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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

ARAR Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement
AROD Amended Record of Decision :
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
CFR Code of Federal Regulations

"COC Contaminant of Concern

EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency
ESD Explanation of Significant Differences

FAC Florida Administrative Code _
FDEP Florida Department of Environmental Protection
FYR Five-Year Review

HQ : Hazard Quotient

HHRA Human Health Risk Assessment

IC Institutional Control

MCL Maximum Contaminant Level

ug/kg Micrograms per Kilogram

ug/L Micrograms per Liter

mg/kg Milligrams per Kilogram

MNA Monitored Natural Attenuation

NPL National Priorities List

Oo&M Operation and Maintenance

ou Operable Unit

PCP Pentachlorophenol

PRP - . Potentially Responsible Party

RAO Remedial Action Objective

RI "~ Remedial Investigation

ROD Record of Decision

RPM Remedial Project Manager

RSL Regional Screening Level

SCTL Soil Cleanup Target Level

TEQ Toxicity Equivalent Quotient

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers

UU/UE Unlimited Use and Unrestricted Exposure



I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of a five-year review (FYR) is to evaluate the implementation and performance of a remedy
to determine if the remedy is and will continue to be protective of human health and the environment.
The methods, findings and conclusions of reviews are documented in FYR reports such as this one. In
addition, FYR reports 1dent1fy issues found during the review, if any, and document recommendations to
address them.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is preparing this FYR pursuant to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 121, consistent with the
National Contingency Plan (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Section 300.430(f)(4)(ii)) and
considering EPA policy.

This is the fourth FYR for the Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co. Superfund Site (the Site). The
triggering action for this statutory review is the completion date of the previous FYR. The FYR has been
prepared because hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants remain at the Slte above levels that
allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure (UU/UE).

The Site consists of two operable units (OUs). This FYR Report addresses both OUs. OU1 addresses
soil, sediment, debris, surface water and groundwater contamination found on the former facility
property and in the associated drainage features south of the facility. OU2 addresses residual site-related
dioxin contamination in soils not addressed as part of OU1.

EPA remedial project manager (RPM) Joydeb Majumder led the FYR. Participants included EPA
community involvement coordinator L’ Tonya Spencer, Florida Department of Environmental Protection
(FDEP) project manager John Sykes and Treat Suomi and Claire Marcussen from EPA support
contractor Skeo. The review began on 10/19/2018. Documents used to prepare this FYR are listed in -
Appendix A. Appendix B includes Site status information.

Site Baékground

The 11-acre Site is located in the community of Whitehouse which is part of the city of Jacksonville in
Duval County, Florida (Figure 1). The CSX railroad borders the Site to the north. Residential homes
border the Site to the south and to the west. A low-lying wooded area borders the Site to the east. The
Site includes the area where site operators conducted wood-preserving activities from 1954 to the mid-
1980s. In addition, the facility operated a permitted wastewater treatment unit up until 1980 when the
unit was replaced by a closed loop system. Disposal practices released wood-treating waste to soil,
surface water, sediment, and groundwater on the facility property, a drainage ditch which had conveyed -
the treated effluent to McGirt’s creek, and portions of residential properties. EPA placed the Site on the
National Priorities List (NPL) in 1983. The city of Jacksonville currently owns and maintains the former
facility property which is grass-covered and fenced. The CSX railroad borders the Site to the north.
Residences border the Site to the south and west. A low-lying wooded area borders the Site to the east.

The Site drainage flows through onsite ditches southward 2 miles to McGirts Creek. Groundwater
occurs in the surficial aquifer which is confined from the deeper aquifer by a 65-foot-thick sandy clay
unit. Groundwater flow in the surficial and deeper aquifers is to the southwest and west-southwest,
respectively. Recharge to the surficial aquifer occurs in the vicinity of the Site and it discharges to
McGirts Creek. Residential potable wells located immediately west and south of the Site are screened in
the deeper aquifer where contaminants have not been detected.
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Figure 1: Site Location Map
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FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SUMMARY FORM

Site Name: Coleman-Evans Wood Preéerving Co. . '

EPA 1ID: FLD991279894
Region: 4 State: Florida City/County: Whitehouse/Duval

NPL Status: Deleted

Multiple OUs? Has the Site achie\_'ed construction completion?

Yes Yes

Lead agency: EPA

Author name: Joydeb Majumder (EPA) and Claire Marcussen (Skeo)

Author affiliation: EPA and Skeo
Review period: 10/15/2018 — 7/15/2019
4 Date of Site inspection: 11/15/2018

Type of review: Statutory

Review number: 4

Triggering action date: 7/8/2014

Due date (five years after triggering action date): 7/8/2019

II. RESPONSE ACTION SUMMARY

Basis for Taking Action _

Site contamination was discovered in September 1980. In 1985, EPA conducted an emergency response
action to excavate and remove the contents of two unlined pits. The pits were used to dispose of
precipitate from the facility’s wastewater treatment process. This process involved the application of
caustic soda and aluminum sulfate which created a precipitate. The precipitate was then placed in the
unlined pits. This practice was discontinued in 1970, after which the precipitate was placed in above
ground storage tanks. Effluent from the wastewater treatment process was discharged into an onsite
ditch which flowed into McGirts Creek. It was these processes and others that led to the contamination.

In 1986, the EPA conducted the Site’s initial remedial investigation (RI) and human health risk

- assessment (HHRA). The EPA concluded in the 1986 HHRA that pentachlorophenol (PCP) in
groundwater presented unacceptable future human health risks if shallow groundwater were to be used
for potable purposes. In addition, the EPA concluded that PCP in on-site soils was a source of
groundwater contamination.



Following additional investigations in 1996, the EPA completed a second HHRA. It concluded that that
cancer risks based on onsite and offsite residential use exceeded the upper-bound of the EPA’s risk
management range of 1 x 10 due to dioxin and PCP in soil. The EPA conducted an ecological risk
assessment, which indicated that the surface water concentrations of PCP and dioxin in the drainage
ditch pose risk to aquatic species. A summary of the contaminants of concern (COCs) in associated
media and exposure pathway are presented in Table 1.

Table 1: COCs, by Media

COC Soil Groundwater Surface Water Sediment
PCP H H E H
Dioxin H, E H E H
Notes:

H = Contaminant is a COC in this medium based on the 1986 and 1996 HHRAs.
E = Contaminant is a COC in this medium based on the 1996 ecological risk assessment.

Response Actions

In September 1980, the City of Jacksonville served the potentially responsible party (PRP) with a notice
to comply for violating state and federal groundwater standards due to the confirmed the presence of
groundwater contamination at the Site. In response, the PRP constructed a closed-loop wastewater
treatment system onsite to treat its waste and cease discharge to McGirts Creek. The sludge cake
generated as a result of the closed loop process qualified as a RCRA hazardous waste which the PRP
stored onsite in above-ground tanks. Inspections by the Florida Department of Environmental
Regulation (FDER, now referred to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection or FDEP)
between 1981 and 1983 showed that the PRP violated and continued to violate the RCRA hazardous
waste reporting, planning, and safety requirements applicable to generators and treatment, storage and
disposal facilities.

The EPA proposed the Site for listing on the Superfund program’s NPL in December 1982 and finalized
the listing in September 1983. Between 1985 and 1995, the EPA completed emergency cleanup
activities to address immediate threats at the Site due to refusal of the PRP to comply with the EPA’s
order to address the cleanup The removal activities included the following:

Excavating two on-site disposal pits, off-site disposal, and backfilling with clean fill.

Removing contaminated structures.

Installing French drains.

Excavating contaminated soil and sediment in the residential area next to the Site and placement
onsite, secured by a permanent fence and signs.

Appendix C provides a detailed Site chronology of the all emergency response actions, Rl, feasibility
studies (FS), remedial design, remedial action and decision documents. A summary of the long-term
response actions at OU1 and OU2 is provided in more detail below. Figure 2 shows the locations of the
Site’s OUs.



Figure 2: Detailed Site Map -
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OU1

The EPA selected the long-term cleanup plan for soil, sediment and groundwater contamination in the
-Site’s 1986 OU1 Record of Decision (ROD) and updated the cleanup plan with two amended RODs
(ARODs) in 1990 and 1997. The 1997 AROD listed the primary remedy components-and formalized the

remedial action objectives (RAOs). In addition, the EPA issued four Explanations of Significant

Differences (ESDs) in 2001, 2003, 2004 and 2005. The 2001 and 2005 ESD clarified the selected
remedy to include a polishing step of off-gas treatment and replacing the need for a groundwater
recovery system with monitored natural attenuation (MNA), respectively. The 2003 and 2004
ESD noted significant changes to soil volume and costs. Cleanup of soil, sediment and groundwater
prevented PCP runoff into the drainage ditch and ultimately into McGirts Creek. Table 2 provides a
summary of the final remedial action objectives (RAOs) and remedy components Table 3 lists OU1
cleanup goals. :

Table 2: OU1 RAOs and Remedy Components

Medium RAO* Remedy Components®
Soil, Prevent ingestion and direct contact | Excavate and treat contaminated soil, sediment and wood
Sediment with contaminated soils and debris using an on-site thermal desorber.
and Wood sediments in excess of cleanup Treat off gases generated by the on-site thermal desorber.
Debris levels. Backfill excavated areas with treated material or clean fill.
- Treat groundwater and stormwater encountered during
Prevent future groundwater excavation at on-site wastewater treatment unit prior to
contamination. discharge to on-site surface water.
Collect free-product floating on the upper
surficial aquifer for recycling and/or off-site disposal.
Regrade and revegetate all excavated areas.
Relocate residents, as necessary, to facilitate construction.
Groundwater | Protect groundwater as a current or | Monitored natural attenuatlon (MNA) of groundwater
potential drinking water supply by contamination.®
reducing contaminants to maximum
contaminant levels (MCLs) or other
protection levels established by the
_ EPA and FDEP.
Notes: ’
a. Current RAOs were obtained from Section 7.3 of the 1997 AROD.
b. Current remedy components are described in Section 10 of the 1997 AROD.
c. Added as a new remedy component in the 2005 ESD.

Table 3: Summary of OU1 Cleanup Levels for Soil, Sediment and Groundwater

COC Soil and Sediment Cleanup Level (ing/kg)" Groundwater Cleanup Level (ug/L)"
PCP - 2 : 1
Dioxin® 0.001°¢ 0.001
Notes:

a. Established in Section 7.5 of the 1997 AROD. Level for PCP is based on site-specific leachability.
b. Established in Section 7.4 of the 1997 AROD.
¢. Cleanup levels for dioxin were considered interim cleanup levels, pending EPA’s release of the Dioxin
Reassessment Report.

mg/kg = milligrams per kilogram
ug/L = micrograms per liter




ou2 :

The EPA selected the OU2 long-term cleanup plan in the 2006 ROD to address dioxin-contaminated soil
at the former facility property and residential properties near the former facility property not previously
treated as part of OU1. Table 4 presents a summary of the RAOs and remedy components. Table 5 lists
the OU2 cleanup goals.

Table 4: OU2 RAOs and Remedy Components

Medium RAO® Remedy Components®

Soil " | Prevent incidental ingestion, dust ¢ Excavate soil at areas adjacent to the former facility
inhalation or direct contact with surface property and place on the pre-graded former facility
soil that contains concentrations of property and install 2 feet of vegetated soil cover. .
dioxin attributable to the Site in excess |e Restore excavated areas using clean soil.

of the soil cleanup goals. e Characterize contaminated soils and dispose of off-

site at a permitted facility if deemed hazardous waste.

¢ Control future releases of contaminants (e Implement institutional controls on the former facility
to ensure long-term protection of property through use of restrictive covenants to limit
human health and the environment. . future land uses to commercial and recreational uses,

' and appropriate precautions are taken for any
potential future intrusive subsurface work activities to
prevent disturbance of subsurface waste soil.

e Conduct FYRs of the remedy to ensure that -
protectiveness is maintained.

Notres:
a. RAOs obtained from Section 2.8 of the 2006 ROD. _
b. Remedy components as described in Section 2.12.2 of the 2006 ROD.

Table 5: OU2 Dioxin Cleanup Levels for Soil*?

COC Off-facility Soil Cleanup Level (ng/kg) | On-facility Soil Cleanup Level (ng/kg) |
Dioxin TEQ 0.007 (Residential use) 0.030 (Industrial use)
Notes: :
a. Established in Section 2.12.4 of the 2006 ROD for QU2.
b. Basis for the cleanup levels is the Florida Administrative Code, Chapter 62-780.
pg/kg = micrograms per kilogram
TEQ = toxicity equivalent quotient

Status of Implementation

(019))

In 1997, the EPA tasked the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to complete the Site’s remedial
design and remedial action. USACE completed the remedial design in 1998. Remedial action began at
the Site in 1999. Cleanup included removing and disposing of equipment and treating soil and sediment
from the southern drainage ditch on site using thermal desorption. Groundwater and stormwater
encountered during excavation was addressed through dewatering and treating it along with stormwater
at the on-site wastewater treatment system prior to discharge to an on-site drainage ditch. USACE
completed treatment of all contaminated soil from the former facility and from the drainage pathway to
the south in May 2004. By September 2004, USACE placed the treated soil back on the former facility
property, graded the area, and added topsoil and revegetated the final Site surface using seed and some
turf placement. USACE completed the physical construction of the OU1 remedy in September 2004.
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In 2004, the EPA initiated groundwater monitoring to determine whether the MNA remedy component
identified in the 2005 ESD was feasible. The groundwater MNA remedy achieved the groundwater
cleanup goals in June 2012. The wells were abandoned after the EPA conducted a groundwater MNA
trend analysis for the Site in January 2013 confirming that the groundwater performance standards have
been met. Ongoing activities include maintaining the vegetative cover and site security.

ou2

‘The EPA conducted the remedial design for OU?2 between September 2006 and May 2007. Between
May and August 2007, the EPA completed remedial action activities. These activities included
excavation of soil with site-attributable dioxin contamination above cleanup goals in areas on and
adjacent to the former facility property and adjacent to drainage pathways which may have been
impacted by contaminated stormwater runoff from the Site. The excavated soils were disposed on site
and covered with 2 feet of cover; an impervious cover was not warranted since the contaminants are not
leaching to groundwater. In addition, excavated areas were backfilled with clean topsoil and
revegetated. Upgrades to site erosion and sediment controls were also implemented at the former facility
property. Contaminated soils classified as hazardous waste in one area of the Site were transported off
site for incineration and disposal at a permitted facility.

