
MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING 
OF THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE RUnES REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Time of Meeting: 

Place of Meeting: 

Members Present: 

Convened 

BUREAU OF LABOR 

ch 81, 82 

Monday, July 8, 1985, and Wednesday, July 10, 1985. 

Monday, Senate Committee Room 24; Wednesday, Julien 
Motor Inn, Flora Room, Dubuque, Iowa. 

Monday: Senator Berl E. Priebe, Chairman, Repre­
sentat~ve James D. O'Kane, Vice Chairman; senators 
Donald V. Doyle and Dale L. Tieden; Representatives 
Ed~ard G. Parker and Betty Jean Clark, all members 
be1ng present. Also present: Kathryn Hove 
Governor's Administrative Rules Coordinator: 
Joseph Royce, Committee Counsel; Phyllis Ba~ry, 
Deputy Code Editor, and Vivian Haag, Executive 
Administrator. 

Chairman Priebe convened the meeting in Room 24, 
State Capitol, 9:00 a.m. Monday. 

Walter Johnson, Deputy, and Teresa McKenna, Intern, 
appeared for the Bureau of Labor to review: 
O«upational safety and health standards for reneral industry. 10.20, filed emersrenc:-y ARC 6547 F..~.· ...... : ........ ~=~ :616/86 
Asbestos control procedure. licensin~r of business entitles. llc:ensin1 of Lrainin~r eouraea. and worker certification, eha 81 

and 8~-- -~RC 6435 (Dela)'- publlthed lAB 6/6/851 ..• 1:-••••••...•••...•.••.. ; ••••••••••.•••.•.••••.•••...•..•.••• 4/10/86 

Also present: James Seaman, Master Builders of 
Iowa; Lucille Leopold, Mid Iowa Insurance Corpor­
ation; Bob Brown, asbestos worker. 

O'Kane in the chair. Johnson explained that rule 
10.20 was filed emergency to meet a federal re­
quirement. Public hearing was held and rules will 
be published under Notice also. He did not recall 
input on the ethelyene oxide issue. The_substance 
is used in hospitals for disinfectant and by whole­
sale grocers as a preservative on fresh fruits. 

Discussion of chapters 81 and 82 which were delayed ~ .. , . .,.. 
70 days..:-:.by the ARRC 6n May 14. The delay ':'auld /~. 
expire July 22. Royce described the real 1ssue as ' 
being virtual cancellation of all insurance for 
asbestos work with the situation worsening. In­
surance companies are not renewing policies as they 
expire. 

Seaman had expressed his opinion in a letter to 
the-·ARRC that it was improper to issue licenses 
for "uninsurable acts." Johnson referenced 
82.3(l)a(ll) which requires " •.• name of liability 
insurance company providing coverage for asbestos 
removal. This provision is required by law and 
was placed in the rules. Johnson did not believe 
there was statutory authority to require a set 
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amount of insurance and reasoned that shoul~ b!-:~~essed 
by the legislature. No licenses have been 1ssued allthough 
the Department was prepared to do so. 

In response to Tieden, Johnson stated there was a S~preme ~ 
court case placing a cloud on school contracts. Jor:son 
said that, as far as the Department was conce~ned, ~e 
school district contract was not in trouble w1th th 1r. 
office under the asbestos licensing law. If the work 1S 
not done properly, contractors are subject to OSHA e­
quirements. O'Kane had no problem with allowing th rules 
to go into effect. 

Doyle asked about prior contracts and Johnson ind~crted 
that licensing would be required after the effect1ve date 
of rules but work in progress at that time w~uld be . . 
covered. Johnson continued that chapter 81 1s a rec1tat1on 
of EPA and OSHA requirements--sa~ety and h:a~th ~rei!being 
maintained through their regulat1ons. Tra1n1ng 1n he 
proper method for asbestos removal is required. Se,man 
reiterated problems faced by school districts with no 
insured contractors bidding the work. 

Priebe had been contacted by several superintendents and 
he had real problems with the rules. He suggested possible 
delay into the next General Assembly. 

Leopold reported that her insurance coverage was be~ng . 
rewritten to eliminate asbestos coverage. Doyle wa~ advised 
by Seaman that schools have owners' protected policies U-
which will protect the school boards. \ 

i 

Johnson pointed out that delay would preclude implementa-
tion of the workers' certification aspect and training is 
needed. Brown viewed the law as an attempt to ensure that 
work is being done properly, not only for the worker~ but 
for the school as well. Johnson indicated that he could 
refile 82.10 under emergency provisions. The insura~ce 
aspect of the rules would be delayed. There was general 
discussion of the proper procedure to follow. Mention 
was made of possible withdrawal of 82.3(l)a. I 

- I 

Doyle asked if a school could be closed if nothing i~ done. 
Johnson indicated that the Department of Public Instruc­
tion was preparing a book on contracting for asbestos 
removal to be available in October. Doyle was advisea 
that the rules would apply to home removal. Johnson '· 
emphasized that the Department approves the asbestos I 
removal training courses but will not be conducting tpem. 

I 
Motion to Priebe moved to delay 82.3(l)a(ll)·forty-five days into 
Delay the 1986 session of the General Assembly and that the 1

1 

82.3(l)~(ll)appropriate committees be notified. Priebe would be , 
willing to remove the delay if the problem is resolved. 

J~ c>vt-t<Y He pointed out that if the General Assembly takes no ' \.pi 
-:}'· 3111o action in the 45-day limit, the rules would become 

effective. The delay was adopted viva voce. Parker 
absent, not voting. Priebe resumed the chair. 
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Dennis·oowning and Dan Hanson, Commerce, presented the 
following for review: 

Rulemalcinsr- resrulatory nexibllit¥ analysla. 8.9(2). 8.9(8r'd: 8.9(6) ARC &604 ••• -~ •••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• :. • • 6/19/85 

Also present: Dennis Hogan and Bev Venturini, Sheet 
Metal Association; David Brasher, National Federation of 
Independent Business. 
Hanson briefed the Committee with respect to the history 
of amendments re regulatory flexibility analysis. Royce 
raised question as to the new language "substantial 
adverse" before "impact" in 3.9(2). He also observed 
that although requiring " ••• personal and legal interest" 
in 3.9(5)b would discourage frivolous requests, it may 
violate Code §l7A.31(3). Royce contended that "substantial" 
and "adverse" required conclusions and some analyses to be 
made. 

Priebe concurred that the language was very limiting-­
intent is to keep ·"government open for everyone." 

Hanson spoke of the unique nature of the Commerce Com­
mission. Although the Commission does not regulate small 
business, they have a statewide impact on almost everyone 
when regulating public utilities. Hanson saw the idea 
behind the Regulatory Flexibility Act as allowing agencies 
to select which rules will be sent specifically to small 
businesses. The intent of the Commission was to alert 
in advance that Notice of a rulemaking will not be pro­
vided if the impact is not substantial. 

