MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING
OF THE
ADMINISTRATIVE RULES REVIEW COMMITTEE

Time of Meeting: Tuesday and Wednesday, October 12 and 13, 1982

Place of Meeting: Senate Committee Room 22 and Committee Room 116,
Statehouse, Des Moines, Iowa.

Members Present: Representative Laverne W. Schroeder, Chairman;
Senator Berl E. Priebe, Vice Chairman; Senators
Edgar Holden and Dale Tieden; Representative Ned
Chiodo. Not present: Representative Betty J. Clark.
Also present: Joseph Royce, Legal Counsel; Brice
Oakley, Rules Coordinator; Phyllis Barry, Deputy
Code Editor, and Vivian Haag, Administrative Assist-

ant.
CONSERVATION The Conservation Commission was represented by
COMMISSION Robert Barratt, Wildlife Superintendent, Stanley

Kuhn, Chief, Administration, and Roy Downing,
Superintendent of Waters,for review of the following:

CONSERVATION COMMISSION{290} )
Pocks. 33.1(1). 22.1(6), 33.3(2). 33.530. 335 ARCI232 . . iiiiinieiininenrernrnrscsecnsacssonsacasasasarssenen: 9/29;42

Pheasant. quail. and gray (Hungariun) purtridge hunting seasons, 103.110103.3 ARC3233..F....ccvvvvenecrnnnn.. /29,82
Land and water conscrvation fund grants-in-aid ior lecal e":mc* :22(.’) "2.3(2) 2. 3(3) 24, 72 5(2). 72.6(3), 72.6(4), -
G2E(5), 127, 723 ARC 2231 %.u MV, oeeneeeuaacnsnanaanessnssnsionrassonsasssossaeecaionssasensssnannssnnene 9/29/82
Waterfow] and coot hunting scasuns, 107.1 to 1974, filed cmereency aftor notice .ARC3231.. . F/GAN . ..0/29/82
WWild turkey spring huating reguiations. 111.1, 11127113 AkC 3235 ... DY e eiierrcacectatonctacestasssonnes 9,29/52
33.3(2) With respect to 33.3(2), Schroeder inquired as to

whether problems had been resolved. Downing reviewed
the controversy and the original proposal which would
encourage more than one family to share a dock, etc.
The rules had been liberalized but Downing suspected
there would always be those who request special
privileges.

There was general discussion of riparian rights and
size of lake front lots which average 25 to 30 feet
in width. No formal action taken.

Tieden was informed that rules for docks along the
- Mississippi River would be ready in approximately
2 months.

chapter 103 In considering hunting season rules, Schroeder

pondered whether the quail population could provide
adequate harvest. Barratt responded the "numbers
were there" but hunters would find a greater chal-
lenge. Priebe argued there were fewer birds.
Priebe and Schroeder preferred that bag and posses-
sion limits be adjusted to coincide with the reduced
population. Barratt emphasized that very few hunters
take the limit.

Priebe voiced opposition to the January 31, 1983
- closing date. He declared January 2 was entirely {
too late for pheasant season to end. He maintained ¥
that more birds are shot on stormy days in January
- 1811 -
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CONSERVATION than during the rest of the season. He reported his con-

COMMISSION
Continued

Objection -
130.1,130.2

Motion Lost

chapter 72

= 72.2(2).

stituency's opposition to length of the pheasant season

which, in their judgment, should be closed in the middle

of December. Schroeder saw the late closing date as "a e
vehicle for obtaining extra funds"” for the Department.

Barratt did not believe that to be true and pointed out

that hunters would buy 1983 licenses anyway.

Priebe moved to place an objection to rules 290--130.1(109)
and 290--130.2(109) on the grounds that the pheasant and
partridge hunting seasons are too long and, therefore, are
unreasonable. Discussion as to ramifications of an ob-
jection.

Barratt defended the seasons which provide "a reasonable
sort of balance." He reasoned the road stock would not
be hurt by this length of season.

Roll call vote on Priebe's motion was 3 no votes by Chiodo,
Holden and Schroeder and two ayes by Tieden and Priebe.
Motion lost.

Kuhn explained amendments to chapter 72 which provide guide-
lines to entities of local governments to obtain federal

funds through the Commission for outdoor recreation projects.
Currently, according to Kuhn, there are no funds but the rule

is proposed in anticipation that it is possible that a

greatly reduced apportionment might be forthcoming. Plan-

ning requirements are less rigorous--basically local plan- -
ning with public input is required. Hopefully, this ap-

proach will reduce administrative burden.

Chiodo failed to understand how arbitrary ceilings could be
imposed on population groups. He considered the rules to
be unfair to heavily populated areas. He opposed penalty
points for active projects--72.6(3)"b". Chiodo concluded,
"There is a one-man, one-vote principle in this state and
this principle applies to dollars, too." He strongly op-
posed rules that continually "skew things toward smaller
population centers.,"

Kuhn's cogent argument was that the rules referred to by
Chiodo were not before the Committee. However, he admitted
Chiodo made some valid points. Kuhn added that the other
side of the issue is the concern on the part of smaller
cities that the clout of larger cities will preclude them
from any funding. The intent of this is an attempt to
simplify funding of smaller projects if and when money
becomes available. Xuhn could not provide Chiodo with in-
formation as to how many projects were active in the central
part of the state. Schroeder requested Kuhn to compile a
list of projects and amounts involved for cities and counties
over the last 3 years. Kuhn concurred.

Tieden was informed that $4 million was the amount of the
last grant. Tieden questioned criteria for the local share
of the annual apportionment--72.2(2).

- 1812 =
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CONSERVATION Kuhn agreed to consider Chiodo's suggestion that a ceiling

COMMISSION
Continued

72.3(2)
chapter. 107

107.4

Objection
107.1(109)

for population should reflect equality for every person
as much as possible. )

Holden took the position there should be an explicit defi-
nition of "entity" in 72.3(2).

In re amendments to chapter 107, Tieden called attention to
a newspaper report which indicated the field biologist for
the Department had recommended October 16 as the beginning
date for one of the duck hunting seasons, but the Commission
ignored the recommendation and adopted the October 23 date.
It was noted the rules had been filed emergency.

The ARRC.members compared the Noticed language with the
adopted version and noted that the Notice did not include
dates. According to Barratt, Director Wilson concurred with

- the 1l6th but, because of comments received, the date was

changed to October 23.