Site-wide Deletion

The EPA submitted a formal letter to FDEP in November 2012 to begin the Site’s deletion process from
the NPL. The EPA signed the Site’s Final Close-Out Report in July 2013. In September 2013, FDEP
concurred with the EPA that the Site could be deleted from the NPL. The EPA subsequently placed a
direct deletion notice in the Federal Register in March 2014; no comments were received on the
proposed deletion and the EPA deleted the Site from the NPL in May 2014.

Institutional Control (IC) Review

In 2009, the city recorded a Declaration of Restrictive Covenants with Duval County for the area of the
Site associated with the former facility property, which serves as an institutional control, as required by
the 2006 OU2 ROD (Appendix J). The 2009 Declaration of Restrictive Covenants requires maintenance
of a soil cover over the former facility property; prohibits disturbance of the soil cover without prior
approval from the EPA and FDEP; restricts land use; requires maintenance of fencing and gates while
the Site is not in use; requires activities as specified in the Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Plan;
prohibits use of the shallow groundwater for domestic or industrial uses prior to completion of the
groundwater remedy; requires approval from the EPA, FDEP and the St. John’s River Water
Management District prior to use of the deep groundwater; prohibits disturbance of the groundwater
monitoring well network without approval from the EPA and FDEP; and prohibits activities that are
likely to create a risk for migration of hazardous substances or disturbance of the soil cover (Tabe 6).
Figure 3 presents the institutional control map. Additionally, the Site’s location in a Florida
Groundwater Delineated Area serves as an institutional control for the Site (Figure 3), restricting the
installation of groundwater wells. Appendlx F includes a copy of the Declaration of Restrictive
Covenants. :
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Table 6: Summary of Institutional Controls (ICs)

M;g:g::;;? ICs Called Title of IC
UU/UE Based ICs for in the Impacted IC Instrument
Needed Decision Parcel Objective | Implemented and
on Current
e Documents Date
Conditions
Former Restricts land and .
Facility groundwater use without .
Soil Yes Yes ~ Property prior approval by the EPA ZR(;(S):)rilc?t?f'Lagct)lvo:n:rits
(006699 and state agencies and
0010) requires O&M activities.
Shallow groundwater . .
Former should not be used for 2009 Declaration of
Facility drinking or other Restrictive Covenants
Groundwater Yes® No® Property domestic or industrial ' :
(006699 uses until notified by the Florida Groundwater
0010) EPA that the groundwater | Delineated Area.”
remedy is complete.
Notes: .
a. ICs were not called for groundwater in decision documents as the groundwater contamination is restricted to
the former facility and a Florida Groundwater Delineated Area was already in place. Now that groundwater
cleanup goals have been achieved that portion of the restrictive covenant related to groundwater use in the
shallow aquifer may longer be needed.
b. Florida’s groundwater delineation areas restrict well placement and are available online at:
https://ca.dep.state.fl.us/mapdirect/?focus=grndwir_dl.

Systems Ogeratibns/Operation and Maintenance (O&M)

The groundwater MNA remedy achieved the groundwater cleanup goals in June 2012. The wells were
subsequently abandoned after the EPA conducted a groundwater MNA trend analysis for the Site in
January 2013. It concluded that the PCP groundwater performance standard had been met. Remaining
O&M activities conducted at the Site are limited to visual inspections of the fence and vegetative cover
and making repairs as warranted. A summary of the O&M costs during this FYR period is presented in
Table 7 below. ‘ ‘

Table 7: O&M Costs (Rounded to the Nearest $1,000) Over the FYR Period

Date Range Total Cost (rounded to
nearest

2014 $500

2015 $500

2016 $1000

2017 $1000

2018 ' $500

12



Figure 3: Institutional Control Map
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II1. PROGRESS SINCE THE PREVIOUS REVIEW

This section includes the protectiveness determinations and statements from the previous FYR Report as
well as the recommendations from the previous FYR Report and the status of those recommendations.

Table 8: Protectiveness Determinations/Statements from the 2014 FYR Report

OoU# Protect!ven.es S Protectiveness Statement
Determination

The remedy at OU|1 is protective of human health and the environment
and exposure pathways that could result in unacceptable risks are being
controlled. The excavation and treatment of contaminated soil and
sediment at the former facility property and southern drainage area has
eliminated the potential for exposure to these contaminated media and
has also removed any source material that might have been contributing
to groundwater contamination. MNA has addressed the remaining low-
level contaminants in groundwater. Appropriate institutional controls
are in place to ensure future land uses do not compromise the integrity
of the remedy.

The remedy at OU2 is protective of human health and the environment
and exposure pathways that could result in unacceptable risks are being
controlled. The excavation and disposal of soil contaminated with
residual site-attributable dioxin has eliminated the potential for exposure
to contaminated soil and has eliminated any source material that might
have been contributing to groundwater contamination. Appropriate
institutional controls are in place to ensure future land uses do not
compromise the integrity of the remedy.

The remedy for the Site is protective of human health and the
environment and exposure pathways that could result in unacceptable
risks are being controlled. Cleanup activities have addressed -
contamination in soil, sediment and groundwater. Appropriate
institutional controls are in place to ensure future land uses do not
compromise the integrity of the remedy.

1 Protective

2 Protective

Sitewide Protective

There were no issues and recommendations in the previous FYR Report.

IV. FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS

Community Notification, Community Involvement and Site lgtewieWs

A public notice was made available by a public notice published in the Star newspaper on 11/3/2018
(Appendix D). It stated that the FYR was underway and invited the public to submit-any comments to
the EPA. The results of the review and the report will be made available at the EPA’s website
(https.//www.epa.gov/superfund/search-superfund-five-year-reviews). :

During the FYR process, interviews were conducted to document any perceived problems or successes
with the remedy that has been implemented to date. The completed interview forms are included in
Appendix E and are summarized below. In addition, Site visit participants were able to talk with one of
the nearby businesses. The manager at the local business indicated that they were aware of the site but
did not have any issues, concerns or information that would affect the protectiveness of the remedy.

Jeff Foster: Mr. Foster is with the City of Jacksonville, the current Site property owner. Mr. Foster stated
that the project was completed in accordance with the design and specifications and has provided the
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required protections to human health and the environment. He also indicated that the soil cap is
functioning as designed and that heavy vegetative cover is providing additional protection to the soil
cap. The groundwater contamination has met the cleanup goals and no longer requires monitoring thus,
the city’s O&M is limited to visual inspections of the fence and vegetative cover and making repairs as
warranted.

John Sykes. I1I: John Sykes III is the FDEP representative for the Site. He stated that the project,
including cleanup and maintenance is going well except that no site-wide reuse activities have occurred.
He also indicated that the remedy appears to be working as designed and is not aware of any complaints
or inquiries from residents about site-related environmental issues or remedial activities in the past five
years. Mr. Sykes indicated that the Site was not affected by the hurricanes this past year.

Data Review

There are no new data included in this FYR since the previous review. Soil sampling as part of the OU2
remedy implementation from 2006 to 2007 that confirmed the PCP and dioxin cleanup levels were met.
MNA achieved the dioxin cleanup goal in February 2005 and the PCP cleanup goal in 2012. In January
2013, the EPA conducted a groundwater MNA trend analysis for the Site. It concluded that the
groundwater performance standards had been met and that the endpoint had been achieved for MNA.

Site Inspection

The Site inspection took place on 11/15/2018. Participants included EPA RPM Joydeb Majumder, EPA
RPM Rusty Kestle, and Treat Suomi and Claire Marcussen with Skeo (EPA FYR support contractor).
The purpose of the inspection was to assess the protectiveness of the remedy. A completed checklist and
Site inspection photos are included in Appendices F and G, respectively.

Participants met at the Site, located at 101 Celery Avenue South in the Whitehouse community of
Jacksonville, Florida, to participate in the site inspection. Perimeter fencing surrounds the former facility
property at the Site and locked gates off Celery Avenue South control access to the area. All gates were
secured and locked, perimeter fencing was in good condition, and signs were in place indicating that the
area is a Superfund Site and that digging within the fenced area is prohibited. The group observed the
conditions of the soil cover across the former facility property. Vegetation has been established across

~ the area to include grass, shrubs and small pine tree saplings across the Site. The city conducts O&M
activities at the Site under FDEP oversight. The presence of trees and shrubs does not impact the soil
remedy because the soil remedy does not require an impervious surface. O&M activities include
maintaining drainage culverts to prevent ponding on the soil cover, maintaining perimeter ditches and
mowing. Participants observed that two businesses are operating in areas southwest of the former
facility where some soil remediation occurred as part of OU2. A recycling business is located on the
southeastern corner of General Avenue and Celery Avenue. A roll-off dumpster business occupies the
southwestern corner of the Site.

On November 14, 2018, Skeo staff visited the designated Site repository, Jacksonville Public Library —
West Branch, as part of the Site inspection. The library no longer contained hard copies of site-related
documents. Federal documents are stored electronically and can be accessed through the library’s
electronic catalog. The librarian indicated that the FYR reports can be accessed from the library’s
publicly accessible computers. In addition, once the FYR is published it will be made available at the
EPA’s website (https://www.epa.gov/superfund/search-superfund-five-year-reviews).
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V. TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT

QUESTION A: Is the remedy functioning as intended by the decision documents?

Yes. The review of documents, ARARs, risk assumptions and the Site inspection indicate that the
selected remedies are functioning as intended by the RODs and subsequent ARODs and ESDs for OU1
~and OU2. Contaminated soil and sediment have been excavated and treated, and these treated media are
contained on the former facility property under a vegetative cover. In January 2013, the EPA conducted
a groundwater MNA trend analysis for the Site. It concluded that MNA has achieved the groundwater
performance standards, which are drinking standards.

The former facility property at the Site, where treated contaminated media are contained under a
vegetative cover, is located within a Florida Groundwater Delineated Area, which restricts potable well
placement. Additionally, a Declaration of Restrictive Covenants was implemented in September 2009
for the former facility property to limit future land use and restrict the use of the shallow aquifer. In
addition, an O&M Plan is in place to ensure that the vegetative cover over the treated media is properly
maintained. ' :

QUESTION B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels and RAOs used at the time
of the remedy selection still valid?

Yes. The ARARs and RAOs used at the time of the remedy sélection are still valid. The groundwater
and soil ARARs have not changed for any of the COCs since the 2006 ROD (Appendix H). The 1997
AROD stated that the federal MCL for dioxin in drinking water is too stringent and selected a less
stringent 10-day adult health advisory level of 0.001 pg/L as the final cleanup goal. The monitoring data
from previous FYRs have demonstrated dioxin TEQ were below the more stringent MCL. A screening-
level risk evaluation using the most current toxicity data shows that Site cleanup goals remain valid
(Appendix I). Further, the vapor intrusion pathway is not a currently complete exposure pathway,
because there are no building structures on site and a restriction is in place that prohibits any activities
that might compromise the soil cover.

QUESTION C: Has any other information come to light that could call into question the protectiveness
of the remedy?

No. No other information has come to light that could call into question the protectiveness of the remedy.

VI. ISSUES/RECOMMENDATIONS

OU(s) without Issues/Recommendations Identified in the FYR:
OU1 and OU2
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OTHER FINDINGS

One recommendation was identified during the FYR; however, the recommendation does not affect
current or future protectiveness. The EPA should evaluate whether the O&M Plan should be updated to
reflect that trees do not need to be removed from the protective cover because it is a soil cover without a
liner.

VIL. PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENTS

Operable Unit: Protectiveness Determination:
01081 Protective

Protectiveness Statement: ,

The remedy at QU1 is protective of human health and the environment. Contaminated soil and
sediment at the former facility property and southern drainage area were treated on site and
placed on site under a soil and vegetated cover. Contaminated groundwater and stormwater
were treated at an on-site wastewater treatment plant and discharged to the drainage ditch.
MNA has achieved the groundwater cleanup goals. Appropriate institutional controls are in
place to ensure future land uses do not compromise the integrity of the remedy.

Operable Unit: Protectiveness Determination:
ou2 Protective

Protectiveness Statement:

The remedy at OU2 is protective of human health and the environment. Site-attributable
dioxin-contaminated soils were excavated and placed on site under a vegetated soil cover.
Contaminated soils that were classified as hazardous waste were disposed of off-site at a
permitted facility. Appropriate institutional controls are in place to ensure future land uses do
not compromise the integrity of the remedy.

Protectiveness Determination:
Protective

Protectiveness Statement: :

The remedy for theSite is protective of human health and the environment because exposure
pathways that could result in unacceptable risks are being controlled. Cleanup activities have
addressed contamination in soil, sediment and groundwater. Appropriate institutional controls
are in place to ensure future land uses do not compromise the integrity of the remedy.

