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DOC# 35923

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
LARRY J. WILSON, piRfFcror
17 June, 1996

Mr. Leland Shelton
Route 2, Box 318
Chariton, Iowa 50049

SUBJECT: Environmental assessment for Smythe Building. Main & Braden, Chariton. lowa

Dear Mr. Shelton:

Staff of the IDNR Solid Waste Section have had the opportunity to review and discuss the maicnals
submitted regarding the cnvironmental assessment for the Smythe Building in Chariton, iowa

The department has been inundated with varied reports of contamination. gencrally stemiming from
environmental assessments conducted for the purpose of property transfer. Becausc the number of such
sites far exceeds the resources we have available for addressing them. we have been forced io priontize
them. We will be dealing only with sites which we deem to be the most scrious threais to human health
Qur first priority is sites where there is an existing or imminent threat of human exposurc 10 levels of
contaminaiion in excess of heaith based guidelines. A second group of sites. which we will deal with ay
resources arc available, will include sites charactenized by: very high levels of contaminants, ihe
probability of large amounts of waste, and/or the likelihood of an ongoing release of contaminants

Data from the environmental assessment indicate contamination of soils and gronndwater. by metals, in
excess of action levels, however the situation does not clearly it into either of the categones described
above. Therefore the IDNR will require no further action m this case ~ This Judgment s bised on
information currently avaiiable to us and is subject 10 revision. if addiional information suggests such i
change to be warranted. It should be noted that Many cAVIronMenial asscssments are Cursen in natre

and de not, therefore, provide adequate information 10 permut an evaleation with o hreh degree of
confidence.

While we will not require any further invesiigation at present. we do have a couple of concerns regirding
this situation. First, the cnvironmental sampling was limited ic a fairly small arca tn the basement
leaving the question regarding the general condition of the whole property unanswered  As a consequenge
our cvaluation and response cannot be described as having a great deal of certainty - Sccond. the
contamination of soils in the bascment, by heavy metals. docs causc us 10 be concerned about a poteniial
for dircct human exposure. Future use of the building should take this into account. particutarly 1f tha
includes residential usc of the building with access to the bascment 11 may be advisable to consult with
health officials and/or take measures 1o reman ¢ the contamination or prevent contact with at. if the
building is to be used for human ovcupancy

If you have any questions, plcase feel free 1o call me at $15 281-7040

Respectfully.,

Cal Lundberg, Ph. D

Environmental Specialist *

cc:FO S5
Mr. Dave Knouse, ¢/o Copy Plus. 110 N Grand. Chanton. lowa 50049
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SITE INFORMATION

feo
Property owner @A.R.._TM Cong . Mailing address

Location/Legal ﬂﬂpuon_mm%m_ﬂi&;}m

Report prepared by

Date report submitted_ S [ Sé

Areal size of property_g, | A Current useage Swoll (.. . o
REPORT INFORMATION SUMMARY

Summarize the daia submitted (no.. type. depth of soil borings, surface samples, ground water samples, other sampling
condugted, analysis performed. contammauon 1dcnuﬁed. ete. )
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Summanze the site history ( past useages, known or suspected contamination pathways such as tanks, S.W. sunai,
eptic tank/tilefield, lagoon, land application, etg,)
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Summanze other relevant iaformauon (inciude what may have been learned or known from sources other than the report itseif,
h as DNR files)
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. REVIEW SUMMARY

Summarize your findings and conclusions regarding the contaminants found, their extent and concentrations and

;,}> ,relate those values known criteria such as water quality standards, MCLs, established clean up levels,
‘background or any other y levant or useful benchmarks used to determine the sites priority.
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Summarize the potential or actual impacts of the contamination. What is known about the neighboring area, i. e.
are there residences, businesses, public use areas, etc” Are there wells in the area that could be potentially
imacted? Are there identified contaminant pathways such as water or sewer lines, drain tiles, or fissures? Identify
any other use/location issues that deserve consideration in any priority assignment
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Summarize any other information, knowledge, or reasoning used in determing vour recommendation regarding
the priority assigned to this site.
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Person Completing This Form C \L Date_¢// 7/ %

Person(s) Who reviewed this form Date
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