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.. JTRODUCTION; 

SOUHC.E I WENTO Y AND EVALUATI Or OF 

SUB - WATERSf !!D STATUS liND P IO I'J.1IES 

I N DES I 0 ·J "' COU.JTY 1 I OWA PL-566 

Upon request by the district commissi oners of Des i•1o1nes County, 

t hi s study is undertaken to bri ng up. to- date the evaluation of 

·sub .. trrat ersheds of the county vd th regar d to Public La:tv 566 

l~atersheds Ae.t . 

I t is our purpose to :t:• view the information. gained by the Conser ­

vation Needs _nventory of 1966, as a basis of the study. To t hese 

data we have added estimates reg rding additional land uses, W'hich 

wer e not consi dered in the earliel" inventory. 

Conclusions gained !rom th.is reviel4 are the basis of ~stablishing 

priorities for o ganizing sub-watersheds in the county in an 

o~er~y progressi on to get t he best job d-one. 
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Des Moines County Soil Conservation District 

DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS: 

HENRY DOCKENDORFF, Chairman 
Danville, Iowa 52623 

WILLIAM VIERLING 
Med iapolis, Iowa 52637 

REX H. TROUTE, Vice Chairman 
Rt. 1, Burlington, Iowa 52601 

S. S. BARTON 
Mediapolis, Iowa 52637 

ALBERT SCHULZ 
Rt. 3, Burlington, Iowa 52601 

( SSISTANT COMMISSIONERS: 

HAROLD Ll NDER, Secretary 
Sperry , Iowa 52650 

HORACE SUTTON, JR., Treasurer 
Box 953, Bu r lington Iowa 52601 

ASSISTED BY: 

U . S. Soil Conservation Service 

RALPH E. DEWEY 
District Conservationist 

ROOM 2 18 _ FEDERAL BLDG., P.O . BOX 637 

BURLINGTON, IOWA 52601 _ PHONE 754-8983 

D:if~c~~ CODI61."V&Uoldst 
S.i~ Ootu~.enatr101&. Servtoe 
~n,. Iowa 

De• Mo1aaa ·Coub\)' Soil C.oase1Mttion Dulao .....,ste· 

tba\ rw ~ u ~lltoq ·aarl eftlua\lon et ~ 

wa~ahee Wl-. the 41sttiot. Vhiob.J1d8ht be teutl>.te 

io det'a'l.op ut1Clv P-. L. ~. We would like tbt inform&• 

tton toJt tile ~-~ ot diw.lep~ a lonc-.raae t~ate~4 

&~•lopm.eat. pftlram, baf.le4 on. pJ'ioti.ty Of aeed aDd 

tasi'b!li\f• 

S.taoeralr 

nes. Mcdnea C<AI:Jlty SoU ~·tlm DQ.tri.~ 

!:::JJ::::;;YI 

Page 4 



01 
I 

z 
I 

N u, 
......, 
(l) 

:::0 ., 
< 
en ., 
Q. 

10 
I 

N 
-...1 

I 

O'l 
0 

>-
1-
z 
:::1 

0 
u 

LOUISA 

The District includes all of 

Des Moines County exclusive of 

incorporated cities and towns. 

Total acreage approximate 239, 303 
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DES MOINES COUNTY 

SOIL CONSERVATION DISTRICT 

IOWA 

0 

SCALE IN MILES 

Prepared by the Cartographic Unit, Soil Conse rvation Service, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

COUNTY\. 

TF. 

LOCATION IN IOWA 

~ EXCLUDED AREA 



Explanation o.f esouree I·1ap I shoWing sub- 'tvatershed dr a inage areas 

aceo.rding to 1966 UHB stu~r. 

Heavy lines indica·te major river basin divisions; that is, Iowa, 

Skunl< and Hississippi . Designa.tio·ns of ·sub-watersheds are a s follows : 

IA - Ul-1: - IOWA • 22 - 44. 

IA - UI1 • IC111A - 22 - h5 

IA - UFI .. t-·IISS ... 0 - 2'1 . 

IA - UM - IviiSS - 0 .. 22. 

Ill - Ul\1 • HISS .... 0 ... 2.3 

IA - UM - I·iiSS • 0 - 24 

IA ... UH ... SKNK • 23 • 29 

IA ... UM - SKNK - .23 .... 42 

IA - tE"l - SKNK - 23 - 44 

Code interpreta.tion: 

HONEY CRE...!,K 

PAUL CREEK 

YEL1<1v'J' SPRING 

DRY BRANCH 

}!"'LINT RIVf R 

HJ\.ltJKEYE- DOLBEE, Green Bay 

CROOKED CREEK 

BIG C' EK 

LGW. 1 CRBEKS 

IA - UM = The Iot-ta portion of the Upper IvlissiS$ippi Basin. 

SKNK - 23 • Skunk river basin, 2Jr d, tributary .from the source. 

· - h2 =- 42nd sub- watershed of Skunk River below source. 
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CH. _ T I D • ~or~ .. com 

t a rshed 

I I I .t 
IA - . A:- ITSS- 0- 21 I acr e . lac .· . 1a.c:t · t f es . f Yes 

17250 r. 127S J '14 00 f 5000 l · II o J 130 000 ~I Yes 1 ~ ediln:ent 
--------,--..... . ..... -- ,--- - t: -- --- ...... .J - -- -- T-- - , - l... - ·- -f---- _..----- -· 
IA•mr. Kiq:f\"'"'23;.. 1,2 I J i I : I. I . f t 

__ .2,5~---- _p5 ~-- - '15~-- ~~0- - ~!OQO ___ .!_~ - -:--N!- --:-~- - l!~----
IA- Ul· -s~GJK-23-29 I l I I 

5 0 f 4 0 I l .32 J bO I I . o t No t l>Jo t Yes --- ---- - ---,--- ----, ---- ·---------- ~-- ---- -~---- - -1 I f J I 
IA- ill1• .t.1IS0 - 22 l f t i I f Yes t 

5250 I .320 f I 4 00 I 1700 $80 . ~ N'o . I .13 , 000 ~h~l Ye~s t Yes ......................... .... ~ .... ~ . ..- ....... ~ i ............ ........ ..... , - ..... - .... ,... ~ ....... ..._. T . ~ .IIQI!Itl.,...... ..... - --- ~ --;~ - . """"""" .... ~ ~ .......... - ...... ......_ 

IA- .ccrss- · 23 ' t ' t 
1 

1 1 y s t , 
94720 f 10 .79 I 90 f 4, 300 119, 100 

1 
45.50 _, Y_es_· . _J_l.J_o,_o _o -*"~_t_Y_es_. _ +_Yes - · __ _ 

--------~ - ~-~ --~----,-----~---- t r r 
IA.- tJ11- l· - 24 I I . f I : I. l f 

81360 I 60 .68o I 200 f28 300 150, 300 l~3 400 f Yes I Yes t Yes 1 Yes 
--- -- - ·-- "'T' - L - 'T - - '"t" - ' - - · - I. - ..... - -- J.. - ' - - · - · - I - - -,- - -- _.,. - .... - - - - -- ..... --
IA- ffi· - IO i - 2·2- 44 I I ! f ! J 

tu 3970 l 275 I 2 1 700 J 0 l lJo. t. l o I o t Uo 
~ - - - - - - - - T - - - T - - - T - - - - T - - - - J... - · - - - - r - - -~- - - - - 1 - - - + - - - - - -

f 
-.1 Ill· '1- I -!A-22- 451 f I . 1 t I 

12940 I 406 I 9900 I 1240 . 60 J No l Yes f Yes I Yes 
----- --- T--- T-- ·- T-- -- T----- J...-- -- r-- -~--- -- ~--- _.. +- -----

f l 
· • Ul -sKHK-23-441 l . I t f . l t i . 

32070 t 310.3 1· ,4. I 9170 r 8220 2400 l Yes f No 1 Ye· 1 Yes --------T---- -------- --- ----- ------- -------------- - ---
1E- Available area for· impounduent of lake. of So acres or larg r . 

•~i- Population .of 130, 00 in 50 mile dadi.us. 
-..::-1!:. 



SUI'1J RY OF Uf.·1B STUDIES 1966 

Chart I list s the nine des.ignated waters hed areas drai ning 

portions of Des f.ioines County as proposed for the Public Law 

566 t-Ja. t er.shed la.W'. 

In 1966 a review was nta.de of these: watercsheds under the Upper 

Hi s sissippi Basin Study (UI~tffi) . At that time YellOli .Spring 

Watershed IA- .r - iiSS- 0-21,. was ·tne only one wholly within Des 

1~oines nomtty t hat appeared. feasible for planning and construc­

tion under t he eri tiria of the s t udy. Skunk River branches 

29 and lt2, haVing a 1ninor part of the 'trtatershed in the county 

were also considered feasible ,. 

