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PRP ' Potentially Responsible Party
RAO Remedial Action Objective
RI Remedial Investigation
ROD Record of Decision
RPM Remedial Project Manager
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SCTL Soil Cleanup Target Level
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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 identify 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 Site above levels that 
allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure (UUAJE).

The Site consists of two operable units (OUs). This FYR Report addresses both OUs. OUl 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 OUl.

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 Background
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.



Figure 1: Site Location Map
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FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SUMMARY FORM

Site Name: Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co. .

EPA ID: FLD991279894

Region: 4 State: Florida City/County: Whitehouse/Duval

NPL Status: Deleted

Multiple OUs?
Yes

Has the Site achieved construction completion?
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
Date of Site inspection: 11/15/2018
Type of review: Statutory
Review number: 4
Triggering action date: 7/8/2014
Due date (fiveyears 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 Superfiind 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, RI, feasibility 
studies (FS), remedial design, remedial action and decision documents. A summary of the long-term 
response actions at OUl and OU2 is provided in more detail below. Figure 2 shows the locations of the 
Site’s OUs.
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OUl
The EPA selected the long-term cleanup plan for soil, sediment and groundwater contamination in the 
Site’s 1986 OUl 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 OUl 
cleanup goals.

Table 2: OUl RAOs and Remedy Components

Medium RAO- Remedy Components'’
Soil,
Sediment 
and Wood 
Debris

Prevent ingestion and direct contact 
with contaminated soils and 
sediments in excess of cleanup 
levels.

Prevent future groundwater 
contamination.

Excavate and treat contaminated soil, sediment and wood 
debris using an on-site thermal desorber.
Treat off gases generated by the on-site thermal desorber.
Backfill excavated areas with treated material or clean fill.
Treat groundwater and stormwater encountered during 
excavation at on-site wastewater treatment unit prior to 
discharge to on-site surface water.
Collect free-product floating on the upper 
surficial aquifer for recycling and/or off-site disposal.
Regrade and reyegetate all excayated areas.
Relocate residents, as necessary, to facilitate construction.

Groundwater Protect groundwater as a current or 
potential drinking water supply by 
reducing contaminants to maximum 
contaminant levels (MCLs) or other 
protection levels established by the 
EPA and FDEP.

Monitored natural attenuation (MNA) of groundwater 
contamination.'^

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 OUl Cleanup Levels for Soil, Sediment and Groundwater

COC Soil and Sediment Cleanup Level (mg/kg)* Groundwater Cleanup Level (ug/L)'’
PCP 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.
c. 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 ___________________________________________________________



0U2
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 OUl. 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 

inhalation or direct contact with surface 
soil that contains concentrations of 
dioxin attributable to the Site in excess 
of the soil cleanup goals.

• Excavate soil at areas adjacent to the former facility 
property and place on the pre-graded former facility 
property and install 2 feet of vegetated soil cover.

• Restore excavated areas using clean soil.
• Characterize contaminated soils and dispose of off­

site at a permitted facility if deemed hazardous waste.
• Control future releases of contaminants 

to ensure long-term protection of 
human health and the environment.

• Implement institutional controls on the former facility 
property through use of restrictive covenants to limit 
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.

• Conduct FYRs of the remedy to ensure that
protectiveness is maintained.____________________

Notes:
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 OfT-facilitv Soil Cleanup Level (pg/ks) On-facility Soil Cleanup Level (pg/kg)
Dioxin TEQ 0.007 (Residential use) 0.030 (Industrial use)
Notes:
a. Established in Section 2.12.4 of the 2006 ROD for OU2.
b. Basis for the cleanup levels is the Florida Administrative Code, Chapter 62-780.
Hg/kg = micrograms per kilogram
TEQ = toxicity equivalent quotient

Status of Implementation

OUl
In 1997, the EPA tasked the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USAGE) to complete the Site’s remedial 
design and remedial action. USAGE 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. USAGE 
completed treatment of all contaminated soil from the former facility and from the drainage pathway to 
the south in May 2004. By September 2004, USAGE 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. USAGE completed the physical construction of the OUl remedy in September 2004.



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 OU2 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. Appendix F includes a copy of the Declaration of Restrictive 
Covenants.



Table 6: Summary of Institutional Controls (ICs)
Media That Do 

Not Support 
UU/UE Based 

on Current 
Conditions

ICs
Needed

ICs Called 
for in the 
Decision 

Documents

Impacted
Parcel

IC
Objective

Title oflC 
Instrument 

Implemented and 
Date

Soil

Former
Facility
Property
(006699

0010)

Restricts land and 
groundwater use without 
prior approval by the EPA 
and state agencies and 
requires O&M activities.

2009 Declaration of 
Restrictive Covenants

Groundwater Yes” No»

Former
Facility
Property
(006699

0010)

Shallow groundwater 
should not be used for 
drinking or other 
domestic or industrial 
uses until notified by the 
EPA that the groundwater 
remedy is complete.

2009 Declaration of 
Restrictive Covenants

Florida Groundwater 
Delineated Area.-

Noles:
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/maDdirect/?focus=gmdwtr dl.

Systems Operations/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 tbe Nearest $1,000) Over the FYR Period

Date Range Total Cost (rounded to 
nearest

2014 $500
2015 $500
2016 $1000
2017 $1000
2018 $500



Figure 3: Institutional Control Map
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III. 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
OU# Protectiveness

Determination Protectiveness Statement

Protective

The remedy at OUl 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. __________

Protective

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. _____________

Sitewide Protective

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.

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

IV. FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS

Community Notification. Community Involvement and Site Interviews

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://wvyw.eDa.gov/superfund/search-superfund-five-vear-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



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. Ill: John Sykes 111 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 0«&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 comer of General Avenue and Celery Avenue. A roll-off dumpster business occupies the 
southwestern comer 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-vear-reviews).



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 OUl 
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 selection 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:
OUl ,and OU2



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.

