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Florida Department of Environmental Protection -- Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

TABLE 3: GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELL ANALYTICAL
SUMMARY - NAM Paramenters

Facility ID # 06/8501585 Site Name: 7- Eleven Food Store# 34825
Sample Sulfate Iron, Dissolved Nitrate as N Orthophosphate as P | Methane | Chloride
Location Date mg/L mg/L mg/L rrﬂ/L ppm mg/L
MW-4 8/10/2016 1.21 0.02U 0.050U 0.0861 1.470
MW-19 8/10/2016 19 1.6 0.341 0.0621 0.219
GCTLs 250 0.3 10 NA NA 250
NADCs 2500 3 100 NA NA NA
Notes: NA = Not Available.

NS = Not Sampled.
ND= Not Detected at the Reporting Limit
* SMCL (Maximum contaminant level)
GCTLs = Groundwater Cleanup Target Levels specified in Table I of Chapter 62-777, F.A.C.
NADCs = Natural Attenuation Default Source Concentrations specified in Table V of Chapter 62-777, F.A.C.

SOIL AND GW ANALYTICAL TABLES Page 1 of 1

Rev. 06/2009
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Table 11: Cis12DCE and Vinyl Chloride Groundwater Data Under Plant #1 (2010-2016)

Well Location Description Sample Date Vinyl chloride Cis12DCE
(Cleanup Goal=1 (Cleanup Goal=70
N pg/L) pg/L)
Plant #1 West Side
IW-11 Southwest corner of November 2010 0.24 0.39
building January 2012 - --
April 2013 -- --
January 2015 0.74 <0.50
May 2016 <0.50 <0.50
Plant #1 East Side
IW-1 Southeast corner of November 2010 1.1 <0.50
building January 2012 - -
April 2013 - -
January 2015 1,100 250
May 2016 1.3/1.6 (duplicate) 0.26J/0.31] (duplicate)
PMW-6 Downgradient of IW-1 November 2010 0.11 <0.50
January 2012 - -
April 2013 -- --
January 2015 -- -
May 2016 0.57 <0.50
Notes:
-- well not sampled. Bold — concentration exceeds cleanup goal.
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Figure 3: Institutional Control Base Map

Folio 494210110090

ot Legend

Sources: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, % = ¥ Florida Groundwater Delineation Area
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX, Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, ,
IGP. swisstopo, the GIS User Community, the 2015 Sampling [ site parcels

Investigation Report and the Broward County Property Appraiser GIS.

\§ Skeo “ Hollingsworth Solderless Terminal Superfund Site

soLurions NnorTH | City of Fort Lauderdale, Broward County, Florida /

Disclaimer: This map and any boundary lines within the map are approximate and subject to change. The map is not a survey. The map is for informational
purposes only regarding the EPA’s response actions at the Site.
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Appendix F: Supplemental Information Supporting the Data Review

Figure F-1: Monitor Well Location Map

oy, Sampling Investigation Report Figure 1 ‘ N
] -3 Hollingsworth Solderless Terminal Company Sample Location Map SESD Project Number 15-0069 w®'
( '] Hollingsworth Solderless Terminal
S

ol Fort Lauderdale, Florida




Table F-1: Current and Historical Groundwater Data — 2010 to 2016

Trichloroethene (ug/L)
— 5.0 pg/L MCL, 3.0 pg/L Clean Up Goal, 300 ng/L FLNADC
Target Level : ? P
Station ID November 2010 January 2012 April 2013 January 2015 May 2016
IW-1 050U = = 12U 050U | 050U
W-5 050U - — 050U 050U
TW-11 050U e - 050U 050U
W-12 0.50U o - 050U 050U
TW-14 0.50 U.0 = — 050U 050U
PMW-1 050U0 | 050U0 050U 050U 050U | 050U 050U
PMW-2 050U o = 050U 0.51
PMW-3 0.50 U 050U 050U 050U 0.50U
PMW-5 0.50 U.0 - s o 0.50U
PMW-6 050U — - = 050U
PMW-7 050U = - 050U 050U
RW-1 1.4 = 050U 070 | 0.62 0257
RW-2 0.13J.0 050U | 050U | 050U | 0500 0.50U 050U
Vinyl Chloride (ug/L)
R“"““‘I Tl S 2.0 pg/L MCL. 1.0 pg/L Clean Up Goal, 100 pg/L FLNADC
Station ID November 2010 January 2012 April 2013 January 2015 May 2016
TW-1 1.1 = = 1,100 15" | L6
TW-5 0.46 e = 050U 050U
IW-11 0.24 — — 0.74 050U
TW-12 0.022 - — 050U 050U
TW-14 0940 - e 050U 050U
PMW-1 360 | 340 26 6.8 39 | 38 1.1
PMW-2 0.0320 — - 050U 050U
PMW-3 870 24 43 0.39J.0 0.14J.0
PMW-5 0980 N s - 0.35J,0
PMW-6 0.11 = - - 0.57
PMW-7 0.100 - o 050U 050U
RW-1 38 — 1.3 T4 ) 14 0.88
RW-2 28 39 | 39 48 | 50 33 43

