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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING 
OF THE 

ADMINISTRATIVE RULES REVIEW COMMITTEE 

The special meeting of the Administrative Rules Review 
Committee was held Tuesday and Wednesday, December 5 and 
6, 1989, Committee Room 22, State Capitol, Des Moines, 
Iowa. This meeting was held in lieu of the statutory 
date of December 12, 1989. 

Senator Berl E. Priebe, Chairman; Representative Emil 
S. Pavich, Vice Chairman; Senators Donald v. Doyle and 
Dale L. Tieden; Representatives David Schrader and 
Betty Jean Clark. Staff present: Joseph A. Royce, 
Counsel; Phyllis Barry, Administrative Code Editor; 
Vivian Haag, Executive Secretary. Also present: 
Barbara Burnett, Governor's Administrative Rules 
Coordinator; Evelyn Hawthorne, Democratic Caucus. 

Chairman Priebe convened the meeting at 10:05 a.m., 
December 5, and called for review of rules of the 
Human Services Department. 

Mary Ann Walker, C. S. Ballinger, Mary Helen Cogley, 
Lucirida Wonderlich, Anita Smith, Kathie Kellen and 
Debborah Ozga were present for consideration of the 
following: 

Fnir henrin~~~ nmlslp(lt'DI!I, rrcottllment. 7.1){G). r.h •til title, 46.3, -16JI, !"o!!c:.Cl ARC !IR5A ................................ ll! p;:s!J 
l'ublie rt'Curtl!l nnd rnir inrnrmntion awurliet•s. !1.12t2)"h"lt\l, EJ~:!t A ltG :Jfi2A •..•....... , . . . . • . . . • . • . . . • • . • . . . . . . . . . . . 11/I;R!I 
Ccuuliliomcur rlhrihilily, 76.1(2). 76.1( 16). 76.19, fi!!.Ll!'~ A Itt! :Uj·IA. nll!(• file~ ~~mcr.Jl!illS.Y AltC !lfi5A................ 11/1189 
Contlitillns o( rligibility. 7G.IllU. 71i.l(l9), 71i.l(:H), 76.1(:1~), NQ!Lc~ AllC 118M ....................................... 11/lli/B!J 
Ad Ill in islntLion or 1\1 ed icn id Jlroscrnm, 76.1 (16 )"n," "c: ," ltnd "e/71i.l(20), 76.1(22), 76.1(26 )"c:" nnd "g." i5.1(28r'R .. 

nnci"R,"75.13\l), 76.11(2).86.8, Filed AltC31i3A ..................................................... : •.......... 11/1189 
A111uunl. durnliun nnd 81!0111! nr mrrllciillliid rcmr.tlinl III'I'Vit:c!ll, 7R. 1(;(6), 78.2R(8). 78.28(0), 7R.:IHot)"n"IRI, 

ittllll ll"ll'"tit, 7H.:Ilt·l)"r•~(KI. 7K.lllt-ll"•l~( Ill), 7H.lll(•l)"c•"t7), 7K.!II(-I)''r'(ll), 7H.!IIt<t)"ll"(7), f!lr!! AIU: :U'i7 A • . • . . . . . . II/1/K!I 
IMmltllitnllonn!lt'llrh.•A. 7tl.l9, Nolle!! All<.: !18UA .................................................................... 11/l!i/11!1 
lnlmnerlinle r.ure Curilitit'A, 8J.liiiiH: 8i.J~I(7)"j," Notice A llC 388A .•..••••...••••.••.••.••....•.•..................• lltlli/K!I 
Collerlion11, 96.1, 91U1, Notice AltG 361M............................................................................ 11/1/89 
Courl·ordered rare and treifriient. ch liH. rescind ch 209. Filed AltC S66A..... .... .. . .. .. .. . .. .. . . .. . .. .. . . .. .. .. .. . 11/1189 
1-~lderly waiver services progra":'• 77.33, .78.87, 79.1(2), 80.2(2)"1flf," 8.'-1.21 to 83.30, Notice AR~ 47GA •••..•.•....•••. _ ... 11/29/89 

There was discussion of 7.5(6) et al., which revises 
procedures by which ADC overpayments are recovered. 
The client may appeal an overpayment at the time the 
overpayment is determined. Also, the amendments will 
provide better coordination of ADC and· Food Stamp re­
covery activities. No comments on 9.12(2)b(8). 

Walker stated that amendments to 75.1 and 75.19 were 
federally mandated. They allow ADC-related Medicaid­
only clients to voluntarily exclude certain household 
members from the Medicaid eligibility determination. 

Walker explained that amendments to 75.1(11) ~tal. 
address eligibility criteria for the 12 months of ex­
tended Medicaid eligibility for persons who lose Aid to 
Dependent Children (ADC) eligibility--because of in­
creased earnings and loss of the earned income disre­
gards beginning April 1, 1990. The revisions will be 
more restrictive than the current regulations. Addi­
tionally, during the second six months of the extended 
period, income cannot exceed 185 percent of poverty. 
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78.16 
78.19 

81.10, 
8] . 13 

12-5-89 
According to Walker, revisions in 75.1(15) et al. would 
implement changes to the Medicaid program. Federal reg­
ulations mandate that the newborn child of a Medicaid-
eligible mother is automatically eligible for Medicaid, "'--' 
without an application, through the month of the child's 
first birthday as long as the child continues to live 
with the mother and the mother remains continuously 
eligible for Medicaid. However, after the year of deemed 
eligibility has expired, an application must be filed and 
the child must be determined eligible under an existing 
Medicaid coverage group. Currently, the Medically Needy 
Program has a two-month certification period for persons 
with a spenddown and a six-month certification period for 
persons with no spenddown. Also, amendments provide that 
the Department will provide Medicaid for refugees who are 
required to meet a spenddown in the same manner as eligi­
ble nonrefugees. 

Priebe asked about the source of 75.1(28)a which provided, 
11 family income shall not exceed 185 percent of the federal 
poverty level" and Smith responded that it was federal 
regulation--a family of two at 100 percent of poverty 
would receive $668 monthly, and 185 percent of poverty 
would be $1191. Walker interjected that the 185 percent 
was applicable for pregnant women--the children would 
still be at 100 percent. Walker agreed to provide more 
information on the program. 

No recommendations were offered for 78.16 et al. Walker ~ 
said that revised 78.19, relative to policies for payment 
of rehabilitation services, was based on the requirements 
of the Medicare program with some differences. Ballinger 
advised Priebe that the Department generally adheres to 
Medicare policy but lists areas where they depart from 
federal provisions. No Committee action. 

Discussion of proposed amendments to 81.10(5) and 
81.13(7) which will clarify 11 Supplementation" as applied 
to intermediate care facilities. These facilities will 
be required to execute separate written contracts for 
pharmaceutical vendor services and consultant pharma­
cist services. Royce advised that an Attorney General's 
Opinion was pending on this issue. lie added that Ulainc 
Donaldson, Care Facility Administrator, had called to 
voice concern regarding the fiscal impact of the rules. 

Priebe thought the Committee should request an Economic 
Impact Statement. Walker pointed out that current poli­
cy was not changing. Kellen reported that many nursing 
homes are including transportation in their cost report. 
Department officials had no statistics as to the number 
of homes involved but would request them from the ac­
c~unting firm. Priebe discussed the levels of pay in 
M1n~esota and the fact that they are attracting Iowa-
tra1ned staff. He concluded that private-pay patients ~ 
must bear the burden. It was his opinion that Title 
XIX should pay more. 
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95.1, 95.3 

Ch 151 
Ch 209 

12-5-89 
There was discussion of the fact that increased cost to 
the facility would also raise the 74 percentile. Walker 
indicated the Department would wait for the AG Opinion 
before taking final action and that they would provide 
statistics. 

No recommendation regarding 95.1 and 95.3. 

In review of Chapter 151, Walker said the Department .re­
ceived complaints from two counties who contended that 
salar~~s should be paid to officials who transport the 
juveniles. She added that neither the Code nor the 
previous rules allow for such salaries. 

77.33 et al.Walker explained that the elderly waiver service program 
would be limited to Cerro Gordo, Decatur, Fayette, Keokuk, 
Linn, Ringgold and Scott Counties which have been operating 
long-term care coordinating units. No Committee action. 

NATURAL 
RESOURCES 
DEPARTMENT 

NRC 

The following rules of the Natural Resource Department 
were before the Committee: 

NATURAL RESOURCE COMMJSSIONL671) 
Ni\'rtlltAI.tlt:~UUilt~~!fiUt:I'Ail"UU:NTIGill"cunhnlla" 

Wihlli(t' hnhilnl on privnw lnnd11 t•romolion "'"'llrnm. 22.1. 22.!4. 22..1(2), 22Ji, 22.6( I I to 22Ji(!l). 22.!illiJ. 22.fi(RI. 
22.6tl). 22.U(:l). 22.11((1), 22.ti(7), Nutit!C Aile 40!1A .............................. , ............ , .................. ·. 11/l!'i:'S!I 

Wihllirl' Jmbitnt Jlromution with local riiiliieRflrURrnm. 2!J.fi(l), 2!1.1i(!l), 2!t7(3), 2!1.1!1. Eil.C$!. All<.: !1711A................. 11/lltl!l' 
Stnte n;i;;;i~~;; ,~;ie~iu~i. i;.u,;i, and ttnbitnt stnm1• clcRl~n eontrsL'I, ch fl. ~2~!!<.9. Am: 44!lA .•• : .•••..••..•.....•....... 11/2!1/89 
llrert'ntion/louri!lm gront.'l tu rounty eon!lt'rvntion hoardR: nnique or unu!IUill naturnl nrenR, nriJIIIIIIltlln co!lt·Rhnre 

program: resourr.p rnhanr.l'llll\ttl nnd J•roll'rtion a•rugrnm: count.v, city and privnll! open !lllllCP.!I grant 
rrogrnrn!l, rt•llrincl rhs 24 n~ul 2!l: new ch :1:1, filed g!!!!!!'B!ill~J_Artcr Nut!£e A l~C 439A .••.••..••..•................ 111~~~8~ 

l.nncl!lanrl wall'rll consrnatinn fuud pr(•grnm, 27.6(1), 27.11(3), 27.6(4) . .f!OtiC~ All(. 446A ............................ ·. ll/2.ttiJ.I 
Ue~;ourre enhancemrnt nnd 1•rotcrtlon progrnm: county, city nnd private open IIJlDCell grnnt fJrogrRmR, 

rh :t:t, N(lliee AllC 44UA ••••••.•.•.•.•...•••...•...••....••..••..........•..•...•..•.... · · ..•..•.... · ......... · · 1112!1/I!!J 
~fll•rcl rr!llrlrtliiiiii on thr MiRIIhlldJIJ)i ltiver •• JnrkllOII Guunly nt s,.ruee Creek County l'nrk. 

