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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 (NCP) (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 300.430(f)(4)(i1)),
and considering EPA policy.

This is the fifth FYR for the Florida Steel Corp. Superfund Site. The triggering action for this statutory
FYR was the signing 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 (UU/UE).

The site consists of two operable units (OUs). This FYR addresses both site OUs. OU-1 addresses
remaining sources, incinerator ash, soil and sediment contamination at the site, and implementation of
surface water runoff and groundwater monitoring. OU-2 addresses contaminated groundwater and
metal-contaminated sediment in the Southwest Wetland.

EPA remedial project manager (RPM) Joydeb Majumder led the FYR. Participants included EPA
hydrogeologist Katherine Schroer, EPA community involvement coordinator L’Tonya Spencer-Harvey,
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) project manager Killian Talley and Amanda
Goyne from EPA support contractor Skeo. The potentially responsible party (PRP), Gerdau Ameristeel,
was notified of the initiation of the FYR. The review began on 9/21/2020.

Site Background

The 151.6-acre site is located at 18300 Warfield Boulevard (State Road 710), about two miles northwest
of the rural community of Indiantown in Martin County, Florida (Figure D-1). Before Florida Steel
Corporation (FSC), now known as Gerdau Ameristeel, acquired the site property in 1969, it consisted
mostly of brushland and swampy areas. FSC operated a steel mill from November 1970 until February
1982. Mill operations contaminated site soil, groundwater and sediment with metals, polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs) and radionuclides. On-site water bodies include the Southwest Wetland, stormwater
retention ponds and drainage ditches. The site contains a fenced landfill; water storage tank; inactive
water treatment facility; recovery, injection, production and monitoring wells; and inactive spray fields.

The site property and areas to the southeast, southwest, and northwest are zoned for industrial uses.
There are several wetlands south and east of the site. There is a Florida Power & Light electrical
substation on the site. Transmission lines, about 200 feet from the site boundary, parallel the site’s
southwestern and southeastern boundaries; one crosses the western part of the site. The area northeast of
Warfield Boulevard (State Road 710) and the railroad is zoned for agricultural land uses and includes
several wetland areas.

There are two major aquifers in Martin County. A surficial aquifer with shallow and deep zones is about
five to 130 feet below the land surface. The Floridan aquifer is 600 to 1,500 feet below the land surface
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and is separated from the surficial aquifer by a thick, low-permeability layer of sand and clay (known as
the confining layer). Groundwater flows to the south at the site. The Indiantown Company provides
potable water supplies to nearby areas from eight surficial aquifer wells two miles southeast of the site.
According to a current well survey presented in the 2019 Institutional Control Status Update
memorandum for the site, there are no potable water supply wells within one mile downgradient of the
site. The survey identified two permitted irrigation wells in the general downgradient direction, but not
within the area of site groundwater contamination.

The EPA determined that the site met the Sitewide Ready for Anticipated Use performance measure in
April 2015. Most of the site is currently for sale; Gerdau Ameristeel will own the landfill (known as the
vault parcel) in perpetuity, so the landfill is excluded from the area for sale. Refer to Appendix A for
additional resources, Appendix B for site status information and Appendix C for the site’s chronology of
events.

FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SUMMARY FORM

SITE IDENTIFICATION

Site Name: Florida Steel Corp.
EPA ID: FLD050432251

Region: 4 State: Florida City/County: Indiantown/ Martin

NPL Status: Final

Multiple OUs? Has the Site achieved construction completion?
Yes Yes

Lead agency: EPA

Author name: Joydeb Majumder

Author affiliation: EPA with support provided by Skeo
Review period: 9/21/2020 - 7/13/2021
Date of site inspection: 3/3/2021

Type of review: Statutory

Review number: 5

Triggering action date: 8/16/2016

Due date (five years after triggering action date): 8/16/2021




II. RESPONSE ACTION SUMMARY

Basis for Taking Action

Under the oversight of FDEP, FSC conducted Phase I and II remedial investigations (RIs) at the Site in
1988 and 1989. FSC defined cleanup levels for exposure scenarios that could adversely affect human
health based on a 1990 quantitative risk assessment. FSC determined that the exposure pathways that
posed potential carcinogenic or non-carcinogenic risks were:

e Dermal contact with and ingestion of contaminated soil by industrial workers under current and
future use conditions at the Site.

e Ingestion of contaminated water at nearby off-site locations in the future if contaminated
groundwater was not treated.

The quantitative risk assessment found that the highest potential risk was associated with ingestion of
contaminated groundwater, although no entities are known to use it. The quantitative risk assessment did
not evaluate exposure to contaminated sediment and surface water because the chance of exposure was
determined to be very low at the Site. In May 1991, the Wetland Impact Study indicated that
concentrations of metals such as lead and zinc were above screening levels in sediments in the northern
part of the Southwest Wetland.

The quantitative risk assessment found that the relative concentrations of lead, cadmium and chromium
in soils were consistent throughout the Site. The quantitative risk assessment concluded that removal of
lead to the remediation goal would result in the simultaneous removal of cadmium, chromium, and zinc.
Table 1 lists Site contaminants of concern (COCs).

Table 1: COCs, by Media

CcocC Media®
Cadmium Soil
Chromium Soil
Lead Soil
Zinc Soil
PCBs Soil
Sodium® Groundwater
Radium-226 and radium-228* Groundwater
Gross alpha® Groundwater

Sources:

Notes:

1992 OU-1 Record of Decision (ROD) and 1994 OU-2 ROD.

2 The OU-2 ROD identified three “Tier 1” COCs for groundwater that represent most groundwater contamination:
sodium, radium 226 + radium 228, and gross alpha. The OU-2 ROD also identified five “Tier 2” contaminants that were
detected sporadically in a limited number of wells (cadmium, lead, benzene, tetrachloroethene and vinyl chloride).

The 1994 ROD states that “the Tier 2 contaminants can be monitored less frequently than Tier 1 contaminants.” See the
Data Review section of this FYR Report for the most recent Tier 2 results.

The EPA did not identify COCs for sediment.




Response Actions

In August 1980, the EPA found elevated levels of contaminants in emission control (EC) dust, the
shallow surficial aquifer, and the soil. The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) listed EC
dust as a hazardous waste that same year. In 1981, the Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
(FDER, now FDEP) conducted a RCRA compliance investigation of the facility and obtained EC dust
samples from uncontained waste piles at the Site. The EPA placed the Site on the Superfund program’s
National Priorities List (NPL) in September 1983 based on the potential threat to the environment from
heavy metals in EC dust and the shallow surficial aquifer.

In March 1983, FDER discovered some of the EC dust was contaminated with PCBs. FSC and FDEP
also discovered Site soils contaminated with PCBs in limited areas and in a small area west of a slag
disposal area.

FSC removed about 8,000 tons of EC dust from disposal areas during 1985 and shipped it to a metal
recycling facility for zinc recovery. From February to May 1986, FSC excavated about 11,200 tons of
soil, sediment and EC dust containing PCBs at concentrations at or above 50 milligrams per kilogram
(mg/kg) from the Site. FSC temporarily placed the excavated material in a specially constructed on-site
storage vault and backfilled the area with clean fill material. FSC began periodically monitoring
groundwater at the Site in 1986. Based on a 1986 feasibility study (FS) developed by FSC, the EPA
directed FSC to incinerate the PCB-contaminated soil. FSC began incineration of the material in the
storage vault in October 1987 and completed it in May 1988. Due to the presence of heavy metals in the
ash, FSC consolidated the material in a specially designed ash retention building pending

remedial design.

Ou-1

The EPA issued a Record of Decision (ROD) for OU-1 in June 1992. Although the selected remedy for
OU-1 did not specify remedial action objectives (RAOs), the remedy was designed to address remaining
sources, incinerator ash, soil and sediment contamination at the Site and implement groundwater and
surface water runoff monitoring. The selected OU-1 remedy included:

e Excavation and off-site disposal of about 600 cubic yards of soil contaminated with PCBs at
concentrations equal to or greater than 50 mg/kg in areas that had previously been remediated.

e Excavation and on-site solidification of about 37,000 cubic yards of the following:

o EC dust and metals-contaminated soil and ash. All EC dust and ash would be excavated
and treated; soil containing lead above 600 mg/kg would be excavated and treated.
o Soil containing PCB levels between 25 mg/kg and 50 mg/kg.

e Restrictions on any excavation below the water table unless the water treatment system
anticipated for the OU-2 is operational. However, at the time of the ROD, it was not anticipated
that excavation below the water table would be needed.

e Control of surface water runoff from the Site during remediation of on-site soils; analysis of
surface water samples for lead and zinc may continue for at least two years after all on-site
construction is completed.

e Compliance with RCRA Land Disposal Restriction Treatment Standards for EC dust, which is a
listed RCRA waste, by meeting levels specified in the treatability variance for contaminated soil
and debris.

e Disposal of all solidified material in an on-site, double-lined RCRA landfill with a RCRA cap.

e The landfill would meet the provisions of 40 CFR Subpart N landfill requirements and would be
built above the water table.
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e Periodic monitoring of surface water runoff and groundwater quality. The quality of surface
water runoff should be consistent with possible future criteria developed for the Site’s wetlands
(OU-2). Groundwater quality would be monitored for up to 30 years.

Oou-2

The EPA issued the ROD for OU-2 in March 1994. Although the selected remedy for OU-2 did not
specify RAOs, the remedy was designed to address groundwater and the Southwest Wetland. The 1994
ROD notes that the EPA may re-evaluate the system’s performance if groundwater contaminant levels
remain higher than extraction standards and stop declining. Groundwater extraction and discharge
standards for remediation of the plume are referenced in Table 2. The selected OU-2 groundwater

remedy included:

e Extraction of contaminated groundwater through a system of shallow and deep recovery wells.

¢ Blending contaminated groundwater from the plumes with clean water from deep production
wells located on upgradient parts of the Site to achieve compliance with state and federal
maximum contaminant levels (MCLs).

e Spray field discharge of the blended groundwater. The blended water must meet drinking water
standards (MCLs) before being discharged to the on-site spray fields.

Table 2: Groundwater COC Cleanup Goals

Groundwater COC OU-2 ROD Cleanup Goal
Sodium 160 mg/L.2
Radium-226 + radium-228 5 pCi/LP
Gross alpha 15 pCi/LP

Notes:

mg/L — milligrams per liter

pCi/L — picocuries per liter

2 State standard only; there is no federal MCL for sodium.
" Federal and state standards are the same.

Remediation in the Southwest Wetland addressed metal-contaminated sediment within the northern
portion of the Southwest Wetland. The selected wetland remedy in the 1994 OU-2 ROD included:

e C(learing vegetation from the northern 3.8-acre portion of the Southwest Wetland. Excavating the
upper six inches of metals-contaminated sediment within the cleanup area. The EPA selected a
cleanup area, rather than a cleanup level, for sediment in the Southwest Wetland. The EPA
selected the cleanup area after evaluation of a literature review of biological effects levels, site-
specific ecological data, the decreasing concentration gradient for metals in the wetland
sediment, and preservation (where possible) of the functional wetland.

e Excavating and stockpiling the remaining sediment. Excavated wetland sediment with lead
concentrations above 600 mg/kg to be solidified and disposed of in the on-site landfill
constructed as part of OU-1. Solidification standards are the same as specified in the ROD
for OU-1.

e Backfilling the excavated area with clean sand and previously excavated sediment that contains
lead and zinc below their respective screening values. The upper portion of the backfill layer
should consist of at least six inches of clean sediment. The area should be backfilled so that the
resulting ground elevation is about 12 inches lower than the original ground elevations.
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e Revegetating the disturbed areas with native wetland vegetation in accordance with plans
approved by the EPA, FDEP and Martin County.

e Monitoring and maintaining the revegetated areas to promote regrowth and to remove exotic or
nuisance species. This maintenance period was to last at least five years.

The 2013 Explanation of Significant Differences (ESD) modified the OU-1 and OU-2 RODs to
document institutional controls as part of the remedy for the Site. Institutional controls cited in the ESD

include:

e Limiting future uses of the property to industrial or commercial purposes.

e Restricting any future use of the landfill area to preserve the integrity of the landfill.

e Restricting the use of contaminated groundwater until cleanup levels and RAOs have been
achieved.



Figure 1: Detailed Site Map
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Status of Implementation

OU-1

In February 1993, the EPA and FSC signed a Consent Decree for the OU-1 remedy. FSC initiated the
remedial design for OU-1 in February 1993 and completed the remedial design in September 1994.
Excavation activities associated with the OU-1 remediation began in January 1995 and continued
through November 1995. The PRP’s contractor removed about 43,500 cubic yards of EC dust, soil,
sediment and debris. FSC performed verification sampling to confirm that all soil, slag and sediment
exceeding cleanup criteria were removed.

The on-site landfill covers about six acres of the Site (Figure 1). A PRP contractor, OHM Corporation,
constructed the bottom liner and leachate control systems between June 1995 and October 1995. FSC
began full-scale treatment of contaminated soil, sediment. and slag in October 1995, and completed it in
December 1995. The combined wet weight of lead- and PCB-contaminated material treated was about
81,200 tons.

FSC placed all treated materials in specific areas within the above-grade on-site landfill. After all
materials were disposed of in the containment, FSC constructed the RCRA cap top liner system between
February 1996 and April 1996. FSC installed a security fence around the base of the on-site landfill.

As part of the remedial action, FSC routed all surface water runoff to the on-site stormwater retention
ponds. FSC collected and analyzed surface water samples for lead and zinc. The OU-1 ROD states that
surface water runoff and analysis of surface water samples may continue for at least two years after all
on-site construction was completed. Surface water sampling for lead and zinc was discontinued after
2006 as the results for these two metals were below the state of Florida Class III water quality criteria.
Surface water sampling for sodium, radium and gross alpha was discontinued after October 2011 as
sample results were below the groundwater cleanup goals as specified in the OU-1 ROD.

The PRP also discontinued groundwater sampling for PCBs, lead, cadmium, chromium and nickel in
three OU-1 wells (M-71, RW-4 and RW-5) because these analytes were consistently below detection

or criteria.

OU-2 Groundwater

The EPA and FSC signed a Consent Decree for the OU-2 remedy in January 1995. FSC began remedial
design for OU-2 in October 1994 and completed the remedial design in June 1995. FSC installed the
groundwater remediation system between April 1996 and January 1997. The remediation phase, which
began in April 1997, involved extraction, treatment and disposal of groundwater from the plume.

The groundwater remediation system consists of recovery and injection wells in the shallow and deep
surficial aquifer, upgradient production wells, a treatment facility; an aboveground 300,000-gallon water
storage tank; a 40-acre spray field separated into three areas (A, B and C), and monitoring wells within
the spray field areas and downgradient of the property boundary (Figure 1).

In April 2009, a wildfire in the project area destroyed most of the spray irrigation system spray heads
and some of its electrical services; the groundwater remediation system has not functioned since that
time. Groundwater monitoring is ongoing. The PRP prepared a January 2019 Operable Unit 2
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Supplemental Remedy Investigation report (OU-2 Supplemental RI), which presents the results from the
PRP’s 2018 supplemental investigation to support refinement of the conceptual site model (CSM) and
OU-2 remedy optimization activities. The OU-2 Supplemental RI report found no evidence of an
ongoing source to groundwater. See the Data Review section of this FYR for

additional information.

The PRP completed a radionuclides supplemental investigation, with results presented to the EPA in
subsequent technical meetings and summarized in a February 2021 Summary of OU-2 Radionuclide
Investigations memorandum. The report concluded that radionuclides in groundwater appear to be a
naturally occurring condition at the Site. EPA agreed with the conclusion of the assessment.

OU-2 Wetland

FSC began restoring the Southwest Wetland in July 1995 and completed it in December 1995.

The wetlands cleanup for the northern portion of the Southwest Wetland included clearing existing
vegetation, removal of contaminated sediment and revegetation. FSC solidified and disposed of
sediments with lead concentrations above 600 mg/kg in the on-site landfill. For excavated upland areas
on the Site, as a soil additive, FSC used excavated sediment containing lead at concentrations ranging
between 160 mg/kg to 600 mg/kg. The EPA and FDEP performed formal inspections of the Southwest
Wetland in May 1996, December 1996, March 1997, and October 1997.

Ardaman & Associates, Inc. and OHM Corporation, as the PRP’s contractors, conducted the principal
remedial activities. EPA Region 4 provided oversight of the Site’s cleanup. FDEP provided technical

review and approval of wetlands restoration.

Institutional Control (IC) Review

Institutional controls in the form of restrictive covenants (1990 and 2015) are in place to limit Site
groundwater use and land uses, including swimming, hunting, fishing, camping, recreational activities,
growing crops for humans or animals, residential land uses, day care facilities, playgrounds and schools
(Appendix K). The 2015 restrictive covenant prohibits any use of the landfill vault without prior written
consent of FDEP and EPA. The 2015 restrictive covenant also prohibits any activity or construction on,
or any improvement or alteration of, the landfill vault that could damage or impair its structural
integrity without prior written consent of FDEP and EPA. In December 2016, Gerdau Ameristeel sold
parcel 35-39-38-000-000-00011-1 to the Floridian Natural Gas Storage Company LLC. Gerdau
Ameristeel will retain ownership of parcel 35-39-38-000-000-00013-0 (the vault parcel) in perpetuity
(see Figure 2).

The Site is also located in a Florida Groundwater Delineated Area, which restricts well construction
and groundwater use within the delineated area. Figures I-1, I-2 and I-5 in Appendix I show the
locations of wells that exceeded the sodium and radionuclide extraction standards during the most
recent June 2019 sampling. All exceedances are within the Site boundary or just outside the
southwestern Site boundary, but within the Florida Groundwater Delineated Area.

Some Site wells are located on the 291-acre property located downgradient of the Site (parcel 35-39-
38-000-000-00010-2). Per the 2019 Institutional Control Update memorandum for the Site, this
downgradient parcel (see Figure D-2 for the parcel’s full extent) is undeveloped and is used for cattle
farming. The downgradient parcel is zoned “M-1" (Manufacturing), with a Future Land Use
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classification of “Industrial.” It is in the Martin County Primary Urban Service District, where
connection to regional potable water systems is required if available. An appropriate potable water line,
reuse water line, and sanitary sewer force main are available to serve the downgradient property.