- VIII. NEXT REVIEW

The next FYR Report for the Coleman-Evans Wood Preservmg Co. Superfund Site is required five years
from the completlon date of this review.
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APPENDIX B — CURRENT SITE STATUS

- Current human exposures at the Site are under control.
- Contaminated groundwater migration is under control.

X1 All [[] Some [_] None

X Yes [ No

X Yes [ ] No _ .

Portions of OU2 have been put into reuse. A recycling business is located on the southeastern
corner of General Avenue and Celery Avenue. A roll-off dumpster business occupies the
southwestern corner of the Site. In addition, residential areas are in continued use.
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APPENDIX C - SITE CHRONOLOGY

Table C-1: Site Chronology

Event

Date

Initial discovery of site contamination

September 1980

The EPA finalized the Site on the NPL

September 8, 1983

The EPA initiated the remedial investigation/feasibility study

September 24, 1984

The EPA issued a Unilateral Administrative Order pursuant to Section 106 of -

CERCLA, requiring that Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Company
(Coleman-Evans) conduct sampling and perform immediate removal activities;
Coleman-Evans refused to comply

October 15, 1984

The EPA and the U.S. Department of Justice obtained an order granting site
access

June 1985

The EPA began an emergency response action to excavate and remove contents
of two unlined pits on the Site

June 26, 1985

The EPA completed the emergency response action

July 12, 1985

The EPA completed the remedial investigation/feasibility study and baseline
risk assessment, and signed the OU1 ROD for excavation and on-site
incineration of an estimated 9,000 cubic yards of contaminated soil

September 25, 1986

The EPA issued a General Notice Letter to Coleman-Evans regarding
implementation of the remedial design and remedial action

October 1986

The EPA began a one of several remedial designs for OU |

April 9, 1987

The EPA issued a Special Notice Letter to Coleman-Evans giving Coleman-
Evans an opportunity to enter into negotiations with the EPA to implement the
remedial design and remedial action

December 1987

The U.S. Department of Justice filed suit against Coleman-Evans

July 1988

The EPA began a treatability study for OU |

April 28, 1989

The EPA completed the treatability study for QU1

June 30, 1990

The EPA signed the AROD for OU | that changed the soil, sediment and
groundwater remedy.

September 26, 1990

The EPA discovered dioxin contamination at the Site

June 1992

The EPA performed a removal assessment for the Site

December 31, 1992

The EPA began a removal action at the Site to address surface contamination

from adjacent residential yards and install fencing between the residential area .

and the drainage ditch

June 24, 1993

The EPA prepared a focused feasibility study due to the presence of dioxin

April 30, 1995

The EPA completed a removal action for the Site

December 31, 1995

The EPA completed a supplemental baseline risk assessment to address dioxin
in soil .

January 24, 1996

The EPA began a treatability study for QU1

June 2, 1997

The EPA signed the OU1 AROD for an interim response action of thermal
desorption of 45,000 cubic yards of PCP- and dioxin-contaminated source
material

September 25, 1997

The EPA completed a treatability study for OU|

June 30, 1998

The EPA began the remedial action for QU1

September 28, 1998

The EPA completed all remedial design activities and began remedial action
activities for OU|

June 6, 2000

The EPA issued an ESD for OU 1 regarding thermal oxidizer

June 11, 2001

The EPA began a re-evaluation of the QU1 remedial design

April 30, 2003

‘The EPA issued an ESD for OU regarding revised treatment quantities

August 14, 2003

The EPA issued another ESD for OU1 regarding revised treatment quantities

February 26, 2004

The EPA signed the first FYR Report for the Site

June 20, 2004

The EPA completed the re-evaluation of the QU1 remedial design September 24, 2004
The EPA issued an ESD for QU1 selecting MNA as the groundwater remedy September 20, 2005
The EPA began the QU2 remedial design
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Event Date
The EPA completed the OU2 remedial investigation and issued the OU2 ROD September 28, 2006
The EPA completed the QU2 remedial design May 15, 2007
The EPA began the remedial action for QU2 May 18, 2007

The EPA prepared the Preliminary Close-out Report for QU1

September 18, 2007

The EPA completed the remedial action for OU2

August 22, 2008

The EPA signed the second FYR Report for the Site

June 16, 2009

The city of Jacksonville filed the restrictive covenants on the Site

November 4, 2009

The EPA conducted.the final MNA sampling event June 27,2012
The EPA completed MNA trend analysis January 2013
The EPA completed the remedial action for QU1 May 31, 2013
The EPA completed the Final Close-Out Report July 2, 2013
The EPA deleted the Site from the NPL May 27,2014
The EPA signed the third FYR Report for the Site July 8, 2014
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APPENDIX D — PRESS NOTICE

SEPA

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Region 4
Annocuances Fourth Five-Year Review for
the Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co.
Superfund Site,
\Vhitehouse, Duval County, Florida

Purpose/Objective: The EPA is canducting a Five-Yeas Reviaw
of the remedy for the Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co.
Superfund site (the Site) in Whitebouse, Florida. The purpose
of the Five-Year Review is to make sure the selected clearup
acticns effactively protect boman health apd the envirommen

Site Bachground: The 1] -acte area is located abou: eight miles
west of d Jacksonville. § ding Lind uses include
retidences, woodad areas and a CSX rail line. From 1954 to
the mid-19803, the Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Company
teated wood products with a2 mixtme of pentachiorophenol
(PCP) and fue] oil. Oparaticns steamaed, dried and pressure
soaked the wood. Condensed steam containing PCP and wood
treatment products collected at the bottom of the preanoizing
chamber, Disposal practices before 1970 involved dumping
wastewater into unlined drainage ditche, which led to 2 creek
oo the southern part of the Site. The - drainage ditch frequently
overflowed. Wastewater spread over the ground surface and
to the neighboring residential area. After 1970, waite studge
namndmabo\wmdnmmh l.nl980 thmyd‘

Jacksonville's Health D d
groundwater at the Site. Further & mvun;mms by tho EPA and
the Florida D of Env found

diexm and PCP-contaminated ground water, nd:m and 30il.
The EPA placed the Site on the Superfund program's National
Prigrities List (NPL) in 1983.

Cleanup Actions: The EPA designated two operable units (OUs)
to address the ination. OU| addressed soil, surface water,
dr and dn inatian as well as debris on
site at the former facility propesty. OU2 addressed residual site-
related dioxin contaminarion in soil. In Sepecember 1986, the
EPA signed the Record of Decision (ROD) selecting the cleanup
plan for OU) and updated the plan with two amended RODs in
1990 and 1997 and four Explanations of Significant Diffe
i 2001, INJ 2004 zod 2005. The OUI remedy iochaded
of inated soil, sed and
'vod fhbm ming ao-site thermal desorption, Intkﬂlm..
ing of d areas, and @ :
Th- EPA teted ion of the OUI
remady in 2013. The EPA selected the remedy for OU2 in the
Site's September 2006 ROD. It called for the removal of diaxin-
inated 301 from residential yards near the Site, divposal
of contaminated soil on the former facility propesty, capping
the 10il with 2 feet of clean cover and institutional cantrobs. The
EPA disposed of soils with high contaminant concentations at
an approved off-site facility. The EPA conpleted OU2 remedial
actions in 2008.

Five-Year Review Schedule: The Narional Cami Plan
mlmdm&dﬁdzﬂmhlmhmnth&m:
or ini nﬂnSm
above levels that allow for valimited use and d
axposme every five yean to envme the protection of buman
beakth and the envirommen:t The fowth of the Five-Yex
Reviews for the Site will be completad by Fuly 2019.

The EPA lovites Community Participation in the Five-
Year Review Procens: Tha EPA is conducting this Five-Year
Beview to evaluate the effectiveness of the Site’s remedy
and to ensure that the remedy semams protective of hunmum
health and the envircnment As part of the Five-Year Review
process, EPA staff is available to answer any quastions about
the Site. Community members who have questions about tha
Site o1 the Five-Year Review process, ar who would like to
paiticipate in a community interview, are asked to contact:

Joydeb Majumdar, EPA Remadis] Project Mmages
Phone: (404) 562-9121

L'Tenya Spencer, EPA C ity Iovoh Coardt
Phone: (404) $62-8463
Emuil: spencer Latonya@ epa.gov

Mailng Address: U.S. EPA Region 4, 61 Farsyth Street, S W,
11th Flooz, Atlanta, GA 30303-8960

Additiona) inf ion is available at the Sita’s local document
y, Wes jonal Jack ille Public Library, located

a |4zscue..zuds@zh hehumﬂh,ﬂcmda!!l)l and

oualine at hop//orww epa.gov/: wood
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APPENDIX E - INTERVIEW FORMS

Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co. Five-Year Review Interview Form

Superfund Site

Site Name: Coleman-Evans Wood EPA ID No.: FLD991279894
Preserving Co. _

Subject Name: Jeff Foster Affiliation:  City of Jacksonville

Time: 11:00 a.m. Date: 01/30/2019

Interview Format (circle one): In Person Phone Email X Other:

Interview Category: O&M Contractor

. What is your overall impression of the project, including cleanup, maintenance and reuse activities
(as appropriate)? Project was completed in accordance with the design plans and specifications and
has provided the required protections to human health and the environment.

2. What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site? Soil cap is
functioning as designed. Heavy vegetative cover is providing additional protection to the soil cap.

. What are the findings from the monitoring data? What are the key trends in contaminant levels that
are being documented over time at the Site? I do not receive monitoring data since it is my
understanding it is not required as part of the closure. Visual inspection by COJ staff only. My
understanding there was a request for the monitoring wells need to be PTA. :

4. Is there a continuous on-site O&M presence? If so, please describe staff responsibilities and
activities. Alternatively, please describe staff responsibilities and the frequency of site inspections
and activities if there is not a continuous on-site O&M presence. Maintenance consists of visual
inspections of the fence and vegetative cover by walking and vehicle traverses. Repairs would be
completed by Solid Waste staff as soon as possible if the vegetative and soil cap or fence is
damaged.

. Have there been any significant changes in site O&M requirements, maintenance schedules or
sampling routines since start-up or in the last five years? If so, do they affect the protectiveness or
effectiveness of the remedy? Please describe changes and impacts. None.

6. What is the approximate O&M costs spent over the last five years? Have there been unexpected
O&M difficulties or costs at the Site since start-up or in the last five years? If so, please provide
details. O&M Costs Over the FYR Perlod (Rounded to the Nearest $1,000)

Date Range _ Total Cost (rounded to
nearest

2014 $500

2015 $500

2016 $1000

2017 $1000

2018 $500

Have there been opportunities to optimize O&M activities or sampling efforts? Please describe
changes and any resulting or desired cost savings or improved efficiencies. None since the O&M
requirements are minimal.

E-1



Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding O&M activities and
schedules at the Site? None.

Do you consent to have your name included along with your responses to this questionnaire in the FYR
report? Yes.



Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co. Five-Year Review Interview Form
Superfund Site

Site Name: Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving EPA ID No.: FLD991279894

Co.
Subject Name:  John Sykes, 111 Affiliation: FDEP
Subject Contact Information: John.Sykes@dep.state.fl.us (850) 245-8960
Time: 11:30 a.m. Date: 02/21/2019

Interview Location: Via email
Interview Format (circle one): In Person Phone Mail Other: Email

\-———/

Interview Category: State Agency

1.

What is your overall impression of the project, including cleanup, maintenance and reuse activities
(as appropriate)? All going well, except no site wide reuse activities, which we do not have a
problem with.

What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site? Remedy
appears to be working as designed.

Are you aware of any complaints or inquiries regarding site-related environmental issues or
remedial activities from residents in the past five years? No.

Has your office conducted any site-related activities or communications in the past five years? If so,
please describe the purpose and results of these activities. Post hurricane visits to check for damage
(none noted).

Are you aware of any changes to state laws that might affect the protectiveness of the Site’s
remedy? No. :

Are you comfortable with the status of the institutional controls at the Site? If not, what are the
associated outstanding issues? Yes.

Are you aware of any changes in projected land use(s) at the Site? No.

Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding the management or
operation of the Site’s remedy? No.

Do you consent to have your name included along with your responses to this questionnaire in the
FYR report? Yes.
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APPENDIX F - SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

I. SITE INFORMATION

Site: Name: Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co.

Date of Inspection: 11/15/18

' Location and Region: Whitehouse, FL

EPA ID: FLD991279894

Agency, Office or Company Leading the Five-Year
Review: EPA Region 4

Weather/Temperature: 57°F, overcast

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply)

X Landfill cover/containment

[] Access controls

B Institutional controls

[ Groundwater pump and treatment

[7] Surface water collection and treatment
[ Other: _Soil excavataion and treatment

[X] Monitored natural attenuation
[] Groundwater containment
[ Vertical barrier walls

Attachments:

X Inspection team roster attached [] Site map attached

IL. INTERVIEWS (check all that apply)

. O&M Site Manager  Jeff Foster City of Jacksonville, Project 1/30/2019
Name Manager Date
Title
Interviewed [] at site [] at office [] by phone [X] by email
Problems, suggestions [] Report attached:
. O&M Staff
Name Title Date

Interviewed [] at site [] at office [] by phone Phone:
Problems/suggestions [] Report attached: _See Appendix E

Local Regulatory Authorities and Response Agencies (i.e., state and tribal offices, emergency
response office, police department, office of public health or environmental health, zoning office,
recorder of deeds, or other city and county offices). Fill in all that apply.