·1li.3!J. Notice AUt! 44·1A ..•.••.•••.•..•.•.•••.•.••.••.•••.•.••.•.•••.•••....... • · ...... · · · · ·· ·. ·. · · ... · · · · · .. · • · I l/29lH!J 
MuS:qeJ re~~J~!~s. 87.~(1), 87.1(2), Filed AltC 442A: .•.•.•• ·: ••..•••.••.• '.' .••...••..•...••....•....•••...•••••... ·. lli29!89 

E.NVJRONMF:N'l'Al. PROTI~CTION GOMMISSION(667) 
NA'tl'IIAI.IU!FIItlllt't:!lln:I'AII'ri\S.:N'r!liOII"umhrrlt." 
Cuntrullinp: t•llllulinn 22.'1( l) Notice All(! 412A .....•.•••.••..••....•.•..... · · • · • • • • • • · • • • • · · • · · · · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 11/l!i/89 
llequlremr.ill!l rur lll't~Jicrly Jtiu~iliijj iihnndcml'd well11. rh ll9. N.!!}Jg All~ 411 A .•.. • ..• ·. ·. ·. · • · · · · · · · • · · · · · · · · • • · · · • · II/ I ~~8~ 
Gt>nernl rectuirrments rt>lrlling to sulld waste dis)JOSnl, 101.3, Nollce All<.: 4lOA ••....•.. • ..• • • • • • · • • · · · · · · · · • · · · · · · • · · 11/J.,, R. 

P,N P.JWY A Nil W~OI.OIIJCAI~ Jli~SOUIWF.S l>IVISION(66fi) 
NA HIIIAI.II.!NIIliiU't!!lll.!l',\lli'Mt:N·flliRIJ"urnhrrlla" 
~rhool rm•ry,y bnnk rrngrrm1 for Rrhool dhclrll•loc, mer~ecl nrc~ RchoolR nnd arrn eduralion agcnril'll, 

1 
'R!I 

ch 6. NotleeAltCol·IIA ..................................................................... _. ...•......... :······· ll/2.1t · 

Those in attendance were Bernice Hostetler, Arnie Sohn, 
Stephen Dermand, Jim Combs, Victor Kennedy, Richard 
Bishop, Randall Clark, Darrell McAllister, Mark Landa, 
Pete Hamlin, Terry Jennings, and Paul Erickson, all rep­
resenting the Department. Also present: Don Brazelton, 
Executive Secretary, Iowa Association of County Conser­
vation Boards. 

Bishop described amendments to Chapter 22 as procedures 
by which revenues from the sale of wildlife habitat stamps 
and the income tax checkoff would be used to assist land­
owners in establishing.wildlife habitat on private lands 
and to cost-share these developments with other conserva­
tion groups. He stressed the importance of long-term 
cover and "food plots" for wildlife, especially in northern 
Iowa. Bishop continued that theDepartment will reduce 
financial involvement for the plots andPheasants Forever 
will make up the difference. 
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Ch 9 

Ch 33 

33.40 

33.30(1) 

12-5-89 
Discussion of guidelines for shelter belts and CRP fields. 
In response to Schrader, Bishop stated that cost share 
was limited to the "plan"--no payment for the land is 
taken out. Bishop confirmed that trees around a farm- ~ 
house would be a "shelter belt. 11 It was Priebe's opinion 
that CRP had·been very successful in protecting pheasants. 
Bishop informed Schrader that $120,000 had been set aside 
for the habitat program--$80,000 from the habitat stamp 
income and $40,000 from chickadee checkoff. Money will 
revert to the land acquisition fund. He added that 
positive action on private land in northern Iowa must be 
taken in order to hold the pheasant population and to 
benefit nongame wildlife. The program will benefit 
farmers. 

Sohn briefed the Committee with respect to amendments to 
Chapter 23 which spell out conditions under which county 
conservation boards may retain and utilize the income 
received from programs such as the Conservation Reserve 
Program on lands acquired with Wildlife Habitat Stamp 
Fund Assistance. Suggestions from two county directors 
were incorporated to retain income received from a cost­
shared property if that income is invested:in approved 
habitat improvements or additional acquisition on the 
property. Also, if such improvement plans are not sub-
mitted and approved, the county in receipt of income must 
reimburse the Habitat Stamp Fund only 75 percent of income. 
received in consideration of the fact that the original 
cost-sharing on the acquisition was 75 percent state\funds ~ 
and 25 percent local funds. 

Sohn advised Priebe that none of the money is given to 
private organizations such as Isaac Walton. Sohn agreed 
to provide Tieden explanation on the habitat stamp short­
age. 

According to Combs, revised Chapter 9 restructures the 
manner in which state migratory waterfowl, trout and 
habitat stamp design contests are to be conducted. Hope­
fully, more interest will be generated. 

Combs provided history on the REAP rule making. Compro­
mise language was being adopted under emergency provisions , 
in order to implement the grant programs in counties, 
cities and private organizations as quickly as possible. 
Clark questioned basis for grant ceilings in 33.40(3). 
Combs responded that the Economic Development Department 
provides population lists of various cities in the state 
and DNR follows basic concepts from other grant programs. 

Priebe questioned percentages in allocation of the first 
$350,000 in the resource enhancement and protection fund 
--33.30(1). Combs responded that the amounts were taken 
from the statute. 
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Schrader was interested in county reaction as to eligi­
bility phasing in until 1992 and dedicating property tax 
revenue of 22 cents per thousand of taxable property to 
conservation purposes, etc. 

Brazelton estimated that 40 percent of the counties were 
not at the 22 cents level. Under the revised rules, there 
will be two budget cycles to reach that level but some 
counties will not succeed. A majority of the grantees 
believe that 22 cents is realistic. There was discussion 

33.11 of 33.11 relative to Commission review and approval. 

27.5, 27.6 In review of proposed amendments to rules 27.5 and 27.6, 
Hostetler stated that changes focus on the review and 
scoring system as requested by the National Park Service. 
Funding of approximately $250,000 is from the Park Service. 

40.33 

87.1 

ENVIRON­
MENTAL 
PROTECTION 
22.4 

Ch 39 

Clark observed use of the acronym "SCORP" priorities and 
suggested that it be defined in the rules. 

Dermand noted that proposed rule 40.33 was a request 
from the Jackson County Conservation Board to establish 
a five-mile-per-hour speed restriction for safety reasons 
on an area of the Mississippi River just adjacent to the 
Spruce Creek County Park. Discussion of the fact that 
water officers find enforcement of an actual speed re­
striction easier than a "no wake 11 restriction. 

Jennings explained one change from the Notice of amend­
ments to 87.1. Size limitations were removed from the 
dead shell of species open to commercial harvest. No 
Committee action. 

Landa stated that the Department was proposing to adopt 
the most recent revisions to the EPA "Guideline to Air 
Quality Models" ·in 22.4(1). ·Schrader not~d that the 
subrule stated that certain provisions were not adopted 
by reference. Landa stated that the Department lacks 
resources or, in some instances, authority to adopt 
certain portions referenced. The subrule deals with 
the program as a whole. 

Randy Clark e~plained that revision of Chapter 39 was 
made due to statutory changes in the different classes 
of wells. The overall goal of the Department was the 
protection of groundwater, by permanently sealing off 
each contamination to each individual aquifer. 

Priebe referred to the definition of "abandoned well" 
and wondered who would make decision as to the state of 
disrepair. He favored a provision to allow a well in 
disrepair to be repaired rather than closed. R. Clark 
interjected that it was not their intent to require 
those wells to be closed. Schrader reasoned that these 
wells would come under the definition of "standby wells" 
and suggested clarification. 
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39.8(1) 

101.3 

r2~~-s9 r~ ... :·!:~·" · 

McAllister explained "static water level." Tieden asked 
who would decide practicality of removing obstructions 
before well plugging--39.8(1). McAllister advised.that 
it would be the person filling the weli. The filling 
material varies with the type of well. R. Clark spoke ~ 
of the difficulty in addressing all possible situations 
by rule, thus, the broad language. 

Priebe questioned definition of "gravel" as meaning 
"class B stone." McAllister thought this would help 
to identify the type of gravel and.he assum~d t~at ~he 
term was used in the industry. However, he agreed to 

-··:research .. th'e •'·rna t ter ·~a-na-· make· any necess'ary'iliodi-ffCa t ion-. 
There was discUssion as to the different cla~ses of wells 
which are spelled out in the statute~ 

Landa and Hamlin reviewed amendments to 101.3 which will 
authorize the onsite disposal of certain farm waste on 
farm property without a permit. 