VII. PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENTS

Operable Unit: 
OUl

Protectiveness Determination: 
Protective

Protectiveness Statement:
The remedy at OUl 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: 
OU2

Protectiveness Determination: 
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 the'Site 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 Preserving Co. Superfund Site is required five years 
from the completion date of this review.
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APPEIVDIX B - CURRENT SITE STATUS

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

^ All □ Some □ None

M Yes □ No

^ Yes □ No
Portions of OU2 have been put into reuse. A recycling business is located on the southeastern 
comer of General Avenue and Celery Avenue. A roll-off dumpster business occupies the 
southwestern comer 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 1 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 1 April 28, 1989
The EPA completed the treatability study for OUl June 30, 1990
The EPA signed the AROD for OUl 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 remoyal 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 OU 1 June 2, 1997
The EPA signed the OU 1 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 1 June 30, 1998
The EPA began the remedial action for OU 1 September 28, 1998
The EPA completed all remedial design activities and began remedial action 
activities for OU 1

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 OU 1 remedial design April 30, 2003
The EPA issued an ESD for OU 1 regarding revised treatment quantities August 14, 2003
The EPA issued another ESD for OU 1 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 OU 1 remedial design September 24, 2004
The EPA issued an ESD for OUl selecting MNA as the groundwater remedy September 20, 2005
The EPA began the OU2 remedial design September 27, 2006
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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 OU2 remedial design May 15, 2007
The EPA began the remedial action for OU2 May 18, 2007
The EPA prepared the Preliminary Close-out Report for OU1 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 OUl 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

Thr U^. En\in)nii»ntal ProurdoD Agenc}', 
RcgiaD4

AnnouncK Fourth Fhe-Yeir Rnirw for 
(far Colnnao-Evanr Wood PrtHr>1ng Co. 

Soperffand Sitr,
Wltirrhonsr, Dinul Connt>', Floridi

PBrpot«t>bJ*c«Irt: Tbt EPA u cciaductiai a FK**-Yui Ravin 
of tb* raiMdr fet tha Celcmu>Evnu Wood PreMn-mg Co. 
Sttpctfkmd utt (thi Silt) m WhiuhoaM, Florida. Dm purpoM 
of tha Fri-o-Yea Ra\iaw b to ctuka son iba salactad fUamni 
octuau tfictiv-tly paoCacl bsnua haoltb oad iha wboninam.

Sitt Barkcresad: Tba 11 -am «aa b locottd ibou dghl mU«» 
watt of downiBom JocksonYilla. Sunocndint load oms tnchida 
reiideica, woedad areas aad a CSX rail liaa. From 19M to 
tha mid-19S0s, tfaa Cokmaa>Evans Wood PraMn-wg Coatpany 
oaatad orood prodocts with a mixtma of paatacbloropbaaoi 
(PCP) lad AmI oU. Opaiitiaas ttaanad, dtiad lad pressure 
seakad tba wood. Coadtaiad staam containing PCP lad wood 
treatment products coUactad at tba bottom of tha pressvmag 
charohaT. Disposal pneticas before 1970 mvolvad dnmphig 
wastawatn ioto nolinad dniaaga ditches, which lad to a ciaeL 
OD tba soatbens past of tba Site. The > dninaga dittb Eequcntly 
tn Cl flowed, Wastawattr spread ovat tha giouud surface aad 
to dw aei^ibaritig residential area. Aft» 1970, waste sbidge 
ms stored m abevegreoad stonge tanks, la 1980, tha axy at 
laeksoasilla's Health Dapattmeat idetmfled comammated 
gteuadsram at tha Site. Further ms-estigations by tha EPA aad 
tha Florida Departmeat of Eos*iionxacotal Protactioo found 
diona W gromd water, seduaest »"4i soil.
Tha EPA placed tha Site on the Supafoad pragnm's Narioaal 
Prioritias Ust<NPL)iol983.

Clatsop Actioasi The EPA designated two opcnbla onita (OUs) 
to address tha conUmination. OU 1 addressed soil, rar&ca oratcr, 

itaimnirirm as well as debris on
site 01 tha fanner bcility property. OU2 addressed icsidnal site> 
related dioxin ceetamiairiaD in soil, far Sepcembat 1986, tlw 
EPA signed tha Record of Deebtoa (ROD) salafting tha cleaimp 
pl»w fiw OU 1 i^dotad tlw pliB with two RODs io
1990 and 1997 nxl four EiptanxtioBS of Sigaifleant Difioenccs 
in 3001, 2003. 20(M and 2005. The OUl remedy bebdad 
excavatroa aad treattnotti of sedmicnt
wood debrb using oO'Sita thnmal desorption, backfilling, 
regndmg and s'tgetating of cxcas’itad areas, and peuadwatw 
monitoring. Tha EPA cemplatad ccnstroctian of the OUl 
remedy ia 2013. The EPA stlaeted tha remedy for OU2 ia tha 
Site’s September 2006 ROD. It calltd £n tba rcm0s*a] of dioxia- 

mil flogs resrdeatial scar Site, 
of comammated soil on the former faoliiy property, capping 
(ha soilsriih2 feet of clean cos'cr and iastinitioaal eontrob. Tba

4D appies-ad off-sila facility. Tba EPA complatad OU2 tamadial 
actions in 2008.

Fhra>Yeer Reriaw Scbadulai The Narirmal Couiitigency PLu 
requires review of remedial actiotts that resuh in any hazardous 
substances, polhoann or coaxamiaams remaiaiag at tha Site 
abase Useis that allow Cor unlimited use aad unrestricted 
exposure every flve years to ensure tha protactioo of haiman 
beahfa aad tha eoviiomneat Tha fourth of tba Five-Year 
Reviews for tlw Site will be completed by July 2019.

