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Executive Summary

The approximately 130-acre Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Superfund site (the Site) is
located on Anclote Road in a residential, light industrial and commercial area of Tarpon Springs,
Pinellas County, Florida. Victor Chemical Company began operating chemical manufacturing
facilities at the Site in 1947. Stauffer Chemical Company acquired the facilities from Victor
Chemical Company in 1960 and continued manufacturing operations until 1981. Operations
contaminated portions of the Site with metals, radium-226 and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHs). The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency added the Site to the Superfund program’s
National Priorities List (NPL) in May 1994. For the purposes of remediation, the EPA designated
the Site as two operable units (OUs). OU1 consists of source material at the Site and OU2
consists of contaminated groundwater in the surficial aquifer. Remedial goals for OU1 include
limiting contaminant mobility, preventing further groundwater contamination by addressing
source materials and preventing contact with contaminated materials. OU1’s final remedy
included the excavation and consolidation of contaminated material/soil beneath a cap on site,
construction of a groundwater cutoff wall to reduce contaminant migration, and the
implementation of institutional controls to alert users of prohibitive site conditions, including
land use and groundwater well installation. The OU1 final remedy included soil cleanup goals
for arsenic, antimony, beryllium, elemental phosphorus, thallium, radium-226, and total
carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (CPAHs). Operations and maintenance (O&M)
for OU1 remains ongoing and the EPA is still developing a remedy for OU2.

The triggering action for this five-year review (FYR) is the start of the soil remedial action on
April 5, 2010.

The remedy at QU1 is protective of human health and the environment because remedial
activities for contaminated soil and source materials have adequately addressed all exposure
pathways that could result in unacceptable risks to human health and the environment.




Five-Year Review Sulhmary Form

SITE IDENTIFICATION
S

ite Name: Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs)

EPA ID: FLD010596013
State: FL

Region: 4

City/County: Tarpon Springs/Pinellas

NPL Status: Final

Multiple OUs? Has the site achieved construction completion?
Yes No

Lead agency: EPA

Author name: Sarah Alfano and Johnny Zimmerman-Ward (Reviewed by the EPA)

Author affiliation: Skeo Solutions
Review period: 07/09/2014 —04/20/2015
Date of site inspection: 10/23/2014

Type of review: Statutory

Review number: 1

Triggering action date: 4/5/2010

Due date (five years after triggering action date): 4/5/2015




Five-Year Review Summary Form (continued
Issues/Recommendations

OU(s) without Issues/Recommendations Identified in the Five-Year Review:
ou1

Protectiveness Statement

Operable Unit: Protectiveness Determination:
OuU1 Protective

Protectiveness Statement:

The remedy at OU1 is protective of human health and the environment because remedial
activities for contaminated soil and source materials have adequately addressed all exposure
pathways that could result in unacceptable risks to human health and the environment.

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 X No

Has the Site Been Put into Reuse?

[1Yes X No

vii



First Five-Year Review Report
for
Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Superfund Site

1.0 Introduction

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

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency prepares FYRs pursuant to the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 121 and the
National Qil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP). CERCLA Section
121 states:

If the President selects a remedial action that results in any hazardous substances,
‘pollutants, or contaminants remaining at the site, the President shall review such remedial
action no less often than each 5 years after the initiation of such remedial action to assure
that human health and the environment are being protected by the remedial action being
implemented. In addition, if upon such review it is the judgment of the President that
action is appropriate at such site in accordance with section [104] or [106], the President
shall take or require such action. The President shall report to the Congress a list of
facilities for which such review is required, the results of all such reviews, and any
actions taken as a result of such reviews.

The EPA interpreted this requirement further in the NCP, 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) -
Section 300.430(f)(4)(ii), which states:

If a remedial action is selected that results in hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants remaining at the site above levels that allow for unlimited use and
unrestricted exposure, the lead agency shall review such action no less often than every
five years after initiation of the selected remedial action.

Skeo Solutions, an EPA Region 4 contractor, conducted the FYR and prepared this report
regarding the remedy implemented at the Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Superfund site
(the Site) in Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida. The EPA’s contractor conducted this FYR
from July 2014 to April 2015.The EPA is the lead agency for developing and implementing the
remedy for the potentially responsible party (PRP)-financed cleanup at the Site. Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP), as the support agency representing the State of
Florida, has reviewed all supporting documentation and provided input to EPA during the FYR
process.

This is the first FYR for the Site. The triggering action for this statutory review is the start of the
soil remedial action on April 5, 2010. The FYR is required due to the fact that hazardous



substances, pollutants or contaminants remain at the Site above levels that allow for unlimited
use and unrestricted exposure. The Site consists of two operable units (OUs). This FYR Report

addresses OU1.

2.0 Site Chronology
Table 1 lists the dates of important events for the Site.

Table 1: Chronology of Site Events

‘ Event Date
Victor Chemical Company began operating chemical manufacturing facilities on site 1947
Stauffer Chemical Company acquired the facilities from Victor Chemical Company 1960
Stauffer Chemical Company discontinued operating chemical manufacturing facilities 1981

on site

The EPA discovered contamination on site

December 1, 1984

FDEP conducted a preliminary site assessment June 30, 1987
The EPA began an expanded site inspection March 30, 1989
The EPA completed an expanded site inspection April 5, 1989

The EPA proposed the Site to the National Priorities List (NPL)

February 7, 1992

PRP began remedial investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS); Stauffer Management
Company (SMC) voluntarily entered into an Administrative Order on Consent (AOC)
with EPA Region 4

July 28, 1992

The EPA finalized the Site on the NPL

May 31, 1994

The EPA issued a Baseline Risk Assessment for the Site.

July 21, 1995

Remedial workers removed on-site phosphorus water and disposed of it at off-site
facility

October 1997

PRP completed RI/FS; the EPA issued a Record of Decision (ROD) for OU1 July 2, 1998
The EPA issued an Explanation of Significant Differences (ESD) for OU1 June 1999
PRP began remedial design for OU1 July 6, 1999

The EPA issued a second ESD for OU1

August 16, 1999

The EPA and the PRP entered into a Consent Decree

September 2, 1999

The EPA issued a third ESD for OU1

March 27, 2000

The EPA and the PRP entered into a second Consent Decree

October 19, 2005

Elemental phosphorus fire in test area at Site during stabilization pilot test

February 15, 2006

The EPA issued a fourth ESD for OU1 May 24, 2007
PRP completed remedial design for OU1 September 30, 2008
Site contractor began soil remedial action April 5, 2010

Site contractor completed soil remedial action

January 14, 2011

PRP submitted the final Remedial Action Report for OU1

September 16, 2011

Declaration of Restrictive Covenants filed with Pinellas County

April 7, 2015

3.0 Background

3.1 Physical Characteristics

The approximately 130-acre Site is located on Anclote Road in a residential, light industrial and
commercial area of Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida (Figure 1). As shown on Figure 2
and discussed in Section 6.3, the Site occupies areas located to the north and south of Anclote

Road and includes nine parcels.




The Site includes both the manufacturing and processing areas where Victor Chemical
Company, and later Stauffer Chemical Company, operated chemical manufacturing facilities
from 1947 to 1981.The Site abuts the Anclote River, which flows into the Gulf of Mexico
approximately two miles downstream of the Site. Immediately north of the Site is an elementary
school, and there is also a mix of residential and commercial uses near the Site.

The Site is generally flat with an average elevation of 10 feet above sea level. The perimeter of
the Site is fenced, and there is one maintenance building and an administrative trailer on the
property south of Anclote Road.

The Site is underlain by two primary aquifers, the surficial aquifer and the Floridan aquifer. The
thin nature of the surficial aquifer limits its usefulness as a drinking water supply; however, the
aquifer provides local inhabitants with water for irrigation purposes. The surficial aquifer is
separated from the Floridan aquifer by a semi-confining, relatively continuous bed of clay and
sandy clay. Site groundwater in both the Floridan and surficial aquifers flow southwest, toward
the Anclote River. Pumping tests conducted for the 2004 Final Groundwater Studies Report
indicate that there is not a strong hydraulic connection between the two aquifers.

Five types of estuarine habitats exist along the site shoreline or in adjacent portions of the
Anclote River. These include saltwater emergent communities, tidal flats, oyster bars, mangrove
forest and brackish open water. In addition to these estuarine habitats, a freshwater emergent
community was observed in two depressions located within the scrub/shrub area on the eastern
part of the Site.

Seven distinct terrestrial vegetative habitats have been identified at the Site. These communities
include the following: turkey oak/pine forest, longleaf pine/palm forest, xeric hammock,
scrub/shrub, old field, lawn and lawn/scattered trees. The Site serves as habitat for a population
of gopher tortoises, which are an endangered species in the State of Florida.

3.2 Land and Resource Use

Victor Chemical Company began operating chemical manufacturing facilities in 1947. Stauffer
Chemical Company acquired the facilities from Victor Chemical Company in 1960 and
continued manufacturing operations until 1981. Stauffer Chemical Company decommissioned
the facilities in 1983. In 1987, the Stauffer Management Company (SMC) formed because of a
divestiture of the Stauffer Chemical Company. SMC now owns the Site.

Site vegetation and security are well-maintained although the property is not currently in use. In
the future, site owners hope to reuse the Site for commercial or industrial purposes as
appropriate. Residents and workers in the downgradient vicinity of the Site usé¢ municipal water.
The Anclote River is classified as Class III marine surface water, meaning that the river’s
expected uses include fish consumption, recreation, and propagation and maintenance of a
healthy, well-balanced population of fish and wildlife. Class Il Marine Surface Water Quality
Standards (SWQS) were established based upon the expected uses of the water, recreation, and
propagation and maintenance of fish and wildlife.



Figure 1: Site Location Map
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3.3 History of Contamination

In 1984, the EPA discovered contamination at the Site. The Site includes the former phosphate
slag area north of Anclote Road and the elemental phosphorus production and manufacturing
facilities to the south of Anclote Road. Elemental phosphorus is air reactive and burns
uncontrollably when exposed to air. Operations included production of phosphorous using
phosphate ore mined from deposits in Florida. One of the byproducts of this phosphorus
production process was slag that exhibits concentrations of metals and radium-226 above that
naturally occurring in the phosphate rock. Radium-226 is a radiological isotope which emits
gamma radiation (and degrades to radon) and contributed to the contamination of site soils and
groundwater. The other wastes associated with the phosphorus processing included phosphorus
ore and fines, silica, raw coal and calcium fluoride. Operators disposed of over 500,000 tons of
phosphate ore process wastes on site during the years of facility operation. Between 1947 and
1981, operators used a series of unlined settling ponds as part of the manufacturing operations
for water recovery. The main pond area was located on the property south of Anclote Road but
there was also a large pond on the northeast property, Pond 39, and a pond at Meyers Cove, Pond
42. These ponds, in addition to an anomalous area of fill material referred to as the North
Anomaly, were the main areas of contamination at the Site. See Appendix G for historic pond
numbers and the location of the North Anomaly.

34  Initial Response

Beginning in June 1987, FDEP and additional consultants conducted multi-media investigations
to assess site contamination. Although SMC decommissioned all site operations in 1983,
production facility structures were not demolished until 1991 and 1992, and remaining
supporting facilities (with the exception of four buildings) were demolished in 2001.

In February 1992, the EPA proposed the Site for inclusion on the Superfund program’s National
Priorities List (NPL). In July 1992, SMC voluntarily entered into an Administrative Order on
Consent (AOC) with the EPA Region 4.The AOC required the company to perform a remedial
investigation and feasibility study (RI/FS). In May 1994, the EPA finalized the Site on the NPL.

In 1996, remedial crews discovered clarifier tanks containing phosphorus water. As a result,
crews installed a temporary containment structure in October 1997 and removed the phosphorus
water, which was disposed of at a Monsanto facility in Tennessee.

3.5  Basis for Taking Action

SMC began the RI/FS in July 1992 and completed it in July 1998. The main contaminants of
concern (COC) for soils were radiological constituents including radium-226 primarily located in
the former slag processing area, roads and parking lots. Under a residential scenario, the RI/FS
identified arsenic, antimony, beryllium, cadmium, chromium, thallium and carcinogenic
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) as COCs for soil. The 1995 Baseline Risk Assessment
confirmed previously identified COCs but noted that there was inadequate evidence for the
carcinogenicity of cadmium and chromium by oral or dermal routes. Therefore, the EPA did not



list them as COCs in the OU1 remedy. The RI/FS did not detect site-related contamination in the
surface water and air-monitoring results indicated that airborne volatile organic compounds were
not problematic.

Site-related contaminant concentrations in the Floridan aquifer did not exceed drinking water
standards. Site related contaminants were detected at levels above drinking water Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCLs) and FDEP SWQS in some monitoring wells in the surficial aquifer,
including wells located in and immediately adjacent to the former processing ponds. Assessors
expected surficial aquifer groundwater quality to improve once source material remediation

began.

In 1995, the Site’s risk assessment concluded that the Site principally posed a threat to future
residential receptors and maintenance workers through potential exposure to surface soil and
groundwater. Due to the nature of these threats, the remedy would need to address the source of
the soil and groundwater contamination by treating and containing the source material, thereby
eliminating continuing and potential impacts to groundwater, surface water and sediment and
preventing human and ecological exposure to soil. The EPA would also need to address the
contaminated groundwater in the surficial aquifer.

In November 1997, due to local concern, FDEP conducted sampling and analysis of off-site slag
for metals of concern and worked with the Florida Department of Health (FDOH) on a
radiological assessment. After completing the analysis, FDEP and FDOH concluded that there
was no elevated health risk based on gamma radiation or metals due to off-site slag exposure.

4.0 Remedial Actions

In accordance with CERCLA and the NCP, the overriding goals for any remedial action are
protection of human health and the environment and compliance with applicable or relevant and
appropriate requirements (ARARs). A number of remedial alternatives were considered for the
Site, and final selection was made based on an evaluation of each alternative against nine
evaluation criteria that are specified in Section 300.430(e)(9)(iii) of the NCP. The nine criteria
are:

Overall Protection of Human Health and the Environment
Compliance with ARARs

Long-Term Effectiveness and Permanence

Reduction of Toxicity, Mobility or Volume through Treatment
Short-Term Effectiveness

Implementability

Cost

State Acceptance

Community Acceptance

XN~




4.1

Remedy Selection

To allow groundwater contamination to be addressed in a separate OU, as requested by FDEP,
the EPA designated two OUs at the Site. OU1 consists of source material at the Site and QU2
consists of contaminated groundwater in the surficial aquifer. OU1 remedial goals include
limiting contaminant mobility, preventing further groundwater contamination by addressing
source materials and preventing contact with contaminated materials.

oul

The EPA issued a Record of Decision (ROD) for OU1 in July 1998 and later issued four
Explanations of Significant Differences (ESDs); two in 1999, one in 2000 and the last one in
2007. The major components of the selected remedial action for the Site, as described in the
1998 ROD and amended by the ESDs, include:

Limited excavation of radiological and chemically-contaminated material/soil that
exceeds residential cleanup standards for those contaminants.

Consolidation of contaminated material/soil in the main pond area, slag area and/or other
areas on site.

Construction of a cap, which meets the Florida Administrative Code Section 62-
701.600.5(g), over the consolidation area.

Construction of a groundwater cutoff wall to reduce the potential for contaminant
migration from the former wastewater ponds.

Implementation of institutional controls for the Site, including deed restrictions, land use
ordinances, physical barriers and surficial aquifer water supply well permitting
prohibitions. Institutional controls need to alert prospective buyers of site conditions,
which prohibit future excavation or development of the capped areas. In addition,
institutional controls should restrict the installation of surficial groundwater wells on any
portion of the property for any purpose.

The final OU1 remedy includes soil cleanup goals for arsenic, antimony, beryllium, elemental
phosphorus, thallium, radium-226 and total carcinogenic polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(CPAHSs) (see Table 2). Cleanup levels are based on the federal MCL, other ARARS or risk-
based concentrations. The remedy requires that soil be remediated up to a 107 residential risk
level for cancer-causing contaminants and a Hazard Index (HI) of 1 for non-carcinogenic
chemicals.

Table 2: OU1 Soil Cleanup Goals

., Contaminant of Concern (COC) ... | . ' Cleanup Goal* (mg/kg)
Arsenic ' 3.7°
Antimony 28.1
Beryllium . 120¢
Phosphorus (white phosphorus) _ 14
Thallium® ' - 1.4
Radium-226 (Lead-210) 5 pCigf
_CPAHs! 0.089
Notes:
mg/kg — milligrams per kilogram
a. As listed in Table 6-8 of the 1998 ROD.




- ~Contaminant of Concern (COC) ... .| - . . Cleanup Goal*(mg/kg) 5.

b Current cleanup goal as per the March 2000 ESD.

¢. Current cleanup goal as per the August 1999 ESD.

d. Includes Benzo(a)anthracene, Benzo(a)pyrene, Benzo(b)fluoranthene, Dibenzo(a, h)anthracene, and Indeno(1,2,3-
cd)pyrene converted to benzo(a)pyrene equivalents.

e. The Baseline Risk Assessment assumed toxicity values for thallium oxide obtained from the EPA’s Health Effects
Assessment Summary Table dated March 1993; however, toxicity values for this compound are no longer available in
the EPA databases.

f. Cleanup level established by the ROD is 5 pico curie per gram (pCi/g) above the background concentration. The
background concentration is 0.206 pCi/g based on the results of investigations conducted during design as discussed in
the Pre-Design Field Investigations Report (O'Brien & Gere, 2006a).

ou2

According to the 1998 ROD for OU1, groundwater contamination in the surficial aquifer will be
addressed as a second OU, at which time the EPA will select ARARs and remedial actions for
groundwater. While a separate remedial investigation for OU2 has not been performed, annual
groundwater monitoring and limited surface water monitoring continue as part of the O&M
requirements for OU1.

4.2 Remedy Implementation

In December 1999, the EPA entered into a Consent Decree with the Site’s PRP for implementing
the OU1 remedy. After the completion of additional groundwater and geophysical studies and
the issuance of three ESDs, the EPA and the Site’s PRP entered into another Consent Decree in
October 2005 to implement the remedial actions. Pre-design fieldwork was conducted in the fall
of 2005. The fieldwork consisted of testing to determine the limits of the ponds. In February
2006, SMC initiated field-scale studies for the 1998 ROD’s remedial component of in situ
solidification and stabilization. Remedial crews used an auger to mix contaminated sludge with a
cement slurry. However, the cement curing caused the elemental phosphorus to ignite and
created a fire. Site stakeholders proposed that a new remedial technique should be used and the
EPA approved the construction of a cutoff wall as replacement for in situ stabilization in the May
2007 ESD. After the May 2007 ESD, the PRP completed the remedial design in September 2008.
SMC contractors initiated the Site’s OU1 remedial action at the Site on April 5, 2010, and
completed it on January 14, 2011.

To prepare the Site for material removal, contractors installed erosion and sediment controls.
Remedial workers also captured and relocated on-site gopher tortoises to ready the property for
cleanup activities. Clearing activities included the clearing of 50 acres of brush and dense
vegetation for on-site stockpiling. Remedial workers properly abandoned 51 groundwater
monitoring wells that would not be used as part of the remedial efforts. Concurrent with remedial
action construction, SMC demolished three of the four remaining structures on site, including the
former administration building, lunchroom building and guardhouse. Building demolition
involved some asbestos-containing materials, which were properly handled and disposed. The
current grounds maintenance building is the only structure remaining after the OU1 remedial
work.

Workers completed the excavation, handling and consolidation of 222,103 cubic yards of
roadway and former railroad bed slag, waste fill, and contaminated soil and sediment from the
North Anomaly, Pond 39, Pond 42 (Meyers Cove) and other impacted areas on site.




Remedial workers performed perimeter air monitoring during intrusive activities as part of the
Community Air Monitoring Program. There were separate perimeter monitoring processes for
the northern and southern portions of the Site when intrusive activity occurred on the respective
areas, because these areas are separated by Anclote Road, a public right-of-way.

Remedial actions also included construction of a groundwater cutoff wall using fiberglass
composite sheeting. Contractors drove the sheeting down vertically until it was approximately
two feet into the semi-confining layer where present. If the semi-confining layer was not present,
the sheeting was installed to a depth of approximately 10 feet below mean sea level unless
obstruction was encountered at shallower depths. A total of 2,632 horizontal linear feet
(55,218.33 vertical square feet) of sheet pile wall was constructed to encompass the hydraulically
upgradient and side gradient sides of the southern ponds area.

Remedial efforts also included the restoration of Meyers Cove to its former size and construction
of a seawall using vinyl sheet pile. A total of 1,327 horizontal linear feet (21,068 vertical square
feet) of seawall was installed along the shore of the Anclote River and Meyers Cove.
Remediation activities included sloping the north portion of Meyers Cove and adding riprap. In
addition, the portion of shoreline west of the main ponds area in the southern portion of the Site,
south of the newly constructed seawall and north of the undisturbed eastern shoreline of the
southern portion of the Site, was armored with riprap.

As required by the remedy, contractors completed the construction of two low-permeability
geomembrane caps meeting the requirements of Florida Administrative Code 62-701.600(5)(g).
One cap covers an area of approximately 26 acres over the southern ponds area (see Figure 2)
and the south portion of the former main plant area. The southern cap construction included five
passive gas vents to allow monitoring for the potential generation of phosphine. A similar low-
permeability cap of approximately 18 acres covers the former slag processing area in the
northem portion of the Site.

Remediation included restricting access by surrounding any land access points to the Site with
fencing. Institutional controls are discussed in 6.3. The EPA completed a site inspection of the
remedial work on December 14, 2010, and FDEP completed their inspection the following day.
However, heavy rains in early January 2011 caused erosion on the southeast comer of the south
parcel cap. Contractors completed the erosion repair efforts the same week. Subsequently, on
January 18, 2011, observations determined the same area had eroded after additional heavy rains.
This prompted a redesign of the drainage swale outlet for the area, which was constructed during
the week of January 31, 2011.

4.3 Operation and Maintenance (O&M)

According to the 2008 O&M Plan, O&M procedures include inspections of the seawall and
shoreline, low-permeability caps, and surface water runoff facilities. Previously, these
inspections occurred monthly until vegetation was established, but now are required only
periodically or after 5-year storm events. There is a caretaker on site approximately 20 hours per
week, whose duties include monitoring site conditions by inspecting for erosion following storm



events and facilitating maintenance and monitoring activities such as mowing and the annual
groundwater monitoring.

The remedy included gas monitoring on a monthly basis for a period of six months and on an
annual basis for four years thereafter (ending in 2015). Gas monitoring would detect a potentially
unsafe accumulation of phosphine gas below the southern geomembrane cap. SMC’s contractor
O’Brien & Gere performs the gas monitoring inspections. The void space below the
geomembrane for the north capped area required initial sampling for radon, a gas that results
from the nuclear decay of radium-226, which is present in the slag at levels higher than typical
for native soil.

The total cost for the selected remedy as presented in the FS was $9,356,000. However, the
Site’s selected remedy was updated by four ESDs. The O&M costs reported over the past three
years were consistent with what is expected for project management, groundwater monitoring,
property caretaking and utilities. O’Brien & Gere supplied the annual O&M costs from 2012
through 2014 as presented in Table 3. O&M costs were lower in 2012 because O’Brien & Gere
assumed caretaker responsibilities midway through the year.

Table 3: Annual O&M Costs
<. Year < | Total Cost (rounded to the nearest $1,000)
2012 $136,000
2013 . $160,000
2014 $150,000

5.0 Progress Since the Last Five-Year Review

This is the first FYR for the Site.