Priebe had received calls regarding scabies. It was his 
understanding that rendering works would no longer·take 
these animals. Haml-in recalled a deluge of calls last 
summer when rendering works at Clinton refused to take 
dead animals. The Department decided to draft a rule that 
would allow the onsite burial of farm animals and input 
was sought from several farm organizations, including the 
Farm Burea.u. The "Noah • s Ark" rule was proposed when no 
workable solution was forthcoming-~two species of animals 
per farm, per month. Hamlin continued that yesterday, ~ 
the farm organizations submitted a proposal that has a 
great deal of merit. Basically, the number of animals 
that can be disposed of would depend upon the nitrogen 
loadings that would be added to the soil. For instance, 
they could allow 7 feeder cattle, 44 swine, 73 sheep or 
400 poultry carcasses per acre per year. Hamlin added 
that these animals cannot be legally burned. 

Department officials pointed out conflicting statutory 
authority--open burning restrictions precluded burning 
the carcasses but a Department of Agriculture law s~e­
cifically provides for disposal by burning or burial. 
Priebe mentioned the problem of frozen ground and Hamlin 
recommended use of some heavy equipment that can break 
frost. In response to a question from Tieden regarding 
disposal of dead hogs, Hamlin stated that variances can 
be granted in catastrophic situations such as a scabies 
outbreak, etc. However, the Department would be reluc­
tant to grant variances to the open-burning regulations. 

Schrader indicated that the proposed rule was acceptable 
to people with whom he spoke. It seemed preferable to 
him to stick very close to the "parameters set out in 
the rules." Landa pointed out that the comments being 
received from the public would be presented to the 
Commission. 
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23.5 

t-lotion 

ENERGY AND 
GEOLOGICAL 
RESOURCES 
565--Ch 6 

REGENTS 
BOARD 

12-s-nq 
Priebe read from the introductory language of 101.3 and 
askc•d if the Di roc tor could iJ pprovn the d i !·; pq~;al of 
solid waste by siyning the permit. Landa rr_!~.ipondl!d 

that the Director has specific rules regarding the per­
mitting of solid waste sanitary disposal projects, and 
these cover a wide range of projects from the general 
l\1ctro landfill to those that accept CJ spc~ci f.i c typ(~ of 
waste. Landa advised Priebe that cement was rubble and 
a permit to dump would not be required. 

Chairman Priebe called up 567--23.5 with respect to 
permit procedure for anaerobic lagoons and slurry stor­
age basins. McAllister stated that an anaerobic lagoon 
was used to stabilize the organic waste going into it. 
Some treatment is expected to reduce the volume. The 
storage basin is intended as a temporary holding area 
for waste and should be cleaned out on a regular basis. 

It was noted that anaerobic lagoons are subject to siting 
criteria which includes separation distances from occu­
pied dwellings. Slurry storage basins do not come under 
the definition of lagoons and distance regulations arr.: 
not applicable. Priebe had received complaints that 
basins were creating offensive odors. There was dis­
cussion of proper maintenance of the lagoons and basins. 
SUSJ9Cstion was made that the statutes and rules be rr.!­

viewed by the Legislature to determine if anaerobic 
lagoons and slurry storage basins should have similar 
controls. 

Pavich so moved and 'l'ieden seconded. Carried unanimously. 

Pavich took the Chair. 

Erickson told the Committee that proposed Chapter 6 
would implement S.F. 419 [Code Supplement, §93.13A]. 
Erickson concurred with Clark that "and other sources" 
should read "or ... " in 6.6(2)a relative to funding 
sources. Erickson described "paraprofessional" as 
being "partial technician and partial professional 11

-­

it is a credential. 

Schrader and Erickson discussed the program service fee 
in 6.6(6). Erickson said that the Department has en­
couraged schools to implement improvements on their own 
schedule. The DNR fee is determined on a building-by­
building basis. If schools lack means to make needed 
improvements, the Department offers this program and the 
school district pays them out of energy savings. 

The following rules of the Board of Regents were pre­
sented by R. Wayrie Richey, Roger Maxwell, and Marcia 
Pet.ors: 

Co•llq!•' lu•ullll(llnJ!I:ru;, I H. Nulio•r• •\II\' :UiUA ........... . 
l'o'l'""""''' ;rchuinit•l.-nli•lll, :U'Ii, :t.liilll"lr." Nulir••• AUf: ·lllliA ................ . 
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REGENTS 
BOARD 
1.6 

3.26, 3.67 

IOWA 
FINANCE 
AUTHORITY 

UTILITIES 
DIVISION 

21.8 

23.1 

Recess 
Reconvened 

ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 

12-5-89 
Richey stated that the Regents Board was designated by 
statute to be the lead in offering college-bound pro­
grams to minority youth--1.6. He added that students 
having a voucher would get preference over a student who 
did not. However, if the circumstances were unequal in ~ 
terms of needy or academic potential, the college voucher 
would not necessarily give them preference. 

Clark questioned the need for "the equivalent of" in the 
definition of "part-time student." Richey commented that 
the Board wanted to avoid defining unusual arrangements 
relative to time and credit in the rules. 

According to Peters, amendments to 3.26 and 3.67 were 
similar to the federal Civil Service System and would 
keep their registers flexible. No Committee action. 

The Iowa Finance Authority was represented by Kent Powell, 
Deputy Director, and Bruce Ray for review of 524--14.3, 
homeless shelter assistance program, published under 
Notice as ARC 372A, 11/1/89 IAB. The rule reflects the 
expansion of available activities eligible for funding. 
There were no comments. 

The Utilities Division was represented by Diane Munns, 
Vicki Place, Anne Preziosi, and Cindy Dilley, and the 
following agenda was considered: 

I ttMMI;UII:III:I'AIUMI:NIIIIIII"IImhro•llo'' 
llwnnw lnll<•>~ 1111 com;ll'lu:linnlulvuno•t•:t, 1!1.:1(111)"1•," 211.!111:1l"n," 21.:1tf1)"n.'' 22.:11'1). Nulit:u t\IU: :171iA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I Iii ~!I 
J·:n•·no· c:nmwrvatiun :;lmh:Jdll!IIUIIItlrognuns, 1!1.!1, 211.10. Nolil·c A IU: 9771 'l'cruil.ii\ica A Itt: .ur.,\ ................. II 'Iii H!l 
l•'ir••r•rnh:clum rnllls, 21.K, ~.!.'!is!-! AIU: <11i2A ............................ ~:·:::·::-~::-~ .............................. II 2!1 H!l \ ) 
FiliiiJ( or Ill Ill lUll rl!purlll, 2:1.1 (2), tJJ.I~k~ A HC .lfi I A..... . . . • . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 1/2!1 1:1!1 ...._.,.. 
Cnmtllaint Jll'nl'm!urc:!!, CUi( I), I !U( I )"i," 211..1121. ~!A( 1 )"(," 22.·1( I l"h," .!'{~!! h;~ A HC <160A . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II i2!1 ll!l 

No Committee recommendations for amendments to 19.3(10) 
et al., 19.9 or 20.10. 

Preziosi stated that new rule 21.8 would implement 
1989 Iowa Acts, chapter 23, section 29, which allows 
cities furnished water by a public utility subject to 
rate regulation to apply to the Utilities Board for the 
inclusion of all or a part of the costs of fire protec­
tion in the utility's rates or charges assessed to con­
sumers covered by the applicant's fire protection service. 
No questions. 

Preziosi said that amendment to 23.1(2) was suggested 
by the Iowa Public Service Company and would change the 
filing date for annual reports of . gas and electric 
utilities from April 1 to April 30. 

No Committee recommendations re complaint procedures in 
6.5(1), 19.4(1) et al. 

Chairman Priebe recessed the Committee at 12:05 p.m. for 
lunch. Reconvened at 1:35 p.m. 

Amy Anderson, Assistant Attorney General, and Marti 
Anderson, Administrator, Crime Victim Assistance Board, 
explained the following rules: 

- 4217 -



ATTORNEY 
GENERAL 
Cont'd 

9.37 

CREDIT 
UNION 
DIVISION 

2.3 
2.4 

2.12 

Ch 3 

Ch 8 

Ch 14 

12-5-89 
t:rirnr \'ir.lim ri'JIIlrntinn, !1.25ln !l.:i7, J::ih~ AIU: ·121 A .............................................................. 11. 1;, :-!l 
Clainmnl's right In tiJIJll'fll, !1.:17, fu!lli:~ AUC ·i22A .......•..••.••.....•..............•.............................. 11.11: ~.!1 

Tieden referred to 9.36 pertaining to right to action 
against perpetrator in subrogation. He expressed the 
opinion that various rates throughout the state would 
"lead to chaos." He wondered if the rule would usurp 
the Court's authority. 

Anderson stated that legislation was planned to clarify 
the right to restitution when a claim has been paid out 
to the perpetrator's victim. They have been working 
with the Association of County Attorneys to set up a 
uniform system of classification. The Department will 
seek legislation to allow medical costs associated with 
simple misdemeanors. 

With respect to the claimant's right to appeal in 9.37, 
Anderson stated that this rule was not included in the 
original proposal so was noticed separately to allow 
additional opportunity for public comment. 

James Forney, Superintendent, and Joan Bolin, Assistant 
Attorney General, appeared for the following: 

C'UMMEIII't; 11~:1':\IITM~:N'Il IIIIJ"unolno•ll•" 

0rl{ani7.nlinn. t•har·h·ring nnd riPid nf nu•mbrrship nf a t•rc-.lit uuinn. t•h 2. r1•srirul~~h fi, Nulicc A HC II :lA ............... ll!l!i 8!1 
F:x~t~ninrrliuunnd !lnttr•r·vi~iun fl•t•s. r•h !1, ~I!Li!;r A ltC !Ui2A .......................... ~:~·;-: ~-.......................... II.' l:f!!l 

~:~:~;:~~ii:!:.~·ch~t'l!~::;; 111M ,j iti·A· ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: · :: ~ :;:~;:;: 
Bolin cited Code section 533.1 as the basis for the last 
sentence of 2.3 regarding applicants for charter. Clark 
wondered if 2.4(1)--types of common bond--went beyond 
what was intended for credit unions. Forney cited Code 
section 533.5 as their authority. It was Clark's opinion 
that a law change was needed. 