Oakley inquired if there had been comments with regard to
closed areas. Barratt stated there had been none with re-
spect to 107.4. Oakley called attention to the nebulous
language in the Notice and Barratt replied that changes
were made to answer complaints that hunters were shooting
into wildlife areas from the road. Most hunters concurred
with amendment to 107.4. :

Tieden moved an objection to 290--107.1(109) based on the
fact that the Conservation Commission did not adhere to
recommendations of their biologist and the rule is un-
reasonable.

Royce advised that the objection would have the effect ofre-
versing the burden of proof on this rule if it is challenged
in court. He added that it would no longer have a presump-
tion of validity as is accorded to most rules and the Com-
mission would have to affirmatively prove that it was valid--
indeed, a reasonable decision on the part of the Conservation
Commission to overrule the biologist. It makes it somewhat
more difficult to uphold the validity in court. Royce con-
cluded, until such time the rule is successfully challenged
in court, it remains valid. The Commission would be liable-
for court costs and attorney's fees if they were to lose

"in a court action. Barratt asked what would most likely

be challengad and Royce indicated the dates which were set.

Holden recognized the problem confronted by the Commission
of setting the various seasons under the normal rulemaking
process. The following objection was drafted by Royce:

The committee objects to the promulgation of ARC 3231, by the
. conservat-
z::gcggml's‘g:n. og1the_rﬁrounds that the period establishgd for duck hun-
sonable. These provisions were emer -
tice and appear in V IAB 7 (9-29-82). gency adopted after no

It s the opinion of the committee tha.t the creation cf
i a 23 October to
6 December duck season was unreasonable, especially in 1ight of opinions
by conservation biologists that the season should run one week earlier,
These opinions were proved correct when unusual climatic conditions have

apparently encoureged ducks to migrat
fon 1s codified as 290 IAC rule 1%;3.19: sarifer then expected. This provis-
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CONSERVATION After general discussion, question was called. Priebe re-
COMMISSION quested a roll call vote which showed 5 ayes by Chiodo,
Continued Tieden, Priebe, Holden and Schroeder. Motion carried. &/
Objection f '
Barratt informed the Committee there was little change in
ch 111 chapter 111. The turkey population was reviewed. Priebe
was informed that it was close to normal in socuthern Iowa.
Barratt reported there was an excellent hatch in NE Iowa--
approximately 800 turkeys were taken last season--success
rate was about 25 percent. It was Priebe's understanding
there had been an overkill of adult hens. Barratt admitted
that was true. Zones for turkey hunting were reviewed and
Barratt agreed to provide zone maps later in the day.

AUDITOR OF John Pringle, Director, Financial Institution Divisions,
STATE appeared on behalf of the Auditor of State for review of:
* AUDITOR OF STATE[130]
Incorporation and vrganization, 22, 25,2.6.28 ARC3246... {2/ evncsetocecressnasne 9/29/82
Savings liability, mutual deposits. 3. l 1. 12). 42(2) ARC3247.. Y 2 A PP 9/25/82
Conversion from mutual to capital stock ownersmp ch 6, filed emergency after notice ARC3219 .. FEAY.....c.c.o... 9/1|5182
chapter 2 Pringle's overview revealed that amendments to chapter 2

coincide with legislative changes. The supervisor now ap-
proves all types of incorporation and coversions, etc. Pre-
viously, the executive council made approvals for newly in-
corporated associations. Pringle did not envision problems
with the rules which deal specifically with branching.
Pringle agreed to make gender changes before the rules are
chapters 3 & filed. He continued that amendments to chapters 3 and 4 .
4 were designed to update language concerning savings acco&nts -’
) to conform with Federal Home Loan Bank Board. He noted that
bonus accounts have not been issued for many years.

3.1(6) Schroeder raised question that 3.1(6) might exceed legis-
lative intent. Chiodo concurred. Schroeder was curious if
there had been requests to create new Savings and Loans and
Pringle replied in the negative.

Royce was directed to research the Banking Department rules
to learn if there were restrictions. Schroeder preferred
a tightening of the rule without imposing undue constraint
on S & L's. Pringle had received no response with respect
to the hearing at this time.

chapter 6 Pringle informed the Committee that the rule was needed
to address an existing situation where a Savings and Loan
institution would not survive unless they can convert to
capital stock. New capital will be placed into the system
whereas a merger would not do that. He was aware of two
other S & L's which might need the rule, also. The associa-
tion in question is aggressive and confers a benefit to the -
community, according to Pringle.

In response to Schroeder's question as to its worch, Pringle
reported it was $75 million. He called attentlon to changes
in 6.2(6), - which now deflne "supervisory case. j

General discussion of the Department's authority to work with
- 1814 -
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AUDITOR
OF STATE
Continued

6.7(3)

Committee
Business

ch 17a

Motion

10-12-82
a Savings and Loan institution which might be in a precarious
financial position. Pringle referred to Code §534.46. He em-
phasized he was not interested in promoting this rule for every
S & L in trouble--the other alternative would be the merger route.
He pointed out the change in 6.7(3), second sentence, as re-
quested by Chiodo.

No formal action.

Chairman Schroeder called for general review of chapter 17A.
Holden recalled that, from time to time, the ARRC has considered
whether changes should be made in chapter 17A. He thought it
might be helpful if they, as a Committee, could make a recom-
mendation as opposed to another legislative committee which would
not have broad support. In Schroeder's opinion, ARRC should have
the same rights as standing Committees of the legislature.

Royce advised that the ARRC is a statutory creature whose power
is to review rules--the authority to introduce bills is not ad-
dressed in the law. Royce opined the house and senate could
accomplish that.

Shroeder took the position the ARRC should have a better mech-
anism for slowing down the process as well as allowing the
Governor a longer time in which to veto a rule. Discussion

of Governor's veto. Royte reasoned there should be a minimum

of one year's time and perhaps, there should be no time limit
and extend this to all rules. In addition, the Committee's
power to object to a rule should not be limited, in his judgment.
Chiodo concurred.

Tieden recalled his frustration during the morning review of
Conservation rules where the Committee was placed in the posi-
tion of voting a somewhat meaningless objection. In his opin-
ion, it was highly unlikely that the objectionable rule would
ever be challenged in court. '

Schroeder favored seeking legislative standing committee status.
He presumed that as the Rules Committee, they would probably
function under their own set of rules which would provide bi-
partisan agreement before legislation could be passed out of Com-
mittee to the General Assembly. Royce observed that if the
Committee had that power, the 45-day delay option would not be
needed. General discussion.

