
From:                
                         
To:                     BCRCcomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             consolidation of boards and commissions

I am alarmed to see many of the conservation education, local food and farm programs,
organic advisory council, watershed planning and the Leopold Center for Sustainable
Agriculture are recommended to be eliminated.

Iowa has a water quality problem and instead of feeding the world we import most of the food
we actually eat.  In 2010 Iowans passed a constitutional amendment to establish a Natural
Resources and Outdoor Recreation Trust Fund.  After a decade + nothing has changed.  It
appears that the consolidation program is going in the exact opposite direction than what is
good for the environment.
Kay Pence

Date:                 Sun Sep 03 2023 19:49:25 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:

Page 1 of 13



From:               
                        
                         
To:                     BCRCcomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             Boards and Commissions

I wish to speak at the September 6 public meeting.  I would like to address the possible
reorganization and other changes to the Environmental Protection Commission and Natural
Resource Commission.

Date:                 Mon Sep 04 2023 07:47:10 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From:                 
                         
To:                     bcrccomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             September 6 Meeting: Elimination of Watershed Planning Advisory Council

I strongly urge the Committee to retain the WPAC, as Iowa's water quality is a subject
deserving of ample opportunities for discussion and input. The end goal of the governor's
Boards and Commissions Review Committee is to save money and that is fine. But to eliminate
discussion of cancer doesn't make it just go away, and neither will Iowa's water quality problem
if we do away with the WPAC.

Date:                 Tue Sep 05 2023 07:07:37 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From:                
                         
To:                     bcrccomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             WPAC

I strongly urge the Committee to retain the WPAC, as Iowa's water quality is a subject
deserving of ample opportunities for discussion and input. The end goal of the governor's
Boards and Commissions Review Committee is to save money and that is fine. But to eliminate
discussion of cancer doesn't make it just go away, and neither will Iowa's water quality problem
if we do away with the WPAC.

Date:                 Tue Sep 05 2023 07:50:43 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From:                
                         
                         
To:                     BCRCcomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             wednesday hearing

Good afternoon.

I would like to speak to the Board and Committees Review panel at Wednesday's meeting on
behalf of the Iowa Farmers Union.

My contact information is

Please inform me of any additional items you may need for me to register.

Sent from my U.S.Cellular© Smartphone

Date:                 Tue Sep 05 2023 12:13:04 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From:                
                         
To:                     bcrccomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             Fwd: Watershed Planning Advisory Council

I recommend that the Watershed Planning and Advisory Council not be eliminated, as Iowa's
water quality is of critical importance for the health and well-being of Iowans and our
downstream neighbors.  Sincerely, 

Date:                 Tue Sep 05 2023 14:24:55 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From:                
                         
                         
To:                     BCRCComments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             Comment on Reorganize/Other Changes to Natural Resources Commission
and State Advisory Board for Preserves

Boards and Commissions Review Committee,

My knee jerk reaction to the idea of Reorganize/Consolidate/Merge/ Other changes to the
Natural Resources Commission or State Preserves Board is why are we trying to fix something
that has been a great benefit to a state agency and the people of Iowa for many years?

In fact this whole process seems to place any blame on a voluntary commission with interested
Iowa citizens working on these commissions – instead of looking at the state agency that may
be not working with the commission and it members effectively!

I am only speaking for the Natural Resources Commission (IDNRNRC) and the State
Preserves Board (SPB).

Both have been filled with Iowa citizens that have interest in Iowa’s Natural Resources and
they act as a conduit for Ideas from Iowa citizens across the state.  These volunteer
commissioners also act as a mouthpiece for the IDR on the local level.  Not in every case but
they can answer questions or get the correct person to answer questions.

In a simple sense commissioners can act as a buffer for “big government” and the local hunter,
fisher, or naturalist.

Finding #4: Manage core functions of executive branch agencies.  There is nothing in the job
description that says any member of the IDNRNRC or SPB deals with the core function of the
state agency.  If a state agency is depending on volunteers to deal with core functions, then the
state agency is not doing its job.

Finding #2: neither effective nor efficient.  Again this is on the agency NOT the commission.

The more I read the more I am convinced that Iowa bureaucrats are trying to place the blame
on commissions instead of the bureaucrats who need to take on the job of making their
commissions effective.

No doubt we have commissions that are redundant, have long been on the books and do not
have use anymore.  Fix those, not the Natural Resources Commission or the State Preserves

Date:                 Tue Sep 05 2023 21:52:20 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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From:                
                         
To:                     BCRCcomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:                     
                          John Cacciatore
                         <john.cacciatore@policyworksllc.com>; Christopher Rants
                         <christopher.rants@policyworksllc.com>

Subject:             Center for Rural Affairs comment - WPAC

Hello,

Please see attached comment on behalf of the Center for Rural Affairs. We encourage the
Committee to recommend the continuation of the Watershed Planning Advisory Council
(WPAC).