Clark raised question in 2.12(13) as to costs of the 
hearing to be paid by the req·ueste'l:·. Bolin thought the 
point was well taken and she agreed to discuss the matter 
with the Board. 

According to Forney, the fees set out in Chapter 3 had 
not been updated for 15 years. No Committee recommenda­
tions. 

Discussion of Chapter 8 intended to clarify the types 
of accounts permitted for state-chartered credit unions. 
The rules were modeled after the federal regulation. 

Forney stated that new Chapter 14 would clarify practices 
of the Division relative to investigations. Priebe ques­
tioned 14.5 pertaining to action following investigation: 
"After investigation or otherwise, the division may in 
its discretion ..... Bolin was willing to delete "may in 
its discretion" to avoid inconsistency. 

CORRECTIONS Corrections Department was represented by Fred Scaletta 
DEPARTMENT and the following rules were reviewed: 
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luwu uwdicnl nrul clnKllificulinn cmrlt!r ·- visitirrH. 27.2, Nulit•t! AllC 4£i!IA ...••.............•..•.•....•............... II12!FH!l 
llivervi~w releusc cl'nter- visiting, 2li.2, Nuti~.!l Ant: 46iiA~ also EJ!r:!l.lli!!£rH!l!!!:l: AltC ·157 A ...............•..... ll/29t89 

Amendment to 27.2 will clarify inmate visitation times 
for different programs and security levels. Visiting 
hours will be reduced in some areas but the total number 
of visiting days and hours remains the same. Clark asked 
about a volunteer staff program and Scaletta cited lack 
of funds to train them. 

Scaletta said that amendments to 28.2 revise visiting 
hours to accommodate a new 25-bed drug treatment unit. 
An already overcrowded institution has created staffing 
problems. One change will allow for some visiting in 
the evening. 

ECONOMIC The Economic Development Department was represented by 
DEVELOPMENT Melanie Johnson, Lane Palmer, Mike Miller and Donna 
DEPARTMENT Lowery. The agenda follows. 

Chs 20, 56, 
57 

Motion to 
Lift 
Objection 

Ch 27 

Iowa l'Orp~. 14.1), l•'iled AHC 426A ..•.••..•••..•.•.•....•... · ••....•.••..•.•••••••••.•....•.....••..•....•........... II/ tfitSH 
Child cnrr grants 11rogrom. Iowa expm·t Cinnnc:e intere11L huy-tlown program. ambas!ladnr's &truflrnm, r('!ldntl rlur • 

20. llti. 67, Filed ARC 427A ••...••.•....•.•..•••..•..•...••.••.•.•....•••..•.••.•.•.......•....•....•.....•..... 11.'16.'89 
CUOU 11rogrnm, 23.6(3), fllerll~me~!Ul£I Aile 382A .................•.••.•...•.................................... II/ lli'89 
Targt•led Amnii business finniirliiTMSurtnnr.r program. t·h 27, Notice AltC 429A ..•..•.•.•...•........•...............• 11.'16'89 
Rural mnin !llrt•el program. r.h 42, Filed AIU: 42HA ........ :-:-:::: ................................................... IJIH;J8!l 
lnwn lnrsu•lo>tiAmnll huRinr!llllll'ttt•ureiii;iiL IIN•~tr·nm, rh IH lillc.li-t.l,li4.2,1i4.:Jt21.1i-t.:l(:l).li4.:1(1i), :HA. r..t.lll. • 

li.J.ll.li·1.12(1), 64.1!1(1), 6.U4. fi.f.lli. Nc!J.icl: AUC 42GA ........................................................... 11/lli/M!I 
Rural cnter&rrille tunrl, ch 67, Notice Anlr .. 24A ................ , .................................................... llilll/89• 

Johnson explained that existing rule 261--14.5(15), 
entitled "Volunteer component," has been replaced by 
"Iowa corps," to implement 1989 Acts, chapter 28. Stu­
dents may earn up to $500 tuition credit for volunteer 
work. A public hearing resulted in no comments but ARRC 
recommendations have been incorporated. The number of 
project hours was reduced from 130 to 100 and the defi­
nition of "project" was changed to provide for a series 
of smaller ones. Pavich in the Chair. 

The weights assigned to the evaluation criteria were 
redistributed to place more emphasis on certain cri­
teria--14.5(5)a. 

No questions on rescission of Chapters 20, 56 and 57. 
Brief discussion of amendment to 23.6(3) which reinstates 
specific references to fiscal years 1989 and 1990 to 
clarify the drought relief provision. 

Schrader moved to lift the objection which the Committee 
had imposed on 23.6(3) at its October meeting. Motion 
carried. 

Miller explained Chapter 27 which establishes: (1) a 
rating point system, (2) eligible-ineligible uses of 
funds, (3) requirements for certification as a targeted 
small business prior to application for funds, and (4) 
minimum levels of owner participation in the project. 

In response to question by Clark regarding hours for 
full-time employment, Miller stated that the main pur­
pose for specification of hours had to do with the 

- 4219 -



ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 
Cont'd 

Ch 42 

Ch 54 

Ch 67 

COMMUNITY 
ACTION 
AGENCIES 
DIVISION 

AGRICUL­
TURAL 
DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY 

AGRICULTURE 
& LAND 
STEWARDSHIP 
DEPARTMENT 

Ch 10 

Ch 45 

12-5-89 
number of employees and whether an operation qualifies 
as a small business. Small business is defined as one 
having 20 or fewer employees. 

No questions on Chapter 42. 

Johnson said that Chapter 54 was being amended to comply 
with a u.s. Supreme Court decision. References to set­
asides will be eliminated--they now have to establish 
targets. 

No Committee questions re Chapters 54 or 67. 

Jim Smith, Division Administrator, submitted proposed 
amendment to 427--22.3(2) on community services block 
grant, published as ARC 383A, 11/15/89 IAB. No ques­
tions. 

The Agricultural Development Authority was represented 
by William Greiner, Executive Director, and the follow­
ing was considered: 

Amuc:m:rllll•: ANIII • .\NU N'ff.W.\Itn!lllll' m:I'Ail'I"III.:N'Il21J"umh,..ll"" 
Individual agricultural development bond pn1grnm, 2.1, 2.11, rCllc:ind 2.13, Notice A It(! 36:1A . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11/I/S9 

No questions. 

The following rules of Agriculture were before the 
Committee: 

lturnl revitalization flrogram, 111.2 tn 10.4, 10.16, f'jlct.l Jo~mcr~··J~r..M'!cr Notice ARC SfiRA • • . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . • . 11/1/89 
l'l~ticitlcs-apJtlicutor certificution, <16.1, <tli.22, <t6.49~ned Aile: 391 ~. . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . 11/16.'89 
Pesticidt>s--registrallion rees, 46.3(1) to <16.3(6), Filed A1W393A ..................................................... ll/16i89 
ltepnrting or pesticide 11ules, denier license rces, 41i.47, 46.48. Filed ARC 1192A .•....•..•..•..•..........•..........•.• 11/15;89 
Nntifiratiun re1111irement.s fur urhnn Jlr.Hticidt> llfl)llicutimul, 46.60, Filed A ltC 8114 A .••................................ 11/1 !iill!l 
Or~tnnil' fuml (trnductinn, l'h 47, Jo'i!£!1 A IU: 4:16A •..•..•..........•.......•....•.••.•.......•........•.......•......• 11/2!1/H!I 
l'esticillc udvisory comruittee, ch .ni, )i'ilcd A Itt.: 4:14A .••...•.•.••••....•.•......•..•.••..•...•.•....•............... ll/2!1il:!!l 

Those in attendance included Darrell Frey, Charles 
Eckermann and William Greiner. 

No recommendations were offered on amendments to Chapter 
10. Priebe in the Chair. 

Frey provided history on rule making relative to pesti­
cides. He reviewed changes which were a result of 
numerous public hearings. Frey assured Priebe that 
the Department has the authority to require six hours 
of Continuing Education for applicators--45.22(5). 
Tieden asked who were the providers of CE and Frey 
mentioned the Iowa State Extension Service, the Ferti­
lizer and Chemical Association which provides some CE 
for its members, and individual dealers with approved 
programs. Frey pointed out that 45.49, pesticide use 
recommendations, was amended to make the employer re­
sponsible for employee recommendations which are con­
trary to label instructions. 

Tieden voiced concern for private applicators re 
notification for renewal. Eckermann explained that 
the Department was currently providin~ the County 
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Extension offices with a listing of the private appli­
cators whose certifications expire. That list is used 
to advertise their training program. Frey agreed to 
study ways to improve the notification system. Priebe 
and Frey discussed the procedure for oral certification 
examination--45.22{11). As a prerequisite for an oral 
exam, the Agriculture Secretary may require the appli­
cant to attend a private applicator training program 
sponsored by the Iowa State University Cooperative 
Extension Service. Frey stressed the importance of 
the applicant being adequately prepared for the oral 
examination because of the amount of time required to 
administer it. Priebe wanted to avoid discriminating 
practice. Royce saw no problem with the rule. Frey 
clarified that the Department administers the test. 
The applicator training is done through Iowa State 
University with the Department of Agriculture contri­
buting $150,000 to $200,000 per year. The entire 
certification training program is through the Envi­
ronmental Protection Agency. 

The language addressing discontinued pesticides was 
clarified so that these products in their original 
containers shall be accepted for return by the manu­
facturer. It is the manufacturer who registers the 
product, and if that registration has been discontinued, 
the manufacturer has a responsibility to take back the 
pesticide products. 

According to Frye, rule 45.47 was refined as to dealer 
reporting requirements. The word "type" was deleted 
after "pesticide." 