Holden expressed interest in a joint meeting of leadership and
the ARRC to discuss the issues. Priebe felt it would be im-
portant for the ARRC to introduce bills as a Committee of the
Whole, requiring 4 out of 6 votes to bring out bills. The Com-
mittee would decide from which House the bill would originate.
Schroeder concurred with Holden's recommendation to approach

the Legislative Council. Tieden announced that he is now a
rember of that body. After further discussion, the Committee
agreed to seek agenda time for Thursday's meeting of the Council.

Priebe moved that Schroeder, Tieden, Chiodo and Royce be author-

ized to appear before fhi Legislative Council Thursday, October
..85..



10-12-82
COMMITTEE 14, if possible. After further discussion, Chairman Schroeder
BUSINESS restated the motion which was to authorize three committee
Continued members to appear before the Legislative Council concerning| :
17A statutory changes; to grant the ARRC standing committee ~’/
status in order to introduce legislation and to determine from
which house it would be introduced. Further, to address the
time frame for the Governor's veto of the rules.

Vote Motion carried.

The Committee requested Royce to prepare a synopsis of the 1982
revision of the Model Administrative Procedures Act.

Recess The committee was recessed at 11:45 a.m. to be reconvened aL
1:30 p.m.

Reconvened Committee was reconvened at 1:45 p.m. with Chairman Schroeder
in the Chair.

INSURANCE Craig Goettsch, Superintendent, and R. Cheryl Friedman, Attorney,

DEPT. Securities Division, appeared for review of rules pertaining to
the Iowa business opportunity sales Act, belng chapter 55, ARC
3244, filed, IAB 9/29/82.

ch 55 Friedman informed the ARRC that the ‘Department had received ap-
proximately 200 applications and 30 or 40 are pending. Four
or five have been registered and the remainder have been exempted.
Goettsch reviewed the purpose of the Act, which is intended to
curtail illegal business operations in Iowa. -’

Goettsch, responding to Schroeder, said the Department does not
handle investigatory matters--they deal with registration or
exemptions. Violations must be reported to the Attorney General.
Schroeder was interested in knowing at what point the referral

is made to the AG. Goettsch.replied the decision as to legallty
is made within the Insurance Department.

Holden observed that a large number of changes were made after
the Notice but Friedman assured him there were only 2 substan-
tive changes. These were requested by ARRC.

55.4 (2) In response to Schroeder's question on 55.4(2), Friedman stated
that the law allows the Department to assess applicants in order
to defray administrative expenses and they determined that $25. 00-
was reasonable for the time and paperwork involved. The statute
does authorize a $200 registration fee. Schroeder envisioned
problems.

Goettsch sald most requests come from legal counselors whom he
doubted would oppose the $25 fee. .Goettsch emphasized that it
is clearly understood the Department does not act as an attorney.
Royce pointed out the agency cannot prosecute.

Department officials were not opposed to reconsidering thelr -/
position if problems develop. No formal actlon taken.

- 1816 -
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Carl Castelda, Deputy Director, Cynthia Eisenhaur, and Don
Cooper, Director, Income Tax Division, were present on behalf
of Revenue Department for review of the following:

REVENUE DEPARTMENT{730] . . o2
Texable status of real estate contract sule transactions, 792(7) ARC 3249 .. .GX’. ...................................... 0

Practice and procedure, contested case. reearing. 7.17(5), 720 ARCI248 ... it iiiitizscnccienes 9/29/82
lrgigvildual income tax. exiension ¢f ume jor filing returns. payment. 39.2(2), 39..5(3) ARC 3314 " AU eesasssscres 9/15/82
JIndividual and corporation incoine tax and franchise tax, 39.5(3). 39.6, 39.7, 0.6, 0.2, 40.10(3), 40.11, - .
40.14, 40.17(3), 41.5(3), 13.3, $3.4. 52.5, 33.2(3y°b", 1.7, 53.8, 5‘”3.5. 59.2(3). 59.7 ARC3:13 . P AR, gﬁg;ié

! Cigarette tax. manufacturer's samples, 82.10 ARC 3216 ..M iciriavrrooceccnns Leeeetiaesistaeaeessiospisereancaraes ]
' 1-Gaw::csof skill. chance, bingo and raffles, 91.4, 91.5(2), 91.6(1), 92.8, 94.8, amended notice. ARC 3217 LA f/. ............. 9/15/82

No questions re 79.2(7), 7.17(5, 7.20. 1In re 39.2 and 39.5(3),
Holden questioned statutory authority. Cooper said more time
for filing, not payment, would be extended to taxpayers.
Castelda confirmed that tax receipts have dropped. He was
willing to provide members with a quarterly analysis.

Castelda continued that amendments published in ARC 3215 re-
flect statutory mandates of 1982 Acts--HF 2171, HF 2747, SF 400,
SF 2180, HF 396, HF 2486 and HF 2479.

Holden referred to 40.9 and questioned meaning of the "alcohol
fuel credit." Castelda thought it was fuel used in making
gasohol. '

Although requirements in 43.3(7)b were not new, Holden was
bothered by the fact that the taxpayer was required to notify
the Department.

Priebe thought the Iowa Revenue Department was notified by
federal authorities whenever the taxable status for an in-
dividual or corporation was changed. Castelda explained the
ex¢hange agreement for audits over certain amounts and declared
that, from a practical standpoint, that audit program was one
of the most cost-effective.

Castelda reviewed the process used by the Department in 43.3(5)
with respect to overpayment credit. He pointed out that the
normal audit time is three years. Castelda commented the De-
partment believed the problems with sample cigarettes was being
resolved. A formal AG's opinion [AGO#82-7-10] reached a dif-
ferent conclusion than that of the informal opinion. Clarify-
ing legislation on the matter would be offered to the next
General Assembly, also. Castelda noted the amended Notice to
gambling rules added proposed changes to rule 91.4. Legislation
is planned to implement technical corrections. Castelda admitted
there are problems with the gambling law and he offered to meet
with any legislative groups relative to the law.

The following agenda was before the Committee:
PLANNING AND PROGRAMMINGI630) : '

Jn-schoo!l ptblic service employment program, 144 ARC 3253. e e teetecneteiinceosensenssnsnsenasasnnceseenas nnes 9/29/82
Puorposeof the agency.ch 1 ARC 3245 ...... ) S PPN 9/29/€2
CETA, complaint procedure. 6.5, filed emerzency after notice ARC3227 . FEAN, . T - e 912955;;
Commuonity development block graat technical assistance program, ch 24  ARC 3229, also filed emerzency ARC 3:!2é N .9;".'3':‘85

Planning and Programming was represented by JoAnn Callison,
Dave Patton, Joe Ellis, Delores Abels-Farmer, Mike Miller and
Jane Horning.