In addition, a July 2010 Grant of Easement encumbers the downgradient property for the purpose of
constructing and providing water and sewer service to the property (Appendix K).

Tables 3 lists the institutional controls associated with areas of interest at the Site. Figure 2 shows the
areas included in the institutional controls.

Table 3: Summary of Planned and/or Implemented Institutional Controls (ICs)

Media,
Engineered
Controls, and ICs Called Title of IC
Areas That Do ICs for in the Impacted IC Instrument
Not Support Needed Decision Parcel(s) Objective Implemented and
UU/UE Based Documents Date (or planned)
on Current
Conditions
305(;(3)_96(3)(8;_1%(33_ Restrict the use of Florida Delineated
Groundwater Yes Yes groundwater until cleanup Groundwater Are;a
35-39-38-000- levels and RAOS have been and 2015 Restrictive
000-00011-1 achieved. Covenant
35(;3_9(;(3)3-1%(23- Limit future uses of the 1990 Restrictive
Soil Yes Yes _property and future use or Covenant ar'1d'the
35-39-38-000- dlstur.bance of the landfill area 2015 Restrictive
000-00011-1 (i.e., the vault parcel). Covenant
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Figure 2: Institutional Control Map
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Systems Operations/Operation and Maintenance (O&M)

Ou-1
O&M activities in the 1996 OU-1 O&M plan include:

e Routine quarterly inspections and routine maintenance (e.g., mowing, weeding).

e Checking and removing leachate as necessary in the leachate collection and leak
detection sumps.

e Routine sampling of surface water for lead, zinc, pH, conductivity, and hardness
whenever significant discharge occurs from the Site to the Southwest Wetland.

e Annual sampling and analyses of three wells (M-71, RW-4 and RW-5) for PCBs, lead,
cadmium, chromium and nickel.

The PRP performs inspections and routine maintenance as specified in the O&M plan. The PRP also
checks and removes leachate as necessary. The PRP most recently measured the leachate level in
2018, at which point the liquid level was about six inches above the lowest bottom liner elevation.
Leachate removal is scheduled to occur when the leachate level is equal to or greater than 12 inches
above the liner elevation. Because actionable leachate levels have not been reached, no leachate
removal events have been performed since this measurement. The PRP sampled the leachate observed
in 2018 and analyzed for Site COCs. All concentrations were reported below the laboratory method
detection limits, MCLs, or surface water cleanup target levels according to Chapters 62-302 and/or
62-777, Florida Administrative Code. The future revised OU-1 O&M plan will specify monitoring
and inspection criteria, as well as analytical criteria, as the leachate disposal method will be dictated
by analytical results. The PRP is evaluating leachate disposal alternatives and these will be included
in the forthcoming O&M plan anticipated in 2021.

The PRP discontinued sampling of surface water because results were consistently below state of
Florida Class III surface water criteria. Analyses of PCBs, lead, cadmium, chromium and nickel in
three OU-1 wells (M-71, RW-4 and RW-5) was also discontinued because these analytes were
consistently below detection or criteria. The EPA approved these sampling changes. The PRP is
updating the OU-1 O&M plan to reflect these changes.

Oou-2
O&M activities in the 1997 OU-2 O&M plan include:

e Install and operate a groundwater remediation and spray irrigation system.
e Implement a sampling and testing program for the groundwater remediation system, as well as a
maintenance program.

The groundwater remediation system has not operated since April 2009. Since then, Gerdau
Ameristeel’s contractor, with the EPA’s approval, has monitored the groundwater quality in the shallow
and deep zones of the shallow aquifer semi-annually to determine whether the system needs to be
restarted or whether additional remedial action should be taken. Contractors have been sampling
selected wells since April 2009.
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In September 1998, FSC submitted a request to the EPA for termination of the monitoring program
for the Southwest Wetland. The revegetation contractor performed site inspections for a period of five
years after revegetation of the Southwest Wetland. During the first year, the contractor performed
inspections monthly for the first three months following planting, and quarterly inspections thereafter.

O&M Costs

Projected O&M costs per year from the RODs were:

e $18,200 for up to 30 years for the OU-1 inspection, maintenance and sampling.
e $83,000 for 10 years for the OU-2 groundwater remediation system O&M.
e $7,500 for five years for the OU-2 Southwest Wetland restoration.

The five-year O&M period for the Southwest Wetland has been completed. Table 4 presents annual
O&M costs over the FYR period.

Table 4: O&M Costs Over the FYR Period

Date Range Total Cost (rounded to the nearest $1,000)
2016 $120,000
2017 $105,000
2018 $250,000
2019 $225,000
2020 $100,000

ITII. PROGRESS SINCE THE PREVIOUS REVIEW

This section includes the protectiveness determinations and statements from the 2016 FYR as well as the
recommendations from the 2016 FYR and the status of those recommendations.

Table 5: Protectiveness Determinations/Statements from the 2016 FYR

ouU #

Protectiveness
Determination

Protectiveness Statement

Short-term Protective

The remedy for OU1 currently protects human health and the
environment because groundwater monitoring continues, contaminated
source material and soil contamination have been excavated, stabilized,
and contained in the on-site landfill and there are no current exposures to
contamination. In order for the OU1 remedy to be protective in the long
term, animal burrows in the landfill cap must be repaired, relocating any
sensitive species per state or local law.

Short-term Protective

The remedy for OU2 currently protects human health and the
environment because, although the groundwater remediation system is
not operating as designed, there are no current exposures to
contamination. In order to be protective in long term, the appropriate
course of action for addressing lingering contamination must be
determined.

Sitewide

Short-term Protective

Because the remedial actions at all OUs are protective in the short term,
the Site’s remedy is protective of human health and the environment in
the short term. In order for the remedy to be protective in the long term,
issues identified in the OU1 and OU2 protectiveness statements should
be addressed.
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Table 6: Status of Recommendations from the 2016 FYR

ou
#

Issue

Recommendations

Current
Status

Current Implementation Status
Description

Completion
Date (if
applicable)

There are animal
burrows in the
capped area.

Address animal
burrows in cap and
relocate sensitive
species per state or
local law.

Completed

In October and November 2016, PRP
contractors and a licensed Authorized
Gopher Tortoise Agent surveyed and
relocated gopher tortoises found
occupying burrows on the containment
vault area and within the security fence
around the vault, per notification and
permitting procedures required by the
Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation
Commission. PRP contractors then
backfilled and seeded or sodded all
burrow locations. PRP contractors
regularly inspect the vault area for new
burrows; if identified, gopher tortoises are
relocated, and burrows are repaired.

11/30/2016

The OU2 remedy
has been offline
since 2009 and it
may not be
practical to restart
it, although
several shallow
and deep wells
continue to exceed
cleanup standards
and there is some
evidence of deep
aquifer migration.

Consider targeted
remedial actions to
address lingering
exceedances and
migration. Update
site decision and
operation and
maintenance (O&M)
documents as
needed.

Ongoing

The January 2019 Operable Unit 2
Supplemental Remedy Investigation
(OU-2 Supplemental RI) report presents
the results from the PRP’s 2018
supplemental investigation to support
refinement of the CSM and OU-2
remedy optimization activities. The
OU-2 Supplemental RI report
concluded that Site conditions appear to
be favorable for continuing monitored
natural attenuation. See the Data
Review section of this FYR for
additional information.

The PRP also completed a radionuclides
supplemental investigation, with results
presented in a February 2021 Summary
of OU-2 Radionuclide Investigations
memorandum. The report concluded
that radionuclides in groundwater
appear to be a naturally occurring
condition at the Site.

IV. FIVE-YEAR REVIEW PROCESS

Community Notification, Community Involvement and Site Interviews

A public notice was made available by a newspaper posting in the Hometown News on 12/18/2020
(Appendix E). 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 Site’s information

repository, Martin County Library System, located at 15200 SW Adams Avenue, Indiantown,

Florida 34956.
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During the FYR process, interviews were conducted to document any perceived problems or successes
with the remedy that has been implemented to date. The interviews are summarized below. Completed
interview forms are in Appendix F.

Steven Folsom, HSW Consulting (PRP Contractor): Mr. Folsom stated that the project is going well, and
sampling results have been consistent. The remedy in place for OU-1 was successful. The remedy
implemented for OU-2 was successful during its implementation between 1997 and 2009. The remedy
had begun reaching diminishing returns due to the reduction in overall groundwater concentrations.
That, coupled with a wildfire that occurred in 2009 and destroyed much of the treated groundwater
disposal system, prompted an opportunity to conduct natural attenuation with monitoring as a potential
alternative remedy. Mr. Folsom stated that subsequent monitoring events, supplemental remedial
investigation, and data evaluation have supported that monitored natural attenuation with the appropriate
institutional controls currently in place appears to be a favorable remedy alternative.

Mr. Folsom stated that key monitoring data trends demonstrate a stable or reducing plume for the COC,
sodium. Groundwater concentrations for the radiological constituents of concern (radium-226/228 and
gross alpha) are representative of natural background occurrence. Tier 2 constituent (lead, cadmium,
benzene, PCE, and vinyl chloride) monitoring has revealed the presence of the constituent benzene at a
single well on site slightly above the remedial goal.

The OU-1 landfill is regularly mowed and maintained. The Site is visited for inspection on a regular
basis, approximately monthly. These inspections include confirmation of site security controls, interior
road accessibility, and monitoring wells. Mr. Folsom stated that there have not been any unexpected
O&M difficulties or costs at the Site since start-up or in the last five years. The groundwater monitoring
program was postponed in 2020 out of abundance of caution during the COVID-19 pandemic. The
monitoring program will be reinitiated in 2021. The O&M Plan is being updated for the Site to optimize
maintenance and sampling activities.

The operation of the OU-2 groundwater system has been suspended since 2009. Mr. Folsom stated that
with the institutional controls that are established for the Site and surrounding area, the protectiveness of
the remedy has not been affected. Given the elimination of radionuclides as COCs and the stability of
sodium in groundwater monitoring events, Mr. Folsom suggested that optimization of the groundwater
monitoring program seems appropriate. The O&M Plan is intended to optimize the monitoring strategy
for future events.

Killian Talley, FL. DEP Project Manager: Mr. Talley has an overall positive impression of the project,
including cleanup, maintenance and reuse activities. He stated that monitoring has confirmed that area
extent and magnitude of the plume has been reduced by previous remedial activities; however, lingering
exceedances and migration remain unaddressed. He is not aware of any complaints or inquiries
regarding site-related environmental issues or remedial activities from residents in the past five years.
During the past five years, FDEP continues to review reports and meet with the EPA and the PRP to
discuss site conditions. He is not aware of any changes to state laws that might affect the protectiveness
of the Site’s remedy and is comfortable with the status of the institutional controls. Mr. Talley is not
aware of any changes in projected land use at the Site.
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Data Review
OU-1

Data associated with the periodic monitoring of OU-1 surface water and OU-1 groundwater quality are
no longer required.

Ou-2

Current OU-2 groundwater monitoring is focused on the two contaminated groundwater plumes, one
within the shallow surficial aquifer (up to 30 feet below land surface) and one within the deep surficial
aquifer (up to about 130 feet below land surface). The groundwater plumes contain elevated levels of
Tier 1 COCs: sodium, radium 226 + radium 228, and gross alpha. Since the shutdown of the
groundwater remediation system in April 2009, the PRP performs groundwater monitoring semi-
annually at up to 23 shallow surficial aquifer wells, two confining layer wells, and 21 deep surficial
aquifer wells (Figure 3). The samples are analyzed for Site’s Tier 1 COCs.

At the EPA’s request, groundwater samples were also analyzed for Tier 2 contaminants — cadmium,
lead, benzene, tetrachloroethene and vinyl chloride — at select wells during the June 2019 sampling
event. Semi-annual reports submitted to the EPA and the state present the results of the sampling.
Table I-1 in Appendix I includes a summary of Tier 1 sampling results between 1995 and 2019.
Table I-2 includes a summary of the 2019 Tier 2 sampling results.

In 2018, the PRP completed a supplemental investigation to support refinement of the CSM and OU-2
remedy optimization activities. As part of the investigation, the PRP field analyzed 168 groundwater
intervals for sodium. Another 14 groundwater samples and two sediment samples were sent off-site for
laboratory analysis. The January 2019 Operable Unit 2 Supplemental Remedy Investigation (OU-2
Supplemental RI) report presents the results from the investigation.

The PRP also completed a radionuclides supplemental investigation in 2019, with results presented to
the EPA during subsequent technical meetings and summarized in a February 2021 Summary of OU-2
Radionuclide Investigations memorandum. During this supplemental investigation, the PRP conducted
a surface gamma survey throughout the facility, as well as sampling and radionuclide analysis of
sediment, surface water, landfill leachate, and groundwater.

This FYR Report evaluates and summarizes the data presented in the semi-annual reports as well as
the supplemental investigation reports. In general, the monitoring data indicate:

e Sodium concentrations continue to exceed the OU-2 ROD cleanup goal of 160 milligrams per
liter (mg/L) in both the shallow and deeper surficial aquifers. During the most recent sampling
event in June 2019, five surficial aquifer wells, one confining layer well and six deep surficial
aquifer wells had sodium concentrations above the OU-2 ROD cleanup goal.

e The extent of the shallow surficial aquifer sodium plume has decreased from 34 acres at the
onset of the OU-2 remedy (1994—1995) to 9 acres as of 2018. The extent of the deep surficial
aquifer sodium plume has increased from 4 acres in 1994-1995 to 7.3 acres in 2018, due to
vertical migration of contaminants.

e Most wells on site have stable or decreasing sodium concentration trends.
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¢ Radionuclides in groundwater appear to be a naturally occurring condition.
e Of the wells sampled for Tier 2 contaminants, only one well reported a Tier 2 contaminant
above state or federal MCLs. The extent of this contamination is defined.

Additional discussion of recent shallow and deep surficial aquifer data for sodium, radionuclides and
Tier 2 contaminants and the 2018 sediment data are presented below.

Sodium

Sodium is the most prevalent COC detected in groundwater above the ROD cleanup goal in both the
shallow and deep surficial aquifers. Figures I-1 and I-2 in Appendix I show the June 2019 extent of
sodium concentrations in the shallow and deep surficial aquifers, respectively. Table I-1 in Appendix I
summarizes historical groundwater data from monitoring wells.

Figure I-1 shows that the current extent of sodium contamination in the shallow surficial aquifer is
much smaller than the original plume boundaries from the remedial design in 1994-1995. As of June
2019, the remaining sodium plume in the shallow surficial aquifer is near wells RW-4, M-104, M-110,
M-111, M-112 and M-19 in the southern corner of the Site beneath the wetland area (Figure I-1,
Appendix I). All other monitoring wells reported sodium concentrations below the cleanup goal in June
2019. The OU-2 Supplemental RI report suggests the wetland may be affecting natural attenuation
mechanisms through surface and groundwater interactions.

The OU-2 Supplemental RI report evaluated sodium concentration trends in the shallow surficial
aquifer wells using a statistical analysis software program. From 2009 to present, during inactive
pumping conditions, statistical analyses identified increasing sodium trends in well M-67 and probable
increasing trends in wells M-107 and M-111. All other shallow surficial aquifer wells reported stable,
decreasing, probably decreasing or no trend with respect to sodium concentrations (Figure I-3).

Of those wells with increasing or probably increasing trends, only M-111 has a sodium concentration
above the groundwater cleanup goal (180 mg/L in June 2019). Although the statistical evaluation
showed an increasing trend when considering data back to 2009, the sodium concentrations in M-111
have been generally stable during this FYR period, with concentrations ranging between 160 mg/L in
April 2017 and 210 mg/L in December 2017. The OU-2 Supplemental RI report found no evidence of
an ongoing source to groundwater. The report also concluded that site conditions appear to be
favorable for continuing monitored natural attenuation.

As of June 2019, six deep surficial aquifer wells had sodium concentrations above the OU-2 ROD
cleanup goal of 160 mg/L (Table I-1, Appendix I). Highest concentrations were reported in M-73 (320
mg/L (qualified as an estimated value)) and in M-76 (390 mg/L), both of which are screened in the
upper portion of the deep surficial aquifer.

17



Figure 3: Monitoring Well Map
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Figure I-2 shows that the deep sodium plume has migrated south beyond the original deep plume
boundaries from the remedial design. Well M-102, located along the southern property boundary,
reported a sodium concentration of 230 mg/L in June 2019, above the sodium cleanup goal of 160
mg/L. Well M-102 is screened deeper than M-73 and M-76 and just above the top of the impermeable
silty clayey limestone layer. These data show that sodium contamination has migrated further south
and downward through the aquifer. Statistical analyses included in the OU-2 Supplemental RI report
found an increasing sodium concentration trend in M-102. Although well M-102 reports an increasing
trend, wells downgradient of this location, M-108 and DR-4, do not exceed the sodium cleanup goal
and both wells report either no trend or stable or decreasing trends (Figure I-4, Appendix I). The extent
of contamination in the deep aquifer appears to be delineated to the south.

Statistical analyses also found increasing sodium concentration trends in wells M-106, M-76 and M-80
and probably increasing trends in M-67, using data from 2009 to 2018 (Figure I-4). Of those locations,

only well M-76 continues to exceed the groundwater cleanup standard.

Radionuclides (radium 226 + radium 228 and gross alpha)

Radium 226 + radium 228 and gross alpha were detected above the OU-2 ROD cleanup goals in a
limited number of shallow and deep surficial aquifer wells during this FYR period (Table I-1 in
Appendix I). Based on the additional investigations conducted in 2019 and presented in the February
2021 Summary of OU-2 Radionuclide Investigations memorandum and multiple lines of evidence, the
EPA has concluded that the radionuclides at the Site are a naturally-occurring condition that is not a
current or future concern at the Site. The EPA’s assessment is based on the following:

e A surface survey performed in early 2019 according to industry standards and Florida
Department of Health (FDOH) procedures confirmed no radionuclide source area at the Site.

e Radionuclide concentrations at the Site are lower than those resulting from typical operational

steel mill activities.

There is no presence of radioactivity in surface ponds.