Frye summarized changes in notification requirements 
_for. urban· pestic.ide app.lica.tions~-~4.5. 50. '· .. F.rey mentioned 
that changes included deletion of requirement for verbal 
notification to ·adjoining landowners that a pesticide 
was being applied. Clark observed that measurements 
for the notification signs were not uniform. Frey 
pointed out that signs in rights-of-way are more visible 
from the road. No comments re 45.50(7). 

Frye called attention to an incorrect reference in 
45.22(2)b--"206.6" should read "206.13." No questions 
on Chapter 47. 

Frey agreed to add the word "Department" before "office 
hours" in 48.1(1). Also, he was willing to reword 48.4 
to provide that "a majority of those on the advisory 
committee" would be necessary to pass a motion for any 
official business to ·be conducted. 

The Revenue and Finance Department was represented by 
Carl Castelda, Deputy Director, and Ed Henderson. 

The following agenda was considered: 
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Mnl(lll'lic tnJ•c nml tliRiu:llc rl'pu•·ling, s.:u, s.:12. t{otic£ A au: 4 UIA .•.••.•.••.••... • • · •• · • · · · · • · • · · · · · · · · · · · · • • · · · · • · ll~l~~H: 
Snll'll tn'l·-irrigntion. 18.52. Fil~l ARe 408A ............................ : ...... • ...... · ........... ·; .. · ....... · .... • 11,1 ,.s. 
Coq•oralinn nnd frnnchise l;tX--DilJlflrtionmr.nt, 62.1(2),52.1(!1), 62.6(2). 5lU,Il.t3(1), 63.l.t 63.16(7), 64.2(2). 

M.fi(:Wh"I:IJ.Ii4.tilfil. 64.7121. li8.6(2l.li!l.l, li!U:l, Filt!d ARC 4211A .......•.••••••.... •• •· · •· ·• · · · · • · ·• · · · · ·• · ••• · · · 11~1~~88~ Allctt•nliuttiUul nt•ltt•rtinmnmll, f;!J.26 to fi!l.2!1, Jo'ilrcl i\UC 42:1A ..... · · · · .. · ...... ·" .. ·" · · · · ........ · .. ·" · · · ·"" · · · II. J,,, · 
l'ruJirrl}' tnx. 72.12. 7:1.21. 7-1.1. r.h 7fi. 7!.1.611). Kfl.iii)"n," fill. Ill, J::i!!lli Aile ·II !.lA ........... · · ....... · ........ · ........ 111~5:~;1 
t·:lltah!l:•x.87.!1f!JJto87.:1(12), !:Jiccl AltC :n:IA .................................................................... ll,l·t'~ 
Lor.nl ojltionllall'll and service tux, 10:7.9, 107.10, Filed AltL 4117 A ........... · .. · · .. · · • · · • · · · · .. • · · · · .. · .. · · · · · · .. · · .. 11/1~/~~ 
Administrutinn 11.1. · Fiied A llC 453A ............ : .......... : ................................... • .. · .. · ........... 11/2!1/89 
S:tlc or rrntnl or industnafii"ml'hinery. ectnitnncnl nr comtmlcrlllliiCrl in recycling or reprocc!l.'ting of wBAle 
· Jll'llllurlll-cxemption, 18.46, IR.46(1), 18.46(2)"1L,"I8.46(8), No!~ AHC 456A_. ·: .• ·: •. • • · · · • •• · · · · • • · • · · · · ·. ·. · · ·. · I l/2!1/89 
Adlllinistrntinn of the envinmmentlll protection rharge impcmed upon petroleum chmmuliOII, a7.1. 37.8, . . 

furm11. Jo'iled AUC 466A ..•.•..•..•......•.••....•.••.• · · · · · · • ·. • · · • · • · • • ·• · · · · · • · · • · • • · · · · · · • · · · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · • · lll2!1•tl!J 
Gomtmllite r'ii'iiiri1!t, 48.4, 48.G. 48.7, Filed AltC 41i4A ..................................... · · · .... · • · • .. · .... · • · .. · · .. · ll/29t89 
IM<'rrnination nr m;t inrn.'~e.li:l.2(1i), lill~li), 69.!:1, f'Mice AHC 249A I!!!ffii!lnlccl AltG 41iiiA · · · · • · · • · •• · • · · ·. · · · · • · · I ~~~~~R? 
llulc•lllllllllllllt•l - llllJHI!IIliOh nr lnx ltlli .• l(l), I• lied i\ IUf 461 A .. .. .. .. . .. . .. • .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. . .. .. II. 2!J. H!J 
orr set ur debt.• o~~cd state agencies, i6o.2(~l: NOtice J\ llC 462A .•.•• : •.••.•• : ••..•......•••..••.•.•..•.•••••.•...•..• ll/29i8!J 

No questions on amendments to 8.31, 8.32 or 18.52. 

In review of amendments to 52.1 et al., Castelda ex­
plained differences between a consolidated return and 
a composite return. A consolidated return is generally 
filed when there are a number of separate corporations 
that have common ownership. The composite return was 
created by the General Assembly at the Department's 
request. Partnerships--primarily professional--whose 
members must file individual income tax returns with 
the state of Iowa may file a composite return on behalf 
of their employees. Employees included in the return 
are usually nonresidents. 

Castelda pointed out the only change from Notice of 
amendments to Chapter 59 was the substitution of 
11 immaterial" for 11 material." 

72.12 et al. Amendments to 72.12 et al. were explained by Castelda. 

Motion 
80.1(1) 

87.3 
Ch 107 

11.1 et al. 

105.3(1) 

Discussion focused on subrule 80.1(1) and the statutory 
requirement that a person must occupy a homestead for 
at least six months in order to qualify for homestead 
tax credit. Priebe mentioned that County Assessors 
were having problems with the law and he was interested. 
in corrective legislation. Castelda sugg~~ted the option 
of removing the requirement and reinstating the old 
language. Priebe mentioned notifying the Ways and Means 
Committees of this problem. 

Schrader moved that Revenue subrule 80.1(1) and the 
enabling legislation (425.11(1)a) be referred to the 
Speaker of the House and the Lieutenant Governor with 
recommendation that the issue be reviewed by the Ways 
and Means Committees. Pavich seconded. Motion carried. 

No questions re amendments to 87.3. Brief discussion of 
local option sales and service tax, 107.9 and 107.10. 
Priebe expressed concern that last year Ames collected 
over $270,000 from Iowa State University. 

No comments re 11.1, 18.45 et al., 37.1, 37.8 or 
48.4 et al. 

Castelda described amendment to 105.3(1) as providing 
exemption from the hotel/motel tax rooms used for 
religious retreats. 
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With respect to amendments to 53.2(5) et al., which 
were terminated, Castelda said the Department would 
seek statutory change. They also plan to draft new 
rules based on the use of separate accounting to deter­
mine net income or loss of each United Community Bank 
qffice. No questions on 150.2(3). 

Schrader moved to approve minutes of the November meeting. 
Clark seconded the motion. Carried. 

Chairman Priebe recessed the meeting at 3:40 p.m. 

Chairman Priebe reconvened the meeting at 9:05 a.m. 
All members and staff present. Pavich took the Chair 
and called on Education Department for the following: 

General accreditation slnndards, 12.1(6), 12.1(7), 12.2(1), 12.2(2), 12.2(3), 12.2(6), 12.4(2) to 12.4(6), 12.4(9), 
12.4(10), 12.5(1). 12.5(2), 12.6(:1). 12.fi(3)"e," 12.6(4). 12.5(4)"e," 12.5(6), 12.6(fi)"b." "e," "f," and "i." 12.6(l:l) to 
12Jl(l9l. 12JJ(21), 12.fl(22), Filed AIW 371A.............. ... .. . .. .. . .. ........... .... ............. ...... ... .. . ... 11/1/89 

Child development r.oordinatingCiiUncil, 64.1. 64.2, 64.6 to 64.11, 64.9"·t" and "7," 64.11, 64.13, 64.20, 
64.22. Notice ARC :J64A........................................................................................ 11/1/89 

Innovative programs for at·risk early elementary students, ch 66, Notice ARC 365A . . . • . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • 11/1/89 
Equal employment opportunity and aCCirmative action in educatiunBT agencies, ch 95, Filed ARC 391JA ................ 11/15!89 

Dwight Carlson, Bureau Chief, Carol Alexander Phillips 
and Susan R. Andersen, Early Childhood consultants, and 
Tom Andersen, Administration, were present. 

Carlson gave brief overview of the general accreditation 
standards, being amendments to Chapter 12. No comments. 

Phillips-indicated that comments from the hearing on 
the rules were being evaluated. The original grant 
was for $1,175,700 and that will increase to $4.6 
million· in July 1990. Phillips did not anticipate 
major changes in Chapter 64. 

In explaining proposed Chapter 65, Phillips stated that 
the cap was $60,000 per project. There was public senti­
ment that the funds are insufficient for an innovative 
program. The amount available is $3 million for this 
year and that will increase to $4 million next year. 
General discussion. 

Torn Andersen reviewed Chapter 95, which requires equal 
employment opportunity/affirmative action plans in 
school districts, area education agencies and merged 
area schools. 

Tieden asked how "relevant labor market" would be 
defined and pointed out that availability of laborers 
would be very limited in many areas. Andersen had met 
with the AG's office which recommended the final wording. 
He recognized that recruiting would depend upon the job 
category. Districts would probably search in a wider 
range for a superintendent than for a custodian, for ~ 
example. Fifteen training sessions are planned to pro-
vide guidance in the area. 

- 4223 -



EDUCATION 
DEPARTMENT 
Cont'd 

LABOR 
SERVICES 
DIVISION 

12-6-89 
Andersen assured Tieden there was no intent to find 
districts in noncompliance as long as there was a good 
faith effort. Pavich estimated that one-third of the 
Council Bluffs teachers had Nebraska addresses. There 
was discussion of gender balance. 