Holden inquired if there were a cduplicative effort with Public
Instruction in regard to rule 14.4. Callison responded that the
- 1817 -
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PLANNING & rule pertains to activities outside school hours. Tieden
PROGRAMMING called attention to the fact that all 99 counties were not
Continued included in 14.4(12). Callison admitted that the program was
not active in all counties but she declared that all 99 counties_,
should have been listed in the rule.

Priebe in the chair. According to Abels-Farmer, Chapter 1

ch 1 dealt with reorganization of the Department since Ed Stanek
became Director. Also, the criminal and juvenile Jjustice
agency was addressed.

Ellis, CETA complaint officer, explained the program will
continue until implementation of the new jobs training pro-
gram. Ellis said some specific changes would be made. Ac-
cording to Ellis, the rules were adopted under emergency pro-
visions for compliance with federal mandate. No opposition
was voiced at the public hearing.

ch 24 General discussion of chapter 24, community development block
grant technical assistance program. No formal action.

Recess Priebe recessed the Committee at 3:00 p.m. to be reconvened
at 3:05 p.m. Committee was reconvened at 3:10 p.m. in Com-
mittee Room 1l16.

HEALTH The following Health Department rules were considered:
DEPARTMENT oA
ALTH DEPARTMENT{470] .
?ﬁiral direcors. uncn:ha!meé bodies and Jicense renewal, 146.1(7), 147.2(3), 147.2(9), 147.98(3). 147.101(4) ARC 3201 Y- 9/15/82
Aedical examiners. fees, 125.102¢1). 125.108(1) ARC2240..... 7 ol e e ol A SO o 9,';2?{32’
" Funeral directors, mandatory Gisciesure. services defined. 147.7. 147.200(3) ARC 3202 . I <N W S 9/ ]o.'bl.;
Barbers, lieznse fees. 160.6(1, 16iL.Li3) ARC 2203........ o A resnns suseeanasensenses Srereeseieiss 2 ?f{sfﬂ:. - -’
. Certificate of need review for HMO. exemptions, 202.4(4) and 202.4(5)  ARC 32355, alep filed arerpensy  ARC 3254 A .E.‘.‘:-;9r'8:’
Cartificate of need. extension of roview time, 202.7(4)  ARC 3257, aifo '_'_]_Q emersoney ARC 3246.. A% S L B 9/29/82
Certificate of need. standards, 202.65) ARC 3239, 2lso fiied emerzensy  ARC 3258 ... o < N S R, 9/29/82
Cosmetology - Special Review — School instructors  149.2(5) ac

Health Department representatives included: Peter Fox, Mark
Wheeler, Hearing Officer and Legal Advisor, P. Carlsen, D.
Ancell, Jeanine' Freeman, Assistant Attorney General, Jim Krusor,
Medical Examiners. Also present: David Hagemeier and Art
Spies, Iowa Hospital Association; Marian Lakken, Cosmetology
Institute; Luella Hubbard, H.A.I.R.; Nancy Welten and Grace

M. West, Cosmetology Board; and Salvador Salgado, president,
Iowa Beauty School.

chapter 147 No questions were posed concerning amendments to chapter 147.

135.102, Krusor explained the rationale for increasing the fee from

135.108 $150 to $250 in 135.102(1) and 135.108(1). The license will
be issued for one year, plus part of a second year.

147 .7 According to Fox, there was some confusion in 147.7 as to who
is reguired to sign the statement of funeral costs so the
Board is clarifying the rule.

Priebe recommended that 147.7 be amended by adding "or his

apprentice" following "director." Fox was amenable. No
questions were posed re 160.6(1). ~
160.6(3) In reviewing 160.6(3), Fox said the barbers are encouraged to

renew their licenses on time. Schroeder indicated he had
- 1818 -
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received complaints about the continuing education programs for
barbers. Freeman, with respect to rules governing Health Main-
tenance Organizations and Certificate of Need, presented the
Health Department's perspective as to why the rules were proposed
at this time.

Royce called attention to the central issue from the standpoint
of ARRC which was the question of statutory authority concerning
the exemption of HMO's. In his opinion, there is a limited
exemption and he contended that could be expanded only through
the statute.

Freeman responded that the Department utilizzd:: rulemaking in
order to maintain federal funding--$600,000. They recognized
the legal issue but cited §135.72 as the Department's authority
to adopt procedural rules and additional criteria.

The Department was cognizant of the argument presented by the

Iowa Hospital Association as to whether the rule was inconsistent
with the Iowa Certificate of Need law. [1982 Acts, ch 1194]
However, Freeman declared "The Health Department is in a real
bind as far as federal funding is concerned" and they wanted to
protect the public. According to Freeman, it was unlikely the
rule would ever be used--certainly, not within the near future.
The Department was willing to seek legislative support in January,
but meanwhile, they "just wanted to preserve funding."

Responding to Tieden, Freeman said the Iowa Hospital Association
had presented comments to the Health Facilities Council. The
public hearing was scheduled for October 20.

Spies spoke to the fact that the Iowa Hospital Association believes
rule changes would be more appropriate after the law change--law
clearly states that HMO's. are subject to rules review. He contended
that all providers of Health Care should be subject to the Certifi-
cate of Need review. '

There was discussion of a possible sunset date of June 30, 1983.
Freeman indicated a willingness to include such a provision in
the rule.

Freeman informed Holden that 202.9(5)--definition of "medically
underserved"--was federal language. No other questions.

At the request of the Committee, Cosmetology officials were present
for special review of subrule 149.2(5) which requires a minimum of

2 instructors for every 30 students enrolled in a cosmetology school.
Tieden apologized for a misunderstanding involving some of his con-
stituents who had planned to attend this meeting. He reported that
a Calmar area school with 15 students opposed the minimum require-
ment as being unnecessarily restrictive.

West introduced Welter who was unaware of communication with the
Calmar School. Welter emphasized that the rule had not been changed--
only clarified. The Board's position was that one instructor could
notadequately manage the operation and instruct students. The pub-
lic must be protected. - 1819 -
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HEALTH Salgado pointed out that Iowa achieved the highest standards in
DEPT. the United States. He referred to student problems of tardiness,
Cont'd absenteeism and responsibility in general. Holden queried, "Is :
Cosme- that the state's responsibility?" \_/:
tology ‘ :

TN

Lakken reasoned the Board has an obligation to ensure that students
receive proper education in cosmetology facilities. After general
discussion, the Committee tentatively agreed to place the subrule
on the December agenda, preferably, afternoon of December 14.

