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ARCHIVE NOTE
ARCHNE DECISION -EPA REGION VII

CON 12-15
Doc # 27134

SITE NAME: City of Waterloo Dry Cleaners (Broadway and Conger)EPA ID#: IASFN0703523 SSID#:

Alias Site Names:

City: Waterloo State: Iowa County or Parish: Black Hawk Zip Code: 50703

DECISION CHECKLIST:

No Further Superfurid Interest Exists at the Site based upon the following:

All CERCUS Site workhas been completed.
{site assessment, Rl!FS, RD, RA, O&M, All Monitoring, Closeout Report,
5-yr review, NPL Deletion, Removal(s)}:

Ail Enforcement actions have been completed.
{PRP has complied with all aspects of enforcement document(s), All Orders
and/or Consent Decrees have been closed out} .

All Cost Recovery actions have been completed.
{final billing sent & collected, referral completed, DD completed}

All existing monitoring wells closed in accordance with State Regulations.
Date of final well closure:

or archival.

DISCUSSIONIRA TIONALE FOR ARCHIVAL:

f.Yes O. No 0 N/A

DYes 0 No fN/A

DYes 0 No "'-N/A

DYes 0 No ~/A

The CityofWaterioo Dry Cleaners (Broadway and Conger) site is located at Broadway and Conger Streets in Waterloo,
Iowa. The site is a D.128-acre vacant lot that was formally occupied by a dry cleaning facility. The site is located at
the intersection of Broadway and Conger Streets in Waterloo, Iowa. The property is located near a residential area
and sever.al gas stations.

Previously, the property was used as a dry cleanirig facility from the 1950s through the early 1980s. The property was
occupied by Deco Tool Supply in 1960, and as some type of office with a "waiting room" prior to that. The "waiting
room" was suspected to be a doctor's waiting room.

The property joins Conger Street to the north and Broadway Street to the west. The eastern and southern boundaries
of the property historically have joined residential lots. The southwest corner of Conger and Broadway is a
laundromat, the northwest comer is a gas station, and the northeast corner is a church. The laundromat currently does
not perform dry cleaning services; it is unknown if dry cleaning services were offered in the past. Broadway Street
contains a mix of residential and commercial properties, while Conger Street is primarily residential.

The EPA Targeted Brownfields Assessment (TBA) conducted in the summer of2002 identified PCE contamination
in soil and ground water. The assessment determined PCE in soil did not exceed the state Land Recycling Program
LRP standard of 780 ppb; however, PCE was detected in ground water both on site and off site exceeding the LRP
standard of 5 ppb. It is the conclusion of the IDNR that although ground water conditions both on site and off site
pose a health risk, soil contamination on site i.sbelow health risk thresholds and will not prevent or delay the
redevelopment of the property.

continue



Based on the results of the TBA, the IDNR conducted additional follow up off-site sampling in 2003 to further define
the extent of ground water contamination beyond that already demonstrated, but did not include the subject former
dry cleaner site.

In follow-up to the above, the EPA contacted the IDNR to determine the statUs of the site. This EPA follow-up was
conducted in November 2007. The detenrtination of the IDNR is as follows: The Geological Survey provided a
source water map for the Waterloo well field and available water quality data from IDNR Water Supply section for
the n~arest city well field to Matt Culp, IDNR. Matt Culp, IDNR, concluded was the well field was not threatened.

I .

Based upon the determination of the IDNR, no further Superfund activities are planned or anticipated.
, I . . .

No further EPA Superfund Activities are expected at this site. No further response under CERCLAISARA is required
and archiving the site is appropriate.

Date: \\-\,~-\\

Date: . \\-\R-"
Date: If:- ?!(-(/
Date:

Date: 4b-11.L
I i

Site Assessment Team Leader: .

