
WRCC Minutes- September 18, 2014 
 
Called to order at 9:04 AM by Northey. 
 
Introductions of WRCC and attendees- see checklist and sign-in for attendance- 41 in attendance total.  
 
Opening remarks by Northey- highlighted rededication event at Lake Darling on 9/17. Well-attended. 
Highlighted conservation efforts at watershed level for success.  
 
Nutrient Reduction Strategy Update-  
Matt Lechtenberg gave IDALS update. Information provided on statewide WQI and adoption of those 
practices.  
 
RCPP Application is in development currently- due October 2 to USDA-NRCS. We are working with 
demonstration projects to leverage our funds with federal resources.  
 
We are also part of a 5-state proposal being developed by UMRBA to implement our NRS with focus on 
statewide WQI practices.  
 
Adkins comment- Make sure we are getting information to State Conservationist in order to get support 
letters.  
 
Q: Is funding requested coming from NRCS? A: Yes- Northey gave information on pre-application and full 
applications. Adkins- pre-proposals 600 applications for $2.6B. 250 invited to submit full proposals for 
about $400 million. Information provided on different pools of funding (State, National, CCAs).  
 
Hansen also provided information on the Middle Cedar proposal and the different pools of funding 
being pursued through WQI. 
 
Lechtenberg provided an update on WQI demonstration projects and staffing/ramp-up efforts. Also 
gave information on practices within projects.  
 
Bill Ehm, DNR gave update on point source component of NRS along with Adam Schnieders. A report on 
point source implementation has been distributed. 30 permits have been issued or closed and 9 more 
have been placed on public notice to develop NRS permits. Also updates on two entities that will no 
longer require NPDES permits and thus no nutrient reduction provisions to comply with. 
 
Roger Bruner, DNR, provided information on nitrogen and phosphorus load calculations and modeling 
and progress on those activities. Goal to have update on 2012-13 estimates by end of the year.  
 
Q: on permits. Answer- these permits are doing two years of monitoring. 
 
Question from Osterberg on NRS report and nutrient removal goals of 75% and 66%- what do those 
mean? Answer- for these permits, using baseline technology 66% N reduction and 75% P reduction for 
point sources can be achieved efficiently using biological treatment at the point source.  
 
Q: What percentage of overall 45% is achieved by this? Answer- 16% of P and 4% of N, leaving 29%P and 
41%N for nonpoint to pick up. Clarification on who has these permits and what they are being required 



to do regarding monitoring. Existing technology in larger plants is already removing N & P from 
wastewater in normal treatment processes. More discussion among panel on process by permit holders 
to remove nutrients and to meet goals specified and clarification on who is selected to get these 
permits.  
 
Lawrence gave an ISU update on the NRS. The NRC has announced funding for 10 new projects totaling 
$1.3 million. Project descriptions will be posted online. Types of projects vary and include modeling, 
analysis of trading, ephemeral gullies, remote sensing, tillage and cover crops, stacking practices and the 
impact of that, seed mixes for perennial grasses that control N loss, and others. 3rd Quarter progress 
reports on the first 10 projects are also available online. 
 
Measures committee is working with J Arbuckle to analyze social aspects of farmer knowledge and 
behavior as it relates to conservation and nutrient reduction efforts. Planning to oversample in priority 
watersheds to make sure good information is obtained.  
 
Northey commented on Hypoxia Task Force efforts to develop consistent, uniform measures and 
progress of that for group as a whole and within states. Key challenges are capturing non-subsidized, 
non-structural measures and developing a science-based model for aggregating N & P reduction 
throughout the area.  
 
Q: Can we get a report on the model being used by the Hypoxia Task Force? A: We will send it to the 
Measures Subcommittee. 
 
Lechtenberg discussed the final Nutrient Reduction Strategy Progress Report, which was distributed to 
the WRCC in advance of the meeting. Some comments were received and the draft report is now 
considered final for purposes on reporting progress. Discussion from DNR on point source progress and 
how many projects are in progress. Matt then discussed progress on implementation of practices, 
limitations on data collection, and report that science assessment and available data shows load 
reduction of 1.9 million pounds from cover crops alone. Schnieders discussed challenge of 
estimating/modeling P load reductions. Appendix includes discussion on progress toward 
implementation by Farm Bureau, who provided information during draft phase.  
 
Adkins discussed meeting with us to figure out how to get data from NRCS in order to track progress.  
 
