
Priority Agree? Dis-agree? Best practices identified from 
the local or regional level in 
Iowa, or in other states, that 
should be considered for 
statewide implementation in 
Iowa: 

Outline how 
improvements can be 
made without 
legislative action. 

If legislation is 
needed, would it 
establish new law 
or revise existing 
law? (specify Code 
sections when 
possible) 

How would this 
proposal impact 
Iowans in a 
positive or 
negative way? 

What agencies 
does this 
proposal affect? 

Are there 
interest groups 
or associations 
that support or 
oppose this 
proposal or will 
present similar 
proposals 
themselves? 

Funding 
considerations: 

 
 

   Conduct a cooperative pilot 
project for the evaluation of 
strategies for reducing severe 
scour erosion and sand 
deposition by floodwaters under 
various soils/geology conditions.   
Strategies would include but are 
not limited to levee and road 
modifications, reforestation and 
grassland seeding. 

Local action by SWCDs. 

NRCS through the 
Wetlands Reserve 
Program and FSA 
through the Conservation 
Reserve Program (as well 
as the enhancement 
programs allowed for 
both programs.) 

Flood Risk Management 
Team to facilitate 
coordination of work by 
USACE, NRCS and FSA. 

NA Could provide 
information on 
strategies that 
could be used 
state-wide. 

USACE 

NRCS 

FSA 

DNR 

County 
governments 

County 
conservation 
boards (CCBs) 

Drainage and 
levee districts 

Iowa Flood 
Center 

Iowa Natural 
Heritage 
Foundation 
(support) 

Funds used for 
reforestation or 
permanent 
seeding would 
likely be drawn 
from other 
conservation 
priorities. 

Sources for 
funding of levee 
modifications are 
yet to be 
identified. 

   Reconnect streams and rivers to 
their flood plains and floodways.  
This practice involves the 
modifications of levees, roads, 
channels and diversions. 

This could be done with 
local interagency 
coordination combined 
with the use of state and 
federal conservation and 
transportation programs. 

Legislative changes 
suggested in the next 
column would make this 
work easier. 

Modify Iowa Code 
Chapter 161A for 
easier establishment 
of SWCD watershed 
and flood prevention 
sub-districts and for 
greater property tax 
revenue. 

Modify authority to 
use and set goals for 
use of Road Use Tax 
Funds for these 
purposes. 

Modify Chapters 
161E and 161F for 
easier establishment 
and greater property 
tax revenues for soil 
conservation and 
flood control districts. 

Floodplain land 
values would be 
lowered in some 
locations. 

Some communities 
located in 
floodplains could 
be more exposed 
to flooding. 

Other communities 
could experience 
reduced flood 
damage risks if 
peak flows are 
reduced as a result 
of increased 
temporary 
floodplain storage. 

Increased recharge 
of all alluvial 
aquifers, 
appropriate and 
lower risk land use, 
more sediment and 
nutrients trapped, 
and increased 
wildlife habitat and 
biodiversity. 

County 
governments  

County 
Conservation 
Boards (CCBs)  

SWCDs 

DNR flood plain 
management  

Iowa Flood 
Center 

FEMA (404 & 
406) 

IDED (CDBG) 

CRNS 

NRCS-(EWP & 
WRP) 

FSA (CRP) 

 

INHF 

?? 

Infrastructure 
modification 
would require 
funds for 
planning and 
construction. 
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   Institute requirements to require 
infiltration or detention in both 
rural and urban areas of at least 
the first one inch of rainfall under 
non-saturated soil moisture 
conditions. 

NA New law Primary impacts 
are rural and on 
cropland. 

This would require 
management 
changes on millions 
of cropland acres.  
Some soils could 
be problematic. 

This could reduce 
negative impacts 
from high-
frequency rainfall 
events and have 
ancillary benefits to 
soil quality. 

DNR 

IDALS 

NRCS 

Most crop 
producers not 
already using 
comprehensive 
conservation 
systems will need 
significant 
technical 
assistance to 
comply with this 
requirement. 