Hogan had exercised his rights under the statute several 
times in the last year which resulted in changes. Brasher 
spoke in opposition to the use of "substantial adverse" 
impact, contending that it was contrary to legislative 
intent. 

Commerce officials stated that language in 3.9(5)b was 
from a Supreme Court case--Iowa-Illinois Gas and Electric 
v Iowa State Commerce Commission. Discussion of the 
federal Act which has standing requirement for flexi­
bility analysis if a rule may impact small business. 
General discussion. Hanson concluded that the Commission 
is doing 11 explicitly" what other departments are doing 
"implicitly~" Parker commented that it should be no 
pronlem.f.or the Department to make a ·change in the rules. 
For the record, O'Kane said he had no major problems 
with the rule. No action taken. 

John A. Eure, J. R. Kelly, Donald Kerns, Mike Guely, 
Health Department; Peter Fox and Irene G. Howard, Pro­
fessional Licensure; Dennis Bach, Director, and Laura 
Sands, Nuturition Section, WIC; David J. Fries 1 Director, 
Chronic Disease, and Barbara Thiede, Coordinator, Hyper­
tension, appeared to review the following: 
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Radiation em1tting equipment. chs 38 to 41 ARC 6578 •• --:~ .• · • .if:: ........... , ..... :-:-:-:.~=-:-::-:-.-~ ..... ~::::::::&;&liS 
Special supplemental food program for women. Infanta and children, 73.6{1) to 78.6(7) ARC 56'72 • r: ............ ,, ........ 6/&185 
Psychology examiners. 140.6(10) to 140.6(~21, 140.10(11) ARC 5658 •. F.:, ... ,,,,,.,., ..... , .... ~ .. ~ ...................... 6/6/85 
PsychoiUiY examinere, lice nee renewal, fees, I.C0.9(4), 140.10{4), 140.1 0(9) ARC &628 • .F. .......... :. ::::: ~ ~ ~ ·• ~ ::= : .. 113186 

Specialaupplemental progfa.m for women, infanta and children, 78.7~rc:"(5), 73.7t3rc,IO), 78.8Cii.'71.ll(l), 78.it(i);- ·-· - ·--
_73.1 1~4), 13: 18(2rf"(4), J~-21(4), tiled emcrrem:x ARC &582 .••.• ::.fi' ................................................. 8119185 

F1nanc1al us1stanc:e to eh~ble end-stage renal disease patients, 111.6(2). fiJpJ em~ ARC 6551 • F.ff, .•.•••••..•••.•. 6/6/85 
Advanced emergeney med1cal c:are, 132.1, 132.2, 132.7 to 132.10, J32.6(9ra. 182.6(10ra 132.13(6). tiled cme"""PS.f 
~ ARC5662 ... lf:lfAN. ............................................. .' .................................... 6/&186 

Optometry uamin~ra. disciplinary aetions, 144.104 ARC 5691 .. IY. ... , ...... , ........................................ 8119185 
CosmctoiOII)' exam1nen, atudenta. 149.3(21 ARC 6&64 .••• IY. ... , ••• : .. ,,,,. t, •• ,, ... ,.,.,,, ............................. 6/6/85 
Out p~tient di~bet.es education programs, c:h 9 ARC 6571 • , .~ • ._ •• , ••• , .... , .. , .......... , • , ~ : .·, • .. ·.-: ~ :::::::.:-:.-:::.: '.".6/6/BS 

Also present: Hattie M. Middleton and Darlene Duke, 
Schoitz Medical Center, Waterloo; Holly Secor, R.N., 
St. Francis Hospital, Waterloo; George Hegstrom, M. D. 
Ames; Lynn Deiter, R.N., Ames; Edward J. Hertko, M.D., 
Des Moiries; Brice Oakley, Blue Cross & Blue Shield; Bob 
Hughes, Diabetic Consultant; Jeanine Freeman, Iowa . 
Hospital Association, Allan F. Zaenger., IA Pharmacist tssn. 
No questions on radiation emitting equipment rules, ch 
38 to 41. 

Rules 73.5(1) to 73.5(7) were deferred temporarily. No 
questions re amendments to chapter 140. . 

In reviewing 111.6(2), Guely explained the reason for I 
emergency adoption was to provide the greatest financ~l 
assistance possible to eligible renal disease patients 
and stay within budgetary guidelines. The Department 
reimbursed patients at 100 percent between May 8 and 
June 30 this year. Guely admitted there had been a fe~ 
problems with fluctuation in assistance and the Depar~­
ment hopes to determine a percentage that will be ade­
quate through the fiscal year. Retroactive payment could 
be made with excess funds. Priebe supported the concept. 
According to Guely, approximately 420 patients are 
assisted annually. 

In discussion of chapter 132, Guely highlighted sub- . 
stantive changes which included discontinuing use of j 

fixed wing aircraft for ambulance service. Tieden wa~ 
told that the medical director could be an M.D. or D.O. 
who would be in charge of the medical aspect of the I 

advanced care ambulance or rescue squad service. Guely 
pointed out that 132.2(3)e had been modified at Committee 
request. Discussion of "shall" as opposed to "may" in 
the paragraph. 

No recommendations were offered for 144.104 or 149.3(2). 

Discussion of chapter 73 by Bach and Sands. Tieden 
wondered whether or not "physician .. included "chiro-

1 

praetor" in 73.5(1). O'Kane referred to correspondence 
which he and Senator Doyle had received from one of the 
"CAP" agencies wherein·objection was made to use of 
"competent professional authority" in the singular con­
text. ~ Sands said there was no intent to limit that , 
authority to one person. Tieden suggested clarification. 
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In response to o•Kane's question re 73.8(1), Department 
officials said that the competent professional authority 
in the clinic determines the person's eligibility based 
on the three criteria--a separate step from determining 
the contents of .the individual food package. 

According to Kelly, the Department and the Hospital 
Association had essentially concurred. Kelly noted that 
a major area of contention of the Hospital Association 
had been exclusion of pharmacist on the program staff--
9.6. At the request of the Pharmacist Association, the 
Department asked the Attorney General for an opinion and 
the AG advised that a pharmacist was nqt mandated. 

Priebe observed the lack of representation from Western 
Iowa on the Ad Hoc Committee. Kelly said the law directed 
them to utilize the Iowa affiliate of the American Diabetes 
Association Educational Committee. Doyle referred to 
9.11(2) and asked the Department to check as to use of 
"registered mail." 

In a presentation by Freeman, she denied allegations 
that the goal of the Iowa Hospital Association was to 
have all hospitals offer the diabetes program as "new 
income source." She continued that many hospitals have 
been offering the programs at a loss. Freeman viewed the 
law as addressing the need for outpatient diabetes edu­
cation. It was her opinion that stringent certification 
criteria would preclude hospitals in small communities 
from operating a program. Primary objections were to 
9.4(2)e. Freeman maintained that not every diabetic 
would need every compone~t of the educational program. 