Recess Chairman Schroeder recessed the Committee at 4:45 p.m. to be
reconvened Wednesday, October 13. |

Recon- Chairman Schroeder reconvened the Administrative Rules Review Com-

vened mittee at 9:05 a.m. in Committee Room 22, Statehouse, Des Moines,
Iowa. Members present: Schroeder, Priebe, Holden, Tieden, Chiodo.
Not present: Clark. Also present: Royce, Oakley, Barry and Haag.

SOCIAL Judith Welp, Rules and Manual Specialist, C. S. Ballinger, Dan
SERVICE Gilbert, Chris Ill, Norma Ryan, M. E. Imlau, Harold Poore, Don
Rassar and Jim Krogman represented the Department of -Social Ser-
vices for review of: :
SOCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT({770]

Jail faeilities, training for perscanel. 15.13(2)ya7(1), 15.11(2)*b". 15.11(3) ARC 3193.. ) S U, 9/15/82

Food szamp program, adminisiraion of, 65.3 ARCB194 ... iiiiiiirrecrererrsorancatsoasassovssacsonsccasansans 9/15/82
Intermediute care facilities, etermining the maximum reimbursement rate. §1.6(16)*b” and “c® ARC 3195 .&.......... 9/15/82

Farnily and §10Up Ga¥ €2re homes, 110.5(1), 1109 ARG S196 - Fovsssesrsesesesroersosras verereceresreencasnssens .0 9/15/82
President’s [ree food program.ch 33 ARC3197..... A eeeeeiiieitrereennsesecrstosssssncessesssessansoncrncs reesasees 9/15/82 i
Medical assistance, transportation to receive medical care, 78.13 ARC 3198 .. . PR 49/15/82 -
Princinles governing reimburscment of providers of miedical and remedial care. 79.1, filed emerpency  ARC 3192 &... 915/82
Principles governing reimimesement of providers of medical and health seevices, 79.1 " ARC 3288, ...V .. eeiieereanns 9/29/32

Child suppurt recovery. setnlf against state and federat income ax refunds, 95.6, 93.6(2). 95.7 ARC 3236, ANoeeresronases 700/82 |
Child suppart recovery, offset unemploynient henefits, 95,8 ARC 3289 L M. ..eiiiaicrocccsectccnes eessescvassacsncsss 9/29/82

Social services block grant, advisory commitices, 1117 ARC 199 .. ..., N eiieetionansressocsassasaas veess 871562

Foster care services, definitions, 1i6.11), 136.1(2), 136.143) ARC 3200 ....... M, . ...... .ee 971582

Foster care services, eligibility. review committees, 136.2, 1264, 136.6(3)  ARC 3237 ’h' .. 9/29/82. C
Foster care, temporary payment system, 137.11(3), filed emerency. ARC 3191 ... I PP coess 9/15/82 . el

15.11 (2) Schroeder and Tieden concurred that 15.11(2)b(4) was someWhéE
unrealistic. However, Royce reported the amendments were viewed
as technical in nature by those who work with jail standards.

65.3 No questions were raised re 65.3.

81.6(16) In re 81.6(1l6), Tieden questioned incentive factor to the 74th
percentile. Welp noted the rule had been initiated several years -
ago when the federal government required the payment standards e
to be reasonably cost-related. The ceiling in place at that time o
was the 74th percentile. She agreed to provide further infor- :
mation after research.

110.5(1l) Discussion of 110.5(1) which sets forth standards to be met by
group day care homes. Responding to Priebe, Welp explained the
registration of the homes is "self-type" with only spot checks
and follow-up on complaints by the Department. Priebe questioned
prohibition of occupancy beyond the second floor in the group
homes. Poore pointed out that the rule coincides with rules of
the fire marshal. There was general discussion. Priebe declared
there are many potential 3-and 4-floor structures which are pre-  \./
cluded by this rule. He requested the Department to reconslder '
and Poore agreed to review the matter with the fire marshal and
make amendments, if possi%%g.
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In re chapter 73, Priebe voiced opposition ;21;22 heggi;gdigfes -
i ro . G
ident's Free Food Program" as being inapp
tributed material containing proposed amendments fochhgpgig cam.C
73 which title would be changed to "Fe@e;al §urp1us 0o e é; N
Welp explained the eligibility - certification process which w

i i ibute food
- simplified so that volunteers could continue to distribut

at the local level. There was general discussion of the sur-
Plus food program.

[ ' ( i Department was pre-
response to Holden, Welp admitted the
iﬁmpiugus in printing’a manual before the rules wereladopted.

In re 78.13(1), Medical Transportat%on Claim{ Sch;ogder qzss;tgned
necessity of paper work for each trip. Ig pls oplglgn, Scoxi

ting the claim once a month would be suff%c1ent an e re

mended that DSS submit an alternate solution.

. hospitals will be reimbursed prospectively
gggiidigéetzQWéip. griebe had prob}ems with use of ?reasonable
cost." Ballinger explained a per diem rate W}ll be in %ffect
for the entire fiscal year. The Depa;tment will use a mar];et1
basket index" based on goods and services purghased by hospltats
and carried from the base year, 1981l. That will set the amoun

to be paid for each Title XIX recipient.

Priebe guestioned "For hospitals where medical assistaQCe fe-
cipients account for fifty-one percent or more of hOSpltal s
total bed days...the hospital and department will negotiate an
appropriate rate...." = Kassar indicated that was federal
language and no hospitals meet that criteria. Holden opined
there would be no long-term effect on state payments and he
was interested in knowing how DSS would contain costs..

Kassar referred to the. supplemental request and noted there
‘were few "lined items" for hospitals. in their Title XIX budget.
He continued the percentage of the base year would dictate the
amount to be spent, taking into consideration caseload, hospital
utiligation, length of stay, etc. Oakley .questioned department
officials regarding the appropriation and funding process.
Kassar maintained the index was more predictable than hospital
costs. He concluded the index would be between 8 and 9 percent.

Kassar informed Oakley that the formula was not based on the
amount of money available now--the supplemental request was
based on their anticipated need for hospital reimbursement.

'The index was based on the percentage of increase anticipated

for this year and next year. Adjustments will not be made.