?? Funding needs 
are not the 
biggest barrier for 
this action.  
Practices to 
achieve this 
requirement 
would be low cost 
UNLESS land 
use changes are 
needed. 

   Integrate multi-purpose wetlands 
into watersheds with drainage 
districts or larger drainage 
systems.  Systems would be 
retrofitted to enable nutrient 
trapping and treatment; more 
water infiltration and 
evapotranspiration; greater 
retention of run-off; and habitat to 
support biodiversity. 

Action by county boards 
of supervisors with help 
from county engineers, 
county conservation 
boards and soil and water 
conservation districts 
(SWCDs). 

IDALS-DSC with 
assistance from the State 
Soil Conservation 
Committee.  Help for 
coordination, technical 
planning, engineering 
design, use of 
conservation programs, 
and tax incentives; 
watershed planning and 
wetland mitigation.  State 
financial assistance 
leveraged with federal 
conservation funds. 

NRCS through the WRP 
and FSA through the 
CRP (as well as the 
enhancement programs 
allowed for both 
programs.) 

Neither.  This action 
could be 
accomplished 
through a transition of 
alternative drainage 
and CREP budgets to 
support DSC efforts.  
It would also require 
redirection of some 
WRP and CRP funds 
by NRCS and FSA 
respectively. 

 

Costs for 
monitoring and 
planning. 

Water quality 
improvements. 

Potential 
improvements in 
wildlife habitat. 

Individual 
drainage districts 
and county 
governments 

IDALS-DSC 

IDNR 

NRCS 

FSA 

U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife service 

EPA 

 

Support: 

Iowa Drainage 
District 
Association 

Iowa Land 
Improvement 
Association 

IDALS 

Other state and 
federal agencies 
are working with 
IDALS to develop 
pilot projects to 
refine this 
concept. 

 

Could be funding-
neutral for the 
public once any 
research and 
evaluation is 
complete if 
existing wetland 
restoration 
programs are 
redirected for this 
purpose. 

If done as part of 
drainage 
infrastructure 
replacement, 
costs would be 
borne by 
drainage district 
landowners to 
cover required 
mitigation. 
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   Inter-seeding of row crops and 
year-around cover crops to 
preserve /increase soil organic 
matter and water-holding 
capacity. 

This practice could be 
promoted within existing 
authorities. 

If this practice were 
mandated it would 
require new law. 

Most producers are 
unfamiliar with 
cover crops and 
would have to 
adapt to their use. 

Demand for cover 
crop seed would 
likely far outstrip 
supply for a time. 

IDALS-DSC 

DNR 

NRCS 

ISU Extension 

??  

   Drainage Water Management to 
allow for the seasonal retention of 
water in tile drained fields.  This 
practice is most easily adopted in 
very flat landscapes. 

This practice could be 
promoted within existing 
authorities. 

NA This practice could 
reduce nitrate 
losses from fields 
to streams. 

This practice could 
increase peak 
runoff if significant 
rainfall or snowmelt 
occurs while soils 
are still saturated. 

ISU Extension ?? Installation could 
be done as an 
alternative to 
other subsurface 
drainage work. 

   “I-Farm” is a farm resource 
management and business 
planning tool developed at ISU.  I-
Farm could help farmers plan and 
create infiltration systems to 
accommodate one inch rainfalls. 

This tool could be used 
within existing authorities. 

NA The tools could 
benefit farmers by 
helping them make 
better business and 
resource 
management 
decisions. 

ISU Extension 

IDALS-DSC 

NRCS 

ISU Extension 
(supports) 

Funds to provide 
for more 
extensive I-Farm 
education would 
be needed. 

   Levee District buyouts in selected 
locations. 

This action could be used 
within existing authorities 
where levee district 
landowners are interested 
and where public benefits 
from a potential buyout 
are identified. 