There is no source of radioactivity in landfill leachate samples.

There is no geographic pattern to the presence of radionuclides in groundwater monitoring wells.

There is no statistical correlation between sodium concentrations and radionuclides.

The relationship between radium-226 and uranium suggests background contribution.

Figure I-5 depicts the June 2019 extent of radionuclide concentrations in the deep surficial aquifer.

Tier 2 Contaminants

Shallow surficial aquifer monitoring wells M-19, M-25 and M-5 were analyzed for the Tier 2
contaminants lead and cadmium in June 2019. The wells and parameters selected were based on
historical detections in these wells in the early 1990s. Detected total and dissolved concentrations were
below the federal and state MCLs for lead and cadmium in all wells sampled (Table I-2, Appendix I).

Deep surficial aquifer monitoring wells M-22, M-73, M-80 and M-86 were analyzed for lead,
cadmium, benzene, tetrachloroethene or vinyl chloride, depending on the well. Benzene in MW-86 was
detected at 0.0015 mg/L, compared to the state MCL of 0.001 mg/L (federal MCL is 0.005 mg/L). All
other contaminants were either not detected or were detected below federal and state MCLs.
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Sediment

The PRP collected sediment samples at two basin areas during the supplemental RI to determine if
sediment may be a residual source of sodium contamination (Figure I-7, Appendix I). Sodium results
were below 20 mg/kg except for one sample collected from P02 at the 0-0.5 ft depth interval.

The sample contained sodium at 660 mg/kg. The sample was noted to contain the root material from
basin vegetation. Based on the data, the supplemental RI report concluded an ongoing source to
groundwater is not likely present.

Site Inspection

The PRP conducted a limited site inspection for this FYR. Luis Nieves (Environmental Director, Gerdau
Ameristeel) visited the Site on March 3 and 4, 2021. During the inspection, the PRP representative
observed two animal burrows within the fenced area of the landfill. The PRP anticipates an additional
inspection for burrows by licensed personnel in the second quarter of 2021. The additional inspection
will confirm the nature of the burrows and perform appropriate corrective measures, including animal
relocation in accordance with Florida Fish Wildlife Conservation Commission regulations, if
appropriate. The PRP will evaluate additional measures to prevent entry of animals to the landfill area
and implement such measures, if appropriate.

The fence around the landfill perimeter is in good condition and there are no breaches or torn chain link
fabric; the fence is not leaning. The gate is secured with a steel cable and padlock. There are no trees or
bushes or other excessive vegetation growth on the landfill and there are no signs of erosion due to loss
of vegetation cover. There is evidence of excessive vegetation growth (grass) at the entry end of the
letdown pipe and the exit of the pipe at the toe of the landfill berm. During the site inspection, the PRP
representative cleared the vegetation by hand to expose the pipe and perform an inspection; no visible
signs of erosion or plugging was detected. Routine vegetation clearing of the four drainage letdown
channels on the top of the landfill is scheduled for the second quarter of 2021 during the dry season and
in coordination with mowing of the landfill slide slopes, top and perimeter areas.

During the inspection, the PRP representative observed some wells in need of maintenance. In the
second quarter of 2021 as part of the annual groundwater monitoring event, the PRP anticipates
replacing locks on all wells; relabeling wells as needed with ID numbers; and installing locking caps and
clearing vegetation growth as needed around wells to ensure wells can be visually located.

On March 4, 2021, Luis Nieves visited the Indiantown Public Library to check the status of the
document repository for the Site. The library had several CDs of site documents, including the OU-1
Administrative Record, OU-2 Administrative Record, and the July 2013 ESD. All CDs had been created
in April 2016.

Photographs taken during the visit are in Appendix H and the site inspection checklist is in Appendix G.
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V. TECHNICAL ASSESSMENT

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

The review of site documents, Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements (ARARs) and the
site inspection indicate that the remedy for OU-1 is functioning as intended by the ROD. However,
since the remediation system was shut down, the remedy for OU-2 is not functioning as intended
except for semi-annual monitoring. The EPA currently approves of this approach.

The 2013 ESD requires institutional controls to protect the remedy and to ensure protectiveness; the
necessary institutional controls are in place for both OU-1 and OU-2. The 1990 restrictive covenant
limits land use and Florida’s groundwater delineation serves to restrict contaminated groundwater
use. In addition, Gerdau Ameristeel added property information and detailed land and groundwater
use restrictions in a restrictive covenant in 2015.

OuU-1

The OU-1 remedy is functioning as intended by the decision documents for the Site. Contaminated
soils were excavated, consolidated, stabilized/solidified and placed under a vegetated soil cover in the
on-site RCRA cap landfill. Access to the landfill is restricted by a security fence and signs are in place
around the perimeter of the landfill. The vegetative cover is in good condition. During the site
inspection, the PRP representative noted some needed O&M activities related to burrows on the cap,
clearing of the letdown channels, and well maintenance; the PRP anticipates completing these activities
during the second quarter of 2021. Sampling for OU-1 COCs in groundwater and surface water
monitoring is no longer required. The PRP is updating the O&M plan to reflect the current EPA-
approved sampling schedule.

Oou-2

The OU-2 groundwater remediation system was shut down in 2009 after a wildfire destroyed parts of
the system. The system is now in a dilapidated state. Since 2009, PRP contractors have monitored site
groundwater semi-annually for natural attenuation. Sodium data presented in the semi-annual reports
and the 2019 OU-2 Supplemental RI report indicate that:

e Sodium concentrations continue to exceed the OU-2 ROD cleanup goal in the shallow and
deeper surficial aquifers. Most wells on site have stable or decreasing sodium concentration
trends.

e The extent of the shallow surficial aquifer sodium plume has decreased from 34 acres at the
onset of the OU-2 remedy to 9 acres as of 2018. The extent of the deep surficial aquifer sodium
plume has increased from 4 acres to 7.3 acres in 2018, due to vertical migration of
contaminants.

e The OU-2 Supplemental RI report found no evidence of an ongoing source to groundwater.
The report also concluded that site conditions appear to be favorable for continuing monitored
natural attenuation.

Based on multiple lines of evidence, the EPA has concluded that the radionuclides at the Site are a
naturally occurring condition that is not a current or future concern at the Site. In November 2019, the
EPA met with FDEP and FDOH to discuss the sporadic presence of radionuclides in site groundwater
and the EPA’s assessment. FDEP and FDOH confirmed no concerns with the sporadic elevated radium
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results in a few of the groundwater wells, which were determined to be slightly elevated natural
background levels. This is not uncommon for radium in groundwater in the southeast and Florida.
FDEP and FDOH do not think that these occasional elevated radium levels would be harmful to any
future receptors or would necessitate remedial action.

FSC completed remediation of the Southwest Wetland in December 1995 and the maintenance and
monitoring period following the remedial action continued for five years, as required.

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

There have been some changes to toxicity data, but these changes do not affect protectiveness of the
remedy. Although the selected remedies for OU-1 and OU-2 did not specify RAOs, the remedy
designated cleanup levels and was designed to address remaining sources, incinerator ash, soil and
sediment contamination at the Site, groundwater and the Southwest Wetland.

The OU-2 ROD selected the lower of the state and federal MCLs as the groundwater cleanup level for
Site COCs. State and federal MCLs for Tier 1 and Tier 2 contaminants have not changed since the
OU2 ROD (Appendix J).

The PCB soil cleanup level of 25 mg/kg was based on the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) PCB
Spill Cleanup Policy (40 CFR, Part 761, Subpart G) for areas with restricted access. This cleanup level
remains valid. The 25 mg/kg PCB soil cleanup level is also equivalent to a cancer risk level of 3 x 107,
which is within the EPA’s risk management range and therefore, remains protective for commercial
use.! Soil with PCBs above 50 mg/kg were shipped off site to an approved disposal facility consistent
with TSCA regulations.

The 1992 OU-1 ROD identified a lead cleanup level of 600 mg/kg in soil and sediment. The value is
based on the leachability of lead from soil into groundwater. During Tier 2 contaminant sampling in
2019, lead was not detected in groundwater above the federal action level of 0.015 mg/L. Therefore, the
leachability-based cleanup value for lead remains protective of groundwater. The lead cleanup level is
also below the current EPA regional screening level (RSL) of 800 mg/kg for commercial/industrial
exposures.

Cleanup levels remain valid, no one uses the groundwater and the expected future use of the Site

remains industrial. Institutional controls prohibit excavating in the landfill area and limit the potential
for exposure to remaining contaminated materials.

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

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

! The 25 mg/kg PCB soil cleanup level was compared to EPA’s current cancer-based regional screening level (RSL) for high-
risk PCBs under a composite worker exposure scenario (0.94 mg/kg).
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VI. ISSUES/RECOMMENDATIONS

Issues/Recommendations

OU(s) without Issues/Recommendations Identified in the FYR:
OU-1
Issues and Recommendations Identified in the Five-Year Review:
OU-2: Issue Category: Remedy Performance
Issue: The OU-2 remedy has been offline since 2009 and it may not be
practical to restart it.
Recommendation: Continue groundwater monitoring to assess monitored
natural attenuation (MNA) as a potential remedy. Develop site-specific
criteria to evaluate the efficacy of MNA at the Site.
Affect Current Affect Future Party Oversight Party Milestone Date
Protectiveness Protectiveness Responsible
No Yes PRP EPA/State 06/31/2024
OU-2: Issue Category: Remedy Performance
Issue: The OU-2 remedy has been offline since 2009 and it may not be
practical to restart it.
Recommendation: After evaluation of MNA as a potential remedy, either
repair the treatment system prescribed by the ROD or modify the ROD to
change the remedy.
Affect Current Affect Future Party Oversight Party Milestone Date
Protectiveness Protectiveness Responsible
No Yes EPA EPA/State 06/31/2026
0ou-2: Issue Category: Changed Site Conditions
Issue: The OU-2 radionuclides (radium 226 + radium 228 and gross alpha)
are naturally occuring.
Recommendation: Update the decision document to remove radionuclides from
the list of COCs.
Affect Current Affect Future Party Oversight Party Milestone Date
Protectiveness Protectiveness Responsible
No Yes EPA EPA/State 06/31/2026
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OTHER FINDINGS:

Several additional recommendations were identified during the FYR. These recommendations do not
affect current and/or future protectiveness.

e Lock, label and secure all wells.

e Properly abandon wells as appropriate.

e C(Clear the letdown channels of excess vegetation.
e Address animal burrows.

¢ Finalize the updated O&M plan and to document the discontinuation of surface water sampling
of OU-2 Tier 2 COCs in groundwater.

VII. PROTECTIVENESS STATEMENT

Protectiveness Statement(s)

Operable Unit: Protectiveness Determination:
OU-1 Protective

Protectiveness Statement:

The remedy for OU-1 is protective of human health and the environment. Groundwater monitoring
continues, contaminated source material and soil contamination have been excavated, stabilized, and
contained in the on-site landfill. Appropriate institutional controls are in place and there are no current
exposures to contamination.

Protectiveness Statement(s)

Operable Unit: Protectiveness Determination:
Ou-2 Short-term Protective

Protectiveness Statement:

The remedy for OU-2 is currently protective of human health and the environment. Groundwater
monitoring continues and appropriate institutional controls are in place. Radionuclides have been
determined to be naturally occurring. Although the groundwater remediation system is not operating as
designed, there are no exposures to contamination and site conditions appear to be favorable for
continuing monitored natural attenuation. For the remedy to be protective in the long-term, the MNA
evaluation needs to be completed and the OU-2 decision document modified.

Sitewide Protectiveness Statement

Protectiveness Determination:
Short-term Protective

Protectiveness Statement:

Because the remedy at OU-2 is protective in the short-term, the Site’s remedy is protective of human
health and the environment in the short-term. To be protective in the long-term, the MNA evaluation
needs to be completed and the OU-2 decision document modified.

VIII. NEXT REVIEW



The next FYR Report for the Florida Steel Corp. Superfund Site is required five years from the
completion date of this review.
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APPENDIX B — CURRENT SITE STATUS

Environmental Indicators

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

Are Necessary Institutional Controls in Place?

X] All[_] Some [_] None

Has EPA Designated the Site as Sitewide Ready for Anticipated Use?

& Yes [ | No

Has the Site Been Put into Reuse?

& Yes |:| No
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APPENDIX C - SITE CHRONOLOGY

Table C-1: Site Chronology

Event Date
FSC operated a steel mill at the Site November 1970 - February
1982
FDER conducted a RCRA compliance inspection and identified piles of EC 1981

dust as possible RCRA violations

The EPA proposed the Site for listing on the NPL

December 30, 1982

FDER discovered some site soils were contaminated with PCBs

March 1983

The EPA placed the Site on the NPL

September 8, 1983

FSC completed the PCB remedial action plan

August 25, 1985

FSC and FDER entered into a Consent Agreement

September 4, 1985

FSC initiated a periodic groundwater monitoring program 1986
FSC initiated PCB-contaminated soil excavation efforts February 15, 1986
FSC completed a PCB-contaminated soil excavation and placed soils in on-site May 8, 1986

vault

FSC completed an FS for treatment options of PCB-contaminated soils

October 2, 1986

FSC and FDER entered into an Administrative Order on Consent for treatment
of PCB-contaminated soils

September 21, 1987

FSC and FDER entered into an Administrative Order on Consent for an RI/FS

May 30, 1988

FSC initiated and completed incineration of PCB-contaminated soil in on-site
vault

October 1987 - May 1988

FSC completed Phase 1 of the RI

September 30, 1988

FSC completed Phase 2 of the RI

October 17, 1989

FSC filed a Restrictive Covenant

August 22, 1990

The EPA issued Wetland Impact Study Report (OU-1)

May 1991

The EPA issued OU-1 ROD

June 30, 1992

FSC initiated remedial design for OU-1

February 10, 1993

The EPA and FSC signed a Consent Decree for OU-1

February 19, 1993

The EPA issued OU-2 ROD

March 30, 1994

FSC completed remedial design for OU-1

September 21, 1994

FSC initiated remedial design for OU-2

October 3, 1994

The EPA and FSC signed a Consent Decree for OU-2

January 24, 1995

FSC’s contractors excavated and restored northern portion of Southwest
Wetland

July 1995 to December
1995

FSC completed remedial design for OU-2

June 12, 1995

The EPA received completed OU-2 remedial design; the EPA received OU-2
Performance Standards Verification Plan

February 15, 1996

The EPA and FDEP performed inspection for soil and wetlands and determined
the remedy construction was appropriate and complete

April 23, 1996

The EPA and FDEP performed inspection for groundwater remediation system
and determined remedy construction was appropriate and complete

February 18, 1997

FSC activated groundwater remediation system

April 24, 1997

The EPA issued Preliminary Close-Out Report

September 11, 1997

PRP contractor completed O&M Manual

November 16, 1997

The EPA issued first FYR report

January 16, 2001

The EPA issued second FYR report

April 18, 2006

A wildfire destroyed major components of the spray irrigation system; onset of
monitored natural attenuation

April 2009

The EPA issued third FYR report

September 27, 2011
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Event

Date

The EPA issued an ESD for OUs 1 and 2 to document the need for institutional
controls at the Site

June 25,2013

Gerdau Ameristeel filed a Restrictive Covenant

April 14, 2015

The EPA designated the Site as Sitewide Ready for Anticipated Use

April 30, 2015

The EPA issued fourth FYR report

August 16, 2016

Gerdau Ameristeel contractors issued OU-2 Supplemental RI

January 2019

Gerdau Ameristeel contractors issued February 2021 Summary of OU-2
Radionuclide Investigations memorandum

February 3, 2021




APPENDIX D - SITE MAPS
Figure D-1: Site Vicinity Map

7

Indiantown, FL
[ ]

0 750 1,500 3,000 Legend
Feet
Sources: Esri, U.S. Census Bureau 2019 TIGER/Line D Approximate Site Boundary
Geodatabases, Bureau of Transportation Statistics, EPA, :
DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus +—— Railroad

DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, the GIS User
Community, the 2016 FYR and Martin County Parcel Data.

0 Skeo: o Florida Steel Corp. Superfund Site
X

NORTH City of Indiantown, Martin County, Florida /

Disclaimer: This map and any boundary lines within the map are approximate and subject to change. The map is not a survey. The map is for informational
purposes only regarding the EPA’s response actions at the Site.
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Figure D-2: .l_)_‘ownra(_lient Parcel May

Source: Martin County Property Appraiser’s Website. https://www.pa.martin.fl.us/tools/property-map-searches. Accessed

1/22/2021.
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APPENDIX E — PRESS NOTICE

12 Homatoen Newe — BIARTIN COUNTY - wvew. Hometosmhasawe To.com Fridigy, Desz. 48, 2020

< EPA

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Announces the Fifth Five-Year Review for
The Florida Steel Corporation Superfund Site,
Indiantown, Martin County, Florida

Pu se.’O:l?ecli\re: EPA is conducting a Five-Year Review of the remedy for the Florida Stee]l Corporation Superfund
site (the Site) in Indiantown, Florida. The purpose of the Five-Year Review is to make sure the selected deanup actions
effectively protect human health and the environment.

Site Background: The 151 6-acre Site is located in a rural area of Martin County, southwest of State Road 710 (Warfield
Boulevard). The Sites street address is 18300 Southwest Warfield Boulevard, and it is about 2 miles northwest of the un-
incorporated community of Indiantown in Florida. Florida Steel Corporation (FSC), now Gerdau Ameristeel, acquired
the site property in 1969 and built a steel mill for recycling scrap steel into new steel products, induding concrete rein-
forcing steel and wrought inon. The mill operated from Movember 1970 to February 1982, It produced mill scale, slag, and
emission control dust as byproducts. Emission control dust was collected by a system of baghouses and, until Movember
1980, deposited in two disposal areas on site. In 1981, the Florida Department of Environmental Regulation conducted a
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) compliance inspection of the facility. Samples of emission comtrol dust
were obtained from uncontained waste piles. Based on sampling findings, EPA listed the 151-acre Site on the National
Priorities List (NPL) in December 1982, Contaminants of concern included lead, zinc and polychlorinated biphenyls
[PCEs) in site soils and sodium, radium, and gross alpha in site groundwater.