Priebe asked for Department's response and called on 
Hertko who had operated a program for three and one-
half years. Hertko was of the opinion that every patient 
could benefit from an entire structured program, even if 
only a refresher of certain aspects. Insurers should be 
given the benefit that that patient is getting the total 
value. Hertko noted that the program required by rules 
was only 14 to 15 hours of contact time. His program of 
32 to 35 hours was the only outpatient diabetic program 
of its kind. Priebe wondered how many clinics would 
qualify over the state--particularly in Western Iowa. 
An immediate answer was not availabl~. Hegstrom, who 
cares for several hundred diabetics, thought the quali­
cations were easy to meet. Hertko envisioned anywhere 
from 15 to 25 major outpatient programs throughout the 
state in the larger cities. Several of'Priebe's con­
stituents who have diabetes had expressed concern for 
the distance they must travel to obtain assistance. 
Emergency situations presented the greatest problem. 

Hertko responded that the concept of the program was to 
teach patients how to self-administer medication. Kelly 
stated that the Department has requests for information 
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to file for certification from nearly every hospital i 
the state. He did. not believe the hospitals saw this 
as a big problem. Freeman interjected that she was 1 

present because hospitals had called the Association. I 
She readily concurr~d that special training was needed 
for diabetics. However, it was her understanding that' 
the Board of Health had foreseen problems but was willing 
to have the Association return with suggestions. Free~an 
indicated that the Association would continue to monitbr 
the process. She suspected that smaller hospitals could 
not meet qualifications for program staff--9.6(2). I 

Hertko reasoned that the 11patient deserves minimum amourit 
of qualifications which he thought could be met. Priebe · 
was interested in allowing the program director to tak~ 
diabetes education. Hertko supported the rule as subm,··t~ 
ted. In his judgment, 30 hours training was not unrea -
istic for the staff. The cost of his program is $250. 0, 
but there are other programs in the state. 

Zaenger took the position that legislative intent was to 
include pharmacists on professional staff .of the diabetic· 
education traini.ng program. There was disdusfs.ioh of .t~e 
statute and legislative intent--§514.7. The Committee 
decided to request .the author of .the opinion to be present 
at 2:00 p.m. today. [See page 3146] 

Kelly emphasized tha.t the rules were minimum standards, 
and the Department, Ad Hoc Committee, as well as the HA · 
were concerned about mandating pharmacists •. Priebe 
stressed that the function of .the ARRCommittee was to 
ensure that rules follow .intent of .the Code. Copies of. 
the AG opinion wer~ distributed t9 Committee members. 
Kelly said the Department had an obligation to fqllow! 
their attorney's advice, which they did in good faith.; 
Priebe saw a greater obligation to follow the law. Tieden 
noted that although dietitians are not mandated in· th1

1 

Code, they are included by rule. Hertko had tried to 
get that changed but had been reassured that criteria 
for the program would be developed later. I. 

-. 
Kelly defended inclusion of the d~etitians as an atte~pt 
to develop a sudcessful program and to provide cost con­
tainment. Anyone familiar with the "state of .the art• 
would not exclude nutritionists or dietitians from 
diabetic education." Priebe declared dietitans couldl 
not be included if they were not statutory. General l 
discussion. The matter was deferred. · 

Joseph Freilinger, Tom Burgett, and Jim. Reese:~ Consul.ants~ 
and John Lanham, Chief, represented Public· ·Instructi9~· 
ni·scussion' of special· ed~cataon rules~· chapter~ 12 ~ which 
haa·neen del?yed 70 day~ from the. Jurie 1 effe9tive da~e. 
O'Kane took th.e position the is·sue needed more study. 

Clark moved to l.ift the 70-·day delay.. Motion carried with 
voice vote--Parker ·aut of the room ·and not voting." '.L.: .. , .. : .. _::~-~~-
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O'Kane· moved to refer the rules to the Education Com­
mittees in the House and Senate. Motion carried. 
No further action. 

Elizabeth Duncan, Director, Regulatory Division, and 
Merle H. Lang, State Veterinarian, appeared for review of: 

LivesiOc:k movement. meat and poultry, ·1a.i2, 48.12 ARC 5576, al10 filed ememnq ARC &675. #.. t. !f.fr .. tt!:t~tf.~ 6119186 

Duncan explained rule 18.12 which will comply with 
federal regulation on prohibition of chloramphenicol 
in animals that are raised for food production. The 
Depattment, by reference, has adopted federal regulations 
in 30--6.11(198). The FDA has, in the past, investigated 
various Iowa producers and has enforced this rule. 
Duncan quoted from Governor Branstad's letter wherein he 
requested that the Department adopt an emergency rule to 
prohibit the importation of livestock from countries 
which allow the use of chloramphenicol. He also requested 
that animals be certified as being free of the drug and 
that the Department conduct inspections. 

Priebe indicated support of the rule since he had recom­
mended this action. O'Kane viewed the procedure "as a 
sham" and as a way to reduce Canadian imports. Brief 
discussion. Tieden noted that the action is statutory. 

Marda Howard and Mike Rayburn represented the Department 
of Public Safety to review the following: 

Private Investigation and private aecurity businesa, 2.2, 2.4(3), 2.4(6), 2.4(6), 2.6, 2.11(1), 2.12, filed eromzener 
ARC 6608 •••••••••• ,;.£ .......................................................................................... 6119/U 

~~posi_tion ~f ~mu_!l_i_t~o_!l__--n~ fl~, ~B·~·"_flled emergeng ~RC W8 .. ~ 11. •• ~· .................................. 6/5/85 

Also present: Ruth Mosher, Deputy, Citizens' Aide/Om­
budsman. 

After brief explanation of the rules by Howard, Chairman 
Priebe recognized Mosher who said she had been contacted 
by an employer who complained that his two employees 
could not be certified to work in an armored car busi­
ness because they were police officers. She cited 
statutory conflict as the problem--these officers were 
prohibited from the work in one Code section and exempt 
in another section. The Department has interpreted the 
exemption to mean that a peace officer can work individ­
ually with permission of a superior but cannot work for 
a security company at the same time: 

Royce pointed out that the "private detective law" [BOA] 
does not apply_to peace officers "engaged in private 
detecting or security." The Department interprets 
"engaged .. to mean the exemption does not apply if they 
are independent contractors. Royce discussed his· inter­
pretation of ."engaged." 

Doyle wonder~d if the matter could be resolved by rule. 
Howard stated that the one individual had relinquished 
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the peace officer capacity. She agreed to work with 
Bid1er and to contact Mosher. 

Rayburn indicated that amendment to 18.6 was in response 
to ARRC request. He added that the Department learned

1 

after the filing that SF 455, §21, repealed Code §691.9 
thus leaving no provision for sale of firearms. Rayburn 
was directed to utilize emergency provisions to rescinr 
chapter 18 of the Department's rules. 