Tha CPA loviter Commealty Pertktpatiea io (he Fiva- 
Yeae Review Praceu: Tba EPA b cuiilieiiiig this Five-Yaar 
Review to evahute the effectiveness of the Site's remedy 
oixi to ensure that tha remedy remaios ptetaetxse of bnnan 
health and the enviruntnent As part of the Fh-e-Ycar Review 
process. EPA staff is available to answer any quesrioas abom 
the Siti. Commsmity memben who have questioBs about the 
Site or the Five-Year Rasiew process, or who orould like to

foydab Majuxadn, EPA Remedial Project Maaaga 
Pboaa. (404) 362-9121 

Email: mjjumdef.jo>‘dab^epa.gos-

LTooya Spencer, EPA Cotmauaity Iirvoh'cmcat Cooidmatoi 
Pbona: (4M) 562-8463 

Email: spcacci.ljtDDym'^cpa.gev

Mafling Address: U.S. EPA Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street, S.W., 
11th Floor. Ailama, GA 303034960

A Atitimut iafonaatioa is available at Site’s local documcot 
repository, W'est Regieaal JocksenviDa Public Lshraiy, located 
at 1425 C^iaffee Rood South, Jaeksomnlla, Florida 32221, and 
online at hnp7/www,epi.gov/supeifimd/coleman-avam-wood.
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APPENDIX E - INTERVIEW FORMS

Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co. 
Superfund Site

Five-Year Review Interview Form

Site Name: Coleman-Evans Wood
Preserving Co.

Subject Name: Jeff Foster
Time: 11:00 a.m.

Interview Format (circle one): In Person

EPA ID No.: FLD991279894

Affiliation: City of Jacksonville
Date: 01/30/2019

Phone Email X Other:

Interview Category: O&M Contractor
1. 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.

3.

4.

5.

6.

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.

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.

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 Period (Rounded to the Nearest $1,000)

Date Range Total Cost (rounded to 
nearest

2014 $500
2015 $500
2016 $1000
2017 $1000
2018 $500

7. 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.
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8. Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding O&M activities and 
schedules at the Site? None.

9. Do you consent to have your name included along with your responses to this questionnaire in the FYR 
report? Yes.
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Coleman-Evans Wood Preserving Co. 
Superfund Site

Five-Year Review Interview Form

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

John Sykes. Ill Afflliation:

FLD991279894

FDEPSubject Name:
Subject Contact Information: John.Svkes@dep.state.fl.us 1850) 245-8960
Time: 11:30 a.m. Date: 02/21/2019
Interview Location: Via email

In PersonInterview Format (circle one): Phone Mail COdier: 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.

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

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

4. 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).

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

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

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

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

9. 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)
^ Landfill cover/containment
□ Access controls
^ Institutional controls
□ Groundwater pump and treatment
□ Surface water collection and treatment 
r~l Other: Soil excavataion and treatment

Rl Monitored natural attenuation
□ Groundwater containment
□ Vertical barrier walls

Attachments: ^ Inspection team roster attached O.Site map attached

II. INTERVIEWS (check all that apply)
1. O&M Site Manager Jeff Foster 

Name

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone 
Problems, suggestions □ Report attached:

City of Jacksonville. Project
Manager
Title

^ by email

1/30/2019
Date

2. O&M Staff
Name Title

Interviewed □ at site □ at office □ by phone Phone; 
Problems/suggestions □ Report attached: See Appendix E

Date

3. 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 Svkes. Ill 

Name
Project 
Manager 
Title

Problems/suggestions □ Report attached: see Appendix E

2/21/2019
Date

(850) 245-8960 
Phone No.

Agency. 
Contact

Name Title Date Phone No.
4. Other Interviews (optional) dl Report attached:

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

1. O&M Documents
^ O&M manual ^ Readily available ^ Up to date □ n/a
□ As-built drawings □ Readily available □ Up to date ^N/A

□ Maintenance logs □ Readily available □ Up to date ^N/A
Site-Specific Health and Safety Plan □ Readily available □ Up to date ^ N/A

□ Contingency plan/emergency response plan □ Readily available □ Up to date ^ N/A
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3. O&M and OSHA Training Records □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a
4.. Permits and Service Agreements

□ Air discharge permit □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a
□ Effluent discharge □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a
□ Waste disposal, POTW □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a
n Other permits: □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a

5. Gas Generation Records □ Readily available □ Up to date En/a
6. Settlement Monument Records □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a
7. Groundwater Monitoring Records □ Readily available □ Up to date ^N/A

8. Leachate Extraction Records □ Readily available □ Up to date Sn/a
9. Discharge Compliance Records

r~l Air □ Readily available □ Up to date En/a
□ Water (effluent) □ Readily available □ Up to date ^N/A

10. Daily Access/Security Logs □ Readily available □ Up to date ^n/a
IV. O&M COSTS

1. O&M Organization
I~l State in-house 

n PRP in-house 
□ Federal facility in-house 

M City of Jacksonville

□ Contractor for state 

l~1 Contractor for PRP
□ Contractor for Federal facility

2. O&M Cost Records
□ Readily available □ Up to date
□ Funding mechanism/agreement in place ^ Unavailable 

Original O&M cost estimate: □ Breakdown attached

Total annual cost by year 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 □ Breakdown attached

Date Date Total cost

From: To: $500.00 r~l Breakdown attached

Date Date Total cost

3. Unanticipated or Unusually High O&IM Costs during Review Period
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Describe costs and reasons:

V. ACCESS AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS ^ Applicable □ N/A

A. Fencing

I. Fencing Damaged 
Remarks:

□ Location shown on site map ^ Gates secured □ N/A

B. Other Access Restrictions

Signs and Other Security Measures □ Location shown on site map □ N/A

Remarks: Signs are located along perimeter fencing surrounding the former facility 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
Site conditions imply ICs not being fully enforced
Type of monitoring (e.g., self-reporting, drive by): drive by
Frequency: quarterly
Responsible party/agency: FDEP

Contact John Svkes _____

□ Yes ^ No □ N/A

□ Yes ^ No □ N/A

Name Title Date Phone no.