Do not hesitate to reach out with any questions.

Best,

--
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Owner:                   

Filename:               Center for Rural Affairs comment - WPAC.pdf
Last Modified:        Wed Sep 06 12:21:08 CDT 2023
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September 6, 2023

Kraig Paulsen, Chair, Boards and Commissions Review Committee
Members of the Boards and Commissions Review Committee

Re: Center for Rural Affairs supports continuation of Watershed Planning Advisory Council

The Center for Rural Affairs is a private non-profit organization that works to promote
opportunity. Our efforts include working alongside local elected officials to address flooding and
water quality in their communities. We have seen the impact of bringing diverse stakeholders to
the table when it comes to water concerns, and as such, encourage the Committee to recommend
continuation of the Watershed Planning Advisory Council (WPAC).

I. Background

In recent years, the Iowa Legislature has put processes in place to begin addressing the state’s
water challenges. These include adopting the Nutrient Reduction Strategy (NRS) in 2018,
committing funding to the Water Quality Initiative to execute the ambitious goals of the NRS,
and establishing Watershed Management Authorities after historic flooding.

Each of these processes require sustained commitment on the part of stakeholder groups. The
WPAC is one such group. It was established by the Legislature (Iowa Code 466B.31) specifically
to assemble diverse stakeholders to review and make recommendations on protecting water
resources, assuring an adequate water supply, mitigating and preventing floods, and doing so in a
fiscally responsible manner. An important function of WPAC is to make annual
recommendations to the Legislature, Governor, and other key entities.

II. General Comments

Today the council is functioning as intended. Current membership includes state lawmakers, and
representatives from state departments, industry organizations, and nonprofit groups. The council
brings the interests of farmers, drainage districts, rural water associations, local elected officials,
and others to the table to work together toward shared goals.

Meanwhile, Iowa’s water quality and quantity challenges persist. The processes put in place by
the Legislature are ongoing. Many are frustrated by the state of progress and feel more should be
done.

Eliminating the WPAC without objective evidence of improvement in Iowa’s water quality or
ability to withstand severe flood events threatens to make a difficult situation worse. Instead of
eliminating stakeholder groups, the state should be searching for ways to bring more individuals
and institutions into the fold. Solving these challenges will require “all hands on deck,” including
those of WPAC participants.

Center for Rural Affairs comment - WPAC.pdf for Printed Item: 8 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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III. Conclusion

Watershed planning remains a priority for Iowans. The state is in the midst of a sustained effort
to address significant challenges and the process is far from complete. Now is not the time to
limit stakeholder engagement. We encourage you to recommend the continuation of WPAC.

Respectfully,

Center for Rural Affairs comment - WPAC.pdf for Printed Item: 8 ( Attachment 1 of 1)
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From:                
                         
                         
To:                     bcrccomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             Elimination of Watershed Planning Advisory Council

I strongly urge the Committee to retain the WPAC, as Iowa's water quality is a subject
deserving of ample opportunities for discussion and input. The end goal of the governor's
Boards and Commissions Review Committee is to save money and that is understandable, but
this committee serves an important purpose to bridge dialogue between policy-makers and our
citizens. We can eliminate discussion about Iowa's sub-par water quality through the advisory
council and other avenues, but that doesn't make Iowa's water quality problems (i.e. one dozen
plus beaches with water quality advisories alone over the Labor Day weekend) magically
disappear if we do away with the WPAC.

Thank you,

Date:                 Wed Sep 06 2023 17:47:26 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:

Page 13 of 13



From:                
                         
                         
To:                     BCRCcomments@iowa.gov
                         <bcrccomments@iowa.gov>
Cc:

Subject:             Board of Dietetics and the Local Food and Farm Program Council

To whom this may concern,

My name is . I am a registered and licensed dietitian nutritionist, and writing to
let you know that I strongly disagree with the elimination of the Board of Dietetics, our
licensure, and the Local Food and Farm Program Council.

The Board of Dietetics exists to protect Iowa citizens from unethical, harmful nutrition care.
Similar to other healthcare professions, becoming a dietitian involves completing a rigorous,
evidence-based curriculum and supervised internship, passing a qualification exam, and taking
yearly continuing education.