At tbat time, Yellow Spri-ng was already organi~ed for watershed 

planning. I t has s~e be,en dropped to inactive statua beoause 

of contplieatio·ns 1:.1hieh developed. 
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HDNEY CREE { (Louisa) 

WATERSHED DESIGNATION - - IA~T.J!l.1- Io1r~a - 22 - 44 3970 _ Acres 

l -, J 

Projected t Acre'S vti.th l Acres l'lithl Problems (in acres) t Est. acre val. 
Land Use I no problems f probleras I erosiOid floOding f-drainage ,, - P-ofiution t Watex ·I after trelatment 

1 l 1 t l I control I eritieall 
. - - . 

r t t 1 l t t 
Agricultural l l l .I 1. _ l I t 

Land l * 970 I 3 000 f 2, 5'00 I l 500 I 100 f l 650.00 ---------- -- - - ---L- ---- ------ --- ---- -- ---- -- --- ----- -- -1 t I I I I I l 
Non"'"'AgricuJ,;.. I l 'I I I 
tural land t t t I 

J 
Industrial .l f l J l I l l 

- T - -- - - - -.- - --- - - ,- - - - r - ..... - - 1 - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 - - - - ·1 - - - - - - -
1- t l t I 

Ree:-reationa1J t t l I I l l 
T - -- - - - - - .- - - ..... - - -~- -- - r - - - - I - - - - 1 - - - -- - t - -- - 1 - - - - - - -
l l t I I I I I 

Housing I l t t I I J t 
~----~--- - -- ----- --- --- - -- - - -------------- -- - ---- -

Esti.ma ted total value after treatment Ag land 2,$8o, 5oo 
~eereation - - ---­
Industrial - - - - - -
Housing --' - ~ --~ ·~ 

Non-problem----- -
Total. ,,)'8'0,"50"0 -

Estimated present value at 550. 00 per aere 

* Good agricultural land,_ and expected to remain that \'lay. 



CHJtRT II b PAUL C EK (Louisa) 

HATERS.HED DESIGNATION IA- m,1- Io1-ra - 22 - 45 12940 Ac_ras 

I l t 
Projeeted Acres ldth f Acres. with I ~blems (in acres) t Est. acre val. 
Land Use no problems l problems 1 erosioq flooding 1 ai=a.inage 1 Poii\itian 1 1~ater 1 after treatment 

t t t 1 1 eontral 1 . eri tiea~ . 
t I I I I I 1 

Agricultural * 1500 I 11000 I 8000 f 200 I 4000 f 200 I 600. 00 
Land I l I .t l I l 1 

- - - - - - - 1-- - - - - - r - - - - - r - - - r - - - •- - - - - 1 - - - - - ·1 - - - - - , - - - - - - -
Non-Agri.Clll- f l 1 1 t 1 
tural land 1 1 t 1 

I J I I 
Industrial l I I I f I l - ·r-- -·---- r---- - - r-- - r---- ·r - --- -~----- -,----- r-------

I I I l I f I 
ReereationalJ 40 1 200 1 200 1 1 1 200 .f 1 600. 00 

r-------r-----r--- r - - --r - ----r-----~----r-------
1 I I l I 1 I I 

Housing_ _ _] __ ~0~ ____ 1 _1~0 ___ J _!:0~ __ l ___ _ J _l~O- __ l _ ?;~ _ _ _L ____ J _ ~020.!. 0~ __ 

....,stimated total value. after treatment Ag land 
Recreation 
Industrial 
Housing 

Total 

Estimated present value a~ 550. 00 per acre 

·* Good agricultural land, and expeetad to remain that way. 

7.500, 009 
,.J' DJ4, 000 -._ __ ,....... __ ... ~ 
- ~oo ·oon-, 
1,"8'4'4,000-

7,117, 000 ....... .--- ... 



CHART II e, 

Projected 
Land Use· 

Agrieultural 

YELLOW SPRINGS 

\-1ATERSHED DESIGNATIOti 

Acres tdth : Acres With! 
no .Problems 1 problems 1 

I - I 
t I 

IA• Dr1- l'IISS • 0 - 21 171 2_50 Acres 

Proble!nS (in acres) 
eros'ioil floodfilil d?ain.ageT Poiiution-1 

I I f control l 
l l I 

l 

l Est. acre val. 
\'later· J' after treatment 
eriticall 

1 1· 
Land ~*" 3000 . lJ 000 . . 9000 I 1000 I $000 f 1000 I l 500 . 00 

--------T------t-~---~---,----1-----r--- - -r----~-------
Non-Agrieul- I J 'l t I I I I 
tural land 1 l 1 1 t 1 ' 

J 1 1 l I I 
Industrial t 50 I 50 ,I t I 50 f SO 1 i $000. 00 - -~ ------- -t-- --- -l---- .r--- ·- -1------,--- ..... -,----- r ·---- ·-- -

l :I I l I .t I I 

Recreational l 100 t )00 l hOO I t 200 I 400 f f 800. 00 
- ., .- - - - - - -l- - - - - - · - ·- - - .r · - - - - ,- - - - - 1 - - - - - l - - - - - r - - - - - - -

I i I I t t l 

Housing I !)O I 500 I )00 l 1< 0 f 400 I )00 I I 2000. 00 -------------- ---- --- ------- -- -------- ----r-------
t 

Estimated total value after treatt11ent Ag land 8, 0001000 
eereation - 48o,oo'a 

Industrial :. ,!oo0o~,,=a··o~~ 
Hous.ing .L J.' 0 .. 0 'U 

Total 1o,oao;Jooo 
I 

Estimated pre-sent value at . 450. 00 per acre 1 692 500 ._, __ ,_, 
* Good agri·cultural land,. and expected to remain that way. 



CF.ART II d DRY BRANCH 

WATERSHED DESIGI[ATIO J :J:A,• UI1 · _. HISS - 0 - 22 

Projected 
Land Use 

Acres 'td tb. I Acres 1-1ith t Problems ( in ac,r es) 
no problems 1 problems J erosiorl l'ioodirig · I · drainage 

l I I 
Pihllution 
control 

l Est. acre val. 
!later I ,after treatment 
critical r 

Agr.icul tural f l r I f 1 
Land I ~t- $00 I 2 000 .t ~ 000 l lOO f 1 000 l l OO l 5oo.oo 

-- - - - - - - - T -- - - - - --r- _,_ - - - -,- - ' - - r - - - ·- T - 1 - - - T - - - - - ----~----- - -
r on- Agricul- t t t 
tural land .t 

I 

1 
t 

Industrial I i I J f i I I 
- T - · ----- -,----- -~---- r- ...... -- T----- T----- T---- ~-- -----

1 I t l t I I. 
Recreati.onall 1 500 t 1, 000 I 800 l $0 I t 500 i t l ,ooo.oo 

- - ' - - - - -t- - - - - - .- - - - r - - - - r - - - - - r-- - - - T - -- - 1 -- - - -- ,_ 
I 1 I t t l I l 

Housing ___ t __ ~2z_0 ___ .!_ _1.!.0,20 __ .!._ _ QO£ _! _ _$2_ __ t _ _52!J ___ l ___ zOOt _ _ t _____ 1_3_t. OQO.! . .O£ __ 

Estimated total value .after treatment Ag land 1, 250 , 000 
Recreation ·r,)oo~ooo 
Housing 1,.755, 00 

Total 2~zn£,£o£ 

Estimated present. value at :+,ooo.~ per acre 

~~ Good agricultural land, and ·expected to remain that way. 



t 
1 j.cres d.th 
J pJ;-obl 
I 

.. 2) 

I 

t 
I 

I I I 
f. t I I 

~ ac . 
a ter t 

f i I t t 
:ustl-1-" _ .! ______ .J __ -~.20~ t _1:_ _ ~ _ l ___ r 5 ·~ ~ __ 2 _ -· __ z 

1
. _ .! ~020!.. _ . 

i t f "' 
1 I t I l 

~ei ~tia.'Jal t t 4 L b 0 I L .2 0 l l I 1 
1------~ ..... - :t: -- .1 - ~ - r •----~--· ~ -r- --(---"' - ·- ·---
~ t l I I I i 

housing __ -'--· ___ _t __ ,!t.E~ J_ h _ ;_ _!. ____ _ ! _ l;. gD.Q __ J•2.;.. _ ~ __ ~ _! .-3J..OOOL __ 

·lousing 
Tot ·l 



CHA.li.T II f 

Projected 
Land Use 

Non-Agrieul­
turallans 

BOTTO] AND HAWKEYE- DOLBEE LEVEE DISTRICT 

TJATE lSHED D~SIGNA.TION D .. - UT1- HISS • 0 - 24 

Acres ldth 
no problems 

_ .,_ ____ ,__ 

Acres _with; _ Problems ( ~n acre.s) 
problems. · erosion -_t flooding ·· ,- drainage · 

I I 

Estimated tokl value after treatment 

8~, 360 Acres 

1 Est. acre val. 
Pollution 1 Wat er 1 after treatma.nt 

control t cri tiea11 

Ag land 
Recreation 
Industrial 
Housing 

Total 

Estimated present balue· at 11000 . 00 per acre 

~- Good agr i cultural l and, and expected to remain that way. 