Louise Whitcome was present for review of: 
Conlllitutional amendments and p-ublic measu;;.l1.2C8) -ARC 6660--:-:--F.~~ .... : ~ ;~:-:~:. -.~~~ ~;~.-:-~-;-;:~.::::=~.615/85-· 
Form or ballot Cor propositions to impose local option iaxea. 1 U ARC 6561 • /!(, ......................................... 6/6/85 

No problems surfaced and no comments had been receivedr/ 
Tieden was informed that 11.4 had been terminated and 
would be rewritten. No action. 

Chairman Priebe called for disposition of minutes of 
the June ARRC meeting. Doyle called attention to page1 
3132 wherein he was shown in the Chair and notation 
was not made when Chairman Priebe returned. Doyle 
moved approval of the minutes as corrected. Carried. 

The Committee recessed for lunch at 11:50 a.m. 

Nichola K. Schissel, Assistant Commissioner, and 
Kenneth Paulsen, Purchasing Agent, were present for 
Iowa Lottery to review purchasin·g procedure, chapter 
5, filed emergency, ARC 5568, IAB 6/5/85. 

Schissel said the rules were written to coincide with: 
purchasing rules of General Services. Priebe questioned 
526--5.2(1), last sentence, as to whether the following 
language would preclude some vendors: "The agency shall 
select vendors ••• any other accepted soutce ••• u j . 

Schissel said they would consider removal of the language · 
although it was excerpted from General Services rulesf 

Schissel informed Tieden that language on formal and 
1 

informal bids in 5.1 (1) and 5 .1.(3) was taken from the 
statute--HF 225. She was willing to repeat the statute 
re lowest and best bids. On the two bids taken thus f~r, 
evaluation committees have been set up to make deter-

1
• 

minations. 

In a matter not before the Committee, Tieden a~;ked ifj. 
a minimum of $500 per month for ticket sales would 
be mandatory. Schissel answered that it was not and i 

she faulted the media for creating a misunderstandin~. 
Tieden also asked if a retailer needed a sales tax 
permit. Schissel said some organizations could sell I 

v 

lottery tickets and not necessarily have a sales tax l ; 
permit--it is not a requirement for license. Tieden ~ 
was hopeful clarification would be made for the publ~c. 
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Doyle had been asked by a county auditor if government 
offices would be precluded from selling tickets. Schissel 
indicated this type of requ·est·. would be considered on an 
individual basis. 

Priebe saw no need for 5.3(3)--new merchandise--and asked 
that it be removed when the rules are adopted under the 
normal process. He suggested that other provisions of 
that nature also be eliminated. He concluded that refer­
ence to General Services rules could be made to avoid 
duplication. He urged the Department to work with Barry 
and Royce. 

In re 5.7(2), original invoice, Tieden wondered why an 
original could not be submitted by the vendor. According 
to Paulsen, that is not uncommon in small businesses 
which do not have standardized invoices. No formal action. 

Clair Cramer, Gene Eich and James Hamilton represented 
the Department of Revenue. The following agenda was 
considered: 

Individual Income tax, 38.1(1), 38.1(8), SaoU9). 38o2Urb" and .. ,, .. 38.3(1), 38.8. 39.2(1). 39.3(1), 39.&31. 39.412). S9Ji(6), 
40.1, 40.4. 40.16"2" and "'Example 1." 40.16(2). 40.16(3). 40o18, 40.1642). 40.16(4rd," 40.16(81"2o" 40.18(2), 40.18(6), 
42.20re." 42.412). 42.5. 42.fl. 43.1(2), 43.1(3), 48.2. 48.3(6), 46.3CS)"a"(l), 48.412)"8,""10" and "11," 48.414), 47o2U)"c"(l), 
.. 7.8(3) 47.412) ARC 6598 .... o .. P.: o. o .... o .. o. o •• o ................................. o••• ......................... o• 6119/86 

Penally and interest. 44.343), 44.3(6) ARC 6699 .... F. ........ o ...... o ...................... o ......... o .. ! ............. 6119/85 
AILwssmenl practlees and equalization. 71.1f8). 71.10(2), 71.10CS), 71.11, 71.12(7), 71.18. 71.14(1), 71.16 .. 71.16, 71.17(1). 

71.1714). 71.19,71.20(l)"a"IO"c." 71.20(2) to 71.20C4);71;20C4)''c,"71.21 ARC 6600 •. I'!: o ••• , ........ ."o o o;; ." ....... : ... 6119f85 
Real .emte tnnsrer tax and J_eclaraliona of value, 79oUSr e." 79.114). 79.2(2), 79o2C4), 79.2(6). 79.2(9). 79.2(12). 79.!, 

79o6 ARC &801 • o ... o ...... o ........... o o, •••••••••• o. o .............................................. o ............ 6119/85 
Taxable ules. taxable and exempt ulea det.ennlned by method of tranaactlon and uaqe, prinUnK aupply ltema, 16o6, 

616185 _ 18.88 ARC5589 • .J/ ... ~.··· .. ·· .. ·:"'""'"'" ....... _ ............................................................ . 

Cramer gave brief review of the rules which were identical 
to those published under Notice of Intended Action. No 
questions. No questiones re 44.3(3), 44.3(5), chapters 
71 and 79. 

Tieden was told there had been communication re sales 
to commercial printers. Because of opposition, time 
will be allowed for both written comment and public 
hearing. According to Cramer, the Department has drafted 
as many rules as possible in a timely manner. Given the 
magnitude of legislative changes in the sales tax law, 
Revenue Department has not completed all necessary rule­
making. As far as interpretive rules, they file as soon 
as possible. 

Clark was amazed at the interpretation of legislation 
by the Department--sometimes one that was never envisioned. 
There was discussion of preliminary drafting of rules 
prior to the effective date of the legislation. Depart­
ment officials pointed out the difficulty of implementing 
laws soon after July 1 when they are not signed until 
late in the session. Clark thought it would be helpful 
if retailers had a preview of what to expect. Priebe 
reminded ARRC that this was brought up once before and 
it was not permitted. 

O'Kane recalled that Bair, Castelda and Cramer attended 
the Conference Committee on S.F. 395 nearly every day 
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and he expected and assumed the rules would mirror 
lative intent. Parker asked if the rules would be 
emergency and was told the Department would follow No ice 
process. Priebe had problems with rules being adopted 
and published prior to the effective date of the law. 
Discussion of imposition of tax on bakery goods. Jim! 
West, Iowa Retail Food Dealers Association, indica.tedjhe 
was working closely with the Department in an attempt to 
resolve problems. 

Ben Yarrington and William Callaghan appeared for rev1ew 
of mandatory psychological testing, 1.1, 2.1(13), 2.2, 
ARC 5622, filed, IAB 7/3/85. 

