill Ehm affirmed and motioned to accept Osterberg’s
recommendation to distinguish the SRF programs from “State Revolving
Fund” to “Clean Water State Revolving Fund”. Chuck Gipp seconded. All
in favor.
xi. At the end of evaluating all recommendations, Chuck Gipp motions to
accept the report. Larry Weber, UI Iowa Flood Center seconds. All in
favor.
xii. Jamie Cashman thanks the chairs and all persons involved in this effort.
IGOV is in the middle of drafting its policy package together, so the
HF756 report will be considered. If the Council or the public would like to
make additional questions or comments, please contact him.
VI.

Future plans and meetings, Governor’s Office
a. Bill Ehm stated the Watershed Subcommittee intends to have its next meeting
December 9, 2009 to continue its work with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to
develop a watershed plan for the Iowa River-Cedar River Basin.
b. Chuck Gipp stated the Division of Soil Conservation is working with the City of
Palo and other stakeholders regarding Dry Creek, which drains into the Cedar
River.
c.

Chuck Gipp stated the Iowa Wetlands and Drainage Institution could also be an
agenda item for the next WRCC meeting

d. Chuck Gipp stated a progress report / status update regarding nutrient load
reduction would be available late January 2010.
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