CHART II g 

Projec ted 
land Use 

."JiST CROOKED C ,,..,~K (Loui·sa, Henry, Washington) 

"HATE BED DESIGl ATION IA- ill·1- SKI~ - 23 - 29 

1 Ac,re.s lf'lth 
t no problems 1 

I 

Acres with I Problems ( in acres) 
problems r erosion f!ooding drainage 

I 

.5. , 760 Acres 
' .. 

t 
. I FJSt.. acre val. 

t.Jater I after treatment Ponution 
control critiealJ 

I 
t 

Agrioul~a.l · l I I I I. l f 
Land I .)~ 500 $, 000 I 4 000 l I 3 000 I .500 I l 6.50. 00 

--------,------~------r~--r-- --r- ~ ---r----- r ----r- ----- -
Non- Agr ieuJ..- I I l I I 
tural land t I t 1· 

l l t I I f l f 
Industrial I . 1 l I l t 

-,----- -~----- -r- --r----r-----r -- ---r----r---- - --
t ! I J l ·t I i 

Hecrea tional I 100 t SO I I t 100 1 1 6<A1. 00 
,------~------r---r----r -- ---r-----r----r- - -----

1 I J f I . . I I t 
Housing . ' 60 · 100 t· t 1 8o .I 8o 1 1 1,ooo.oo --------------------------------- -----------------

·-----:..->--- - -
_,-:...... .... __ -- · ·· - - ": . 

-----

Estimated total value after treatment Ag land 3 ,5.15, 000 
Recreation - -6o,oon 
Housing -~--- ~ I~o l5oTI 

"- Tota1 .- 3'";t9; ,. 600--:: =--- -- --
.... ~~ ~ ... - --..,..,. .............. ....,.., 

. ---...::...--_~ 

- ~~ ________.....---··-->·:;__-~ - -·: . :> . 

Es timated pre·sent value at ,55o.oo --p~r acre 

- - - --- - -~---....:~ 

-- -· ·· ----:-::-- ---~~t- __ Good --agrleu.l tural land, and expeeted to remain -t.ba t wa:ifr;__. :>--~-~ 
. ~ . 

------ ~-::-
./ -- =_.._. - --

_, . 

. ~::..:::;:: -- -· ----~--"~·-··.,....---,~=--= -~-~·- --

·./~- -,--·--" ,/ ' ' 
-.,. , .' ~.!· .' I .. 



CHART II b BIG C ,.EEK (Henry) 

WATERSHED DESIG~~TIO -- IA- 1·' - SKNK - 23 - 42 

Pr.ojected 1\cres 1<1i.th Acre-s. with.! Problems· .• (in acres ) t Est. acre val. 
Land Use no problems problems 1 erosionl fioom.ng ·, 'drainage ·Pollut.i·on I ~ ater · ! af t er treatment 

t I eontrol l critical 
I f f I t I I . 

Agrieul.tu.ral S . . . t t I ! 
Land t ~* 340 l 5,000 I 4, 500 I 1 4 000 I 200 1 t 650. 00 

~ ..... ~ ~ ~ ..... ~ ifO!I'I"'• ..... _ - ... .............. ...... ~ ~t ..... -- ·- ~ - ..... :J ... .-- · .... - - - - ..... ,......._ ~ ~ 'I ... ..... -- ...... _,.... ..... .......... -- ~ .,.._ ..,.. -- --- -- - + - - -........... -- .,... ....... 
I I t ·I I 

~on~A icul tural I t 
land t t l t 1 

I . t f . t 
Industrial t 10 1 ~0 I J t f 10 'I l l 000. 00 -- ..... ..................... : ...... .__ ---1"-' 4ll$jt ...... a..~+~- ,.,..,. ..... ....... ~-.,.. ....... ..... ~ ~ - .-.... .._. - ...... t - ... - - - ..... ...,... _ ~ _ _.... _,. ._,.. ._1 _.. ..... •~ .... - ...... ..,_ 

l t I I I t I .I 

R .... ereational ! f 40 1 40 : : 1 20 ! 1 00 • ..... ..... ..... ....... .... ........ ~- ...... , ~ -- .... ~ ~ ......... , ...... ..._ -- "-"' ..... ~ _.... ~ ~ ............ --- ...... .._ ......... ·+- ._ ..... - ~ .... .,...... .... ....... ..... ~ + ...... ... ....... ... _. - ..... 
I I t t I I I l 
t . i I t 

Housj.ng f 50 t 50 l I I 40 'I . 50 f I 1 000 . 00 ----- -- --- --- -- ---- ------ -- ---- ---- ------ --- J --- -
n~stimated total value after treatment 

Estimated present value at 550.00 per aere 

--,=~-~--.-*- · Good agricultural land, and expe·eted to remain that ti'ay . 

Ag land 
Reereation 
Industrial 
Housing 

Total. 

3, 025, 000 
..... Mill!!--· .......... 



CHART II i 

Proje c ted 
Land Use 

SKUNK B1 1\!CHES (Henry) 

\vATERSHED DESIGJATION IA- 1]1... SKI\!K - , . 23 .- 44 

Acr es -vnth 
no preble 

Ac r es With l Probl enJS ( i n acr es ) 
p-roblems I erosion.lfioodiiig ldrainage 

f l f 

t Est .. acr e val. 
I Pol l ution I Wat er l after treatment 
f cont rol l eri tieal. 1 

Agricultural I I I I I t 
J.,ar.td {{~ 12 · 000 I 8 470 l 6 000 l 1 , 200 1 2"000 I l , OOO I SOO 6)0. 00 

- ) - - ·- - - - - - 1- ·- L -- - ,.- _,._ -- -,- '1- ·-- r- ...... - - r - - -- - r - - - ~ r - - -- r - -~ - - - -
I I I I t 

ul ·t 1' I 1 I' -Jon- Agrie . - ' • 
t ural land t I 

I I I l l l J l 
Industrial I 6, 450 I 21 QQQ l 1 000 I .I l 000 t 500 1 100 I 10 000. 00 

- -~- - - - - - ,- - - - - · -.t- ~ - r - - - - -, - 'J;. - - - -. - - - - - -. - - - - -, - - ' - - - - ~ 
l t t l f I 

eer ea tiona.l I 100 I 50 I 50 1 20 t l 50 1 ! 1_, 000. 00 
-,- - - - - - - ,- - - - - -,·- - - - r - - - - -~- - - - - - , - - -- - -, - - - - - r- - - - - - -

1 I I I t I t I 
Housing I '700 l 300 1' 200 I 10 I 100 I 300 l 100 I 2 .000. 00 - -- ---- -- -------- ----- --- ---- ---- ------ -- ---- L- -- -

Es tilMted total val ue after t reatment Ag land 
Recreation 
· dustrlal 

Housing 
Total 

Es t imated pr · se.nt value at ~ 1; 800. ,oo per acre 

·~ Good agricult ural land, and expe·cted to r ema in t hat way. 
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1 Estimated Present Value l Estimated Treated 
t-· --------------~~--~~~-------t Wat ershed Naber Acres per acre total. value 

----------------~--------~---· -· t~:-------~--~-----------+--------------~-------------------
1 l I I I 

!i~~l f.r!e! ____ -~·!!.: ~2_-_4! _ ~ _3.&910 _ __ .:_$_ 2.52•2.0 ____ ~ _$_2~_112.t.52_0:_02 ~ _$_ £,28.Q. ,20£. QO _ __ _ _ 
t t f f ·I 

Paul C~el~ l IA - 22 - 45 :1 l2 94.0 l 550. 00 I '1 117 000. 00 t 7 · 844 000. 00 - ---....,.-- ---- r------ ..... r- L- - · -~--------- ·- 1 ·-- L - · .t. --- 1-- - ' - - ' ------- -
I l I t t 

Yellow Springs 1 f.1ISS - 0 - 21 1 17 250 f 450.,00 I 1, 692 500. 00 t lO 080 000. 00 --- -· . ._---- - r------- t-- L ..... - -~-- - · - - .. - ..... - - · ., - .,_ -:-· - L -- - "'1-- _, _ _ , ____ _. __ ·-

t I f f I 

Dey Branch ' r·_rss .. o - 22 t 5,250 I 1,ooo.oo 1 S 250 ooo.oo 1 6,5oo,ooo.oo 
-------- --~-------~~--~-~------- - ~--L- 1 ---,- --- ---- - - -- -

I 'l 1 I I 

Flint River l HISS - 0 - 23 l. '94 , 720 t 700. 00 1 66 304 OOQ ;00 J. 77 735 000. 00 
- · - - · - - - - - - · - r - - - - - ..... - r - :A -· - -•- - - - - - - - - -t ...... - L - :!;. - :1. - · 4 - - - '- - "- ..... - - - - - -