Holden pointed out two defects. In his opinion, the base may
be faulty and include unreasonable cost, which could encourage
overutilization in order to keep costs up. According to Kassar,
last April the Department addressed this issue by mandating
changes for medical assistance. They mandated that over 100
types of treatment would be performed on an outpatient basis
as opposed to inpatient care. When the length of hospitaliza-
tion exceeds the 50th percentile, controls trigger review by
the Iowa Foundation. :
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;EgiigEs 3;9d§n }nqulred if any allowance was made for unigugi expense
1ch might occur and push costs higher. Kassar indicated th:y

| :O]it' d were Cognizant Of t] p 1 ‘| ! j t -=an
. ) Y ple, addlng d new

Welp noted that, due to the very complicated reimbursement
Medicaid system, the Department rewrote the first part of the
;ule aqd used a chart for methodology. She reported that the
ugéigw;ggiianguagih"Noninstitutional providers are reimbursed
are methodology--other types of i im—
pursed on‘methodology established bgpthe Degggzéggif 3§§1§e§m
inserted in the final version. Welp emphasized the rule do s
not affect the 2% percent reduction. T

Welp informed Holden that 79.1 (2 im i
79.1(2) tlon§ bill. Holden understood(tée rgizgiigzﬁegietgpgzoggla—
Services. He maintained DSS was including product cost in
services apd se;vice should not include the product. Kassar
stated legls%atlon would be sought to change that. Priebe and
Holden qgegtloned statutory authority. Department had requested
an AG opinion which held that the product cost could not be
Exempteu for optometrists. Kassar pointed out pharmacy had
tien ixempted in the }egislation. The Department had requested
e 2% percent reduction. Department officials agreed to supply

COp1es of the AG opinion to Committee members.

ch 95 Re amendments to chapter 95, Ill informed Schroeder that DSS
works with other states when necessary to collect child support
payments.

1.3 Priebe expressed opposition to a 32-member committee in 131.7.

He suggested that legislation should be drafted to reduce the
size of the Advisory Committee.

1361 Welp stated that language which was inadvertently omitted in
136.1(2) would be included in the adopted version. Schrceder
referred to 136.2(5)b and d and voiced the opinion that foster
parents should be allowed to participate. Imlau responded that
under federal law parents' rights are not forfeited. The ulti-
mate goal is to return the child to the parents. Holden concurred
that foster parents should still be involved.

Priebe viewed 136.2(5)a as providing too much authority

to the district administrator. d ERLs
He opined there should be representatives from the Jjudiciary

and he recommended revision of the rule. Imlau defended the
practice proposed by the Department. Oakley spoke in support
of the Department's position.

Welp agreed to review Schroeder's request. No recommendations
re 137.11(3).

Chairman Schroeder rescheduled review of rules of Credit Union,
Blind Commission, Commerce Commission, Housing Finance Authority,
and Department of Transportation had been notified to appear in

the afternoon.
Recess Committee was recessed for five minutes at 10:45 a.m.
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PUBLIC John E. Beamer and Steven F. McDowell appeared on behalf of the
EMPLOYMENT Public Employment Relations Board for review of:
RELATIONS PUBLIC EMPLOYMENT RELATIONS BOARD{6G0] ) :
; BOARD General practice and hearing provedures docunsents 2.13. 2.15(1)°8% ARC 3220 . Aicriviicicencecsonessstosassssscane 9/15/82
\v.} Electians, cortification of results, 3.0(1) ARC 3221 LA o iivrrncerenesronersasseaasassen o eee 9715782
Negotiations and negotiabitity disputes, acceptanee of propased agreement, 64 ARC 2222 (Al vvviiiiereciinnntanenns 9/ 1518?
- Jmpasse procedures, fees of neutrals, 7.2 ANC 3228 ..o /¥ i iiiteiieeieerterseassssossrasscisosssesscsssessossscssssaas 9/15/82

No questions were posed with respect to 2.13, 2.15 and 5.4(1l).
. Discussion of rule 6.4, which was amended to provide more flex-
v ibility for negotiating units. There was lengthy discussion
' of qualifications for the 130 arbitrators--10 of whom are lo-
cated in Iowa. A Master's Degree or doctorate in industrial
relations would provide a good background for an arbitrator.
In addition, experience in school finance, economics and money
matters would be helpful. The ability to remain neutral was
probably the most important prerequisite.

According to Beamer, the agency had made a concerted effort to
encourage Iowans into the continuing education program for ar-
bitrators. Schroeder asked Beamer to provide him with a copy
of the necessary qualifications.

Priebe thought length of day should be defined. Beamer pre-
ferred to omit that because of the possibility of a hourly
charge after 8 hours. He concluded that entering the field

of arbitration was a step-by-step process of education, con-
ditioning, training and experience. The process used in random
selection of arbitrators was reviewed.

&’ Tieden inquired if school boards were well aware that PERBoard
provided arbitration service. Beamer said they were encouraging
smaller communities to utilize their office. Parties are billed,
costs are split and receipts are forwarded to the comptroller.

' PHARMACY Norman Johnson was present for review of the following agenda:
PHARMACY EXAMINERS, BOARD OF([620]

Minimum standavds for evaluatiry practical experience, 3.3(2), 3.5(2)*b” and “c® ARC 3241, F . eeriineiiiinnens 9/29/82
Continuing education program attendance, G.8(1) ARC 3242 ..... o evoosrevsacasnssacasscnsnstassscssstessrsransasons 9/29,32
Medical assistance Act participation, 6.10. filed emergency ARC3210 r... M. 5. E L. uuuenun., eceesensesssenanronns 9/15/82 -

No substantive questions or comments.

EMPLOYMENT Joseph Bervid and Paul Moran represented Job Service for review of:

SECURITY EMPLOYMENT SECURITY{370)
(JOb Employers, temporary emergency tax for 1€83. 3.40(7) ARC 3208 ..... B e eieenetiresantansstecesasnacnanansossnnns 9/15,52
. Ciaims and bencfits, unemployed parents. child support intercept, 4.41,4.42,4.59 ARC 3209 ..5 . ccuueccennrnnennnenns 9/15/82
service ) Federal suppl tal pensation program, 4.50, filed emeruency ARC 3250 Y = NSO 9/29/32

No changes had been made in the filed rules since they were be-
fore the Committee under Notice. According to Bervid, subrule
4.50(5) would terminate on April 2, 1983. However, there was
some indication the federal government might extend the date.