6.0 Five-Year Review Process
6.1 Administrative Components

EPA Region 4 initiated the FYR in June 2014 and scheduled its completion for April 2015. The
EPA remedial project manager (RPM) Randy Bryant led the EPA site review team, which also
included the EPA site attorney Rudy Tanasijevich, the EPA community involvement coordinator
(CIC) Angela Miller and contractor support provided to the EPA by Skeo Solutions. The review
schedule established consisted of the following activities:

Community notification.

Document review.

Data collection and review.

Site inspection.

Local interviews.

FYR Report development and review.
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6.2 Community Involvement

In February 2015, the EPA published a public notice in the Tampa Tribune newspaper
announcing the commencement of the FYR process for the Site, providing contact information
for Randy Bryant and Angela Miller and inviting community participation. The press notice is
available in Appendix B. No one contacted the EPA as a result of the advertisement.

The EPA will make the final FYR Report available to the public. Upon completion of the FYR,
the EPA will place copies of the document in the designated site repository: Tarpon Springs
Public Library located at 138 East Lemon Street, Tarpon Springs, Florida 34689.

6.3 Document Review

This FYR included a review of relevant, site-related documents including the ROD, remedial
action reports and recent monitoring data. A complete list of the documents reviewed can be
found in Appendix A.

ARARs Review

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

e Applicable requirements are those cleanup standards, standards of control, and other
substantive requirements, criteria, or limitations promulgated under federal
environmental or state environmental or facility siting laws that specifically address a
hazardous substance, remedial action, location or other circumstance found at a CERCLA
site.

e Relevant and appropriate requirements are those standards that, while not “applicable,”
address problems or situations sufficiently similar to those encountered at the CERCLA
site that their use is well suited to the particular site. Only those state standards that are
more stringent than federal requirements may be applicable or relevant and appropriate.

¢ To-Be-Considered (TBC) criteria are non-promulgated advisories and guidance that are
not legally binding, but should be considered in determining the necessary remedial
action. For example, TBCs may be particularly useful in determining health-based levels
where no ARARS exist or in developing the appropriate method for conducting a
remedial action.

Chemical-specific ARARS are health- or risk-based numerical values or methodologies which,
when applied to site-specific conditions, result in the establishment of numerical values. These
values establish an acceptable amount or concentration of a chemical that may remain in, or be
discharged to, the ambient environment. Examples of chemical-specific ARARs include MCLs
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under the federal Safe Drinking Water Act and ambient water quality criteria enumerated under
the federal Clean Water Act.

Action-specific ARARs are technology- or activity-based requirements or limits on actions taken
with respect to a particular hazardous substance. These requirements are triggered by a particular
remedial activity, such as discharge of contaminated groundwater or in-situ remediation.

Location-specific ARARs are restrictions on hazardous substances or the conduct of the response
activities solely based on their location in a special geographic area. Examples include
restrictions on activities in wetlands, sensitive habitats and historic places.

Remedial actions are required to comply with the chemical-specific ARARs identified in the
ROD. In performing the Five-Year Review for compliance with ARARs, only those ARARSs that
address the protectiveness of the remedy are reviewed.

Groundwater ARARs
According to the 1998 ROD, groundwater contamination in the surficial aquifer will be
addressed as a second OU, at which time the groundwater ARARs will be established.

Soil ARARs

The 1998 ROD specified ARAR for the radionuclide radium-226 includes its decay product
lead-210 (see Table 4). The Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act (UMTRCA)
established soil cleanup standards for radium-226; these standards have been codified in 40 CFR
192. The UMTRCA standards limit the concentration of radium-226 within surface soil to no
more than 5pCi/g over background. Cleanup goals for the remaining soil COCs were risk-based
calculations based on a 10 residential cancer risk level and a noncancer HI of 1 for non-
carcinogenic chemicals. The validity of the health-based cleanup goals is further evaluated in
Section 7.2.

Table 4: Summary of Soil ARARs Review

cocC [ 1998 ROD ARARs (pCi/g) | Current® ARARs (pCi/g) ARARs Change
Radium-226 (Lead-210) 5 5 No change
Notes:
a. Federal Standards for the Cleanup of Land and Buildings Contaminated with Residual Radioactive Material 40 CFR 192
http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx ?node=40:25.0.1.1.3 &rgn=div5 (accessed 11/13/14).
b. Cleanup level established by the ROD is 5 pCi/g above the background concentration. The background concentration is 0.206 pCi/g

based on the results of investigations conducted during design as discussed in the Pre-Design Field Investigations Report (O'Brien &
Gere, 2006a).

Institutional Control Review
On April 7, 2015, SMC filed a Declaration of Restrictive Covenants with Pinellas County. The
Declaration of Restrictive Covenants prohibits the following without prior approval:

e Groundwater use or drilling;

e Altering existing stormwater features (e.g., swales and ditches);

e Use such as agricultural, lodging, residential, educational or day cares; and

e Penetrating or physically altering on-site engineering controls.
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Affected parcels are listed in Table 5 and shown in Figure 2. The complete Declaration of

Restrictive Covenants is available in Appendix H.

Table 5: Institutional Control (IC) Summary Table

Area of Interest — OU1 Soil at the Site
(Parcels: 02-27-15-94014-000-0010, 02-27-15-00000-230-0100, 02-27-15-00000-230-0110,
02-27-15-00000-310-0100, 02-27-15-27486-000-0040, 02-27-15-94014-000-0020,
02-27-15-89154-000-0011, 02-27-15-89154-000-0021, 02-27-15-89154-000-0030)
r ~ ICs Called ' ~ : ~ '
¢ ICs | forin the S IC Instrument
Media | yoeded | Decision i Impatied Parcels) Objective in Place
| . Documents | P
02-27-15-94014-000-0010,
02-27-15-00000-230-0100,
02-27-15-00000-230-0110, | Restrict the 2015
02-27-15-00000-310-0100, | installation of Declaration
Groundwater Yes Yes 02-27-15-27486-000-0040, | surficial of
02-27-15-94014-000-0020, | groundwater wells Restrictive
02-27-15-89154-000-0011, | for any purpose. Covenants
02-27-15-89154-000-0021,
02-27-15-89154-000-0030
oo 2015
02-27-15-94014-000-0010, | Prohibit future Biebastion
Capped Yis Yes 02-27-15-94014-000-0020, development and of
Areas 02-27-15-27486-000-0040, excavation of the Restrictive
02-27-15-00000-310-0100 capped areas. C
ovenants
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Figure 2: Parcel Map
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6.4 Data Review

SMC contractors completed a final Remedial Action Report for OU1 in September 2011 that
documents the proper completion of remedial efforts for soil. SMC is currently monitoring
surface water and groundwater at the Site to ensure that the OU1 remedy (soil and source
material) is functioning as intended while the EPA assesses the need for and a remedy for OU2
(groundwater). SMC has also conducted monitoring for radon below the north parcel cap and for
phosphine below the south parcel cap.

Contractors excavated non-capped areas of the Site, including Meyers Cove, slag roads, former
railroad beds, pavement, a pond area and another isolated area in the northern portion of the Site,
until residential cleanup levels for COCs were achieved, or as specified in the Remedial Action
Report. SMC field screened the remaining native material at the base and walls of the excavation
area for radiation using a Ludlam 2221 device and tested the area to ensure soil met cleanup
levels for site COCs. A gamma survey was also performed on both parcels following
construction of the caps.

Over the past five years, SMC contractors sampled three monitoring wells (MW-02-1S, MW-1F
and MW-03-8F) in the northern portion of the Site and eight monitoring wells (MW-93-2, MW-
93-5, MW-02-3F, MW-2F, MW-03-03F, MW-02-10F, MW-12-1 and MW-12-2) in the southem
portion of the Site. In addition, contractors collected one surface water sample from the natural,
non-process pond located on the western edge of the Site (see Figure 3).

For a full list of analytes and sampled groundwater monitoring wells, see Appendix F. Included
below in Table 6 are contaminants listed as COCs for soil cleanup in the remedy with the
exception of CPAHs. Monitoring for CPAHs is not required for groundwater or surface water
because the RI demonstrated that CPAHs were below detection levels and the risk assessment
demonstrated there was no unacceptable risk due to CPAHs in soil for current/future site worker
or future residents. '

Only monitoring wells that exhibited contaminant levels exceeding screening levels are listed
below. As such, this table excludes MW-02-10F, MW-03-3F, MW-03-8F, MW-02-1S and MW-
93-2. For purposes of monitoring soil remediation, SMC uses drinking water and surface water
standards to assess the prevalence of metals, inorganic contaminants and radiological
contaminants in site groundwater since the completion of the remedial construction.
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Table 6: Groundwater Sampling

Contaninsnt Antimony | Arsenic | Beryllium | Thallium Radium-226 P?:sl;l)zztrﬂs
(mgL) | (mgL) | (mgl) | (mgl) (pCilL) )
Monitoring | Screening PDWS PDWS PDWS PDWS PDWS SWS
Well Basis
Scresnlg 0.006 0.01 0.004 0.002 5 100
Level :
MW-1F 3/18/2010 <0.0023 0.0017J <0.00025 <0.0005 <0.2+/-0.1 <23
MW-1F 3/6/2012 <0.0023 0.0017J <0.00025 <0.0005 0.991+/-0.369P <50 UJ
MW-1F 3/27/2013 <0.005U 0.0017J | <0.0005U | <0.001 U 4.8+/-0.713 <21UJ
MW-1F 5/6/2014 0.005U 0.0017J 0.0005 U 0.001U 1.37+/-0.559 B 50 U)
MW-2F 3/8/2012 <0.0023J 0.020J <0.00025J | <0.00057 5.06+/-0.749P <50
MW-2F 3/28/2013 <0.005U 0.018 <0.0005U | <0.001 U 4.82+/-0.653 <210
MW-2F 5/6/2014 0.005U 0.018 0.0005U 0.001U 4.65+/-0.798 B 50U
MW-02-3F 3/8/2012 <0.0023J 0.014J <0.00025J | <0.00057J 2.10+/-0.509P <50
MW-02-3F 3/28/2013 <0.005U 0.013 <0.0005U | <0.001 U 2.76+/-0.501 <21 UJ
MW-02-3F 5/6/2014 0.005U 0.014 0.0005 U 0.001 U 9.45+/-1.17 B 50 UJ
MW-12-1 3/8/2012 0.0083J 0.002117) <0.00025J | <0.0005J | 0.515+/-0.285P <50
MW-12-1 3/28/2013 <0.005U 0.0022J | <0.0005U | <0.001U 1.84+/-0.430 <21 UJ
MW-12-1 5/6/2014 0.005U 0.0045 0.0005 U 0.001 U 2.67+/-0.793 B 50U
MW-12-2 3/8/2012 <0.0023J 0.00411J <0.000257J | <0.000517J 10.6+/-0.993P <50
MW-12-2 3/26/2013 <0.005U .001517 <0.0005U | <0.001 U 11.8+/-1.09 <21UJ
MW-12-2 5/5/2014 0.005U 0.0014 J 0.0005 U 0.001U 9.8+/-1.13 B 50U
MW-93-5 3/8/2012 0.0577J 0.016 J <0.00025J 0.039J <0.374+/-0.286 <50
MW-93-5 3/27/2013 0.0044J 0.0065 <0.0005U 0.0047 1.08+/-0.349 <21 U]
MW-93-5 5/6/2014 0.005U 0.0064 0.0005 U 0.0044 0.45+/-0.229 U 50 UJ
Notes:
mg/L — milligrams per Liter
ng/L — nanograms per Liter
PDWS - Primary Drinking Water Standard,
SWS - Surface Water Standard - Ch. 62-302, FAC
bold - Exceeds screening criteria.
J - Estimated value.
U - Compound was analyzed for but not detected.
< - Actual result is less than amount reported.
P - A result with an associated duplicate result that exceeds the control limit; the associated samples are
qualified “P” to indicate precision excursion
B - A result with associated blank result, which is outside the control limit, “B+" or “B-"used to indicate
high or low results

Contaminant levels do not appear to be increasing as per sampling completed during the last five
years. However, some wells are exhibiting contaminant levels that exceed their screening levels.

*  MW-93-5 shows levels of thallium exceeding Primary Drinking Water Standards

(PDWS).

e MW-02-3F and MW-2F have both exhibited detectable levels of arsenic that exceed
PDWS. MW 93-5 had an estimated exceedance of arsenic in 2012 only.

e MW-12-2 and MW-2F, which are both in the southern capped area, have exhibited

detectable levels of radium-226 above PDWS over the past three years. The cutoff wall is
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designed to help divert water in the surficial aquifer but both of these wells monitor the
Floridan aquifer.

e MW-I1F and MW-02-3F have each shown a detectable level of radium-226 once in the
past two years, but these levels do not appear to be consistent with the entire set of
monitoring results for those wells.

Elemental phosphorus has never exceeded the screening level in any monitoring wells. Other
analytes that were not listed as soil COCs in the remedy exceeded screening levels in on-site
groundwater monitoring. These included aluminum, iron, manganese, sodium, chloride, fluoride,
sulfate and gross alpha. Some of these analytes may have occurred naturally in the area due to
the Site’s proximity to the Anclote River.

As indicated by Table 7 below, there have been no site-related contaminants detected in surface
water above applicable regulatory criteria since post-construction monitoring began. See the full

sampling results through 2014 in Appendix F.

Table 7: Surface Water Sampling

Surface ,
Water SW-12-1 Pond Pond
Location :
Sample Date 3/8/2012 | 3/28/2013 6/6/2014
Contaminant epeenus
Level
Antimony (mg/L) 0.006 <.00237J <.0023 050U
Arsenic (mg/L) 0.01 0020 J 0018 .0026
Beryllium (mg/L) ; 0.004 <0.00025 J <0.00025 0.00050 U
Thallium (mg/L) 0.002 <0.00050 J <0.00050 001U
Radium-226 (pCi/L) 5 1.41+/-0.433 P | 1.29+/-0.368 | 1.21+/-0.437 B
Elemental Phosphorus (ng/L) | 100 <50,000,000 NS 50,000,000 UJ
Notes:
bold - Exceeds screening criteria.
B - Analyte detected in the associated method blank.
J - Estimated value.
U - Compound was analyzed for but not detected.
NS — Analyte not sampled.
P - A result with an associated duplicate result that exceeds the control limit; the associated samples are qualified “P” to
indicate precision excursion
< - Actual result is less than amount reported.

SMC contractors conduct gas sampling to check for phosphine gas accumulations in the southern
cap area. The need for this sampling process may be reassessed after four years. Thus far,
samples have not detected phosphine gas. The void space below the geomembrane for the
northern parcel has also been sampled for radon. Contractors have not found elevated levels of
radon gas.
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Figure 3: Detailed Site Map
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6.5  Site Inspection

On October 23, 2014, site stakeholders participated in a site inspection. Parties in attendance
included: Randy Bryant (EPA), Walsta Jean-Baptiste (FDEP), John-Paul Rossi (The Dextra
Group, an environmental business consulting firm, representing the PRP), Stephen W. Anagnost
(O’Brien & Gere), Johnny Zimmerman-Ward (Skeo Solutions) and Sarah Alfano (Skeo
Solutions). For a full list of site inspection activities, see the Site Inspection Checklist in
Appendix D. For photographs of the Site, see Appendix E.

All participants met in the parking lot by the on-site maintenance building on Anclote Road prior
to the site inspection to discuss the current status of activities at the Site. Following the meeting,
the site inspection participants began a walking inspection of the site property south of Anclote
Road. Participants viewed surface water discharge locations, monitoring wells, the southern cap,
Meyers Cove and the seawall. All components appeared to be in good condition. Site contractors
explained that they still discover gopher tortoise burrows occasionally and the gopher tortoises
are relocated as needed. The site inspection participants conducted a walking inspection of the
northern capped area and found it to be in good condition. Both areas of the Site, north and south
of Anclote Road, had perimeter fencing with appropriate signage and locked gates where needed.
Vandalism has not been an issue at the Site and owners are hoping to reuse the Site in the future.

On October 22, 2014, Skeo Solutions staff visited the designated site repository, Tarpon Springs
Public Library located at 138 East Lemon Street, Tarpon Springs, Florida 34689, as part of the
site inspection. At the repository, site documents were available by request from the periodical
room. The repository had relevant site documents from 1990 through 2010, including pertinent
administrative records and decision documents.

6.6 Interviews

The FYR process included interviews with Site stakeholders, including the PRPs and their
representatives, regulatory agencies involved in site activities or aware of the Site, and a local
resident. The purpose was to document the perceived status of the Site and any perceived
problems or successes with the phases of the remedy implemented to date. All of the interviews
took place by email following the site inspection on October 23, 2014. The interviews are
summarized below. Appendix C provides the complete interviews.

John-Paul Rossi

John-Paul Rossi, who works for The Dextra Group, an environmental business consulting firm
representing SMC, the PRP, completed his interview on November 11, 2014. Overall, Mr. Rossi
believes that remedial activities at the Site are successful and functioning as designed in line with
ongoing maintenance and operation. Mr. Rossi stated that SMC feels well informed about site
activities and remedial progress. When asked about effects on the surrounding community, Mr.
Rossi explained that there was some opposition to the selected remedy prior to construction.
Following construction, SMC has not observed any negative community interactions or
complaints. Mr. Rossi suggested modifying or eliminating sampling parameters for groundwater
and surface water, specifically for analytes that are absent or consistently fall below regulatory
limits, such as phosphorous.

19



Stephen W. Anagnost
Stephen Anagnost is an O&M contractor with O’Brien & Gere. He completed his interview on

November 11, 2014. Overall, Mr. Anagnost believes that remedial activities at the Site are
successful and functioning as designed in line with ongoing maintenance and operation.
Regarding monitoring data and contaminant levels at the Site, Mr. Anagnost referenced a July
2004 Groundwater Characterization Studies Report and stated that contamination in the surficial
aquifer appeared as “hot spots” at pond areas on site. Mr. Anagnost also stated that most
monitoring wells only contained one or two metals or COCs. Because low permeable
geomembrane caps cover the contamination source areas, Mr. Anagnost anticipates no impact to
groundwater. According to Mr. Anagnost, there are no site-related contaminants detected in
surface water above regulatory criteria and the cap continues to function as designed.

Regarding continued site O&M, Mr. Anagnost noted an on-site caretaker and explained that site
O&M continues in accordance with the O&M plan. Mr. Anagnost mentioned activities
undertaken for O&M cost saving, such as subcontracting landscaping and eliminating redundant
water lines and unnecessary production wells. One suggestion he mentioned included updating
sampling parameters to eliminate analytes that are not present at the Site or those that
consistently test below regulatory limits.

Walsta Jean-Baptiste
Walsta Jean-Baptiste works for FDEP and completed her interview on November 7, 2014.

Overall, Ms. Jean-Baptiste believes the site remediation is performing adequately. She is not
aware of any site O&M issues or any complaints from the surrounding community. Ms. Jean-
Baptiste stated that FDEP previously responded to requests for information about the Site’s
remediation. In addition, Ms. Jean-Baptiste stated there has been interest in the Site’s reuse. She
had no further comments or suggestions about the Site’s remedy or management of ongoing
O&M activities.

Local Resident

A local resident interviewed was aware of the former environmental issues and cleanup at the
Site and thought that the cleanup went well. The resident believes the community to be
appreciative of the Site’s cleanup and does not know of any recent vandalism or emergency
actions at the Site. The interviewee noted that the EPA kept the community informed during
cleanup but future correspondence regarding the Site by email would still be appreciated. The
resident has a municipal water supply connection and an irrigation well.

7.0 Technical Assessment

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

Yes. The OU1 remedy is functioning as intended by the ROD and subsequent ESDs. Remedial
efforts included the excavation and consolidation of contaminated materials and soils,
particularly from the pond areas, followed by installation of geomembrane covers, soil barrier
protection layers and vegetation rooting layers. These efforts have effectively limited the
potential for direct exposure to any surficial contaminants in the soil on all areas of the Site. Gas
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monitoring samples from the southern portion of the Site have not indicated an accumulation of
phosphine gas, which could indicate a chemical reaction involving remaining elemental
phosphorus.

In addition, SMC contractors constructed a fiberglass composite groundwater cutoff wall to
encompass the ponds area on the southern portion of the Site to divert groundwater in the
surficial aquifer around the pond materials and impacted soil beneath the ponds. This remedial
feature may be functioning as intended though there is no surface water monitoring and no
surficial aquifer monitoring wells operating downgradient of the structure to indicate this. In
order to confirm remedial performance, surface water monitoring should be implemented
downgradient of the cutoff wall.

Coastal Floridan aquifer monitoring wells in the southern capped area directly west and
southwest of the cutoff wall, MW-12-2 and MW-2F have exhibited detectable levels of radium-
226 above PDWS over the past three years. Groundwater monitoring at MW-12-2 and MW-2F
will continue. There are no current groundwater users are downgradient of these wells.
Groundwater flow for both aquifers at the Site is south and southwest, discharging into the
Anclote River.

Floridan aquifer MW-03-3F, which is located inland within the cutoff wall structure, has not
shown ROD-based contaminant levels above screening levels. In addition, MW-2F and MW-02-
3F (downgradient Floridan aquifer coastal wells) have both exhibited levels of arsenic that
exceed screening levels. There are no private wells downgradient of the Site in either aquifer.
The EPA is continuing with long-term monitoring of groundwater until a remedy is selected for
ou2.

Perimeter fencing effectively prohibits trespassing and site use and institutional controls in the
form of a Declaration of Restrictive Covenants are in place to prevent inappropriate site uses,
groundwater use, and well installation.

SMC is currently conducting groundwater sampling for 35 analytes, but a few of them, for
example, elemental phosphorus, have never been detected over screening levels. SMC
contractors have suggested an opportunity for O&M optimization that would eliminate analyses
for contaminants that have never been detected above screening levels.

7.2  Question B: Are the exposure assumptions, toxicity data, cleanup levels and
remedial action objectives (RAOs) used at the time of remedy selection still valid?

Yes. The exposure assumptions, cleanup levels and RAOs (or cleanup goals) used at the time of
remedy selection are still valid. ARARs used at the time of remedy selection are also still valid.
The soil cleanup goals were established to prevent unacceptable cancer or noncancer risks to
residents however, to prevent residential exposure in areas where soil concentrations exceed
residential limits, the soil remedy limits future use of the site to commercial/industrial. Cleanup
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goals for soil were not warranted for ecological exposures because potential ecological risks
were based on by site contaminants in sediment and surface water.

To evaluate the effect of the toxicity value changes on the cleanup goals established in the ROD,
the cleanup goals were compared to the EPA Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) for direct
contact (Tables 8). The analysis indicates except for thallium, the cleanup goals are more
stringent than or equivalent to a residential cancer risk within the EPA’s risk management range
of 1 x 10to 1 x 10** or equivalent to or less than the noncancer HI threshold of 1.0. However,
the soil remedy restricts land use to industrial/commercial and as demonstrated in Table 8, the
cleanup goals remain valid for such use as the cleanup goals fall within the EPA’s risk
management range or are below a noncancer HI of 1.0.

The 1998 ROD established a cleanup goal of 1.4 mg/kg assuming thallium is in the thallium
oxide form and using toxicity information from the EPA’s Health Effects Assessment Summary
Tables of March 1993. The EPA no longer lists a toxicity value for thallium oxide, but RSLs are
available for various thallium compounds. As shown in Table 8, some of these RSLs are slightly
more stringent or less stringent than the 1998 ROD cleanup goal. However, the cleanup goal for
thallium is expected to remain protective because thallium cleanup would be captured by the
remediation of other COCs (e.g., arsenic, phosphorus and the radionuclides) that were more
widely dispersed relative to thallium according to the RI report (Weston, 1993). Further, the
remedial goal for thallium remains protective for industrial receptors as summarized in Table 8.