Agency FDEP
Contact  John Sykes, 11 Project 2/21/2019 (850) 245-8960
Name Manager Date Phone No.
: Title

Problems/suggestions [ ] Report attached: _see Appendix E
Agency
Contact

" Name Title Date Phone No.

Other Interviews (optional) [] Report attached:

11I. ON-SITE DOCUMENTS AND RECORDS VERIFIED (check all that apply)

O&M Documents
X O&M manual
[] As-built drawings

X Readily available
[] Readily available

[] Maintenance logs ] Readily available

X Up to date
[ Up to date
[ Up to date

N7
X N/A
X N/A

Site-Specific Health and Safety Plan

[] Contingency plan/emergency response plan

[ Readily available
] Readily available

] Up to date
[] Up to date

X nA
NN
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O&M and OSHA Training Records

3. [J Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
4.. Permits and Service Agreements
[ Air discharge permit [J Readily available . D Uptodate [DIN/A
[] Effluent discharge [] Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
[] Waste disposal, POTW [] Readily available [JUptodate [N/A
[ Other permits: _____ [] Readily available [JUpto date- XnA
5. Gas Generation Records [ Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
6. Settlement Monument Records [ Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
7. Groundwater Monitoring Records [J Readily available [JUptodate [X]N/A
8. Leachate Extraction Records [J Readily available [JUptodate [DJIN/A
9. Discharge Compliance Records
O Air [] Readily available [ Up to date XA
[] water (eﬁ.'luent) [] Readily available [J Up to date XK wNa
10. .Daily Access/Security Logs [ Readily available [JUptodate [IN/A
, ' IV. O&M COSTS
1. o&M Organization
. [] state in-house [C] Contractor for state
[] PRP in-house [ Contractor for PRP
[ Federal facility in-house [C] Contractor for Federal facility
X City of Jacksonville
2. O&M Cost Records
[ Readily available [J Up to date
(] Funding me_chanism/agreement in place [X] Unavailable
Original O&M cost estimate: [] Breakdown attached
Total annual cost by yéar for review period if available
From: To: $500.00 [[] Breakdown attached
Date _ Date Total cost
From: To: $500.00 . [] Breakdown attached
' Date Date Total cost
From: To: $1000.00 [] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost
From: To: $1000.00 O Breakdown attached
Date - Date Total cost
From: To: $500.00 [] Breakdown attached
Date _ Date Total cost
3. Unanticipated or Unusually High O&M Costs during Review Period
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Describe costs and reasons:

V. ACCESS AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS [X] Applicable [JN/A

A. Fencing _
1. Fencing Damaged [ Location shown on site map  [X] Gates secured  [] N/A
Remarks: __

B. -Other Access Restrictions

1. Signs and Other Security Measures - [ Location shown on site map [ J N/A

Remarks: Signs are located along perimeter fencing surrounding the former facilitv property at the Site.

Signs indicate that the area is a Superfund site and that digging is prohibited within the fenced area.

C. Institutional Controls (ICs)

1. °~ Implementation and Enforcement
Site conditions imply ICs not properly implemented : Oves X No[ONA
Site conditions imply ICs not being fully enforced [ Yes X No [JNA
Type of monitoring (e.g., self-reporting, drive by): drive by
Frequency: quarterly :
Responsible party/agency: FDEP
Contact  John Sykes

Name Title Date Phone no.
Reporting is up to date Xyes [OINo [NA
Reports are verified by the lead agency Ryes [ONo [ONA

Specific requirements in deed or decision documents have beenmet  PJYes [JNo [JN/A
Violations have been reported - OyYes XKNo [JNA
Other p;oblems or suggestions: [] Report attached _

2. Adequacy [X] ICs are adequate : [ ICs are inadequate OwNAa

Remarks: Institutional controls have been implemented through the Florida Groundwater Delineated

Area and a Declaration of Restrictive Covenants to ensure future land uses do not compromise the

" integrity of the remedy and limit groundwater use.

D. General '
1. Vandalism/frespassing [] Location shown on sitt map  [X] No vandalism evident
Remarks:
2. Land Use Changes On Site X NA
Remarks: __
3. Land Use Changes Off Site XIN/A
Remarks:
V1. GENERAL SITE CONDITIONS
A. Roads [ Applicable [XIN/A
.. Roads Damaged [] Location shown on site map  [[] Roads adequate ONA
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Remarks:

B. Other Site Conditions

Remarks:

VII. LANDFILL COVERS

& Applicable [JN/A

A. Landfill Surface

Settlement (low spots)

Area extent:

[] Location shown on site map

[X] Settlement not evident

Depth:

2. Cracks [ Location shown on site map X Cracking not evident
Lengths: _ Widths: Depths: __

3. Erosion [ Location shown on site map B4 Erosion not evident ‘
Areaextent: - Depth: ___

4, Holes (] Location shown on site map B{ Holes not evident
Areaextent: DepthE _

5. Vegetative Cover [ Grass X Cover properly established
[ No signs of stress D] Trees/shrubs (indicate size and locations on a diagram) '
Remarks: Shrubs, grass and small trees are present across the former facility property. The presence of
trees does not affect the capped area since the cap is made of soil. with no liner.

6. Alternative Cover (e.g., armored rock, concrete) K N/A

7. Bulges [J Location shown on site map E Bulges not evident
Areaextent: _ - Height:

8. Wet Areas/Water Damage [X] Wet areas/water damage not evident
[] Wet areas [ Location shown on site map Area extent: _
(O Ponding [C] Location shown on site map ~ Areaextent:
[ Seeps [ Location shown on site map ~ Area extent: _____
[ Soft subérade [ Location shown on site map ~ Areaextent:

9. Slope Instability D Slides [] Location shown on site map
[X] No evidence of slope instability
Area extent: __

B. Benches [ Applicable [ N/A
(Horizontally constructed mounds of earth placed across a steep landfill side slope to interrupt the slope in
order to slow down the velocity of surface runoff and intercept and convey the runoff to a lined channel.)

1. | Flows Bypass Bench [ Location shown on site map [J N/A or okay

2. " Bench Breached ] Location shown on site map [J N/A or okay

3. Bench Overtopped [ Location shown on site map [C] N/A or okay

C. Letdown Channels [ Applicable [X N/A

(Channel lined with erosion control mats, riprap, grout bags or gabions that descend down the steep side
slope of the cover and will allow the runoff water collected by the benches to move off of the landfill
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cover without creating erosion gullies.)

Settlement (Low spots) [] Location shown on site map

Area extent:

(] No evidence of settlement

Depth:

2. Material Degradation [] Location shown on site mab [ No evidence of degradation
Material type:____ Area extent:

3. Erosion [ Location shown on site map [ No evidencg of erosion
Areaextent: ____ Depth: _

4. Undercutting [ Location shown on site map [C] No evidence of undercutting
Areaextent: Depth: ___

5. Obstructions Type: [ No obstructions
] Location shown on site map ‘Area extent:
Size:

6. Excessive Vegetative Growth Type:
[] No evidence of excessive growth '
[] Vegetation in channels does not obstruct flow
[ Location shown on site map Area extent: -

D. Cover Penetrations O Applic.a'ble - KINA _

1. Gas Vents [ Active [ Passive
[ Properly secured/locked [] Functioning ~ [] Routinely sampled  [] Good condition
[J Evidence of leakage at penetration | [] Needs maintenance [ N/A

2. Gas Monitoring Probes .
[J Properly secured/locked I_—_] Functioning [J Routinely sampled [ Good condition
[] Evidence ofileakage at pene&ation [[] Needs maintenance. OnNaA

3. Monitoring Wells (within surface area of landfill)
O Properly secured/locked [] Functioning  [] Routinely sampled ~ [] Good condition
[ Evidence of leakage at penetration [[] Needs maintenance  [] N/A

4. Extraction Wells Leachate

. 0O Proberly secured/locked  [] Functioning  [] Routinely sampled | O Good condition

(] Evidence of leakage at penetration (O] Needs maintenance [ N/A

5. Settlement Monuments [] Located [ Routinely surveyed  [JN/A

E. Gas Collection and Treatment [J Applicable  [X] N/A

1.

Gas Treatment Facilities

[ Flaring
[] Good condition

[] Thermal destruction

[[] Needs maintenance

[ Collection for reuse

Gas Collection Wellﬁ, Manifolds and Piping

[J Good condition [C] Needs maintenance -
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3. Gas Monitoring Facilities (e.g., gas monitoring of adjacent homes or buildings)

] Good condition [0 Needs maintenance O~NA
F. Cover Drainage Layer O -Appticable [ N/A
1. Outlet Pipes Inspected [ Functioning ONa
2. Outlet Rock Inspected [ Functioning CONA
G. Detention/Sedimentation Ponds [C] Applicable XIN/A
1. Siltation Area extent: Depth: ____ _ OnNa
[ siltation not evident '
2. Erosion Area extent: Depth: ___
[] Erosion not evident
3.~ Outlet Works [ Functioning ONA
4.  Dam [ Functioning ONA
H. Retaining Walls [ Applicable I N/A

1. Deformations ] Location shown on site map
Horizontal displacement:

Rotational displacement:

[[] Deformation not evident

Vertical displacement:

2.. Degradation

[] Degradation not evident

[ Location shown on site map

I. Perimeter Ditches/Off-Site Discharge X] Applicable

ONA

1. Siltétion [] Location shown on site map [{ Siltation not evident
. Area extent: Depth: ___
2. Vegetative Growth [C] Location shown on site map ONA
[X] Vegetation does not impede flow
. Areaextent: _ Type: ___
3. Erosion [ Location shown on site map X Erosion not evident
Areaextent: _.__ Depth: __
4.  .Discharge Structure [J Functioning X N/A
VIil. VERTICAL BARRIER WALLS [] Applicable  [X] N/A

1. Settlement [J Location shown on site map

Area extent:

[] Settlement not evident

Depth:

2. Performance Monitoring Type of monitoring:
] Performance not monitored
Frequency:

Head differential:

[ Evidence of breaching

IX. GROUNDWATER/SURFACE WATER REMEDIES [X] Applicable

O N/A

A. Groundwater Extraction Wells, Pumps and Pipelines

(] Applicable [X] N/A

1. Pumps, Wellhead Plumbing and Electrical
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[ Good condition [] All required wells properly operating [ ] Needs maintenance  [] N/A

2. Extraction System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Boxes and Other Appurtenances
[ Good condition [J Needs maintenance
3. Spare Parts and Equipment

'[] Readily available [] Good condition O Requirés upgrade [J Needs to be provided

. B. Surface Water Collection Structures, Pumps and Pipelines [0 Applicable [XIN/A

1.

Collection Structures, Pumps and Electrical

[J Good condition  [] Needs maintenance

Surface Water Collection System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Boxes and Other Appurtenances

[ Good condition ~ [] Needs maintenance

Spare Parts and Equipment _
[] Readily available [] Good condition [ Requires upgrade [] Needs to be provided

C. Treatment System [ Applicable [ N/A

Treatment Train (check components that apply)

[] Metals removal [ Oil/water separation [ Bioremediation
[ Air stripping g Carbon adsorbers

OFilters: |

[] Additive (e.g., chelation agent, flocculent): ___

[Jothers: .

[] Good condition [J Needs maintenance

[J Sampling ports properly marked and functional

(] Sampling/maintenance log displayed and u;; to date

[ Equipment properly identified

] Quantity of groundwater treated annually: _

" [ Quantity of surface water treated annually:

Electrical Enclosures and Panels (properly rated and functional)
ONA [[] Good condition [J Needs maintenance

Tanks, Vaults, Storage Vessels
ONA [] Good condition [ Proper secondary containment [] Needs maintenance

Discharge Structure and Appurtenances

CINA [] Good condition [[] Needs maintenance

Treatment Building(s)
OwNa [ Good condition (esp. roof and doorways) (] Needs repair

[ Chemicals and equipment properly stored

Monitoring Wells (pump and treatment remedy)

[ Properly secured/locked ~ [] Functioning  [] Routinely sampled  [] Good condition
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[ Al required wells located [ ] Needs maintenance OwA

D. Monitoring Data

1. Monitoring Data
X Is routinely submitted on time X Is of acceptable quality

2. Monitoring Data Suggests:

X Groundwater plume is effectively contained [X] Contaminant concentrations are declining
E. Monitored Natural Attenuation
1. Monitoring Wells (natural attenuation remedy)
[ Properly secured/locked [ Functioning ] Routinely sampled  [] Good condition
[J All required wells located [[] Needs maintenance XIN/A

Remarks: The groundwater remedy achieved the cleanup goals and wells have been removed and
abandoned so there is no longer any monitoring required.

X. OTHER REMEDIES

If there are remedies applied at the site and not covered above, attach an inspection sheet describing the physical
nature and condition of any facility associated with the remedy. An example would be soil vapor extraction.

XI1. OVERALL OBSERVATIONS

A. Implementation of the Remedy

Describe issues and observations relating to whether the remedy is effective and functioning as designed.
Begin with a brief statement of what the remedy is designed to accomplish (e.g., to contain contaminant
plume, minimize infiltration and gas emissions). S _ _

The remedy has cleaned up soil, sediment and groundwater. Excavation and treatment of contaminated
soil and sediment have eliminated the potential for exposure to these contaminated media and have also
removed any source material that might have been contributing to groundwater contamination. Any
contamination remaining on the former facility property of the Site is covered by a 2-foot vegetated soil
cover. MNA has addressed remaining low-level contaminants in groundwater. ICs are in place to restrict

landuse on the former facility property and prohibit use of shallow groundwater.

B. Adequacy of O&M

Describe issues and observations related to the implementation and scope of O&M procedures. In
particular, discuss their relationship to the current and long-term protectiveness of the remedy.