The Local Food and Farm Program Council exist to connect and educate consumers,
producers, and communities for a strong and productive local food system with population
health in mind. How our food is grown, processed, and packaged really does matter.  Our food
choices influence our health, the quality of our environment, jobs in our community, and the
culture and diversity of our society. Keeping our local farmers and producers in business
supports our local economy.  Dollars spent close to home tend to stay close to home. Most of
the food we eat travels an average of 1,500 miles from the farm to our table.  By reducing the
travel distance our food takes, we save energy and reduce carbon dioxide emissions that likely
contribute to global warming.  By buying whole local foods, we also reduce packaging, further
saving energy and resources. And conservation farming practices protect the quality of our
water and soil, while preserving green space for healthy native habitats.
Licensure is particularly important in the context of medical nutrition therapy, which is
specialized nutrition care seen in hospitals, clinics, long-term care, and private practice.
Through MNT, dietitians manage various medical conditions: diabetes, kidney disease,
malnutrition, GI disorders, and nutrition support through feeding tubes or IV; as well as
providing nutritional guidance within the setting of surgeries, drugs or treatments. This is just a
partial list.

Further, the livelihood of many Iowa dietitians depends on their services being reimbursed by
payers who require that healthcare professionals be licensed in order to receive
reimbursement. It is in Iowa law that MNT and therapeutic diets MUST be provided by licensed
and registered dietitians in order to receive insurance payment.

On a national level, the Academy is working to streamline licensure by introducing an interstate

Date:                 Wed Sep 06 2023 18:50:21 CDT
Attachments:

Bcc:
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compact. We strongly support this effort as it would significantly ease the burden of Iowa
dietitians needing to be licensed in multiple states; and, with the increase of telehealth,
broadens the income opportunities of dietitians.The Compact would also support active duty
military and their spouses. We need to retain licensure in order to hold Compact privilege.

My request:

1.    Retain the Iowa Board of Dietetics.

2.    Retain licensure of registered dietitians and dietitian technicians, registered.

3.    Retain the the Local Food and Farm Program Council

Best Wishes,
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September 17, 2023 

 

Boards and Commissions Review Committee 

ATTN: Kraig Paulsen, Chair 

BCRCcomments@iowa.gov 

 

RE: Comments on Recommendations from the Boards and Commissions Review 

Committee 

Dear Members of the Boards and Commissions Review Committee, 

The Iowa Environmental Council (IEC) offers the following comments on the draft 

recommendations of the Boards and Commissions Review Committee (BCRC) published on 

August 29, 2023. These comments represent the views of the Iowa Environmental Council, an 

alliance of more than 100 organizations, at-large board members from business, farming, the 

sciences and education, and over 500 individual members. IEC’s mission is a just healthy 

environment and sustainable future for all Iowans. Our members hike, fish, paddle, swim, and 

recreate in and around wetlands, lakes, rivers, and streams throughout the state.    

The BCRC released draft recommendations to eliminate and/or consolidate 116 of Iowa’s 256 

boards and commissions down to 140. While some boards and commissions may be obsolete, 

many serve an important role in providing public and stakeholder input on government actions 

and policies. Many of the people and organizational representatives serving on the hundreds of 

boards and commissions provide critical insights based on personal and professional expertise. 

Others provide crucial oversight of government actions. Members of the boards and 

commissions are largely willing to serve in volunteer capacities for the benefit of our state. 

 IEC has concerns about the recommendations to change or eliminate several boards & 

commissions. The draft recommendations were vague and did not provide justification for the 

proposed changes or eliminations. Without details about recommended changes or 

consolidations as well as rationale, we cannot support the BCRC’s draft recommendations.  

IEC does not support changes or eliminations to the following boards and commissions without 

appropriate public and stakeholder input, details, and justification: 

Eliminate  

 Advisory Council for Public Outdoor Recreation and Resources   

 Commercial Pesticide Applicator Peer Review Panel   

 Commission on Volunteer Service   

 Conservation Education Program Board  

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/206.23A.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/committees/committee?ga=89&groupID=66&view=redbook
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/committees/committee?ga=89&groupID=169&view=redbook


 Federal Clean Air Act Compliance Advisory Panel  

 Interstate Midwest Energy Commission  

 Leopold Center for Sustainable Agriculture Advisory Board  

 Private Pesticide Applicator Peer Review Panel   

 Public Policy Research Foundation  

 State Building Code Advisory Council  

 Watershed Planning Advisory Council 

 Well Contractors’ Council  

Consolidate/Merge  

 Integrated Roadside Vegetation Management Technical Advisory Committee  

 State Advisory Board for Preserves  

 State Building Code Review Board  

Reorganize/Other Changes  

 Environmental Protection Commission  

 Natural Resource Commission  

 State Soil Conservation and Water Quality Committee  

We have specific comments for several of the boards and commissions. 