An RSL was not available for radium-226; therefore, the EPA’s preliminary remediation goal
calculator was used to estimate the equivalent residential and industrial risk level associated with
the cleanup goal of 5 pCi/g. Table 8 shows the cleanup goal is equivalent to residential and
industrial risks that are within or below the EPA’s risk management range of 1 x 10°to 1 x 10

Table 8: Risk Evaluation of the Soil Cleanup Goals

CcocC Cleanup Residential RSL? Industrial RSL Screening Level Risk Evaluation
: Goal Risk-based | HI-based | Risk-based | HI-based Residential Industrial
(mg/kg) | (1x10%) (HI=1) (1x109 (HI=1) Risk HI Risk HI
Arsenic 3.7 0.67 34 3.0 480 5.5x10° 0.1 1.2x10° 0.01
Antimony 28.1 ND 31 ND 470 - 0.9 - 0.06
Beryllium 120¢ 1600 160 6900 2300 7.5x10* 0.75 1.7x10* 0.05
Phosphorus 14 ND 1.6 ND 23 E 0.87 - 0.06
Thallium ND ND - -
Thallium Acetate 0.47 7.0 3.0 0.2
Thallium Chloride 047 7.0 3.0 0.2
Thallium Nitrate " i 0.55 g 8.2 ¢ 25 i 0.2
Thallium (Soluble : 0.78 12 1.8 0.1
Salts)
Thallium Carbonate 1.6 23 0.87 0.06
Thallium Sulfate 1.6 23 0.87 0.06
- -5
lzliag)l;xm 226 (Lead 5 pCilg 0011 ND 0.24 ND 36x10 ey
CPAHs 0.089 0.015 ND 0.29 ND 5.9 x 10 - 3.1x107 -
Notes:

a. Cancer risk calculated by multiplying the cleanup goal by 1x 10 and dividing by the RSL; noncancer HI is calculated by dividing the
cleanup goal by the RSL.

b. RSL calculated for default residential exposure to include ingestion, inhalation, external exposure to soil and selecting calculator climate
data for Miami, Florida; the most conservative slab size (1 square meter) and cover layer thickness of 0 centimeters (http:/epa-

prgs.oml.gov/cgi-bin/radionuclides/rprg_search).
ND = RSL not determined

- =not calculated because RSL not determined
bold — cancer risk exceeds the upper bound the EPA risk level of 1x 10-4 or the target HI of 1.0.
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7.3  Question C: Has any other information come to light that coﬁld call into question
the protectiveness of the remedy?

No other information has come to light that could call into question the protectiveness of the
OU1 remedy.

74  Technical Assessment Summary

The OU1 remedy is functioning as intended by decision documents. Remedial efforts including
the excavation, consolidation and capping of contaminated materials and soils are effectively
preventing direct exposure to contaminants in those materials. In addition, remedial efforts have
included the construction of a fiberglass composite groundwater cutoff wall to divert
groundwater in the surficial aquifer around the pond materials and impacted soil beneath the
ponds. This remedial feature may require downgradient surface water monitoring to ensure the
remedy is functioning as intended. There are site-related contaminants (arsenic and radium-226)
in the Floridan aquifer; however, there are no current groundwater users downgradient of the
Site. Site groundwater flows into the Anclote River. OU2 includes groundwater in the surficial
aquifer.

A Declaration of Restrictive Covenants was filed with Pinellas County in April 2015 to prevent
inappropriate site uses, groundwater use, and well installation. The exposure assumptions,
cleanup levels, cleanup goals and ARARs used at the time of remedy selection are still valid. The
soil cleanup goals were established to prevent unacceptable cancer or noncancer risks to
residents. '

8.0 Issues, Reco_mmeildations and Follow-up Actions

There are no issues or recommendations for this FYR that affect current or future protectiveness.
The following items, though not expected to affect protectiveness, warrant additional follow-up:
o Consistent radium-226 concentrations above Primary Drinking Water Standards (PDWS)
in two Floridan aquifer groundwater monitoring wells (MW 12-2 and MW-2F) will
continue to be monitored.
e Surface water in the Anclote River in the vicinity of the Site should be sampled to
document the effectiveness of the remedy.
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9.0 Protectiveness Statement

Protectiveness Statement

Operable Unit: Protectiveness Determination:
Ou1 ' Protective

Protectiveness Statement: -

The remedy at OU1 is protective of human health and the environment because remedial
activities for contaminated soil and source materials have adequately addressed all exposure
pathways that could result in unacceptable risks to human health and the environment.

10.0 Next Review

The next FYR will be due within five years of the signature/approval date of this FYR.
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Appendix A: List of Documents Reviewed

Explanation of Significant Differences Superfund Fact Sheet for Stauffer Chemical Company
Site, Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida. U.S. EPA. June 1999.

Explanation of Significant Differences Superfund Fact Sheet for Stauffer Chemical Company
Site, Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida. U.S. EPA. August 16, 1999.

Explanation of Significant Differences Superfund Fact Sheet for Stauffer Chemical Company
Site, Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida. U.S. EPA. March 27, 2000.

Explanation of Significant Differences Superfund Fact Sheet for Stauffer Chemical Company
Site, Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida. U.S. EPA. June 2007.

Final Design for Operable Unit 1 (OU1), Stauffer Chemical Superfund Site, Tarpon Springs,
Florida. Prepared by O’Brien & Gere for Stauffer Management Company. November 2008.

Final Groundwater Studies Report for Stauffer Management Company, Tarpon Springs, Florida.
Prepared by Parsons Engineering Science, Inc. July 2004.

Final Feasibility Study Report for Stauffer Management Company, Tarpon Springs, Florida Site.
Prepared by Roy F. Weston, Inc. January 1996.

Final Site Remedial Investigation Report, Volume I, for Stauffer Management Company, Tarpon
Springs, Florida. Prepared by Roy F. Weston, Inc. December 1993.

Record of Decision, Operable Unit 1, Stauffer Chemical Tarpon Springs Site, Pinellas County,
Florida. Prepared by U.S. EPA Region 4. July 2, 1998.

Remedial Action Work Plan for Operable Unit 1 (OU1), Stauffer Chemical Superfund Site,
Tarpon Springs, Florida. Prepared by O’Brien & Gere for Stauffer Management Company.
March 2009.

Revised Final Baseline Risk Assessment Parts A and B for Stauffer Chemical Company, Tarpon
Springs, Florida. Prepared for U.S. EPA Region 4 by Black & Veatch Waste Science, Inc. July
21, 1995.

Stauffer Chemical Company (Tarpon Springs) NPL Site Summary. June 18, 2013. Accessed
June 17, 2014. http://www.epa.gov/region4/superfund/sites/npl/florida/stachemtsfl.html.

Stauffer Chemical Company Public Health Assessment. March 30, 2005. Accessed March 11,
2015. http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/HAC/pha/staufferpdfs/staufferl.pdf.

Superfund Information Systems Site Progress Profile, Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs).
Accessed June 17, 2014. http://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0400578.



http://www.epa.gov/region4/superfund/sites/npl/florida/stachemtsfl.html
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/HAC/pha/staufferpdfs/staufferI.pdf
http://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfin?id=0400578

Appendix B: Press Notice

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Announces the First Five-Year Review for
the Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Superfund Site,
Tarpon Springs, Pinellas County, Florida

Purpose/Objective: EPA is conducting a Five-Year Review of the remedy for the Stauffer
Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Superfund site (the Site) in Tarpon Springs, Florida. The purpose
of the Five-Year Review is to make sure the selected cleanup actions effectively protect human
health and the environment.

Site Background: The 130-acre site is located on Anclote Road, about two miles southeast of
Tarpon Springs. The Anclote River borders the Site to the south and west; the Site is located two
miles upstream from the Gulf of Mexico. Victor Chemical Company began manufacturing
chemicals on site in 1947. Stauffer Chemical Company acquired the facilities from Victor
Chemical Company in 1960 and continued manufacturing operations until 1981. Operations
included production of phosphorous using phosphate ore mined from deposits in Florida. Site
investigations revealed that past operations had contaminated groundwater, sediment and soil
with arsenic, antimony, beryllium, phosphorous, polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs),
radium-226 and thallium. As a result of these findings, the EPA placed the Site on the Superfund
program’s National Priorities List (NPL) in 1994,

Cleanup Actions: EPA designated two operable units (OUs) to address the Site’s soil,
groundwater and sediment contamination. OU1 addresses the source of groundwater
contamination. The final OU1 remedy, selected in the Site’s 1998 Record of Decision (ROD)
and updated in 2007, included excavation of contaminated material and soil; on-site
consolidation of contaminated materials and soil; capping of consolidation areas; institutional
controls to limit land use and groundwater use at the Site; and installation of a groundwater
cutoff wall to reduce the potential for contaminant migration from former waste ponds.
Construction of the OU1 remedy took place from 2010 to 2011, in addition to earlier removal
actions. The State of Florida's Underground Storage Tank Program will address diesel fuel
product identified during site investigations. OU2 will address contaminated groundwater. The
EPA has not finalized a remedy for OU2.

Five-Year Review Schedule: The National Contingency Plan requires review of remedial
actions that result in any hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants remaining at the Site
above levels that allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure every five years to ensure the
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protection of human health and the environment. The first of the Five-Year Reviews for the Site
will be completed by April 2015.

EPA Invites Community Participation in the Five-Year Review Process: The 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, the EPA staff is available to answer any questions about the Site.
Community members who have questions about the Site or the Five-Year Review process, or
who would like to participate in a community interview, are asked to contact:

Randy Bryant, EPA Remedial Project Manager Angela Miller, EPA Community
Involvement Coordinator

Phone: (404) 562-8794 Phone: (404) 562-8561

Email: bryant.randy@epa.gov Email: miller.angela@epa.gov

Mailing Address: U.S. EPA Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street, S.W., 11th Floor, Atlanta, GA 30303-
8960

Additional information is available at the Site’s local document repository, located at Tarpon
Springs Public Library, 138 East Lemon Street, Tarpon Springs, Florida 34689, and online at:
http://www.epa.gov/regiond/superfund/sites/npl/florida/stachemtsfl. html.
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Appendix C: Interview Forms

Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Five-Year Review Interview Form
Springs) Superfund Site

Site Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon EPA ID No.: FLD010596013
Name: Springs

Interviewer — Affiliation:

Name:

Subject Name: John-Paul Rossi Affiliation: The Dextra Group
Subject Contact '
Information: 302-886-3725

Time: Date: 11/11/2014

Interview Format (circle In Person  Phone  Mail
one):

Interview Potentially Responsible Parties

Category:

1. What is your overall impression of the remedial activities at the Site?
This has been a successful project. Remedial goals were achieved during construction, as
documented in the Completion Report. Ongoing maintenance and monitoring activities
continue to demonstrate that the remedy is functioning as designed.

2. What have been the effects of this Site on the surrounding community, if any?
Prior to remediation, some elements of the surrounding community were opposed to the
selected remedy. Since completion of remedial construction, SMC is not aware of any
community interaction.

3. What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site?
As documented by ongoing maintenance and monitoring activities, the remedy is functioning
as designed.

4. Are you aware of any complaints or inquiries regarding environmental issues or the remedial
action from residents since implementation of the cleanup?
SMC is not aware of any community interaction since the completion of the remedial
construction.

5. Do you feel well-informed regarding the Site’s activities and remedial progress? If not, how
might the EPA convey site-related information in the future?
SMC feels well informed regarding the Site’s activities and remedial progress.

6. Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding the management or
operation of the Site’s remedy?
Consideration should be given to modifying the sampling parameters to eliminate
groundwater and/or surface water analytes that have either never been detected or have
consistently detected below regulatory limits (e.g. phosphorus).




Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Five-Year Review Interview Form
Superfund Site

Site Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon EPA ID No.: FLD010596013
Name: Springs)

Subject Name: Walsta Jean-Baptiste Affiliation: FDEP

Subject Contact

Information: Walsta.jeanbaptiste@dep.state.fl.us

Time: ' Date: _ 11/07/14

Interview Format (circle In Person  Phone  Mail @

one):

Interview ' State Agency
Category:
What is your overall impression of the project, including cleanup, maintenance and reuse

activities (as appropriate)?
The project is going well. I am not aware of any maintenance issues and there has been
interest in reuse.

2. What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site?
According to reports forwarded to the Department by the EPA, the remedy is performing
well.

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

4. Has your office conducted any site-related activities or communications in the past five
years? If so, please describe the purpose and results of these activities.

The Department has responded to information requests for site information regarding the
status of site remediation.

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

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

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

8. Do you have any comments, suggestions or recommendations regarding the management or
operation of the Site’s remedy?
No.
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Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Five-Year Review Interview Form

Superfund Site ,

Site Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon EPA ID No.: FLD010596013
Name: Springs)

Subject Name: Stephen W. Anagnost Affiliation: O’Brien & Gere
Subject Contact

Information: 315-956-6259

Time: Date: 11/11/14

Interview Format (circle In Person Phone Mail ther: Email

one):

Interview O&M Contractor
Category:

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

This has been a successful project. Remedial goals were achieved during construction, as
documented in the Completion Report. Ongoing maintenance and monitoring activities
continue to demonstrate that the remedy is functioning as designed.

What is your assessment of the current performance of the remedy in place at the Site?
As documented by ongoing maintenance and monitoring activities, the remedy is functioning
as designed.

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?

The Site hydrogeology is a relatively flat, low flow system with ultimate discharge to the
Anclote River by both the surficial and the Upper Floridan aquifers. The surficial aquifer is
present above a depth of approximately 20 feet (ft) below grade, and the Upper Floridan
aquifer is present between approximately 20 ft to 50 ft below grade. The two aquifers are
separated by a semi-confining layer (SCL), composed of fine sands with clays or clays with
sand, encountered at depths ranging from 10 to 26 ft below ground surface.

As presented in the July 2004 Groundwater Characterization Studies Report (Parsons, 2004)
(prepared prior to remediation), contamination in the surficial aquifer appeared as “hot spots”
at pond areas in the North and South Parcels. Metals of concem at the Site that exceeded the
Primary Drinking Water Standards (PDWS) included antimony, arsenic, cadmium, nickel
and thallium. Most of the wells containing these constituents only had one or two each,
while one South Parcel monitoring well had four of the constituents and another had three.
These localized “hot spots” were closely associated with source areas and large areal plumes
of these constituents do not exist at the Site. Only one Upper Floridan well contained any of
these constituents above the PDWS (antimony and thallium as well as gross alpha). This
well was located next to a source area and was originally installed with the screen
compromising the SCL and allowing connection between the aquifers. A new adjacent
Upper Floridan well contained none of these constituents.




Metal constituents exceeding Secondary Drinking Water Standards (SDWS) in either aquifer
included aluminum, iron, manganese, and zinc. Inorganic constituents exceeding the SDWS
included chloride, fluoride and sulfate. Fluoride is the most widespread constituent at the
Site, being found in eighteen surficial and four Upper Floridan wells at levels above the
SDWS. Elevated sodium and chloride levels were found in wells near the shoreline, a result of
the proximity of the river and salt water intrusion. One surficial well in a source area in the
South Parcel contained elemental phosphorus and two contained gross alpha above the
PDWS.

Groundwater flow in both aquifers is generally to the south or southwest and discharges into
the Anclote River. The flat gradients, in combination with the relatively low hydraulic
conductivitiés of both aquifers, are indicative of a low flow velocity groundwater system.
Pumping tests conducted in both aquifers showed no measurable effect on the non-pumping
aquifer. This indicates that there is not a strong hydraulic connection between the two
aquifers.

Review of the groundwater data collected in 2014 indicates the following

Monitoring Well . ) Remarks

_ | u_rﬁcial Monitoring

Aluminum and iron were detected above screening criteria;
however, their concentrations (1.8 mg/L aluminum and 0.7 mg/L
iron) are lower than those observed in the prior samples collected
MW-02-1S in 2012 and 2013. The well contained only 1.4-feet of water
: column and was bailed to collect the sample during 2014. The
sample collected was visually turbid, which may account for the
 higher concentrations.
Thallium and fluoride were detected at concentrations above the
MW-93-5 screening criteria, but the concentrations are similar to those
previously observed.

Floridan Monitoring

Wells
MW-1F, MW-2F, MW-  Each of these monitoring wells exhibit concentrations of several
02-3F, MW-03-3F, metals and inorganic parameters above of the screening criteria,

MW-03-8F, MW-12-2  but the concentrations are similar to those previously observed.

' - Concentrations of iron and manganese were detected slightly
above screening criteria during the 2014 monitoring event, and at
concentrations slightly higher than those detected in 2012 and
2013. Antimony, detected slightly above screening criteria during
the 2012 monitoring event, was not detected during the 2013 or
2014 monitoring events.

MW=12-1 .

There continues to be no indication of a groundwater plume on site, and since the source
areas (South Ponds and North Parcel Slag area) are covered by low permeable
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geomembrane caps, no impact to groundwater is expected. There have been no site-
related contaminants detected in surface water above applicable regulatory criteria.

Monitoring of the soil gas collected below the caps also indicates that the source areas
are not causing impact since radon has not accumulated below the North Parcel Slag area
cap nor has phosphine accumulated below the South Parcel cap. The caps on both parcels
have not been compromised by erosion and continue to prevent access to slag and
contaminated soil.

. Is there a continuous on-site O&M presence? If so, please describe staff responsibilities
and activities. Alternatively, please describe staff responsibilities and the frequency of

site inspections and activities if there is not a continuous on-site O&M presence.

There is a caretaker on site approximately 20 hours per week. His duties include monitoring
site conditions, including inspecting for erosion following storm events, and facilitating
maintenance and monitoring activities like mowing and the annual groundwater monitoring.

. 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.

There have not been any significant changes since completion of remedial construction.

. 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.
There have not been any unexpected O&M activities or costs.

. 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.

Monitoring has been conducted in accordance with the approved O&M Plan. Site
maintenance has been optimized by subcontracting mowing rather than having it performed
by the site caretaker, eliminating redundant water supply lines and abandoning a production
well that was no longer needed.

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

Consideration should be given to modifying the sampling parameters to eliminate
groundwater analytes that have either never been detected or have been consistently
detected below regulatory limits (e.g. phosphorus).




Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) Five-Year Review Interview

Superfund Site Form

Site Name: Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs) EPA ID No.: FLD010596013

Interviewer Name: Sarah Alfano Affiliation: Skeo
Solutions

Subject Name: Local Resident Affiliation: Local Resident

Subject Contact

Information:

Time: 3:00PM Date: 11.21.14

Interview Format (circle In Person Mail Other:

one):

Interview Residents

Category:

. Are you aware of the former environmental issues at the Site and the cleanup activities that
have taken place to date?
Yes.

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

I thought it all went very well. There has not been any reuse yet. I saw something on the
news a while back about reuse but I do not think anything came of it.

. What have been the effects of this Site on the surrounding community, if any?
At this point, there are none. I am sure the community is appreciative that the Site has been
cleaned up. They put Meyers Cove back the way that it should be. All in all, I thought it was
done well.

4. Have there been any problems with unusual or unexpected activities at the Site, such as
emergency response, vandalism or trespassing?

No. Actually, there are two buildings on the Site. One has been there for a while and one is a
maintenance building on the Site. Workers come to mow the lawn, etc. but no other kinds of
activity.

5. Has the EPA kept involved parties and surrounding neighbors informed of activities at the
Site? How can the EPA best provide site-related information in the future?

Throughout the whole process yes, they did. There has not been any correspondence recently
but for future contact and information, email would be appreciated.

6. Do you own a private well in addition to or instead of accessing city/municipal water
supplies? If so, for what purpose(s) is your private well used?

I have a municipal water connection. I also have an irrigation well, used only for irrigation.
7. Do you have any comments, suggestions or reccommendations regarding any aspects of the

project?
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No, it has been quiet for some time over there. It is zoned light commercial so something
could go in at some point but I do not see how that would impact our neighborhood.
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Appendix D: Site Inspection Checklist

FIVE-YEAR REVIEW SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST _

I. SITE INFORMATION

Site Name: Stauffer Chemical Co. (Tarpon Springs)

Date of Inspection: 10/23/14

Leocation and Region: Tarpon Springs, FL, R4

EPA ID: FLD010596013

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

Weather/Temperature: Warm and Sunny

Remedy Includes: (Check all that apply)
[X] Landfill cover/containment
X Access controls
[X] Institutional controls
[] Groundwater pump and treatment
[[] Surface water collection and treatment

selected.

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

[X] Other: Groundwater monitoring is occurring though no final remedy for groundwater has been

is occurring though no final remedy for groundwater has been

Attachments: [ ] Inspection team roster attached

II. INTERVIEWS (check all that apply)

1. O&M Site Manager  Stephen Anagnost
Name
Interviewed [ ] atsite [X] at office [] by phone :
Problems, suggestions [X] Report attached: By Email

2. O&M Staff

Name

Problems/suggestions [[] Report attached:

[[] Site map attached
Senior Managing Engineer 10/23/2014
Title Date
mnv/dd/yyyy
Title Date

Interviewed [ ] at site [] at office [ ] by phone :
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3. Local Regulatory Authorities and Response Agencies (i.c., state and tribal oﬂice; 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 Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Contact ~Walsta Jean-Baptiste State 10/23/2014
Name Representative  Date Phone No.
Title

Problems/suggestions [X] Report attached: By Email

Agency EPA Region 4

Contact Randy BryantName RPM 10/23/2014  404-217-1315
Title Date Phone No.

Problems/suggestions [X] Report attached: By Email

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:
4. Other Interviews (optional) [X] Report attached:

John-Paul Rossi, PRP Representative, interviewed by email. 10/23/2014

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

1. O&M Documents

[X O&M manual (X Readily available X Up to date ONA
(< As-built drawings X Readily available [ Up to date ONa
X] Maintenance logs [ Readily available ] Up to date ON/A
Remarks: __ |

2. Site-Specific Health and Safety Plan [ Readily available []Uptodate [1N/A
E_; Contingency plan/emergency response X Readily available [JUptodate [JN/A
plan

Remarks: Stored in site trailer.

3. O&M and OSHA Trainil;g Records X Readily available [JUptodate [] N/A

Remarks: Stored in site trailer.