The Site's remedy is currently operational and functional. The EPA developed the O&M Plan for the Site
in 2009. The city is responsible for ensuring the integrity of the fence and cover maintenance such as
mowing. During the site inspection, small pine trees were observed to be growing on the Site; however,
the trees do not affect the cover since the cover is made of soil with no liner.

C. Early Indicators of Potential Remedy Problems

Describe issues and observations such as unexpected changes in the cost or scope of O&M or a high
frequency of unscheduled repairs that suggest that the protectiveness of the remedy may be compromised
in the future.

None.

D. Opportunities for Optimization

Describe possible opportunities for optimization in monitoring tasks or the operation of the remedy.
None.

Atténdees:

EPA RPM Joydeb Majumder
EPA RPM Rusty Kestle
Treat Suomi with Skeo
Claire Marcussen with Skeo
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APPENDIX G - SITE INSPECTION PHOTOS

DIGGING/EXCAVATION
RESTRICTED

For Additional Information:

US. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

1-800-435-9234
lemman-E s Woed Presersing Superfund

Locked gate at western entrance to the former facility property

Sign at western entrance to the former facility property
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Vegetated capped area, looking east

Vegetated capped area, looking northwest
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Recycling business on the southeastern corner of General Avenue and Celery Avenue (OU2 area)

Roll-off dumpster business on the southwestern corner of General Avenue and Celery Avenue (OU2
area)



APPENDIX H - DETAILED ARARS REVIEW

CERCLA Section 121(d)(1) requires that Superfund remedial actions attain “a degree of cleanup of
hazardous substance, pollutants, and contaminants released into the environment and of control of
further release at a minimum which assures protection of human health and the environment.” The
remedial action must achieve a level of cleanup that at least attains those requirements that are legally
applicable or relevant and appropriate. In performing the FYR for compliance with ARARs, only those
ARARSs that address the protectiveness of the remedy are reviewed.

Groundwater

The 1997 AROD identified the federal MCLs (40 CFR 141) as the ARARs for the groundwater COCs,
which are equivalent to the state MCLs (Florida Administrative Code [FAC] 62-550) (Table H-1). The
1997 groundwater ARARs were not revised in the subsequent decision documents (i.e., the 2001, 2003,
2004 and 2005 ESDs and the 2006 ROD). The 1997 AROD stated that the federal MCL for dioxin in
drinking water is too stringent and selected a less stringent 10-day adult health advisory level of 0.001
ug/L as the final cleanup goal. The monitoring data from previous FYRs have demonstrated that dioxin
TEQs were below the more stringent MCL.

Table H-1: Previous and Current ARARSs for Groundwater COCs

CcOoC 1997 AROD ARAR (pg/L) Current ARAR (pg/L)* ARAR Change
Dioxin 0.00003 0.00003 None
PCP 1.0 1.0 None
Notes:

a. Lower of the federal and state Primary MCLs. Federal MCLs are available at

https://www.epa.gov/ground-water-and-drinking-water/national-primary-drinkin
regulations (accessed 9/19/2018); FDEP MCLs are available at

https://www.flrules.org/gateway/notice_Files.asp?ID=17870715 (accessed 9/19/2018).

The 1997 AROD stated that there are also other contaminants in the groundwater, such as free product
and petroleum hydrocarbons associated with diesel fuel used in the wood-treatment process. However,
the AROD indicated that appropriate performance standards for these additional contaminants would be
addressed during the remedial design since they were not listed as COCs. The 2004 remedial design
document listed the groundwater target cleanup level of 5,000 micrograms per liter (ug/L) for total
petroleum hydrocarbons as defined in FAC Chapter 62-777; this ARAR value has not changed. This
value was achieved as part of the MNA groundwater remedy component by 2012.

Soil

Federal soil ARARs have not been established for site COCs dioxin or PCP. However, the 2006 ROD
established a state soil cleanup target level (SCTL) for dioxin, which is a state ARAR established under
FAC 62-780 (Table H-2). The PCP cleanup goal was based on site-specific leachability and not a state
ARAR. The residential SCTL applies to the properties surrounding the former facility property, while
the industrial SCTL applies to the former facility property.
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Table H-2: Previous and Current ARARs for QU2 Soil COCs

COC 2006 ROD ARARs (ng/kg)* Current ARARSs (ng/kg)* ARARs
Industrial Residential Industrial Residential Change |
Dioxin 0.030 0.007 0.030 0.007 None
PCP NA NA NA NA None
Notes: :

a.

NA — a state ARAR was not selected as a cleanup goal for PCP.

FAC 62-780 SCTLs — https://floridadep.gov/waste/district-business-support/documents/table-ii-soil-
cleanup-target-levels based on a | x 10®risk level (Accéssed 9/19/18).
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APPENDIX I - SCREENING-LEVEL RISK REVIEW

The 1997 AROD selected the cleanup goal for PCP was based on site-specific leachability. The dioxin
cleanup goal was established in the 2006 ROD. The 1997 site cleanup goals for PCP were based on site-
specific leachability and thus are more stringent than the industrial and residential SCTLs. To evaluate
whether there were any toxicity value changes since the 1997 AROD and 2006 ROD, this FYR
conducted a screening-level risk evaluation. As shown in Table I-1, the and PCP soil cleanup goals fall
within the EPA risk management range of 1 x 10" to 1 x 10°°. Similarly, the equivalent hazard quotients
(HQs) are below the EPA’s threshold of 1.0. Further, the PCP cleanup goals are more stringent than the
SCTLs. These results demonstrate that the cleanup goals remain valid.

Table I-1: Risk Evaluation of Human Health-based Soil Cleanup Goal

Cleanup Goal EPA RSL? 3 Noncancer
e (mgkg) 1x10°Risk | HQ=1 Rk HQ*
Industrial — on facility
Dioxin4 0.00003 0.000022 0.00072 1x10° 0.04
PCP 2 4.0 2,800 5x 107 0.0007
Residential — off facility
Dioxin 0.000007 0.0000048 0.000051 2x10° 0.1
PCP 2 1 250 2x10° 0.008

Notes:

a. Current regional screening levels (RSLs), dated November 2018, are available at
https://www.epa.gov/risk/regional-screening-levels-rsls-generic-tables (accessed 11/19/2018).

b. The cancer risks were calculated using the following equation, based on the fact that RSLs are derived
based on 1 x 107 risk: cancer risk = (cleanup goal + soil cancer RSL) x 10,

c. The noncancer hazard quotients (HQ) were calculated using the following equation:
HI = (cleanup goal + soil noncancer RSL).

d. Used the RSL established for 2,3,7,8-tetrachlorodibenzodioxin

The vapor intrusion pathway is not a currently complete exposure pathway, because there are no
building structures on site and a restriction is in place that prohibits any activities that might compromise
the soil cover. The 2009 Declaration of Restrictive Covenants also prohibits all unrestricted uses of the
Site (e.g., residential, schools, lodging, day care), thereby eliminating vapor intrusion as a potential
exposure pathway. Further, volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were not prevalent at the Site due to the
use of diesel fuel which has a low benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylene content. The only fuel-
related VOCs detected were naphthalene and toluene in the 1986 remedial investigation at
concentrations of 14 pg/L and 300 pg/L, respectively. Entering these concentrations in EPA’s Vapor
Intrusion Screening Level calculator' assuming future residential use results in risks within EPA’s risk
management range of 1 x 10 to 1 x 10" and is also below a noncancer hazard index of 1.0.

! Located at https://semspub.epa.gov/work/HQ/196702.xIsm and accessed 1/9/2019.
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APPENDIX J — 2009 RESTRICTIVE COVENANT

Doc # 2009266439, OR BK 15057 Page 557, Number Pages: 20, Recorded
11/04/2009 at 11:03 AM, JIM FULLER CLERK CIRCUIT COURT DUVAL COUNTY

This instrument prepared by: s
Kristina G. Nelson

Assistant General Counsel

Office of General Counsel

117 West Duval Street

Suite 480

Jacksonville, FL 32202

DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS

THIS DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIVE COVENANT (hereinafter “Declaration”) is
made this 29 day of _, H}%j , 2009, by the CITY OF JACKSONVILLE, a body
politic and corporate of the Statt of Florida, (hereinafter “Grantor”), having an address of 117
West Duval Street, Suite 480, Jacksonville, FL 32202 and the FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, a political subdivision of the State of Florida (hereinafter
“FDEP” or “Grantee™).

RECITALS

A. WHEREAS, Grantor is the fee simple owner of a parcel of land situated in Duval
County, State of Florida, more particularly described in Exhibit A1 and A2 attached
hereto and made a part hereof (hereinafter the "Property”);

B. WHEREAS, the Property subject to this restrictive covenant is the property known as the
Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Superfund Site ("Site”), which the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency ("EPA"), pursuant to Section 105 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act ("CERCLA"), 42 U.S.C. §
9605, proposed for the National Priorities List, set forth at 40 C.F.R. Part 300, Appendix
B, by publication in the Federal Register on September 8, 1983, at 48 Fed. Reg. 40658;

C. WHEREAS, in December 1982, the Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
(FDER, now FDEP) and Coleman-Evans signed a Consent Order for a two-phase remedial
action study of the site. Compliance with the Consent Order was unsatisfactory. To address
these deficiencies, a new Consent Order was drafted by FDER in May 1984, which required
immediate removal and disposal of contaminated soils, wastewater and groundwater at
Coleman-Evans the site, and sampling of private wells immediately adjacent to the site.
Coleman-Evans did not sign this Consent Order.

D. WHEREAS, in September 1984, FDER requested that the EPA take the lead
management role on the site and conduct an immediate removal of the waste sludges in
the disposal pits. EPA issued an administrative order to Coleman-Evans in October 1984,
requiring Coleman-Evans to take immediate action. Coleman-Evans did not comply and
refused site access. EPA was granted site access in federal court in May 1985. An

Page 1 of 20
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. immediate removal of the waste sludges in the disposal pits was conducted in June 1985.

- WHEREAS, field investigations were completed in October 1985, and the Superfund

Remedial Investigation (RI) report was completed in April 1986. The RI confirmed PCP
contamination in on-site soils as well as in sediments in the drainage ditch off-site. PCP
contamination in the surficial aquifer appears to be limited to groundwater in contact with
adjacent soils. On-site incineration of contaminated soils and treatment of ground water
associated with soil excavation was selected as the most cost-effective and
environmentally sound alternative for site remediation. A Record of Decision (ROD) was
signed in September 1986.

WHEREAS, EPA initiated remedial design in April 1987 and completed design for soil
incineration and groundwater recovery and treatment in July 1988. Design data indicated
that four times the originally estimated volume of soil would require remediation.. EPA
completed initial treatability testing in April 1990 to evaluate the feasibility of using
either bioremediation or chemical fixation as the soil remedy rather than the mére costly
incineration remedy. EPA developed an alternative site cleanup program for
contaminated soils, which was documented in an amended ROD, signed in September
1990. The selected alternative included soil washing to separate clean sands, chemical
fixation of contaminated sludges, and bioremediation of wash water followed by
polishing with a filter system. '

WHEREAS, additional site sampling was performed in March and July 1991, which
confirmed the presence of dioxin contamination in the groundwater and on-site soils, as
well as the existence of free product (diesel) floating on the water table. Treatability
studies were completed in January 1992 to determine if the revised remedy would
effectively treat dioxin. The results of the treatability Coleman-Evans studies anid
technical memorandum data indicated that additional site characterization for dioxin was
needed to define the volume and extent of dioxin contaminated soils and refine the
proposed treatment scenario. Additional soil sampling, performed in June and October
1992 and June 1993, confirmed that dioxin contaminated soils existed both on-site and
offsite in the drainage ditch area and adjacent residences. EPA-Emergency Response

. conducted removal actions in July and August 1993; excavating contaminated offsite

soils and stockpiling the soils on-site along with dismantling and removal of tanks and
equipment used in the former wood treating operations. Additional soil and well
sampling was performed in the spring of 1994. Sampling results indicated that
groundwater contamination is limited in extent and has not migrated into the deeper
private wells. :

. WHEREAS, EPA developed a draft Focused Feasibility Study in May 1994 to re-

evaluate the soil remedy in light of the new data. A public meeting was held in June 1995
to present the revised soil remedy identified in the draft Record of Decision (ROD).
EPA's proposed remedy consisted of excavation and treatment of approximately 52,000
cubic yards of soils contaminated with pentachlorophenol and dioxin: Contaminated soils
would be treated by thermal desorption to destroy the contaminants and disposed of
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‘onsite. A treatability study was proposed as part of the remedial design to confirm the
effectiveness of the remedy. If cleanup goals could not be met by thermal desorption, the
site would be capped and groundwater remediation, including free product recovery,
implemented. '

1. WHEREAS, in response to comments from the DEP regarding the draft ROD, EPA
conducted soil leaching tests to determine a site specific remedial goal for PCP in soils
protective of groundwater as well as direct exposure to soils. The February 1996 EPA
Site Specific Soil Screening Levels Report documented a site specific soil leaching
criteria of 2 mg/kg for PCP. EPA also conducted additional offsite soil sampling in July
and December 1996 to further delineate the extent of dioxin contamination both onsite
and in surrounding residential areas.

J. WHEREAS, EPA Region IV issued an Intcrim Record of Decision (ROD) in September
1997, which identifies thermal desorption as the selected soil remedy and groundwater
recovery and treatment to address contaminated groundwater. A soil dioxin cleanup level
of 1.0 ug/kg has been identified as an interim cleanup level for the site. The Soils
Remedial Design was completed in January 1999 followed by a public meeting in March
1999 to discuss the upcoming construction activities. The Groundwater Remedial Design
was completed in December 1999 and included site dewatering by groundwater recovery
and treatment prior to discharge to enable the excavation of contaminated soils located
below the groundwater table.