Reporting is up to date 13 Yes □ No □n/a
Reports are verified by the lead agency 3 Yes □ No □ n/a
Specific requirements in deed or decision documents have been met 3 Yes □ No □ n/a
Violations have been reported □ Yes □ No □ n/a
Other problems or suggestions: □ Report attached

2. Adequacy ^ ICs are adequate □ ICs are inadequate □ N/A

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/T respassing
Remarks:

□ Location shown on site map 3 No vandalism evident

2. Land Use Changes On Site □ N/A

Remarks:

3. Land Use Changes Off Site □ N/A

Remarks:

VI. GENERAL SITE CONDITIONS

A. Roads □ Applicable 3 N/A
1. Roads Damaged □ Location shown on site map □ Roads adequate □ N/A
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Remarks;

B. Other Site Conditions

Remarks:

VII. LANDFILL COVERS ^Applicable DN/A.

A. LandFill Surface

1. Settlement (low spots) □ Location shown on site map ^ Settlement not evident

Area extent: Depth:

2. Cracks n Location shown on site map ^ Cracking not evident

Lengths: Widths: Depths:

3. Erosion □ Location shown on site map ^ Erosion not evident

Area extent: Depth:

4. Holes □ Location shown on site map ^ Holes not evident

Area extent: Depth:

5. Vegetative Cover ^ Grass ^ Cover properly established

□ No signs of stress ^ Trees/shrubs (indicate size and locations on a diagram)

Remarks: Shrubs, grass and small trees are oresent across the former facility Dronertv. The presence of
trees does not affect the canoed area since the can is made of soil, with no liner.

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

7. Bulges □ Location shown on site map ^ Bulges not evident

Area extent: Height:

8. Wet AreasAVater Damage ^ Wet areas/water damage not evident

□ Wet areas □ Location shown on site map Area extent:
□ Ponding □ Location shown on site map Area extent:
Q Seeps □ Location shown on site map Area extent:

n Soft subgrade □ Location shown on site map Area extent:

9. Slope Instability D Slides □ Location shown on site map

Rl 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. 1 Flows Bypass Bench □ Location shown on site map r~l N/A or okay
2. Bench Breached □ Location shown on site map □ N/A or okay

3. Bench Overtopped □ Location shown on site map r~l N/A or okay
C. Letdown Channels □ Applicable ^ 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



cover without creating erosion gullies.)

1. Settlement (Low spots)

Area extent:

□ Location shown on site map n No evidence of settlement

Depth:

2. Material Degradation

Material tvpe:

□ Location shown on site map □ No evidence of degradation

Area extent:

3. Erosion

Area extent:

□ Location shown on site map □ No evidence of erosion

Depth:

4. Undercutting

Area extent:

□ Location shown on site map □ No evidence of undercutting

Depth:

5. Obstructions Tvpe:

n Location shown on site map Area extent:

Size:

□ No obstructions

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 □ Applicable ^ N/A

1. Gas Vents Q Active

□ Properly secured/locked □ Functioning

□ Evidence of leakage at penetration

□ Passive

n Routinely sampled Q Good condition

□ Needs maintenance □ N/A

2. Gas Monitoring Probes
□ Properly secured/locked □ Functioning □ Routinely sampled □ Good condition

□ Evidence of leakage at penetration r~l Needs maintenance □ n/a
3. Monitoring Wells (within surface area of landfill)

□ Properly secured/locked □ Functioning □ Routinely sampled □ Good condition

□ Evidence of leakage at penetration □ Needs maintenance □ n/a
4. Extraction Wells Leachate

□ Properly secured/locked □ Functioning r~1 Routinely sampled □ Good condition

□ Evidence of leakage at penetration □ Needs maintenance □ n/a
5. Settlement Monuments □ Located □ Routinely surveyed □ n/a

E. Gas Collection and Treatment □ Applicable ^N/A

1. Gas Treatment Facilities
Q Flaring r~l Thermal destruction □ Collection for reuse

□ Good condition □ Needs maintenance

2. Gas Collection Wells, Manifolds and Piping
□ Good condition □ Needs maintenance
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3. Gas Monitoring Facilities (e.g., gas monitoring of adjacent homes or buildings)
□ Good condition □ Needs maintenance d N/A

F. Cover Drainage Layer □ Applicable ^ N/A

1. Outlet Pipes Inspected □ Functioning Q N/A

2. Outlet Rock Inspected □ Functioning Q N/A

G. Detention/Sedimentation Ponds □ Applicable ^ N/A

1. Siltation Area extent: Depth: fl N/A
□ Siltation not evident

2. Erosion Area extent: Depth:
□ Erosion not evident

3. Outlet Works □ Functioning □ N/A

4. Dam □ Functioning □ N/A

H. Retaining Walls □ Applicable d N/A

1. Deformations □ Location shown on site map □ Deformation not evident

Horizontal displacement: Vertical displacement:
Rotational displacement:

2. Degradation d Location shown on site map d Degradation not evident

1. Perimeter Ditches/Off-Site Discharge d Applicable d N/A

1. Siltation d Location shown on site map ^ Siltation not evident

Area extent: Depth:
2. Vegetative Growth d Location shown on site map d N/A

d Vegetation does not impede flow

Area extent: Type:
3. Erosion d Location shown on site map d Erosion not evident

Area extent: Depth:
4. Discharge Structure d Functioning ^ N/A

VIII. VERTICAL BARRIER WALLS d Applicable ^ N/A

1. Settlement d Location shown on site map d Settlement not evident

Area extent: Depth:

2. Performance Monitoring Tvpe of monitoring:
d Performance not monitored
Frequency: d Evidence of breaching

Head differential:
IX. GROUNDWATER/SURFACE WATER REMEDIES d Applicable d N/A

A. Groundwater Extraction Wells, Pumps and Pipelines d Applicable ^ 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 □ Needs maintenance

3. Spare Parts and Equipment
□ Readily available □ Good condition □ Requires upgrade □ Needs to be provided

B. Surface Water Collection Structures, Pumps and Pipelines □ Applicable [3 N/A

1. Collection Structures, Pumps and Electrical 
r~l Good condition Q Needs maintenance

2. Surface Water Collection System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Boxes and Other Appurtenances 
n Good condition Q Needs maintenance