D-2




Permits and Service Agreements

[ Air discharge permit [] Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
[] Effluent discharge [] Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
[] Waste disposal, POTW [] Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
[ Other permits: [] Readily available [JUptodate [XIN/A
Remarks: o

5. Gas Generation Records _E—Réadily available [JUptodate [INA
Remarks:

6. Settlement Monument Records [J Readily available [JUptodate XINA
Remarks:

7. Groundwater Monitoring Records X Readily available [JUptodate [N/A

7 Remarks:

8. . Leachate Extraction Records [] Readily available [ Up to date XwNA
Remarks:

9. Discharge Compliance Records .
[ Air ] Readily available [0 Up to date XINA
[] Water (effluent) (] Readily available [ Up to date XINA
Remarks:

10. Daily Access/Security Logs [X) Readily available [ Uptodate [IN/A
Remarks:

IV. O&M COSTS

1. O0&M Organization
[] State in-house [] Contractor for state
[J PRP in-house X Contractor for PRP
[] Federal facility in-house [ Contractor for Federal facility
[ —
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2. O&M Cost Records
X Readily available X Up to date
[ Funding mechanism/agreement in place [ _] Unavailable
Original O&M cost estimaté: $9.356.000 total [] Breakdown attached

Total annual cost by year for review period if available

From: 01/01/2012 To: 12/31/2012 $136, 405.81 [C] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost
From: 01/01/2013 To: 12/31/2013 $160.354.70 (] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost
From: 01/01/2014 To: 11/14/2014 $150.250.55 (] Breakdown attached
Date Date Total cost
3. Unanticipated or Unusually High O&M Costs during Review Period

Describe costs and reasons: None

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

A. Fencing
1. Fencing Damaged X Location shown onsite map  [X] Gates secured [ N/A
Remarks:

B. Other Access Restrictions

1. Signs and Other Security Measures [] Location shown on sitemap [JN/A
Remarks: Signs in place where necessary.

C. Institutional Controls (ICs)
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1. . Implementation and Enforcement

Site conditions imply ICs not properly implemented Oyes X No [INA

Site conditions imply ICs not being fully enforced [OYes X No [JNA

Type of monitoring (e.g., self-reporting, drive by): On-site presence of site caretaker

Frequenéy. Daily

Responsible party/agency: PRP

Contact  John-Paul Rossi PRP 10/23/2014 302-740-

Representative 5656

Name Title Date Phone no.

Reporting is up to date Kyes [ONo O

N/A
Reports are verified by the lead agency Myes [ONo [INA

Specific requirements in deed or decision documents have beenmet [ ] Yes [XINo ONaA
Violations have been reported Oyves [ONo KNA
Other problems or suggestions: [_] Report attached

2, Adequacy [ ICs are adequate ] ICs are inadequate ONA
Remarks: A Declaration of Restrictive Covenants was filed in Pinellas County in April 2015.

D. General

1. Vandalism/Trespassing [ ] Location shown onsitemap  [X] No vandalism evident

Remarks: )
2. Land Use Changesﬁ 01; Site XIN/A
Remarks:
3. Land Use Changes Off Site X NA
Remarks: . __
o V1. GENERAL SITE CONDITIONS
'A. Roads X Applicable [JN/A
L Roads Damaged - X Location shown on site map  [X] Roads adequate ONA

Remarks: Roads are overgrown but are not in use so this is not an issue.

B. Other Site Conditions

Remarks:
VII. LANDFILL COVERS X Applicable [JN/A
A. Landfill Surface (will apply to both northern and southern landfills)
1. Settlement (Iow spots) [0 Location shown on site map [X] Settlement not evident
Arial extent: Depth: _
Remarks:
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Cracks

2. [ Location shown on site map X Cracking not evident
Lengths: Widths: Depths: _
Remarks: _____
3. Erosion [] Lecation shown on site map B Erosion not evident
Arial extent: __ Depth: _
) Remarks:
4. Holes [] Location shown on site map X Holes not evident
Arial extent: Depth: _
Remarks:
5. Vegetative Cover X Grass X Cover properly established
X No signs of stress [ Trees/shrubs (indicate size and locations on a diagram)
Remarks: _
6. Alternative Cover (e.g., armored rock, concrete) K NA
Remarks:
7. Bulges ] Location shown on site map B} Bulges not evident
Arial extent: _____ Height: ____
Remarks:
8.  Wet Areas/Water [X] Wet areas/water damage not evident
Damage
] Wet areas [[] Location shown on site map  Arialextent:
[ Ponding [J Location shown on site map  Arjal extent: _____
[ Seeps [ Location shown on site map ~ Arial extent: _____
[ Soft subgrade [J Location shown on site map  Arial extent: _____
Remarks:
9. Slope Instability [ Slides [ Location shown on site map
X No evidence of slope instability
Arialextent: _
Remarks:
B. Benches [ Applicable [XIN/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 [J Location shown on site map [J NVA or okay
Remarks:
2. Bench Breached [ Location shown on site map ] N/A or okay
Remarks:




3. Bench Overtopped
Remarks: ___

[ Location shown on site map

[C] N/A or okay

C. Letdown Channels

[ Applicable [ N/A

(Channel lined with erosion control mats, riprap, grout bags or gabions that descend down the steep side
slope of the cover and will allow the runoff water collected by the benches to move off of the landfill

cover without creating erosion gullies.)

- 1. Settlement (Low spots) [] Location shown on site map ] No evidence of settlement
Arial extent: _ Depth: _____
_ Remarks:
- 2. Material Degradation [[] Location shown on site map ] No evidence of degradation
Material type: Arial extent: __
Remarks:
3-. | Erosion [] Location shown on site map [J No evidence of erosion
Arialextent: Depth: _
Remarks: ..
4, Uﬁdercﬁtfing (] Location shown on site map O No evidence of undercutting
Arial extent: Depth: _
Remarks:
5. Obstructions _ Type - [ No obstructions
[ Location shown on site map Arial extent: ____
Size:
Remarks:
6. Exc“essive Vegetative Growth Type:

[[] No evidence of excessive growth

[ Vegetation in channels does not obstruct flow

[ Location shown on site map Arial extent: _____
Remarks:
D. Cover Penetrations X Applicable [JN/A
1. GasVents X Active [ Passive
[X Properly secured/locked [X] Functioning  [X Routinely sampled  [X] Good condition

(] Evidence of leakage at penetration

[] Needs maintenance [ ] N/A

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

Remarks: _

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

4. Extraction Wells Leachate
[ Properly secured/locked [ ] Functioning ~ [] Routinely sampled ] Good condition

(] Evidence of leakage at penetration [] Needs maintenance  [X] N/A
~ Remarks: o
5. Settlement Monuments [] Located O Routinel-y surveyed 7 X N/A
Remarks: .
E. Gas Collection and Trea-tnulent- [J 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
[C] Good condition [[] Needs maintenance
_ Remarks: » B
3. Gas Monitoring Facilities (e.g., gaé n;onitoring of adjacent homes or buildings)
] Good condition [] Needs maintenance ONA
Remarks:
F. Cover Drainage Layer X Applicable [JN/A
1. Outlet Pipes Inspected [X) Funcfioning . [ONa
Remarks: o
2. Outlet Rock Inspected X Functidﬁing ONaA
Remarks: _
G. Detention/Sedimentation Ponds [ Applicable X N/A
1. Siltation Areaextent; _ Depth: _
[] siltation not evident

Remarks:
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2. Erosion Area extent: Depth:

X Erosion not evident

Remarks: _ _ .
3. Outlet Works [] Functioning | 7 E_N/A
Remarks:
4, Dam [] Functioning X NA
Remarks: ______
H. Retaining Walls [ Applicable []N/A
.1. - Déformations [ Location shown on site map Xl Deformation not evident
Horizontal displacement: _ . Vertical displacement: __
Rotational displacement: _____
_ Remarks: ___
2.- - Degl-'adati(-)n [J Location shown on site map X Degradation not evident
Remarks: o o
L Perimeter Ditches/Off-Site Discharge | [:] Aﬁpli_cél;le XIN/A
1.  Siltation [] Location shown on site map [ siltation not evident
Area extent: Depth: _
Remarks:
2. Vegetative Growth [] Location shown on site map CONA
[J Vegetation does not impede flow
Areaextent: Type:
Remarks: )
3.  Erosion . O Location shown on site map [] Erosion not evident
Area extent: Depth: _
Remarks: _
4,  Discharge Structure [] Functioning Owa
_ Remarks: :
VIIL VERTICAL BARRIER WALLS I3 Applicable [ N/A
1. Settlement 7 E Locatién showfx on site map (X Settlement not evident
Areaextent: Depth: _

Remarks:
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2, Performance Monitoring  Type of monitoring:
X Performance not monitored

Frequency: [] Evidence of breaching

Head differential: _

Remarks:

IX. GROUNDWATER/SURFACE WATER REMED_IES E Applicabi'e O NA
A. Groundwater Extraction Wells, Pumps and Pipelines [J Applicable [X] N/A

1.  Pumps, Wellhead Plumbing and Electrical
[] Good condition [J All required wells properly operating [ ] Needs maintenance CONA

Remarks: _

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

Remarks: __ o
3. Spare Parts_and Equ‘i'pment
[ Readily available [] Good [ Requires upgrade [] Needs to be provided
condition
Remarks:

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

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

2. Surface Water Collection System Pipelines, Valves, Valve Bo:ées and O-t'_l_-ler Appurtenances
[] Good condition [ ] Needs maintenance

Remarks: . -
- 3. Spare Parts aﬁd Equipment
] Readily available [ ] Good [ Requires upgrade ] Needs to be provided
condition
Remarks:
C. Treatment System [ Applicable [XIN/A
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Treatment Train (check components that apply)

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

[ Filters:

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

[Jothers:

] Good condition [] Needs maintenance

I:I Sampling ports properly marked and functional

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

[ Quantity of groundwater treated annually: _
[J Quantity of surface water treated annually:

Remarks:

Electrical Enclosures and Panels (properly rated and functional)

Owa [ Good [] Needs maintenance
condition

Remarks:

Tanks, Vaults, Storage Vessels

ONna [1 Good [C] Proper secondary containment ] Needs maintenance

condition

Remarks: . ]

Discharge Structlir;e and- Appurtenances

ONa ] Good [] Needs maintenance
condition

Remarks:

Treatment Building(s)

ONA ] Good condition (esp. roof and [] Needs repair
doorways)

[ Chemicals and equipment properly stored

Remarks: o S

Monitoring Wells (pu@ a.nd tréatment remedy)

(O Properly secured/locked  [] [J Routinely sampled  [[] Good condition

Functioning
[ All required wells located [ ] Needs maintenance ONA

Remarks: _
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D. Monitoring Data

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

2.  Monitoring Data Suggests:

B Groundwater plume is effectively contained O Contaminant concentrations are declining

E. Monitored Natural Attenuation

1.  Monitoring Wells (natural attenuation remedy)

[ Properly secured/locked (J Functioning ~ [] Routinely sampled [ ] Good condition
[ All required wells located [J Needs maintenance XINnA
Remarks:

X. OTHER REMEDIES

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

A, Implementation of the Remedy

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

The remedy was designed to reduce contaminant mobility and contain the toxicity of contaminants at the
Site. This FYR is assessing the effectiveness of institutional controls, excavation and consolidation
efforts, caps and cut-off wall, and saturation zone source control. The consolidation areas, cut-off walls
and capped areas which include gas monitoring and groundwater monitoring appear to be functioning as
designed. Surface water also indicates the remedy functions as intended.

B. Adequacy of O&M

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

C. Early Indicators of Potential Remedy Problems

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

No issues in O&M were noted during the site inspection.

D. Opportunities for Optimization

Describe possible opportunities for optimization in monitoring tasks or the operation of the remedy.
None, monitoring for groundwater at the Site continues.

D-12




Appendix E: Photographs from Site Inspection Visit

North landfill looking towards south landfill.

North landfill fence along Anclote Road.
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' Soth landfill area.
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South landfill drainage flapper valve to Meyers Cove.



Superfund site signage on nrtld 1 fen alng clote Boulevard.
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Appendix F: Monitoring Data

Table 1
Groundwater Analytical Data
2002-2014
M: C
Tarpon Springs, Florida
Floridan aquifer i
8 &
Aluminum SOWS 02 0.0381 <0.023 00231 <005 U 0.05U 0.047) 0.047) 0.031) <005 0.05U 0.0565U <0.023)
POWS 0.006 <0.0050 <0.0023 <0.0023 <0,005 U 0.005U <0.0050 <0.0050 <0.0023 1 <0.005U 0.005U 0.5039U 0.0023)
Arsenic POWS 001 <0010 0.0017} 0.00171 00017} 0.0017 1 0618 0.018 0.020) 0.018 0018 0013 0.014)
Barium POWS 2 0012 0011 0012 0.013 0014+ 0.0t 001 0.0164 0.019 00213+ 002218 0.015)
lium POWS 0.004 <0.00054 <0.00025 <0.00025 <0.0005 U 0.0008 U <0.00054 <0.00054 <0.00025 | <0.0005 U 0.0008 U 0.0001U <0.00025 )
Cadmium POWS 0.005 <0.00071 <0.000095 <0.000095 <0.0005 U 0.0005 U <0.80071 <0.00071 <0.000055 00001 § 0.0005 U 0.0005U <0.000095 1
Cakcium * 2 39 401 42 46 51 ) ) 14014 180 180 622 991
Chromium POWS 0.1 <0010 <0.0025 <0.0025 <0005 U 0005 U <0.010 <0.010 <0.0025 <0005 U 0005U 0.0005U <0.0025 )
Cotatt * 3 <0.010 <0.00015 <0.00015 <0.0005 U 0.0005 U <0010 <0.010 000069 ) 0.00088 0.0014 0.0007U <0.00015 1
r SOWS 1 <0.00090 <6.0011 <0.0011 <0.005U 0.005U <0,00090 <0.00090 <0.0011) <0.005U 0.005U £.00070 <0.00111
SOWS 03 <0050 <0.033 <0033 <01U 01U 099 1 251 27 25 0307 0781
POWS 0.015 <0.0050 <0.0002 0.00029 ) <0.0015U 0.0015U <0.0050 <0.0050 <0.0002 ) <0.0015U 0.0015 U 0.0023U <0.0002)
¥ ) 39 a8 52 58 58 57 58 974 130 40 339 541
SOWS 0.05 <0.010 0.00174 0.0045 ) 0.0031 0.0021 0053 0.053 00751 0.086 0.097 0.0422 00344
POWS 0.002 <0.000072 <0.000091 <0.000091 <0.0002 U 0.0002 U <0.000072 <0.000072 <0.000091 § <0.0002 U 0.0002 Y 0.0001UN <0.000091 |
POWS 0.1 <0.040 <0.002 <0002 <0005U 0.005U <0.040 <0.040 0.0021 0.0038 § 0.0031 0.0015U <0002
» 2 <10 0.68 073 0.79 0.81 82 83 671 74 [ U5 371
POWS 0.05 <0.0042 <0.001 <0.001 <0.0025 U 0.0025 U <0.0042 <0.0042 0.0016 ) <0.0025U 0.0025 U 0.0031U <0001
SOWS 0.1 <0.0019 <0.00025 <0.00025 <0.001 Us 0.001U <0.0019 <0.0018 <0.00025 | <0.001 Ul 0.001 U 0.0014U <0.00025
POWS 160 2 17 23 23 24 400 410 700) 0 840 258 330)
POWS 0.002 <0.0020 <0.0005 <0.0005 <0,001U 00014 <0.0020 <0,0020 <0.0005 ) <0001U 0001U <0.0020 <0.0005 )
3 < <0.010 0.0048) 0.0057) 000711 00087 <0010 <0010 <0.0038 1 <001V 0.01U 000238 <0.0038!
SOWS 5.0 <0.020 <0,0083 <0,0063 <002U 0.02U <0.020 <0.020 <0.0083 <0.024 0.02U 000288 <0.0083
» ] 100 NA NA NA NA 270 270 NA NA NA 250 NA
¥ : <10 NA NA NA NA <10 <10 NA NA NA 1.00 NA
POWS 02 <0.010 <0.0025 <0.0025 <0.01U 0.014 <0.010 <0.010 0.0061 0.0049 § 000574 000228 00069
SOWS 250 24 18 2 27 23 780 770 1500 ) 100 1600 3 0.036 UJ
SOWS 20 <0.20 0321 0.16 <1y 014 <020 <0.20 0.10) <iu 0.12 043 029)
= X <0.10 <0.10 <0.10 <01y 01U 11 1 14) 15 13 12 0771
SOWS 250 27 191 30 30 28 250 250 340) 37 410 86 140}
POWS 15 14-/05 <03+/-06 5.90-/-2.87 <2.975/-192Y 152+/07%0 11.3+/43 6.8+/-35 13.2+/-7.97 <9.96+/6.18U | 3.75+/-106 U} 6.7+/-26 72444262 |
» < 11-/05 <14:/-07 <193-/-149 3.97:/-178 191+/-0810 1214/-54 50-/4.0 32.8+/-624 59.5+/-726 61.6+/8.00 32-/2 27.9+/-245
POWS 50 04-/0.1 <0.2+/-01 0.591+/-0369P 4.8+/-0.713 137-/05598 2.6:/-02 23+/-02 5.064/-0.749P | 4.82+/-0653 4.65-)-0798 8 15+/-02 2.10+/-0.509P
¥ L 94.2-/-56.8 1298+/-261 2330-/-105 1870-/-98.2 1700+/-103 P §97+/-83.0 930-/-85.1 805-/-66.5 6424/-651 652+/-75.1 P 92.1+/-337 706+/62.8
¥ 3 0172+/0200U | <0219:/-0430 | <0615+/-07261 | <0.904+/0.716U | <1.1+/-0435 152+/-0615 220-/-0.784 339-/-1.22 501,/1858 244 +/-1.08 0228-/-0231U | 0275-/0431
SWS 100 0.050 ND <3 <50 U 21Ul 50U 0.050 ND 0.050 ND <50 <21U) 50U 0.050 ND <50

Notes: POWS - Primary Drinking Wates Standaid, SOW'S. Secondary
Drinking Water Standard Ch. 62 550, FAL.

SWS.- Surface Water Standard - Ch. 6230, FAC

BOLD - Exceads screaning criteria

* = No sareening ariteria avaitable.

B < Anvlyte delected in the avsocated method blank.

0~ Sample diuted due to abundance of anakyte in simple

1= Estimated wake

N = Spiked samph v

HD - Not detected af the detection limit

U = Compound was analyzed for but not detected.

€ = Actual result is less than amount raported.

T
interference which fequired sample or extract dilution.
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Table 1
Groundwater Analytical Data
2002-2014

Stauffer Management Company
Tarpon Springs, Florida

Floridan aquifer
Aluminum SOWS. 02 <005V 0.05U 0.058) <0023 0023 <0.05U <0.05Y 0.061 0.62 023 023 017
Ant POWS. 0.006 <0.005 U 0.005 U <0.0050 <0.0023 <00023 <0.005U <0005 U 0.005 U <0.0050 <0.003 <0.0023 <0005 U
Arsenic PDWS 001 0.013 0.014 2010 <0 0013 <0.0013 <0.0025U <0.0025 U 0.0025 Y 0010 0.0013) <0.0013 <0.0025U
Barium POWS 2 0.015 00251+ 0.031 002 0.03 0037 0033 0.032 ) <0.010 0,0015) 0.0027 1 000321
liym POWS 0.004 <0.0008 U 0.,0008 U <0,00084 <0.00028 <0.00025 <0.0005 U <0.0005 U 0.0005 U <0.00084 <0.00025 <0.00025 <0.0005 U
Cadmium POWS 0005 <0.0005 U 0,0005 U 000151 <0.000095 <0.000095 <0.0005 U <0.0005U. 0.0005 U 000071 <0.000085 <0.000085 <0.0005 U
Calcium » . 100 150 54 451 70 ) 77 76 2 261 37 a1
[Chromium POWS 0.1 <0.005 U 00054 <0.010 <0.0025 <0.0025 <0.005U <0.005U 0.005 U <010 <0.0025 <0.0025 <0.005U.
Cobatt & » 0000151 0.00048 ) <0.010 <0.00015 <0.00015 <0.0005 Y <0,0005U 000016 § <010 <0.00015 <6.00015 000016
SDWS 1 <0005V 0005U 0,0032 <0.0011 <0.0011 <0.005U. <0005y 0.008 U 000090 | <0001 <0.0011 <0008 U
iron SDWS 03 084 14 <0.050 <0.033 00581 <01U <01U 01U 05 22 32 44
Lead POWS 0015 <0.0015 U 00015 U <0.0050 <0.0002 <0.0002 <0.0018Y <0.0015U 00015y <0.0050 <0.0002 <0,0002 <0.0015 U
esum ¥ = 5 110 79 94} 15 19 15 15 87 100 1 17
anese SOWS 005 00300 0.056 <0.010 <0.001 <0.001 <0.005U <0005U 0.005U 0.076 0048 0048 0.063
POWS 0.002 <0.0002 U 0.0002 U <0.000072 <0.000091 <0.000091 <0,0002 Y <0.0002 U 00002 U <0.000072 <0.000091 <0.000091 <0.0002 U
Nickel POWS 01 <0.008 U 0005 Y <0.040 <0.002 <0.002 <0.005 U <0005U 000U 0040 <0.002 <0002 00059
Potassiem & 3 36 52 38 4 49 55 a7 a7 38 2% 3 38
[Selenium POWS 005 <0.0025 U 00025 U <00042 <0.001 0.0025 0.0019 1 0.0013 4 0.00211 <0.0042 <0001 00012] <0.0025U
SOWS 91 <0001 U 0.001U <0.0019 <0.00025 <0.00025 <0.001 UJ <0.001 Ul 0.001 U <0.0019 <0.00025 <0.00025 <0.001 VI
Sodium POWS 160 350 650 50 60 8 1101 3 94 1 65 18 28
Thaliym POWS 9.002 <0.001Y 0001 <0.0020 <0.0005 <0.0005 <0.001 U <0001y 0.001U <0.0020 <0.0005 <0.0005 <0001 U
[Vanadium . = <001y 201y 0010 0.0042 <0.0038 <0010 <001y 0.0039 | 0010 <00038 <0.0038 <0.01Y
2inc SOWS 59 <002y omy 0020 <0.0083 <0.0083 <002U <0.02U 002U 0020 <0.0083 <00083 0.021
» * NA NA 100 NA NA NA NA NA [ NA NA NA
» * NA NA <0 NA NA NA NA NA <.0 NA NA NA
POWS 22 000281 001y <0.010 <0.0025 <0.0025 <001y 00029} 001U 0010 <0.0025 <00025 <0011
SOWS 250 40 1300 830 1104 190 220 220 150 57 641 25 51
SOWS 20 0321 0324 14 151 13 13 13 13 2 3.7 10 99
4 * 083 11 <0.10 €10 <019 <01U <01V 010 u 10 95 18
SOWS 250 150 210 a1 285 48 85 64.0 & S0 16 u 36
POWS 15 <504+/315U) | 129-/:7.08U) 2.0-/07 ©.3+/0.7 <149-/-130 | <2.954/-190U <2950 372+/196W | 05:/04 <04-§-05 <0.547+/-105 <2910
* ) 374-/-330 41.8+/4.01 3.8-/0.7 3.9+/-0. 15.6-/-159 4.16+/-1.68 59 19.3+/-1.95 38:/-1 26+/-1) 31.74/2.18 366
POWS se 276+/-0501 945:/1178 0.3+/0.1 05+/-0821 | 1.27+/0359P | 0.889+/03118 1038 231:/05588 | 01401 0.1-/009 | 0320-/-0.175¢ 105
s ) 542¢/-604 469/ §24+/-181 1070+/81.9 907-/-72.3 ) 5754/682P | 1064/-322 <182+/-5) 700-/-68.3 &7
) s <1.10+/-0.778 Ul | 0.728+/-0370U_| 0.00203+/0.112U | <0363+/0.627 | .216+/0488) | <102-/0.277U | <0679U | 1.04+/-0.465 Ul | 0.258+/-0.365 | <0.0806+/0.196 | <0.172+/-03021] <0596
SWS 100 <21Ul S0l 0,050 ND <23 <50 ) <21yl iy soul 0.50 ND <23 <50 Ul iy

MNotes: PUWS  Primaty Urinking Waler $landar d, SUWS Secondary
Orinking Wates Standard Ch. 62-550, FAC.

SwS  Surface Water Standard - Ch, 62302, FAC

BOLD - Luceeds screening aiteriv

* - No screwning criteria awilable.