Cost Recovery Unit concurrence:

!MC Review of site data2j' LIS:ct:=~
State concurrence: --+---,-oo~L_...;~__"'J-"~-_~ __ "--------

. ~

Archive Note Form, April 13, 2001
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REMEDIAL SITE ASSESSMENT DECISION. EPA REGION VII Page 1 of 1

Site Name: CITY OF WATERLOO DRY CLEANERS (BROADWAYEPA 10: IASFN0703523
Alias Site Names:
City: WATERLOO

Refer to Report Dated:

.Report Developed By:
9/25/2008 County or Parrish:. BLACK HAWK

Report Type: PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 001

State 10:

State: IA

~ 1. Further Remedial Site Assessment Under CERCLA (Superfund) is not required because:

NFRAP: No further Remedial Action plannedn 2. Further Assessment Needed Under CERCLA:

Discussion/Rationale:
This letter is to follow up on your telephone inquiry regarding the EPA recommendation for coordination between IDNR
and the city of Waterloo for potential redevelopment of the former dry cleaner site located at the comer of Broadway and

. Conger in Waterloo, Iowa. .

The EPA Targeted Brownfields Assessment TBA conducted in the summer of 2002 identified PCE contamination in soil
and ground water. The assessment determined PCE insoil did not exceed the state Land Recycling Program LRP
standard of 780 ppb; however, PCE was detected in ground water both on site and off site exceeding the LRP standard of
5 ppb. It is the conclusion of the IDNR that although ground water conditions both on.site and off site pose a health risk,
soil contamination on site is below heal~ risk thresholds and will not prevent or delay the redevelopment of the property.

Based on the results of the TBA, the IDNR conducted additional follow up off-site sampling in 2003 to further define the
extent of ground water contamination beyond that already demonstrated, but did not include the subject former dry .
cleaner site ..

In follow-up to the above, the EPA contacted the IDNR to determine the status of the site. This EPA follow-up was
conducted in November 2007. The IDNR project manager informed the EPA that they would provide to EPA the status of
the site. Below is the determination of the IDNR.' .

The Geological Survey provided a source water map for the Waterloo well field and available water quality data from
IDNR Water Supply section for the nearest city well field to Matt.Culp, IDNR.

Matt CUlp, IDNR, concluded was the well field was not threatened.

Based upon the determination of the IDNR, no further Superfund activities are planned or anticipated. This site has no .
further Superfund interest and will be NFRAP.

------------~
40298277

IlmIWI~lmlm~ml
Superfund

::~n~:::onMadeby: RO~Q ,Q~

EPA Form # 9100-3 .

Date: 09/25/2008
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ABBREVIATED PRELIMINARY AS~ESSMENT CHECKLIST

This checklist can be used to help the site investigator detennine if an Abbreviated Preliminary Assessment (AP A) is warranted. This
checklist should dOCument the rationale fot the decision on whether further steps in the site investigation process are required under
CERCLA. Use additional s,heets, if necessary. .

Checklist Preparer:
CNwne!IiIle)

(Address) (Phone)

Site Name:

"Srf2'3 _---
(Zip)

Previous Names Of any);

Site Location:

Latitude: _ Longitude:

~...,;;;;..e __, _

.:IA-
(Sl)

Describe the release (or potential release) and its probable nature: _

Part 1 • Superfund Eligibility Evaluation

,If aU answers are ''no'' go on to Part 2, othenme proCeed to Part 3. YES NO

1. Is the site currently in CERCUS or an "alias" of another site? [!("" 0

2. Is the site being addressed by some other remedial prog'ram (Federal, State, or Tribal)? 0 .llf

3. Are the hazardous substances polentiiilly released at the site regulated under a statutory exclusion (e.g., 0 ~
petroleum, natural gas, natural gas liquids, synt1letic gas usable for fuel, nonnal application of fertilizer,
release located in a workplace, naturally occuning, or regulated by the NRC, UM1RCA, or OSHA)?

4. Are the hazardous substances potentially released at the site eJ!.~luded by policy considerations (i.e., 0 ~
deferred to RCRA corrective action)? ,

5. Is there sufficient doc;umentalion to demonstrate that no potential for a release that could cause adverse liY" 0
env~nmenta1 or human'health impacts ~ (e.g., comprehensive rerJ'li.diaJ investigation equivalent dat8 ..
showing no release abOve ARARs. completed removal action, previous HRS score detennined, or an
EP A approved risk assessment ~mpleted)?