Detections are bold. Data shaded exceed a Remedial Target Level.

U - The analyte was not detected at or above the reportmg limut.

J - The identification of the analyte is acceptable; the reported value 1s an estimate.
O - Additional data qualifier. See Final Analytical Report for qualifier.
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Table F-1: Current and Historical Groundwater Data — 2010 to 2016 (continued)

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (ug/L)
Muv:“‘“ 70 ng/L MCL, 70 pg/L Clean Up Goal, 700 pg/L FLNADC
Station ID November 2010 January 2012 April 2013 January 2015 May 2016
TW-1 050U - — 250 0.26J.0 | 0.31J.0
TW-5 0.25J.0 — — 050U 050U
TW-11 0.39J.0 = = 050U 0.50U
IW-12 050U - s 050U 050U
W-14 0.20 J.O - e 0.50U 050U
PMW-1 380 [ 370 31 7.2 23 | 2 1.2
PMW-2 050U = o 050U 0.69
PMW-3 130 0.46,J.0 27 0.20J.0 0.50 U
PMW-5 0.63 O - = = 1.0
PMW-6 050U - = - 050U
PMW-7 0.28 1.0 - - 0.223,0 050U
RW-1 7.7 - 1.0 15 | 14 15
RW-2 17 20 | 21 14 | 15 55 12
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene (ug/L)
R"“'ﬁ:‘““ 100 ng/L MCL., 100 pg/L Clean Up Goal. 1.000 pg/L FLNADC
Station ID November 2010 January 2012 | April 2013 January 2015 May 2016
TW-1 050U - = 88J.0 0.44J 0.60
IW-5 050U as . 050U 050U
W11 050U - = 050U 050U
TW-12 050U = = 050U 050 U
IW-14 .00 - = 050U 050U
PMW-1 1.830 | 190 - — 02130 [019J0 050U
PMW-2 050U - - 050U 050U
PMW-3 0.29 1.0 - — 050U 050U
PMW-5 0.50 U o it = 050U
PMW-6 050U = == = 050U
PMW-7 050U i3 -~ 0.50U 050U
RW-1 0.47J.0 - — 050U | 050U 050U
RW-2 2.2 - - 0.46 J.0 0.73

Detections are bold. Data shaded exceed a Remedial Target Level
U - The analyte was not detected at or above the reporting linmt.

J - The identification of the analyte 1s acceptable; the reported value 1s an estimate.
O - Additional data qualifier. See Final Analytical Report for qualifier.
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Figure F-2: Summary of Cis-2DCE and Vinyl Chloride 2015 Groundwater Results
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Figure F-3: Summary of Cis-12DCE and Vinyl Chloride 2016 Groundwater Results
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Appendix G: Risk Assessment Analysis in Support of Question B

The 1986 ROD cleanup goals for soil in the East Drainfield were soil concentrations that did not result
in exceedance of the EPA’s Extraction Procedure Toxicity Characteristics (EP) toxicity test results for
copper, lead and nickel, while a level of 1 mg/kg was established for total VOCs. The EP toxicity
criteria have not changed since the 1986 ROD. The protectiveness of the soil cleanup goal of 1 mg/kg
for total VOCs cannot be evaluated because the value is not chemical-specific. However, in the 2001
ESD, the EPA developed chemical-specific soil cleanup goals for three VOCs (trans12DCE, TCE and
vinyl chloride) based on leaching to groundwater. To determine if the leachability-based levels are also
protective for direct contact, the cleanup levels were compared to the EPA’s most current residential-
based RSLs for soil as well as the state SCTLs established under FAC Chapter 62-777. As demonstrated
in Table G-1, the remedial goals established in the ESD remain valid because the relative risk associated
with the goals based on the EPA’s RSLs demonstrates that the remediation goals are below 1 x 10, the
lower bound of the EPA’s risk management range of 1 x 10 to 1 x 10, and below the EPA’s target
noncancer hazard quotient (HQ) of 1.0 for residential exposure. The risks are also below FDEP’s target
level of 1 x 106,