I l f t t 

';I ~~t.2'.aL&_L_!v!e _})!s~~·~-r~~.: P: = g4_ ~ ~1L36o _ - ::- _±,go,Q.QO __ __ ~ _ ~~~3£ol.o~o.!O.Q ~ _ ~oz,~l£ • .Q0.2·2o ___ _ _ 
~ I. f l t l 

~ Crooked Creek .f SKNK - 23 - 29 1 5 .760 I 550. 00 l J l6a .000. 00 1 3 795 000. 00 
- - · - - - - - - - - ·r - - - - - - - :r· - 2 - - - -r- - - - - - - - - ; - - .t - .!. - - --:- -t - - - '- _ , _ - - - ..... - - -

I 1 I I 

Big Creel~ t SlU"'JK - 2) - 42 I .5.500 ·t 550.00 1 3 02,5, 000. 00 I 3 61$ 000. 00 
- -- -- - -- - - r- - · - - - - -- ·t- - - ·- _. -t-- - ..... ....,.. - - - - -t - - .t. - L - - - "1 - - - ' - - ·' -- - -- - - - -

t i I I i 

,2k~ ]!r!_n=.h~s~ __ ~a!ll! :. _gJ_ -~'4 ~ }.2z.010_ -'- g,§.02•.QO _ _ __ ~- _ ~9.t72f>~OQ0.!.02 ~ _ ~Pt,~2.~20E.QO _ _ -· _ ..... 



CONCLUSIONS: 

A. First Priority: 

Review •.of the watersheds in Des Noines County at this time indicates 
that Flint River 1-vatershed, MISS - 0 - 23, should ha.ve a high potential 
for planning and treatment . A high degree of interest is developing in 
the industrial contmmrl t y to ge:D e:r•osion control es-tablished. Factors to 
be considered are : 

l . Control ·of floodplain flooding near the outlet .for security O·f indus­
trial development. 

2. Redu.c·cio.n of silt load, v-thi~ah no'ti :requires regular dredging of the 
Mississippi at the mouth of Flint iver. 

3. Development of a good suppl;r o1· po-table water to r eplace or supple­
ment supplies from the Nissis.si ppi . 

4. Large pot ential recreation and residential development possibilities 
in close Pl,oxi:ntity to urban areas:. A minor portion of the upper 
uatershed lies in Henry County. 

B. Second Pri·ori ty: 

SKNK .... 23 - L.h, the lower branches and creeks o.f Skunk Fiver . These are 
in relatively rough co.unt;ry. A high r esidential and ·recreation potential 
is present. A :major part o.f the watershed lies i n the Iowa Arm..>r .Ammuni~ 
tion Plant sr~a. Thts is under relatively good .t.anagement and control 
already. 

Geode Lake wa~~ershed has a.lso had considerable treatment in an eff or t to 
control silt in th.e s·tate owned lake. A portion of the watershed lies in 
Henry County. 

C. 'rhird P rior.i ty: 

Dry Br anch, 1!SS ·- 0 - 22 presents a vers- s:Uailar potential ·to Flint 
H~i. ver . It is close t.-o t he "tlrba.n area 'With a chfblce of high degree of 
r€~.idential and recreational development. 

D. Fourth Prl.ority: 

Yellotrt Spring, fUSS • 0 ... 21 is still a highl y feasi ble watershed w.L tb 
considerable potential for recreation development, ahd moderate potential 
f'or residential. Fl·oodplain prot~ee.tion is of l"dgh value, and drainage of 
the floodplain is a rnajor problem. -
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PREF CE 

The followin~ report has been compi~ed as a result of appra~s~ng Lhe potential 
for twelve outdoor recreation l developments in the Des Moines County Soil Con­
servation District, Iowa. This follows an inventory of the existing recreation 
developments, public and private, made in 1965. 

The information contained herein will b of help to groups and individuals in 
pointing out the potential for certain types of recreational enterprises nd 
areas in the county. Further~ it may serve as guide in evaluating the 
recreational possibilities for developinR specific locations with5n the county. 
However, ~his report considers the county as a unit, and no attempt has been mad 
to appraise individual sites for recreational development. 

This report was made possible through the cooperating efforts of many organization: 
and agencies. Special appreciation is ~iven to: Howard Hughes, Assistant Stat 
Conservationist SCS, Gler~n Thompson, Recreation Specialist, ISU, Arthur Corman, 
Chairman of Des Moines County SCDt John Welter, Executive Officer ot the County 
Conservation Board, James Judas, State Conservation Officer, Rex Emerspm. A a 
Supervisor State Conservation Commission~ Dewayne Schafer, Extension Service, 
John Baker, SCS and V. Deane Thornton, ASC, all of Des Moines County. 

Appreciation is expressed to all others Jho have helped in the compilation of 
this report .. 
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the potential fo o tdoor r •cr tion is an essentia s p ~n 
t r ere tiona! ne(ds Oppo tun ies for further dcvelopn nt o 

for recreational uses in Des Moines County we1~ rec ntly x m~nAd 
of s i ulating c un .. y lilide growth.. Thi appr ~sa invol d 

~on of mo than n tural resourc ~ince developm nt poten i 1 
u on people and facill ies necessary for d velo m nt. 

ential for twelve kinds of recreatiolal .dev lopments we exam~ ed 
eJarat ly. Each had diff ren criteria for v lu tion depending upon h 

metts of the activities ·nvolv d. Th obj ctive --to mak. th s 
without long and ostly surveys -- was achiev d by a group f mi 

county nd with the qu~rements of th diff nt c ational 
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APPRAISING POTENTIALS FOR 
r YELV.,. TYPE<:; OF RECREATIONAL DEVELOPHENTS . 

.,.. ypes of outdoor recx•eatio al developments \.Jere st died and analyze 
fur s Moines County. Each is discussed in the fol~owing portion of thiq 

Va.ca .iot.!. CabJ.ns, Cottages, & Ho~si t~s 

V cation Cab·ns, Cct<-a es, and Homesites represent rurr.. 1
• living spa z clo 

.,.o var s r ere . '-ion activities. This includes 1 iving quarter's deve oped 
o 'e t to c • ent~ 't v.tcation homes built to sell, and orP;anized group "camps' 
1 at . s permanent bt i1dings. Various :l"ecreat.ion activities may be availabl 

1: p · mJ.ses St '11 o'f"'he..: activities may be ava __ lable 1n the vicinit' 
oth devwloped ~ .. eas, public and privat:o .. 

e 1r.o. 

a . l ment applied here. r lai:eo c l. t · dl;;'sir Pility for ~u-rrr r 
pu:rr lnes. It \tlas judged in re l.atio~. to the climate in surroundit g 

ec~ l ~ ~n cities and to~ns where the potential clientel are 
o fl m~ such as: Fa~rfield, Mt. Pleasant, Keokuk, Ft. Ma· ~ o , 

? Da "'Dport, C da . Rapids, Ottum~a., Des t-foin ... s and Ioua City all 
Illinois., ther~ is Peoria" Rock Islatd and GaAet;;J<bu:r·~· 

Dah ... ~10.ine~ County climate con',;.id,..red ro v catiOI 1ng 

rr~o · . or temp or u· -es n the GO's or hi ~her J .iding a 1 
ce~ i\e peri ds of it'. lement weather dUl".:tng this same iv 

Su1 1 ~r rainfaJ 1 t:Pmpera u and humidl. ty i.s no 1-n:rC'se. if nc. t . 
ter than th~ ~UITO.lnding cities. 

te to h.. cor-tln.,la ·on of land f !"ffi ..... i ns., •ater and veg tat· o 
y which are move attractive or d ff(.lrently attractive than thos 
t on · 10 to a days d~lve away. 

judgirg tn•s element Tn .. 
issipDi River, the Island 
he River lu f a1~as, 

a!'l rugged land surrounding it and the d ·reloped reas along 
'v ~, contribute to Des Moines County's h~ ~ rating. ~he la k 

g so.ts grou c ps, and vacation x nta1 cottages is indlc~tiv 
velop d pot n ial of the area. 

ow~r of a locality for 
Des Moin~s County inclu e: 

a Park, Stonv Hollo" 
Jlosqu~ to Pat ..., 

[ -Ke -to Scou 
HT't I,C> 'Jr....alop 
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o c tJ.es included here rcqu·re sepal'ate cons~de!"ation f m he I s 
althou~h frequently as~ociated with th~rn. They are bicyclinp, and p~cnic­
kir.tP'. Requ.Lrements are diffe!"'ent ant. key (~lements vary somewhat. 

Bicyc l.nr:r, as an enterprise, may consist only of a h£:adquarters where equip­
ment is rented, sold, stot'E!d, and repaired. It may also 1nclude areas deve 
loped witt1 cicycling paths or trails. At present nly limited bicycling 
enterprises exist in Des Moines County. Sever·al oil stations rent bicycles 
and small motor bikes. 