B = Analyte detected in the associated method blark,

L~ Sample dluted due & abundance of analte in sample.

1~ tstmated vahve .

N = Spiked sampie recovery is not wthin control kesits
R - Not detected at the detection it

U~ Compound was analyzed for lut not detected

<= Actusl result is less than amount reperted.

3 estmuste is vell below lowest calibation - suspect fevult
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Table 1
Groundwater Analytical Data

2002-2014
Stauffer Management Company
Tarpon Springs, Florida
Floridan aquifer & 3
D 8 6
luminum SOWS 02 011 0.046 0039 § 0,069 0059 00373 005U 28) 02 031
[Antimon POWS 0.006 0.005 U <0.0023 <0005 U 0.005 4 a.0083 1 <0.005 U 0.005 U <0.0023 1 <0005 U 0005y
Arsenic POWS 9.01 0.00131 0.0083 0.0093 00084 0.0021) 000223 0.0045 0.0041) 00151 090144
Barium POWS 2 0.0043 - 0622 0023 0027 1> 00344 6.035 0.081 3+ 0.0751 0043 0.035)+
Beryilium POWS 0.004 0.0008 U <0.00025 <0.0008 U 00005 U <0.00025 § <0.0005 U 0.0005 U <0.00025 1 <0.0005U 00005 U
[ Cadmium POVS 0,005 0.0005 U 0.000095 <0.0005 ¥ 0.0005 U <0.000095 § <0.0005 U 0,001 ) 0.0001 1 <0.0005 U 00005 Y
Calcium ’ * 57 93 98 110 291 10 13 2201 180 200
Chromiwm POWS 0.1 0,005V <0.0025 <0005 0.005U <0.0025) <0.005U 0.005 U 0.007 ) <0.005U 0,005V
Cobait ¥ L) 0000211 <0.00015 <00005 U 0.000311 0.00026 | 0000351 0.00081 0000711 0.00063 0.00083
Copper SOWS 1 0005y <0.0011 <0005y 0.005 U <0.0011/ 000111 0.005 U 0.0018 § <0.005 U 0.00191
lron SOWS 03 57 035 032 a3 0071 038 12 271 14 08
Lead POWS 0.015 0.0015 U <0,0002 0.000214 0.0002} 00274 <00015U 00015 U 0.0019 ) 000021 0000274
[Magnesium 3 * 23 48 55 5 154 16 21 290 260 350
[Manganese SOWS. 0.05 0075 0.022 0023 0.032 0.062 ) 0.18 026 0.085 ) 0.053 0.055
Mercu POWS 0.002 0.0002U <0.000091 <00002 Y 0.0002 U <0.000091 1 <0.0002Y 00002 <0.000091 § <0.0002 U 0.0002 U
Nickel POWS 0.1 0.008 U <0,002 <0005U 0.005U <0.002} <0.005U 0.005 U 000451 <0.005U 0.005U
Potassium * » a1 34 35 a1 78} 58 28 1401 130 150
Selenwm POWS 0.05 000251 <0.001 <0005U 00025 U <0.0011 <00025 U 000254 000191 <0.0025 U 00625 U
Sibrer SOWS 01 0.001U <0.00025 <0001 Ul 00010 £.00025 1 <0001 0 0.001 1 <0.00025 1 <0001 Ui 0.001 U
Sodium POWS 160 43 a3 47 2 751 45 a1 3,100 25001 3300
Thalbum POWS 0.002 0.001V <0.0005 <0001y 0001y <0.0005 ) <0.001U 0.001 U 0.0005 | <0.001U 0.001U
) & [T <0.0038 <001y 001U 000491 <0o1u 001U 8.0111 000631 0.0081 1
SOWS ) 004 <0.0083 <omu 002y <0.0083 1 <002V 902y <0.0083 § <0.020U 002y
X 2 NA NA ) NA NA NA NA A NA NA
E » NA NA NA [y NA NA NA NA NA Na
POWS 02 001U <0.0025 <001V 001U <00025) <001y 001U <0.0025 ) <001y 001U
SOWS 250 92 1) % 18 851 53 50 <0.0361 4500 4900
SOWS 20 B 56 51 64 088} 1L 093 0241 0814 141
. J 13 010 00921 09824 <0401 00621 010 0761 0.76 959
SOWS 250 2 130 120 62 1101 170 220 830) 630 720
POWS 15 1831030 | 455:/-296 | <29502120 | 3031850 225-/-135 488-/25 | 303/179u1 | 3874/304 | <2614/16201] a73+/26101
s 5 48.2+/-196 339+/-183 5.68+/-1.95 5.85+/-1.50 123-/1.74 569+/-209 626+/-1.79 94.7+/-27.7 864/-17.0 110-/103
POWS 50 1.62/05158 | 0.701+/0.326P | 2464/-0501 293-/07948 | 0515¢/:0285P | 1840/-0430 | 26707938 | 106:/09930 | 118109 9.8+/-1138
s . €33+/-77.0P 2450+/-107 1780-/-963 683+/-73.1 7 713+/-620 752+/-702 659+/-TLEP §324/-67.1 1110+/782 878+/-876P
y 3 0.717:/0400U | 0.459:/-0.460 | <1.13+/-0623U1 | 0597:/0419U | <0.159-/0244 | 111-/-06078 | 0.9-/-055%0U | <0703-/0648 | 123-/0.702 | 0.542-/0.513 U
SWS 100 ET) 50Ul <21yl 50 UJ <50 <ALy 501 <0 <21yl sou

Notes: PUWS - Primaty Drinking Water standid, SUWS Secondary
Drinking Water Standard Ch. 62550, FAC.

SWS - Surface Water Standard - (h. 62 302, FAC

BOLD - Lxcveds scre ening eriteria.

* - Ho sueening aiteria aveiable.

B = Analyie

- sample diluted due to abundance of anaivte in sample
1< Estimatedvatue.

N = Spik ot wathin

RO = Not detecied at the detection bt
U - Compound was analyzed for but not detected.
< = Actwsl result is less than amount reported.

.

1 estimate is vell below lowest calibratior - suspect resul

Page3of 3
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Table 1
Groundwater Analytical Data

2002-2014
Stauffer Management Company
Tarpon Springs, Florida
Surficial aquifer z .
umingm |__Sows 02 0.084) 22) 77 18 109958 0055 0057 18 [30) 021 015} 007 0.096
i POWS 0.006 <0.0050 <0023 5 <0005 U 0.005 0 000350 00023 <0.0023 <0.005U 0,005 U <0.0050 00571 0.0044 | 0005U
e POWS 0.0) <0010 000474 0.0021) 0.0025 U 9005V 00013 <0.0013 <00025U 00025 Y 0.16 00161 00065 00064
Barivm POWS 2 <0.010 00331 0017 0.011 4 0.00218 000151 000181 000414 0.0014 §= 0010 000311 <0.005U 0.0015 3+
. POWS 0.004 <0.00054 00011} 000048/ 0.0003 U 0000100 <0,00025 <0.00028 <00005U 00005 U <0.000%4 < 000251 <00005 00008 U
iem POWS 0005 <0.00071 000027 § 2.00034 / 000017 0.00050U <0.000095 <0.000095 <0.0005U 00005 U 00011 0.00011 <0.0005 U 00005 U
om ) % 27 43, & 4 22 3 3 8 E) 280 160} 88 6
POWS o1 <0.010 00521 0012 0,004 000090 <0,0025 <0.0025 0.00381 00054 ©.010 <0.00251 <0.005U 0.005 U
¥ X <0.010 0.00291 0.00098 0000351 0.00070U <0.00015 <0.00015 0.000211 00605 U <0.010 0000321 0000211 0000261
SOWS <0.00090 000491 9.00271 0.005 Y 0000878 <00011 <0.0011 <0.005U 0.005U 00032 000161 <0.008Y 00066
SOWS <0050 1) 28 o7 003298 <0033 0.0 051 08551 20 021 03 027
POWS <0.0050 00124 00037 0.00075 § 0.0021Y <0,0002 <0.0002 0.00093 1 00015y <0.0050 0.00058 | 0000281 00015y
* 054 384 2 18 05118 25 24 28 33 18 36) 18 it
SDWS <0010 0.094 2039 00083 0,000200 <0.001 <0.001 000214 0.005U 0023 0021} 0025 008
POWS <0.000072 000013 1 00002 000020 0,00010UN <0,000091 <0.000091 <0.0002Y 00002 U <0.000072 <0.000091 § <00002U 00002 U
<0.040 00151 02,0041 0005y 0.0015U <0.002 <0.002 000261 0005y <0,040 00038 0003) 0.0048
<10 224 L6 32 1,658 11 12 057 0.58 39 371 38 38
<0.0082 00011 ) <000250 00025 U 0,00310° 00013 1 0,001 000111 00021 <0.0042 00611 0.0013) 000251
<0.0019 <0.00025 § <0001 U} 0.001 U 0.0014U <0.00025 <0.00025 <0001 U1 0001 U <0.0019 <0.00025 <0.001U) 00014
31 310 31 38 2718 19 2 181 19 93 191 30 13
<0.0020 <0.0005 1 <0001 Y 0.00LU <0.0020 <0.0005 <0.0005 <0001y 0001 U <0.6020 0.039) 0.0047 0,004
<6010 00681 0021 0.013 000278 <0.0038 <0.0038 000471 001U <0.010 053] 0023 0017
<0020 00521 0.063 002U 000138 <0.0083 <0.0083 <0020 ooy <0.020 00141 <002Y 0020
4 55 A [ NA 52 NA NA NA NA 150 [ NA
3 <10 A NA NA 100 NA NA [ HA 1.0 NA NA
POWS <0020 000391 <001y 001U 0.00248. 000394 <0.0025 <001y 61l <0.010 0.0055 1 000391 001U
SOWS 87 591 53 57 41 27 27 421 32 88 391 a1 17
SOWS 15 141 E) 17 59 22 22 15 15 65 50) 13 65
* <0.10 0561 05 00711 00428 <0.10 <0.10 02 00871 81 361 a7 43
SOWS 8.1 131 100 75 s0u 17.0 170 ) 12 420 360 150 80
A POWS 15 05+/03 176-/-0873 | <277-/-186U | 3.79-/0551 07-/04 <0899+/-0966 | <0557-/:0867 | <206+/14U | 125+/0723U 08¢/11 <176-/-145 | <291,/01110 | 1434-0737U
0ss Beta . % 05-/04 405-/-106 <243+/-1480 69-/-110 3.04/0.7 3.284/-181 <258-/179 | <2924/-168U | 164:/0860 404708 5.68-/-1.26 3.714/-180 44740951
jum-226 POWS 50 0.1-/01 <0.196+/-0.215 | 185+/-0458 3.48+/0.7758 02+/-009 <0.210+/-0252 | <0.0809+/0127 | 04%6+/-03308 | 0431-/02i68 02-/-007 <0374-/0286 | 108-/-0345 045+/-0229 U
don-222 » £ 104-/-57 3 §75+/61.8 280+/-50.5 479-/658P 1014/411 <6564/-42.7 108+/-448 129-/-434 90.6+/46.9P 32.7+/-3820 943+/-371 B444/403 74,34/458 P
um-210 L ; 0.0621+/0.143U | 0.963-/- 2075/ 1191 | 0434-/0287U | -00057+/0.184U | <0.197+/0.4471 | 0256:/059 | <0.665+/0417 U] 0804+/0493U | 00643+/-0.148U | 038310526 |<0716+/-0414U} 08914/0.547U
L SNS 100 0.0SOHD <50 <21yl 50U 0.050NO <30S <Sou 21yl s0ul 0.050ND <%0 21U Saul

Notes: PUWS - Fiimany Driking Wter Standard, SUWS Secondisy.
Deinkinng Water Standurd Ch. 62-550, FAC.

Sw$ - Surface Woter Standord Uh. 62 302, FAL

BOLD -~ Lxtoads sieening criteris

* - No s sening erfteria avallable,

& = Analyte detected in the associated me thod biark.

0 - Sompie diuted due o sbundance of analyie in wmple.

1~ Estmated vakie.

e
W - Not detected at the detection fimit

U - Compound vias snatyeed fot bt not detected.
< = Actual result is less than enount repes ted.

NS -Anaiyte notsampled
% o
*1 estimate wel calitr ator

Page 1 of |
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Table 2
Surface Water Analytical Data
b ony C

Tarpon Sp‘:'lngs. Florld;

ad Pond
8/2013 6/6/2014

sw-12.1

Sample Date 3jsfa012

Parameters

<0.002S J <0.0025
<0.035) 19000 7800
0321 064 10U
0221 03 046
273 2500 1300

<-23.9+/-34.1) <121+/61.0 671-35.9
262324 | 33-/667 | 8037233 |
1.41+/-0433 P 1.29+/-0.368 1.11"-0.‘!7 B
<10.5:/-32.5 <65.8+/-36.2 73.9-/<40.1
<0.284-/-0.436 0.314+/ 0534 B 0.858+/0.309

<50 NS soul

Notes.

1= Estimated vatue.

Ns=Analvte not sampled
U = Compound was analyzed for but not detected.
B-Targel analyte was datected in the associate blank

Page L of 1
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Appendix G: Historic Site Features
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Appendix H: April 2015 Declaration of Restrictive Covenants
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I#: 2015095049 BK: 18736 PG: 1118, 04/07/2015 at 04:17 PM, RECORDING 44 PAGES
$375.50 KEN BURKE, CLERK OF COURT AND COMPTROLLER PINELLAS COUNTY, FL BY
DEPUTY CLERK: CLKDU1SB

This instrument prepared by: .
STAUFFER MANAGEMENT COMPANY LLC RN
C/O Joe P. Yeager, Esq. JL
McCarter English, LLP N
405 N. King Street, 8® Floor PERNANANAN,
Wilmington, DE 19801 L NN

DECLARATION OF RESTRICTIVE COVENAN’;[‘ S o )

This Declaration of Restrictive Covenants (hereinafter “Declaration”) is gwebthas, _Lr_'_ﬂcTay of
“orwen. 2015, by STAUFFER MANAGEMENT COMPANY LLC, s Delaware limited
liability comﬁny, authorized to do business in the State of Flon‘da ("Grantor"), having an address of
1800 Concord Pike, Wilmington, DE 19850, to the State of Flonda« Depanlnent of Environmental
Protection (heremafter “FDEP” or “Grantee™). NIt

VN L e Y
IV
v, s S/
RECIT‘ALS Y\
AREY
\

Pl \

—~,

A. - "WHEREAS, Grantor is the fee sunplé owner,nf ts parcel of land situated in the county of
Pinellas County, State of Florida, more parucqlarly described in Exhibit “A” and shown
on the Site Plan Survey in Ex‘lﬁlnt “D” attat;hed hereto and made a part hereof
(heremaﬁerthe“Property )‘, The-et .

B. WHEREAS, The P;opel‘sysulf ect to tfus restrictive covenant is a portion of the property
known as the Stapffer Cherfugal Co. (Tarpon Springs) Superfund Site ("Site™), which the
U.S. Envuonmem;al Pro,tectmn Agency ("EPA"), pursuant to Section 105 of the
Comprehensrve Envuqnmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act ("CERCLA™),
42 US.C: ,§ 9605,propo‘sed for the National Priorities List (“NPL”), set forth at 40 C.F.R.
Part 300, Appendm B by publication in the Federal Register on February 7, 1992, at 57
Fed.Reg \4824 ar;d added to the NPL on May 31, 1994, at 59 Fed. Reg. 27989.

‘~_—

C. WHEREAS in a Record of Decision dated July 2, 1998, (the “ROD”) and four
Ex ammcné of Significant Difference (“ESD”) signed in June 1999, August 1999, March
‘20 .and June 2007, the EPA Region 4 Regional Administrator selected a "remedial
hctlon for the Site.

.'_WHEREAS a remedial action selected pursuant to the EPA ROD and ESDs will be
performed on the Site.

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

25123159.2
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PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1119

the extent pract:cable the risk of exposure of the contaminants to the environment and to' ~~- - R
users or occupants of the property and to reduce or eliminate the threat of mlgranon 6fthe S N
contaminants. <7 ,’ ,’

G. WHEREAS, it is the intention of all parties that EPA is a third party beneﬁéim-yofqa:d
restrictions and said restrictions shall be enforceable by the EPA, FDEP, ah.d their ° | \
successor agencies. ' e

- ‘.
PN

A )
PR AN ‘~_4l’

H. WHEREAS, the parties hereto have agreed 1) to impose on the Pm;)erty usqmtnctlons as
covenants that will run with the land for the purpose of protecting, human héaith and the
environment; and 2) to grant an irrevocable right of access over the‘PrOpertyf(o the Grantee
and its agents or representatives for purposes of unplementmg, facilitatifig and monitoring
the remedial action; and AN

NN ’
N r)

L WHEREAS, Grantor deems it desirable and in t}mlzest,lntexes; of all present and future
owners of the Property that the Property be held su\b_lepf t6 SoytAin restrictions and changes,

that will run with the land, for the purpose of pmtecqu human health and the environment,
all of which are more particularly her,emafter set foﬁh‘

NOW THEREFORE, Grantor, on behalf of 1t§elf 1ts successors, its heirs, and assigns, in
consideration of the recitals above, the terms oﬁﬂlc ROD and ESDs, and other good and valuable
consideration, the adequacy and recefpt of whxc‘trrshereby acknowledged, does hereby covenant
and declare that the Property shal} be ;ub_]ec’c{o the restrictions on use set forth below, which shall
touch and concern and run wnh the ntre of the property, and does give, grant and convey to the
Grantee, and its assigns, ])’an m'evbcable use restriction and site access covenant of the nature and
character, and for the pw;poses’hmmhftbr set forth and 2), the perpetual right to enforce said
covenants and use restm:tlons, . with respect to the Property. Grantor further agrees as follows:

a. The f(megomg r&cnals are true and correct and are incorporated herein by reference.

( \

b. Grkntor hcreby imposes on the Property the following restrictions:

...... \\
~aa N

1. < Rgtgcﬁuns’on use: The following covenants, conditions, and restrictions apply to the
use of the Pnoperty
2 'Use of the groundwater shall be prohibited unless this Declaration of Restrictive
*\ 22" Covenant is amended to that effect, or is released by FDEP, and the amended
Declaration or release is recorded in the Pinellas County, Florida, public records.

b. There shall be no drilling for water conducted on the Property nor shall any wells,
including monitoring wells not already installed, be installed on the Property unless
pre-approved by FDEP.

25123159.2
MEL1 19635073v.1




PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1120

1
1
\
- 1

c. Existing monltonng wells may be proposed for abandonment, subject to approval of ™=~~~ -
the FDEP. To receive approval of such a proposal, a sufficient network of momto‘nng\ : D
wells must be retained, or new wells installed, to monitor the groundwater and’the A’
performance of engineering controls designed and constructed to control mlgratibn uf
groundwater. EOCERIN NN

d. Attached as Exhibit “B”, and incorporated by reference herein, is asurvgy map
identifying the size and location of existing stormwater swales,s;ormwafendetemmn
or retention facilities, and ditches on the Property. Such emstmg stormwiiter features
shall not be altered, modified or expanded without prior approval from the FDEP.
Additionally, there shall be no construction of new stormwater sivales; stormwater
detention or retention facilities or ditches on the Property without prior written

~ approval from the FDEP. To receive approval of a pmposal to alter existing or
construct new stormwater swales, stonnwater,dqtennomor reténtion facilities or
ditches, the proposal must demonstrate that the t'(hnngeor aa’,dfnon will not compromise
the performance of engineering controls; allow e:gposuretb contaminated soil or allow
contaminant migration. N {

\

- .
- AT RN \“
”_~’ A ) \ \

e. For any dewatering activities, a plpn must be submitted and approved by FDEP to
address and ensure the appropnate‘handlmfg, treatment, and disposal of any extracted
groundwater that may be ,oomammated. -7

f. The Property shall oniy be tﬁsed fox\ industrial, manufacturing, and non-residential
commercial purpeSes Tliere shall be no agricultural use of the land including forestry
and mining; n,o‘hotelsor lndgmg no residential uses, and no educational facility uses
such as elemehtary and secondm'y schools, or day care services. These restrictions may
only be mudified plitsuant to Paragraph 3 of this Declaration. If the Property is to be
used ofker thahfor industrial, manufacturing or non-residential commercial purposes,
FDEH may requir; additional response actions.

B On ‘sﬁe\engmemng controls, including the engineered caps over contaminated soil on
- thé Propeny as identified in Exhibit B1, shall not be penetrated or physxcally altered or
gt:essed {0 the extent that their functionality or designed period of service is
; compromlsed To receive approval of a proposal to construct parking, traffic or storage
™ , areas or new buildings on an engineered cap, the proposal must demonstrate that the
RN ’ ,construction activity and the completed structure will not penetrate the cap or
~Z--” compromise the structural integrity or function of the cap, subsurface pond bridging
layer, the utility corridor, or gas monitoring system(s). A proposal to construct on
either side or over the groundwater cut-off wall, seawall and shoreline protection (rip
rap) must demonstrate that the functionality and designed period of service of those
structures will not be compromised. Existing buildings, concrete slabs, and pavement
on the Property shall be maintained. This restriction may only be modified pursuant to

3
251231592
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Y

Paragraph 3 of this Declaration. Ve

h. Should future development require the disturbance of on-site engineering conu-pls, =\
additional response actions may be necessary. For any construction activitieg Wfthin / '
the areas of the groundwater cut-off wall, seawall and shoreline protection (rip rap} gas
monitoring system locations, and cap consolidation areas of the Properl’y, apldn n must
be submitted and approved by FDEP to address and ensure the appropdate KRS
management of any contaminated media that may be encountered and kie(nonstmte that
remedy effectiveness and structural integrity of engineering comrols wdl‘be -l
maintained.

-
Ay
-

AT
I|

\

2. Irrevocable Covenant for Site Access: Grantor hereby grants to the Gxantee, its agents
and representatives, an irrevocable, permanent and continuing right of access at all
reasonable times to the Property for purposes of 4\ R

\ \\ ,1:)

a) Implementing the response actions in the ROAD‘and ESDs,,

I ~
,
~ /

/~

b) Verifying any data or mformatlon submittéq to E?A and Grantee;
¢) Verifying that no action is bemg taken om:he Rl’openy in violation of the terms of this
instrument or of any federa,} or state enwroﬂmental laws or regulations;

N \ ~ e -
,\ \\ N ~- r

d) Monitoring response a’cuons on the Site. and conducting investigations relatmg to
contamination on otn&ar Ihe Site, mbludmg without limitation, sampling of air, water,
sediments, smls, cand épec{ﬁcally, without limitation, obtaining split or duplicate
samples; a.nd RN

I \/

- \,

4

AN
N N i

e) Condueting _pepadlc reviews of the remedial action, including but not limited to,
revwwﬁ requlmd byapphcable statutes and/or regulations.

3. Dugtlgn‘ ;_nd Modiﬁcatmm

S -

(a) y It E‘the intention of Grantor that this Declaration shall touch and concern the Property,
rummth thé land and with the title to the Property, and shall apply to and be binding upon
S and mtme to the benefit of Grantor, EPA and FDEP, and to any and all parties hereafter
. havmg any right, title or interest in the Property or any part thereof. This Declaration shall
N *\s. _eoritinue in perpetuity, unless otherwise modified in writing by Grantor and the FDEP as
- --provided in subsection (b) hereof.