Cleanup Actions: To manage the deanup, EPA divided the Site into two operable units (OUs): O1U-1 (z0il deanup) and
OU-2 (southwest wetland and groundwater remediation). EPA selected the final remedy for OU-1 in the Site’s 1992 Re-
cord of Decision (ROD). It included excavation and off-site disposal of 800 cubic yards of PCB-contaminated soil; ex-
cavation and on-site solidification of 37,000 cubic yards of emission control dust and metals-contaminated soil and ash;
control of surface water runoff during soil deanup; disposal of all solidified material in an on-site RCRA landfill with a
RCRA cap; and periodic monitoring of surface water and groundwater for up to 30 years.

EPA issued the ROD for OU-2 in 1994, The final remedy induded groundwater extraction, blending of the water with
clean water to meet federal and state requirements, and upgradient on-site disposal of the blended water; wetlands clean-
up; and excavation and on-site solidification andd.ispma.lpuf lead- contaminated wetland sediment in the on-site landfll.

Five-Year Review Schedule: The Mational Contingency Plan requires review of remedial actions that result in any haz-
ardous substances, pollutants or contaminants remaining at the Site above levels that allow for unlimited use and unre-
stricted exposure every five years to ensure the protection of human health and the environment. The fifth of the Five-
Year Reviews for the Site will be completed by August 2021. When the Five-Year Review is completed, it will be available
online at: hltps:.-'.l‘www.e]:la_gqusuperFm&dJsea:&-s@erfmd—ﬁ\re-}'eal-re'rie'ws;

EPA Invites Community Participation in the Five-Year Review Process: EPA is conducting this Five- Year Review to
evaluate the effectiveness of the Site’s remedy and to ensure that the remedy remains protective of human health and the
environment. As part of the Five-Year Review process, EPA staff is available to answer any questions about the Site. Com-
munity members who have questions about the Site or the Five-Year Review process, or who would like to participate in a
cummLLn:ilj.r interview, are to contact:

Joydeb Majumder, EFA Remedial Project Manager L'Tonya Spencer-Harvey, EPA Community Involvement Coordinator
Phone: (404) 562-9121 Phone: (404) 562-8463
Email: majumder joydeb@epa gov Email: spencerlatonya@epa.gov

Mailing Address: US. EPA Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street, 8.W., 11th Floor, Atlanta, GA 30303-8980
Additional information is available at the Site’s local document repository, located at the Martin County Library System,

15200 SW Adams Avenue, Indiantown, FL 34956 (consider contacting the library to confirm it is open), and online at:
www.epa govisuperfund/florida-steel-corp
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APPENDIX F — INTERVIEW FORMS

FLORIDA STEEL CORP. SUPERFUND SITE
FIVE-YEAR REVIEW INTERVIEW FORM

Site Name: Florida Steel Corp.
EPA ID: FLD050432251

Interviewer name: Amanda Goyne Interviewer affiliation: Skeo

Subject name: Steven Folsom Subject affiliation: HSW Consulting

Subject contact information: sfolsom@hsweng.com

Interview date: 3/1/2021 Interview time: n/a

Interview location: n/a

Interview format (circle one): In Person Phone Mail Email Other:

Interview category: PRP Contractor

1. What is your overall impression of the project, including cleanup, maintenance and reuse activities
(as appropriate)?

The project is going well, and sampling results have been consistent.
2. What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site?

The remedy in place for OU1 was successful. The remedy implemented for OU2 was successful during
its implementation between 1997-2009. The remedy had begun reaching diminishing returns due to the
reduction in overall groundwater concentrations. That, coupled with a wildfire that occurred in 2009 and
destroyed much of the treated groundwater disposal system, prompted an opportunity to conduct Natural
Attenuation with Monitoring as a potential alternative remedy. Subsequent monitoring events,
supplemental remedial investigation, and data evaluation have supported that monitored natural
attenuation with the appropriate institutional controls currently in place appears to be a favorable remedy
alternative.

3. 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?

Key monitoring data trends demonstrate a stable or reducing plume for the constituent of concern,
Sodium. Groundwater concentrations for the radiological constituents of concern (Radium-226/228 and
Gross Alpha) are representative of natural background occurrence. Tier 2 constituent (Lead, Cadmium,
Benzene, Tetrachloroethene, and Vinyl Chloride) monitoring has revealed the presence of the
constituent benzene at a single well on-site slightly above the remedial goal.

4. TIs 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.
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No. The OU1 landfill is regularly mowed and maintained. The site is visited for inspection on a regular
basis, approximately monthly. These inspections include confirmation of site security controls, interior
road accessibility, and monitoring wells.

5. 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.

The operation of the OU2 groundwater system has been suspended since 2009. With the Institutional
Controls that are established for the site and surrounding area, the protectiveness of the remedy has not
been affected.

6. 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.

No. The groundwater monitoring program was postponed in 2020 out of abundance of caution during
the COVID epidemic. The monitoring program will be reinitiated in 2021.

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.

An Operation & Maintenance Plan is being updated for the site to optimize maintenance and sampling
activities.

1. Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding O&M activities and
schedules at the Site?

Given the elimination of radionuclides as constituents of concern and the stability of sodium in
groundwater monitoring events, optimization of the groundwater monitoring program seems
appropriate. The Operation & Maintenance Plan is intended to optimize the monitoring strategy for

future events.

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

Yes.
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FLORIDA STEEL CORP. SUPERFUND SITE
FIVE-YEAR REVIEW INTERVIEW FORM

Site Name: Florida Steel Corp.

EPA ID: FLD050432251

Interviewer name: Amanda Goyne

Interviewer affiliation: Skeo

Subject name: Killian Talley

Subject affiliation: State Agency Project
Manager

Subject contact information: Killian.Talley@dep.s

tate.fl.us

Interview date: 3/11/2021

Interview time: NA

Interview location: NA

Interview format (circle one): In Person Phone Mail Email Other:

Interview category: State Agency

1.

2.

What is your overall impression of the project, including cleanup, maintenance and reuse activities
(as appropriate)?

Positive.
What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site?

Monitoring has confirmed that area extent and magnitude of the plume has been reduced by

previous remedial activities. However, lingering exceedances and migration remain unaddressed.

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.
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.

The DEP continues to review reports (Supplemental Remedy Investigation & Groundwater

Sampling Events) and meet with EPA and PRP to discuss site conditions. Monitoring continues.

5.

6.

Are you aware of any changes to state laws that might affect the protectiveness of the Site’s remedy?
No.
Are you comfortable with the status of the institutional controls at the Site? If not, what are the
associated outstanding issues?
Yes.
Are you aware of any changes in projected land use(s) at the Site?
No.
Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding the management or
operation of the Site’s remedy?
No.
Do you consent to have your name included along with your responses to this questionnaire in the
FYR report?
Yes.

F-3


mailto:Killian.Talley@dep.state.fl.us

APPENDIX G - SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

I. SITE INFORMATION

Site Name: Florida Steel Corp Date of Inspection: 03/03/2021

Location and Region: Indiantown, Florida, Region 4 | EPA ID: FLD050432251

Agency, Office or Company Leading the Five-Year

Review: EPA Region 4 Weather/Temperature: Partly cloudy/temp in the 70's

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply)

X Landfill cover/containment ] Monitored natural attenuation
X] Access controls [] Groundwater containment
X Institutional controls [] Vertical barrier walls

X] Groundwater pump and treatment
[] Surface water collection and treatment

[] Other:
Attachments:  [_] Inspection team roster attached [] Site map attached
II. INTERVIEWS (check all that apply)
1. O&M Site Manager Luis A. Nieves Director Environment 03/03/2021

Name Title Date
Interviewed [ ] at site [_] at office [_] by phone Phone:
Problems, suggestions [_| Report attached: See Appendix F

2. O&M Staff

Name Title Date
Interviewed [ ] at site [_] at office [_] by phone Phone:
Problems/suggestions [_| Report attached:

3. Local Regulatory Authorities and Response Agencies (i.c., 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
Contact

Name Title Date Phone No.
Problems/suggestions [_] Report attached:

Agency
Contact Name
Title Date Phone No.

Problems/suggestions [_] Report attached:
Agency
Contact _

Name Title Date Phone No.
Problems/suggestions [_] Report attached:
Agency
Contact _

Name Title Date Phone No.

Problems/suggestions [_] Report attached:

Agency
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Contact

Name Title
Problems/suggestions [_| Report attached:

Date Phone No.

4.

Other Interviews (optional) [ ] Report attached:

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

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

[] Readily available
[] Readily available

] Maintenance logs [] Readily available

[] Up to date XIN/A
] Up to date XIN/A
[] Up to date XIN/A

Remarks: As built documents/drawings and other relevant documents retained by Gerdau, Ardaman

and Associates, and HSW Engineering

Site-Specific Health and Safety Plan [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [XIN/A
[] Contingency plan/emergency response plan [ | Readily available [ ] Uptodate  [X] N/A
Remarks:

O&M and OSHA Training Records [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [XIN/A
Remarks:

Permits and Service Agreements

[] Air discharge permit [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A
] Effluent discharge [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X] N/A
[] Waste disposal, POTW [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A
[] Other permits: ____ [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A
Remarks:

Gas Generation Records [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A
Remarks:

Settlement Monument Records [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A
Remarks:

Groundwater Monitoring Records X Readily available [X] Uptodate [ ]N/A

Remarks: Records on file at Gerdau, HSW Engineering, and Ardaman and Associates offices.

Leachate Extraction Records [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A
Remarks: See section D4 below.

Discharge Compliance Records

] Air [] Readily available ] Up to date XIN/A

[ ] Water (effluent) [] Readily available ] Up to date XIN/A
Remarks:
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10. Daily Access/Security Logs [] Readily available [ ] Uptodate [X]N/A

Remarks: Access to the site is limited via a locked entrance gate. Gerdau, Macallister Construction,
Ardaman, and HSW Engineering personnel enter the site to perform work related to the Consent
Agreement/ROD. FPL electrical utility personnel enter the site through the main access road to
operate/maintain an electrical substation located on the site.

IV. O&M COSTS

1. O&M Organization
[] State in-house [ ] Contractor for state
X] PRP in-house X] Contractor for PRP
[] Federal facility in-house ] Contractor for Federal facility

X Shared - Gerdau, HSW Engineering, Ardaman and Associates and Macallister Construction (site

grounds contractor). Macallister has closed the business effective 12-31-20; we are currently

interviewing contractors to assume the site grounds maintenance role. We expect to have a new site
grounds maintenance contractor in place by April 2021.

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

Original O&M cost estimate: Not available. Amounts below reported in thousands of USD. [ ]
Breakdown attached

Total annual cost by year for review period if available

From: 01/01/2018 To: 12/31/2018 $250 K ] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From: 01/01/2019 To: 12/31/2019 $225K ] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From: 01/01/2020 To: 12/31/2020 $100K [] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From: 01/01/2016 To: 12/31/2016 $120K [] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

From: 01/01/2017 To: 12/31/2017 $105K ] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost

3. Unanticipated or Unusually High O&M Costs during Review Period

Describe costs and reasons: 2020 costs impacted by COVID pandemic.

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

A. Fencing

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

Remarks: Separate six foot high galvanized chain link fencing around landfill perimeter and at
groundwater treatment equipment area in good condition with no tears nor collapsed/bent poles; access

gates operational and locked with a shackle cable and padlock. There are warning signs approximately 2
feet by 2 feet (5 in landfill area and 4 in groundwater treatment equipment area) attached to chain link

fabric approximately 5 foot above prevailing grade elevation. All signs are visible from the adjacent
access road. Signs show visible fading; new identical signs are being procured and will be installed in
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B. Other Access Restrictions

1. Signs and Other Security Measures [] Location shown on sitt map  [_| N/A

Remarks: Site entrance access gate located at intersection with SR710 and rail crossing is in good
condition, operational and locked with chain and lock. Please note that access to the site is shared with

FPL who owns/operates/maintains an electrical substation.

C. Institutional Controls (ICs)

1. Implementation and Enforcement
Site conditions imply ICs not properly implemented [JYes [X No[]N/A
Site conditions imply ICs not being fully enforced [JYes [X] No []JN/A

Type of monitoring (e.g., self-reporting, drive by): Site visits

Frequency: 2 to 3 per month
Responsible party/agency: PRP

Contact  Luis A. Nieves Director 03/03/2021 813-503-
Environment 1619
Name Title Date Phone no.
Reporting is up to date Kyes [INo [INA
Reports are verified by the lead agency [JYes [INo CIN/A

Specific requirements in deed or decision documents have been met  [X] Yes [] No CIN/A
Violations have been reported [1Yes XNo [INA
Other problems or suggestions: [ | Report attached

2. Adequacy X ICs are adequate ] ICs are inadequate LIN/A
Remarks:

D. General

1. Vandalism/Trespassing [ ] Location shown on site map X] No vandalism evident

Remarks: Site visits performed 2 to 3 times per month

2. Land Use Changes On Site X N/A

Remarks: None

3. Land Use Changes Off Site XIN/A

Remarks: None known

VI. GENERAL SITE CONDITIONS

A. Roads X Applicable  [] N/A

1. Roads Damaged [] Location shown on sitte map  [X] Roads adequate LIN/A

Remarks: Paved site access roads and unpaved roads used to access the landfill and groundwater
monitoring wells and treatment equipment area are in good condition and can support vehicular truck

traffic. Due to the change in site grounds maintenance contractor, mowing of unpaved roads, landfill and
drainage ditches is scheduled for 2q21.

B. Other Site Conditions

Remarks:
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VII. LANDFILL COVERS X Applicable [ ]N/A

A. Landfill Surface

1.

Settlement (low spots) ] Location shown on site map X Settlement not evident

Area extent: Depth: _
Remarks:

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

3. Erosion [] Location shown on site map IX] Erosion not evident
Area extent: Depth: _
Remarks:

4. Holes ] Location shown on site map ] Holes not evident
Area extent: Depth: _
Remarks: Detailed landfill cover inspection on 3-3-21 revealed the existence of two apparent animal
burrows (potentially gopher tortoises). An inspection by licensed/qualified/trained personnel will be
performed in 2g21 to confirm nature of burrows followed by appropriate corrective measures
(including animal relocation if appropriate in accordance with Florida Fish Wildlife Conservation
Commission (FWC) regulations). Additional measures to prevent entry of animals to the landfill area
will be evaluated and if appropriate implemented.

5. Vegetative Cover X Grass X] Cover properly established
[] No signs of stress [] Trees/shrubs (indicate size and locations on a diagram)
Remarks: There are no trees/shrubs on landfill cover. Most recent mowing of landfill, unpaved roads
and perimeter drainage ditch was performed in 3g20. Due to the change in site grounds maintenance
contractor, mowing of landfill cover, unpaved roads and perimeter drainage ditch is scheduled for
2q21.

6. Alternative Cover (e.g., armored rock, concrete) XIN/A
Remarks:

7. Bulges [] Location shown on site map X Bulges not evident
Area extent: Height: _
Remarks:

8. Wet Areas/Water Damage  [X] Wet areas/water damage not evident
[ ] Wet areas [] Location shown on site map ~ Areaextent:
] Ponding [] Location shown on site map Area extent:
] Seeps [] Location shown on site map Area extent:
[ ] Soft subgrade [ ] Location shown on site map Area extent:
Remarks:

9. Slope Instability [ Slides [] Location shown on site map

X] No evidence of slope instability
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Area extent:

Remarks:

B. Benches [] Applicable  [X] N/A

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

1. Flows Bypass Bench [] Location shown on site map ] N/A or okay
Remarks:

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

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

C. Letdown Channels X 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) [] Location shown on site map IX] No evidence of settlement
Areaextent: Depth: _
Remarks:

2. Material Degradation ] Location shown on site map X] No evidence of degradation
Material type:_ Areaextent:
Remarks:

3. Erosion ] Location shown on site map IX] No evidence of erosion
Areaextent: Depth:
Remarks:

4, Undercutting [ ] Location shown on site map X] No evidence of undercutting
Areaextent: Depth: _
Remarks:

5. Obstructions Type: X] No obstructions

] Location shown on site map
Size:

Remarks:

Area extent:

6. Excessive Vegetative Growth

Type: There is evidence of excessive vegetation growth
(grass) at the entry end of the letdown pipe (10 inch
PVC) and the exit of the pipe at the toe of the landfill
berm. The vegetation was cleared by hand to expose the
pipe and perform an inspection; no visible signs of
erosion or plugging was detected during the inspection
on 3-3-21. Mowing of the landfill (including top and
side berm where the letdown pipe is located) and the
perimeter ditch is scheduled for 2g21
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] No evidence of excessive growth

[] Vegetation in channels does not obstruct flow

[] Location shown on site map Areaextent:
Remarks:
D. Cover Penetrations X Applicable [ ] N/A

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

2. Gas Monitoring Probes
[] Properly secured/locked [ ] Functioning [ ] Routinely sampled [ ] Good condition
] Evidence of leakage at penetration [] Needs maintenance  [X] N/A
Remarks:

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

4, Extraction Wells Leachate
X Properly secured/locked  [X] Functioning [] Routinely sampled X] Good condition
[] Evidence of leakage at penetration [ ] Needs maintenance [ ] N/A
Remarks: Leachate collection system and leachate detection system standpipes (4 total) are closed and
secured with caps attached with stainless steel bolts. The concrete pad on which the standpipes are
located is in good condition, structurally sound with no significant cracking. The leachate level was
monitored in Sept 2018: approximate leachate depth above the HDPE liner was 0.5 feet with an
estimated volume of 60,000 gallons. Monitoring of leachate level and sampling/analysis is scheduled
for 2g21. No leachate has been removed during the review period 2016 to 2021.