Walter Johnson, Deputy Commissioner, and Marcielle Son­
nenschein, appeared on behalf of the Division to review: 

t:MJ'I.UY IIU:NT Rt:ll V J('t:s m:I'A R'rii .. :N1]341) "un~hrella" 
Construction contractor rl'gi!ltrntion-bonding, 1.61(ll), ehnrl XI. 160.2. 160.111(1), 160.13. Filed ARC 402A ....•......•• llii5J89 
OSIIA rules for genl'ral indu11try, 10.20. Notice AllC 40:1A .......................................................... 11!16/89 
OS IIA a·ullos fur g!'luH·nl indu11try, 111.211, FIIi!irAm: :.m7A ............................................................ 11!16i8!1 
OSIIA rules fnr conlltruction, 26.1, NnliceARC 404A ................................................................ 11116·89 
OSIIA rules for eonRlructiun. 26.1, FllmrAnc :IURA •....•..••..•.........•..•.••••.•.••........•........•.......•... 11116189 
gmployrncnlageney licen11inJC. 38.2(if.mi.6(1), 38.8, 38.!1(1)"•1." !18.9(!1), :t8.1U(l), 38.10(:1), _E!Iec! ARG 399A .............. 11/16;1~9 
Asbe~<tos roulrol 11roccdu res. licensing nm lt:crli ricnlinn, 81.112). R 1.2(2), 81.4, 82.1, 82.2, 82.:d). 82.lll I)" a "(I 0), 

82.!112) to 82.!1(~). 82.6, 82.6. 82.7, 82.9lo 82.1 I. 1-'ilcd AllC 4CJOA ••..•.••.••.•.•.•..•.••..•••.•.•..•..•..•..•.•..... 11/15/8!1 
Con11trnrtion contrnr.tnr re~eistration-investigationiiaiid revocations, 160.9(1), 160.11(21 to 

150.11(6), f!!£~ARC401A ........•............•.•.........•...••.............•..•.............................. 11/Hi/89 
~;i;,i;~.;.~; wnge nnd enforccmrnt. rhR216tn 220; renumber ch 21lO an ch 300, 

!:J!!Lt!.~!!!!!!K!<!!£l'. . .M!!:!r.Nulic!! AllC 438A •.......•..•.••.•.•••..•••••..•.•...•..•.••.•..••••...•..........•....... 11/2!1/8!1 

Johnson remarked that amendments to 1.64 et al. were the 
result of 1989 Acts, chapter 254, and problems are anti­
cipated. The Division has been working with the Revenue 
Department and Job Service to implement the law but cor­
rective legislation will probably be needed. 

10.20 et al. No questions posed re 10.20, 26.1, or 38.2 et al. 
81.1 et al. According to Johnson, there were no serious problems with 

the asbestos amendments. 

150.9, 
.15'0 .11 

Ch 215 

INDUSTRIAL 
SERVICES 
DIVISION 

PHARMACY 
\..1 EXAMINERS 

Johnson provided history on amendments to 150.9 and 150.11 
which included a 70-day delay to allow time to resolve 
some problems with construction contractor registration-­
investigations and revocations. It was noted that an 
administrative warrant is permitted by law and pertains 
to civil, not criminal action. 

Johnson told the Committee that ·extensive,;·nansubstantive 
changes were made in the minimum wage rules. No comments 
were received at the hearing. Discussion of "tipped em­
ploye~" which ·was defined as one who customarily receives 
more than $30 per month in tips--there is no maximum. 
Johnson explained that the IRS assumes that a tipped 
employee receives 10 percent of sales and the employer 
will automatically deduct that. Priebe in the Chair. 

Clair Cramer, Chief Deputy, presented adopted rules 
343--4.39 and 6.1, filing by facsimile transmission 
(FAX) and compromise settlements, published as ARC 448A, 
11/29/89. Priebe questioned language in 4.39: " ... A 
document filed by FAX is presumed to be an accurate re­
production of the original." Cramer said that this 
language was chosen on the outside chance that somebody 
could transmit from a source that was not the actual 
sender. The document itself might be erroneous or 
submitted in bad faith. 

Norman Johnson, Executive Secretary, and Lloyd Jessen, 
appeared for amendment to rule 657--10.3, Noticed as 
ARC 440A, 11/29/89 IAB. 
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Annual registration fee for researchers, analytical 
laboratories, manufacturers, distributors, and care 
facilities will increase from $15 to $25. Johnson 
agreed to substitute "or" for "and" before the words 
"conduct chemical analysis" in the first sentence. 
He then announced that he would be retiring in January 
and thanked the Committee for their cooperation and 
consideration over the years. 

The Professional Licensure Division was represented 
by Harriett Miller, Carol Barnhill, and Kathy Williams, 
who reviewed the following agenda: 

1'11111.11: ut:AJ:nl u•:I'ARTIIIt:I\I'IJIHII"IIndorella" 
Unard or mortuary 11riP.nc1' exnminl'rll, liii.Fi, lll1.2121lli). f'l!!!icc Aile :JR7A . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11/1/89 
llunrd of npl•unclry l'xarnincrs. 1811.12(6). fi!!'J) A UC :lfiliA ...•.................. · ..•...... · · ·. ·. · · · ·. · · · ·. ·. · · · · ·. · · II/ I1R!I 
( 'hiroprnrtic: nomine-~. 41U Ill), 4fl.ll(2). 40.11(:1t"n," 40.1!1(11). •IIU:I(I2), 411.11i(4). 411.2·1(2!1), 411.24t:llll. 411.72. "" . , 

·111.7:1, Filed All(. 474A .................................•................................. · ·· ·· · ··· ·· ··· · ····· ·· 1l, ... l.l!!l 
l'hysic:d ll•erat•Y examiucrs, 21111.HII). ~Jit"l AltC 4fHA ...................................... · ....................... 11'.2~.1!!l 
lti'!IJ•iralory cure t•rnclitioners. 260.6(:1)"r,~~'.!::!!'l!! AltC ·tn6A ................................. · ....................... 11·2!1,8!) 

Miller described amendments to Chapter 101 as addressing 
reinstatement of a lapsed license and adding as grounds 
for disciplinary action the failure to comply with the 
Code requirements, chapter 523A, relative to preneed. 

Priebe referred to 101.5(2) which allowed the board 
discretion in administering the state examination for 
reinstatement of a license. It was his opinion that all 
should be required to take the test. Royce reasoned that 
the Continuing Education should not be required if the 
licensee is re-examined. Miller agreed to relay Com­
mittee sentiments. 

Williams told the Committee that amendment to 180.12(6) 
corrects the required number of CE hours from 24 to 25 
during the first year of licensure. 

No recommendations were offered for amendments to Chap­
ter 40, 200.8(1) or 260.5(3)c. 

The Department was represented by Don Flater, Ken 
Choquette, Mike Guely, Don Kerns, Jan Rose, Cheryl 
Christie, Jane Schadle, Gerd Clabaugh, JoAnn Muldoon, 
and Carolyn Adams. The agenda follows: 

Swimming rn10l11, ch IIi, tfP!!rc Aile :uniA . .' .............................................. · · .. · .. · · ... · · ·........... 11~11 ,:ll;J 
Stnlll, ch 23, Nut ice All<. !lliHA ••..••...•••••.•••...••..••....•.••.•...•......•....•... · ·. · · · • · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 11, ·.t19 
orfic:e ofrurarllCalih, c:h WI, Notice A ltC 405A ........................................... · · ......... · .... · · .. · .. · .. 11/lfi, 89 
Nolitication nml survl'ilhmre of retlflrlahlt> •liseaaes, 1.211), l.2c:n. E.U.ec! ARC .t68A •••...•••.•.....•.......•........... · · 1112!1~89 
A IllS-direct tmlifirnlion or 1111 idcnlirinhlu third tmrty,.11.40. [U~ ARC 47UA ....••...••• · • • · • · · • · • ·. · · · • ·. · · · • · • · · 11/~!ttfl!l 
l'rul'lit•t• oC lnlluoin~t. eh 22. Ell£.!! A llC 471 A ............................................ :... . .. . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . • • .. . 11/2!1/H!I 
(it•nl'rnlttrovisinnll, minimum requirements for radnn mitigation, :J8.1:i(·l), :18.t:l(9), ch 44, [iletl •:rum~ 

After Notice AltC 472A ........•...............••...•••.......•............ · • · · · · · · · · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 11/29'119 
Ani-;ilj;;jjffij;liiVh·r",lil.l-t, ~=jlrd Allf:n?A ........................................................................ 11·~;"t19 
Oll!lll'lrlc: und ncunnlul11urvlct'a, ~l.:lll. Nntlt!u AUt: 47:1A ................................. · ...... · .. · .... · · .. · .. · .... 11.2.1. N9 
Mulernnl antl rhild hrnlth JlfOI(I'llm, 76 . .f.'7ii:ii1:n tu711.6t6), 71i.ll12)"a," "e," and "h," 71l.l·t 1::!!~ AUt: 4115A .........•. · · 11 1 ~!1,89 
Oi11interment permita 101.7(1), ••ned AllC 4R7A .................................................................... 11/2~1 189 
ltn11ic: cnwrllcncy medical cnrc, 1:ii:f10 1:11.7, 131.10{6) to 131.111(7), Filed A Itt: 469A ....•.......................... · · ll/2!1i8~J 

Flater was present to review amendments to 38.18 et al. 
pertaining to radon mitigation. He pointed out that no 
changes were made since the last meeting. No Committee 
action. 