The peopJc renting th se bikes use t:he city streets and the city parks. 
Cycling paths may be in public for$sts ot• parks and often public secondary 
high~Jdy are used. Bicycling is mol' resoilrce - oriented than most field 
sports although the enterprise location may not be. It could he operated 
cone ssion on a public recreation area. 

PicnicKing is also more resource - ( l~ienteo than fi ld games. Fr qur.:>nt-1 r, 
picnlck~ng (;; as ar-e located in association .'i'th either field game area 
o.r· w tel cp< t"ts areas. While most picnic, ing taKes pla ... e on pub l1c are 
p · s ~ forests, and 1.~adside rest~: 11 lake o:. river vistad » et:c., -- privat 
picnickin7, facilities are of growing sigrificance. Th~s cnportunity i~ 
enhanced by the provisions of special servi~eD to group , such as barbecu s. 

ootential for picnicking and play areas in Des Moines County ~s medium 
With G ores of 71..1 and 46 respccti .. ely. 'l'he ;:,Core fOl"~ bicycling is lc 
· score 39) All th't"ee ootential.s rill he reinforced bv prospective incl.'t:a:t<::ii'=l:o 

in the V8 .. o"'"ioning (non-resident) population. 'l'he cycling potential is 
l rg ly undeveloped to date, but l1as possibilities along t:he rivers, second­
ry roads, r·i ver bluff areas and around the proposed county lake. Lak 

Od Sa u tbe Skunk River cc s~ sreas offer areas of high pot-n ·al. 

Clima ocally affects alJ. of these activ~t-ies. Picn1cking and bicycl~ng 
may be-done during the late spr~ng to the earl! fall ronths in tlL "oun 

nd some field sports over a soree:.tihat long r period. 

Sc nery has considerable signif2cance for bicycling B1d picnicking. Common 
pleas~ri· scenery - nic:: woods\) con_ water~ a sorr.et.;t..:·it vaT'.i.ed topography, 
ttrnct ve vistas - (.;.s conrr ared v:: h the ci .yscape all provi ~e a d •sirable 
n'irironr.ant f::>r these activitie ~n the ""Ol.!Jt~v .. 

Soils ·n ~h - coun y ha · llt.tle lirn1. ing f.L·P-ct on the potentials ~o 
sport~ are s. T ·ose ar~a in the county having ~oils unsu~ted for • te 
impoun ~nt, ax normally assoc~ated with natural waters 9 such as the Riv rs. 

te p roads in the riv r blu r areas may Jirnit the potential for b_cyclin 
bluff· themselv s. 

th county have par rou f'l!' lgnificance for picnick ·a 
v lue n acti i y oppo-- unitie . 

or developinR n w 
d he argcr farm 



an h p,h r t 1p,. 

A e Distribution of the population influences the potential fot all fi ld 
sports a as- xcept picn~cking. The key group is that from 15 to 29 y rs 
old. Nutionally, the l9b0 proportion of this grou. to the total populatio 

20-o. Local!}' it was 17. 3%. 

L vel has an influence on potential for fi ld aport areas, p rti­
ly -thoS'e'-rel ted to private areas for col!1petitive gC~mes, arg t ports, 

tcw Local m dian family incom in 1960 was $5733. 

i i~ to c~ti s is a vital k .y element for this kind of enterpris • Pop­
a on cen r~ one ho1rs travel in and ut of the county bring the possi­
ity of piaaicking and f:eld sports to all parts · f the county. Des 

in County lacks son~what in total access roads. While roads exist 

Whi 
th 

11 >arts of he c u1ty they are not ra ed as xcell.nt in many cases. 

IV. FISHING WATERS 

s recreatio areas lnc tde any type ot water area with Sl. 

op or un1. ie for ca ch1.n fish by spor fishing thods. The f1. h 
p1i e may include owner hip m nagemcnt, an control of th 

ccs, or it may b · limited to furnishing access and l~ice 

m y var~at~ons a~cording to th ~peels o~ f sh invol 
is between warm water m1d cold water fishi R 

potentials ·re nea "ly dep nden~ u~~n 
vh ry ·nagement. All other elem nts ar 

istunt o 
mu les~ 

· h the Hi ~ issippi Ri v r, t 1e '-·unk 1<1. \i r a, d r.1any farn ponds in 
Coun y h rat~ng for warm water sp cies is very hieh, ~ith a ~cor 
large a of war· . at~r for warm water opecies in Des Motne County 
f ~ x el fishing along and in the Missi~sippi River, tl Sku k 

d i . ouu f"'rm po i3 h u bout the area. Possible score 100. 

as hav a high pot nt1al for f~ h~ng in t · county. ro~ 4 

hable popula~·on . 

of manv 
t nt~c.l 
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carp, buffalo nd sheepshecd e»: perch. 

