
 

 

 

 

To: Iowa House Judiciary Subcommittee on HF 2640 
From: Greyson Gee, Rainmaker Technology Corporation 
Subject: HF 2640 Written Testimony 
Date: 3/17/26 

Chair Westrich, Senator Knox, and Senator Taylor, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide written testimony on HF 2640. I wish to provide context 
around cloud seeding, providing clarification that may be helpful as the committee considers the 
language and scope of this measure. 

Cloud seeding is a long-established precipitation enhancement technique, not a 
climate-altering or geoengineering practice. It has been researched, regulated, and 
transparently conducted in the United States for over 70 years. The practice involves 
introducing very small quantities of substances—most commonly silver iodide or sodium 
chloride—into existing clouds to encourage precipitation that would not otherwise fall naturally. 
Cloud seeding does not alter temperature, sunlight, or climate systems. It does not create 
clouds or storms, and it cannot produce precipitation in clear skies. Its effectiveness depends 
entirely on the presence of suitable atmospheric conditions, namely, clouds. 

The materials used in cloud seeding are introduced in extremely small quantities and have been 
the subject of extensive scientific review by federal agencies, academic institutions, and state 
regulators. These reviews have consistently found no demonstrated adverse impacts to human 
health, wildlife, or the environment. 

Importantly, cloud seeding operates entirely within the normal atmospheric processes already 
occurring. It does not inject materials into the stratosphere, does not block sunlight, and does 
not attempt to modify the Earth's energy balance. It is categorically different from proposed or 
theoretical geoengineering concepts such as stratospheric aerosol injection (SAI) or solar 
radiation modification (SRM), which aim to influence global climate. The U.S. Government 
Accountability Office, in its December 2024 technology assessment of cloud seeding 
(GAO-25-107328), specifically recommended that policymakers promote awareness of the 
distinction between cloud seeding and geoengineering, noting that the public may not fully 
understand how the two differ. 

 

 

 



 

Nine states currently operate cloud seeding programs—California, Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Texas, Utah, and Wyoming—in accordance with state law and 
under federal reporting requirements established by the Weather Modification Reporting Act of 
1972. These programs are conducted transparently, in partnership with state and local water 
agencies, and are subject to regulatory oversight at both the state and federal level. 

With this context in mind, I ask the committee to consider whether including cloud seeding 
alongside geoengineering and other potentially polluting emissions accurately reflects its 
scientific classification and regulatory treatment. 

Exempting cloud seeding or focusing legislation specifically on geoengineering, as states such 
as Wyoming and Arizona have pursued, would help ensure the bill remains focused on the 
specific activities and concerns it is intended to address. 

Additionally, as Iowa faces increasing drought risk and growing pressures on water supplies, it 
would seem imprudent for this legislature to prohibit an innovative technology that could serve 
as a tool, among many, for water supply management in a future climate that is uncertain at 
best, and certainly more challenging at worst. 

Attached to this document are various informational one-pagers which provide further context 
on our technology. I submit these as part of my written testimony. 

I appreciate the committee's careful consideration of these issues and thank you for the 
opportunity to testify. If there are any questions about my testimony, please reach out at the 
provided email address. Thank you. 

 

 