Table G-1: Evaluation of Soil Cleanup Goals

2001 State EPA Relative Risk | Cleanup
‘ Esﬁ Residential | Residential Soil RSLs | of 2001 ESD Remedial | Goal
| Cloan SCTL (mg/kg)* Goal | Exceeds
‘ | P Direct | Cancer | Noncancer | ‘ |  State
CoC Goals ; _ Cancer | Noncancer | 9
| (m Contact Risk HQ=1 Risk HQ | SCTL?
i g/ke) (mg/kg) | 1x10°¢
Trans-1,2- -
dichloroethylens 0.4 53 NA 1,600 - 0.0003 No
Trichloroethylene 0.030 6.4 0.94 4.1 3.2 % 10°% 0.007 No
Vinyl chloride 0.007 0.2 0.06 70 1.2x 107 0.0001 No

Notes:

a. The current RSLs are available at http://www.epa.gov/risk/risk-based-screening-table-generic-tables (accessed
12/28/2015).

b.Cancer risks calculated using the following equation:
Cancer risk = (Cleanup level + cancer risk-based RSL) x 10
Noncancer HQ = Cleanup level + non-cancer RSL

NA — toxicity value not established for this COC.

In addition, the groundwater cleanup goals were ARARSs and remain valid since the values have not
changed since the 2008 AROD. However, to evaluate the effect of any changes of toxicity values on the
groundwater cleanup goals, a screening-level risk evaluation was conducted. As shown in Table G-2
only the cleanup goal for cis-12DCE results in a noncancer HQ slightly greater than 1.0. The cleanup
goal is based on the federal and state MCL of 70 pg/L which remain current. In addition, the EPA
reviewed cis-12DCE as part of the Six Year Review and determined that the MCL is still protective of
human health.



Table G-2: Evaluation of Groundwater Cleanup Goals

2008 EPA Cleanup
AROD State Tap Water RSLs Relative Risk Goal
Cleanu Residential (}lg/L)’ Exceeds
P GCTL Cancer | Noncancer State
CcocC Goals (ag/L) Risk HQ=1 Cancer | Noncancer GCTL?
(pg/L) 1x 10-6 | RiSkb HQ ’
cis-12DCE 70 70 NA 36 - 1.9 No
trans12DCE 100 100 NA 360 == 0.28 No
TCE 3.0 3 0.49 2.8 6.1 x 10 1 No
Vinyl chloride 1.0 | 0.019 e 53x10° 0.023 No
Notes:
a.The current RSLs are available at http://www.epa.gov/risk/risk-based-screening-table-generic-tables (accessed
7/20/2016).
b.Cancer risks calculated using the following equation:
Cancer risk = (Cleanup level + cancer risk-based RSL) x 10
Noncancer HQ = Cleanup level + non-cancer RSL
NA — toxicity value not established for this COC.

VOC:s are present in groundwater underlying the Site. Therefore, vapor intrusion exposure is a potential
completed exposure pathway for Plant #1 where residual groundwater contamination remains. A
screening-level vapor intrusion evaluation was conducted to determine if this potential exposure
pathway requires more in-depth analysis. Soil vapor samples have not been collected near Plant #1.
Therefore, the most current groundwater data collected in May 2016 from wells located within the
building footprint or adjacent to the building were used. Those COCs exceeding the ROD cleanup goals
were included. The only COC that exceeded the ROD cleanup goal in the May 2016 data set is vinyl
chloride.