(b) This Declaration is binding until a release of covenant is executed by FDEP and
recorded in the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida. Any subsequent amendment to
this Declaration must be executed by both Grantor and FDEP, and must be recorded by
Grantor in the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida as an amendment hereto. This

4
251231592
MEI 19635073v.1
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FDEP or its successor agency. FDEP shall not consent to any such modification, @ “----_. .

amendment or termination without the written consent of EPA.

7N\
AR

4, (a) Reserved rights of Grantor: Grantor hereby reserves unto itself, its successois ‘ns’ .
heirs, and assigns, all rights and privileges as fee owner of the Property, in and tothbusq of
the Property which are not incompatible with the restrictions, rights and cq’venants grantéd«‘
herein.’ i

\

L4
- A
/, / ~_f,

(b) Reserved Rights of EPA: Nothing in this document shall lmm or othewnse affect
EPA’s rights of entry and access or EPA’s or authority to take reSpbnse actiops under
CERCLA, the NCP, or other federal law. N e

~

~ P

--

(c) Reserved Rights of Grantee: Nothing in this document shall limit or otherwise affect
Grantee’s rights of entry and access or authonty o act undh' state ‘or federal law.

5. Notice requirement: In order to ensure th¢ perpe}ua.l'nemre of this Declaration, Grantor
agrees to include in any instrument conveymg any‘mtérest in any portion of the Property,

including but not limited to deeds, legses and mbrtgagcs, a notice which is in substantially
the following form: ’ N

-
l| v
‘I

NOTICE: THE IN’IEREST‘QONVEYED HEREBY IS
SUBJECT TO A DECLARAHON’OF RESTRICTIVE AND

AFFIRMATIVE COVENANTS, DATED ,20_,
RECORDED‘]N THE PUBLIC LAND RECORDS ON
%7’ ,20_" ., IN BOOK ,PAGE_,IN

FAVOR: OF AND ENFORCEABLE BY, THE STATE OF
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL

PROTECHON.\

Within thu'ty (30) days of the date any such instrument of conveyance is executed, Grantor
must p(omdeﬁmnee and EPA with a certified true copy of said instrument and, if it has
< &en recm:ded in the public land records, its recording reference.

‘ \

6. ‘A istrative Jurisdiction: FDEP or any successor state agency having administrative
}unsdlcnon over the interests acquired by the State of Florida by this instrument is the
O Grantee EPA is a third party beneficiary to the interests acquired by the State of Florida.

sl
N
\——

7. Enforcement: This Restrictive Covenant is enforceable by specific performance or legal
process by Grantor, Grantee or any local, state, federal government agency or any affected
person substantially benefitted by the restrictions contained herein against the owner of the
Property, any lessees, and any person using the land. All remedies available hereunder
shall be in addition to any and all other remedies at law or in equity, including CERCLA. It

5

251231592
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is expressly agreed that EPA is not the recipient of a real property interest butisa third ,.___ \ ‘\
party beneficiary of the Declaration of Restrictive Covenants, and as such, has the nght of - N
enforcement. Enforcement of the terms of this instrument shall be reserved to the emmes v ‘\7
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 decmetlwﬁe

a waiver by the Grantee of such term or of any subsequent breach of the samaorany othen

L)

term, or of any of the rights of the Grantee under this instrument. :

i
\ l |
\ \ 1

8.  Damages: Grantee shall be entitled to recover damages for violatioas of théierms ‘of this
instrument, or for any injury to the remedial action, to the public ox.‘ to the en\aronment
protected by this instrument. \\ " i

9. Waiver of certain defenses: Grantor hereby waives any defense of laches estoppel or
prescription. o =~ >

10.  Covenants: Grantor hereby covenants to and mth\tthranfee, that the Grantor is lawfully
seized in fee simple of the Property, that ﬂqurantbrlmfs #'godd and lawful right and power
to sell and convey it or any interest therein, that the«Property is free and clear of
encumbrances, except those noted on Exhibit “C? mx; to the best of the Grantor’s
knowledge, Exhibit C accurately reflects the currenestate of title of the Property as of the
date of this Declaration of Reslnctwe and Afﬁrmatlve Covenants attached hereto.

11.  Notices: Any notice, demand, req’uest, consent, approval, or communication that either
party party desires or is requmed to gfve to the>other shall be in writing and shall either be served
personally or sent by’ﬁrst\créss mail, postage prepaid, referencing the Site name (Stauffer
Chemical Superﬁxﬁd Sltp) and Sate ID number (04-6G) and addressed as follows:

N M

To Grantor; S \’: . To Grantee:
STAUFFER MAN;,\GEMENT Program Administrator, Waste Cleanup
COMPANY LLC. Program
,1800 Conqord Piké . FDEP M.S. 4505
A 3 jlfn‘mgab \DE 19850 2600 Blair Stone Road
SO . Tallahassee, FL. 32399
- ToEPA

*< U'S. EPA, Region 4
Waste Management Division
Superfund Remedial and Technical Services Branch
Section Chief, Section D
61 Forsyth Street, SW
Atlanta, GA 30303

251231592
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/
(

12. Recording in Land Records: Grantor shall record this Declaration of Restrictiveand “----__ \

Affirmative Covenants in timely fashion in the Official Records of Pinellas County, -~ Z-2 N
Florida, with no encumbrances other than those noted in Exhibit C, and shall rereeon:ﬂ itat,
any time Grantee may require to preserve its rights. Grantor shall pay all recordmg\cosf;

and taxes necessary to record this document in the public records.

13.  General provisions: N

a) | Controlling law: The interpretation and performance of tl;us instrumept s11all be
governed by the laws of the United States or, if there are no applicable feﬂéral 1aws5 by the law of
the State of Florida. Nh--

-~-

b) Liberal construction: Any general rule of constrhctlon to the contrary
notwithstanding, this instrument shall be liberally constryed in favor of the grant to effect the
purpose of this instrument and the policy and purpose of C—ERCLA If';my provision of this
instrument is found to be ambiguous, an interpretation oopsxstgnt whi: the purpose of this
instrument that would render the provision valid shall\be fhvored over any interpretation that
would render it invalid. T TENER

4 - ~
-, \
I/ \\ \ ’

c) blllt_v_' If any proylsmn of this mstmment, or the apphcanon of it to any
person or clrcumstance, is found to he mva.hd, the retpainder of the provisions of this instrument,
or the application of such prowsmnsfo petsnns “orcircumstances other than those to which it is
found to be invalid, as the case may bg;‘shall*mt be affected thereby.

d) Entire Ag;gc;fnen;. ‘Fhis instrument sets forth the entire agreement of the parties
with respect to rights andtestricttons ¢réated hereby, and supersedes all prior discussions,
negotiations, undelstandmgs, or agreements relating thereto, all of which are merged herein.

e) Ng Forfexm Nothmg contained herein will result in a forfeiture or reversion of
Grantor's tltle m‘any resp9ct.

06§ Wl M‘Qﬂlgpﬂn_l If there are two or more parties identified as Grantor herein, the

obhgauomqmpowd’ by this instrument upon them shall be joint and several.

‘g) Euccessom The term "Grantor”, wherever used herein, and any pronouns used in

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

25123159.2
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h) Captions: The captions in this instrument have been inserted solely for VY

convenience of reference and are not a part of this instrument and shall have no effectupon ~ *~~- .
construction or interpretation. SO0 <
i) Counterparts: The parties may execute this instrument in two or more counfe;;pm‘ts;

which shall, in the aggregate, be signed by both parties; each counterpart shall be de’emed‘an‘
original instrument as against any party who has signed it. In the event of any dls‘panty betWeen >
the counterparts produced, the recorded counterpart shall be controlling. W\ i

- N I/
- NN
4
I,"I \ \-_' I

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto the State of Florida Department of Envnronmeqtal Protecnon
and its successors and assigns forever. PR i

A 4
\\ ~ . 7
- I

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has caused this Agreement to be 51gned il fts name.

\

Executedthis__/ dayof . {as.o 2015. D
GRANTOR: _ R
STAUFFER MANAGEMENE COMPANY LL.C

NS

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of iy

Coleote. ,ywxf ﬁe/e&#&l B Netta_ 113 [1g

Wi?s {3 N;m Date
« s
ZZ@&_ Narlens Allison 11315
Witness: L «.Print Name Date
e \\ "1
2 .. S \‘
I,/ \\ \\ \\\’\
[ “ \
‘\ \ l.ll
t\‘\ NN )
RN S \~__”I
P \\\\\ -~
’ \\-‘N-“::\: \,\
‘\\\\ \\\\\ -
\\\\\ \\\\
‘,\ \\\\ \')
NN \
\\\:\\\ ”’l,ll
~ 4
8
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STATE OF DELAWARE o L
COUNTY OF Yy Casle = -

On this l&dday of Jasary, 201, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public mm{d for !
Tarar,

s

the State of Delaware, duly comrissioned and sworn, personally appeared N
-(‘ known to be an authorized representative of STAUFFER -~ -~ "+

AR

MANAGEMENT COMPANY LLC, a Delaware limited liability company that ex¢cuted tbc Vo
foregoing instrument, and acknowledged the said instrument to be the free and vdluptary act a.nd

deed of said limited liability company, for the uses and purposes therein méntzone&,and.on,oath
stated that they are authorized to execute said instrument. T

| l A}
o LI
[ 1y

Witness my hand and official seal hereto affixed the day and year written hﬁo!e_,—_','/

. PN

Netary Publie ifand for the

Sta‘.teofDelawai‘e

My Coqumssxon Expires: /- /{-/S~
/:”“, ,\\‘:‘>\'

AN EVANC
R4 N e T E
A, NS PUBL
‘s, A ,
L AT TEOFDE
NN ‘s \My LA
A [
NN, .I,.
- A Y s
- ~ NN 11!”15
AT N NN
v, ~ SN
I \ O
[ A
VY [
\ L)
4 A
¢ N N )
NN
AREN ENEREN PR
NN N S,
) ~
RN -
N
-~ N
. R
N - ~2u 0N
D h
« N )
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Y AY
N
AN RN
N NN
N
e AN ~ D
e [
N [
\\\ 7
d
NN ,’
N -

251231592
ME! 19635073v.1

H-10



PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1127

STATE OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of:

" - e
%m&&m 3)ia/s3

o A oraicrays aate s
itness: = ' Print Name*. ‘" Date
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTYOF L 2O '

frec and voluntary act and deed of said Agency, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, and
on oath stated that they gre sutfiirized t8 execute said instrument.

Witness my hand and oificial 3eal hereto affixcd the day and year written

Ny N J"
DivisioN ¢ g"e'HA!:Mgme“*L Y R L\Ji
wp\fﬂc*or; NA ‘\:\\\\\\:~_,:” N Pnblicinm ﬂn

SN VTenk,  STEPHANE H. THGPEN My Commission Expires: W[/ 1] I§ .
. NN . MY COMMISSION § F 1770 —I—I—-L
S N EXPIRES: Novenber 17, 2018
SR ) imed® Dot T Duiget Naery Sarvcs

ME1 19635073v.1
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Attachments: Exhibit A
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Exhibit B
Exhibit C

Exhibit D

Legal Description of the Property
Survey

Existing Liens and Encumbrances on the Property

(to be determined through/by title examination)
Site Plan Survey
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Exhibit A

Legal Description of the Property
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!Mfm\ SM% F

SCHEDULE "aA"

LI}
PARCEL 13 X iy
\

.A portion of the South 1/2 of Goverment Lot 1 of Section 2, mahlp 27 soul:h,
‘ange 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, being further described as folidws:
Camence at a 1" diameter Iron Pipe located at the existing lbrtbaq_t dotnexr of
said Section 2; thence run along the North line of said Section 2,” Nerth 89
deg. 55°'19" East, 1,330.43 feet; thence South 00 dq.\ll.'SO" East 1,109.85 feet
to a 4% X 4" concrete nonument with guand rails at a ptnt on the existimg
South right-of-way line of Anclote Road; thence cont.im mxrpo dey. 31'S0"
‘East, 329.75 feet to & ?:lnk 4" X 4" concrete m:\mm & foint of Begimning;
- thence South 89 deg, 24'10" West, 118.80 feet to'a 1~1/4% didmeter Iron Pipe;
- thence South 00 deg. 31'S0™ East, 270 bat,.'lnte ox,w 4o Point "A", said
~Point YA" being on the existing Morth bomﬂatypf ‘the Anclote River; thnnco
xeturn to the Point of Beyimning; thence Soutlr 00 dej. 31°'S0" East to the
existing North boundary of the Anclotp Aiver; th'u;& Westerly along said North
. boundary to Point "A" aforesaid; LESS any part ‘which may lie in water Lot "a",
'Vlctn: subdivision, acconding to Pltt\bok 23; page 73, Pmena Comnty

¢ nds o
.+ Reaconds. N P S
v N -~ .
4 A Y - -
‘. N
’ N
N

:+ PARCEL 11t RO

. & portion of the South .1/4 of\mvermmt Iot 1 of Section 2, Township 27 South,
- Range 15 East, Pineuaﬁ O:mty, !’loﬁda. being further described as follows:
Camexe at a 1" di.aeb\: -fron Pi locatad at the existing Northwest corner of
. said section 23 éheméq:m -along tha North line of said Section 2, North 89
" deg. 55'19% mst, 1,33Q 43" feet; thence South 00 deg. 31'S0" East, 1,109.85
.feet to a 4® X 4" concrete monunent with guaxd rails for a Point of Beginning;
said Pointof mgjnniry being on the existing South right-of-way line of
Anclote Boad;’ Qhencccantimn South 00 deg. 31'S0" East, 329.75 feet to a pink
4" X 4" concrete.momment; thence South 89 deg. 24'10" wWest, 118.80 feet o a
1-1/4"‘6!:::!:3 ‘Iron Pipe; thence South 00 deg. 31°'S0" East, 270 feet, more or
less,‘.to Euint “A*, said Point "A" being on the existing North boundary of the
anclote River thm:e retwn to the Point of inning; thence along the
Jexigting South right-of-way line of Anclote Bo swth 89 dag. 26'10% wWest,
298,80 fhet to a 3° X 3" concrete monunent; thence South 2 deg. 00°'12" East,
362.17-fset to an old concrete momment with 1/2" brass rod; thence South 14
-deg,” 52'18" Past, 243.56 feet to an old broken concrete monument with 1/2"
‘brass rod; thence continue South 14 deg. 52'18" East, 1 foot, more ox less, to
‘the existing NMorth bourdary of the Anclote River; thence Easterly alori
North boundary of the Anclote River 110 feet, more or less, to Point "A*, as

PAGE 1 OF 5§
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SCHEDULE "aA* I X

eviously described, b L
PARCEL ITEs - o NNt

!y

A portion of the South 1/2 of Goverment Lot 1 of Section 2, Townshi 'g7 souti;,‘.
Range 15 Bast, Pinellas County, Plorida, being further described as follows: - .

Camnence at a 1" diameter Iron Pipe located at the existing Mortlmest corner of
said Section 2; thence run along the North line of said Sedtion 2, North 89
deg. 55'19" East, 1,330.43 feet; thence South 00 deg. 31'50™ East, 1,109.85
feet to a 4" X 4% concrete momment with guard rails for-a Point.of ‘Reference;
said Point of Reference being on the existing South right-of-way llie of
Anclota Road; thence South 89 deg. 26°'10" West, 298.80 t@t’,t&éﬂ" x3"

* .concret® momment, for a Point of Beginning; from.sajd Point of Beginnig,
thence South 2 deg. 00°'12" Bast, 362.17 feet to- ap dI3 te monunent with
1/2" brass rod; thence South 14 deg. 52'18% East; 243,56 feet to an cld broken
concrete monument with 1/2" brass rod; thence continue South 14 deg. 52°18"
East, 1 foot, more or less, to the existing North bqundary for the Anclote
River, calling said point, Point "A" fdr comenience; retwn to the Point of
Beginning; thence South 89 dey, 26'L0™ West, alohj the South right-of-way line
of Anclote Foad, a distance of 153.47 fest,.mqre or less, to the Northeast
corner of property conveyed to Gdofge Anthony ficholas et al by deed reconded

. in 0. R. Book 6240, page 1005; thence South, along the East bourdary of said
dicholas property, for the foliowing.two courses: (1) South 1 dey. 15°'11"
East, 366,60 feet to a pointy (2) South’14 deg. 45'11" East, 383.98 feet, more
or less, to the Mean High Witerline of anclote River, and Point “B"; thence
: arly along the Morth Boundary of the Anclots River to Foint "A" as
previously described; - KR

m IVS (:\\ \\\\\ )

All of B. R.mm;amm SION, reconded in plat Book 5, page 97, now vacated

Besolutibn -£iled- J0, 1980 amd recorded in O. R. Book 5029, e 513,
zblic_ mcmﬂs\ng Pinalias Cownty, Florida, TOGETHER with a pa:celpa subnerged
land in ths Apclote River in Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 East,

Pinellas County, Florida, as more particularly described as foilows:

N

Camuene at the Mortheast commer of Govermment Lot 2 in said Section 2 amd run
South 0 dag. 43'23" West, 182.13 feet; thence run South 50 deg. 02'49" West,
1263.31 feet along the Northwestexrn boundary of E. R. Snith's Subdivision as
shown on plat recordad in Plat Book S, page 97, Rublic Records of Pinellas
County, Florida, to the most Westerly corner of Lot 5, in Block "B" of said E.
R. Suith's Subdivision for a Point of Beginning; fram this located Point of
Begiming, continue South 50 deg. 02°49" West, 45.21 feet to the right-of-way

PAGE 2 OF 5
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’ . \

Line of the Anclote River; thence run South 42 deg. 21'32" East 400.27 feat R
along the said right-of-way line of the Anclote River; thence North 50 dej. ' )

N

02°49" East, 246.05 feet to the most Southerly corner of Lot 4 of the said . ./,
Block "B" of E. R. Smith's Subdivision; thence run Morth 38 deg. 45'L7" ibst, " .~
200.00 feet along the Southwasterly boundary of said Lot 4, in Block"B", ESR.
Smith's subdivision; thence run South SO deg. 02'49" West, 110,00 féet; thenteé

run South 80 deg. 00'00" west, 100,00 feet; thence run Morth 49 dey.'29'3"" '

West, 152.12 feet to the Point of Beginning, less any part of same that might

be inclled in E, R. Saith's Subdivision. o .

LESS THAT PART lying within 40 feet of the centerline of ancldte Boyd (Brick
Highway) , as said centerline is further described in'Quit Claim Déed in favor
of Pinellas Conty in O. R. Book 5053, page 539, Publis h;cgﬁ-\ut Pinellas
Comnty, Plorida. _ oo T

PARCEL V: CIEI N
The South 150 feet of the North 250 feet of Lots 1'and 3, TAMPA & TARFOM
SPRINGS LAND COMPANY SUBDIVISION, LES§ any portion, if any, lying within 115
feet of the North line of Section 2,. Tosnghip 27 South, Range 15 East, and LESS
that portion lying within 60 feet 4f the East lifie of said Section 2, Townghip
27 South, Range 15 Bast, Pinellas County, Horida, said portion being Morth of
the Worthern right-of-way line of the Sesboard Coastline Bailmoad, also LESS
that portion lying within soht'éot af the canterline of the existing main tracks
of the Seaboaxd (bastline fwilroad,'ahd more particilarly deacribed as Parcels
A-l and B-1 as follows: ‘. -’ N

~
~

BARCEL A-1:

Fram the Northeast \\éprna:- of Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 1S5 East,
Pinellas Cownty, Florida ryn South 89 deg. 54°'2" West, 887.69 fmet; themce
South 0 dag. 25'12° Eajt; 115 fest for a Point of Beginning (#1); thence North
89 deg. 54’327 .East, .175.56 feet; thence 226.36 feet along the arc of a curve
to the n&grt}irdfti: 736.33 feet, chord South 54 deg. 03'10" East, 225.47 feet;
thence Buth 45.deg. 14'45" Bast, 24.61 feet; thence South 89 deg. 54'32" west,
374§1ﬁifeet‘(\d’mge\ North 0 deg. 25'12" West, 150 feet to the Point of

Bﬂ \ m' \ \\ N

[
o

BARCELB-ls
" Pram the Northeast corner of Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 Bast,
" pinellas o , Florida, run South 0 deg. 25°'57" PEast, 115 feet, thence South

89 deg. 54'32% vest, 60 feet for a Point of Beginning (#2); thence South 0 deg.
25'12" East, 150 feet; thence South 89 deg. S4'32" West, 382.39 feet; thence

PAGE 3 OF 5
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SCHEDULE A"

North 45 deg. 14°45" West, 74.87 feet; thence 153.92 feet along the arc of d i
curve to the left, radius 786,33 feet, chonl North 50 deg. S1'12" West, 153.§) Ry
feet; thence North 89 deg. 54 ‘12" East, 553.60 feet to a Foint of Beg,iming #$2.° _-_,a

-\

/
- )
FARCEL VI: ' '
RN :,

Lot 3, less the North 100 feet thereof comweyed to Pinellas County in hﬁ" !
reconied in O, R, Book 3748, page 388 and refiled in O, R. Book 3751, page 188,
as pwlic right-of-way, Tampa and Tarpon Springs Land Compény Subdivision,
acconding to plat thereof recomled in Plat Bock 1, page 116, Public pacords of
Hillsborough County, Florida of which Pinellas Oomty‘ gouie:ly,a part,
PARCEL VII: o \\\\ ,,I,: ::;

Lot 1, less the North 100 feet thereof deeded ta. plmuubn unty by Deed
recondad on March 21, 1972 in O. R. Book 3746, page 308\3‘1';! refilad in 0. R.

Book 3751, page 188, and , . \,\‘ )

Lot 2 together with the hbrﬂnastetly 12 of vacataé Yictor Road abutting the
Southeasterly boundary of said not 2" ~amd N

Water Lot A, Victor a:bdivision,\aécou!mg b: _plat thereof recorded in Plat
Book 23, pagae 73, Public Recopds oﬁ*Pﬂdellas Cownnty, Florida.

’
‘s

-

N

S
7 N T

PARCEL VIII: T VIOLERNAN
\ N ’ , Ne
N/ ’

Lot Pour (4), A.A. M'S S'QDIVISION OF GOVERNMENT OT 2, Section 2,
Township 27 South, Range 1S, nsr.! acconding to the map or plat filed Pebruary
3, 1886 in Deed Book!T-253 of ‘the Publ ic Recoris of Hillsborouwgh Cowunty,
Florida of memm G’Flth Florida was fommerly a part,

TOGETHER WITH_ thn &utliaasberly 1/2 of vacabad Victor Poad abutting the
mzthmm‘lrhoum&y‘of said property; amd

TOGETHER wml ehe Jortheasterly 1/2 of vacated street abutting the
S)uﬂnqalte:ly‘houuiuy of said property.

‘IXS ”/I
Lot Evcn (7) A.A. FARQUHAR'S SUBDIVISION OF GOVERNMENT LOT 1WO, Section 2,
Township 27 South, Rarge 15 East, as per map or plat filed in Deed Book "F*,
page 253 of the Public Records of Hillsborough Cowmnty, Florida, of which
Pinellas County was fomerly a part.