5. Settlement Monuments [ ] Located [] Routinely surveyed  [X] N/A
Remarks:

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

1. Gas Treatment Facilities
[] Flaring [ ] Thermal destruction [ ] Collection for reuse
[ ] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance
Remarks:

2. Gas Collection Wells, Manifolds and Piping
] Good condition [] Needs maintenance
Remarks:

3. Gas Monitoring Facilities (e.g., gas monitoring of adjacent homes or buildings)

[ ] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance X N/A
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Remarks:

F. Cover Drainage Layer ] Applicable  [X] N/A
1. Outlet Pipes Inspected [] Functioning L1N/A
Remarks:
2. Outlet Rock Inspected [] Functioning [ IN/A
Remarks:
G. Detention/Sedimentation Ponds ] Applicable XIN/A
1. Siltation Area extent: Depth: _ LIN/A
[] Siltation not evident
Remarks:
2. Erosion Area extent: Depth: _
[ ] Erosion not evident
Remarks:
3. Outlet Works [] Functioning [IN/A
Remarks:
4. Dam [] Functioning [ IN/A
Remarks:
H. Retaining Walls [] Applicable  [X] N/A
1. Deformations [ ] Location shown on site map [ ] Deformation not evident
Horizontal displacement: _ Vertical displacement: __
Rotational displacement: ______
Remarks:
2. Degradation [] Location shown on site map [] Degradation not evident
Remarks:
I. Perimeter Ditches/Off-Site Discharge X] Applicable [ ] N/A
1. Siltation [] Location shown on site map X Siltation not evident
Area extent: Depth:
Remarks:
2. Vegetative Growth [] Location shown on site map [ IN/A
[] Vegetation does not impede flow
Areaextent: _ Type:
Remarks: Although there is no indication of significant flow impediment, there is excessive vegetation
present in the perimter drainage ditch around the landfill. Due to the change in the site grounds
maintenance contractor, mowing of the perimeter drainage ditch is scheduled for 2q21.
3. Erosion [ ] Location shown on site map X Erosion not evident
Area extent: Depth: _
Remarks:
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4. Discharge Structure [X] Functioning LIN/A

Remarks:
VIII. VERTICAL BARRIER WALLS [] Applicable  [X] N/A
1. Settlement [ ] Location shown on site map [] Settlement not evident
Area extent: Depth:
Remarks:
2. Performance Monitoring  Type of monitoring: _

[ ] Performance not monitored
Frequency: [] Evidence of breaching
Head differential:

Remarks:

IX. GROUNDWATER/SURFACE WATER REMEDIES [X] Applicable [ ] N/A

A. Groundwater Extraction Wells, Pumps and Pipelines X Applicable [ ] N/A

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

Remarks: There have been no changes to existing historical infrastructure installed in the mid 1990s
when groundwater treatment operations were commenced. Due to a wild fire event in 2008, which
destroyed cabling/pumps/sprinkler systems, the system has not been operated since that time.
Groundwater monitoring operations have continued uninterrupted.

2. Extraction System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Boxes and Other Appurtenances

[] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance

Remarks: There have been no changes to existing historical infrastructure installed in the mid 1990s
when groundwater treatment operations were commenced. Due to a wild fire event in 2008, which

destroyed cabling/pumps/sprinkler systems, the system has not been operated since that time.
Groundwater monitoring operations have continued uninterrupted.

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

Remarks: There have been no changes to existing historical infrastructure installed in the mid 1990s
when groundwater treatment operations were commenced. Due to a wild fire event in 2008, which
destroyed cabling/pumps/sprinkler systems, the system has not been operated since that time.
Groundwater monitoring operations have continued uninterrupted.

B. Surface Water Collection Structures, Pumps and Pipelines ] Applicable  [X] N/A

1. Collection Structures, Pumps and Electrical
[ ] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance

Remarks:

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

Remarks:

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

Remarks:

C. Treatment System X] Applicable [ ] N/A

1. Treatment Train (check components that apply)

[ ] Metals removal [] Oil/water separation [ ] Bioremediation
] Air stripping [] Carbon adsorbers
[ ] Filters:
[ ] Additive (e.g., chelation agent, flocculent): __
[ ] Others:
] Good condition [] Needs maintenance

[] Sampling ports properly marked and functional

[] Sampling/maintenance log displayed and up to date
[] Equipment properly identified

[] Quantity of groundwater treated annually:

[] Quantity of surface water treated annually:

Remarks: There have been no changes to existing historical infrastructure installed in the mid 1990s
when groundwater treatment operations were commenced. Due to a wild fire event in 2008, which

destroyed cabling/pumps/sprinkler systems, the system has not been operated since that time.
Groundwater monitoring operations have continued uninterrupted.

2. Electrical Enclosures and Panels (properly rated and functional)
[IN/A [ ] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance
Remarks: There have been no changes to existing historical infrastructure installed in the mid 1990s
when groundwater treatment operations were commenced. Due to a wild fire event in 2008, which
destroyed cabling/pumps/sprinkler systems. the system has not been operated since that time.
Groundwater monitoring operations have continued uninterrupted.

3. Tanks, Vaults, Storage Vessels
[IN/A [ ] Good condition ] Proper secondary containment [ ] Needs maintenance
Remarks: There have been no changes to existing historical infrastructure installed in the mid 1990s
when groundwater treatment operations were commenced. Due to a wild fire event in 2008, which
destroyed cabling/pumps/sprinkler systems. the system has not been operated since that time.
Groundwater monitoring operations have continued uninterrupted.

4, Discharge Structure and Appurtenances
X N/A [ ] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance
Remarks:

5. Treatment Building(s)
XIN/A ] Good condition (esp. roof and doorways) [] Needs repair
[] Chemicals and equipment properly stored
Remarks:

6. Monitoring Wells (pump and treatment remedy)

[] Properly secured/locked [ ] Functioning  [X] Routinely sampled  [X] Good condition
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[]Al required wells located |Z| Needs maintenance [IN/A

Remarks: In 2g21 as part of the annual groundwater monitoring event, locks on all wells will be replaced
with new locks; as needed wells will be relabeled with ID numbers and in some cases locking caps
installed and vegetation growth around the wells removed/treated to ensure well can be visually located.

D. Monitoring Data
1. Monitoring Data
X Is routinely submitted on time X] Is of acceptable quality
2. Monitoring Data Suggests:

X] Groundwater plume is effectively contained [X] Contaminant concentrations are declining

E. Monitored Natural Attenuation

1.

Monitoring Wells (natural attenuation remedy)

[] Properly secured/locked [] Functioning  [X] Routinely sampled [ ] Good condition
] Al required wells located [] Needs maintenance LIN/A

Remarks: In 2g21 as part of the annual groundwater monitoring event, locks on all wells will be replaced
with new locks; as needed wells will be relabeled with ID numbers and in some cases locking caps
installed and vegetation growth around the wells removed/treated to ensure well can be visually located.

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).

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.

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.

Opportunities for Optimization

Describe possible opportunities for optimization in monitoring tasks or the operation of the remedy.
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APPENDIX H - SITE PHOTOS

Drone photo looking south toward the Southwest Wetland; southern portion of landfill is on right in
photo; water storage tank and groundwater treatment facility are on left in photo
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Drone photo looking west across landfill toward stormwater pond
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Landfill letdown pipe located at toe of landfill berm
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Animal burrow on southeast side of the landfill



APPENDIX I - DATA REVIEW SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Table I-1: Groundwater Results through 2019 — Tier 1 Contaminants
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Table I-2: June 2019 Groundwater Results — Tier 2 Contaminants

Concentration (ugiL)

il Laws {F5) o (L) Benzene Tetrachloroethene | Vinyl Chioride

Total | Dissolved | Total | Dissolved (B) (PCE) (VC)
# Shallow Surficial Aquifer Monitor Wells
M-18 131 088U 015U 015U A, A MA
M-25 088U 0.898U 015U 0161 HA, A NA
M- 13 [EY) Q15U 0.181 MA, A NA
* Deep Surficial Aquifer Monitor Wells
M-22 088U 088U 015U 015U WA M MA
M-73 1.21 1.01 A MA 025U 050U 026U
M-80 088U 0eau MNA MNA 025U 050U 026U
M-85 MA A MA, NA i 1.! o 050U 026U
MCL 15 5 1 2 1

Mote: Concentrations that exceed sltandards are shaded and bolded.

MCL Maximum contaminant level

NA Mot analyzed

U Result is lass than the sample minimum detection limit.

| The reported value |s between the laboratory method delection kmit (MDL) and the laboralory practical guantitation
limit (PGL).

Source: Table 2 of the October 2019 Results of Groundwater Sampling Event in June 2019 for Operable Unit 2, Gerdau Ameristeel Indiantown Mill



Figure I-1: Sodium Concentrations in Shallow Surficial Aquifer Wells in June 2019
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Source: October 2019 Results of Groundwater Sampling Event in June 2019 for Operable Unit 2, Gerdau Ameristeel Indiantown Mill
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Figure I-2: Sodium Concentrations in Deep Surficial Aquifer Wells
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Figure I-3: Shallow Surficial Aquifer Trend Summary for Sodium
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Figure I-4: Deep Surficial Aquifer Trend Summary for Sodium
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Figure I-5: June 2019 Radionuclide Exceedances in Deep Surficial Aquifer Wells
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On Jan 13, 2020, at 1:49 PM, Richards, Jon M. <Richards.Jon@epa.gov> wrote:

Joydeb,

I was on a conf call in Nov, 2019, with FL’s rad health manager, and the FL Drinking Water lead, who
both confirmed they have no concerns with the radium results in a few of the groundwater wells that are
elevated above the MCL, and were determined to be slightly elevated natural background levels. This is
not uncommon for radium in groundwater in the southeast, and Florida. Both did not see any reason to
be concerned that these occasional elevated radium levels would be harmful to any future receptors, or
would cause any type of remedial action.

One of the other key lines of evidence, was determined early in 2019, that there was no apparent

source of radium from the site, which would not be uncommon from a steel mill. But, no source was
found in the remaining areas or surface, subsurface from the footprint of the site.

So, in summary, I see no reason to consider the occasional elevated Radium results in a few wells as any
current or future concern for this site.

Let me know if you need anything else,

thanks

Jon Richards

FFA RPM & Radiation Expert

US EPA R4 Superfund Division
Restoration & Site Evaluation Branch
Richards.jon@epa.gov

404-562-8648 Cell: 404-431-1340
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Figure I-7: Sediment Sample Locations
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APPENDIX J - 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 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

According to the 1994 OU-2 ROD, groundwater ARARSs include the federal and state primary drinking
water standards or MCLs. Table 8 of the OU-2 ROD set groundwater extraction and discharge standards
for three COCs: sodium, radium 226 + radium 228, and gross alpha. These COCs are also identified as
Tier 1 groundwater contaminants in Table 9 of the OU-2 ROD. As shown in Table J-1, groundwater
MCLs for the three COCs/Tier 1 groundwater contaminants have not changed since the signing of the
OU-2 ROD.

Table 9 of the OU-2 ROD also identified five Tier 2 groundwater contaminants that required continued
compliance monitoring. The OU-2 ROD identified state and federal MCLs for these Tier 2 groundwater
contaminants. As shown in Table I-1, groundwater MCLs for the five Tier 2 groundwater contaminants

have not changed since the signing of the OU-2 ROD.

The groundwater cleanup levels selected in the 1994 OU-2 ROD remain valid.
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Table J-1: 1994 OU-2 ROD ARARs and 2020 ARARs for Groundwater Contaminants

Groundwater 1994 ARARs in OU-2 ROD? 2020 ARARs ARARs

Contaminant Federal MCL | State MCL | Federal MCL | State MCL* Change
Tier 1
Sodium (mg/L) NA 160 NA 160 No change
Radium 226+228 (pCi/L) 5 5 5 5 No change
Gross alpha (pCi/L) 15 15 15 15 No change
Tier 2
Cadmium (mg/L) 0.005 0.005 0.005 0.005 No change
Lead (mg/L) 0.015 0.015 0.015¢ 0.015 No change
Benzene (mg/L) 0.005 0.001 0.005 0.001 No change
Tetrachloroethene (mg/L) 0.005 0.003 0.005 0.003 No change
Vinyl chloride (mg/L 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.001 No change
Notes:

a. Values from Tables 8 and 9 of the 1994 OU-2 ROD.

b.Federal MCLs are available at http://www.epa.gov/your-drinking-water/table-regulated-drinking-water-
contaminants#Organic (accessed 12/22/2020).

c. State MCLs are available at https://www.flrules.org/gateway/readFile.asp?sid=0&type=1&tid=17870715&file=62-
550.828.doc (accessed 12/22/2020); radionuclide state MCLs are available at
https://www.flrules.org/gateway/RuleNo.asp?title=DRINKING%20WATER%20STANDARDS.%20MONITORING
.%20AND%20REPORTING&ID=62-550.519 (accessed 12/22/2020).

d. Action level.

mg/L = milligrams per liter

pCi/L = picocuries per liter

NA = not applicable; ARAR not established

Soil

The 1992 OU-1 ROD identified a PCB soil cleanup level of 25 mg/kg based on the TSCA PCB Spill
Cleanup Policy (40 CFR, Part 761, Subpart G) for areas with restricted access. Soil with PCBs above 50
mg/kg were shipped off site to an approved disposal facility consistent with TSCA regulations. The PCB
soil cleanup level of 25 mg/kg in restricted access areas has not changed.

The 1992 OU-1 ROD identified a lead cleanup level of 600 mg/kg. The value is based on the
leachability of lead from soil into groundwater and is not ARAR-based.

Although not identified as an ARAR in the 1992 OU-1 ROD, the state of Florida developed soil cleanup
target levels (SCTLs) under Florida Administrative Code (FAC) Chapter 62-777 in February 2005.

A leachability-based SCTL for lead was not established (https://floridadep.gov/sites/default/files/1-
TechnicalReport2FinalFeb2005_0.pdf).

The direct exposure SCTL for lead is 1,200 under a commercial/industrial use scenario (400 mg/kg for
residential). The direct exposure SCTL for PCBs is 2.6 mg/kg for commercial/industrial; 0.5
for residential.


http://www.epa.gov/your-drinking-water/table-regulated-drinking-water-contaminants#Organic
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APPENDIX K - INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS

1990 and 2015 Declarations of Restrictive Covenants

1990 Declaration of Restrictive Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions

[

pecORl wneitd

: 08

8241 This Instrument Prepared By
and Should Re Raturnod tos
DENIAMIN G. WORRIS, BSQUIRE
Allen, Dwll, Frank & Trinklo
P. 0. Box 2111
Tampe, Plarida 233602-2111

DECLABNTION CF COVEHANTE,
CONDITIONS AND REGTRICTIOHS

FLORIDA STEEL CORPORATION of 1715 Cleveland Stceet,
Tampa, Florida 33606 is the owner in fee simple of the [ollowliog
desoribed raal property located In Martln County, Floridas

Parcal 1

Cormunoe at a polnt 100 fest southwestwardly measured at
right angles, Ires the canter lino of Soabosrd Coast Ldne
Rallroad Company'e maln track, sald polnt baing on tha
eaet line of eald Section 35, and run nocthwastwardly,
pavallel with eald center lipe, 500 foot: thopeso
#outhwestwardly, at right angles from the last described
courae; 700 feal to tha POINT OF DEGINNING of the parcsl
of land herelnafter descriled; theace continue
southwestwardly, aloag the last described ooures, 1300
fawt; thence northwestwardly, at cight angles from tha
laet desoribod courae and 2100 feet scuthweeiwardly from
8aid esnter lino, 13100 faatp thenos northasstwardly, at
clght angles from tho last described courea, 1300 faer;
therca southeastwardly, at right angles from tha last
describad coursa and 000 faet southwostwardly from said
canter Lime, 3300 feat to tha POINT OF BEGINNING;
contalning 98.48 acres, mere or less, and being whown
outlined in YELLOW ae Pareal "H" an print of ondated
survey prepared by Scheebka-Shiskin & Asacoclates, Ino.
W]Tzéch print ila attached herets and made a pack hereof)
f. 4

Paroel ITs

Commence at a point 100 fest southwestwardly, measured
at right angles, from Ehe center line of Beasboard Coast
Line Railroad Company‘s main track, sald point belng on
the wast line of eaid Section 35, and run
northwostwardly, parallel with aald centar line, 900 fask
Lo the POINT OF BEGIMHIEG of the parcel of lamd
hereinafter dencribed; thence continue northwestwardly,
along tha last described couree, 3300 feet; thence
nouthwentwardly, at right angles from the last deecribed
course, 700 feet; thence southeastwardly, st right angles

cusEpnle

K-1



from the last described course and BO00  feet
southwestwardlyy measursd at right angles, from said
center lina, 3300 feet; thence northeastwardly, at right
angles frcm tha last described course; 700 fest to tho
POIRT OF DEGINNING: contalning %3.03 acres, mora or lass,
and baing ehown catlined in YELLOW as Pareel *A" on print
of undated ourv prapared by Schwobko-Shiskin &
Associates, Inc., which print is attached hereto and mada
a part hereof.

This declaratlon ie for the purpose of recording the following
restrictive covenants which shall bo desmed to be covensnce running
with the above-dapcribed land (*"the Property*) and shall be
enforceable by all interested parties and all persons claiming
wndar thexn, inocloding the Grantor, the Unltoed States Bnvironmental
PFrotection A?ﬁq;, Florida Department of Environmental Regulation
and uill applicable aimilar or suweceasor regulatory bodiesm or
agenciaa .

The following restrictlons shall apply toc the Proparty herein
conveyad :

1. The Property sholl mot be used for residential purposes;

2 No day care facilities, kindergartens, playgrounds,
schoole or other facilitiss eatering to chlldcen under the aga of
alxtesn years shall be operated on the Proparty.

3. The Property shall not be ueed for swimming, flehing,
canping or hunting.

L Mo structures or Aimproveamente Iintendod for uwse for
recraational purpcoees shall be constructed or operated on the

Proparty,

5. The Property shall not b uaod for the PuTposc of -grubring
any crops to provide foed for humane or animalse.

The above restrictions ace buaing plmnﬂ an thas Fropecty In
tha intorest of %:nl:wtlnq the health and welfare of the general
public dus te socil conteminotion currently existing en pert of
soid Properey, which contamination is expected to remsin at lovels
which will, in tha viaw of the U.5. Environmental Protection Agency
and the Florlde Department of Envirommental Regulation, rander Lt
unauitable for any of the above uwsesa for a courrceptly
indeterminable pericd of tims. Said grty may howaver, be used
for commarcial, public utllity (including, without limltatlon,
alactrle tranemieslon, distribution and pevwTar gonecation
facilitien) and industrial purposas.
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AT T

FiLED

T HAVE AND T0 HOLD tho sama, togethar with all and
ningular tho a tonances thergunto belonglng or In apywleo
a rtalining, and all the estate, right, titlo, Lnterost and claim
Hg:lwm of the Grantor, elither in law or eguity, subject to the
afore=-described restrictions.

