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REGULATORY COMPLIANCE 
UPDATE 

CropLife America (CLA), in coordination with the 
American Farm Bureau, has developed an online  
petition to send to EPA letting them know the negative 
effects of their three recent notices in the Federal 
Register related to spray drift.  In the Pesticide      
Registration Notice, EPA proposes adding statements 
such as “do not apply this product in a manner that 
results in spray [or dust] drift that could cause harm or 
adverse effects to people or any other non-target  
organism.”  The environmental activist petition, 
“Petition to Protect Children from Pesticide Drift,” 
would impose unnecessary buffers that would reduce 
cropland available for American agriculture and     
essentially implement an unachievable, “no drift”   
policy.  The third Federal Register Notice addresses 
worker safety precautions by proposing to apply an 
additional factor of 10 when assessing risks to       
agriculture workers and their children. 
 

If you would like to sign the online petition, go to:  
http://www.gopetition.com/online/33776.htmll 

For more information about these issues, go to:  
www.regulations.gov and submit comments on three 
Federal Register Notices.  (Search by docket       
number.) 
 

1. Federal Register Notice entitled “Petition to Protect 
Children from Pesticide Drift,” [74 FR 57168, 
11/4/2009, Docket No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0825].  
Deadline is March 5, 2010.  

2. Federal Register Notice entitled “Draft Guidance 
for Pesticide Registrants on Pesticide Drift       
Labeling,” [74 FR 57166, 11/4/2009, Docket No. 
EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0628].  Deadline is March 5, 
20010. 

3. Federal Register Notice entitled “Revised Risk 
Assessment Methods for Workers, Children of 
Workers in Agricultural Fields, and Pesticides with 
No Food Uses,” [74 FR 65121, 12/9/2009, Docket 
No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-0889].  Deadline is April 
12, 2010. 
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Last year, EPA had indicated that due to a legal    
ruling, they (and the states through delegation) would 
begin regulating greenhouse gases in the same   
manner as they have regulated criteria pollutants (e.g. 
particulate, SO2, NOx, CO, etc). This rule, if passed 
as written and put into place, would define a facility as 
major under both Title V and Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration if it has a CO2e potential to emit of 
25,000 short tons or greater. If you have natural gas 
combustion capacity exceeding 48.7 MMBtu/hr or fuel 
oil capacity exceeding 35.7 MMBtu/hr, you may be 
impacted by this rule. If you are currently minor for 
PSD and/or Title V, this status could change. For  
example, a country grain elevator with dryers        
theoretically could be impacted. 
 

The impact of this proposed rule could have been 
seen as early as March 31, 2010; however, in a letter 
dated February 22, 2010, EPA Administrator Lisa 

Jackson indicated that “no stationary source will be 
required to get a Clean Air Act permit to cover its 
greenhouse gas emissions in calendar year 2010. 
The letter also indicated that “EPA will phase-in permit 
requirements and regulation of greenhouse gases for 
large stationary sources beginning in calendar year 
2010. In the first half of 2011, only those that already 
must apply for Clean Air Act permits as a result of 
their non-greenhouse gas emissions will need to   
address their greenhouse gas emissions in their    
permit applications.” 
 

This will allow industry additional time to review the 
potential impacts and for interested parties to        
encourage the regulators to review and revise the 
requirements. 
 

This article from Thompson Environmental Consult-
ing, Inc can be found at:  http://www.tecenv.com/. 
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Facilities subject to Title V of the Clean Air Act must 
submit their emissions inventories for 2009 to the 
DNR Air Quality Bureau by March 31, 2010. These 
facilities are also required to report their 2009    
greenhouse gas emissions. The IDNR has modified 
their emission inventory forms recently. The revised 
forms can be downloaded from the IDNR web site at:  
www.iowadnr.gov/air/prof/oper/oper.html.  
 

Annual Compliance Certification and the Semi-Annual 
Monitoring Report are due March 31, 2010. All facili-
ties with a final Title V Operating Permit must submit a 

Semi-Annual Monitoring Report by September 30 and 
March 31, and an Annual Compliance Certification by 
March 31, of each year. These reports are the basic, 
minimum reporting requirements under Iowa's Title V 
Operating Permit program. These forms are also 
available on the IDNR web site. A facility can submit 
these reports on their own forms as long as all of the 
required information is included in the document. 
 
This article can be found at:  http://www.tecenv.com/
newsletter_archive.htm.  