i ·aci ol~ in valu t ing gro r l 
~~~~~~----·~~----~~~-----~~~~~--~ bas d on local client 1 ; 

di t nc s up to 150 mil 

and n arby a as ff et 
rpr!s • Thi lam nt i 

s 'I .... d along the n twork of high tCJys. A guide for wa ,n \;Jater fishin~ poten­
o 1-1hich warm w tars -- existing and pot ntial -- lie \'Ti hin 

~hough ~h·s a~a has no cold t r fishin it h s igh potentia· fo~ w rm 
~t,r fishlng in ldst!ng riv rs and farn ponds throug ut tn county. 

V. GOI.,r COURSES 

tegori ~: First, 
newly ponu_.al!' pa 

3 ol in d~ I 

1 

d for par-3 co s 
is easily met 

oi 

center in 

fi 
up 

r 
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p cl.tJa .ton "1i 11 epend, o SOlile aegz e,. on l.lla ion of wiri 
di on" hw-1ters in the types of game involved .. 

li.lg am hu,lting in Des Mo.:ne.; County ls imi ted t 0 whi e-tal..l d et'. 
potent"al l.C' hip.:h with a scor- of 91, hasec on a good habi o ~t, ~hich is l.k 
to deterio ate as chan~es occur. 'l'he best habitat is 0 w muinl) .in t 
outhoro two-thirds of the county. 

dff cts the area for huntinp, since it eitte 
bility and comfor ~ I~ also affe 

de ree of activity of the ~arne. Th influence o cl~rna . on proau 
d rnortali ty o game is covered under .. Wildlife Habitat'' and 11

'' i ldlif 
Populations'' below. Climate is pene!'ally not a restrict~ng t,;l ment on 

hr ~ ypes o~ huntin ,. 

Soils hav specific correlations with the productivity potenti 1 of a o 
pa-t~cu ar dpvcies of wildl fe. Soils, habitat, and wi .d Lfe popula 

in•ei" elated. The qua"' ity and quantity of habitat l.s c. r f e 
wh1.ch in turn fl cts soil conditions. Soi conditions th 
1~ i ne,;,) Coun y are not' , limitive fac or. It; has a hip;h ot n 

d velop nent 

e a~ic ement ha dete nines 
i l.r.cludes the inf!luenc on p 

a.,d poten a • and it eludes 1 at r a 
m · nt was made <-=or £ach species of hunt.:ibl t~i lc.li 

~er th~n combined for the three ~ 

e ement not be confus h 
nc of good popula ion 
reces~arily tru . 



1 a Almos all of Des Moines County is withln on~ hou ~ v f 1'11 

Burlington, a city of roore than 30,000 people. 

The patte~ -~- rural ownersh~p is an important el m ,nt in ppr ising po 
or all game and deer huntl.ng areas. Public agency ownership, . orpora 
hip, and O\mership in large private farms (over 80 ac'l'les) re favorabl 
fac~litatin hunting. Priva ~estates, suburban developm n·s, small rur 
hom unj ts of urban worker- and ..,rna 1 arms are 10t as favor ble Thi. 
crit rion is .based on he case of m ing the huntinp, a:reas availao 
public on either a f e access or f s basis. 99% of the 
oin s Coun y is priv te.iy owned and i publicly owned~ 

In D-s Moin · County a large >er _r,t of the land 's fa orable -For• facJ. i a r 
htmtin 

VII. NATURAL, ~CtNIC t HISTORIC AP£j-~ 

nd cenic areas h ve mucn in common. " n 1 u ""'al 
1a a'ttt'"'acttve seen l"Y· M y highly scenic area~ hav 

included. N vertheless, he two concepts ere quite diffe nt. 
s are valued for their esthetic scenic wild an •ndis~urb d 
Sc nic areas ar valued for their beauty. Both natur 1 nd 

re inven cried speeificaD.y for the county. Their po 
ppr ised. The amount of new s rvicing "ti 

accommodate t1e inc ases in use we 
tot yet us .d appreciably, her~f r~. 

inct ased lo al "Creation participtl ion 

~ of pa~ 
to ~earn and observ 

c. 
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Des Moi es County. The climat~ element is not a limited condition because 
of the mild weather. The normal winter weather conditions al.ow hunting or 
practic lly he entire seven-months' hunting period. 

C~~~at~ has a p,eneral influence on the suitability of areas for shoot~n 
preserves. Since the shooting activities are limited t · the fall and wint r 
months it becomes an important factor. Due to the mild temperatures h , 
weat · er conditions allow hunting practically th seven-month' hunting period 
The primary source of clientel is from the north and west and hence th 

·northwe tern part of the county is more favorable for such enterprise. Pru­
bably a 'low medium" is a proper appraisal. Possible score 100. Climat i 
not a limitive factor in this area. 

Scenery has some influence on the potential for shooting preserves. Shooting 
is more enjoyable in pleasant surroundings. A gently, rolling topogr-phy, 
not flat, but not steep, with a mixture of ctop fields, ~rass, hedg s, pond , 
woods 1 more suitable. Completely open farm lands and extensive as 
detrac _rom the potential • 

.:oils are very important for ucc ssful shool"lng preserv s Ptod ti i­
cultu a soils suitable for effici nt growth of grains nd grass crops 

de . Us& by hoot rs is easiest on soils th t a~ w 11-dr ined and 
Thu , soils considered as a llmitlng ·actor for shooting 

i De Moines Co nty. 

Pop~Latl n -~ze and dis ributlon is cr· ical in tppraJsing pot•. 1 
ype · - er t prise.- It ~s the-urban pop1.1lat~on that counts. rhe 
o tnu rth and west su,:h as Linn, Polk and Jonnson Cou, ti,_s w12 

indic tors 

~e _c?:_n~ ~ pa ioi}_ of the populat1on also have · t .nificance for' shoo tin 
potentia!. The a e group from 30 up was uaed as the age indic~tor nd th 
portion of profe sional people as th t for occupation. 

The loc m dian family income ~1as not a rel ti re fac ·or. 

-·-=--"'---- ci ti s is also v ry i ortant 1. 1 this enterpr•ise 
County--;e reachable from s ver 1 Re\ cted urban ce t 

X. V CATION ARMS 

home-cooked m a s 
r nted a akly ba is 

be a to ch" dren 

.ou 
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g~up g d 15 o 29 in the loca ar a was the st tistical cl ss consid d 
for skiing, and a id r g range for o her winter activities. 

!nco e is an important .le n . , especially for skiing. Th local $5,733. 
- dian family income was used for thi ment. 

Ace l"' cl in D Moines County pre nt ll ttl probl m. 

/ 



SCS-~77 

Form N-3-5 
Rev. B/64 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE -----~~-ow--a~------------------- COUNTY ---------De--~~b~l~ne-=s~----------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 
identification ~~~~~~~Efi:~tL------ acres ----41~..<~1~.-i, .. 2....,.;~·q~--.. _____ _ 

Acres Acres Need 

2. WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes ·· No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

a. Flood Erevention 
~ 

~l) Floodwater and sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural l .275 ;on XX XX 
(b) Urban .... - XX XX 

2 Erosion damage 1A onn ''\ . n~;n XX XX 
~ -

b. Agricultural water management 
~l) Drainage ~Croplan~%:PastureJUl-o/o) -1\ .M n 1 .P..OO XX XX 
2 Irrigation 

,.. ·-
XX: XX: ... ... 

3 Rural water supply XX XX y 

c. Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX X 
2 Recreational·.~ dEBveJ,0]>IDent XX: XX 1! 
3,' Fish and wildlife development XX XX 1r 
4 Water quality control XX XX y 

3. . ESTIMATED NUMBER ·OF FARMS 86 

4. FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 
project .~· 

(Check appropriate box) 
a. b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

projectCJ 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county · 17 . 1$31 

Remarks 
i .... .!'S ............. ' 

I 

(E) 

11 s t . 

1.-'la.non 
f*..a'l'rlG Pi~ h & ~1i "'"' ... 'Birds 
ft • .Yi 

5. 

-... 

DATE OF COMPLETION 

lQ/5166 

I 

( 

( 



9~"~~9-3?7 

Form N-3-5 
Re\?. 8/64 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE ------~~~~wl•&----------------- COUNTY ------De~· ~s~tb~· ~iwn•e~•~------------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3-

4. 
a. 

identification · .~ acres • A~ ~ 
----~~~~~-.~~~~~~ ~4~Y~~T~~~. ~1~J-----------

Acres Acres Need 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

Flood Erevention -
~1) Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 1?5 :1<15 XX XX 
. (b) Urban ' 

w; :w XX XX 
2 Erosion damage ':& ~0{1 1 .. 6.00 XX XX 

Agricultural water management 
~1) Drainage ~Croplan~%:Pastur~o/o) 1> lf§.nh '1. lll:'.k~ XX xx 
2 Irrigation 

.., ... ..,,.., 
-· ~ ~""" ... .. .............. 

XX XX 
3 Rural water supply :XX XX ' "iil' 

. -
Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX y 

2 Re c rea t ional·.~.d~v~J-0])In.ent XX XX • 
. 3' ' 'Fish and wildlife development XX XX v 
~4 Water quality control XX XX 

~ . 
y 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 21 

(Check appropriate box) FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project .£::i:7· 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

projectCJ 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county s.soo 

Remarks 

(E) 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

< 

( 



SCS-377 
~orm -$-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 

STATE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATIO N SERVICE 

COUNTY I.. Moiaea • llaan-y ------------------------------- ---------~~----~~~-------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATI ON 

a. Wat ershed 
identificat ion I.l • UM - SDK - 23 - 42 

( .... ry) 

b . Wat ershed area in 
acr e s __ 1.;;;;..06~· ,..._88;....;.;.....0 ______ _ 

c . Area of watershed in 
count y _ __ ...;;....._ ____ _ 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3-

4. 
a. 

Acres Ac r e s Need 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) ( c ) (D) 

Flood prevention 
1 Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 1.92S 1, 925 XX XX 
(b) Urban - - XX XX 

2 Erosion .damage • ao.OQ.s 43,400 XX XX 

Agricultural water management 
1 Drainage (Cropland4)6-o/o:Pasture..4--%) ~ Mll 21 ~ XX XX 
2 Irrigation - -- XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX XX .,. 

Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX y 

2 Recreational develo~ent XX XX y 

3· Fish and wildlife development XX XX 9 

:4 Water quality control XX XX y 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS Ul 

(Check appropriate box) FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project CJ 
b. Not a potentially feasibl e watershed 

projectc::J 

5. 

Remar k s 

(E) 

DATE OF COMPLETION 

. 7/27/66 

-

. 
--

--

- - -



SCS-377 
Fbrm N:"' 3-5 
Re"'!. 8/64 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE Iowa COUNTY ---------------------------------- -----------------------------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3-

4. 
a. 

identification lA - UM ... SlQIIC • 23 - 2 acres ____ ....;1=·~ =3='•-..:04=-·=' o=-~ -----

Acres Acres Need 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes .· · No 

(A) (B) (C) (D) 

Flood Erevention -{l) Floodwater and sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural 400 400 XX XX 
(b) Urban ... ... XX XX 

2 Erosion damage J.,zoo 1 . 200 XX XX 

Agricultural water management 
(l) Drainage (Croplan~%:Pastur~%) lt.M - XX xx 
2 Irrigation -· - XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX XX y 

Non-agricultural water management 
l Municipal or industrial water supply > XX XX ~ 

2 Re crea t ional".dev6l;;lollUllent :XX XX X 
.3 '' 'Fish and wildlife development XX XX I 
:4 Water quality control XX XX . r 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 2 

FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

(Check appropriate box) 

project .4oo--"" 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

projectt=J 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county 5 , 760 

Remarks 

(E) 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

7/ 2,.J6fl 

( 



SCS-377 
Form N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE----~~- =· =· ~-------------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
acres ___ s .......... 2 """"sn'"""------- county 5, 250 identification 

~~~~~~~~~~~-----

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3. 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS 

(A) 

Flood Erevention 
~ 

(1) Floodwater and sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural 

. (b) Urban 
2 Erosion damage 

Agricultural water management 
(1) Drainage (Croplan~%:Pastur~%) 
2 Irrigation 
3 Rural water supply 

Non-agricultural water management 
1 Munici~al or industrial water 
2 Re crea t ional·.~.develo]>ment 

3·' ·Fish and wildlife development 
4 Water quality control ( 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 
\ 

26 

supply 

Acres 
having 
problems 

(B) 

3.20 

fi._ nnn 
• 

1 '700 

• 
XX 

XX 
XX 
XX 
XX 

Acres Need 
needing Exists Remarks 
project 
action Yes No 

(c) (D) (E) 

326 XX XX 
XX XX 

? !t:\fl(\i XX XX -, . 
•§ 80 XX XX .. XX XX 

XX X 

XX X 
XX y t'ln nnn 
XX 1t ~ FfAh ~ _ _. -
XX X -~ ~~- - ... - ..... 