Watershed Planning Advisory Council (WPAC) 

IEC has a seat on the Watershed Planning Advisory Council (WPAC), one of the groups 

proposed for elimination. WPAC was established by the Iowa Legislature (§466B.31) to convene 

experts to provide input and recommendations to lawmakers on water resource protection, water 

supply, and flood mitigation and prevention. In recent years, the recommendations from WPAC 

have gone unanswered by state agencies and lawmakers. Its recommendations are not seriously 

considered by lawmakers or the agencies that have the ability to act on them. However, the 

council serves a worthy function. Iowa’s water quality and quantity challenges persist. 

Eliminating WPAC without first providing it the tools and platform to be effective, much less 

objective evidence of water quality improvement, will hinder progress on Iowa’s water issues. 

WPAC’s influence and relationship with decision-makers should be strengthened, not 

eliminated.   

 

Integrated Roadside Vegetation Management Technical Advisory Committee 

The Integrated Roadside Vegetation Management Technical Advisory Committee, also known as 

the Living Roadway Trust Fund Technical Advisory Committee (LRTF TAC), is a specialized 

committee composed of professional experts who volunteer their time to support a safer, 

ecologically sustainable, and economical approach to the management of roadside vegetation 

statewide. With the majority of Iowa’s public lands within road rights-of-way, it is crucial to 

manage these areas with expertise and priority on water quality, weed reduction, and prevention 

of soil erosion. This committee’s benefits far outweigh the economic cost to the state, currently 

https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/455B.150.pdf
https://www.legis.iowa.gov/docs/code/7D.15.pdf
https://talentbank.iowa.gov/board-detail/c645d110-c4b9-49db-9256-6a8c9366d5a3
https://iowaagriculture.gov/water-resources-bureau/watershed-planning-advisory-council
https://www.iowadnr.gov/About-DNR/Boards-Commissions/State-Preserves-Advisory-Board#:~:text=Chapter%20465C%20establishes%20the%20State,and%20management%20of%20state%20preserves.
https://www.iowadnr.gov/About-DNR/Boards-Commissions/Environmental-Protection-EPC
https://www.iowadnr.gov/About-DNR/Boards-Commissions/Natural-Resource-Commission
https://iowaagriculture.gov/dscwq/state-soil-conservation-water-quality-committee
https://iowaagriculture.gov/water-resources-bureau/watershed-planning-advisory-council
https://iowadot.gov/lrtf/Living-Roadway-Trust-Fund/Technical-Advisory-Committee


estimated at a minimal cost of $1,000 a year. Due to the technical work of the committee, it 

should not be consolidated with any other board or commission. 

The LRTF TAC has met twice yearly for 35 years to review LRTF grant applications, discuss the 

statewide integrated roadside vegetation plan, and provide input on research, education, and 

demonstration projects that advance the principles of integrated roadside vegetation 

management. It has allocated $23 million in funds to over 350 Iowa state, county, and city 

entities since 1990, allowing applicants to save money on items such as equipment for managing 

roadsides or projects such as roadside vegetation inventories. LRTF TAC is the only committee 

tasked with administering the Living Roadway Trust Fund, and no other transportation-related 

committee serves the same broad scope of Iowans or addresses roadside vegetation. Currently, 

56 of the 99 counties, 19 cities, and two state entities have filed a Roadside Vegetation 

Management Plan with the Iowa DOT and developed programs in their local areas. These 

numbers have continued to increase since the development of the LRTF in the late 1980s.  

Conservation Education Program Board 

The Conservation Education Program (CEP) Board is made up of representatives from five 

agencies and organizations with expertise in conservation education. The CEP Board meets 

twice each year to determine the recipients of Resource Enhancement and Protection (REAP) 

CEP grants. They review the grant applications and make determinations using a rubric and 

professional judgement. The members volunteer their time, serving an important function that 

would otherwise take Iowa DNR staff time to review and award grants. The CEP was set aside as 

a primary funding priority by the Iowa Legislature when REAP was established in 1989. The 

first $350,000 of REAP is set aside annually for the CEP. It is crucial to maintain strong 

childhood and adult conservation education in Iowa. The CEP Board should not be eliminated. 

We encourage the BCRC to reconsider its recommendations to eliminate or change the boards 

and commissions listed above. BCRC must provide clear rationale and transparency about the 

proposed changes in order to justify them. On behalf of IEC’s members and supporters, we 

appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposal.  

Sincerely, 
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