Yarrington gave brief overview of the mandatory psycho­
logical testing rules. Tieden inquired as to how the 
decision was made to use the Wallack and Associates 
test and if it had nationwide acceptance. Yarrington 
said the test had been developed prior to the law re­
quiring mandatory testing. Yarrington's predecessor : 
and Wallack adopted the test which is now required for 
municipalities and the only one validated for law enforce­
ment in the state. / 

Discussion as to whether a date certain was necessary~ 
Royce advised that it would not be necessary for the test. 
Yarrington said any changes would be brought before the 
ARRC. Parker was told that tests are given in local 
jurisdictions. 

O'Kane in the chair. Mary Ann Walker and Don Bice were 
present to review: 

~:!u1~.d:~~!: :~:!:or!~~c~~!!d~~~~i~~.:;i~:~~;;ti~~.'78.4~ir~~ii2i·1~~;~~:~-:~::::.:::::::::::: ~1;: · 
Purchaseofservice.J50.3(3rp."150.6(3r'j" ARC6681 .••. r.. ..................................... - .................. 6/19/85 

No comments had been received on any of the rules on ' 
the agenda, according to Walker. No Committee action

1 

.• 

Brief recess. 

Priebe resumed the Chair. Earl Willits, Deputy Attorhey 
General, and Maureen McGuire, Assistant AG, who had ~­
authored the opinion re Health Department rules on the 
outpatient diabetes program, chapter 9, were present.! 

Willits defended the position taken in· the opinion which 
states that the Department of Health has discretion as 
to which Health Care professionals are required to be 

. \.,.,) 

on the staff team aside from the separate Code sectiqn 
which requires a physician to be director of the program. 
McGuire commented that the statute was open to different 
interpretation. The AG determination was based on the 
fact that, elsewhere in the statute, insurance eligibility. 
was ~ont.ingent upon the diabetes program directed and i 

supervised by a physician. Clearly, elsewhere in the 
statute, the legislature required particular health care ~ 
professionals. McGuire continued that if the legislature 
had wanted to require "physician, registered nurse and 
licensed pharmacist," they could have used "shall." 
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The op.J.nJ.on was also based on the fact that the words 
.. •. :.health care professionals, including but not limited 
to, ••• " were "examples" of a general class. Willits 
repeated the question addressed to the AG was: "Did the 
statute absolutely require that physicians, nurses, 
pharmacists be included on the staff 1•• and answer 
was in the negative. 

Priebe raised question as to whom would be required and 
Willits reiterated that Code §509.3(6) required a physi­
cian to be the director. Willits indicated that a for­
mal opinion would take the same position as the "letter" 
opinion. He emphasized that although the opinion was 
drafted by McGuire, "no opinion leaves the office without 
approval of the AG or Beth Osenbaugh." Willits viewed 
the words "including but not limited to" as creating 
the problems, not use of "shall." General discussion. 

Tieden moved to refer chapter 9, outpatient diabetes 
education programs, 45 days into the next General Assem­
bly. Parker was concerned about lack of insurance cover­
age and he offered a substitute motion to refer rule 
470--9.6, program staff, to the next GA and that the rule 
would be acceptable if pharmacists are included in subrule 
9.6 (2). 

Kelly received permission to comment. He said that with 
due respect to the ARRC, it was not within his prerogative 
to change something that the policymaking Board of Health 
has passed. He cautioned that without the rules, the 
Department could not authorize or certify any programs-­
insurance carriers will not reimburse them. Royce could 
see the problem with.a 45-day delay and suggested objec­
tion as an alternative. The pending motions were withdrawn. 

Doyle moved to object to subrule 9.6(2) on the grounds that 
it exceeds the statutory authority of the agency by not 
including pharmacists as required under Code sections 
[509.3(6) and 513.7] and that the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House be notified of the problems. 
The objection can be overcome by adding "pharmacist." 
O'Kane took the position that the motion was "inviting 
the process of litigation." He was unsure that it was 
a good idea but concluded 1 "We obviously are not getting 
satisfaction elsewhere." Motion carried viva voce. 
O'Kane voted "no." 

FOSTER CARE Joan Vagts, Director, Foster Care Review Board, appeared 
REVIEW for discussion of: 
BOARD 

O'Kane asked if the rules would have an impact on local 
groups such as one he chairs in Sioux City. Brief dis­
cussion. Vagts said there would be no problem. 
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In 2.2(237), paragraph SJ Doyle called attention to th 
fact that juvenile cqurt ref~rees had been authorized ·n 
the legislature. Clark suggested that they be include 
when the rules are adopted following Notice. Vagts said 
the public hearing would be held on Tuesday. Doyle redom­
mended that Vagts review the ·court reorganization legis­
lation to ensure correct terminology for the amendment~ 
No formal action. 

It was agreed that the August meeting would be held on 
the 15th and 16th. 

Chairman Priebe recognized Barry who had been informed 1 

by a state agency of a directive from the Administrative 
Rules Coordinator that all gender changes be implemented 
by rule no later than September 30, 1985. Hove confirmed 
that this directive had gone to agencies, which had be;n 
asked to comply eighteen months earlier. Hove said rna y 
were in noncompliance. I 

Barry spoke of the workload that would be created for the 
Code Editor's office at a time when regular rulema~ing,is 
extremely heavy. In addition, the cost will be substa~tial. 
Priebe interjected that it was his understanding that the 
legislative intent was for gender changes to be made ih 
conjunction with substantive rulemaking. Barry noted that 

.u 

one agency had 18 pages of rules with ge·nder o~ly changes. 
Discussion. Consensus of the Committee was that the ex-
pense was important and gradual revision would be prefbr- . · 
able. Hove could see a 11 ten-year" span before some ofl the U 
rules would be changed. Tieden moved that the'matter be · 
delayed until the August meeting. Carried. 

The Committee was recessed at 2:30 p.m. to be reconvened 
in Dubuque, Wednesday, July 10, 1985. 

Chairman Priebe convened the meeting in the Flora Roo~, 
Julien Motor Inn, Dubuque, Iowa, Wednesday, July 10, li985, 
9:00 a.m. All members and staff present except Repre-1 

sentative James D. O'Kane, who was excused. 