IN WITHESE WHEREOF, the FLORIDA STEEL CORPORATION has
cauded its Corporate aeal Eo ba hereunto affixed and this
instrumsnt to be signed by its duly authorlized officer the day and
year firat above written.

Bigned, soaled and dalivered
in our presence:

C{%’éumi ﬁ% _ Dyt

STATE OF PLORIDA
COURTY OF HILLEBOROUIH

I HERERY CERTIFY that on thils date bafore ma, an officer
duly authorized in tha state and county nemed "'11‘:"""%""?“ take acknow-
lmi;llgﬂnhﬂ_; parpopally eppenced Faual L4 LALE i -

o AL t'! of FLORIDA STEEL CORPURATION, this
day acknowledged belore me that he ewscuted the [oregoing
Instrunent as soch officer of eald corporation, &nd that he affixed
thereto the official seal of @ald corporation; and I further
certify that I know the sald poareon making said scknowledgement to
be the [ndivideal dapcribod in and who oxecyted the gamo.

WITHESS my hand and official oeal at Eﬁgn, County of
Hillsbgrough, and State of Plorida, this _ s5dp _ day of
FER=TI AT . 1940, FE

CRtusn £ Cin
KOTARY FUBLIC g‘
My Commisslon BE;

Marary Fuldc 3ies of : -
Wy Gormsakandcn Bl fr, 2,103 5y
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2015 Declaration of Restrictive Covenants

This instrumant preparad by and return io?

David R, Britlain, Esq.

Law Firm of Trenam Kemker

Bank of Armefica Plaza

11 E. Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 2700
Tampa, Flarida 336802

DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIVE COVENANTS

This Declaration of Restrictive Covenants (hereinafter "Declaration”) is given this
[ day of Fers! . 2015, by GERDAU AMERISTEEL US INC., a Fiorida
corporation, successor by merger to Florida Steel Corporation (hereinafier the
"GRANTOR"), having an address of 4221 W. Boy Scout Blvd., Tampa, Hillsborough
Counly, Florida to the STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION (hercinafter "FDEP" or “GRANTEE").

RECITALS

A, WHEREAS, GRANTOR is the fee simple ownar of certain real property situated
in Martin County, State of Florida, more particularly describad in Exhibit "A"
altached hereto and made a part hereof (hereinafter, the "Property”), which
consists of approximataly 150 acres,

B. WHEREAS, the Property is the site of a former steel mill operated by Florida
Steal Corporation ("FSC7), the predecessor in title and interest to AmeriStesl
Corporation ("ASC"), GRANTOR's predecessor in tite and interest, from
MNaovember, 1870 until February, 1982, af which time the steal mill was dosed,

c. WHEREAS, the Property subject to this resirictive covenant is a portion of the
property known as the Florida Steel Corporation Superfund Site ("Site"), which
the U.5. Envionmental Protection Agency ("EPA®), pursuant to section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
{"CERCLA"), 42 U.5.C, § 9605, proposed for the National Priorities List, set forth
at 40 C.F.R. Part 300, Appendix B, by publication in the Federal Reglster on
Seplember 8, 1983, al 48 Fed. Reg. 175.

D. WHEREAS, in a Record of Declsion for Operable Unit | dated June 30, 1802
{"ROD OU1"), the EPA Region 4 Regional Administrator selected a "remedial
action” for soil at the Site,

E. WHEREAS, in a Record of Decision for Operable Unit |l dated March 30, 1004
("ROD OUZ*), the EPA Reglon 4 Regional Administrator selected a “remedial

Recorded in Martin Ceunty, FL Cangiyn Timmann, Cherke of Courts D4/2202015 03:25:45 PM
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action” for wetlands and groundwater at the Site.

F. WHEREAS, the remedial action selected pursuant to ROD OU1 has been
completed on the Site.

G. WHEREAS, a remedial action selected pursuant to the ROD OUZ has been
implemented at the Site and s continuing with respect to groundwater
contamination.

H. WHEREAS, contaminants in excess of allowable concentrations for unrestricted
use will remain on portions of the Property related to groundwater after
completion of the remedial action.

I WHEREAS, it is the intent of the restrictions In this declaration to reduce or
gliminate the risk of exposure of the contaminants to the environment and to
users or cccupants of the Property and to reduce or eliminate the threat of
migration of the contaminants.

J. WHEREAS, it is the intantion 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.

K. WHEREAS, the parties hereto have agreed 1) to Impose on the Property use
restriclions as covenants that will run with the land for the purpose of protecting
human health and the environment; and 2} to grant an irevocable 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

L. WHEREAS, GRANTOR deems its 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 wiil 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 itselff, its successors, lts helrs, and
assigns, in consideration of the recitals above, the terms of the Record of Dacision | and
ll, and other good and valuable consideration, the adequacy and receipt of which is
hereby acknowledged, does hereby covenant and declare that the Property shall be
subject to the restrictions on use set forth below, which shall touch and concern and ruri
with the title of the property, and does give, grant and convey to the GRANTEE, and its
assigns, 1) an irrevocable use restriction and site access covenant of the nature and
character, and for the purposes hereinafter set forth and 2), the perpetual right to
enforce said covenants and use restrictions, with respect to the Property. GRANTOR
further agrees as follows:

Page 2
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a. The foregoing recitals are true and comect and are incorporated herein by
reference.

b. GRANTOR hereby imposes on the Property the foliowing restrictions:

1. Resfrictions on Use: The following covenants, conditions, and restrictions
apply to the use of the Property:

a. Groundwater containing constiiuents above State groundwater standards or
the groundwater cleanup standards identified in the ROD QU2 shall not be
used until such standards are met.

b. There shall be no drilling for water conducted on the Property in the area
mare particularly described on Exhiblt “B" ("Well Restriction Area"), nor shall
any wells, including monitoring wells, be installed in the Well Restriction Area
unless pre-approved by FDEP and EPA. For darity, the prior approval
restriction does not apply o uses previously approved by EPA including
without limitation, the groundwater withdrawals described in August 20, 2007
correspondence from EPA to a representative for Floridian Gas Storage
(included in Appendix 2- to Resource Report 2, a component of the
Application of Floridian Gas Storage filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (FERC) on October 31, 2007 in FERC Dockst No. CP08-13).

c. Attached as Compesite Exhibit “C", and incorporated by reference herein,
is a survey map Identifying the size and location of existing stormwater
swales, stormwater detention or retention facilities, and ditches on the
Property. Existing stormwater features within the Well Restriction Area shall
not be altered, modified or expanded without prior approval from the FDOEP
and EPA. Additionally, there shall be no construction of new stormwater
swales, stormwater detention or retention facilities or ditches in the Well
Reslriction Area withoul prior written approval from the FDEP and EPA, The
stormwater features authorized by and depicted in the Emvironmental
Resources Permit (Modification) No. EM 43-0280458-004 for the Floridian
Natural Gas Storage project constitute an alteration in the existing stormwater
features that has been preapproved by the FDEP and EPA.

d. For any dewatering activities, a plan must be submitted and approved by
FDEP and EPA to address and ensure the appropriate handling, treatment,
and disposal of any extracted groundwater that may be contaminated.

e. The Property shall only be used for commercial and/or industrial purposes.
There shall be no agricultural use of the land including forestry, fishing and
mining; no hotels or lodging; no recreational uses including amusement
parks, parks, camps, museums, zoos, or gardens; no residential uses, and no
educational uses such as elementary and secondary schools, or day care
services. These restrictions may only be modified pursuant to Paragraph 3 of

Page 3
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this Declaration. If the Property is to be used other than for commercial
andior industrial purposes, prior written approval for such other use must be
obtained from the FDEP and EPA, and may require additional response
actions,

The construction, operation, and maintenance of a public or private natural
gas storage facility, pipelines, and ancillary facilities, including, without
limitation, the Floridian Gas Storage Project authorized by the Certificata
tssued by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission [FERC] in FERC
Docket No. CP08-13, as amended and as may be amended or supplemented
subsegquent to the dale hereof, shall be considered as commercial andior
industrial processes for purposes of these restrictions,

There shall be no use of the Landfill Vault, as described in Exhibit “D"
attached hereto and made a part hereof, for any purpose, other than its use
as a landfill for materials containing contamination, without the express prior
written consent of FDEF and EPA. Additionally, there shall be no activity or
construction on, nor any improvement or alteration of, the Landfill Vault at any
time that could damage or impair its structural integrity, including without
limitation the structural integrity of the landfill cap, liner, or control structuras
or equipment, without the express prior written consent of FDEP and EPA,

. These restrictions may only be modified pursuant to Paragraph 3 of this

Declaration. For any construction activities, a plan must be submitted and
approved by FDEP and EPA to address and ensure the appropriate
management of any contaminated soil that may be encounterad.

Irrevocable Covenant for Site Access: GRANTOR hersby grants to the

GRANTEE, its agents and representatives, an irrevocable, permanent and
continuing right of access at all reasonable times to the Property subject to
reasonable security and safety protecols of GRANTOR regarding access on the
Property for purposes of:

a.

b.

Implementing the response actions in ROD OUZ;
Varifying any data or information submitted to EPA and GRANTEE:

Verifying that no action Is being taken on the Property In violation of the terms
of this instrument or of any federal or state environmental laws or regulations;

. Monitoring response actions on the Site and conducting investigations

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; and
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e. Conducting pericdic reviews of the remedial action, including but not Imited
to, reviews required by applicable statutes and/or regulations.

3. Modification: This Declaration shall not be medified, amended, or terminated
without the written consent of FDEP and GRANTOR. FDEP shall not consent to
any such modification, amendment or terminatlon without the written consent of
EPA.

4, Reserved Rights of GRANTOR: GRANTOR hereby reserves unto ilself, 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 hergin.

&. 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 undar CERCLA, the NCP, or other federal law,

6. Reserved Rights of GRANTEE: Mothing in this document shall limit or

otherwise affect GRANTEE's rights of entry and access or authority to act undar
state or fedaral law,

7. Motice Requirement: GRANTOR agrees fo include in any instrument by which
GRANTOR conveys any Interest in any portion of the Property, including but not
limited to deeds, leasss and morigages, a notice which is in substantially the
fallowing 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
axecuted, GRANTOR must provide GRANTEE and EPA with a certified true
copy of said instrument redacted for any commercially sensitive or commarcially
proprietary information and, if it has been recorded in the public land records, its
recording reference.

a. Administrative Jurisdiction: FDEP or any successor state agency having
administrative Jurisdiction over the interests acquired by the State of Florida by

this instrument is the GRANTEE. EPA is a third party beneficiary to the interests
acquired by the GRANTEE.

Page 5
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10.

1.

12.

13.

Enforcement: The GRANTEE shall be entitled to enforce the terms of this
instrument by resort to specific performance or legal process. These restrictions
may also be enforced in a court of competent jurisdiction by any other person,
firm, corporation or governmental agency that has standing to do so under
Florida law. All remedies available hereunder shall be in addition to any and all
other remedies at law or in equity, including CERCLA. It Is expressly agreed that
EPA is not the reciplent of a real property interest but is a third party benefictary
of the Declaration of Restrictive Covenants, and as such, has the right of
enforcement. Enforcement of the terms of this instrument shall be at the
discration of the entities listed above, 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 any subsequent breach of the same or any other term, or of any of the
rights of the GRANTEE under this instrument.

Damages: GRANTEE shall be enfitled to recover damages for violations of the
terms of this insirument, or for any injury to the remedial action, to the public or to
the environment protected by this instrument, as permitted under applicable law.

Waiver of certain defenses: GRANTOR hereby waives any defense of laches,
estoppel, or prescription.

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 lawiul right and power to sell and convey it or any interest
therein, that the Property is free and clear of encumbrances, except those nated
on Exhibit “E" attached herato and made a part hereof.

Notices: Any nofice, 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 addrassed as follows:

To GRANTOR: To GRANTEE:

Gerdau Ameristesl US Inc. Director, Division of Waste Management
¢/o Gerdau — Tampa Office FDEP M.5. 4505

4221 W, Boy Scout Boulevard, 2600 Blair Stone Road

Suite 600 Tallahassee, FL 32389

Tampa, FL 33607
Attn: Legal Department

To EPA:

.S, EPA, Region 4
Waste Management Division

Page &
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14.

15.

Superfund Remedial and Technical Services Branch
Section Chief, Section D

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

Recording in Land Records: GRANTOR shall record this Declaration of

Restrictive and Affirmative Govenants in timely fashion in the Official Records of
Martin County, Florida, with no encumbrances other than those noted in Exhibit
“E", and shall rerecord it at any time GRANTEE may require to presarve its
rights. GRANTOR shall pay all racording costs and taxes necessary to record
this document in the public records.

General Provisions:
a. Confrolling 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 laws of the State of Florida.

. 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 pravision valid shsll be favered over any interpretation that would render it
Invalid.

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
circumslances other than those to which it is found to be invalid, as the case
may be, shall not be affected thereby.

. Enlire Agreement: This Instrument sats forth the entire agreement of the

parties with respect to rights and restrictions created hereby, and supersedes
all prior discussions, negofiations, understandings, or agreements relating
thereto, all of which are merged herain,

. No Forfeiture: Nothing contained herein will result in a forfeiture or reversion

of GRANTOR's title in any respact.

Jaint ation: If there are two or more parties identified as GRANTOR
herein, the obligations imposed by this instrument upon them shall be joint
and sevearal.

- Successors: The term "GRANTOR", wherever used herein, and any pronouns

used in place thereof, shall include the persons andfor entities named at the

Page 7
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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 andfor entities named at the beginning of this document,
identified as "GRANTEE" and their personal representatives, hairs,
suUccessors, and assigns. The rights of the GRANTEE and GRANTOR under
this instrument are freely assignable, subject to the notice provisions hereof.

h. 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,

i. Counterparis; The parties may execute this instrument in two or more
counterparts, which shall, in the aggregate, be signed by both parties; each
counferpart 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 foraver.

[Signature pages fo follow.]

Page 8

CFN# 2510677 OFFICIAL RECORDS BK 2778 PG 414 PAGE 8 OF 22

K-11



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, GRANTOR has caused this Agreement to be signed in its
name.

Executed this £ & day of ﬂ:?ﬁ' [ . 2015,
GRANTOR:

GERDAU AMERISTEELUS INC., a Florida
Corporation -~

By acilE
afier & wrs AT T ——

As its: President DIRE CToIL, ENVIRDUYAMENT

Address: FPo Box (328 Tauba, A 3363 |

DAvip R RpaTany  d4-E-15
Print Mame Date

S
Rathryn 11 Matyaiak ‘f,’_’r/fﬁ

Print Narmie i Date

STATE OF FL ‘ A

COUNTY OF ravah

|7 itecknt Eavtgmmen ™
On this ﬂday of &h; . 2015, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for
the = State of Florida, ' duly commissioned ]"“ and sworn, personally eppeared
Luis B Miedes  , known to be the deatol Gerdau Ameristeel US Inc., a Florida
corparation, the corporation thal executed the faregolng instrument, and acknowledged the said
instrumeant to be the free and voluntary act and deed of said corporation, for the uses and
purposes therein menlioned, and on ocath stated that they are authorized to execute said
instrument. He is personally known OR had produced identification X . Type
of identification produced C :

Witness my hand and official seal hereto affixed the day and

Printed Motary Name
Commission No.: £E 144544

My Commission Expires: |1 /o¥ |15

Page 5
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FLORIDA DEFARTMEMNT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Approved as to form by Florida Departmeant By: : |
Of Environmental Protection, Offica of i } /
General Counsel: & v

Pl

LA
Toni Sturtevant, Sr. Asst. General Counsel
Office of General Counsal Dept. of Environmental Protection
Division of Waste Manageamant
2600 Blairstone Road

Tallahasses, FL 32359-2400
Signed, sealed, and delivered in
in the presence of:

| e L.
inmss Signatu Signature

Metod Soboson—— Shae. Shoras

y Ll ot/ 14/ 208
Dae =~ Date ||
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF LEON
On this /¥ _day of AR/ , 2015, befors me, the undersigned, a Notary Public

in and for the State of Florida, duly commigsioned and swom, personally appaarad JORGE
CASPARY, known to ba the Division Director, Division of Waste Management of the Florida
Department of Environmental Pratection, the State Agency thal executed the foregoing
instrument, and acknowledged the said instrument to be the free and voluntary act and deed of
said Agency, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, and on oath stated that he is
authorized to exscute said document.