K. WHEREAS, Construction of the soil remedy began in June 1999 and included debris
removal, soil excavation and stockpiling, construction of the thermal desorption unit and
construction of the water treatment unit based on the Groundwater Remedial Design.
Operation of the Groundwater Coleman-Evans Treatment System commenced during
October 2000.

L. WHEREAS, a Remedial Design Addendum report, dated September 2004, evaluated
what steps may be necessary for remediation of the groundwater at the site. Active
groundwater cleanup was originally projected to take ten (10) years with a site cleanup
date of 2013 in the 1997 ROD. However, evaluation of the groundwater contamination
levels in the 2004 report, indicate that the groundwater contamination has been
significantly reduced as a result of the soil removal, which also included the treatment of
some 74.5 million gallons of contaminated water. The report indicates that groundwater
contamination levels are now significantly lower than the DEP’s natural attenuation
default concentrations (NADCs), but still exceed the Primary Drinking Water Standards
(onsite only). This has led the EPA to propose Monitored Natural Attenuation (MNA) as
the selected remedy for the groundwater cleanup. The report concluded that the drinking
water standards would be met within a 4 to 5 year time frame (2008 — 2009). DEP has
concurred with this revised approach to the groundwater cleanup. In 2005 the remedial
activities at the site were reorganized into two Operable Units (OU 1 & 2). OU 1 was
further divided into Phase I (onsite Soils), and Phase II (surficial groundwater and
miscellaneous site activities). OU 2 was created to address the remaining dioxin-
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-contaminated offsite soils. The EPA signed the Final ROD on September 28, 2006. The

ROD identified several offsite areas with dioxin contamination believed to be site related
exceeding the DEP’s soil cleanup target level (SCTL) of 7 ng/kg dioxin TEQ. This
contaminated soil was excavated and placed onsite under 2 ft of clean soil and the offsite
excavation areas were backfilled with clean soil. Since contaminated soil exceeding the
DEP’s SCTLs will remain onsite, Institutional Controls for the former Coleman — Evans
property will be necessary to ensure the protectiveness of this remedy.

. WHEREAS, contaminants in excess of allowable concentrations for unrestricted use will

remain at the Property after completion of the remedial action.

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the restrictions in this declaration to reduce or eliminate
the risk of exposure of the contaminants to the environment and to users or occupants of
the property and to reduce or eliminate the threat of migration of the contaminants.

WHEREAS, it is the intention of all parties that EPA is a third party beneficiary of said
restrictions and said restrictions shall be enforceable by the EPA, FDEP, and their
successor agencies.

WHEREAS, the parties hereto have agreed 1) to impose on the Property use restrictions
as covenants that will run with the land for the purpose of protecting human health and
the environment; and 2) to grant an irrevocable right of access over the Property to the
Grantee and its agents or representatives for purposes of implementing, facilitating and
monitoring the remedial action; and

WHEREAS, Grantor deems it desirable and in the best interest of all present and future
owners of the Property that the Property be held subject to certain restrictions and
changes, that will run with the land, for the purpose of protecting human health and the
environment, all of which are more particularly hereinafter set forth.

NOW THEREFORE, Grantor, on behalf of itself, its successors, its heirs, and assigns,

in consideration of the recitals above, the terms of the Record of Decision and Amendments, and
other good and valuable consideration, the adequacy and receipt of which is hereby
acknowledged, does hereby covenant and declare that the Property shall be subject to the
restrictions on use set forth below, which shall touch and concern and run with the title of the
property, and does give, grant and convey to the Grantee, and its assigns, with general warranties
of title: 1) an irrevocable use restriction and site access covenant of the nature and character, and
for the purposes hereinafter set forth, and 2) the perpetual right to enforce said covenants and use
restrictions, with respect to the Property. Grantor further agrees as follows: :

a. The foregoing recitals are true and correct and are incorporated herein by reference.

b. Grantor hereby imposes on the Property the following restrictions:
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1. Restrictions on use: The following covenants, conditions, and restrictions
apply to the use of the Property: :

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

g)

The Property has been permanently covered with two feet of
uncontaminated soil. Grantor shall permanently maintain this cover by
periodically verifying the soil depth using the installed elevation markers,

repairing eroding areas, properly maintaining existing stormwater features,

and maintaining the vegetative cover over the soils.

The upper two feet of soil shall not be disturbed in any manner without the
Grantor obtaining prior written approval of the Director of EPA Region 4
Superfund Division and FDEP.

Excavation and construction below two feet surface elevations is not
prohibited provided that such activity is reviewed and approved by EPA
and FDEP. . o

Generally, there shall be no agricultural use of the land including forestry,
fishing and mining; no hotels or lodging; no residential uses; and no
educational uses such as clementary and secondary schools, or day care
services. These prohibited uses are specifically defined by using the North
American Industry Classification System, United States, 2002 (NAICS),
Executive Office of the President, Office of Management and Budget. The
prohibited uses by code are: Sector 11 Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing and
Hunting; Subsection 212 Mining (except Oil and Gas); Code 512132 Drive-In
Motion Picture Thealers; Code 51412 Libraries and Archives; Code 53111 -

:Lessors of Residential Buildings and Dwellings; Subsector 611 Elementary

and Secondary Schools; Subsector 623 Nursing and Residential Care
Facilities; Subsector 721 Accommodation (hotels, motels, RV parks, eic.);
and Subsection 814 Private Households.

The existing chain-link fence and gates shall be maintained and kept
closed and locked as long as the Site is vacant or not in usc. Any changes
to the fence and gating will be submitted to, reviewed and approved by
EPA and FDEP prior to making any such changes.

Grantor shall perform such “Site Activities” as set forth in Section V.1 in
the EPA/FDEP approved “Site-Wide Operations and Maintenance Manual
for the Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Company Superfund Site.”

The shallow groundwater aquifer shall not be used for drinking or other
domestic or industrial uses unless and until notified by EPA that the
groundwater remedy is complete. The use of the deeper aquifers shall
remain unrestricted so long as construction of such wells are reviewed and
approved by FDEP, EPA & SJRWMD.

Page 5 of 20
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h) The groundwater monitoring wells and network shall not be disturbed in
any manner without the Grantor obtaining prior written approval of the
- Director of EPA Region 4 Superfund Division and FDEP.

i) Except as necessary to protect human health, safety or the environment, no
action shall be taken, allowed, suffered or omitted on the Property. if such
action or omission is reasonably likely to:

i.  Create a risk of migration of hazardous substances, pollutants or
contaminants or a potential hazard to human health or the
environment; or

ii.  Result in a compromise of the two-feet of soil cover utilized at the
Property to control exposure to hazardous substances, pollutants,
or contaminants.

Irrevocable Covenant for Site Access: Grantor hereby grants to the Grantee, its

agents and representatives, an irrevocable, permanent and continuing right of
access at all reasonable times to the Property for purposes of: .

a)
b)
)

d)

e)

Implementing the response actions in the ROD;

Verifying any data or information submitted to EPA and Grantee; ‘
Verifying that no action is being taken on the Property in violation of the
terms of this instrument or of any federal or state environmental laws or

regulations;

Monitoring response actions on the Site and conducting investigations relat'ing

. to contamination on or near the Site, including, without limitation, sampling

of air, water, sediments, soils, and specifically, without limitation, obtammg
split or duplicate samples:; -

Conducting periodic reviews of the remedial action, including but not limited
to, reviews required by applicable statutes and/or regulations; and

Implementing additional or new response actions if EPA determines i) that

such actions are necessary to protect the environment because either the
original remedial action has proven to be ineffective or because new
technology has been developed that will accomplish the purposes of the
remedial action in a significantly more efficient or cost effective manner; and,
ii) that the additional or new response actions will not impose any
significantly greater burden on the Property or unduly interfere with the then
existing uses of the Property.
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3. Modification: This Declaration shall not be modified, amended, or terminated
without the written consent of FDEP or its successor agency. FDEP shall not
consent to any such modification, amendment or termination without the written
consent of EPA.

4, (a) Reserved rights of Grantor: Grantor hereby reserves unto itself, its
successors, its heirs, and assigns, all rights and privileges in and to the use of the
Property which are not incompatible with the restrictions, rights and covenants
granted herein.

(b) Reserved Rights of EPA: Nothing in this document shall limit or otherwise
affect EPA's rights of entry and access or EPA’s authority to take response actions
under CERCLA, the NCP, or other federal law.

(c) Reserved Rights of Grantee: Nothing in this document shall limit or
otherwise affect Grantee's rights of entry and access or authority to act under state
or federal law.

5. Notice requirement: Grantor agrees to include in any instrument conveying any
interest in any portion of the Property, including but not limited to deeds, leases
and mortgages, a notice which is in substantially the following form:

NOTICE: THE INTEREST CONVEYED HEREBY
IS SUBJECT TO A DECLARATION OF
"~ RESTRICTIVE AND AFFIRMATIVE COVENANTS,

DATED » 200_, RECORDED IN THE
PUBLIC LAND RECORDS ON 520,
IN BOOK » PAGE » IN FAVOR OF, AND

ENFORCEABLE BY, THE STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION.

Within thirty (30) days of the date any such instrument of conveyance is executed,
Grantor must provide Grantee and EPA with a certified true copy of said
instrument and, if it has been recorded in the public land records, its recording
reference.

6. Enforcement: The Grantee shall be entitled to enforce the terms of this
instrument by resort to specific performance or legal process. All remedies
available hereunder shall be in addition to any and all other remedies at law or in
equity, including CERCLA. Enforcement of the terms of this instrument shall be
at the discretion of the Grantee, and any forbearance, delay or omission to
exercise its rights under this instrument in the event of a breach of any term of this
instrument shall not be deemed to be a waiver by the Grantee of such term or of
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2

any subsequent breach of the same or any other term, or of any of the rights of the
Grantee under this instrument. It is expressly agreed that EPA is not the recipient
of a real property interest but is a third party beneficiary of the Declaration of
Restrictive Covenants, and as such, has the right of enforcement.

7. Damages: Grantee shall be entitled to recover damages for violations of the -
terms of this instrument, or for any injury to the remedial action, to the public or
to the environment protected by this instrument.

8. Waiver of certain defenses: Grantor hereby waives any defense of laches,
estoppel, or prescription. : '

9. Covenants: Grantor hereby covenants to and with the Grantee, that the Grantor
is lawfully seized in fee simple of the Property, that the Grantor has a good and
lawful right and power to sell and convey it or any interest therein, that the
Property is free and clear of encumbrances, except those noted on Exhibit B
attached hereto, and that the Grantor will forever warrant and defend the title
thereto and the quiet possession thereof.

10.  Notices: Any notice, demand, request, consent, approval, or communication that

- either party desires or is required to give to the other shall be in writing and shall
either be served personally or sent by first class mail, postage prepaid, referencing
the Site name and Site ID number and addressed as follows:

To Grantor: To Grantee:
Assistant General Counsel Florida Department of Environmental
Environmental Department "Protection
Office of General Counsel 2600 Blairstone Rd.
117 West Duval Street Tallahassee, FL32399
Suite 480
Jacksonville, FL 32202
To EPA:

Director, Superfund Division

The United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 4

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

1L

Recording in Land Records: Grantor shall record this Declaration of Restrictive
and Affirmative-Covenants in timely fashion in the Official Records of Duval
County, Florida, and shall rerecord it at any time Grantee may require to preserve
its rights. Grantor shall pay all recording costs and taxes necessary to record this
document in the public records. '
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12.

General provisions:

a) Controlling law: The interpretation and performance of this instrument
shall be governed by the laws of the United States or, if there are no applicable
federal laws, by the law of the state where the Property is located.

b) Liberal construction: Any general rule of construction to the contrary
notwithstanding, this instrument shall be liberally construed in favor of the grant
to effect the purpose of this instrument and the policy and purpose of CERCLA.
If any provision of this instrument is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation
consistent with the purpose of this instrument that would render the provision
valid shall be favored over any interpretation that would render it invalid.

c) Severability: If any provision of this instrument, or the application of it to
any person or circumstance, is found to be invalid, the remainder of the provisions
of this instrument, or the application of such provisions to persons or
circumstances other than those to which it is found to be invalid, as the case may
be, shall not be affected thereby.

d) -Entire Agreement: This instrument sets forth the entire agreement of the
parties with respect to rights and restrictions created hereby, and supersedes all
prior discussions, negotiations, understandings, or agreements relating thereto, all
of which are merged herein.

e) No Forfeiture: Nothing contained herein will result in a forfeiture or
reversion of Grantor's title in any respect.

f) Joint Obligation: If there are two or more parties identified as Grantor
herein, the obligations imposed by this instrument upon them shall be joint and
several. '

g Successors: The term "Grantor”, wherever used herein, and any pronouns

. used in place thereof, shall include the persons and/or entities named at the

beginning of this document, identified as "Grantor" and their personal
representatives, heirs, successors, and assigns. The term "Grantee", wherever
used herein, and any pronouns used in place thereof, shall include the persons
and/or entities named at the beginning of this document, identified as "Grantee"
and any successor state agency having administrative jurisdiction. The rights of
the Grantee and Grantor under this instrument are freely assignable, subject to the
notice provisions hereof. ‘

h) Termination of Rights and Obligations: A party's rights and obligations
under this instrument terminate upon transfer of the party's interest in the
Property, except that liability for acts or omissions occurring prior to transfer shall
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survive transfer.

i) Captions: The captions in this instrument have been inserted solely for
convenience of reference and are not a part of this instrument and shall have no
effect upon construction or interpretation. '

B Counterparts: The parties may execute this instrument in two or more
counterparts, which shall, in the aggregate, be signed by both parties; each
counterpart shall be deemed an original instrument as against any party who has
“signed it. In the event of any disparity between the counterparts produced, the
recorded counterpart shall be controlling.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto the State of Florida Department of Environmental Protection
and its successors and assigns forever. '

Remiainder of this page intentionally left blank.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has caused this Agreement to be signed in its name.