Please explain' aU "yes" answer(s).
";\.,. tI.. ..... •....J"""'" ..;VSoe.... Y' 'M 9fif <u.s

40298278
mllllllmm~WI

Superfund

A-I
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Part 2 -lDitilll Site EYlIIuaIion

For Part 2, if infonnation is not available ..to make a "yt:S" or "oo"IapOIISC, further investigation mIiy be needed. In these cases,
: detennine ~ an APA is approprill1e. .Exhibit I parallels the questions in Part 2 Use Exhibit I to make decisions in Part 3.

Ifthe auswer Is "00" to any of questions 1,2, or 3, pioceed diredIy to Part 3- YES NO

1. Does the site have a release or a potenliallO release? 0 IP'

2 Does the site have uncontained sources containing CERa.A eligible substances? 0 l!'"
..

3. Does the site have docmneotcd on-sitc, adjacent, or nearby targets? 0 lJV"

Ifthe answers to questions 1,2, and 3 aboft were aD '~It then auswer the questions below before YES NO
pl"OClllllllng to Put 3-

4. Does documenlBlion indicate tha1 a target (e.g., drinking WIlIer wells, drinking surface waIer intakes, etc.) 0 0
_ has been exposed to a hazardous substance released from the site?

S. Is Ihere an apparent r*ase at the site with no docwnentation of.exposed tsrgeIS, but there are IaI'geIS on 0 0
site or inuncdiatdy adjacent to the site? ..

6. Is there an apparent release and no documented orHite targets OJ' targets immecfiateIy adjacent to the site, 0 0
but there are nearby targeIS (e.g., bIJ'&eI5 within I mile)?

7. Is there no indication of a hazardous substance release. and thece are uncontaincd sources containing O. 0
CERa..A hazardous subs1ances, but there is a potential to release with targets present on site or in

.

proximity to the sire?

Notes:

I'
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EXHIBIT 1

SITE ASSFSSMENT DECISION GUIDELINES FOR A SITE

Exhibit 1 identifies different types of silei~onnation and provides somcpossible reconmadalions fot further site assessment IIClivir:
based on that infonnatioo. You will use Exhibit 1 in detl:nnining die need for fwthc:r action at the site, based on the answers to the
questions in Part 2. Please use your professioiJal judgement when evaluating a site. Your judgement may be different from the genena.
recommendations for a site given below. .

Suspec:tedJDoauented Site Conditions APA FuDPA PAISI SI

1. There are no messes or potential to release. (Y~ No No No

2. No uncontained sources with CERa..A-eligible substances are Yes No No No
present on site.

3. There are no on-site, adjacent. or nearby I8rgeIS. Yes No No No

4. There is documentation indicating Option I: APA ~ Sf Yes No No Yes
that a targd (e.g., drinking water
wells, drinking surface WIlla' intakes, _ ....._..............._ ....._-._ .. ...._._ ....._ ...... .....__ .............. ........................ .....-................
etc.) bas been exposed to a hazardous Option 2: PAISI No No Yes NA
substance rele8scd from1h~ site.

S. . There is an !lPP8JeRt release at die site Option 1: APA ~ Sf Yes No No Yes
with no documentation of explSCd _.__ ._............... -._. 1-- ...__.- .-..-_....._ ... ._............. _ .... ..__ ............ _.
Jat'FIS, but there are targets on site or Option 2: PAISI No No Yes NA
immediately adjacent to the site. .

6. 'There is an apparent release and no'documented on-site targets No Yes No No
and no documented targets immediately adjllCClltto the Site, but
there are nearby~. NearbY targets are those targets that are
loc;alcd withiJi 1 mile of the site and have a relatively high
likelihood of expOSure to a hazardous substanc:c migration from
die site.

7. There is no indieation of a hazardous substance release, and there No Yes No No
arc untQntained sources containing CERa..A hazardous
substances, but there is a potential to release with targets present
on site or inmoximitv to the site.