·Bob Fagerland, Deputy Director, and Michael Carrier, 
Chief, Lands and Waters, represented the Conse:uvation 
Commission for the following: , 

. ·- - . - . -· - - ----~ 
Slate parkL recreation area - rock ellmbln.r or nppellin.r. 45.fill) -ARC 6549 •• li ........... :. -:::; . :; . : .. . :·.-:.:; :::. • .... 6/518& 
Falconry re«Uiatlons for huntlnJr rame. eh too ARC 615915 ... J!&. •......... , ............................................ 611918& 
Deer huntlnl' rerulatlollll, eh 106 ARC 15&96 ...... .F. ................ 'JJ .............................................. 6/19/85 
Wild turkey fall hunliDI reaulatlona. ll~.ltllf:2. 112.4 ARC:: 155150 ••.. r.: ..... ~ ~ .... ,.,. · ... · ...... · · · · · · · · · · .. ! :.:.·-·.-:. •. • • .6/6/~ 
Huntinsr lielinsereciuii?menta.ch 11 "ARC 6648 .. H ..................................................................... 6/6/85 
State parks and recreation areas, eamplnr Ieee, 46.8(1). filed emer~ney ~RC 669t .•. F.« .......... : ...... :.",.'_:..:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:. 6/19f 

Discussion of 45.5(1). Carrier said the Commission took 
steps to provide for this type of dangerous activity · 
while ensuring certain safety processes would be followed. 
Considerable comment was generated by the Notice. Tieden 
was in:formed that the registration form includes a 
liability waiver. It would be the standard penalty for 
violation of park rules and regulations and could be 
subject to a simple misdemeanor citation. 
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CONSERVATION In response to question by Doyle, Carrier said intent 
COMMISSION was to post the areas. According to Fagerland, most 
Continued activity had occurred in the Ledges and Palasaides 

~ Keppler Parks. Doyle was concerned that rappelers 
might not see a sign and harassment would result. It 
was noted that Palasaides has only one entrance. Pager­
land explained to Parker that rappelling was prohibited 
at Ledges because the sandstone there is erosive and 
subject to destruction by climbing. 

ch 100 

ch 112 

ch 17 

45.3(1) 

No recommendation for chapter 100~ falconry. In re 
chapter 106~ deer hunting~ Fagerland pointed out that 
three petitions for rulemak~ng had be~n received? but 
af~er considering them7 the Commission decided against 
implementation. He continued that the number of any­
sex. licenses had been doubled in an attempt to alleviate 
overpopulation of deer at the Burlington Ordnance Plant. 
Fagerland pointed out that all bo~ and arrow and all 
~hotgun hunters will be required to take antlerless 
deer--not any~sex. All landowner tenants, who apply for 
free licenses during the second season, will receive 
any-s~x licenses. 

Priebe asked if .weapons such .as rifles were ever con­
sidered. Fagerland. said new and dif~erent weapons are 
always a consideration but safety ·is a big factor. It 
was consensus that type of weapon to be used was pre-

, rogative of the C~nservation Commission. Fagerland said. 
that those holdin~ both bow and arrow and shotgun licenses 
are allowed to take only one deer. 

Doyle called attention totte lack of direction in the 
legal descriptions of the deer :hunting zones. 

With respect to wild turkey .hunting~ chapter 112~ Fager­
land said that since all available licenses from the 
previous year were not sold~ the number of licenses 
would not be increased this year. The 2500 hunters 
harvested just short of 1200 birds. Doyle pointed out 
that directions were included in the turkey zones. 

Discussion of chapter 17. Tieden asked for clarifica­
tion with respect to hunter safety certif~cates and he 
referenc~17.1(2)b and 112.4 •. Tieden asked, "Can a 
child 15 or under-get a hunting license for turkey or. 
deer without hunter education?" Fagerla~d responded 1n 
the affirmative, if the child hunts with a licensed 
adult.. After age 12, the child can take the hunter 
safety course, buy a license, and hunt alone. 

In re 45.3(2), Carrier said the July 1 law added 
several new items to which state sales tax would apply, 
including camping in state areas. A 25-cent fee will 
be added to each category of camping. Even numbers were 
used for convenience. 
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Priebe wondered how much money would be generated 
~or the Commission and questioned whether or not a 
fiscal note was needed. Carrier estimated $26,000 
a year would be the net increase from a collection 
of just under $1,000,000. 

Parker noted that an amount in 45~3(1)~ had been 
lowered [from $5.00 to $4. 09] but Carrier replied 1 

that it was a typo--the 11 $5.00" should have been 1 

.. $4.00". The figure was published correctly in t~e 
Iowa Administrative Code. I 

Mike Murphy, Director, Legal Services, and Morris 
Preston, Chief, Water Resources, represented the 
Water, Air and Waste Department for t~~ ~Q!~owing;L __ 

Economic Impact statement- Definitions, water quality standardii.-ilo:2. 61.2{1), 61.2l2l61.2{6). 61.3U"h," 61.3(2ra." l 
61.3(3).publisbediAB311S/85. Notice ARCU87:.~ .. N. ............................ ~·;; ... : ........................ 6/9185 

Wastewater construction and operation permits. 6Ut9rb" ARC 6609 •. N .....••••••.••••..••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6/ 9!85 
Flood plain development. 70.2, 71.2(4), 71.11Ura"and "d" ARC 5689 ••••. N ........................................... 81 _9185 

Also present: Cindy Hildebrand, Iowa Audubon Council. 

Discussion of the Economic Impact Statement. Murphy 
said the rules on water quality standards were ado~ted 
on July 8. In answer to Tieden, Murphy said a comT 
prehensive study on ground water protection would ae 
conducted over the next eighteen months. A report 
will be presented to the legislature in January 1987. 

Priebe referenced the problem at Charles City and 11

sked · r 
if a longer retaining wall would be needed there, ~ 
adding to the cost. Murphy replied that this was 
handled by EPA in the past. It was referred to as Ia 
"short retaining wall 11 but WAWM originally felt a 
longer wall should be considered. The state now: 
concurs and a shorter wall will be installed. 

Tieden asked about time limit on federal funding for 
any of the projects. Murphy needed specifics but 1 

indicated there would be a limit on certain ones. 1 

Preston indicated that a few construction grants :. 
were still available to cities for upgrading waste-! 
water treatment plants and, in some cases, sewer 
systems as well. There is currently a 1988 dead­
line for installation of these facilities and some 
are proceeding without federal grants. The city of. 
Des Moines project was discussed. 

Parker suspected that withholding of funds tended to 
beef up enforcement. Murphy concurred that was EPA!, 
practice. Priebe learned that Red Oak had received 
a grant. He expressed displeasure at the rapidity 
with which that city reached the "top of the list .. 
from position 19 or 20. 

No recommendations were offered for 64.2(9)b. The 
flood plain development rules, according to -Murphy I, 
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pertain to drainage districts. He reminded ARRC that 
~ committee had been formed to discuss a compromise 
between drainage districts and the Department 
relative to repairs and the proposal is a result 
of an agreement. A hearing was held Tuesday in 
Dubuque? others will be held in Des Moines and Hum­
boldt. 

Doyle was interested in knowing when the filed rules 
would be before the ARRC. Murphy anticipated that 
adopted rules would be before the ARRC in October. 

Priebe recognized Hildebrand, who informed ARRC that 
many conservation organizations around the state 
have serious problems with the proposed rules. As 
Chair of the Iowa Audubon Council, she would be 
writing to the Committee. Criticisms included lack 
of definitions of "improvement" and "drainage facility"; 
lack of details on the ten percent determination; 
information re permit for channel change should be 
added. She continued that some large streams and 
small rivers which became drainage ditches years ago 
have since redeveloped meanders. Allowing return to 
original grade line_ would have tremendous impact on 
the habit~t developed along those streams and rivers. 
There are not that many involved and a permit should 
be required. In conclusion, Hildebrand reiterated 
that many groups have problems with the proposal. 