ENVIRON- Bruce Hemming and Ron Kalpa appeared on behalf of Environmental
'MENTAL Quality for review of refuse of solid waste, chapter 39, ARC 3211,
QUALITY Notice, IAB 9/15/82. 1In .response to Schroeder's question as
- to how strict they were with respect to coal residue, Kalpa
said most power plants do not use plant sites for any sort of
long-term storage. There had been a situation where DEQ inter-
- 1823 -
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ENVIRONMENTAL vened to have an ash pile removed from wetlands. Kalpa ex-

QUALITY plained that if ash is designated for road use, it does not
Continued fall within the definition of solid waste. DEQ has worked
with utilities association in developing the rules. Schroeder
asked that DEQ officials call Pottawattamie County Engineer s

to ensure the rule would not create problems for them with
respect to £ill base.

Kalpa pointed out if they stay within these engineering limits,
they can do so without DEQ review before the fact and they can

apply for a variance. Schroeder suggested that DEQ consider
changing "ton" to "3000 lbs."

No formal action.

PUBLIC SAFETY Wilbur Johnson, State Fire Marshal, Peter Adler and Jen
Worthington appeared on behalf of the Department of Public
Safety. Also present: Don Hauser, Iowa Manufacturers Assn.
The following was before the Committee:

PUBLIC SAFETY DEPARTMENTIES0]
Fire ezcapes and exits, 5.50 ta 5.65, 5.100 10 5.105 ARC 3243 ... " =T ol 100 r L SRR L ) S 8 9/29/82

Johnson pointed out Iowa Code Chapter 103 re exits and fire
escapes was repealed. [1981 Acts, ch 46, §3] He had attempted
to remove conflicts between the Building Code and the Fire
Code at the request of the legislature.

Johnson suspected that some of the proposed rules might con-

flict with OSHA. He noted the public hearing was scheduled

for October 19. He continued that his objective would be to

work out all conflicts. Johnson called attention to a word —
5.:52(3) that was omitted from 5.52(3), 4th line, "diagonal" should

be inserted before "dimension."

Holden was informed there are 10 inspectors. Royce called
attention to the fact that the Uniform Building Code is not

a statewide code. Johnson stated that adoption of this code
was voluntary. Johnson thought the Fire Marshal's in-
spections should be limited to public buildings but that

would reqguire legislation. Holden envisioned sporadic en-
forcement even if cities were to have a uniform code. Johnson
had been informed some cities would assure inspection but not
enforcement.

Holden called attention to the fact that the State Capitol
would not meet specifications. Johnson agreed but added it
should be "sprinklered." Exits and escapes for the building
have been explored, but the overhanging ledges prohibit their
use. There is a plan designed for a smoke and heat protection
system for the building. He had concern for offices on the
upper floors. The attic is equipped with heat detectors and
security gquards offer some protection.

Johnson declared he would continue to maintain the present
inspection program for nursing homes, hospitals, schools,
child care facilities and complaints. -

Responding to Schroeder's question of meaning of exception 3
5.58 (1) in 5.58(l), Johnson said that 3-story structures would
- 1824 -
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not be required to have stairwell enclosures, if sprinklered.
There could be open atrium, open stairways, etc.

Hauser quoted from Code §100.35 "all buildings or structures

in which persons congregate...whether publicly or privately
owned...." He interpreted that as not being limited to .manu-
facturing. Hauser emphasized IMA would support reasonable rules.
He stressed the manufacturers were well regulated in the em-
ployment safety by OSHA--exemption for manufacturers by the

Fire Marshal would be an appropriate action.

Holden interjected that such an exemption should not be
limited to manufacturing. Johnson reiterated the rules were .
not intended for manufacturing.

Schroeder was of the opinion that 5.65(2)c could create problems
for buildings such as Veterans Auditorium. Johnson referred

to Nepstead and Wilson cases which held there is a liability

on the part of the state.

Chairman Schroeder recessed the Committee at 12:05 p.m. for
lunch. Committee was reconvened at 1:25 p.m.

Betty Minor and Jim Brody appeared on behalf of the Credit
Union Department for review of:
CREDIT UNION DEPARTMENT([295) .

Bylaw amendment votinyg procedure — mailed balint, ch 12 ARC 3212.... ) U RN 9/15/82
Merger voting procedure — mailed ballot, ch 13 ARC 3213 ..... Freeeaenccaccecccannes esseccnctesscecctstscontonanne 9,15/82

Minor reported that chapter 12 was identical to the Noticed

version. She noted a conflict between 13.5(2) and 13.4 (1),

which would be corrected under emergency provisions if the

Committee had no objection. In conclusion, Minor said that

four mergers were pending at this time.

Anthony Cobb was present for review of organization, 1.3,
ARC 3218, Notice, IAB 9/15/82. No questions were raised on
the "housekeeping" amendment. : L

The following agenda was before the Committee:

COMMERCE COM MISSION[250}

Unifurm system:s of accounts — electrie, gas, water, 16.2(9). 15.2(10). 16.3(9). 16.3(10), 16.4(2) ARC3225 .. 5. .oooon.n..n 9/15/82

_ Uniform systems of acccunts - telephone. 15.5(155°3", 16 5(16). 16.5(17). 16.5(18), 16.5(20)"c",
16.5(34), 15.5(28), 16.5{40! 10 16.5(14) ARC 3226 .. foeeuvereccnnee seccccscrcacttacccnenrctnitotccnrcrconroncacnnonns 9/15/82
.Licensed grain dealers, filing of bond. 13.9. filed emergrency ARC3224 ...... Y S 9/15/82
- Certification of gas appliances, ch 26, filed emersency ARC 5187..... LT e eenreotnneacncnnnn e 9/15/82

Ron Polle and Ben Stead, Commerce Counsel, represenied Commerce
Commission. .

In re 13.9, Schroeder had received complaints about inspections
and frequency of same. Polle defnded the emergency adoption

of 13.9 which was intended to conform with the law change.
Priebe was puzzled by the delay in implementation of the rules
since the law became effective in May.

Tieden had received complaints with respect to audit costs
but Priebe pointed out that was the fault of legislation.
- 1825 - '
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No questions were posed with respect to chapter 26.