Discussion was held regarding inclusion of appendix data from Farm Bureau. Matt responded that they 
were the only ones to provide information during comment period which was discussed at the last 
WRCC meeting on July 29, 2014. The comment period ran from July 29th until August 22, 2014 and 
included WRCC and WPAC members. Jen Terry, IEC asked about inclusion of WPAC comments submitted 
to measures subcommittee.  
 
Osterberg commented on percentage of acres managed versus number of acres treated. Should we 
mention that as well? Response is that we can acknowledge limitation on overall coverage to provide 
context, but will also frame that context in terms of what data we have versus what is actually being 
done.  
 
Kinman asked that the report include follow-up adoption of management practices. Northey and 
Hansen provided information on current survey efforts. 
 



Comment was made  (by Dan at the table) on challenge of determining true baseline and tracking all of 
management practices that are already in place, particularly what is done without cost-share. Response 
from Osterberg is to put report in greater context.  
Comment by Osterberg that second paragraph of second bullet on page 8 does not have any context. 
Why not include discussion of how much you have spent on conservation from the Rural Life Poll 
conducted by ISU? Would like to see more discussion on what is not being done, not just on what is 
being done.  
 
Final suggestion by Osterberg is to provide context on overall landscape of progress on nutrient 
reduction, discussing measures in context of overall picture.  
 
Osterberg also mentioned discussion of funding and the money that was approved by Legislature but 
vetoed. Progress report should highlight the need for additional resources and help to build the case for 
the Legislature to add more funding. Report should include this. Reply from Bill that our report is about 
what did happen and not so much about what did not happen.  
 
Question from Lorenzen that we show specifically the budget for strategy implementation. What is 
included in that number? Response from Northey about what should we count? Is it just projects or 
internal admin? He referenced a number of $54 million. If we have that number, what is the number 
that we used for it?  
 
Osterberg commented on his report on Bear Creek in Winneshiek County and how that project 
quantified investment by the state and the other partners. Back to context of what the numbers 
indicate.  
 
Northey summarized that the report challenge is that numbers reported are both accurate and inclusive.  
 
Question: What is the outcome of this report? Answer: We will continue to solicit comments on an 
ongoing basis. Anyone will be able to comment through the same site where the Nutrient Reduction 
Strategy is housed. Gillespie commented on our charge to report on accomplishments, not on unmet 
demand. We can show backlogs where appropriate but don’t have a true handle on unmet demand. 
 
Conclusion is that future reports will include more information as it becomes available. Additional 
comments submitted to WPAC will be included in the appendix to the report. Group encouraged to 
participate in providing comments in a timely manner going forward. 
 
Iowa-Cedar River Project Report 
Michael Tarpey and Jason Smith with USACE gave a presentation on a proposal to conduct a study on 
the IA-Cedar Watershed. USACE is seeking a letter of intent for a feasibility study which would lead to a 
cost-sharing agreement to do an Iowa-Cedar feasibility study. 
 
Questions were asked about value added to existing work, how the funding arrangement would work, 
and who makes decisions ultimately.  Discussion was also held on where non-federal funding would 
come from, both in terms of time and money. Finally, who from the state has authorization to provide 
this support? Who can sign a letter of intent and negotiate a scope of work? 
 
We have a handout with a PowerPoint from USACE. 
 



WPAC Update 
Kinman provided the WPAC update. The next WPAC meeting is Friday, September 26th at ICGA in 
Johnston. WQI and WMAs will be talking to the group. 
 
Other Topics 
Sean McMahon introduced himself as director of the new Iowa Ag Water Alliance. It is funded by Corn, 
Pork, and Soybean using check off funds- $200K per year/per group for at least five years. Charge of 
IAWA is to accelerate implementation of INRS statewide. Question from Northey on how IAWA will 
implement. Answer is they will meet with producers and work to access additional funding from 
corporations, foundations, etc. Intent is not to put a lot of staff or their own funding directly into 
practices.  
 
Kraig McPeek with US Fish and Wildlife gave an update on their state and local partnership efforts.  
 
Northey commented that the Hypoxia Task Force will convene in Alton, IL from October 20-22. There is a 
public listening session on October 21. He also provided an update on the change in the task force co-
chair with EPA (Ellen Gilinski). 
 
Application rates on fertilizer were discussed by Delaney. Wondered where the high concentrations are 
coming from this time of year. Would like to see us engage more with producers on optimal application 
rates.  
 
Weber commented that the director of the National Weather Service will be at the Iowa Flood Center 
on October 15-16. More details will be forthcoming.  
 
The next meeting will be held on November 14, 2014 at the Urbandale Public Library, beginning at 9:00 
AM.  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 12:22 PM. 
















































