Priebe had served as Chairman of a committee last 
summer and it was his understanding that an agreement 
existed where meandered streams would not be straight­
ened; another agreement would preclude excavation 
lower than the original depth of the stream. He re­
called that the ten-percent issue had been resolved. 

In response to Clark, Priebe was unsure as to docu­
mentation of the committee action to which he referred. 
Clark favored written agreements. 

Racing Commission was represented by Lawrence F. 
Scalise, Gary Hayward, and Jack Ketterer for discus­
sion of harness racing, chapter 9, ARC 5567, Notice, 
also filed emergency, ARC 5566, lAB 6/5/85 and for 
special review of greyhound racing. 

Also present: Gene Kennedy, Dubuque Racing Association; 
Gary Zummack; Arthur and Bel Yates, Sioux City; Daniel 
A. Lucioni 1 Bruce Wentworth and Roy Berger, Dubuque 
Greyhound Park; Ronald R. Barr, kennel operator; 
Alan Ertl, U.P.I.G.A., and Gloria· Sanders, Iowa 
G~eyhourid Association~ Secretary. 

Priebe commented on the importance of rapport and 
understanding among the various factions of Iowa's 
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pari-mutuel sy~tem. He was. hopeful that adverse p:ubl city 
from. the n~wspaper could be avoide¢1. ~ Priebe added th t 
he had spent last evening at the· pubuq~e Greyhound Ra ing 
Facility_ and fourid it to be "an operation_ anyone caul .. 
be proud of .. " It was his uriderstanding that. an agreement V 
had been reached on the breakage distribution and. he asked 
Berger to brief the Committee. Priebe emphasized that the · 
ARRC is .. mandated to uphold the law and interpret the Code · 
as such. n 

Berger thanked Priebe for his kind words and expresse~ 
pleasure at having the legislative group at the track. 
Berger stated that the Iowa Greyhound Association had: 
named a Committee to work with them--Ron Barr and Alan 
Ertl. An acceptable plan had been agreed to by the. iowa 
Greyhound Association, Racing Associ~tion and Ja.ck Kx- . 
terer. Berger added that, urider the plan, they will .... ·· .. 
match the purses on payments to race winners o~ .al;L 

1

rades· · 
for Iowa bred greyhounds. In addition, any greyh9uri~ 
winning a grade D race will receive matchi~g purse plus · 
$500 bonus; winners of a grade A race will receive 
matching purse plus a $1000 bonus; bonus tp be paid--~' 
50 percent before the race is won and the balance to 
be paid at the end of the meet, as long as money is 
available; after that, it is to be paid on a pro rata 
basis. Berger concluded that the plan was simple and 
there was tremendous cooperation. 

Luciani advised Yates that money will be paid to the V 
kennel since the contract is with the kennel, not the 
individual owner. Each owner will have a separate lease 
agreement with the kennel from which dogs are leased. 
Hayward asked for clarification as to whether an owner 
or breeder gets the bonus money. Ketterer said the law 
specifically says it is to supplement purses and purses 
are paid to owners. It was his judgment that a law 1 

change would be needed before more could go to the . 
breeder. An advantage to the breeder is that this I 
method makes the breeders' greyhounds more attractive 
to outside purchasers. Ketterer reiterated that fori 
"direct money to go from the purse supplements to the 
owner, to the breeder, the statute would need change 1

• 

Priebe concurred. 

Tieden asked Royce if the proposal fqr breakage met 
with the law. Royce replied that the law provides 
"breakage shall be distributed ••• " There was no sta~ 
tutory language as to specific time for distribution] 
so it is assumed it will be handled in a reasonable and 
equitable fashion. The. system developed appears to 
allow rewards to owners a~d breeders this year with 
money to be distributed next year. Ludiohi said there 
were.l6 Iowa bred dogs registered in· DUbuque--approxi-
mately 71 in the state. . 
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Ertl interjected that not all eligible dogs ha~ been 
listed with :the state.. In gisc~s~ing "pu;rse 11

, it was 
~oted that the statute provides for it to go to the 
11 Winning dog. ·n Figures were not available. 

Zummack pointed out that procedure mentioned by Berger 
must be voted upon by the general membership of the 
IGA. Discussion of Code sections 99D.12 and 99D.22 re 
breakage distribution. Priebe stressed importance of 
consistency for Dubuque and Council Bluffs. Wentworth 
offered projections as to amount of breakage to be car­
ried over. Berger emphaszied that intent was to reward 
competence and to promote the industry as well. 

Priebe was confident that, in years to come, Iowa's 
greyhounds and. horses would be as good as any in the 
wor~d--Iowa has been second to none in the purebred 
livestock industry. He was of the opinion that all of. 
the breakage could not be distributed this year. 

Lucioni saw a "carryover .. as helping to bring kennels 
~nd greyhounds to Dubuque next year. and providing an 
incentive for smaller tracks which should help the 
entire industry. He assured Priebe that the "DUbuque 
Track" was encouraging use of Iowa breds. Barr commented 
that one to two years is necessary to get dogs qualified. 

Sanders was concerned about public image for breeders. 
General consensus was that if breeders are in agreement, 
~he business will benefit. 

Tieden asked if anyone knew.of major problems with the 
law. Mention was ~ade of pos~ible checkoff. Priebe 
recommended that the President of the Greypound Associa­
tion appoint a small group to work with Ketterer~ kennel 
owners and track personnel to develop a bill. 

Barr took the position that lack of trifecta had 
generated complaints. However, Scalise stressed ··the 
importance of exercising caution to keep the industry 
11 Clean. 11 11Walk-over 11 was explained. Doyle raised 
qeustion as to the Commission's authority for 9.14(l)c 
relative to medicating the animals. -

Parker asked for derivation of the harness rules and 
was informed that Illinois, Ohio~ Delaware and the u.s. 
Trotting Association were followed. 