Part 3 - EPA Site Assessment Decision
When completing Part 3, use Part 2 and Exhibit 1 to select the apptopriale decision. For example, if the answer to question 1 in Part 2
was '-00." then an APA may be pedormed and the "NFRAP" box below should be chedcaI. AdditionalJy, if the answer to question 4 in
Part 2 is "yes:' then.you have two options (as indicated in Exhibit I): Option 1 - conduct an APA and check the "Lower Priority Sf' or
"Higher Priority Sf' box belOW; ~ Option 2 - proceed with a combined PAISI assessment.

RegIonal EPA Reviewer:

i1the box that applies ~ on the conclusions of the APA: ..
NfRAP . ' 0 Refer to Rermval Program - fuJ1her site assessment needed
Higher Priority Sf 0 Refer to Removal Program - NFRAP .

o . Lower Priority SI . 0 Siteis being addressed as part of anotheI' CERWS siteo Defer to RCRA SUbtideC 0 Other: _
o Defer to NRC

A-3



PLEASE EXPLAIN TIlE RATIONALE FOR YOUR DECISION:

'~.ac ~ ~ _

NOlES:

A-4



TIlis letter is to.follow up o~ your telephone inquiry regarding the EPA recommendation for coordination
between IDNR and the city of Waterloo for.potential redevelopment of the former dry cleaner site located .
at the comer of Broadway and Conger in Waterloo, Iowa.

The EPA Targeted Brownfields Assessment TBA conduc:~d in the"summer of2002 identified PCE
c~ntamination in soil and ~und water. The assessment determined PCE in.soil did not exceed the state
Land Recycling Program LRP standard of 780 ppb; however, PCE was detected in ground water both on
site and ~ffsite exceeding the ~RP standard ofS ppb, It is the conclusion of the IDNR that although ground
water conditions both on site and off site pose a health risk, soil' contamination on site is below health risk
thresholds and will not prevent or delay the redevelopment of the property.

Based on the results of the TBA, the IDNR conducted additional follow up off-site sampling in 2003 to
further define the extent of ground water contamination beyond that already demonSb'ated, but did not
include the subject former dry cleaner site.

In follow-up to the above, the EPA contacted the IDNR to determine the status of the site. This EPA
follow-up was conducted in November 2007. The IDNR project manager informed the EPA that they
would provide ~oEPA the status of the site. Below is the determination of the IDNR.

The Geological Survey provided a sOurce water map for the Waterloo .well 'field and available water quality
data ITom I.DNR Water Supply section for the nearest city well field to Matt Culp, IDN~

Ma~ Culp, IDNR, concl,uded was the well field was .not tt:tre&tened.

Based upon the determination of the iDNR, no further SuperfUnd activities are planned or anticipated. This
site has no further Superfund interest and will be NFRAP. .

. ,



..

CHESTER J. CULVER, GOVERNOR
PATTY JUDGE. LT. GOVERNOR

December 14, 2007

Memo to file:

C~15
Do~170

STATE OF IO'NA
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

RICHARD A. LEOPOLD. DIRECTOR

Assessment of this site was completed in 2003 by EPA through the Targeted Brown Fields
Assessment program. In 2003 the IDNR indicated in a letter to the Economic Development
Manger Noel Anderson plans to conduct additional assessment. The plan was to conduct
sampling to re-examine the conclusion of the TBA report regarding ground water flow and
further define the extent of contamination.

In 2007. the IDNR again discussed thi.s site with Noel Anderson and at this time the city has no
immediate plans for redevelopment. It was decided that the IDNR will deferred further.
asses.sment until that time that the property in question is the subject of consideration for
redevelopment and/or surrounding economic development. is planned that may impact or be
impacted by the this site.

Matt Culp

WALLACE STATE OFFICE BUILDING 1502 EAST 9th STREET 1DES MOINES, IOWA 50319-0034 .

515-281-5918 FAX515-281-6794 www.iowadnr.gov

http://www.iowadnr.gov
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STATE OF IO'NA
tHOMAS J. YILSACK, GOVERNOR

SALLY J. PEDER.SON, LT. GOVERN.OR

March 17, 2003

Noel Anderson
Department of Planning and Zoning
City of Waterloo
Waterloo, IA .