Executed this o'ﬂ day of 2‘& , 2009.

WITNESSES:

| CITY OF JACKSONVILLE

o Kovu Hoaant

117 West Duval Street

N LA (2 A ‘ﬂ 1#
Name:_\\ L DA !,

By: Ny 2 - 4
Name: /¥, m . - Jacksonville, FL 32202
Kerri Stewart

Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
For: Mayor John Peyton

Under Authority of:

Executive Order No. 07-12

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF DUVAL

The forggoing i ent was acknowledged before me this Jq da f\ﬂ,
2009, by M@&mﬁf , the &&ﬁhwe Clty of

- Jacksonville, a body politic and corporate, on behalf of the City. Such person: (notary must

check applicable box)
@  is personally known to me; or
O  produced a current : driver's license as identification; or
0O  produced as identification.
Print fame: V\,/ w -1 -
Notary Public, State of Florida
My Commission Expires:
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' Approved as Wﬁ’é}é ggﬁz’m_nﬁmmnm { ental Protection, Office of General
Counsel. L '
"IN \QNESS WHEEEQ;, the Florijda Depart ent of Environmental Protection has
executed this instrument, thi day of _ILE)@;LL 2009.

Print Name "Immn.l‘ AL

Division of-W :

. 2600 Blair Stone Road

thness% * Tallahassee, Florida 32399
Print Name: v

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LEon

On this 3%° day ofwoV. , 2009, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for
the State of Florida, duly commissioned and swom, personally appeared MALZY _[EAN Yoo/ |
known to be the Director of the Division of Waste Management, the State Agency that executed
the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged the said instrument to be the free and voluntary act
and deed of said corporation, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, and on oath stated that
they are authorized to execute said instrument.

Witness my hand and official seal hereto affixed the day and year written above.

[N

Notdry Public in and forie
State of Florida

My Commission Expires: oYodo .

Attachments: ExhibitA - Legal Description of the Property :
Exhibit B - Existing Liens and Encumbrances on the Property

Page 12 of 20

J-12



13

EXHIBIT AL

' § o T -
moalE L E T
N %_ &__ T
m...mmu:r.__“___ “_T.,:u : m
} mmz HAT “_.._.%:_ _r. {
! H _W.WL ik “m_ ; mm._z_*.__ m
o S il gttt i
HA ot o w_ ._..._ﬁaw_ :
2 mm_; it _m._m m
ol 1 W it i
: .__.1". ., _
- \ |
B Nyt moe Dol
_ .T.[i../ .w ia _mmn
d VG mEav waiao gy A mm«.__m m ;
— H [ HMA 1
E R
! RNt
BEE Mwm_%.f:_
o
“ ] fi]teitt )
S S T I B e L | | i m_ ”_
: : iR
o r
T T U A U T R ol
||||| i m.m. m | (e
_ Wm H ma—mw::w_"", i
L
e R N e s Sl L
_— R I/ , m .|..|.~T._.:.I_. | 3
o 1ArFRIRY
Lo HEF RS
Lo R
g L
3, ,. ] . N _ ;
LR | ' . ] . H * <o
oy ) I T i I
i ““, \ H : mw S _ _ __. 3
by 1 te i ke
Lk d ._.mm--r-_----_ | i
Vo - : : _'IT.._ & i
Ao LJe | alsiis X S N I i B
I Mv..I.l\_lﬂf.IJ.H...I#M%m..mm...ﬂ.:l.l%.l..g.nn*l. - g
T S B R AT
P |3 i 3 BEEE
699 JIOVA LSOST Mg 3O



148}

JCER L2 EXCERT T--E EADT 42 SEET OF LOTS 1 AND 2/ 14 AND 15 B_OCK 22, TOOZT-ES -
NTr A FCORTON CF TrE NEST 112 OF CENTER AVENUE AN DO =007 RIG—T-CF -AAY CLOSED
13Y GF 712 AL RECORDS VoL 2652 PAGL 224 &F TRl CAKRINT RUBLIC RECORDS CF
t).NAl CONTY, bV oORITSA) AND A POKTION G NiLL S AVENLE (AN 870 1 O’}T RIEAHT - KAY
L IOV BY OFFIGIA, RELIKLY VYOt UM; 28D VPAGE 25 OF GAINS PR3 0 RELOKIID) AN

'Jl G, BI.OCLK 23 [EXLECL HE SO 25 FREL GF 1S ARS1 42 FES f)F t.€2° %) ALLLIN
Nu TE 2 T¥. ACLORIING TC F_AT nFREO-‘- KELORPDED IN PLA™ BOOK 5, PAGE 71 OF SAID
S 2 RESORDS, AND BZING MORE PART CLLARLY DEISCRIBED AS FOL_ChE,

L2, COMMNCE AT T° NTERSFCTION O THE SOJHER, ¥

RIs—=1-LF- MT N CAX RAIRIAD (A 120 FOO1 RIGHT-0OF-IAY AS NOA F«ma{ IGHEL;
AN T~ P\ H\l INF OF SAD CANTER AVEENLE: RUN THENCF SOUTH (XD 061" AFSY, AL ONGy
GA D CEN(ERINE OF CENIER AVENUE AND &€ NWESTERLY LINE OF “-IOr5E LANDS AS
DESCRIBED IN SFF CIAL RECCRDS VOLUME 12551, PAGE 181T. OF SAID ASLIC RECCRDS. A
DISTANCE OF 35602 FILT TO THE NCRTHEAST CORNER OF T-0O%Z _ANDS AS DESCRIBED IN
OV AL RUCORDS VECLUME 3065, YAGE 335, O SAID PAS. C RLCORDS: KN THUNCL SOUTH
B4'09" NLS™ ALONG ~H NOCRTHLRLY _INL P LAST SAID { AN, A DISTANL G 132,00
TELT 7O THL \ORT-NLOT CORNLR Cf SAID LANGS: KUN THINCE SCUTH O0°O8'I18" ALST,

AL ONG “H AUSTHRLY | N OF SAID L ANES, A DISTANCAE CF 1CO.00 FELT “C THE SO HEAS™
AOORNTR OF THOSE LANLS AG DEXRIBED N OFTIL, A RECORIZE VLUVE (0334, PAGE 465
OF SAIL PUB G RECGRID = RUN "HFNGE SO0 = BA°42'004" WEST, Al GNG, THE SOITHFRE Y | INF
OF SAIZ LANDS AND IiE BOJTHERLY LINE CF THOSE [LANIDS A DESCRIBED IN OF= L AL
RICORDS VOLLME 12334, PAGE 466 OF SAD PUB_ C RECORDS AND I1TS NESTERLY
FROLONGATION, THE SCLTHERLY _INES OF T—=0SZ LANDS AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL
RCORDS VOLUML 1 824, PAGSL 318 O SAIRD MU ¢ RLCORDPS. AND 1HE NORT=EW_ ¥ LINGS
OF 11658 | ANLDO AG DESCRIBEDD N OFFIL A, RECORES VOLUIVE 6441 ©PAGF 436 OF SAID
HUB.  REFCORDDS, A IS ANCE CF 103900 FEEFT1: RUN THENGE \OR1=- COCB18 HFAS™ A
DISTANLE OF 2900 FEET RUN T=UNLE SOLTH EN“U'O‘!‘ O™ A DILTANCE O 1€2.00 FEET
10 A FON ON TH= FAGTERL ¥ RIGH™ -OF-RAT | INF G* .H FRY AVENUE (AN BO RO

RUC U =0F -NRAY A NN ES AR, SHED): RLN THENLE NOR “H 20 )B'NE" EAGT, ALOING HAIL
TASTER_~ RIGIT-OF -NAY LINE, A DISTANCE CF 28856 FEE™ TO A FC N™ ON NE AFORESAID
COJIHERLY RIGH -CF-NAY _NE GF (SX RA LRTSAD: RN TENCE NOR Vi B3°28'22' EAS”
ALCNG SAID SOLTHERLY RIGHT-05-NAY LINE A DISTANCE OF 31244 FEET “C ~E F’"lNr oF
SLEINN NG,

AN THUS DESLRIBEL CONTANING 4RS00 SCALARE FER . (R 113 ACAKRESD, MARE (R 1.865,

CERT IFIE.) + LS, Eh\/l\()NME\] AL PROTECT ON AGENCY

T vViqexy

0LS 3Jovd LSOST Mg d0



OR BK 15057 PAGE 571

- ;
~ 8435 1554
UNITEU STATES ENVIRONRENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

NOTICE OF PLDERAL LIEW
UNDER THE BUPERPUND ANENONENTS
AND REAUTHORIJATION ACT OF 1986

As praovided by Section 107({1) of the Superfund Amendsents and
Resuthor ination Act of 1986 (5ARA)} Public Law Nusder 99-499, mndlng'h.

the Comprenh {ve Cavir al Resp Comprehensive and Liasdility vEQ
Act of 1980 (CEACLA), 42 U.S.C. 3601 ot geq., notice 1s haredy glven ¢
that coscs of $1,534,790.40 (one stllion, Live-hundred and

" thirty-tour thouesnd, three hundred and ninety dollars and sixty -
centel plus tnterest end sdutnistrative enpenses constitute & lien in

fevor of the United States upon the real jraperty descridbed below and

A

811 rights to such piaporcr which belong to Coleman Zvana Wood .
Preserving Company or to Jack Coleman and which have been or will be
subject to or affected Dy removal or remedial action.

L4

(]

and 2,) 34 and 13 in Block 22, and Lot “8° In

Slock 23, (Except the South 1§ Ceet of Weat 142 "
-, teat or Lot °8°), sll in White ch{; being a part 0‘5
o of the Scuthesst 1/4 of Nerthwest 1/4 of Sectlon 102
h 19, Township 2 South, reage 3% Raet, according to .
Plat shereof recorded in Plat Book 3, page 73 of
:l‘u ::runt public records of Duvs) County,

art (de.

A
Loy *0°, 1, 2, (Bacspt the East 92 feet of Lots 1} 7’ 5¢

This statutory 1ien securas the payment to the United States of
811 costs and daisges coversd by Saction 107(s) of SARA for which -
Coleman Tvans Wood Freasrving Company or Jack Coleman is lisdle.
This etatutory lien shell continue until the Lladility Cor such costs
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w6435 1585
vt agcones >
ot damages is satinfied or Decomss unenforceadle through the

operation of the statute of limitations as provided by ‘sectlon 113 of
SARM.

(LY s,
Acting Regionsl Adminlstrator
fegion 1V

. Subscribed to and swora Defore
day of Novesber 1987.

1
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TCI94-066 auu“ 0000 TAx DEED

1€ hayeter 197 Hionida \ulu(:u

o “‘,9’ CITY UF JACKSONYILLE
‘ WWCONSOLIDATED (AN £ KNMENTS

COUNTY OF DAYVAL. STATE OF 11 0RIDA

Sook 10334 Page 463

-
KNOW ALL MEN WY THESL PRESENTS  1ha1 wheraur. 1he Tottuming Fay Csrtilicttes, we

{ertilin ale Number 1 haved
ongi} 1990

was, were duly ‘ited w the wltice b the Clerk of dw Curcuit € our of this Cuunty and applivahon made (1 the -ssuance
1wl 4 Taa deod tieun, and due notie of asle het iy hoen pubilisied as toyquired by 16w, and m peivan entiticd s W Jo
Raving appesrod W redeem 3a:d Lands, sech lamds wercun th Mth  Jay of JANUIARY 1998
fur sule ot e ¢ ot daue (07 cagh 10 the Mighut hudder. and (here Tesng nu budders 3t thy public ale the ¢ leth
vatered the jands on 8 list enfitied “tands Avsifadle o Tane.”. wnd Jevin yean having clapacd frum the daic said lamd
S dy o1red i puble selc, 5800 18nd 16 ReTidy give . Gremtend s cins oo 10 C oty of 2w haun o rlie 1 oneoiidated
Grovcmment)

IO 14 ITUANOSNOVE XINKY TIVH ALLD ‘8051 WOOY NOISIAG 11V is3 Iviun ) UNTANYIAOT QAL VAIOSNLD! 17 IANOSIIN 40 AUL) O4 N LN '

NOW, THEREFORL. the County of Duvel, 34k st Flor:da. in cuncidershion ol the pe aad n Serat

. ol the premises. aral 10 punwusice of the statdes 10 sach (axts e end pras ided. has g1 en. grented. amd does hereby
gere. grant. and convey 0o the said City of Jackwns ibie (1t onailidgted Crvernment). ¢ O Real | st Dissiwon, Roumn
1200, City 1iall \mea. Jachsonville. Flonds 32207, and 10 1+ uatetsor . snd sasigns tunever, fu theg uwn propee use,
bonelit snd hemm! the following lamds situgied in the 1 sunty aiwd State storexund and Josctitnd as foliows
03071 1928 13k OGS
WHIIE LY SDPY N2
LOIS L NEX E92FL) BLK 22

cuntaming : ares, more 08 less, provided. hnacver that sand fands shall conlinur wubsect snd l1able tor any
unpad yoneral waes of eyusl dipity with Luunty Taaig 1ICpEgaenivd by the verhitnaw o cemifivates above drwrnibed

INTISTIMONY WHWUF. by vitlue of sutharty in e vasied by law. and lur end on behalt
of the C'uy ul Jack: le 14 omulidaind Uos 1 Cuunty of I al. Statc of Flunda, |, the
undersigned, as Clerk of th (it Count hur the County and Siate afuressid. have execused

. this dred end have tv wt iy nifiial wig and seel, a1 Jack: lle. tn the ¢County of
uval. and State of Flonda thiathe ‘0 day ot SANLIARY Al 2002

,,/. L T

T lui nf(ht Cirgant Court, Duvat County, Flonda.