George Cosson was present for review of:

HOUSING FINANCE AUTHORITY([495) . .
General revenue bond procedures and small business loan program.chs4 and 5 ARC 3207, :
also filed eriergency ARC 3208....000000000eeess N A FE . euervrcaresncccssccrosssoscorssansnnscrconsnosannnne 9/15/32

O

Cosson briefly stated the purpose of the rules which were in-
tended to implement HF 2464, 1982 Acts, Chapter 1173, was to
allow the Authority to provide loans to small businesses. Work-
shops were held in different parts of the state and many com-
ments were received. However, no one appeared at the public
hearing. ‘

In September, the agency succeeded in selling $31 million in -
bonds--$14 million for single-family dwellings and $17.4 million

for apartment projects. Cosson stated that funds were available.
However, there are extremes from one lender to another. He con-
tinued that procedures set out in chapter 4 would also be followed
for loans to group homes for developmentally disabled. Because
loans are revenue bonds of the agency--not general obligation

bonds, the Authority considers underwriting of locans to be a

matter between the lender and borrower. Also, the interest

rates secured are negotiated between the lender and borrower

as are security agreements. Cosson described the revenue bond
concept which involves a bank making a loan for small business
development with some of the paper work passing through the

Housing Authority. The interest rate being paid to the lender

is exempt from federal income tax. The tax equity and fiscal o’
responsibility Act of 1982 will result in the Authority making '
changes in the program. Certain recreational activities will

be restricted. Congress spelled out very clearly that loans

- could not be made for massage parlors, suntan parlors, hot tub

5.10(6)

facilities, etc.

On the right to audit--4.6(220), lst line;-Schroeder recomménded
that "or its designee" be added after "authority." Cosson con-
curred. , _

Royce pointed to one problem that was largely created by the
statute. The Act defines small business but excluded the "prac-
tie¢e of a profession." The Authority had defined "profession"

by listing some, but not all, licensed professions. In Code

Chapter 258A, every profession is listed--Royce wondered if it

‘were legislative intent to exclude them from participation in

this program.

Cosson admitted that was a strong point over which the Authority
had labored at great length. He would welcome further legis-
lative explanation. Cosson noted that when the rules were
adopted, a motion had been made to exclude Barbering and Cos-
metology but it lost on a 5-3 vote. He pointed out that a
subsequent filing provides a sunset of January 25, 1983. The
Authority will definitely make some changes in the rules. <’

Discussion of definition of "good moral character" §nd inherent
problems with the vague term--5.23. No other questions.
- 1826 - ’
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+TRANSPORTATION, DEPARTMENT OF[S20) * .

‘Contested cases, (01.5] 3.1, 3.2, 3.14. 815 ARC 3230 ....... B ieteerennrecactasonsasnstcsnsassrstseasnssnsnssssssnses 9/29/32
Rursl railroad-highway grade crossings. highway-railroad crossing projects{06.Alch 1:[06.Clch3 ARC3204 F.......... 9/15/82
Railroad transportation division, [20.A] ch 1;[10,B) chs 1 to 6; [10,C) chs 1 and 2 ARC 3205 ..... | SR 9/15/82

Department representatives present were R. H. Given, Deputy
Director, Les Holland, Dan Franklin, Neil Volmer, Mike Fitz-
gerald and Stephen W. Roberts, Railroad Finance Authority
attorney.

Priebe questioned need for attorneys to send address changes
to DOT [01,B 3.15]. Fitzgerald was unaware . of any problems.

According to Holland, amendments in ARC 3204 and 3205 were

- intended to update all rules of the Railroad Division to comply
with federal statutes, uniform manuals and for clarification.

The amendments were published under Notice and sent to all
railroads. No adverse comments were received.

'Schroeder asked about ordinances which allow communities to

notify railroads 3 or 4 times and then, proceed to repair a
crossing and assess the railroad. Holland said that procedure
was working quite well. Schroeder consulted with Holland con-
cerning two problems in his area.

Holland called attention to the fact that legislation changed
the branch line assistance program which was reflected in the
rules.  There was discussion concerning the litigation with
respect to railway diesel fuel tax.

In a special review, Tieden reported he had received complaints
from 3 farmers who were stopped from harvesting "hay" grown
adjacent to the highway along their land. Given cited Code
section 317.11 which prevails. However, the Department had
provided Tieden with a copy of their enforcementpolicy. Priebe
interpreted the law as being specific. One problem would be
responsibility under other Code sections to prevent obstructions
on rights of way--chapter 306. :

Tieden maintained there was misunderstanding and lack of uni-
formity in enforcement of the Department's "policy." Royce

took the position that DOT should utilize rulemaking procedure
since the policy statement affects the public. Priebe concurred.
Department officials admitted there was a wide variation of en-
forcement throughout the counties. Given agreed to provide
Priebe a report on expenditures for rights of way. It was
agreed the matter should be studied further.

Priebe moved that the minutes of the September meeting be ap-
proved as submitted. Motion carried.

Discussion of possible amendment to chapter 17A to provide for
staggered terms for Committee members. General agreement--
as the law exists, all terms will expire in 1983.

There was discussion of Senator Holden's plan to attend the
NCSL meeting in Oklahoma City November 17-19. In the event
- 1827 -
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Royce asked and received unanimous consent to purchase a monthly
newsletter with a quarterly master report concerning licensing
matters at a cost of $65 per year.

Royce also informed the Committee of the availability of a more
comprehensive publication priced $500 and entitled "Clearing-

house on Licensure." Schroeder asked that Royce contact
Legislative Service Bureau as to whether or not it was in their

T TTTlibrary. T

No
_ Reps

!

Agency representatives were not requested to appear for any of
the following:

REAL ESTATE COMMISSION{700}

Brokers znd salespersons. branch office, 1.25(2) ARCB251 .. o u.iuieieicoeseeercecorscssssersocsoronsaszosssosensans 9/29/82
Brokers. broker-associates. and salespersons, trust accouny, responsibility, 1.27, 1.27(5), 1.30 ARC3252...F...cc.veeve.e 9/29/82
REGENTS, BOARD OF[720]) ' :
Personnel administration. “days” defined, appeals, duration of eligibility lists, 3.14(27), 2.127, 3.€7(2) ARC 2183..E...... 9/15/82 .
Persor.nel cdmiaistration, project appointment, 3.85 ARC3189....6 i ciniiecricrccrrcccoceccsceceacancses Seeesvosens 9/15/82
Personnel adminisiration, probationary period, 3.00{2), 3.90(4) ARC 3190 .. Frccccrersecsrcoccnnccosncrencorsascrancace 9/15/82

The next meeting was scheduled for November 9 and 10, 1982.

Adjourned Chairman Schroeder adjourned the Committee at 3:30 p.m.

APPROVED:

Respectfully submitted,

CAh U 754/%

Phyllis Barry 17
Assisted by Vivian/Haag

CHAIRMAN

- 1828 -

-’