’
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SCHEDULE "A™

TOGETHER WITH the Southeasterly 1/2 of vacated Victor Road abutting the '
Northwesterly bouxary of said property; and

TOGETHER WITH the Southwesterly 1/2 of vacated street abutting the .~ S’

N ’
‘., Sae L -
£ said %
gterly bournd said ! N
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SCHEDULE “A" { - :‘\{ i

-~ -

PARCEL I: :

.A portion of the South 1/2 of Government Lot 1 of Section 2, Township 27 'South, .
“Range 15 East, Pinellas Cownty, Florids, being further described as foll Ll

Commence at a 1" diameter Iron Pipe located at the existing Northwest corner of
maid Section 2; thence run along tha North line of said Section 2, dprti, 89
deg. 55°'15" East, 1,330.43 feet; thence South 00 dey. 31°'50" East 1,109.8% feet
to a 4" X 4" corcrets monunent with guasd rails at a pint on the existing -
South right-of-way line of Anclote Road; thence continus South 00 deg, 31°'50"
Enst, 329.75 feet to & 4" X 4" corcretes monument for g Fojnt of Begiming;
thence South 89 deg. 24'10" Wast, 118.90 feet to a‘l-1/4" didneter Iron Pipe;
thence South 00 deg. 31'50" East, 270 feet, more o 'leds, to.Foint "A", said

- boint "A" being on the existing Morth boundary of thér Anclote River; thance
return to the Point of Begimning; thesice South 00 deg, 31'S0™ East to the

. existing North bouxdary of the Anclots Riyerj thepce Yesterly along said Morth

" houndary to Foint "A" aforesaid; LESS any pmxt whichymay lie in Water Lot "aA",

= victor Subdivision, accoriing to Plat Bdok 23, page 73, Pinellas County

. Beconds. LN N ,/I )

~
N N N ~ee” s
~ 4

. PARCEL I3 e NN .

. SO .
- & portion of the South lg‘fwmt lot 1 of Section 2, Township 27 South,
. Range 15 East, Pinellag, ty, Florida, being further described as follows:

Commnence at a 1% dismetey.Iron Pips located at the existing Northaest corner of
said Saction 2j thence run‘alony the iorth line of said Section 2, Morth 89
deg, 55'19" Easty 1,330.43-est; thence South 00 deg. 31'S0% East, 1,109.85
feet to a 4" X 4" concrete monunent with guard rails for a Point of Beginning;
said Point of Beginning being on the existing South right-cf-way line of

_ Anclote Road;'thence coritinue South 00 deg. 31'S0" East, 329.75 feet to a pink -
4" X 4" concrate momment; thence South 89 dag. 24°10% West, 118.80 feet to a
1-1/4" - dimmter :Ixon Pipe; thence South 00 deg. 31'50" East, 270 feet, more or
less; to.Point "A%; said Point "A" being oo the existing Morth boundary of the
Anclote.River; thence retun to the Foint of Begimning; thence along the

-existing South right-of-way line of Anclote Road, South 89 deg. 26'10" west,
*298.80 féet to a 3" X 3" concrete monument; thence South 2 deg. 00'12" East,
352:17 fset to m old concrete monument with 1/2 brass rod; thence South 14
deg. 52'28" East, 243.356 feet to an old broken concrete monument with 1/2%
brass rod; theace continue South 14 deg. 52°'18" Emst, 1 foot, more or less, to
the existing North boundary of the Anclote River; thente Easterly al the
North boudary of the Anclote River 110 feet, more or less, to Foint "A", as-

’
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. xeviously daescxibad.
. PARCEL INfs

" A portion of the South 1/2 of Govermuent Lot 1 of Ssction 2, Townchip 27 South, ~---°
- Range 15 East, linell.u_ onnty, Florida, being further described as foIlows: ' '

Commence at a 1" dianeter Iron Pipe located at the existing Morthwmst corber- of

said Section 25 thence rwn

foet to a 4" X 4" concrete momumant with guard rails for
" 'said Point of Reference being on the existing

BK 18736 PG 1136

SCHEDULE “A"
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NS

-~ -~—

AR

Py

along the Morth line of said Section 2, Morth 89
“I 55'19" mst, 1'3300‘3 feat; thence South 00 deg. 31'50'»&!\:. 1.109.3

South ¢

a Point of Beference;

line’o¥

Anclota oad; therce South 89 deg. 26'10" Wast, 298.80 ‘feat-to a"~3";’3'
concrete momment, for a Point of Beginning; from said Point-of Beyimnig,
thence South 2 deg. 00'12" East, 362.17 fest to an’old conctéte Monunnt with

1/2® brass rod; thence South 14 deg. 52°'18" East,

243.56 feet to an old broken

concrete sonument with 1/2% brass rod; thence continus Sowth 14 deg. 52°18"
Mmst, 1 foot, more or less, to the existing Eprth boundary for the Anclote

River, calling said point, Point "aA" fot
deg. 26'10" West, along

Beginning; thence South 89

of Anclote Foad, a distance of 153.47,fedt, mora-ozr-le

in 0, B. Book 6240, page 1005;
Nicholas property, for the foll

corner of property coweyed to Georgs,
Bast, 366.60 feet to a point; | !

the East bouniacy

#n
W' "

s, : (1) South } dey. 15'11°
QY ‘14 deg. 45'11" East, 383.98 feet, more

jence; retixm to the Foint of
® South right-of-way line
¢ U0 tha Hortheast

of said

W\Mu @t al by dead reconied
oo

or less, to the Mean High Watériing of Anclote River, and Point "B"; thence
BEastérly along the orth boundaty of the Anclote River to Point "A" as

geoviously ducribd_. e

- ~
L4

- PAECBL IV: - *

r
y

All of E. R. SMITY'S SUBDIVIS

by Resclution filed. Mey 30, 1960 and recorded in 0. R. Book 5029,

las County, Florida, TOGETHER with a parcel o
2, Tounship 27 south
t{wllrly described as followss

Publ ic Reconds of

land in the Andlpte River in Section
Pinellas County,. Florida, as more par

st corner of Goverment Lot 2 in said Section 2 amd nn

at the toithes

South 0.3eg. 43723" West, 162,13 feet; thence run South 50 deg
t_alprng the Morthwastern boundacy of B, R, Smith's Sublivision as
teconded in Plat Book S, page 97, Rublic Reconis of Pinellas

1263,31
shown on

N
N
PR WY

’

N
N

NN
N/

, reconiad in Plat Book 5, page 97, now vacated

63,
sumerged

Rarge 1S East,

« 02°49" wost,

Counnty, Florida, to the most Ikcu:1¥ corner of Lot 5, in Block "B" of said B.

" R, Suith's S8ubdjvision for a Point o

Baginning; from this located Point of

Begiming, continue South S0 deg. 02°49" West, 45.21 feet to the right-of-way

PAGE 2 OF 5
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"OR6628P61590
SCHEDULE "A"

1ine of the Anclote River; thence run South 42 deg. 21'32" East 400.27 feet -,
along the said right-of-way line of the Anclote River; thence North 50 dej. :
02'49" East, 246.05 feet to the most Southerly corner of Lbt 4 of the said
Block "B® of B. R. Snith's Subdivision; thence run Wdrth 38 deg. 45'17™ West,’
200.00 feet along the Southwesterly boundary of said Lot 4, in Block "B, E. B.~
Smith'a subdivision; thence run South 50 dag. 02'49" West, 110,00 faety thency
rn South 80 deg. 00°00" West, 100.00 feet; thence rin North 49 deg. 29°03%
West, 152.12 feet to the Point of Begimning, less any part of same mtdhht,f
be incluled in E. R. Suith’s Sukdivision.

LESS THAT PART lying within 40 feet of the centerline of m::l&tp mul‘zklek
gighway) , as said centerline is further described in Quit Claim Deed
of Pinelias Comty in O. R, Book S053, psge 339, Publ m‘eculg n!'r(nenu

Coumty, Florida,. S
PARCEL V2

fhe Bouth 150 feet of the North 250 Mot,uulaql
SPRINGS LAND COMPANY SUBDIVISION, LESS any portion, if
feet of the Morth line of Section 2, mmp:n Bouth, Pang
that portion lying within 60 fest of the Bast line of mid saeuon 2,
27 South, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, said portion being Morth of
the Northern right-of-way line of the a&ouﬂ‘pustum Railroad, also LESS

that portion lying within 50 feo,t of.the centotline of the existing main tracks
of the Seaboard (bastline numad, and m particularly degcribad as Parcels

A-1 and B-1 as follows: R

~

, I

P

:

PARCEL A-1:

Fram the m:ﬂnutcbtnxotmz. Township 27 South, Range 15 East,
Pinellas County, Florida run Sjuth 89 deg. 50'32' Wast, 887.69 feat; thence
South 0 dey. 25'12° Eadt, 115 feet for a Foint of Beginning (§1); thence North
89 deg. 54°'32" East, 175.55 fest; thence 226.36 feet along the arc of a cixve
to the right, radiuy’ 335.33 feat, chonl South 54 deg. 03°10" East, 225.47 feet;
thence South 15 a:g;~1ms- East, 24.61 feet; thence South 89 dey. 54'X2" West,
374.46 feetj tw North 0 dq. 25°12" West, 150 feet to the PFo t of

himim . \\\ \\ >
Mﬂ. Mt

N
A Y
-
\
[
!

Frau the no:ﬂnast cornez of Saction 2, Townghip 27 South, Range 18 Bast, :
Pinellas oungy Florida, run South 0 dej. 25'S7" East, 115 feet, thence South
89 deg. 54°'32" ¢ 60 feet for a Point of Beginning (OZ); thence South 0 deg.

25'12° past, 150 taet: therce &\Ith 89 dey. 54°32" west, 382.39 feet; therce

\
\ e

PAGE 3 OF §
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I . 1.6628P61591

. to SCHEDULE "A"

Morth 45 deg. 14'45° Mest, 74.87 foot; thence 153.92 feet along the am of & /.~ < 0\
cwve to the left, radius 796.33 feet, chopd Morth 50 deg. 51'12" Wast, m.d'x 0
faet; thence North 89 deg. 541" East, 553.60 faet to a Foint of Bégiming n\ i

- \
/, / AN RN )
’ ~

w’ /l o\ -

Lot 3, less the lbtth 100 feet thereof comveysd to Pinellas Comty iu\ﬂud
zeconied in O, R. Book 378, page 388 snd refiled in 0. R. Bock 3751, page 194,
as pblic right-of-way, Tompa and Tarpon Springs Land Sbdivision; -~
acconding to plat thereof recondad in Plat 1, pege Public Records of

' Hillsborough Comty, Flerida of vhich Pinellas Comty ws ngmly a gzt.

PAKCEL VII: _ h

Lot 1, less the North 100 feat thereof deejed to Pinellas Oounty by bDeed
tmddwmn.lﬂzino.mmsﬂe,MMaﬁn ed in O, R.
Book 3751, page 188, and ,f_\, SANAY U

-’

Iot 2 together with the Mortimmsterly 1/2 o! ncaumc‘eéz Boad abutting the
Souunaste:ly boundary of said Lot 2, apd ,: h

\\
_—’/

wmtar Lot A, Victor Subdivision, accoulhg \tn\ ptct 4thereof reconded in Plat
Bock 23' page 73, Public Reconds o!'m thy. Forida,

PARCEL VIII: BN

ot Foux (4), A.A. m‘ﬁ mmmﬂ‘@ GOVERMMENF LOT 2, Section 2,
Township 27 Soutli, Range 15 Bast, acconding to the map or plat filed February
3, 1806 in Desd Book i—mo&ﬂq ‘public Reconis of Hillsborough County,
notidaotmrmdmmky ‘forida was fommerly a parct.

TOGETHER WITH the’ sputml' '1/1 of vacau Victor Road sbutting the
m:huste:xy hounla‘ly ot_‘u‘fd property; ani

TOETHER m!l ﬂn-nﬁi'th‘;lhuly 1/2 of vacated street abutttng the
sm:hwshé:)y quuy of mid property.

\Ix‘ \\\\\\‘ ., )
Lot &vﬂl {7).A ,clh. FARQUHAR'S SUBDIVISION OF GOVERMMENT LOT WO, Section 2,
Township 27 South, Range 1S East, as per map or plat filed in Deed Book "T*,
page 253 of the Rublic Raconds of Hillsborough County, Florida, of vhich
Pinellas Conty was fomerly a put.

PAGE 4 OF 5
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TOGETHER WITH the Southeasterly 1/2 of vacated Victor Joal abutting the
orthwesterly boundary of said propertys and

TOGETHER WITH the Soutiwmsterly 1/2 of vacated strest abutting the
ortlisasterly boundary of said property. L
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dade this
Betwesn 1. 2. tateher st Ray Deloher, Ws wite,

Crsinty
ond l- o, ﬂ.llul ond Nagy x?nuon. hie '".44~ﬂ—t
Whose Malling Addvess 1a: 1108 W. Flevide Ave., Torpen Spwings, SNFP

Plasliss  eadlistew  Plovids fy
'Iln-nh, hat B sabd party A.pnm.p-;b-ﬂ-ﬂ--r
paun--:am.ru n--u-a-nr h-w

was woel e e apdt "-“vl- -g
- '.:r';'E" u-wmnu.
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("')_tmnbmmrqn S L . baq_ .

The South 150 feet of the North 250 feet of Iots 1 and 2, TAMPA & TARFON SPRINGS -~ ' {
LAND COMPANY SUBDIVISION, LESS any portion, if any, lying within 115 feet of the- "\ NN
North 1ine of Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 East, and LESS that portieh’ Y
lying within 60 feet of the East line of sald Section 2, Towship 27 South, Range .-’
15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, said portion being lbrthotunlhrunmr t" ‘
ofwlmormwmcmmnmd,umummtmimm e
in 50 feet of the centerline of the existing main tracks of the Sesboard Coastline -
Railroad, - aﬂmparucularly descri.bedas Parcels A—landa-lpb t'ouov)s‘-

-

,’_-, \\ \~_, /

PARCEL A-1: .
teomarofSecumz Mmbipﬂ&ww,mﬁﬁsb? Pinellas

County, Florida run S.89°54'32"W., 687. ~69 feet; thence S. 0°25'12"E. , 115 feet for

a Poim'. of Beginmning (#1); thence N.89°54°32°E., 175.56 feet; thence 226.36 feet
the arc of a curve to the right, radius 736 33 feet, chord 8.54°03'10"E. ,

225 T feet; thence S.45°1A'45"K., 24.61 feet; thence S.89°58'32"W., 378.46 feet;

thence N. 0‘25'12"\1 150 feet to the Point of Beglm.l.ng;\mmec;eo an easement

for a right-of-way 1n favor of Grantor, it's successors &nd: m.'qgns over that por-

tion of PARCEL A-1 described as begimning at saif Bvint-of Begiming 71 mn thence

N.83°54'32"E,, 71 feet for a Point of Beginning for sald-egsement; thence from said

easement point of beginning continue N.89°S54%32"E. ) 50 feet; thence S.0°25'12"E.,

150 feet; thence S.89°SH°'32"W., S0 teet,,thmenl.o“zsuz"u 150 fest to said

easement point of bestmi.m e AN ' .

PARCEL B—l. FRN

t comorsequm Mahi.p?’lSouth. Range ISEnsb, Pinellas
County, Florida, run 8.0°25'57E., n!j fest; thence S.89°54'32"W., 60 feet for-a
Point of Begiming (#2); 8,0°25"12"E. , 150 feet; thence 8.85°54'32". , 382.39
feet; thence N. hs"ll"lS"U.,‘? 87 feet; 153.92 feet along the are of a curve
to the left, radius 786.33 feet, ehond N.50°51'12"W., 153.67 feet; thence N.89°54'32"E.

553.60 feat to point or mn.

N,
’,

-\

&nbjecttodmmuﬁaeuerpmusmummmmmmnmm
Atlantic Land ahd Ilpmvéluw Company to Pinellas Concrete Products, Inc. dated
August 28, 197K and filed, for record August 30, 1973 in O.R. 4210, page 1127 of
the Public 'Rguards of B.!nalm Oounty, Flntd.da :

A .

I _ EXHIBIE A

7 2 D TT Spps Bt G 227 4

H-25




PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1142

A parcel of submerged land located in Section 2, Townshlp 27 South Range 15 Bast,
Pinellas County, on the Anclote River, containing 21,244 square feet, a8 described on the - -

attached aketch labeled as Exhibit A dated August 28, 2003, locatednmmed:atély":\\

wanerward of that upland ptopedy with the legal descnpuan a8 follows- ! /

‘J.‘he Northwestarly nalf (NW].y 1/2) of z.pt 10 m@m_;y
WITH any land 1lying' between ‘the . Nori:hwesrterly .and gy --7

"' Southeasterly boundary lines of said: Rorthwesteryra
Half (NWly 1/2) of Lot. 10,. e.xtending to the waters .
of the Anclote River. ALL' in Go#atmnent Lot 2, of

" the Subdivision of Lots 2 aND'5, SEC ~2;

- 27 SOUTH, RANGE 15 EAST. Made by A.A: \Pmum' :
Deéd Book T, Page 253, Public Regbxds RE” Hz.llsborough
County, Florida of which Pineilas County; wias foimerly K}

_a part. The Grantnrs hert-_by ::g;[ease gnd !gn._t -claim to*-

Snbjec‘- to real estate ta.xes‘ -‘Eo::' IBM and thereafter.-

-Subject to’ easem&nts and nestrict:ﬁn o.-. record and

zoning ordinances. ,f Pt

*the Grantee al}" rina.r.tan ,t.tg‘hts anwurtan?-'nt to the suhject
Draperty which they ‘may hav :.:E .any. )

.. - ~ N ’
: ’ -~ N .
. L4 N ~
Cemﬁcaﬁon , I{ SEPRER LN
) ’

IcemfyﬂaattheabovedgmﬂpnondebeitAlmmymplumtﬂwuishng

slmctutesmq adsociated preetnpted area, I further acknowledge and agree that should a

smeyquqthredm the future that indicatés that the true. preemptéd-area is smaller than

what hn-bem.eiﬂﬁmed feéa would not be credited. Likewise, 1 gcknowledge and agree

that xhould,n survey indicate that the true preempted ared is. larger than that which was
" onglnailyesgtgmnd,feesmmurs ldnotbeusasnaunleaamemrmmlwdfmm
N inmrm information. supphed by me (applicant).

} |

-
I

\
AN ’ ,
N N
. 4
~

- Title: Vlcf /’Aesmmr

Date: : 7/3{63 '

H-26
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LEGAL DESCRIPTIONS:

PARCEL I thru PARCEL IX
from PINELLAE COUNTY Records.

it

L S mab |

"
[

[ ]

i
T"

o}

3
il

i,
:

s
.
Y

e eer @ L
R
. o,

Lot § of Dection 2, ip
florida, buing fur
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F— | -

..,,u-'uu lnu!h uz of Governsent Lot 1 of Bectien 2, -Township
Range 19 int. ! Mn-un Comamty, Flnrlda uln. hrth-

u-t-r tnn wige lulnl n“m -hllu unru--w
uu I-um 2} -thence -

?dr - thencs * 8
"”" A i e A
ing g AT tor-
Sief ! lnlulin”"ﬁ-‘- -Rtn N
Iln ol Anclots.Reed ‘. distance
‘Norkpea . . :
Love', L ..o/ ‘saie " Nichelas®
folfoming . X3, Soutn’ 1" dey. -
! ARG 2o pbiaR) (22 Bouth: 14 dagd A8 1AV Thak, 303.99 fert,’
xiete,Ate7 the ‘sean iigh watar.11ne of Aiclaty River, and Peint
thence. Exstarly along: e Nor g boandary u hﬁu)cm uv-r' to’
rovisusly ‘describis : .l >

.\-.' bRE .
1

i
he-r@a‘ o .(uu 8. Pagm 97, rene
ua Ray 30, ‘{v6o ’.'.’- r-nn.; “;.n. ook’
-w‘n-nn County, ‘Flerfda, TOUETHER ;
rr‘n ‘the Anciota River 10 lnet.lln 2y
Eant \.P}uolln n:-ty Fl-' ida, ae sore.

-

“feiug “ajong  ‘the “"."!"‘ .
‘?! Ao shewn on'plat recorded ‘4in Plak Bask B, - Page 97,
ds fimnu ewm.‘ e Florida.. to the sost Mesterly corner.

'%’_ ie

-0 -'ll\ Block B, '

any. ol L LT
‘00" Nest,. IN.N {outy thence

7937, Mest, "I1S1.12 feat tn the Point of Beginniag, .
-un: h lu:lul.d ln l- R ml‘l'us

ying witnin %0 fsat of the c-»urfi 'h,mu(. Rmad

I LESB A - PERT; R
-tnrjcl" highuay), -aw said murun- i» further descrited (n Guit Clala
J '::d :.v.r‘ u‘;:r,.oo-nmlu ‘County to 0.R, l-n mas m-‘_a?.'.mue .

nelles MV. F‘l'lﬁ- -

. o

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

H-29




PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1146

BAstern bouwdery. ¢
wp Yy L
T e g

: fook
aving WEO 11 ot o o worth Yine o8 octsaa o
aying : €. "- ae of. O '
;Ranes ‘137Eas o« aad LXUR m_.'.;..ru.r.m..--;.‘&f
. ~3iow el L eate Sac Ry VTownghlp 27 e
. : : wald portion heing Morth et thb .
- N ot - the’. Sasboard “Ceastline™ Railroad, alse
- whthin 30 dmat of the centert St
. . Geabvard Coasatifne Rai LMy 2
(Aol and" Srl as- o

. ing-40 plat theredéhs regorded ‘tn Plat:
Public . Mecords " of, lﬂllm Yo 2 Pry

ty uas Jormerly » !.-t N o D
=t 2 me lean o ST x..';,..;,..-.- A

& g ) CONPAKY VISION, +a
N *rac "n’ﬂ'-t"ﬁ Dook - 3,V 4 YPagn (114, 5

X - County, ELer1dai ot which Pinelles Goun

at’ theraof recordad in _F_. Nﬂ‘-”w'u Py .
e a0 Sston: 21, Towaple

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

H-30

+ (- TAPA A0 TN SPALIES LAY !

ty i 4 . g AR

h ith, m&’?ﬁn& 15 7eet 00
ntified s fnclote l:g ] - VICTDR.BUADIVIGION,. a8 Jo
tharast . recor : .23, 2t -is.'n._iu"l-

e
-~
- ~
[ NN
4
, v
7 !
~ Yy
v’ s
N’ s
V4
NN
NN
AN
\\\\
SNs
A
Vo
o
L
s




PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1147

'I.:u' 'uimﬁ"l W_‘,ﬂm

- S |. . ‘, .
. Nnter Lt A, m.-nnrdqupu wecorsed 1o NG
- N v ot P 1as -q-.tv. .ﬂ-run. ' .
P By e et e el g o
- T . ’ O 2 \\ \\ : I.
. ‘ [} N p)

I. Nmtu- County by

‘?zﬁ- *.q';:-t'wly-.:l

R LR RS

Vet ey e

i_rhg':n.—'vxu-' RS IR
., - 5oy .
"Paur o FAGGLAMA‘G EUNDIVISION w-mon(fun 2, -eu-
}‘a‘,“m...ﬂ‘.‘ ' -uu!-'nmp 19 Easy scsrdjag.to the Sup &x plat .filnd
roiwtii Tin - d b

e el

24\ Ay stee o F e
I- mw --—wmm mmmm
!7 18. \.n-wul-' lek ﬂln‘

.:;.;::.:.:;m Pecres w1 talisharougn

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

H-31



PINELLAS COUNTY FL OFF. REC. BK 18736 PG 1148

Exhibit B - Survey :

MEI 19635073v.1
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NOIE ALL AREAS SHOWN MERE ARE CONSI
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Exhibit B1
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Exhibit C

Existing Liens and Encumbrances on the Property
(to be determined through/by title examination)

ME]1 19635073v.1
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COMMITMENT NO.: C-9912-2791134 FILE NO.: 20060024

TITLE COMMITMENT Y
SCHEDULE A RRRY

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 13, 2013 at 8:00 AM Revised 9-27-2013 o ‘I. ‘I.