No agency representatives were requested for the following: 

senatati VeS ARCHITECTURAL EXAMINERS. DOARDOF[80) N 
Reeiatration. admlttanee to examination, 2.2(1), 2.2(2) ARC 6588 ...................................................... 6/19/85 

-·-- ----·-·-·-.-
ATTORNEY GENERAL(l20) . 
Consumer c:redit code. c:ht 10. 11 and 12 ARC 5684 ... F.-..................................... ·· .... · .............. ·· .. ·· 7/3t85 
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-~----COMMERCE COMMISSION[250) -- --------···-·-·-·--·· 

Flndinp of fac:tand conclusions of law, 7.7U41 ARC 6608 .. 1?: ........................................................ 6/19/85 · 
Authority to delay diaconneetlon, 6.8«4), n~RC 6228 :rP.f.jnttf:d ARC &605 .: .. . N ........ ...... , , .... , , .......... 6/19/85 
Practice and procedure. 7.2(10), 7.4(2), 7.~4(10r'c" an • 7.6(1), 7.6(2) ARC 5606 . N. ......... , , ... , , ............ 6/19/86 
G~ and ele.;_tric utilities. requesta (or confidentiality of documenta filed, 19.11(1). '~9.11(2r'f.• 20.i8drC. ~ J 
•.... 18(~!.!. __ ~~~ ~7 .•• d ... .': ................................................................................... 61.19185 

~oirA~~~cr.r~~~·:,uA:ili~flooi · -~ · ·· · · · .... · · · · · · .... · z .... • .. • • • ........ · ·· • · · .... • ....... · ...... · .... ! • !.·~ • -~5186 .... 
Procedure for determining the eompt!tltiveneu ofa eommunieallons tervice or facility, ch 6 . ARC 5666,.1. F. ................ 7/3/85 
Meterina requirements. 19.3(1), 20.8(11 ARC 6687 .JY ................................................................... 7/S/85 
EMPLOYMENT SECURITYlS70) . . -
Claimaand benefits. ~.1(481. 4.1(107), 4.20re: 4.7(1,-b.'' ~ARC 5125 termlna!!!d ARC 6688 .. • IY.( ...... .......... 6119/85 

HEALTH DATA COMMISSION[465] 
Postiq anclsubmiaioo of hospital price ln(ormation, 8.2(3), 8.3Ur'b," 8.4 ARC 658& .N. ............................... 6/19/85, 
HUMAN SERVICES.DEPARTMENT[49Sj . . . . ·-· 
Fair hearings and appeals. application for aid, 7.7. 7.9( 1), 40.2(5r'a" and "b" ARC 6&62 ... 1.'1. ............................. 6/6186 
ADC. «ranting asaiatanee. alternate payees. 41.1C5)"d. • 41.7C4ra." 41.7(6rJ.'" 41. 7(7r'c"(61. 41. 7(7rf." U.7(7rg" and •x.· 

U.7(tlrL" 41.7t9rc'121. 48.1(11 to 43.1(31. 43.2 to 43.5 ARC 6568 ... N. ................................................. 6/5/85 
ADC. granting aaistance. food programs. 41.6C5rc"t21. 65.17 ARC 6564 • N. ............................................. 6/5185 
Aid to dependent children foster care. ch 44 ARC 6684 .. • II. ................•........•................................ 6!19/8& 

N'taci6~ce-~~~~ ~~~. ~~~~~-~~~: ~·~~ ~~~:.~·~-~~4·-~:~~·. ~~:~ ~·. ~'.'~. ~~~~~!?~. ~ ?~~~:~ ............. 6/19/85 
Child care center financial assistance. 154.1. 154.2(2), 154.4(11. Jfi-1 ~. 154.6 ARC 5565 .. N .......................... ...... 6/6/85 
Abuse of children. 175.1. 176:8C8)to 176.8(6), 176.8(7) ARC 5617 ....... N .............................................. 6/19/85 

INDUSTRIAL COMMISSIONER{500) 
Substantive and interpretive rules- payroll tax tables. 8.8. filed emergency ARC 5597 . F..~ .. ...•......•..•••...••••. 6/19/85 

INSURANCE DEPARTMEN'Il510) 
Continuina education for Insurance agents.11.2(5).11.6(1).11.5C2). 11.6(4) to ll.6(9l. ll.&nra."l1.6W. 11.10. 

lJ.7Urc."lt.9. 11.11 ARC 6565 ..... l:l .............................................................................. 6i5185 
Dt-i~Mlts by a domestic lire insurance company In a custodian bank or clear in~~ corporation. IIM011. 82.6. 40.12( I) 

ARC 6613.ataofiledt>mt-rsrency ARC 6812 •. N. . .,.,F.If ............................................................. 8/19/85 
H M011. quulitr or care. 40.5C81. fiJ~ emer~nc5 after notice ARC 6574 .... ~ ~ tU!. ...................................... 6;5186 
HMOa. external review JP'OUp, 40. lif'6 to" " ARC 6602 .... tY. .................................................... 6/19/85 

. LIVESTOCK H~ALTH ADViSORY COUNCii.{565j . . . . . . . . 
Recommendations - appropriation. ch I ARC 6570 •...... ; !.f .......................................................... 6/6/86 

NURSING HOME ADMINISTRATORS, BOARD OF EXAMINERS(GOO) 
. Disciplinary actions- settlement. continuing education waiver. 2.4(3). 2.4(4 ), 3.8 ARC 6558 .. « .......................... 6/5/85 

PUBLIC SAFETY DEPARTMENT[680} 
Flammable and combustible liquids. 5.800. 6.304(6). 6.809 ARC 5557 .. F. ......... , ................................•..... 6/5/86 
REGENTS, BOARDOF[720) 
UN I. temporary suspension of parietal rule. 2.36(5) ARC 6590 ... F. ................................................... 6/19/85 

PHARMACY EXAMINERS, BOARDOFfs2o) ___ -·- ·--·-·-- ... - ···-·-----. ·--· - , I 

Hearin~r procedure, 9.2(6r'a" ARC 6634 ......... .E: .............. ...................................................... 7/3185 · 
SOIL CONSERVATION DEPARTMENT(780) ' 
Bluter train in&' examination and certification for eoal mines. ch 26 ARC 6880 .. F. ..... , ................................. 7/S/86 

REAL ESTATE COMMISSION[700] 
• !~~~tio~ !o_r rulemaki_'!_~~d d~la~tDry rulln~ 2.6. 2.7 ARC 6598 •• • N. ............................................. 6/19/85 

SUBSTANCE ABUSE, DEPARTMENT OF(B05) ___ . _ .. 
Licensure standards fOJ" substance abuae treatment programs. 3. 1, 8.211 ). 3.6( I). 8.6. 3.7(1 ra." 8. 7(2Jancl•a," 3.12( )), 8.1 1. 8.11(5). 

S.t7t6Jo 8.22f8r'r" to "w," 8.22(4). 3.22(6)'1c," 8.22161. 8.22(91. 3.22Uore" to "g," 3.22HI r'b." "r' and "i': 3.22U2rb" 
and "c ... 3.22(14r'b." 3.22U5r'b." :1.22U7rg" and "h.'' 3.23. 3.23ftr'e." 8.23f21. 8.23(4). 8.23f6r'd: 324. 3.24(1), 3.2412r'a.• 
3.24(3) to 3.24(14), 3.26. 3.25(1) to 3.26(3), 8.25(8), 3.25(9) ARC 6692 .N ............................................... 6/19/85 

Tieden moved to adjourn. 

Next meeting, August 15. 
on August 14, 10:00 a.m. 

- 3154 .--. 

Carried. 

[Later rescheduled to begin 
] 

Respectfully submitted 1 

Phyl is Barry 1 . 

As_sisted by 