( 

/ 

'ftf P,4'11l 

4. FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project _£:::::7· 

(Check appropriate box) 5. DATE OF COMPLETION 
a. b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

project£Ll 10{5/ 66 



SC S-~77 

Form N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 CONSERVATION NEEDS 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE 
----~~~~-Ja~~-------------------- COUNTY -------BDeea•, ~l~-~iftee~e•· ---------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 
identification ~~~~!&~~~~~~~-- acres 

94,128 

Acres Acres Need 
having needing Exists 
problems project 

2. WATERSHED PROBLEMS 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

a. Flood prevention ~ 

(1) Floodwater apd sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural XX XX 

·(b) Urban XX XX 
2 Erosion damage XX XX 

b. Agricultural water management 
(1) Drainage (CroplanrL~ o/a:Pastur~%) XX XX 
2 Irrigation XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX 

c. Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX ·v · 

... 2 Re crea t ional·. ~. d~vel.o])Irlent -XX XX 
3, · 'Fish and wildlife development XX XX 
4 Water quality control XX XX 

3. . ESTIMATED NUMBER ·OF FARMS 42ta 

4. (Check appropriate box) 
a. 

FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project /:::::7 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

project 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county 

----~~~~--~ 

Remarks 

(E) 

-· ........ . ... 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 



SCS-377 
Form N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE 

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

Watershed b. Watershed area in 
identification I!e!M-MJSST$1JPPI.Q-23 acres •.no 

Acres Acres 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing 
c: . 

problems project . 
' action Yes 

(A) (B) (c) 

a . !?lood _l)revention 
1 Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural tn otn tn 010 XX 
(b) Urban -Wl 1110 XX 

\ 2 Erosion damage &Y 7M .... ,.YM XX .. -
b . Agricultural water management 

1 Drainage (Croplana...ta-o/o :Pasture...22--%) H.7M ,_6m XX 
2 Irrigation ... - XX 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Need 
Exists 

No 

(D) 

XX 
XX 
XX 

XX 
XX 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 

county ---------------------~( 

Remarks • • 

(E) 

' ... ,~ ~ -

/ 

3 Rural water supply XX XX ~ ( 

c . Non-agricultural water management 
l l Municipal or industrial wat er supply XX XX % 
2 Recreational dev~lopnent XX XX ~ 

\3_ Fish and ~ldlife development XX XX ~ 
4 Water quality cont rol XX XX I 

3. :·:STIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS ••• 

4. FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION . 
Potentially feasible wat ershed 

project c:::7 
(Check appropriate box) 

a . b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 
pro j e ct f.i::::J 

1"" ftnft 

a-l't.ala - ... 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

10/S/M 



SCS-377 
Form N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

STATE ------~roua~·· .a~ ------------------- COUNTY ---------De~· ~•~l~n~t~'nee~~~ ----------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 
identification _J~~~~st~~~~~L--- acres --lv-1...,· w-liMi6HeQ,._ ___ _ 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county ----ti!Hil!-z.-:§13iiM9::J-. -~( 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3. 

4. 
a. 

Acres Acres Need 

WATERSHED. PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes ·· No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

Flood Erevention 
~ 

~l) Floodwater and sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural &n .h M li1 1tm XX XX 
(b) Urban . . 

.. .,_M XX XX 4)flft. 
2 Erosion damage , R '1M t .~ · t.M XX XX 

. ..,. .. 
Agricultural water management 
\l} Drainage \Croplan~o/o:Pastur~o/a) .;n l,l.t\A A" l .. a.n XX XX 

2 Irrigation ., . .. 
XX XX - -

3 Rural water supply XX XX V' 

Non-agricultural water management 
l Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX y 

2 Recrea t ional·. ~ . devEfJ,O]>In.ent XX XX 1!' 
3,' 'Fish and wildlife development XX XX v 
4 Water quality control XX XX v . 

ESTIMATED NUMBER ·OF FARMS SSt 

(Check appropriate box) FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project .£::::7· 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

project~ 

Remarks 

(E) 

.Jltl• t ~ 
.. -

' 

Wlao .. n .. _ .... _ .a. 
. .. ,... ·-

t ~"\ .lb"'ii 
'• ' 

tH-e 'II. 

'11.1!.. .. Jf-1 • ..A ~- .tc ·- : a ! Uaat . .., ·~ 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

1fi/5l66 



c-cS-377 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGR ICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

.... J TIL' . N-3-5 
Rev. · 8/64 

STATE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

------------------------------

1 . WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed 
identification 

b. Watershed area i n 
acres 

--------~--------------- --~~~-----------

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3. 

4. 
a. 

Acres Acres Need 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having · needing Exi sts 
problems :proj ect 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c ) (D) 

Flood Erevention 
(1) Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 215 200 XX XX 
(b) Urban .... .. XX XX 

2 Erosion damage ~ 900 ~ . 2,000· XX XX 

Agricultural water management . 
ll Drainage (Croplan~%:Pastur~%) 700 300 XX XX 
2) Irrigation - - XX XX 

~3 Rural water supply XX XX X 

Non-agricultural water management 
(1) Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX X 

2 Recreational development XX XX X. 
3 Fish and wildlife development XX XX X 
4 Water quality control XX XX X 

ESTIMATED NUMBER ·OF FARMS 

(Check appropriate box) FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project CJ 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

:project.tL7 

c . 

Remarks 

(E) 

5. 

( 
' 



SCS-377 
FD~. N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATI ON NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE 
-----------------------------------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

b. Watershed 
acres 

i n a. Watershed 
identification 

----=~~~~~~~------- --~~-----------------

Acres Acres Need 

2 . WATERSHED PROBLEMS having · needing Exi st s 
problems project 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c ) (D) 

a. Flood :r2revention 
(1) Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 1.,.267 1.192 XX XX 
(b) Urban • .. XX XX 

2 Erosion damage U . 900 S .. OOD XX XX 

b. Agricultural water manage~ent _ 
(1) Drainage (Cropland 9J·%:Pasture-Jl-%) ' 3.,7·' XX XX 
2 Irrigation - ..... XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX XX It 

c. Non-agricultural water management 
(1) Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX 'I 

2 Recreational . development . XX XX X 

3 Fish and wildlife development XX XX X 
.4 Water quality control XX XX X 

3. ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 2:_ ., 

4. 
a. 

FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project CJ 

(Check appropriate box) 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

projectL:i:J 

c . 

5. 

Remarks 

(E) 

DATE OF COMPLETION 
9/ l . 

7 



SCS-377 
Form N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGR ICULTURE 

SOIL CON SERVATI ON SERVICE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE I a 

l. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area i n 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3-

4. 
a. 