Inquires should be directed to: ., SRR \\ :\\

Agent File Number: ‘ N 8

Stewart Title Guaranty Company RSP \:‘ .~ . ,:,'

3401 West Cypress Street g PR

Tampa, Florida 33607 A I

1. Policies to be issued: Amout o

(a) ALTA Owner's Policy - (10-17-92) with Florida Modifications, § To Benetemlﬁed

’
N
‘\-\ ~. ~ /,
~

4

Proposed Insured: NN LI
RN

\\\\ N A

To Be Determined amay NN

/,—-/ \\ \,

() ALTA Loan Policy - (10-17-92) with Florida Modmeations" *$To Be Determined

\ I
‘N I
¢ \ ~ ,

Pmposed lnSI.ll'ed. N \\\\ \ \~_—”,’

~ Y-
s \

To Be Determined, its successors md/or asslgn,v N D

\
, \\/,

2. The estate or interest in the lsn,d deurlhellor referred to in this Commitment and covered herein is:
Fee Simple

3. Title to said estate 9r'lnteresrm sald«‘land is at the effective date hereof vested in:

\/

Stanffer Maniggmel\f Compa‘ny LLC by merger with Atkemix Thirty-Seven Inc.

4. The hndxefemd fo ih«tlns Commitment is described as follows:

SEE EXHIBTP LA ATI'ACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.
N N END OF SCHEDULE A

\
\\ N \ \
. N !

~

/7
’
- ’
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EXHIBIT "A" S R
Parcel I: sel TN

- Y
ORI NS

A portion of the South 1/2 of Government Lot 1 of Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Frondn,/\:emg
further described as follows: ‘\\,’,
Commence at a 1” diameter Iron Pipe located at the existing Northwest comer of said Section 2; thence gmnlong ﬁpNloﬁne
of said Section 2, North 89 deg. 55°19™ East, 1,330.43 feet; thence South 00 deg. 31°50™ East 1,109.85 fq:tto a 4" X 47 coifcrete
monument with guard rails at a point on the existing south right-of-way line of Anclote Road; thence eontmpe South oodeg,
31°50” East, 329.75 feet to a pink 4” X 4™ concrete monument for a Point of Beginning; thenee,Sputh,” deg-24° lO"/West,
118.80 feet to a 1-1/4" diameter Iron Pipe; thence South 00 deg. 31°50™ East, 270 feet, more of,less, to Point “A”; aid Point “A”™
being on the existing North boundary of the Anclote River; thence return to the Point of Begitining; thencé South 00 deg. 31°50"
East to the existing North boundary of the Anclote River; thence Westerly along said North bouhdary to Ebim “A” aforesaid;
LESS any part which may lie in Water Lot “A™, Victor Subdivision, according Plat Book 23, Pnggﬂ Pitellas County Records.

Parcel I1: (:\

A portion of the South 1/2 of Government Lot 1 of Section 2, Townshxn 27 SOuth, Rnngg LS’East, Pinellas County, Florida, being
further described as follows: -~ e

\\ \\‘/
\\ I,\ ~

Commence at a 1”diameter Iron Pipe located at the existing Northwe;t corngmf said Sect:on 2; thence run along the North line
of said Section 2 North 89 deg. 55’19 East, 1,330.43 feet; thonceSbuihOO(Qeg 31’ 50" East, 1,109.85 fectto a 4" X 4"
concrete monument with guard rails for a Point of Begmnibg, said Point of Beginning being on the existing South right-of-way
line of Anclote Road; thence continue South 00 deg. 31750 East, 329,75 Yedt to a pink 4” X 4" concrete monument; thence
South 89 deg. 24° 10” West, 118.80 feet to a 1-1/4” diaeter Iron P:pe' thence South 00 deg. 31° 50” East, 270 feet, more or
less, to Point ‘A’, said Point ‘A’ being on the exlst‘mgNonh‘hqundafyof the Anclote River; thence retum to the Point of
Beginning; thence along the existing South rggﬁt-bf Way line of-Anclote Road, South 89 deg. 26° 10” West, 298.80 feet to a 3” X
3" concrete monument; thence South 2 deg.00°12" East,QGZ 17 feet to an old concrete monument with 2™ brass rod; thence
South 14 deg. 52°18” East, 243.56 feet tog,nold,b;aken codcfete monument with % brass rod; thence continue South 14 deg.
52'18" East, 1 foot, more or less, to ﬁ(gexlstmg North boundary of the Anclote River; thence Easterly along the North boundary
of the Anclote River 110 feet, mqre of Iess. to| len( *A’, as previously described.

Parcel I11: ‘\",'

A portion of the South- ilfof Gow\/q"nl\nént\bot 1 of Section 2, Township 27 south, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, being
further described s foh I'ows )

Commence at a l"u‘hne’toﬂron‘érpe located at the existing Northwest corer of said Section 2; thence run along the North line
of said Section.z.Norshwdeg '55° 19" East 1,330.43 feet; thence South 00 deg. 31°50” East, 1,109.85 feetto 3 4” X 4”
concrefe rnqﬁument.w:ﬂl " giiard rails for a Point of Reference; said Point of Reference being on the existing South right-of-way
line ofﬁngioh Road; thence South 89 deg. 26° 10” West, 298.80 feet to a 3” X 3” concrete monument, for a Point of Beginning;
from said Pdint of Begmmng. thence South 2 deg. 00’ 12" East, 362.17 feet to an old concrete monument with 4™ brass rod;

<thence Souﬂa\]ﬁ deg.’52"18" East, 243.56 feet to an old broken concrete monument with 1/2” brass rod; thence contimue South
Mheg 52" 187 East, 1 foot, more or less, to the existing North boundary for the Anclote River, calling said pint, Point “A™ for
convertience: return to the Point of Beginning; thence South 89 deg. 26” 10™ West, along the South right-of-way line of Anclote
Road, & distance of 153.47 feet, more or less, to the Northeast corner of property conveyed to George Anthony Nicholas et al by
deed recorded in O.R. Book 6240, Page 1005; thence South, along the East boundary of said Nicholas property, for the following
two courses; (1) South 1 deg. 15°11” East, 366.60 feet to a point; (2) South 14 deg. 45'11” East, 383,98 feet, more or less, to the
High Waterline of Anclote River, and Point “B™; thence Easterly along the North boundary of the Anclote River to Point “A™ as
previously described.

Reg. D 0012 Rev. 01-05 “ This Commitment is not valid uniess Schedule A, Schedule B Section -1 and Schedule B Section-11 are included.”
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Parcel IV:

All of E.R. Smith’s Subdivision, recorded in Plat Book 5, Page 97, now vacated by resolution filed May 30, l980andrec6tded-:_‘l‘ .
in O.R. Book 5029, Page 513, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, TOGETHER with a parcel of submerged land il the s

Anclote River in Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, as more particularly dcscd‘béd as ! \ Y

’

follows: S

7 s
\\//
N

Commence at the Northeast comer of Government Lot 2 in said Section 2 and run South 0 deg. 43’ 23" \yest,-lﬂ 13 fe&t ‘thence
run South 50 deg. 02' 49” West, 1263.31 feet along the Northwestern boundary of ER. Smith’s Subdivigion as slnow;wn plat
recorded in Plat Book S, Page 97, Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida, to the most Westerly cornet. of Lot 5, iy Block “B”
of said E.R. Smith’s Subdivision for a Point of Beginning; from this located Point of Beginning, pantmneSOuth 50 geg. 02' 49"
West, 45.21 feet to the right-of-way line of Anclote River; thence run South 42 deg. 21° 32” East400.27 feeta}bngme said right-
of-way line of the Anclote River; thence North 50 deg. 02’ 49" East, 246.05 feet to the most Sajitherly comnkr of Lot 4 of the said
Block “B” of E.R. Smith’s Subdivision; thence run North 38 deg. 45° 17" West, 200.00 feet along the Southiwesterly boundary of
said Lot 4, in Block “B”, E.R. Smith’s Subdivision; thence run South 50 deg. 02’ 49" West, 1 llLOG feet; thence run South 80
deg. 00’ 00™ West, 100.00 feet; thence run North 49 deg. 29’ 03" West, 152.12 feet to the Polmof‘Begmnmg. less any part of
same that might be included in E.R. Smith’s Subdivision.

LESS that part lying within 40 feet of the centerline of Anclote Road (Brick ngh;v:iy‘), as said, eenterline is further described in
quit Claim Deed in favor of Pinellas County in O.R. Book 5053, Page 5394 Publlc Recqrds of Pinellas County, Florida.

~

Parcel V: e \ ‘/,’ h¢

The South 150 feet of the North 250 feet of Lots 1 and 2, Tampa & Tarpon S]znngs Land Company Subdivision, LESS any
portion, if any, lying within 115 feet of the North line of S¢ction 2, Tgwnshlp 27 South, Range 15 East, and LESS that portion
lying within 60 feet of the East tine of said Section 2, Tdwpship 27 suth, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, said portion
being North of the Northern nght-of way line of thé featiqard Coastlfne Railroad, also LESS that portion lying within 50 feet of
the centerline of the existing main tracks of de;a]umrd Coastlme Rallroad, and more particularly described as Parcels A-1 and
B-1 as follows: e oo

PACEL A-1: - \

From the Northeast comer of Sect\on 2, }dwnship 27 South, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida run South 89 deg. 54° 32"
West, 887.69 feet; thence Southbdbg.?,'r 12” East, 115 feet for a Point of Beginning (#1); thence North 89 deg. 54°32" East,
175.56 feet; thence 226.36 feet alonig the arc of a curve to the right, radius 736.33 feet, chord South 54 deg. 03°10” East, 225.47
feet; thence South 45 deg, 1% 45”15:5(;24 61 feet; thence South 89 deg. 54°32" West, 374.46 feet; thence North 0 deg. 25°12”
West, 150 feet to the homt of Begu\nmg. hd

\
, \
N A /I

Parvel B-1: AT PO
\ \ ~ - - rd
- .

From the ﬂouh‘east comg?of Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 East, Pinellas County, Florida, run South 0 deg. 25° 57"
East, 11§ feet, theiée‘Smnh 89 deg. 54’ 32™ West, 60 feet for a Point of Beginning (#2); thence South 0 deg. 25° 12" East, 150
feet; theqd&Soutji 89 deg. 54’ 32" West, 382.39 feet; thence North 45 deg. 14’ 45” West, 74.87 feet; thence 153.92 feet along
Ahe arc of h{:u(ve\o the left, radius 786.33 feet, chord North 50 deg. 51° 12" West, 153.67 feet; thence North 89 deg. 54’ 32
F@ﬂ. 553.60 Yest to a Point of Beginning #2.

\
2

\
\ d
Y 4
\\’I

Parcel Vl

Lot 3, less the North 100 feet thereof conveyed to Pinellas County in Deed recorded in O.R. Book 3748, Page 388 and re-filed
in O.R. Book 3751, Page 188, as public right-of-way, Tampa and Tarpon Springs Land Company Subdivision, according to plat
thereof recorded in Plat Book 1, Page 116, Public Records of Hillsborough County, Florida of which Pinellas County was
formerly a part.
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Parcel VII: Y
Lot 1, less the North 100 feet thereof deeded to Pinellas County by Deed recorded on March 21, 1972, in O.R. Book 3748 Rage ) -‘\:\>
388 and re-filed in O.R. Book 3751, Page 188, Y .
And ’—--\:\\\‘\/;/'
Lot 2 together with the Northwesterly !4 of vacated Victor Road abutting the Southeasterly boundary of md Lot2," SO
\ 1
And ’——--‘ ‘\:\\\ "”/,’
Water Lot A, Victor Subdivision, according to the plat thereof recorded in Plat Book 23, Pagé 73 Public Rqeords of Pinellas
County, Florida. PN ;)
Parcel VIIi: L

Lot Four (4), A.A. Farquhar's Subdivision of Government Lot 2, Section 2, Tovmslup 27 South, Range 15 East, according to the
map or plat filed February 3, 1886 in Deed Book T-253 of the Public Reeords of I-ﬁllsbomqg!; County, Florida of which Pinellas
County was formerly a part. ' ~ \\»/

\ \ =~ N

Together with the Southeasterly Y of vacated Victor Road abumnpﬂle thﬁgterl'y'ﬁoundmy of said property,

And RSOV \
' r 4 \\ N A
NP
Together with the Northeasterly 4 of vacated Vlctor Ro(u:l abunmg t}]e\Sonﬂhwesmerly boundary of said property.
Parcel IX: ,,\, \\:\\\‘::*—-”,"'

Lot Seven (7) A.A. Farquhar’s Subdivisiof of' Goye‘mmem L9t 2, Section 2, Township 27 South, Range 15 East, according to the
map or plat filed February 3, 1886 i in Deed Beok T-253 of thie Public Records of Hillsborough County, Florida of which Pinellas
County was formerly a part. o, \\ \\

,
e P ~,

Together with the Southeasterly‘% dfyayuied Victdf Road abutting the Northwesterly boundary of said property,
And /’:’_‘\\\\ \\\\

Reg. D 0012 Rev. 01-05 “ This Commitment is not valid unless Schedule A, Schedule B Section -1 and Schedule B Section-1! are included.”
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This commitment is not an abstract, examination, report, of representation of fact or title and does not create and
shall not be the basis of any claim for negligence. negligent misrepresentation or other tort claim or action. The sole GUARANTY COMPANY

liability of Company and its Title Insurance Agent shall arise under and be governed by paragraph 3 of the
Conditions.
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PRO FORMA COMMITMENT SCHEDULE B - SECTION I \

LS

The following are the requirements to be cbmplied with: PR TS

A. Instruments necessary to create the estate or interest to be insured must be properly executed, delivered:afl\d d’uly,'
filed for record. SN

e hESER T
t,‘~\ \ A \\

1. Warranty Deed to be executed by Stauffer Management Company, LLC, a Delaware limited Imbﬂn;y'eompmy‘by\me@ér
with Atkemix Thirty-Seven Inc., a Delaware Corporation to To Be Determined,

\\ Il
N ’

7 7

2. Morigage to be executed by To Be Determined to To Be Determined which will secure ;nmdebtednessm.lheamomt of To
Be Determined. TN

\ \ L
(Y iy
3.  In connection with Stauffer Management Company, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company; thie e'ompany will require
the following: o

,\

A. Review satisfactory copy of the “Articles of Organization,” the OperahmAgeemer;trgnd the regulations Stauffer
Management Company, LLC, a Delaware limited liability compayy and any M@mﬁu*ﬂ)ereof and satisfactory evidence
of authority of the officers, managers, or members to execute the dq&(men& -

\\ \/
I

B. Current Good Standing Certificate from the Delaware Secgetary of S'me for Stauﬁ‘er Management Company, LLC, a
Delaware limited liability company. PP NN \

[N
N ‘ v,

C. The Company reserves the right to make such ﬂn;ther reqmmqnen)‘.s,’as it deems necessary, after review of any of the
documentation required above.

r

RS \\ l,
\\ A /,

4, The name or names of the proposed msm'od und\er thc pohcymust be furnished and this commitment is subject to such
further exceptions and/or requlreme;nsls mar;hen‘be deemed necessary.

5. The actual value of the estate of mteruno’be insured must be disclosed to the Company and subject to approval by the
Company, entered as the a;mum of the po‘hcy\to be issued. Until the. amount of the policy to be issued shall be determined,
and entered as aforesaid, it'is agrped that as between the Company, the applicant for this commitment and every person
relying on this commmﬂig Company cannot be required to approve any such evaluation in excess of $500,000.00 and
the total liability of the” Ccm?my oﬂaceount of this commitment shall not exceed said amount.

6. Survey prep;md by a Florida leblstered land surveyor: dated no more than 90 days prior to the closing date of subject
transaction® cemﬁqi tQ the _prﬁﬁosed insured(s), STEWART TITLE GUARANTY COMPANY, and all other panus in
interest: meetmg‘the mm.lmum standards for all land surveys as set forth in chapter 472.027 Florida Statutes or |n Chapter

~
N \
N \

,7. Paymght of m}sand all Special Assessments, Bills, Charges or Municipal Liens levied and/or assessed against subject
“ N . property. whlch are currently due and payable, if any.

B. Affidavit from the seller and the borrower stating:

1. That there are no matters pending against it that could give rise to a lien that would attach to the subject property
between the effective date of the Commitment and the recording of instruments giving rise to the interest to be
insured.

Reg. D 0012 Rev. 01-05 * This Commitment is not valld unless Schedute A, Schedule B Section -1 and Schedule B Section-I1 are included.”
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the sub_]ect property or the lien of any mortgage to be insured pursuant to the Commitment. =~ “~~--__ .

C. The closing funds pertaining to the transaction must be disbursed by or at the direction of the insurolzo;\ifs ag‘ggx't.-
D. An updated title examination, commencing as of the effective date of this Commitment, which stmil'be. pafoqned at
or shortly prior to the closing of the transaction, should not reveal any title defects or other aderse matt AN

appearing should be disposed of prior to closing to the satisfaction of the insuror or its agent., W

t

- \ [y}
g ’\\‘\ (4
END OF SCHEDULE B - SECTIONI /™~ 2
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PRO FORMA COMMITMENT SCHEDULE B - SECTION II .

Schedule B of the policy or policies to be issued will contain exceptions to the following matters unless the same are N
disposed of to the satisfaction of the Company: /, L’ ,‘ ;

1. Defects, liens, encumbrances, adverse claims or other matters, if any, created, first appearing in the-publle :ethds or
attaching subsequent to the effective date hereof but prior to the date the Proposed Insured acrpﬁrw for\vhlue df
record the estate or interest or mortgage thereon covered by this Commitment. .‘ :’ WY
2. Standard Exceptions: I,’,-w’ AT
(2)  Rights or claims of parties in possession not shown by the public records. :' -
(b)  Easements, or claims of easements, not shown by the public records. \ \
(c¢)  Encroachments, overlaps, boundary line disputes, or other matters which woukl be dnsclmed by an accurate
survey and inspection of the premlses ~--

(d)  Any lien, or right to a lien, for services, labor, or material hereto o{ hereafter furnished, imposed by law and
not shown by the public records.

(e)  Any adverse ownership claim by the State of Florida by right of sove(élgnty ;o any portion of the lands
insured hereunder, including submerged, filled, and amﬁqﬁtly exposeé \dnds and lands accreted to such
lands. .

.
~ \ \ l
¢ ’ o

\‘,

3. Taxes and assessments for the year 2013 and subsequem_'xears, ‘whlch arp not yet due and payable. Any Taxes or
assessments levied or assessed subsequent to the da,tq'of the Comtmtlpe'nt/l’ohcy

4. Any and all Special Assessments, Bills, Charges or«(rfumciphl hens lev;ed and/or assessed against subject property, which are
currently due and payable, not shown in the pl.ﬂrli;: lﬂmrds g "

5. Easement to Pinellas County dated Octobdr 2‘( 1969, recordqd in Official Records Book 3191, Page 246, of the Public Records of
Pinellas County, Florida. ’, N,

6. Easement to United States of Amerlt:a dated Apnl 10: 1973, recorded in Official Records Book 4015, Page 89, of the Public
Records of Pinellas County, Flonda‘. N

NS
’;"~ \ ‘\

7. Reservation of certain phfperty nghts\)f thv‘l'mstees of the Internal Improvement Fund, recorded in Offictal Records Book 2410,
Page 418, of the Pubhcikpcords of ﬁt;ellas County, Florida.

\\\

8. Easement in favor of‘EmelI‘as-County, recorded in Official Records Book 2410, Page 418, of the Public Records of Pinellas
County, I'-‘Io'erfa.‘ -~

. -
(\ -

9. Easemennﬁsfavo: of Atlantic Coastline, recorded in Official Records Book 2410, Page 418, of the Public Records of Pinellas
Gounty. Flouda, D

RN
\

10. Utllity‘Eqsemenf, recorded in Official Records Book 2410, Page 418, of the Public Records of Pinellas County, Florida.

11. Any and a.ll Special Assessments, Bills, Charges or Municipal Liens levied and/or assessed against subject property which are
currently due and payable.

12. Rights of tenants, as tenants only, under any unrecorded rental or lease agreement.

Reg. D 0012 Rev, 01-05 “ This Commitment is not valid unless Schedule A, Schedule B Section -1 and Sehedule B Section-I1 are included.”
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13. The rights, if any, of the public to use as a public beach or recreation area any part of the land lying between the body of water \

abutting the subject property and the natural line of vegetation, bluff, extreme high water line or other apparent boundary lige. _ _
separating the publicly used area from the upland privatearea. =~ C=.l

14. Subject to any and all right, title or interest of Coastal Petroleum Company, or its assigns, in and to oil, gas and mme}nfs res\ilting
from any existing contracts or leases from the Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund of Florida, which dae?.mt«fnc’lude
the right of entry for exploration, mining or drilling. T \ .

15. Those portions of the property herein described comprising arnﬁclally filled land in what was formerly nswgable wal'qrs, an’
subject to any and all rights of the United States Government arising by reason of the United Staws Govemment's contml over
navigable waters in the interest of navigation and commerce. .7

/
—s/ ‘\ \~-4,

’ S -

16. Riparian and littoral rights are not insured under this policy -
NOTE: The following is for informational purposes only and is given without assurance or guaraittes:~ ~ "~

Taxes and assessments for the year 2012 under Parcel 02/27/15/00000/230/0100, showmg a gross amount of $2,724.44 were paid
in the amount of $2,615.46 on 11/29/2012, \\\ ,, ‘s

Taxes and assessments for the year 2012 under Parcel 02/27/ 15/940]4/000/0020 ShOlVih&l gross amount of $27,076.66 were
paid in the amount of $25,993.59 on 11/29/2012. . Sl

N \ \
< ’
N \ v Ll

Taxes and assessments for the year 2012 under Parcel 02/‘271 l-5-/9401‘4/090/0(l§0 showing a gross amount of $177.68 were paid in
the amount of $170.57 on 11/29/2012.

,, ,\~>

Taxes and assessments for the year 2012 under Parce| 02727115/000001‘230/0110 showing a gross amount of $1,525.68 were paid
in the amount of $1,464.65 on 11/29/2012. SR NoselL

\ ~ -
e N -~ 4
7 NN -~

Taxes and assessments for the year 2012 :md;r Pm;el 02/277 15/00000/3 10/0100, showing a gmss amount of $6,579.51 were paid
in the amount 0 $6,316.33 on ll/29/2012:\ N ,,’,'

Taxes and assessments for the yearzai 2 upder Pnrbel 02/27/15/27486/000/0040, showing a gross amount of $1,742.76were paid
in the amount of $1,673.05 on 1 {rzszzmz . S

Taxes and assessments for t the yeag 2\01‘2 under Parcel 02/27/15/89154/000/0011, showing a gross amount of $1,667.27 were paid
in the amount of $1 60q58 on n/mmzv

Taxes and assssm.éms f‘or‘the year,29'12 under Parcel 02/27/15/89154/000/0021, showing a gross amount of $1,202.44 were paid
in the nmount of §1, L5434\on‘l1_h9/20l2

in the m@m 0(36(809 73on 11/29/2012.

‘fﬁxes and as\ieshmem for the year 2012 under Parcel 02/27/15/94014/000/0010, showing a gross amount of $40,721.67 were
pud inthe amdth of $39,092.80 on 11/29/2012.

\’,

\__’

END OF SCHEDULE B - SECTION 11
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