����������
���


����������	�


/�������#��*
���
���
�
������
������
����������

8��
���
�

�������������	
�������
��
����������
������

����������������

�������������
���
�
������
�������������

������������������������
���
��
��������������

���������������
�
������������������

����������� �������
�����������
���������

���������������	�����
���
�!�����������������

���!�
�����������

�	�������	�
���������

������"!
�������

�������
�������

���
�����������������
������������������


�	�����������������"
��
�!���"�����
������

����������������	��
�����!���"��������
���
�#��
�!�$��
� ���
%���	��������
����

���������������
������
�!�$��
� ���

8������������
����������
'��������9�

!.�������
�

· &����'�(������	��
)�������������
*������ +��*�
	��,��
-./.��/.+..������"�
-+..�
����������
0���	���1���*������

�
· 2�	
������������

)�������������
*������ +��*�
	��
/.��-./.��/.+..�
�����"�-+..�
�����
����0���	���1���
*������

�
�
�
�
�
�

3������������
������
�!�$��
� ���
�
��
������
����������

�
	��������������

Iowa's roads will crumble under the weight of large 
semitrailer trucks, and emergency stopping distance 
would increase if a bill is approved that would allow 
16,000 more pounds per vehicle, opponents of the 
legislative proposal said Wednesday. 
 

But advocates say opponents are misinformed or 
spreading erroneous information. 
 

The proposal would allow for increasing the maxi-
mum weight for six- and seven-axle vehicles from 
80,000 to as high as 96,000 pounds. The outcome 
would be a redistribution of weight, which would ac-
tually reduce the stress on Iowa's roads, agricultural 
advocates said. 
 

The legislation also requires additional brakes to 
reduce stopping time. Combined with better brakes 
and as many as 18 percent fewer trucks on the road, 
safety would improve, they said. 
 

Iowa already allows up to 96,000 pounds for trucks 
carrying livestock or some construction materials 
such as rock or soil. 
 

"There is a lot of false information going around," 
said Mark Reisinger, the CEO of Agribusiness Asso-
ciation of Iowa, an advocacy group in Des Moines 
that represents more than 1,000 businesses in the 
state. "All this bill is asking for is equality of com-
modities. If it's good for livestock and construction 
companies, why can't the rest of us" have those 
standards? 
 

The bill, House File 2512, passed the House Agricul-
ture Committee on Wednesday. It's a leadership bill 
by House Majority Leader Kevin McCarthy and 
House Republican leader Kraig Paulsen. That 
means it is not subject to a legislative deadline this 
week. 

 

"What difference does it make if it's grain, potatoes 
or onions? We're opposed to it," said Dave Scott, a 
lobbyist for the Iowa Motor Truck Association. "We're 
talking about more weight on roads that are least 
able to handle it." 
 

A study conducted last year for the Soy Transporta-
tion Coalition and the United Soybean Board said 
that adding extra weight, axles and brakes improves 
stopping performance. In addition, the study said 
that having more axles would not increase road or 
bridge stress. 
 

The study highlighted the likelihood that increasing 
the weight would decrease the number of semitrailer 
loads on the road by roughly 2 percent, or 100,000 
trips each year. 
 

At least 10 Midwest states have laws that allow for 
greater weight on roads than Iowa, including Indiana, 
Nebraska and Kansas, according to information pro-
vided by Reisinger. 
 

The House Agriculture Committee approved the bill 
Wednesday without opposition from any members. 
 

Rep. Andrew Wenthe, D-Hawkeye, led committee 
discussion on the bill. He told lawmakers that the bill 
makes sense. 
 

"I wholeheartedly agree," said Rep. Gary Worthan, R
-Storm Lake, in response to Wenthe's comments. 
"This would improve the efficiency of the trucking 
industry in the state of Iowa." 
 

The bill heads to the full House for further considera-
tion. 
 

This article can be found at:   
http://www.desmoinesregister.com/. 
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The Watershed Improvement Review Board recently 
approved five applications totaling more than $1.6 
million in grants to support projects that will improve 
water quality or reduce flooding in the state. 
 

The grant funds will be matched by recipients, who will 
provide approximately $5 million in funding from the 
local communities to support these projects.  As a  
result, $6.6 million will be going to improve priority 
watersheds throughout the state. 
 

“These projects are a partnership between local and 
state organizations that are committed to improving 
water quality or prevent flooding in their watershed,” 
Mark Rosenbury, chair of the Watershed Improvement 
Review Board said.  “Some of these applicants      
leveraged federal program funds to expand the impact 
of their proposal. These projects will address runoff 
and drainage, sedimentation, urban stormwater, flood 
prevention, and a number of other issues that impact 
the state’s waterways.” 

The approved projects have already completed      
watershed assessments that identified critical water 
resource areas and will focus on implementing specific 
water quality improvements.  The projects will start 
after a grant agreement is signed between the appli-
cant and the Watershed Improvement Review Board. 
 

Soil and water conservation districts, public water   
supply utilities, counties, county conservation boards, 
cities, and local watershed improvement committees 
were eligible to apply.  Individual projects could       
request up to $500,000. 
 

The Watershed Improvement Review Board is      
comprised of representatives from agriculture, drinking 
water and wastewater utilities, environmental         
organizations, agribusiness, and the conservation 
community along with two state senators and two state 
representatives. 
 

The approved grants follow here:   
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