identification 
~~~~~~~--~------------

WATERSHED PROBLEMS 

(A) 

Flood prevention 
1 Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 
(b) Urban 

2 Erosion damage 

Agricultural water management 
~l) Drainage ~Croplan~~%:Pastur~--%) 
2 Irrigation 
3 Rural water supply 

Non-agricultural water management 
~l) Municipal or industrial water supply 
2 Recreational development 
3 Fish and wildlife development 

.4 Water quality control 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 

acres 
-----~~~~---------

Acres Acres Need 
having · needing Exists 
problems project 

act ion Ye s No 

(B) (c) (D) 

6.0€ An~ XX XX 
';oot .... XX XX 

tl .'MfO '? n?n XX XX .... ... 

't litL.A lt_.A XX XX 
.-..... ... ....... 

XX XX - -:XX XX v 
~-· 

XX XX y 

XX XX ,.,. 
XX XX '¥ 
XX XX :v -

FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project CJ 

(Check appropriate box) 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

project LLJ-

c . Area . of watershed in 
county _..,.,1~,...,..~,_94lolli.49+-_ ----( 

Remarks 

(E) 

., _, ,..., ("J;,· •. r 
;~ ~:. • :..:,,, H<l • ...._ _ _s_.. 

8 ..... _ • . ,. --'"'· 

5. 

--""""- ··w 
' I- _ _ ........ 

> • 

DATE OF COMPLETION 

12116·6 

7 



SCS-377 
"Form N-3-5 
Rev. ' 8/64 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

STATE 

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed 
identification 

b. Watershed 
acres 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3. 

4. 
a. 

------------------------------------- ---------------------
Acres Acres Need 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having · needing Exists 
problems project 

action Ye s No 

(A) (B) (c ) (D) 

Flood prevention 
1 Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 2 • a XX XX 
(b) Urban • ... XX XX 

2 Erosion damage ~ .. ~ -'~.~v XX XX 

Agricultural water management 
(1) Drainage (Cropland 98, %:Pastur~%) 2St 3 , 

XX XX 
2 Irrigation .... ... XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX XX K 

Non-agricultural water management 
(1) Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX X 

2 Recreational development XX XX X 
3 Fish and wildlife development XX XX X: 
4 Water quality control XX XX _K 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 

(Check appropriate box) FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project CJ 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

projectlrJ-

c. Area . of watershed in 
county 

--------------~ 

Remarks 

(E) 

! JD.,OO!J 
l'IJJb allel. Mlt[ratftY B:t.r.dic 
v 

5. DATE 

( 



SCS-377 
Form N-3-5 
Rei~. 8/64 

STATE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

COUNTY 
------~ee-_ fto~f~·b~t"ue~s~----------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 
identification 

--~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
acres 

----·r~t~oo~---------t 

Acres Acres Need 

2. WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

a. Flood prevention -1 Floodwater and sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural XX XX 
(b) Urban Q;nl 'O;J:U XX XX 

2 Erosion damage - - XX XX ::. • .~.uu ~-.~JIJI 

b. Agricultural water management 
(1) Drainage (Croplann:~ %:Pastur~%) l!'Y.fil-.i""i< fl'Cf'\l XX xx 
2 Irrigation -- -- --- __. ... 

XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX XX • ... 

c. Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX 
2 Recreational,:.devE:llJ,0]>IDent XX XX A 

3," "Fish and wildlife development XX XX A 

4 Water quality control XX XX A 

A 

3. . ESTIMATED NUMBER ·OF FARMS 

4. (Check appropriate box) 
a. 

FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project .t:::J· 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

project 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county 

--~1~,;1~e~e---------

Remarks 

(E) 

~ 

·· ..ti;;Q;,I. .... --¥- Cit 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

7l27/66 



SCS-377 
ForJJl. N-3-5 
Rev. B/64 

STATE 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS 

COUNTY 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

--------~~&--a~- -------------------------- -----4-PA~~- =- ~_Mbr-__ ~1~-oes=.=_~--------------------------

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed b. Watershed area in 
identification acres t 

tt • W • Sill: • ~tt3 -· '~too 

Acres Acres Need 

2. WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

a. Flood prevention -1 Floodwater and sediment damage 
(a) Agricultural -.:'1· 't'J'\*t ~ 'I ~·'!& XX XX 
(b) Urban 

,...,, . .,.._. .... ............. _ 
XX XX li E.. 

2 Erosion damage iii ;..,~ 
.., 

c · t'i.tJUl! XX XX ., ... ...,~ -- ,.,. .. ~ 
b. Agricultural water management 

(1) Drainage (Croplan~%:Pastur~%) = XX xX 
2 Irrigation .... -liV ;{o"' L"""U ~,.~u XX XX 
3 Rural water supply :xj( h 

J1,_ 

c. Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX -
2 Recreational·, .. dev@~e])ment XX XX • ..... 
3,' 'Fish and wildlife development XX XX A 

:4 Water quality control XX XX A 
~ 

A . 

3· ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 

4. (Check appropriate box) 
a. 

FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

:project _/:::7. 
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

project 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 
county 

J2.0JO 

Remarks 

(E) 

v 

~ - - ·- · ~ ~-ll . 
.,, 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

1/1:1/'16 

7 



SCS-377 
Form N-3-5 
Rev. 8/64 

STATE 

1. WATERSHED DELINEATION 

a. Watershed 
identification 

CONSERVATION NEEDS 

INVENTORY - SMALL WATERSHED 

b. Watershed area in 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 

c. Area . of watershed ' in 

~~~~~~~--~~~~- acres ...... so~a ... nlirii_O"O:a------- county 
---~----------· 

2. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

3. 

4. 
a. 

Acres Acres Need 

WATERSHED PROBLEMS having needing Exists 
problems project 

action Yes No 

(A) (B) (c) (D) 

Flood Erevention -
(1) Floodwater and sediment damage 

(a) Agricultural 18 .. 67; 18 ... f179 XX XX 
(b) Urban a 6 XX XX 

2 Erosion damage 52 .• 68a· 16 .. 100 XX XX 
/ 

A~ricultural water management 
( 1) Drainage { Croplanrl ~ o/o: Pasture-!Q-%) 1& .. 479 ·4 ~~ XX xx 
2 Irrigation .. - XX XX 
3 Rural water supply XX XX lt . 

Non-agricultural water management 
1 Municipal or industrial water supply XX XX 1r 
2 Recreational):.devffiJ_o]>IYlemt XX XX y 

3,' 'Fish and wildlife development XX: XX: ~ 

4 Water quality control XX: XX: y 

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF FARMS 

(Check appropriate box) FEASIBILITY CLASSIFICATION 
Potentially feasible watershed 

project _t::::::7-
b. Not a potentially feasible watershed 

projectUJ 

Remarks 

(E) 

_ ... , _...:£ ...._ 6 

--~·""""-"········ 

~.;,.,., ~A h .;."'• ,_,_-.. iill.d~ _..;:; 
-- -= - ~ 

- .tt.-• 

5. DATE OF COMPLETION 

7/27(66 

( 



Number of ~atersheds partial y or vholly .n county 

N ·mbe of Gbove watershed which ar .. otent.:clly feasibl 
PL-566 p-·ojects 

A res in p e tial feasible PL-566 pro_e t 

/t:? --- ---



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Soil Conservation Service 

405 Iowa Building 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309 

Advisory-CN-Iowa-2 February 18, 1965 

To: Area Conservationists and Work Unit Conservationists 

From: Frank H. Mendell, State Conservationist 

Re: Watershed Inventory and River Basin Study 

On January 15, 1965, the State Committee on the Iowa Inventory of 
Soil and Water Conservation Nee·ds met to discuss actions which need 
to be taken to up-date the watershed part of the Conservation Needs 
Inventory of 1959. 

One significant action is to reactivate C.ounty Conservation Needs 
Committees and request their assistance in providing needed information 
for up-dating and revising the 1959 Inventory. 

Need for up-dating Watershed Inventory 

Since the completion of the original inventory, there has been an 
ever-increasing concern for protection and development and use of 
water from all parts of the Nation. 

Present River Basin Studies, as currently being conducted in Iowa on 
the Upper Mississippi and Missouri River Basins, the small watershed 
program, Resource Conservation and Development programs, regional 
studies, and the need for more reliable information for Congressional 
hearings have created a significant and continuing demand for realistic 
watershed inventory data. 

USDA Soil and Water Conservation Needs Inventory Committee has agreed 
that a revised watershed project inventory is important to the 
Department 1 s watershed programs and should be started nt an early date,. 

Composition of County Conservation Needs Committee 

~he same agencies, organizations and groups as was used in the 1959 
~nventory. County Chairmen (SCS Work Unit Conservationists) are 
Bquested to discuss the policy and procedure for up-dating the 
W{tershed inventory with the County Committee as soon as can be 
cc-:1veniently arranged. The purpose, policy, and procedure are 
co~tained in Conservation Needs Memorandum 19. Copy of this 
menorandum has been distributed to all SCS field offices. 



( 

... 2 -

We (Soil Conservation Service) are not in a position to obligate other 
agencies in the current survey. We do, however, invite agency 
representatives to participate to the extent of their interest and 
authority, recognizing many have current knowledge and inforwetion .now · 
available which would assist in the assembly of inventory data. No 
special field surveys are anticipated for obtaining information. 

Each County Chairman is requested to provide a copy of this advisory 
notice to other members of the County Conservation . Needs Committee • . 

The State Conservation Needs Committee suggests thib inventory be 
discussed by the County c·hairmen at County (TAP) Technical Action Panel 
meetings. 

Sufficient copies of . this advisory notice are being sent to· each work 
unit office to enable t'he county Chairman (Work Unit Conservationist) to 

· provide a copy of it to other agency representatives in the county at 
the time they are invited to participate • 

Disposition: 
Please file this advisory 
notice in Conservation 
Needs File. 

. ' c;;:::_/ 



~ . E S'l'ATE F A 
Soil onservation Serv ee 

05 Iowa · ild · ng 
Des oines , Iowa 50.309 

Advi ory - ... ~I - Io ·a 2 

'I'O : Area Con..'C:\ervat. onists 

Frbm rank H. e dell, St·te Conserv tion · st 

Sub ct: CNI - onservat ion j eeds Inve tory for Watersheds 

nd T se arate cov r e are sendin the res lts of the ;recently c 
pleted \-latershed Ir ventory. There are . aps of each county shol..ring the 
t~atersheds consi er d . N .. ,3 _.·5 f~ s are · neltded fo each w ters:t: ed or 

a t of a aters 1ed -1i thin each co nty s o · ~ n t he extent o£ t he pro .. 
bl ems within t hat l · atershed. I n additi n , each - -3· 5 is arked as to 
whether &r no~ the atershed is potentially feasibl·e for project 
development. 

esides the naps and -3-5 form for each county in your area, we have 
·ncluded a map for erea office u e sh win the potentially feas j ble 
projects w·t~in t~e area. 

Please -contact us i f you have need for furt er informat . on. 

Under senarate covert 
r~-3.5 for ,etch : in ares ""' (Pac ,a :e) 

a of each co .tnty . in .Are. a) 11 ) * 0 ~ showing 's in Area · 

/s/ r ank H. ~~ndell 

(This may help to understand t he m~terial you received. The State Office 
did not furnish co ies for distrib1,tion. L ) 
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