Choquette summarized proposed swimming pool and spa 
regulations, being Chapters 15 and 23, respectively. 
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He stated that 1989 Acts, H.F. 373, required registra­
tion of all swimming pools in the state and certifica­
tion and training of operators as well as life guards. 
The Act set standards· for water quality and safety and 
required the Department to coordinate inspection with 
local counties. Choquette emphasized that the key to 
the program was inspection and technical assistanc~ to 
operators. An ad hoc committee comprised of three sub­
committees: (1) Operations, (2) design, and (3) admin­
istration were involved in developing the rules. 
Expertise was gleaned from pool operators, Red Cross 
members, Country Club Association, Association of In­
dependent School Boards, technicians who provide ser­
vices to pools, architects and engineers, the state 
Building Code Commissioner, as well as OSHA represen­
tatives. Choquette continued that the law requires the 
Department to issue a construction permit for a new 
pool or major reconstruction. He considered well­
qualified inspectors as very important to a good state 
program. Approximately 15 out of 30 people spoke at 
the November 29 hearing. The rules provide for two 
levels of training for lifeguards: full-fledged certi­
fied and shallow water training. 

Choquette discussed chlorination and testing, handrails 
on diving boards, use of competitive diving boards and 
diving well depths, lifeguard chairs, fencing around 
public pools to protect toddlers, and pool depth markings. 
He indicated that Red Cross standards would be followed 
for lifeguard training. However, at the request of the 
YMCA, they will compare the two standards. Schrader 
took the Chair. 

Choquette indicated that revision of·the rules will be 
needed with respect to ventilation for chlorine pro­
tection. He mentioned the danger factor since cholrine 
is heavier than air and hangs low. He c9ntinued that 
the Department would place emphasis on.how to operate 
air packets which would be available at all pools for 
the protection of employees. They will monitor the 
inspection process. Choquette stated that fee schedules 
for water slides and water parks would be clarified. 

In conclusion, Choquette stressed the importance of a 
pool filter system, water temperature control and waste 
disposal. Clark suggested elimination of duplicate 
language and usc of references to shorten the rules. 
She cited identical tables in 15.4(5) and 15.5(13) as 
examples. She also recommended substituting "The" for 
11 Said" before "28E Agreements" in 15.12. Tieden ques­
tioned age of children who must be accompanied by an 
adult in a poo~--15.4(7)~. Choquette agreed that the 
provision should be clarified as to specific age. 
Tieden asked about training costs for pool managers. 
Choquette quoted $300 initially and $20 to $30 for 
biennial refresher courses. 
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In response to Schrader, Choquette stated that they had 
very few comments on rules for spas. Choquette cited 
safety factor for young children in location of spa 
from the pool--23.5(3)d. Clark questioned use of 
"enforce spas" in 23.7-: There was discussion of the 
fact that many communities do not have ordinanaces on 
governing backyard pools where most drownings occur. 
Clark reiterated her request for condensing the rules 
to remove ~uplication. No formal action taken. 

Pavich in the Chair. No questions re Chapter 110 or 
1.2. 

Guely and Christie presented the final version of 11.40. 
The rule establishes the notification procedure wherein 
a physician or the Health Department may directly con­
tact an identifiable third party who is a sexual partner 
or who shares intravenous equipment with a person who has 
tested positive for the human immunodeficiency virus. 

Schrader spoke in support of the changes and thought 
the rule "reflected well on the legislation." He sug­
gested an additional improvement would be to require 
the notification of an infected individual when a doctor 
intends to notify a third party. If a direct contact 
cannot be made, then a five-day-waiting period should 
exist. Guely was amenable to Schrader's request and 
there was no Committee opposition to an emergency amend­
ment. 

According to Guely, a public hearing on Chapter 22 
resulted in a number of comments for clarification 
purposes. Clark questioned language in 22.5(6) and 
was advised that tattoo artists had recommended it. 

51.14 et al. No questions were posed re 51.14, 51.30, 76.4 et al., 
101.7(1) and 131.1-131.7 et al. 

HEALTH DATA The Commi~sion was represented by Pierce Wilson who ex­
COMMISSION plained Filed amendments to uniform hospital billing 

form, submission of data, 5.5, 5.5(1), 5.5(6) and 

LIVESTOCK 
HEALTH 
ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

6.3(6) published as ARC 437A, 11/29/89 IAB. Wilson said 
that the Task Force which makes recommendations regarding 
the implementation of the severity and outcome systems 
has recommended that the Commission delay implementa­
tion until July 1, 1990, so emergency rules will be 
adopted this week. 

Mark Truesdell, Attorney, represented the Advisory 
Council for adopted recommendation for fiscal year 1989-
1990, being Chapter 1, published as ARC 349A, 11/01/89 
IAB. The recommendation is for allocating a $300,000 
standing appropriation among various livestock disease 
research projects at the Iowa State University College 
of Veterinary Medicine. Truesdell reviewed extensive 
changes from the Noticed version, including funding of 
two new projects: 
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Johne's disease, $30,000, and dairy reproductive research, 
$11,535. Priebe voiced opposition to major changes from 
the Notice, which precluded public input. Truesdell ex­
plained the procedure followed by the Council which is 
a volunteer group and indicated he would advise them 
to revise their meeting dates and review process. 

Schrader supported Truesdell's idea. Another alternative 
would be to have Committee staff communicate with the 
Council. Schrader also supported Priebe's position and 
moved to object to 521--Chapter 1 on the grounds that 
there was inadequate public participation to the major 
changes. Tieden seconded the motion. Carried. The 
following language was prepared by Royce: 

At its December 6th meeting the committee voted to object to the 
procedure used to adopt ARC 349A. It was the opinion of the 
committee that the procedure was beyond the authority of the Council 
in that the adopted version of the rule was radically different from 
the original notice of intended action. This rule appears in XII IAB 
9 (11-01-89) and is codified as 521 IAC rule 1.1. 

The committee notes that two new funding programs were added to 
the adopted rule, with over $41,000 dollars of funding dedicated to 
them. Funding for the remaining programs was reduced to obtain this 
funding. It is the opinion of the committee that the text of an 
adopted rule must be within the scope of the notice of intended 
action, as measured by the following three factors: 

1) THE EXTENT TO WHICH AN INDIVIDUAL CONCERNED WITH THE 
ADOPTED RULE SHOULD HAVE UNDERSTOOD THAT THE PROPOSED RULE COULD 
HAVE AFFECTED THEIR INTERESTS. 

2) THE EXTENT TO WHICH THE SUBJECT HATTER OR ISSUES INVOLVED 
Itl THE ADOPTED RULE DIFFERED FROM THOSE OF THE PROPOSED RULE. 
AND, 

3) THE EXTENT TO WHICH THE EFFECTS OF THE ADOPTED RULE 
DIFFERED FROM THE EFFECTS THAT WOULD HAVE OCCURRED IF THE 
PROPOSED RULE HAD BEEN ADOPTED. 

The committee believes that ARC 349A exceeds each af these criterid 
.n that the adopted rule contnined two new progr3ms not even 

published in the notice and the funding levels-speci~i~d in the 
notice were significantly reduced in the adopted rule. 

Martha Crist, on behalf of the Narcotics Enforcement 
Council, explained the following rules and there were 
no recommendations: 

tlrJCaniz.:tliun and OJICrution. unifurm rules, chs 1 to li. t:h~~~ A IU' :u; I A.......... . . • • • . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II/ I i~!l 

The following persons were in attendance for rules of 
the Transportation Department: Dennis Ehlert, Al 
Chrystal, Julie Fitzgerald, Dwight Stevens and Neil 
Volmer. The agenda follows. 

Vo•hid•• ro•l(holruliun nn•l•·••rtirit·nlr.nr Lith•. -11111.:11 12)"h"nn•l"o•." ·11111.:1{ 1:11. ·11111..1, ·lllll..t(:!l. ·11111.·1 1(21"cl"t:!l. 
-itiiiJolllll"l•," Film I A ICC! !JGIIA .•.•..•........••..•..•.........•....•.•.•.....•• · · • · •.. · · · • · · · · · · · · · · · · · · .. · · · · · · · II, L K\1 

l·:~~~•mlmlnir rcL•t·virc.itii·mimll iml•ruvenwnll•rn~tTnm, 711i.7tM. ~'ih:!~ A IU! !IHIIA ...•...•...•.........•................ Jlilfi:'lt\1 
l'uhlic records uml fair inrormatinn praclil'M! cnntt.ostrd cn!lcll: pr01~urmncni nr cttuipmcnt, malcrial11, SIIPI•Ii~ 

and t~ervirrll, oi.lll)"a." 4.U4Y'b," 13.3(!J), 13.7(2), J:t7t9), 20.:l(4), 20..1(6)"c," 20.8(1)"a," "c." "e," 
"f" FiledAilC4:JOA •...•.••..•..•.•••.....•..•..•....•.•••.....•..••.•..•..••.•..•.......•...•..••.....•.•..... llt29'89 

~il(ninl{miiilUnl.l:lll.l,t:IO.I(2), Filed AllC:4:J:JA ................................................................... 11:2!11N!l 
\'t•hil'ln r•·llh•lrntiun nnd ~··•·lirl•·nlr iif i'lllc, luuulit•nt•tn••l hh•nlirio·llllnn dt•vh•t!,., ·11111.-1 ll:!l"h," ·tllll.lllfil, ·Ill. I lu 

411.7. ·111.11. ·111.111. Jo'!l~·!l Anc: 4:12A .................................. _.... .. . . .. . . . . . .. .. . .. . . . . . . .. ll·!!llt1!1 

Tnw11ur uwtur v•·hu~l" lil'l'IIRI'II, fill:t.I7C I )"•t" 111111 "h." UU2.17121"c.''llt12.171:1): f•!•:!l A IU: ":II A :. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . II :!!1· K!l 
Ut•JJ<IrliiiJC of rnilmncl nccidenls/inridt!UIR, rnilrmulauft!lY stnrulnrdR, I{Uitldull's fur 1111MY t•vuhmtumuf rurnl 

railrnnd·hi~hwny gra•le crus..~inas. hhrhway grade cro:~sinJl Rnrety fund, 802.1, Hill. I. ch R12 implrmt•nluliuns, 
8211.:ti:Jra." NuLi~AUG436~ ... ~:·_·•: .. ·:::""'""'"'"''"''"'"''"""'''"''''''''""'"'''''"''"'' ll/2!ltR!I 

No questions on amendments to Chapter 400, 715.7(5), 
4.1 et al., or 130.1. 
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Ehlert summarized changes from the Notice pertaining 
to parking for the handicapped. He reported that the 
Department has received many calls and letters in op­
position to the new law. [1989 Acts, chapters 27 and 
247] In response to question by Priebe, Ehlert said 

al.that the podiatrists are identified as physicians. 