= 18

Nigned. scaled and delivered in the presence of. 1
|

’Z/yruja; Jda«.._ tAs Deputy Clerk) hiun -
[ 3 FP’&‘ NMeap 1A» tepnaty ¢ lork) ﬁ ot

SEATEOF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF DUVAL >

fnthis Wt gy of JANVARY 2002 . hefore mv 8 natary pubbic. perwonally sppessed him Fuller.
Clerk of the Corgunt Coun i and for Culy of Fachsunyille (Consolidated Gisvernmeni) the State and County aforesaid, to
i kruwn 10 be 1he peron desnbed in, and whu cvcouied the forcguing intrumen:, and schnusicdged the eaccution
thercal 1w his iwn (ree st ind deed (or U use atul purpuse s thetern memtioned.

Witness my hamd and oflicial seal aforesasd /Al.,;du J, ‘ﬂ- té/ a B

Nu Dacaincnlary Samp

P A
No Heyording bov ’-’i" AN e Y,
'y /} --F-ua.vurl.

[ Meeatle O
i
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Tt):.g’.?‘! _ auaue-ooooﬁ'fo _Dﬁﬁ

(€ hayive 197} utida Nigtute )
e CHY OF JACKSUNS 1 LI

P (CONSOLIDATED GOV ERSAMI N ) Book 10334 Pege 4ee

VENISNY l)l'_ DUVAL STATE (] (1 ORIDA

KNOW AEL MEN BY HIESE PRESENTY 1hel when e, the tolliwing 1oy Uerinisgaics. lowit

€ crulivate Numhey 1 1ate lvsued
0081} '~

war wete July wled e the ubtice of e Clerk of the Cutut ¢ uus: of the . ¢ aunty 3ad applisbon made Tor the swance
3w da rcon, and due rotice of salc Rt ing Boen puhiahnd o required Dy lew. and an Jcrwn entiticd w fo do
Rav g apjwared (0 rodcem wad tacudy, such lands wore un i Wb oy al JANUIARY I'NS . vitered
10r v 28 1he it IMvaae JUor tor Laah to e Righs <t tnduet. el thers 'ty 1w Diddiers at e puhilic salc the Clerk
entered 2w lands on 3 st entitled °1 ands Acsilahis 1o laxe-" und seven poar< hos 'ng elapard from ihe Jate wand laad
was olfervd fue bl sale, sand lInd ix hereby givene granted ami conveyed S0 €10 02 fackwons le 10 maoldeted

ticsermente

NOW, [HEREFORE, the ¢ounty of 1Duval, Stie ot Flurda. in comegeration of the jwemines, sndd :n cunyuicration
vl the premuses ard 1n pursuance of 1he Tatutes M wch cases Mude and provwded, has given, .muc'd. and Joes heredy
g <. grens, and convey o the sad ( iy c’»f Jachsunvilie 1t onsrdidated CGsernmenty, ¢ /02 Read I-stste Uivopron, Roum
20, Cay Hall Nanca, Jackenville, Plordy 32200 4md 0 s v o@vains oM 88%i3ins [ineser, to tWESE i Dropst use,
Irerwedit and ot g lolluwing lands Gituated i e bty aml State shiretend snd des nibed as totkaws
weOTt 128 281 UGS
WHILE CITTY S DT N2
RS LAT RS RIK 22

é-mummg acres, more uf less, pnovided. huwerer. (et wid Lunds shall cantinue whjedt and kisble fur sny
unpand ‘cr'm-l 14ves uf eyual dignity with county wacs (eprescnted by the cemiticate o vertilin dtes ane descrihed.

IN TESTIMONY WIIERLOF, by vutue uf authonty in me vested by law, and (or and un behalfl
of Ihe {1ty of & e (¢ teduted Cunernement) L vunly ut [ Juval, Sate of Florsds, 1, (xe
underugred. as Cherk of the {"gcust ¢ ount tor the County «nd State aloressid, Rave executed
(3 deed and have hereunts «¢t my nificral sygusiure and seal. ot Jackwonville, in the Uounty of
Duval. snd State of Flornds ths ihe V0th- gy of JANUARY A D 2002

- . N

.o
lert of the Carcwil Coutl Duval Coumy. Flunds

Signed. seated snd delivered o ihe presence of W‘.“

C3 &&«4.4_ (As eputy Clerk)

=t Moo (A~ Ihputy +lerk) s
‘ a T camt
STALE OF FI ORIDA .
COUNTY OF DUVAL
Un i MW gay of JANUARY 2002 . hufor: me. o notury puhlic, per.unally appesred Jim tuller.
¢Clerh o the ¢ ireutt Court 0 and far Cuty of Jeck e (U lwated G ) the State and County aforesadd. to

me kmwn ‘o be the person described i, end who cacyuted e (oregumg ntrument, and sckmowiedged the execution
therent 10 9¢ his own (Fee ot and deed fur Ihe use and pumuses therein mariiontd

Winess my hand Jnd official wcel aforesard . . (Y X
/‘-';'““ ‘l ¥ Jf. u"& ¢

No Divuntentary Statp ey [ pgres—y

Na Regurding Fee B AR T AN
a2 m e 0 Ray
) N - clge
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10894~ 068 . niuun-oooo '_rAx DEEﬁ

LAY .
e Nt 197 Fhanda Natuses)
A CITY OF JACKSONVE 1A :
4 '*g" HCONSOLIBATED GOVERNAIL N Sook 10334 page «¢r
Py COUNTY OF INVAL STALL OF FLOKIDA

KNUW ALL MEN BY THLSE PRESENTS  [liat wietews. 0w tulbuwing et Cerilates, tumat

Certihicate Number {ate Itaned
[V 1 3T ] (L]

Wae, wetv Jul) filed in the otfice of the Cleeh o8 the Circust Comant ul (hey © ounty snd applicatun made for U nsuance
ol 2 18 dand Iscan. amd Jue iotwe of i Tav g ‘en publshed 8 1ouied 0) Lw. wnd bu person entitizd w1 do
Ty sppeared us redoem sand 1snds; wich lands wore ot Y (ay ot JANUAKY 1993 . ifered
e 131¢ 8¢ the ¢ ourthouse Joor fur cash (0 the Righn W bidier. ol (hen: iy i Bdders ot Ui publia rake the Clerk
vitered the lands on a st entitied “Lands Availuble 1w Lases " and acvent yean having clapsed from the daie wnd ‘sind
was vl tor publi sale. wed lond 13 hereby given gianted ond canveyed o Wy af Jackmaavitle (Consobdated

t v grmmerst) ’

NSOW, THEREFORE. the County of Dusal. Sate ot Flonds, in consderatiun of the premuses. and in cuuukm
o) the preimey. omd 10 purausice of the statules 1 such ceses made and privided. han given, granted. wmd dues huvedy
e, grant, and convey W the @ud Ciy of Jocksum itle (¢ unsutidaled Guvernment), (20 Res) Lstate Lrvisaon, Ruom
1208, Civy Hall Ancies, Tacheunvelle, Flonds J2NU2 und 1011 vt 8md sssgns foever, (o their v n proper use,
henetit amnd hehiod the follownig lands situaied o the € ounty s State aluresan) snd Sesrched as foltows
05071 19.25.29F OGS ’
WIHTECILY MDD PENLY
LOtR BIK

cntamng ates, nwre of less. pravided. howaver. tha said lands shatl continue subpect and hable tor any
wipan) geieral taacs of eyusl dignity with cuunty Lwes iepresenicd by the ertilis ate us Lortificetes sbuve dexcnbed

[N TESTIMONY WHERI:O by viviue of suthusity n me veated by law. and for and on behalt
of the Csty of Jach He 1t umolidated Gaver Coumy of 1aval, Statc of Flonda, |, te
underugned, as Clerk of 0w Uinuit 0wt (e the County and Nate sforeasrd. have executed
twn deed amd have berewntn 3¢t my snliciol wgnatwe wid wal. of Jushsmvilk. 1 tha County of
Duvel. and Ste of Flonda. ths the -Oth day of JANUIARY A 2

e = e .

Clerk af the Csreunt Court, Drnal County, Flonds.

Nigned. scaied and delivered 1 ihe presence of 81?7

(A Depuaty Clrh) g
i e

mw wq.}k__: (As Ity Clerk) ﬁ -

NSTATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF DUVAL

Onthes Wth  ggy of JANUARY 2002 . hetore me. a naary publis, perwinaily sppeercd fun Fuiler,
C lesk of the Curcunt Cuurt tn and for City of Jachuons He (Comalnisted tovernment) the State and County sforessnd, to
1w kenrwn w0 b the person described i, and whe escuutad ihe furcguang instrument. amd sk ledyed the exccution
thereut W he e awm free sctand deed for the use and purponcs theren inentioned

* Withess m) hand and wiTicid! seal afuresad. , , ot .
Lictdonl A L pptlioe

No [ hwunwenisr) Stamp
N Na Recording Fee
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1 hapter 197 Pirate Statutest’ nrx

5 MWIN. Rﬂw CIY OF IACKSONA ILLE _ q.w 3; Wi dist 0
PHONE !,&-———u NS IDATLED GOVERNMIEN | i:n it ot
COUNTY OF DUVAL. S1ATE OF FEORIDA oY
‘ KNOW ALL MEN 8Y (HESE PRESENTS Lhat whereas. :be folluwirg [ o Cottificaie, tow st
Ceruficote Number Dot I8
00814 10

was, were duly 'cd in the otfice uf the Ulerk of (he Circut ¢ ourt of 1his € cunts and eppincation made tue (he 1vsuance
of 2 tax deed ihereon, amd due atsce of sale hating boen publiched as requiced & Tav . and m pevsun cotitied wi (0 do
hasing appested 1o redecm wid 1ands. 3uch lands werc unte 10TH  day ot | FHEUARY 1997 .otfcied
tor aale &t the Cudthuuse dor for cash to the highest tuduer, ard ihere being s N:ddors of 1N2 pubits sale the ( terk
entered (he lamis on & st entrtied “Lands Avatlable for Tonves”. and seven ycars having clapnd frum the date wid land
was ulfered (or pubix <ale. Wid land i1 hrwy mven, graned and conveyed in ¢ ay of ixksonille (Conswlivated
Gurvernment).

NUW. THERFFORE, ine C;uanly of Duval. Sute of Flands. 1n conviderst-dn of the premises, 8nd in wunshieratum
nf the premises, and 1n pursusme ut the statutes 1 such Cases made and pro uded, has given, granicd. end does hereby
pive, grant, and cunsey to the said ity ot Jachasmille (Uunsointated tiovemment), ¢ .U Res  Estate Davisinn, Room
1208, Crty 1tall Annen. Jacksonville, Floends 12202, and W ity successanrs and saigns Liveser, .“."m' WA prupet use,
beneiit and behou! the follow mg lands situsted i the Cuunty and Staie afurcssid and decnded as lollows
7 1928 23F GS
WHITE CITY SDPT NI
FLIOTS RECDD DK (085444
[{1% N ]
onwiring avtes. mare ur less. provided, howerver. that said tands shall continue subject and hiable for any
unpaid genersl tates of equal digmty with county (aacs represenicd hy the certificate wr certilicaten above lku'nhtd:

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, by vtue of suthority in me vested by law. snd U s on behal(

of the City of fachsonvitle (Consubdated G ) County of Puval, State of Florda, 1, the
undersigned, as Clerk of the Circunt Cournt for the County and State aforesnd. have crecuted
this deed and have hereuntn st my oTictal v and seal. at Jacksonwitle, in the County of

Pusel, and State o Florida, the the 10TH day of FEFRRUARY A D. 2004

Clert of the Circunt Court. Duval Caunty, Flonds.

Signed. sealed lnd Jtlncrrd In the mr ot

(As $eputy Ulerk)
MN (As Deputy Clerk)

STATE OF F1 ORIDA
COUNTY OF M VAL

Onthis 101H gy of FRBRUARY 2004 . before me, & nulary pubhc, persmaily sppesred Jim Fuller,
kerk of the Circunt Cowrt 1n aad for City of Jachranville (Consolidated Government) ihe State and County aforesedd, o
me known t he the persun Jescnied in, end who esecuted the fau.em' narumend, and scknuwiedged the ¢
thereu( to he tus own free act and deed for the use and pury

Witntrs my Rand and ufficrel st afurceand ; Z! i ' ‘{ w ﬁ

No Ducumentery Stamp ’ ? LOMED L WOUTRON
No Recording Fee \ nves .—:a;v
-
* ADMNDTIS Wy b & Sunig N

J-20

Xt WOON NOISIAK Z1VIST TVIN QD UNANNEIAMR) U4 VO RANOD ATTIANOINOVE 10 AL V1 NLU i

L0236 U TTUANOSHIVE ATNAY TIVH AL