3. Spare Parts and Equipment
□ Readily available □ Good condition □ Requires upgrade □ Needs to be provided

C. Treatment System □ Applicable ; ^ N/A

1. Treatment Train (check components that apply)
[~l Metals removal O Oil/water separation

□ Air stripping □ Carbon adsorbers

□ Filters:

□ Additive (e.g., chelation agent, flocculent):

Q Others:

□ Good condition □ Needs maintenance

□ Sampling ports properly marked and functional

□ Sampling/maintenance log displayed and up to date 

l~l Equipment properly identified

□ Quantity of groundwater treated annually:

□ Quantity of surface water treated annually:

[~l Bioremediation

2. Electrical Enclosures and Panels (properly rated and functional)
[~l N/A O Good condition Q Needs maintenance

3. Tanks, Vaults, Storage Vessels 
□ N/A Q Good condition □ Proper secondary containment □ Needs maintenance

4. Discharge Structure and Appurtenances

n N/A n Good condition l~1 Needs maintenance

5. Treatment Building(s)
□ N/A □ Good condition (esp. roof and doorways)

□ Chemicals and equipment properly stored

r~l Needs repair

Monitoring Wells (pump and treatment remedy)
□ Properly secured/locked □ Functioning □ Routinely sampled □ Good condition
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□ All required wells located □ Needs maintenance □ n/a
D. Monitoring Data

I. Monitoring Data

^ Is routinely submitted on time ^ Is of acceptable quality

2. Monitoring Data Suggests:

S Groundwater plume is effectively contained ^ Contaminant concentrations are declining
E. Monitored Natural Attenuation

1. Monitoring Wells (natural attenuation remedy)
r~1 Properly secured/locked H] Functioning O Routinely sampled

r~l All required wells located O Needs maintenance

□ Good condition 

^N/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.

XI. 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).
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 anv source material that might have been contributing to groundwater contamination. Any 
contamination remaining on the former facility property of the Site is covered bv a 2-foot vegetated soil 
cover. MNA has addressed remaining low-level contaminants in goundwater. ICs are in place to restrict 
landuse on the former facility property and prohibit use of shallow groundwater.
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. 

j^_^e|jonglj^cyhe£gverjinceJhe_coveMs^adeofsoij^ithjQjiner
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.

Attendees:

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
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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 
ARARs 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 
pg/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 ARARs for Groundwater COCs

coc 1997 AROD ARAR (ue/L) Current ARAR (ug/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

httDs://www.eDa.20v/eround-water-and-drinkina-water/national-Drimarv-drinkine-water-
regulations (accessed 9/19/20181; FDEP MCLs are available at 
httDs://www.flrules.or2/aatewav/notice Files.aso?lD= 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 (pg/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 OU2 Soil COCs

coc
2006 ROD ARARs (4g/ks)‘ Current ARARs (ue/kg)* ARARs

ChangeIndustrial Residential Industrial Residential
Dioxin 0.030 0.007 0.030 0.007 None
PCP NA NA NA NA None
Notes:
a. FAC 62-780 SCTLs - https://floridadep.gov/waste/district-business-support/documents/table-ii-soil- 

cleanuD-target-levels based on a 1 x 1 O'* risk level (Accessed 9/19/18).
NA - a state ARAR was not selected as a cleanup goal for PCP.
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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-l, 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-l: Risk Evaluation of Human Health-based Soil Cleanup Goal

COC Cleanup Goal 
(mg/kg)

EPA RSL*
1 X 10^ Risk HQ=1

Risk” Noncancer
HQ'

Industrial - on facility
Dioxin"* 0.00003 0.000022 0.00072 1 X 10-* 0.04
PCP 2,800 5 X 10’ 0.0007

Residential - oR' facility
Dioxin 0.000007 0.0000048 0.000051 2x 10-* 0.1

PCP 1 250 2x 10-* 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 10"* 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/HO/1967Q2.xlsm 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 insmimem prepared by: 
Kristina O. 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^^ day of . TMlf 2009, by the CITY OF JACKSONVILLE, a body 
politic and corporate of the'Stati 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. WipiREAS, Grantor is the fee simple owner of a parcel of land situated in Duval 
County, State of Rorida, 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 Rorida Department of Environmental Regulation 
(FDER, now FDEP) and Coleman-Evans signed a Consent Order for a two-pha.se 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 coilduct 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
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. immediate removal of the waste sludges in the disposal pits was conducted in June 1985.

E. WHEREAS, Field investigations were completed in October 1985, and the Superfimd 
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.

F. 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 more 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.

G. 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 and 
technical memorandum data indicated that additional site characterization for dioxin was 
needed to define the volume and extent of dioxin contaminated soils and refme the 
proposed treatment scenario. Additional soil sampling, performed in June and October 
1992 and June 1993, confumed that dioxin contaminate soils existed both on-site and 
offsite in the drainage ditch area and ^Jacent 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 us^ 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.

H. 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.

I. 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 Interim 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 pg/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.S 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.

M. WHEREAS, contaminants in excess of allowable concentrations for unrestricted use will 
remain at the Property after completion of the remedial action.

N. 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.

O. 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.

P. 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

Q. 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 bf low, which shall touch and concern and nm 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 fiirther 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) 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.

b) 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 
Superfiind Division and FDEP.

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

d) 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 elementary 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 S12132 Drive-In 
Motion Picture Theaters; 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, etc.); 
and Subsection 814 Private Households.

e) 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 use. Any changes 
to the fence and gating will be submitted to, reviewed and approved by 
EPA and FDEP prior to making any such changes.

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

g) 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.
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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 
enviroiiment; 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) Implementing the response actions in the ROD;

b) Verifying any data or information submitted to EPA and Grantee;

c) 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;

d) Monitoring response actions on the Site and conducting investigations relating 
to contamination on or near the Site, including, without limitation, sampling 
of air, water, sediments, soils, and specifically, without limitation, obtaining 
split or duplicate samples;

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

0 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, 20_____________ ,
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.