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

F e gt :
* » : , 2018 .
W, e QDeeeer 7o

Notary Public in and for the
State of Florida
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Attachments:

Exhibit A Legal Description of the Property

Exhibit B Well Restriction Area

Composite Exhibit C Survey Map, Existing Stormwater Facilities

Exhibit D Legal Description of the Landfill Vault

Exhibit E Existing Liens and Encumbrances on the Praperty
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EXHIBIT A
Legal Description of the Property
PARCEL A:

A PORTION OF SECTION 26 & 35, TOWNSHIP 32 SOUTH, RANGE 38 EAST,
MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE FPARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS
FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT A POINT 100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE CENTERLINE OF THE SEABQARD COAST LINE
RAILROAD COMPANY MAIN TRACK, SAID POINT BEING ON THE EAST LINE OF
SAID SECTION 35; THENCE RUN NORTHWESTERLY ALONG A LINE PARALLEL
TO AND 100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES
TO, THE AFORESAID CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK FOR 900.00 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE PARCEL OF LAMD HEREINAFTER
DESCRIBED; THENCE CONTINUE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE LAST
DESCRIBED COURSE FOR 33010.00 FEET; THENCE RUN SOUTHWESTERLY AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE FOR 700.00 FEET: THENCE
RUN SOUTHEASTERLY AT RIGHT ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE
AND 800.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES TO,
THE CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK FOR 3300.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
NORTHEASTERLY AT RIGHT ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE FOR
700.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, ALL LYING AND BEING IN MARTIN
COUNTY, FLORIDA,

CONTAINS: 2,310,000 SQUARE FEET OR 53.03 ACRES MORE OR LESS.
AND

PARCEL B:

A PORTION OF SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 39 SOUTH, RANGE 38 EAST, MARTIN
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT A POINT 100,00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE CENTERLINE OF THE SEABOARD COAST LINE
RAILROAD COMPANY MAIN TRACK, SAID POINT BEING ON THE EAST LINE OF
SAID SECTION 35; THENCE RUN NORTHWESTERLY ALOMNG A LINE PARALLEL
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TO AND 100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT RIGHT ANGLES
TO, THE AFORESAID CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK FOR 900.00 FEET;
THENCE RUM SOUTHWESTERLY AT RIGHT ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED
COURSE FOR 700.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING OF THE PARCEL OF
LAND HEREINAFTER DESCRIBED; THENGE CONTINUE SOUTHWESTERLY
ALONG THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE FOR 1300.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
MORTHWESTERLY AT RIGHT ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE AND
2100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF THE AFORESAID CENTERLINE OF THE
MAIN TRACK FOR 3300.00 FEET; THENCE RUN NORTHEASTERLY AT RIGHT
ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE FOR 1300.00 FEET; THENCE RUN
SOUTHEASTERLY AT RIGHT ANGLES TO THE LAST DESCRIBED COURSE AND
800.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF THE AFORESAID CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN
TRACK FOR 3300.00 FEET TC THE POINT OF BEGINNING, ALL LYING AND
BEING IN MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA.

CONTAINS: 4,200,000 SQUARE FEET OR 98.48 ACRES MORE OR LESS

LESS AND EXCEPT

A PORTION OF SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 38 SOUTH, RANGE 38 EAST, MARTIN
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMEMCE AT A POINT 100,00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE CENTERLINE OF, THE SEABOARD COAST LINE
RAILROAD COMPANY MAIM TRACK, SAID POINT BEING ON THE EAST LINE OF
SAID SECTION 35, THENCE RUN NORTH 53°39'47" WEST ALONG A LINE
PARALLEL TO AND 100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE AFORESAID CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK A
DISTANCE OF 902.85 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THOSE LANDS
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOCK 324 PAGE 2220, PUBLIC RECORDS
OF MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE SOUTH 36°2013" WEST ALONG THE
EAST LINE OF SAID LANDS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE
2220, A DISTANCE OF 700.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
LANDS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2220, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THOSE LANDS DESCRIBED IN
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207; THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH
36°20M13" WEST ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THOSE LANDS DESCRIBED IN
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207, A DISTANCE OF 1300.00 FEET:
THENCE NORTH 53°39°47" WEST, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THOSE LANDS
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207,SAID LINE ALSO
BEING 2100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF AND PARALLEL TO THE AFORESAID
CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK, A DISTANCE OF 822 46 FEET TO THE FOINT
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OF BEGINNING; THENGE CONTINUE ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THOSE LANDS
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207, NORTH 53°3947"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 519.85 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTH LINE,
NORTH 36°21'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 565.48 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 53°38'32"
EAST, A DISTANGE OF 476.88 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 03°08'15" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 115,22 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 36°20"13" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
178.5 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 64°17"16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 65.41 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 36"20'41" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 240.08 FEET, TO THE POINT
OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 6.85 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.
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EXHIBIT B
Well Restriction Area
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COMPOSITE EXHIBIT C
Survey Map, Existing Stormwater Facilities
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EXHIBIT D
Legal Description of the Landfil Vault

A PORTION OF SECTION 35, TOWNSHIP 35 SOUTH, RANGE 38 EAST, MARTIN
COUNTY, FLORIDA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

COMMENCE AT A POINT 100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT
RIGHT AMGLES TO, THE CENTERLINE OF, THE SEABOARD COAST LINE
RAILROAD COMPANY MAIM TRACK, SAID POINT BEING ON THE EAST LINE OF
SAID SECTION 35; THEMCE RUN NORTH 53°39'47" WEST ALONG A LINE
PARALLEL TO AND 100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF, AS MEASURED AT
RIGHT ANGLES TO, THE AFORESAID CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK A
DISTANCE OF 902 B5 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF THOSE LANDS
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324 PAGE 2220, PUBLIC RECORDS
OF MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE SOUTH 36°20'13" WEST ALONG THE
EAST LINE OF SAID LANDS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE
2220, A DISTANCE OF 700.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
LANDS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2220, SAID POINT
ALSO BEING THE NORTHEAST CORMER OF THOSE LANDS DESCRIBED IN
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207; THENCE CONTINUE SOUTH
36°20™3° WEST ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THOSE LANDS DESCRIBED IN
OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207, A DISTANCE OF 1300.00 FEET:
THENCE NORTH 53°39'47" WEST, ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THOSE LAMDS
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207,SAID LINE ALSO
BEING 2100.00 FEET SOUTHWESTERLY OF AND PARALLEL TO THE AFORESAID
CENTERLINE OF THE MAIN TRACK, A DISTANCE OF 822 .46 FEET TO THE POINT
OF BEGINMNING; THENCE CONTINUE ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THOSE LANDS
DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 324, PAGE 2207, NORTH 52°3g47"
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 519,65 FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTH LINE,
NORTH 36°21'30" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 565.46 FEET: THENCE SOUTH 53°38'32"
EAST, A DISTANCE OF 476.88 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 03°08'15" EAST, A
DISTANCE OF 115.22 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 36°20"13" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
178.5 FEET; THENCE SQUTH 64°17'16" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 65.41 FEET:
THENCE SOUTH 38°20°41" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 240.08 FEET, TO THE POINT
OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 6.88 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.
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EXHIBIT E
Existing Liens and Encumbrances on the Propery
1. Real estate taxes and assessments for the year 2015 and thereafter.

2, Zoning and other governmental land use restrictions, limitations, and prohibitions.

3. Ordinance Mo. 368, recorded in Officlal Records Book 840, page 1383;
Resolution No. 87-8.13, recorded in Official Records Book 1260, page 129;
Resolution No. 97-8.12, recorded in Officlal Records Book 1260, page 143; and
Resolution No. 02-8.43, recorded in Official Records Book 1685, page 40, all of
the public records of Martin County, Florida.

4. Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restriclions, recorded in Official
Records Book B73, page 10186, of the public records of Martin County, Florida.

5. Easement in favor of Florida Power & Light Company, recorded in Official
Records Book 977, page 2234, of the public records of Martin County, Florida.

6. Access Easement Agreement by and between Florida Steel Corporaticn, a
Florida corporation and Florida Power & Light Company, a Florida corporation,
recorded in Official Records Book 977, page 2239, of the public records of Martin
County, Florida.

7. Notice to Subsequent Purchasers of Right-of-‘Way Easemant in favor of Florida
Power & Light Company, recorded in Official Records Book 977, page 2248, of
the public records of Martin Gounty, Florida.

B. Motice of Recordation of Certified Copy of Consent Degres and Notice of
Obligation to Provide Access, recorded in Official Records Book 1023, page 550,
of the public records of Martin County, Florida.

9. Notice of Recordation of Certified Copy of Consent Degree and Notice of
Obligation to Provide Access, recorded in Official Records Book 1116, page
2250, of the public records of Martin County, Florida.

10. Option Agreement by and between Gerdau Ameristeel US Inc., a Florida
corporation and Floridian Natural Gas Slorage Company, LLC, a Delaware
limited liabllity company, a Memorandum of Option Agreement being recorded in
Official Records Book 2196, page 1830, as amanded by: Amended and
Restated Memorandum of Option Agreemant, recorded in Official Records Book
2380, page 2089; Second Amended and Restated Memorandum of Option
Agreement, recorded in Official Records Book 2518, page 2827; Third Amended
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and Restated Memorandum of Option Agreement, recorded in Official Records
Book 2653, page 935; and Third Amendment to Real Property Option
Agreement, recorded in Official Records Book 2653, page 841, all of the public
records of Martin County, Florida,

11.Resolution Mumber 08-5.1 (Regarding Master/Final Site Plan Approval for
Floridian Natural Gas Storage Company, LLC., with a Cerificate of Public
Facilities Reservation) recorded in Official Records Book 2340, page 301, as
affected by Martin County, Florida Development Order Change Regarding a
Timetable Extension for Floridian Natural Gas Storage Company, LLC., recorded
in Official Records Book 2389, page 2277, both of the public records of Martin
County, Florida.

12.Unity of Title, recorded in Official Records Book 2350, page 98, of the public
records of Martin County, Florida.

13.Receipt of Notification, recorded in Official Records Book 2574, page 857, of the
public records of Martin County, Florida.

14.Notice of Department of the Army Permit, recorded in Official Records Book
2618, page 2109, of the public records of Martin County, Florida,
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Zoning Map
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Grant of Easement for Downgradient Property
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GRANT OF EASEMENT

THIS INDENTLTRE, muads m:;ﬂ'ﬂa‘n}- of July, 2000, berwegn, LINDA M., POST and
DAVID A. RALICKI, Individoally and as Successor Trostees of the ROXBERT M. POST, JR.,
MARITAL TRUST, ander agreemend dated Augost &, 1999, whose post office address is 1235 SE
Indham Steeel, Suite 102, Stuard, Florida 34984, Grastor, and, INDIANTODWN COMPANY, TNC., =
Florids Corperaton, whose post ollice address is PO, Box 397, Indiantown. Florida 54940, Grantee:

WHEREAS, the Gramlor is svized in es simple and in possession of the lands describsed hereing

WHEREAS, Grantor has agreed in considerstion of the sum of "Usn k0 100 (510,00 Dollars and
ather good and waluable consideration (0 prant o Grantes, and by all other persons claiming by, through
or undar Grantor, or Grantor's predecessors in title, or belrs, assipos or lepal reprosentatives by virtus of
any desds of codvveyanee o e land described in the afached exhibit, a non-exclisaive perpeionl
ensement over the land deseribed (o the attached exbibil, for the purposes and in the monner sxpressed
Enerfow;

HNOW, THTIS TNDERMTIIRE WiITMESSETH:

That, in pursuance of this agreement and in consideration of the sum of Ten w100 (510,00
Diollars and other good and veluable consideration, recelpt of which iz ackiowhedged, Grantor grants
unto Cirantes, its succespors and assigne, and to all others likely situnted as above dereribed;

Full avnd firge righl of Granlew, its sucoessors and assigns, and licensees, in cormmon with all
persons having the like right, at all times hereafter, for all purpeses connected with the use, malnienance,
replaccment, wxlension, or improvement of the water and sewage mains and appurienances, water and
sewage service lines, sewaps pumping stations, or other improvemesnts for the purpasass of providing
wabisr and sewage service amd (o pass and repazs over the described property for such porpeosaca.

The propery which is the subject of this non-exclusive perpetual ensement is deseribed as
Fiallirws ;

HEE EXHIBIT "A"™
EURIECT FROFPERTY IS COMMERCIAL AND NOM-HOMES TEAD.

T HAYE AWD TO FIOLLY the easement horchy pranted unlo Grantee, its successars and
assigns and these Hkely sinated as described above,

Page -1
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H i urdemstood and the essement is given upen the express undemstanding and condition that it
may ke wsed by Geantes, and Grantor's suseeszans unil asigns in conjusction witl the use of Gramstes, its
succeasors and assigns and others likely silunted, provided Grastee's nees for the afercdeseribed purposes
are not disharbad or imterfersd with in anyway. Grantor shall not constroet any building, permanerit
structure or ohstructien aver or on the easenwent as te interfers with the Gmntes's use or enjoyment al ar
access W the casement, provided howewver, that nane of the rights granted heosin ko Grantes shall prohibic
Crramvtor from the use or enjoyment of the sascment for the pusposes of providing ingress and egress 1o
ary atjoining property of Cramtor. Grantor shall rot adopt or place of recard any restrictions or
cuwsnants an fle easemant that shall unreasonably inberiers with Grantee’s use and enjoyment of the
EASCIEAL.

Although Ciranlee hes cunsirucied facilities located within the easement ares or will da so in the
Futurs, it agreed that from and afer the date hereof, the Grantee and Granfee's successors and nssigns will
i e weay will be hound to improve, maintain ar construct water or sewer service lines or sewags
PUMEINE stations ar ather fmpravements Tar the purpose of providing water of sewar servied to th
properly ar i keep them in cepair, iwor does Grantor, of Grantors heirs and asslgna assume any [iabillcy
ar responsdbiliny to Grantes, i3 sncecasors and assigns, or any person wsing the Tand by imvitation,
cupreased or implicd, or by rensan of any business conducted with Grantee, its successioms and assigns, or
otherwiss,

LN WITHESS WHEREOF, Grantor has hereusto sot Grastor's hand and scal the day and
Sipned, scaled and deliv

wear firs! written abovie.
ROBERT M. FOST, TR, REVOCABLE
o i
el £ kg -
-~ By iJ.-p":. ﬁ "fé.:f
Pristet Nare _ Qo ddeme 8 J3 o Iﬂﬁin{. POST, Individually and s

R Co-Trates

Prifted Heime

ETATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF FARTIN
# .;wf} pery
THERERY CERTIFY thnt om this Q'ﬁr day of et before me, personally appeancl
LIMDA b FOST ad DAYID A BALICK] who { are persanally known tome or |} have
produeed a8 tentification, and wehi crcsuted the f it and

nckmawledzed befors me thor they executsd the same. T

&

{Uficial Seal)

Matary Bublic - State of Florida
Prigles] barmr:
Bl cotmnbaion cagics

Page -2-
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Signed, sealed amd delivered
in the prosence of!

o i .
Closgl Baker. o S Rdabl
m--mmrwﬂeﬁ'f-’f . %‘K&L IRIS . WALL

i e g g S iy oo b et

A
Priered Mame r"d{":.:_'_}sf_i;fr-‘.r.-" I'JI.-d.J_r.-f.-fE-‘Jfft:

S5TATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF MARTIN

| HEREBY CERTIEY that on this ,{E"’“dn:, of August, 2009 before me, persannlly nppearsd,
IRIS P, wWALL, wha | ufr} is personally knewn to me or {49 has produced
43 identification. snd who executed the faregning instrument and acknewl=dged befiore me hal ey
executed the zame,

(Official Seal) ff_“:r.ﬂ’..{xfr W;gé;dﬂfﬁﬂ_,
Motary Pubfjc - State M‘._.Flrn i
iﬁ.”'“”'““nli"'t‘ﬁ‘c’t; st anel LAE DL | i
¢ -3
Book2468/Page926 CFN#2225138 Page 3 of 7

K-29



EXHIBIT “&"

RETNQ Enuwn re o pantion of lued lying in Secgions 26, 27, 34, 35 and 30, Townslip 39 South,
Henge 34 East, Mantin County, Florish, wnd being more partcolarly deacribed a3 fiol loo:

COMMERCIBG af the sutheast snraes of Boction 36; thenoe 5 B9 57307 W slong the south
tine of sald Section 36 & distance of 3, 761,54 feet 10 the POMT AND PLACE OF BEGRNING:
hmnce § AR50 W along subd sowh Restinn ling a divance of 2,583.35 f2ef ux the soathwas:
commer of sald Sectin: 36 anda ten ineh irom pipe fiwed: thenee 5 8973902 W along te syuth
Fing ol Sertion 35 a distance of 2,660,135 Tecl o o poind; thencs M 00733101 " E sleng lands of or
formerty of J.A. Slay & distsmcs of G549, 17 faet 0o 0 poiss; e § BP0 T W klong Gands
o farmerly of )&, Elay n dismmos of 133050 (et 1o 3 point; thenzs S 00~ 3043 %' alomg landa
ilor fomery of JLA. Sloy o dissmee of $14, 16 feet 00 B poiot; theace § SE'2WT" W s distence
0l 204 5% ezl L w podte on the soo line of Rezlion 15; thence 5§ B9=30° 37 W alomg sald south
I u diance af |,178.27 fee 10 @ peint, and the smurbeast corer of Section 4; thenee 5
HUIE 3" W dlong P mouth line of Seciion 38 o Fetance of 2 860,13 fieet 1 & eximi; thence N
0% 447" E akoag |ads of or Rrmedy of Alcoma Groves a distanse of L3380 feet to w paind;
thenice & 893130 W aloeg (ends of o fsrmerdy of Alcoma Gimves 2 distancs of 178,90 fod.
103 poies, hencs W 36" 0SB 4 discancs of 5,271.77 forl o a peiny thener 5 55509157 e
distinee of L0 fret o2 & poind; thence S S6°2142° W akeg lands of or famerly of Caulicns
e a Gatance ol | 50000 fieet 10 @ puing; themee & 13°37 15" F g distemos of 507973 forl o a
poist i & ofe: inch inm pips fomd; thence I 167 1143° E along linds of or formeely ef Fleeidy
S| Corporuizon & distence of 1,306 00 fioel 10 a piink; thenen 5 55599°15" E o diptsnne of

£ J3U.78 fizel W w poane; dhonoe § 36° 20085 W n distanoe of 00,00 fort 10 & poine; S 3
175915 E a dinance of L3 1K £8 sl 10 the PODNT AND FLACE OF BEODNTHG:
comidining 711370 weres, mare o less, accoeding m sarvey and pla thereaf prapared by Swven
4. Beirwn, Frofessional Lend Sureeynr, egistratinn M2, 3049, said plot belng datd Sepoember
20, 1598, lan revioed 0 e | LOEA, [neaip 3 heerin by r=fie h

Lews ! arady lying weithin Paresly [ and 0 a5 Boliows
Paeel 1:

A portion of Sectiozs 34 and 35, Touwnstop 39 Sasth, Fange 38 Eant, wwrs parconbarty dessribed

a1 Faltaws

Beglo w tha Snwiheast cormes of amd Section 34, kaving a prid cooedinec of =857, 746,240,
¥-RRAI41, 540 Sased urs the WAL 27 Datum of tha Florida Stne Plany Coorndinae Sysiem Bast
Zone; thence 5 B9 S g 40 mivmes 53 sezonds W, tlong the Bouth boundary of sid Seccon
4, n distanoe of 200,00 feet; thence (| Stgrees |9 mamuies 07 seeands &, 50,01 feet 00 & line
0.0 Teet Marth of s paraliel with s Section line; themee § B9 degrees. 80 mizuiss 51
ﬂmw,ﬂmguﬂ]dpﬂlldli--aﬂﬁ.“lmwtpﬁunﬂn]hscbnlﬂtrm'h
Sopreeral coe-quarter (AW 1% of mid Section 34; oy N (M) desgrees 16 miniries 27 seoemds
L, along 3abd Erst buuwsdary, 2063 fisst; thencs M §7 degrees 54 miirates (i sacands E, 2445, 50
fewt, famze W 34 dejgrees 07 minwes 50 senonds E, 1931.82 Tot; fhmce: I GE dgroes 45
mfnulwiﬁmmlﬁaﬂ-ﬁMmm.\ljﬁ-d&ﬁr—aﬂmﬂmﬂ.mx el
tecoe N 72 desgrees 14 minaben 17 soconds B, 126 47 feet; thener ™ 14 dagress 07 mizytos, 511
sezonids B 33002 feed; thenee N 37 degrees 16 minues 37 Sencads E, LURIT foet b 3 pdel in
m:&mmydﬂmmmmwhmmhuzl.m@um,uf
ihe whlltﬂ;wdld}hmtmx}.ﬂmdumﬂﬂd-m A rrdevrey |5 seconds E,
ding s mutherly bocrdaey 30007 feet; thenee § 17 dagrees 16 slautes 27 saconds w,
418,75 feer. thesie 5 34 degreos U7 ménunes 50 wecoads W, 329170 fomt; theree 5 65 degrees 57
Imaite L aecans B, 1749 f %o w poimt oo the Eoit boundary of said Section M thenes 5 O
degrees 16 mimutes 16 wecunds W, elong said Fied bomndary 226 63 Tiepl 4o e Podnw ol
Bepinning.