Dear Mr. Anderson

DEPARTMENT OF NATURA~RESOURCES
.)EFFREY R VONK, DIRECTOR

This letter is to follow up on your telephone inquiry regarding the EPA recommendation for coordination
between IDNR and the city of Waterloo for potential redevelopment of the former dry cleaner site located
at the corner of Broadway and Conger in Waterloo, Iowa. .

The EPA Targeted' Brownfields Assessment (TBA) conducted in the summer of 2002 identified PCE
contamination in soil and ground water .. The assessment determined PCE in soil did not exceed the state
Land Recycling Program (LRP) standard of 780 PPM, however, PCE was detected in ground water (both
on site and off site) exceeding the LRP standard of 5 ppb. It is the conclusion of the IDNR that although
.ground water conditions (both on site and off site) pose a health risk, soil contamination on site is below
health risk thresholds and will not prevent or delay the redevelopment of the property. .

Based on the results of the TBA, the IDNR plans to conduct additional follow up (off-site) sampling in
2003 to further define the extent of ground water contamination beyond that already demonstrated but will
'not include the subject (former dry cleaner) site. I will contact you when that assessment is scheduled to.
inform you of the extent of our planned activities. We will also provide the city the results when
completed ..

Please contact'me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Matthew Culp
IDNR

. CC: Cal Lundberg, IDNR
Bob Drustrup, IDNR
Dan Cook, IDNR
IDNR Field Office #1, Manchester
Shane Reed, USEPA .

WALLACE STATE OFFICE BUILDING /502 EAST 9th STREET / DES MOINES,IOWA 50319
515-281-5918 TOO 515-242-5967 FAX 515-281-6794 www.state.ia.usldnr

http://www.state.ia.usldnr
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. R8nIedy
5eIIlc,tion
PrQjectfedenII

!I Facllitles
i,
Enforcenwnt

NPL5t8tUlJ
Not on the NPL
Not Valid Site or Incident
Not on the NPL
Not on the NPL
Not Valid Site or Incident
Not on the NPL
Not Valid Site or Incident
Not on the NPL

. Not Valid Site or Incident

Not Valid Site or Incident
Not on the NPL

Y Not Valid Site or Incident
Not Valid Site or Incident

. Not Valid Site or Incident

Archived

Archived

Archived
Archived

L-(ERIIB) fmergencyRnponse & RV' North

Site section!

other RegionIt contact
Site ~enmcnt. MenIuer(SAM)

(113) 551-7769
(151) 551-1568
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RAPPLfAIt, KEN
K1NG,J¥)II

SleN.me. mil All SlelD
CIRa.E R RANCH ST.LOUIS MOO980687168 0701307
cm.CORP CREDIT SERVICES CLAY MONOO0705873 0705873
CITIES SERVICE CO CARBON BLACK PLANT GRANT KSD980685374 0700648
CITIES SERVICE CO JAYHAWK GAS PROCESSING HASKELL KSII039134101 0700517
CITIZEN NATIONAL BANK-12TH STREET-8ELLE PLAINE BBITON IANOOOlO4853 0704853
CITIZENS GAS & ELECTRIC CO 07HY POTTAWATTAMIE IA0984589093 0702416
CITIZENS NATIONAL BANK 13TH STREET - BELLE PLAINE BENTON IANOOO704850 0704850
CITY FARM - JASPER CITY JASPER MOO001216856 0702994
CITY OF COLUMBIA PARKING LOT BOONE MONOO0704687 0704887

•• II II, '1 I ; I I I I

CITY OFWATERLOO E. 4TH STREET BLACKHAWK IANOOO704024 0704024
CITY WIDE ROCK & EXCAVATION SARPY NED980503288 0701937
CLARINDA (EX) PRISONER OF WAR CAMP PAGE IANOOO703374 0703374
CLARK PRINTING COMPANY CLAY MONOO0705874 0705614
CLARK STREET JET GAS SPILL HENRY IANOOOlO4078 0704078
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