602.17 

802.1 et al. 

PUBLIC 
DEFENSE 
DEPARTMENT 

E911 Service 
Special 

Ehlert offered to refer Clark's suggestion for painting 
the handicapped signs to the Department of Public Safety. 
No Committee action. 

Chrystal stated that amendments to rule 602.17 would 
implement 1989 Acts, chapter 266, in defining "hardship" 
with respect to obtaining a minor's school license 
without completion of driver education training. 
Chrystal discussed 602.17(3)b addressing the required 
affidavit to be signed by the school superintendent or 
school board president. No questions re 802.1 et al. 

Ellen Gordon, Director, David Miller, and Christie Sease, 
Assistant Attorney General, appeared for the following: 

luwn l'llll!ri(I!IWY re!IIIOIINf' l'fllllllliN!liun, ch!l 11111 10:1, rl!:~dncllilill--dl!l lcllt tn IU:l, Nt!.!i£!l AIU: :JUliA .•......••.......... 11/l!i;R!I 

There was brief discussion of 650--Chapters 100 to 103 
which will be transferred to agency number 601 to comply 
with government reorganization. 

Chairman Priebe announced a special review of rules on 
Enhanced 911 Telephone Systems, being 601--Chapter 10. 
Ken Hartman, President, Hartman and Associates, Boone, 
appeared before the Committee with complaints that the 
Department of· Public Defense was establishing rules re­
garding 911 outside the rule-making process. He men­
tioned correspondenqe with Royce, David Miller, the 
State 91l.Manager, and the office of Attorney General. 
Hartman disagreed with new surcharge agreements for 
overlapped areas. He urged the Committee to require 
uniform application of the rules to avoid 11 preferential" 
treatment of some segment. Hartman contended that 
counties had met the requirements for implementation 
of the surcharge as provided in Code chapter 477B and 
section 601.10(4)2. Gorqon, for the record, said that 
the Department had shown no preferential treatment. 

Schrader interjected that since this item of business 
was not on the published agenda, he would withhold any 
comment. It seemed obvious to him that Mr. Hartman was 
asking the Committee to put pressure on the agency. He 
resented the fact that Hartman's letter was directed to 
the Legal Counsel rather than the Committee. He con­
cluded that interested parties would not be limited to 
those at today's meeting. 

Priebe commented that the special review was a last­
minute request and could be included on the January 
agenda. Schrader asked that, out of fairness, the \.) 
Committee also withhold comments. 
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Sease pointed out that the Department was not provided 
a copy of the letter directed to Royce and they had not 
read it. She continued that the uniform application 
concept was first included in a September 20 memorandum 
sent to all 911 Boards across the state. The Department 
pointed out the difficulties in developing 911 programs 
where the telephone exchanges in particular counties 
overlap county lines. The exchanges also overlap state 
lines as well. Sease continued that there are in excess 
of 168 telephone companies operating in the state. Also, 
there are over 900 telephone exchanges which are not 
developed along uniform lines. In an attempt to get 
911 programs implemented, several counties have submit­
ted plans· to the Department and have held referendums 
to enact a 25-cent surcharge, assuming that their ser­
vice area would follow county boundaries. Since the 
exchanges do not cover county boundaries, in order to 
collect the surcharge, it is necessary for the joint 911 
Board of a particular county to determine how that over­
lapping telephone exchange is going to be handled. Sease 
added that Code chapter 477B and the existing adminis­
trative rules require each joint 911 Board to cooperate 
with boards in neighboring counties to develop their 
service plans. They also require that the service plans 
include a list of the telephone exchanges and the number 
of telephone access lines within each exchange, which 
will be a part of the counties' 911 Plan. The develop­
ment of this plan is a prerequisite to implementation 
of the surcharge. 

The department has requested that the joint boards of 
the counties submit the agreements, letters of under­
standing, or written assurances that the neighboring 
counties have considered these overlapped districts and 
have come to some understanding as to how these districts 
are going to be handled on a practical basis. They see 
no need for counties to execute a "full-blown 28E Agree­
ment" in order to satisfy the requirement. 

Chairman Priebe recommended that Hartman and Department 
representatives appear before the State Government Com­
mittees to resolve differences and effectuate law change, 
if necessary. 

The Department was represented by Michael Coveyou and 
Carroll Bidler who presented the following: 

l'rivnll! invl!lllhculiun nllllttrivnlc! Rl!l:ul'ily bu11inc·Ktt, :!..t(2)"h," 2.•1(2l"j," 2.41:1)''(," 2.·1(:11"~:." 2.·1tf•)"ll'' tu2.·11f•l"c," 
2 r,t:u, 2 fi. 2.!1. 2.11. 2.11(1), 2.12, 2.17, Filed Altc 377A................ .... .. • . .. . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . ... . ... .. .. . . .. . . . 11!1'8!1 

Stnteu( luwa huildin~tcodc, JG.I·IO(I)"t," FITCiJ AllC 37tiA ...........•....•..•• ···················•· 11/1.'8!1 
FnE! MA~shAI;:Syac\A.I Revaew, :·: ..... : · · '"•5:·c.!t~[io)J s-. ~-~l2.l'v'' :x:Ac 

No questions on 2.4(2) et al. or 16.140(1). 

Roy Marshall, State Fire Marshal, was present for special 
review of 661--5.652(10), 5.655(2)~. 

Priebe had heard complaints from schools that the rules 
would place hardship on them. Also, day care providers 
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had expressed concern about impact of the rules. Marshall 
described the issue as one of school fire safety directed 
toward escape windows and location of rooms occupied by 
preschool, kindergarten, and first grade pupils. The rules 
in effect now for new buildings will be applicable to existing ~ 
structures July 1, 1993. Marshall explained that the rules do 

No 
Reps 

not preclude day care in a basement, but if it were conducted 
in a school, the rule would apply. 

Clark cited a situation where a Rockford school was burned 
and classes moved into other buildings, including churches. 
Marshall reiterated that the rule does not go into effect 
until 1993 but existing rules regarding fire safety in schools 
would apply. He agreed to review the Rockford situation. 
Marshall reported that a Notice would be published in the 
12/13/89 IAB [ARC 510A] to define the "level of exist dis­
charge." 
No agency representatives were requested to appear for the 
following: 

HI.INII, IJJ.~I,AHTM gNT FOR '1'111•~11111 
luwa Cude citations ua•datecl, ch11 1. 2. 6 and 9lo Ia. !'Julicc AltC :1!15A ................................................ 11/1!i/89 

1 :EN J<;HA I. Sl·~llVI<!I~S ngpA RTM l·~N'l11Ull 
Anwntl, remunbl!rund trunHfer4litl--cha I tolllu•IU1-·chsl to 11, l~ilc~l AUt: :unA ................................. 11/1li/I:IU 

INSPJ.~(;'fiONS AND APPEALS DEPARTM gN•ll481 I 
Fic·lcl ~nr\'l!Y mlmini!llrntion. fund C!llnhlitdmtrnt illRIK'I'Iinmt. food HcrviC'e C!llahliahrucnt in!llleelinn!l. :lii.:JII). :n.2. 

:12:11'11: f1J!:!l AltC ~17~ ........ : ............................................................................... 11/lfi/H!I 

INSURANCE DIVISION(l9lJ 
C"fiMt.U:Ill't: U.:I'AillM.:N"IliMII"ust~hrrlla" 
Long·term care ins_t~r~I!Ce~ :i9.6fll"d~" Notice A ne 447 A ............................................................. 11/2!1189 

LAW F!NFORCJ.;MgNT ACAIH~MYJ5CII) 
OrJt"anizntion nnd adminislmtion, jailer trnining, 1.1, ch !1, .EU£!1 A UC llH I A .......................... · ............... 11/1 !i/89 

. .. . 

M I~IHCA I. I•; XA MIN I·~ ItS OOA HDitili:ll 
1'11111.11: nt:A&:ru n~:a·ARTlllt:N·ne•rl"lllnl•r•llll" 
l'hysiciun assistants, rescind ch 211, ~!!!~ AltC 37!Jt\ ............................................... · ..... · ..... : ... 11/l!ii8!1 

I'EUSONNF!J, f)Jt;I,AH'fMI~N'llliSII 
Classificulion, :J.l(!i), Filed Emcrg~ A lte 419A ............. : ....• ~ ................ · · · · .. · · · · .• · · · · · · ....... · .... 11/2!1/89 

Sf~CHgTAitY OF STA'l'l~l7~ll . 
F.l~ctiun Currn!4 nnr1 inlllrnl'tirm!4-·(ucsirnilc! dnt•uments, 21.9, !!!:1!£1! AltC :174 A ......... · · · ... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 1111• 89 
Volc>r rcgistrution in slate orriC'es-quurtcrly rcpnrts, 2:1.5. !'JJJ!!!~ AIU: ll84A ...... · .... · · · ... · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ll/16"89 
Jlpnefitcd recrei1ttomillake district clcctionA. 21.10. fj!~ AllC 476A ...............................................•. 11/2!1/8!1 

Ad- The meeting was adjourned at 12:30 p.m. 
journed 
Next The next meeting was scheduled for Thursday and Friday, 
Meeting January 4 and 5, 1990. 

Re~pectfully submitted, 

~¥.:ai!rr 
Assisted by Vivian Haag 

· APPROVED: 

CHAIRMAN 
- 4231 -

v 