4l lands lying in Mertin Cesinty, Florida.
Pzl 11

Alk of the Platof TNTH AMTOWN COOENERATION FRENECT LD, s dummribed ki the Flat
bereol rocomded in Plar Boak 13, Fege 13, of the Public Eacods of Mutin Coraacy, Flavida,

ALRT DESCRIBED A8 FOLLOWS:
DESCRIFTION: TRACTS "A" AND =0

A PARCEL OF L AN LYING TN SFCTICNS 26, 27, 34 AND 35, TOWNSHIF 39 SOHTTH,
WAMUE 33 EAST, MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA, SAIL PARCE. BEING MORE
PARTICULARLY DHESURIBED A5 FOLLOWY:

Book2468/Page927 CFN#2225138 Page 4 of 7
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! FROA THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF BAID SECTION 35, BEAR NORTH 00" 1476°
EAST ALONL THE WEST LINE OF SAID SECTHON 35, A DISTANCE OF 0,01 FEET TO
THE FOTNT OF BEGINMIFNG OF THE HERETN DESCRIBED PARCEL OF LANIY,
THENCE FROCEED MORTH 65757 54" WEST, A DISTAMCE OF 91,37 FEET; THESCE
SOLTH 37 1740" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 561.20 FEET: THENCE SU4TH 65°E6727"
EAST, A DISTAMCE OF 5164 FEET T & FOMNT FOR FUTURE REFERFSTE. “A%;
THERCE SOUTH 24 07 % WEST, A RSTANCE OF RO TEET, THERCE NORTH
GEFIETTT WEST, A DISTAMCE OF £5.35 FERT. THENCE MORTH 587 740° WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 1798.18 FEET, THENCE MORTH 76" 84217 WEST, A DISTAMCE OF
39600 FEET, THEMCE MORTH 5E° | 740 WEST, A HETANCE OF 755,68 FAET TO THE
POINT OF CURVATURE OF 4 CURVE CONCAVE T THE EAST, [LAYING A RADHUS
OF 540,00 FEET; THENCEHORTHERLY ALONG THE ARG OF SATD CURYE THROUGH
A CENTRAL AMGLE OF 2E"5T1RK°, A DISTANCE OF 32343 FEET: THENCE NORTH
SE 1740 WEST, 4 MSTANCE GF L6.0% FEET TO THE POINT OF CUEYATURE OF A
CURYE QONCAVE 10 THL EAST, HAYNGA A RATIILS OF 27000 FENT: THENCE
MORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANOLE OF
WLEIATE", A DISTANCE OF 4459 FEET TO THE POINT OF TANGEMOY; THEMCE
RORTH 3 20ra%” EAST, A DISTAMCE OF 27,14 FEET TO A POINT 0M A CURVE
CONCAVE TU THE EART, HaVING A FADIUS OF 640.00 FEET WHOSE CONTER
BEARS ROITH B0 25717 EAST, THENCE NORTHEERLY ALORG THE AR OF AT
CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLLOF 2646'16%, A TISTANCE OF 299,02 FEET:
THEHCE HORTH 33°I9'15" WEST. A DISTANCE OF L.40 FEST, THENCE MC&TH
B5AMAE" FAST, A DISTANCE GF 501470 FEET TO A PFOHNT O THE WEST
TLITHT-CI-WAY LIME OF THE C8X TRANMSPORTATION [NC. RATLROAD, THENCE
SONITH 53 °5%1 5 EAST ALONG SAID RAR ROAT RIGHT.OF. WAY, A DISTANCE OF
1000 FEETT, THENCE SCAITH 36° 35045 WEST, & DIETANCE GT 200000 FEET,
THENCF BOUTH 353515 EART, A DISTAMCE OF 2628 26 FEET; THENCL § 371627
WEST, A DIRTANCE OF 440,07 FEET; THEMCE SOUTH M 0750 WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 33002 FEET, THENCE 5 72°24'17* WEST, A NSTANCE OF 124,47 FEET; THENCE
SOUITH 1671045 WEST, A DISTAMCE OF 156,23 FEET, THENCE S0TTH DE*45 368"
WEET, A LISTANCE OF $19 86 FEET, THENCE SOUTH 24 *07 507 WEST, 4 THETAMCE
OF 1325.00 FEET, THENCE NORTH 667179a° WEST, a METANCE OF 2810 FERT TO
THE POIKT £1F BEGINNING OF THE HERETN DESCRIBED PARCEL 0F LAND,

TOIETHER 'WITH THE FOLLOWEG DESCRIBED FARCEL OF LAMD:

COMMENCE AT T1E APOREMENTICHED REFERENCE POMINT "A”; THENCE
PROCEELY SOUTH 65" 1627" BaST, A DISTANCE OF 30001 FEET TO THE POINT OF
BLGINKING OF THE JIEREIN DESCRIPED FARCEL OF LANT; THENCL COMTINGE
ACAUTH 65" 14727 EAST, A DIETAMCE G0 543,90 FEET; THIIMGE S00UTH TPy
FART, A DLSTANCE OF 28233 FEET MORE OB LESS TO 4 WINT 04 THE
HORTHWEST LINE OF 3 W. FARM ROAD AS HOW LAID OUT AWD N USE; THENCE
SOATTH 4472007 WEST ALONG SAID MORTHWEST LINE, A DESTANCE OF 214,13
FELT T THE POIKT O0F CLSP UF A CURVE DORNCAYE TO THE WEST, [LAY NG &
RADILE OF 7000 FEIT, WHOSE CENTER BEARS MORTEL 4] 1643 WEST; THEMCE
MORTHERL'Y ALDNG THR ARC OF SAID CURVE THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE 0OF
125*2935%, A DISTANCE OF 153 32 FEET TG THE POINT OF TANGENCY: THENCE
MIRTH Y7°0028" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 97,58 FEET, THERCE KORTH 45 *1517
WEST, A DISTANCE OF 951 36 FEET; THEKCE NORTH 24%0750° EAST. A DISTANCE

EF ]I;l}.l]u FEET T0 THE POINT OF BEGIWNTNG OF THE HERETW BESCRIBED PARCEL
T LAMLL

SA10 FPARCELS TOOETHER CORNTAINING 240 40 ACRES, RIORE OR, LESS,

logedier widl all of Chantery’ right, tithe and intsest in and b that cerios Basemesd, more
parsitularly dezeribed in Official Recoeds Book 704, Page 868, of e Pobiic Reconds of M,
Cenanty, Flotide, over the fulloaing desibed pamel:

All Bt oeriain T brng knowm 6 8 parckon. of Susctions 26 and 27, Townahip 39 South, Hange
14 Baat, Muiin Coveey, Flondo, sor: puticaled y described o Sullowes:

COMMERCTNG al the sowleun comer of Ssesion 3 Towoshin 19 South, Rangs 38 Ean; fence.
FFE51 1 W aling the aouth line of Section 36 a dursnce 0f 917,60 o 10 4 print of
arersection wilh e west right of ey of C5X Trpspororion: e B F17 318" W o smod
right of wy o distnce of 11,515.45 frt %0 the FLACE DF BEGINRING, thense contingng along
sead west dght o way N £1755017 W o disteee of 100,00 fset thanes B LE348" E 2 dbrance
O 2OCLEH it 10 2 podiet o dhe we: line of Shrte Roed 70 thenca & 33%1%15" E wlong ssrid Line
of Some Boad 7200 s distence of 16000 teet 10 & paint; demoe 5 36° 20005 W n diglsocs of 200 00
fiset 10 the POTHT (F Bagmning: cosuinieg 01459 of an acre, moee or low
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pun— e =

e LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR

25" UTILITY EASEMENT

A DTILITY EASEMENT BEWG PORTIONS OF THE S0UTH 25 FEET GF SECTONS 35 AND S5
TOMNSHIE 39 Soufy RANSE I8 SASE, AND SECTION 1. TOWNSHIP 40 SOUTH, RANGE 35
EAST, MARTIN COUNTY FLOREM, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCREED A5 FOLLT
SEGINMNING AT THE THE S0OTHEAST CORNER OF 5S40 SECTION 35, (A0 CORNER ALST
GENG THE SOUTHWEST OQRNER OF 540 SECTON J8) TORNSHIP 33 50UTH, RangE J3
EAST THENCE PROCEED S53°38'24'W ALONG THE S0UTH LINE OF BEOTON 35, A ETANCE
oF PEFA0F FEET THENCE GEPARTING S410 S0UTH LNE OF SECTON I3, MEF2THEW TO
THE (MTERSECTION WITH A LNG 25 FEET NOSTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH 540 SOUTH LINE
OF SECTIAN 35 THENCE PROCEED ALONG SAID SARALLEY LINE MNEGIES4"E EFRL 14 FEET
TO A FoT On THE EAST LINE OF SAN SECTION 45, fALSD THE WEST LINE OF SECTION
38} THENCE PROCEED NED EIIE ALCNG A LINE 25 FEET NORTH OF ANG FPARALLEL T
THE SOUTH LINE OF SECTON 35 TOWNSHIE J5 SO0LTH. RANGE J8 FAST, FOR A DNETANCE
OF ZASIAS FEET, FHOMGE PROCEED 553 3F'447°C A DISTANCE OF FER.54 FEET ALONG A
LinE EXTENIUNG INTG S840 SECHON 7, TOWNSHIP &40 S0UTH RANGE 38 Al T THE
INTERSEOTON OF S0 LINE WITH THE WESTERLY SOUNOARY LINE OF SOOKER PARK;
THENCE FPROCEED ALONG A0 WESTERLY BOUNGARY LINE SIE20°16W A DSTANCE OF
200 FEET TO A B ON THE NORTHERLY BOUNDARY LINE OF NEW HOPE, A FLATTER
SLEMASION BECOROSD W SLAT SO0 5, PAGE F, PUSLC RECORDS OF MARTIN COLINTT,
FiLowmad, TRENCE PROCEEDR MIFIG 44 W A NISTANCE OF 56131 FEET ALaNG 5400
NONETHERL Y BOUNDWRY LINE TS THE NTERSECTION WITH THE S0UTH LINE OF SECTION J6r
THENCE PROCEED SESSI0TW ALONG THE SOUTH LNE OF ZAD SECTION 38, A QISTANCE
OF 258536 FEET 70 THE SOUTHEAST CORNER GF AN SECTION I8, TONASHE 39 SOUTH
RANGE 38 EAST AND THE FOWNT AND PLACE 08 BEGINNNG.

A0 FASEMENT CONTANING 15301047 SOUARE FEET OF 344 ACRES MORE OR LESE

MNOTES:

P OTRIS SKETOH OF [E0ME DESCRISTON OOES NOT REPRESENT
A BOUNDARY SLRVEY.

2 THE SEARNG BASE OF TRS SKETON OF FEGAL DESCRIPTION
i SEFISEE W ALONG THE SOUTH LNE OF SECTON J5/35-38.,
I SCARNGS AND CODRDNATES SHOWN HEREON ARE STATE
FLANE AND ARE TARKEN FROM GBS LOSATION,

SURVEYDRS CERTIFCATION:

;O HERERY DERTIEY THAT THE TREETOH TO ASCOMALNY LEGAL DESCRETION Y

HHES PREESRED LIVNOER MY FESPONTELE CRATEE AND MEETS THE sl
TECRNCA! STANOAROST A5 SET FIMTH BY TRE FLORSA BOARD OF PROFESSIONAL
LAND SUTVEYORS AND MASPERS W ORARTER EICIF-& FLORGA STATUFES

AND FRAT T IS TREE AND COWRECT TG THE SEST OF MY ANORELDGE AND
BELIEE, MOT VAL WITERICT THE SGNATURE AND THE QWGINAL RASER SEAL

O A SRS LICENSER TUATVEYOR AND MAPFER

Koty
ot
e i
ROBERT GLOOGHSTER JF

JEMEEN
FROFESSIONAL §AND SURVENOR Y FHOHE:
NG ALIE STATE OF FLomind

— BLOOMSTER

ﬂ
EKETCH TO ACCOMFANY LEGAL DESCRIPTION

FRECARED FIRE THE [NTANTOWE COLPARES
SHE LocA TER:

RANTONN, MARTRN COUNTT FLORIIA

NOT VLD MTMOUT SHEET 2 OF 2
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Martin Coun

Sec. 4.226. -

4226 A.

4.226.B.

4.226.C.

4.226.D.

then the

EXHIBIT G — REQUIRED WATER CONNECTION

ty Land Development Code

Required system connections. &

All new development within the primary urban service district requiring site planning or platting
shall connect to a regional potable water system if a water line with sufficient available
capacity exists within one-quarter mile of the development as accessed via public easements
or rights-of-way, and the regional potable water system has available capacity.

Developments required to extend lines to connect to a regional potable water system shall do
s0 in accordance with the requirements of that regional potable water system. For County-
owned and/or operated systems, the routing and size of the main extension shall be in
accordance with the County's master pipe network plan to be adopted by resolution. Where
urban land use designhations require future extension of water mains, the mains shall be
required to be extended the full length of the right-of-way or easement which is adjacent to the
property.

All residential and nonresidential properties obtaining building permits after adoption of this
subdivision [Ordinance No. 454, adopted February 14, 1995] must connect to a regional
potable water system within 365 days of the date that a water main with sufficient available
capacity is adjacent to the property within an easement or right-of-way.

When the Martin County Board of County Commissioners makes a determination, based upon
facts and evidence presented to it, proving that:
1.

The potable water being supplied to a parcel of property by an individual potable
water well or private water system constitutes a health hazard or a potential health

hazard; and

2
Connection to a regional potable water system is a reasonable means of avoiding
such health hazard;

owner of such Iot or parcel of land shall be required to connect to a regional potable water

system. All such connections shall be made in accordance with rules and regulations that provide for

charges
regional
4226 E.

for these connections as determined by the Board of County Commissioners or the private
potable water utility.

Once a service connection is made to a regional water system, disconnection from that
regional water system is prohibited.
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	Randall Chaffins Acting Director: 
	Date: 8/4/21
	Site Name Florida Steel Corp: 
	EPA ID FLD050432251: 
	Region 4: 
	NPL Status Final: 
	Multiple OUs Yes: 
	Lead agency EPA: 
	Author name Joydeb Majumder: 
	Author affiliation EPA with support provided by Skeo: 
	Review period 9212020 7132021: 
	Date of site inspection 332021: 
	Type of review Statutory: 
	Review number 5: 
	Triggering action date 8162016: 
	Due date five years after triggering action date 8162021: 
	Cadmium: 
	Chromium: 
	Lead: 
	Zinc: 
	PCBs: 
	Sodiuma: 
	Radium226 and radium228a: 
	Gross alphaa: 
	Sodium: 
	Radium226  radium228: 
	Gross alpha: 
	Notes mgL  milligrams per liter pCiL  picocuries per liter a State standard only there is no federal MCL for sodium b Federal and state standards are the same: 
	undefined: 
	Florida Steel Corp Superfund Site City of Indiantown Martin County Florida: 
	500: 
	Florida Steel Corp Superfund Site City of Indiantown Martin County Florida_2: 
	OU: 
	Protectiveness Statement: 
	11302016The January 2019 Operable Unit 2 Supplemental Remedy Investigation OU2 Supplemental RI report presents the results from the PRPs 2018 supplemental investigation to support refinement of the CSM and OU2 remedy optimization activities The OU2 Supplemental RI report concluded that Site conditions appear to be favorable for continuing monitored natural attenuation See the Data Review section of this FYR for additional information The PRP also completed a radionuclides supplemental investigation with results presented in a February 2021 Summary of OU2 Radionuclide Investigations memorandum The report concluded that radionuclides in groundwater appear to be a naturally occurring condition at the Site: 
	M611  0 800 iFeet 200 400 Sources Esri US Census Bureau 2019 TIGERLine Geodatabases Bureau of Transportation Statistics DigitalGlobe GeoEye Earthstar Geographies CNESAirbus OS USDA USGS AeroGRID IGN the GIS User Community the 2016 FYR and the 2019 Operable Unit 2 Supplemental Remedy Investigation Legend cJ Approximate Site Boundary  Confining Layer Monitoring Well  Deep Surficial Aquifer Monitoring Well  Shallow Surficial Aquifer Monitoring WellRow1: 
	1 The 25 mgkg PCB soil cleanup level was compared to EPAs current cancerbased regional screening level RSL for high: 
	OUs without IssuesRecommendations Identified in the FYR: 
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