NA Could provide an 
economic 
alternative for 
districts that are no 
longer viable. 

County 
governments and 
conservation 
boards 

DNR 

NRCS 

FWS 

USACE 

?? Funds for buy-
outs.  For the 
public at large, 
these 
investments may 
be partially or 
wholly offset by 
reduced 
expenditures for 
levee and other 
infrastructure 
repair and 
maintenance. 
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   Enhance WRP, EWP and CRP 
programs with state matching 
funds. 

NA Existing state 
authorities could be 
used. 

Would provide for 
more proactive land 
management. 

Could result in 
more public land 
ownership. 

DNR 

IDALS-DSC? 

?? Would require 
new funds or a 
redirection of 
funds from other 
uses. 

   Road use tax funds to facilitate 
buyouts leading to more cost 
effective roadways.  Incent road 
builders and include using land 
for holding water. 

NEED LEGISLATIVE 
SERVICE AGENCY 
HELP WITH THIS ITEM. 

NEED LEGISLATIVE 
SERVICE AGENCY 
HELP WITH THIS 
ITEM. 

 IDOT 

FHWA 

DNR 

?? ?? 

   Ohio under clean water act – 
grant payments to do stream 
restorations with SRS funding.  
Restoring hydrology. 

      

   Interagency assessment and 
project planning to support and 
direct infrastructure / easement / 
land purchase investment 
decisions in floodplain areas. 

Floodplain assessment 
work is underway by DNR 
and NRCS. 

NA More cost efficient 
and effective 
investment 
decisions by state 
and federal 
agencies. 

Easement program 
funds might be less 
available for 
applicants outside 
of targeted areas.  

DNR 

IDOT 

IDED 

NRCS 

FSA 

USACE 

U.S. Dept of 
Housing and 
Urban 
Development 
(HUD) 

U.S. Economic 
Development 
Administration 
(EDA) 

Federal Highway 
Administration 
(FHWA) 

The Nature 
Conservancy 
(support) 

Would require 
increased or 
redirected 
funding for 
coordinated 
planning. 
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   Resource Enhancement and 
Protection (REAP) Program 
funding for flood control/mitigation 
measures. 

NA Legislative action 
would be required to 
allow flood damage 
reduction as a 
program objective. 

Would provide 
another funding 
option for flood 
damage risk 
reduction projects. 

Could result in 
fewer funds being 
available for water 
quality projects. 

DNR 
IDALS-DSC 

?? Could result in 
fewer funds being 
available for 
water quality 
projects if total 
funding does not 
increase. 

   Purchase easements that would 
allow floodplains to be farmed 
with the agreement that if there is 
flooding the land will be used for 
back up and holding water. 

NA An authority and 
funding stream would 
need to be 
established to 
provide for this 
option. 

Flood storage could 
be gained in 
selected areas that 
would benefit 
critical 
infrastructure 
and/or vulnerable 
populations. 

IDOT 

DNR 

IDALS-DSC 

IDED 

?? ?? 

   Provide a pool of funds to be 
used as non-Federal match for 
the Farm and Ranchland 
Protection Program with the intent 
of targeting floodplain areas 
currently in agricultural uses that 
are under development pressure. 

NA An authority and 
funding stream would 
need to be 
established to 
provide for this 
option. 

This would provide 
another option for 
achieving 
appropriate land 
use while providing 
an opportunity to 
leverage Federal 
funds. 

IDALS-DSC 

NRCS 

Local 
governments 

?? ?? 

   Purchase easements in upland 
areas that would stipulate the use 
of water infiltration practices that 
are appropriate for each situation.  
Practices might include contour 
farming, strips of perennial 
vegetation, ponds, wetlands, no-
till, and other measures. 

NA An authority and 
funding stream would 
need to be 
established to 
provide for this 
option. 

Run-off reduction 
for high-frequency 
rain events could 
be gained in 
selected areas. 

IDALS-DSC 

 

?? ?? 

 
 
 
 