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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^ ■

. 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 
Resuictive 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 certaih 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 ri^t 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
Assistant General Counsel 
Environmental Department 
Office of General Counsel 
117 West Duval Street 
Suite 480
Jacksonville, FL 32202

To Grantee:
Florida Department of Environmental
Protection
2600 Blairstone Rd.
Tallahassee, FL32399

To EPA:
Director, Superfimd Division
The United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta, GA 30303

11. 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 lime 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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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 u-ansfer 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.

j) 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.

Remainder 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 day of 2009.

WITNESSES:

Name:

CITY OF JACKSONVILLE

’ / J t ^ ^ / Name: John Peyton, Mayor, City of Jacksonville
117 West Duval Street

Name:

Form approved:

>?.

Assi itant General CounseQ

117 West Duval Street 
Jacksonville. FL 32202

Kerri Stewart
Deputy Chief Administrative Officer 
For: Mayor John Peyton 
Under Authority of:
Executive Order No. 07-12

IcArthur, Jr.,
Sr. Ass’t Gen. Counsel & Corporation

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF DUVAL

Stile

The fojj^^i^ i^ljranrem^^ acknowledged ^^re .
Jacksonville, a body politic and corporate, on behalf the City. Such person: (notary mustJacksonville, a body politic and corporate, 
check applicable box)

is personally known to me; or
□ produced a current_____ __
□ produced _______________

. driver's license as identification; or 
_______  as identification.

Print ^jUe:

FRAZEE 1 
>809402 I

Notary Public, State of Florida
MyComn,i»ionSlita___^

®*WSfSS“Expiras July 28,2012 
«*«»■»Page 11 of 20
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Approved as 
Counsel.

brm b lental Protection, Office of General

\lm4ESS

WHEl^OT, the Florjd^ Departipent of Environmental Protection has 
executed this instrument, thi9>3 day of.

Witness
Print Name:Ur\vJ. m

Witness 
Print Name:

,2009.

FL< [DA DEPARTMENT OF 
EN [ONMENTAL PROTECTION

Jem Yon
Directed of thyp^isrofiof >^te Management 
DivisionOfifi^ste Managenfent 
2600 Blair Stone Road 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF

On this day oftJoV. . 2009, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for 
the State of Florida, duly commissioned and sworn, personally appeared MAg-f jSAtJ .
known to be the Director of the Division of Waste Management, the State Agency that executed 
the foregoing instrument, imd 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.

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

15^ JUBwr

Notd^ Public in and for<^ 
State of Florida

My Commission Expires:

Attachments: Exhibit A 
Exhibit B

Legal Description of the Property
Existing Liens and Encumbrances on the Property
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Ihu Atd mi h>v« hratunh. m ny iiirKial n^nuuM and acnl. ai lH:lw>i«ilk. in ilic t •niMy af 
IW.anJStBlnumondn ihoihc Ml day ..t lANI'ARV Aliiml

( kit Ilf ikt I Iiwni I'ouii. lJuaal ( uunty. Honda

Sinned, icalcd and iklivtnd n Iht pnwnct ot.

^ NAiaMik-'
IA« HciHilyf left) 
IA> Ikiiuiy ( kit) sar-

.si Aii- iiy n iiHiDA 
loi.Nivor m vAi.

I In ilm •«"' day of MNI :a*Y 2uO]
I'leili nt'ilic I iKiiil ( ouil m and fga ITly affodtunvilla ironMilidrttd I 
ira- Inuwn Id ba IlK paiwi davnbad in. and «*ho ea.xuKd IN (ofv|a

habic mi- a naltfy puhlia. patwnally appcaitd lini Fullar.
II Iht Siatt and Tounly afoKMid. la 
. tad aitjwnlcditd ihc aaciniidn

iViciii ii> V hi> linn Irat ki and dead foe Iht uM aiat puipute. ilmm •ntnlwMd.
Wiiiitia my handandafl'Kial Ital atoaiaal ' i -j.

Ni> IhiN'uitiriiiairt Si«mp 
Nil HtMording Ki-v
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TD««^67 RC<i69e-0000 TAX DEED
« l*r l iiHldj NUIuIiT’I

niVOI-JArKMlNVIlLI 
K UNSOI IUAT£0(M7VI-.KSMI SI)

I 1A 'M V 07 tR'VAl . STA11 (II Ml IKIDA

103J4 »*••• 46«

KNu^ Al! Ml S BY IIUISH PRtSI-.Nl > i»ui »licuu. the l Vnns:4U^. umii

I <rt«l\i'4lc Numhcr 0091.1 I Ulc l««ucU l'«U

v»4A wctc uUJ IT. the uHiA;c u> the (*ktk o: i iiiiiH ( uuf: t»Mhi ■ (Mt«l nude lof ilic
4 <k«J ihi'reuA, 4nd dycfoltvviil'ulc h«»m|i been puh<*«K*«l r«ri^ircd df !■». jnd no prrwn enotlcU Mii ro da 

ruviitii iPi«4reJ tofArderm UcJk. tijcMand* ^A-rc unifk ^Oth ia> of iANHAMV 1*1*1) .wirered

Igr wk jl ihet tntfllKviJMr aIuot ti»rt.4kh to tfi« Kigru a I'lddct. «W iber« ihi biUAlci^ 41 p,dilic ulr ihel 'icrk 
rnteti-d :hr • lui eniiilcd *I tfiiif AvaiUbk lui laif*" .inJ ^\tn >t4r<fw%'nyflai>«J ftum iNr «Lif uid iaad

fut (hiKIk* itk. uni Ufid i» fitreby gin»* ist^nlcd 4iki Atm*v>rd <i* <*if\ o: ic 'unBoItJaicii

t M'Acmiinrnii

;
J

a
3

R
i«K
I
<

NOW. I III Hl7XHtC. the < ouniy oH>u«il. Suw oi FlwNte. m cim n ul ihc i*«miM>. UKt cuntiiintiian
u; itic iimniwv mI in pwiiMiK* ol Jw <UtiK*i m <ui:n hm« nuJe tnii proknicil, nu gi>tn. yiBnwd. .IM J«e> hcfcfcy 

^.ni. <I>|| .imvry iit ikt uid I'lly al Jnwiuunville It on..iliaiiii;a (ktvcmmmll. I <• > Ntnl I tiuc IA.,tnin. Houm 
!:«».(iiy MjII .\niw«, jKkMuivillr. kinnilv )!»>: «ml uiii- su..riw*v «ml (ttidnt I'wcttf. u «hn» .mn pruptf ut*. 
Ikmtii Mnj hvihhil He lu)lu*int liindi ticuaicil m i.'h- i 'bUHy u.1 Suir >»d lA'^riM a. tnlliii..
ilt DTI i7.2s35t. US 
tvllllM ITVnUKTM 2 
ii.ll.SN.it HI.K22

St
9
:2 
"?• 
?

Id
p

Aiinistring icrci, more leu. pfovidej. hOMcver. lh«i uiJ (jn<l> khall «:unimuc kuhjcu aiul liablr fur tnf ^

iinpjiJ general u«Ck ol'c^ual digmiy «rtib ctnini) itikci icprcscnicd b> ihe^cmtkaic M,AVfiirKjtc» ahnkc drwribeiJ. z
7
3

IN TTbTLMONY WIIFKL4 >K. by vhIiic ul euthorily m me vrticj by (aw. and for and un behalf ^ 
Wm ■■■aT' o*' lb* f->I> tH*JKkaufivillc <t oRkulfdated < MnerrunenO i uunly ul IAival. Suit jf t-lomta. I. lie ?

/•! '*'*^‘”*V'*^**^^'borthri*ircuMlo«rttoMbc<.:aunty andbuiealiwcuid. Havecackuird

Ihta deed and have herewun <<1 my nifteial ufpuiurc and seal, ji Jacksonville, m the l ouniy «»f 
Dyval. and Slate of riiirida ihia ihc ^Olht Jay of JANI'AMY a I) 2002 _

n

Ir*
I
n

I
S

llert uf the I ircuil f'uuti Duval i'uuftiy. Hurido

(As Deputy I h'Hil 
(A.IVputyi lerk)

Signed. Kaled sihI delivered m the preunce nf

MAII:OKFIOKII>A 
< uLNrvor nrvAi.

On Ihi» ■’••It' day of 2»)2 . hafnav mr. a noiwy puMic. pcivnally appnnilkm fiilln.
I'icrh of Ihc I'licuil Codn'Hind for rn> of Jockaun.illc |l'ua.oliilaiad r„..rmmniil ihc Sine .md Coonly afocctaid. In 
inr Wwiwn o he ihe pendn dcKnbed m. and whuea.cHtcd ihv Itmpumg .norwncni. amt ackfiinalcdRCd ihe eiccyliun 
thetmf 10 Sc hit own l>cc aci and deed fur Ihc uat and purpncc. ihaicin nvnluincd

Wiinet. my hand and nffleui teal tforctani , , ■;l A.

Nil n>wunicnUf> Stamp 
S.1 Rrcnrdinf hee
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TOI94-(UB RCI6699-0000 TAX DEED
Xiopl.'i IT IVihI.1 Sbluk'tl 

( l1V(lf JAt'KSONVIl I I 
K'O'tNt'U IIIAIiainOVl'NNMI Vi I

i lA'Nn' or orvAi.. staii or 11 omida

tOJM 4ft7

KMiW Al I MtN n^ TIILSt msKNIB tl.4t »nnnv loU.>*ui» 11\ <.c>1.iic4Kk. lo«.i

I yiUlii.-U( Nuirbtr 1X1*14
HatrltMrfd

l«40

vk4.. *cn Jul> tiled in Ihc itlTut iil the ( lerk m iltr« ncui ('-^n ihi41 iwniv tmi ipplititHxi m«ik loi lV i^uunn 
III j UA iktil itk'fwun. and Jiic iiiHi^ at i4lc nn«iiii^*mn publ>dK*j4> icituiicJ 0) Lim. and im perum entitleJ iti in do 
luamg <|i|«ucd 111 redeem Mai Imde: euch Ijndt «>ee>ai die Imii da) ul INNIIAKVI'M) .mKcnd

fnr wic at iliri ountioiiicdiMr (drniiiiailir hipikd bidder, and dim; Ivin* nu biJdm dKpvbtia >ak the Uetk 
eiiiemi me lamh un a InieMiKcd 'Lawli AiaiUMe i» latea '. and M«en ><aia haung elapied (lom the due Mid land 
<«aa Ktteiaal tin publie mW. Mai land i< heaehy giacu gianted and Ciaiaried tii • ie> ill laabjuniille It mualidaied 
I iiivemmetfii

NOW. I lll'.kEruRl:. iht Cdixity o( Dutgl. Stele ul HuriJa, in eixtaideniiun ul the premiMt. and m cunaalci 
III the pieiiiiMe. and m pwMiance at the ateliitei in na:li wuea mode and iinividrd. given, giamcd. and dun In
give, rat*' inB convey lu the Mid ( ily of JK-Iuum tile K wiaiilidaied ‘ivvenuninil. (. n * Neil baliic Ltiviuun, Ruom 
I .'IM. i ii| Hall Aiutea. iiabaiinvillr. Hneida 33Itl2 and in ii> «uaaevve> end aaaignv fnivver. in tlieir nan gcoper UM. 
heiierit and tarhiiul the ruilanniig linda iiitiaied m tV t iainr> aud blue alueeMnl and deaerilteJ a> rollnoia 
ilSii?l I9.JS.2M-' (I.S 
WH|I>.IIIVVI)|»| NI 2
mlR nix.v

vnniainmg aeiei. mure or leu. providvit. huaever. thai uid landv dioll continue utbieci and liable me any
.niiMid gciieial la act u( citutl dignity with cuwnly lavca lepteacnicJ by itie ccniinaic of ccniliLalrt obuvr drain bed

IN rtSTIMOVY WHF.RI .OI- b) vniue nf aullueiiy m me vaticd by law. and toe and nn hehatt 
of the Cil) of Jaebiunvilbr ii 'latMilidaied faneriiniemi I inimjr uf IJuvil, .Stale of Florida. I. the 
underugned. at Oeibuf iK l'ircuiH ouii lui ihcCnunly and !Mat* ahittuid. have ceccuicd 
dut deed and hate hettuntn mi niy inlicial wgtiaiuic and oral, ai iaebMinvtIlc. m the t'ouniy at 
Duval, and Stale uf Honda ihiaihe Uili day .d IANHARV All

i'Icib nf the roeuii Tuim. Ihival Couiiy. riunda

Signed. leaM and delivered m the pretenca of-Va^eaf«M__
(Aa neiHityl'leib) 
lAvIKpuly Ocikl

SI Alb or riOKIDA itx'Nivorni.-VAi.
On Ihit ««> day of lAnfllARV MU2 pu^ij, peminally appeared Irni roller.

(letk uf ihr Cncuii Cuurt w and for City of tacLaonv, Hr ironaolidMad (lovemfflenll the .Stele and I 'ounty afbrauid, to 
me known tube ihe perwn dewribed in.and tthueaccuud ihc fucguHip uitinimcni. and Kknowledpid iheeaccaiion 
Iticicut In he hia .iwn fie* act and deed Idr ihe uae nid pupuaca ihcrcin incmwiied 

' Wiinctt my hand and nincial teal alairciaid. , i .
A lUtCliULy

Nailkicunientei) Stamp 
N’o kecordiitg Kc* ; i .. »> ■ uw'aaivi f.' -
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TOI94-069 REIOO#701-0000 TAX DEED.
PMOMCtf JIXIJ 1 I IIVOKJAiXSONAIlI P.

«i>NS4H inATLUUOVERNMPNI)
o«.>n V np iH. VAi. SI AM; on I orida

II i*
u. (l»giMOi ctori

KNOW M I. MCN HY IHPSF. PRPStNTS llul tihtin*. ;he fallawir.y I.«(.iiii'ujki. ».»

I 'mifKUr Ntinbff 
OMI) I'Mil

«Jv «rtt dbl) iVrdinihfoirKcur ilx I'ltrk i>l (he I'lftail * nun of lhi» C .«inl« end einiiueiion mide lur :he kumiko 
afi u» deed ihcftnn. uw due imice of xk hetifiy bcenptihlidied uretiw'rdP- lr>. loJ on perwn enitiled vi lodo 

epiwtwedto radcem vid iHidt. »«ch :«ndi «eic (<ndie I0T1I da> oi IPHKI'ARY IW . ollcicd

lot (lie 41 (he > uutthuiuc *•« for eoh to the hijheo htjoet. end iticre bem* oo ti:jdat <> the puhlh; -ele Hk- ( Ink 
enicied ihc laiKlion a liu enMlcd 'Landi AvailtMefae rnti*.MiJt«een>r4f<ha>mgcboKd fiutn ihc Jew uidland 
oa> ofrered foe public tale, taid lend it hereby fitca. paiuad end conveyed in l <iy ui lacku-ivilk Il'iinvuliJaied 
(iuvemmcnll.

Nt iw. THPRYfORP;. (he Couniy of Duvil. Slate of Pinnda. m cuntidetil'Oti of Ihr permnet. end in ^uiuideiaium 
nf Ihr pretmvet. and in puitbtnve ul Ihc alaluiev in tuth out nude and pint ided. hat yiten. franlud. and duet henby 
pivc. pram, and tuntcy i» the taid I'liy ol latkttmtillc ll'ontulidalcd liovamnieiii). I-O Rea htuie Ditiiinn. Room 
12WI. I'lly flail Annaa. Jacksonville. Honda 17201. and hi iit Mctcvtiet and tttipnt llwttet. hi iheir onn piopcr ute. 
bcnriil and behoof ilM folhsumf landa ailuatcd m Ihe CnuiHy and Suit afotctaid and daicnbcd at lollotia 
y 21 IO-2S-2SP GS 
Will reniYS.'orTNn 
ri I OT S KKCU1) DK lb«-U4 
ni.K ;j
tnnuir.int acres, mnee or Itat. provided, hostetcr. that wid lands shall continoc rubfeci and lubic fur any
unpaid general latrs of equal dignity uiiih couniy latn icpretenicd hy iha ccrttrictie or ccrtiricam above ikicnhed.

IN I kSTlMONY WHEREOF, by vmuc of authority in me vtiml by law. and fot and on behalf 
of Ihe f'liy of fackaonville (Conauhdticd Coveftimcnt) ('aunty of IXval. Stau of Fkuida. I, (fat 
undcttiined, aa ( Ink of inr C'licuii C'uun for the Cuiaily aid Swe aforcMid. have caecutad 
this deed and hate haicunln tti my ofTicial tignaiure ami veal, at iKkMnvillc. m Ihc County of

■I

:a
i
5
n
5
g

?
f
?
3
:■

Ii

IKivel. and SUie of Honda, ihit Ihe Ml'IM dayof PPHRUARV AD

neth of Ihe Ciruuii Court. Duval County, Flonda.

Signed, sealed and Jtlivcred in the prcacncc ul

— (At llepuiy I'Icih)
MaAlh-l (Aa Deputy C lerk)

S TATE or FI OIUDA 
COUNTY («■ DI . VAL

Un this 1*7 IN day of FEBRUARY 2004 , btfore me. a nuucy public, pcrumilly eppeared fim Fulln,
Clerk of ifae Cirruil Court in and fbr City of fackionvillr (( anaolidafcd OovarnmaiiU ;he .Sulc and County afoneaatd, la 
me known b> he iht pet wn deicnbcd in. and who caccuicd Iht fbrefoing mamnrent. and acki 
ihcreuf to he hia own free Kt and deed foa ihc uw and puipuNi therein mtniioped.

Wiincva my hand and official real aforesaid

X
?
r-

P

I; 
?

artadged the ckecuiuin g

No rVKUfnmitry sSiamp 
No Rccucding l>'er
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