The maximum detections of vinyl chloride in the May 2016 sampling event was entered into the EPA’s
Vapor Intrusion Screening Level (VISL) calculator to evaluate this exposure pathway. As shown in
Table G-3, the maximum concentration of VOCs observed in 2016 was in RW-2, resulting in cancer
risks within the EPA’s risk management range of 1 x 10 to 1 x 10 and below the EPA’s noncancer
HQ of 1.0. These results indicate that the vapor intrusion exposure pathway does not require further
evaluation as the concentrations continue to decline over time.

Table G-3: Screening-Level Vapor Intrusion Evaluation at the Plant Building #1

2015 VISL Calculator®
Groundwater Concentration (Average groundwater temperature 25°C)
cocC Detected in May 2016 Industrial Exposure
(ng/Ly*
Cancer Risk Noncancer HQ
Maximum near Plant #1
Vinyl chloride | 45 (RW-2) | 1.8x 10% 0.12
Notes:
a.Data obtained from the EPA on June 2, 2016. Samples collected by the EPA’s Science and Ecosystem
Support Division (SESD) in May 2016.
b. VISL calculator version 3.46 accessed at http://www.epa.gov/vaporintrusion




The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
A2 Announces the Completion of the Fifth Five-Year Review for
\"’ the Hollingsworth Solderless Terminal Superfund Site,
Fort Lauderdale, Broward County, Florida

Purpose/Objective: The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, as amended by the Superfund
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, requires review of remedial actions addressing hazardous substances every five years
to make sure the selected remedies remain protective of human health and the environment. In 2016, EPA conducted the fifth Five-
Year Review of the remedies for contaminated media (groundwater and soils) associated with the Hollingsworth Solderless Terminal
Superfund site (the Site) in Fort Lauderdale, Florida.

Site Background: The 3.5-acre area is located in a commercial and industrial area in Fort Lauderdale. The Hollingsworth Company
made solderless electrical connectors on site from 1968 to 1982, when it filed for bankruptcy. In 1982, the company dismantled and
sold its plant equipment. The facility was purchased in 2004 and remodeled. Today, several tenants use the area for commercial
purposes. Past soldering operations resulted in the contamination of soil and groundwater with solvents and heavy metals. EPA listed
the Site on the Superfund program’s National Priorities List (NPL) in 1983.

Cleanup Actions: EPA selected the Site’s cleanup plan in the Site’s 1986 Record of Decision (ROD), 2001 Explanation of Significant
Differences (ESD) and 2008 Amended ROD. The plan included treatment of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in the soil near the
former East Drainfield, recovery and treatment of contaminated groundwater, excavation of VOC-contaminated soil, bioremediation
of groundwater near the former South Drainfield and septic tank in the West Drainfield, and institutional controls to restrict
groundwater use.

Five-Year Review Protectiveness Statement: The remedy currently protects human health and the environment because
contaminated soils have been removed such that no land use restrictions are needed, groundwater contamination remains on site and
institutional controls are in place that restrict the use of groundwater at the Site. In order for the remedy to be protective in the long
term, site monitoring wells need to be repaired and monitored on a regular basis.

Five-Year Review Schedule: EPA completed the fifth Five-Year Review process for the Site in September 2016. The next Five-Year
Review for the Site is required within five years of the signature of this Five-Year Review, by September 2021.

Contact Information: Community members who have questions about the Site or the Five-Year Review process are asked to contact:

Galo Jackson, EPA Remedial Project Manager L’Tonya Spencer, EPA Community Involvement Coordinator
Phone: (404) 562-8937 Phone: (404) 562-8913 | (800) 564-7577 (toll-free)
Email: jackson.galo@epa,gov Email: spencer.latonya@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 Broward County Public Library, 100 South
Andrews Avenue, Level 5, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301, and online at:
https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/CurSites/csitinfo.cfm?id=0400548 & msspp=med.
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| Department of
,Envwonmental Pmtectlon

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building ;
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard o David B. Struhs

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000 ; Secretary
RECEIVED

' JUN 2 - 2 . " Direct Dial Phone #: 850-921-9684 JUN ?‘_ zm
DEPT OF ENV PROTECTION -
i DEPT OF ENV PROTECTION

WEST PALM BEACH June 1, 2000 WEST PALM BEACH

Christopher P. Williams , Miles Dearden

Vice President ' D & B Paint Manufacturing Company

‘Graphic Products, Inc. 531 Melrose Avenue

1140 N.W. 55" Street : _ Winter Park, Florida 32789

Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33309
'RE: -Liability for Groundwater Contamination; OGC Case No. 00-0891-C
Dear Messrs. Williams‘and Dearden:

Hello. 1 am the enforcement attorney within the Department of Environmental
Protection’s Office’ of General Counsel responsible for cases of contamination of the
. State’s groundwater by hazardous substances. Each of you is certainly very aware of the
-~ groundwater contamination issues in the land underlying your facilities (generally
referred to collectlvely as the “Site™). In the case of D&B, a Consent Order was signed
with the Department’s predecessor agency in March 1985. Graphic Products signed a
Consent Order for the contamination on its property in June 1987. While assessment
activities were completed by each party, no remedial plans have been submitted or are
pending with the Department as required in each Consent Order. Apparently, D&B has
been generally unresponsive or uninterested in these problems for over ten years. While
Graphic Products has been a bit more cooperative with the Department, it has been
unwilling to move forward with any remediation until sources of contamination have
been removed from the adj acent D & B property.

leen the lack of progress at the Site, the Department’s Site Investlgatlon Section,
-at the request of the Southeast District Office, contracted with the IT Corporation in an
“attempt to determine the cause and extent of the contamination on the Site. On March 29,
2000, the District received a Final Draft copy of the Interim Assessment Report
completed regarding the Site. The clear conclusion of the Report is that both D&B and
Graphic Products -have - contributed to the -large chlorinated solvent plume in the
~groundwater. This factual -assertion, supported by ample evidence, led the District to
conclude that the groundwater contamination at the Site should not be dealt with in
separate actions with D & B and Graphic Products, but that both cases needed to proceed '
simultaneously. Therefore, as is evident above, a new OGC Case Number has been
assigned to this. Site, and the twoseparate pending actions against D&B and Graphic

CRAL s mtpoting e Broepc
More FProteoction, Loess Process

Printed on recycled paper.



groundwater contamination underlying the two properties in a comprehensive fashion that

can address the conditions on a Site-wide basis.

Given the complexity associated with a consolidation of the two cases and the
general lack of cooperation from both parties, the Southeast District prepared a Case
Report for this Site and requested that the Office of General Counsel file suit to compel
compliance with the Consent Orders. Such compliance means the completion of a
remedial action to cleanup the Site. Of course, any lawsuit will also include a claim for any
response costs expended by the Department at the Site pursuant to the State’s equivalent
of the federal Superfund law, as contained in Chapters 376 and 403 of the Flonda
Statutes.

In reviewing the files in each separate enforcement action, I noted that there has
been little to no recent attempt to reach a negotiated settlement of this matter. Given that
this is the initial contact from the Department since our decision to consolidate these two
cases, 1 believe a meeting would be appropriate before the initiation of litigation. I
therefore suggest that we meet in the Southeast District Office (400 N. Congress Avenue,
West Palim Beach) at 10:00 a.m. on Friday, June 16", 2000. At that time we can discuss

-the options available to the parties and attempt to coordinate an effective approach to site
remediation. Of course, you are welcome to attend the meeting with any repxesentatlves
you choose, mcludmo legal counsel and environmental consultants.

Please call me back directly to confirm that your company will attend the meeting.
I'look forward to working with you and your representatives- '

cc: - Ralph G. Dearden, President
- D & B Paint Manufacturing[C y ‘ '
‘ c/o API Marine, 1100 N. W. 55" Street, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33309
Tim Gray, SED ' ‘
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B (1)

- D&B PAINT MFG. COMPANY
, FLD065677189
& PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT.

A. STTE DESCRIPTION. D&B Paint Mfg. Company manufactures latex and
acrylic paints. The facility is located in a commercial/industrial
area, at 1100 NW 55th Street, Broward County, Ft. Lauderdale,
Florida. The facility is currently active, and has been in operation
since at - least 1973.

B. DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS, INCIDENTS AND PERMIT VIOLATIONS.
Water which is used to rinse the latex paint mixing vats is pumped
to the roof of the D&B building for evaporation. Periodically,
heavy rains have caused this rinsewater to overflow the roof and
spill onto the ground where it runs onto adjacent properties.
Numerous surface spills have also been noticed in the drum storage
*area. Inside the building, 'unmarked 55-gallon drums and paint
buckets are stacked on top of each other, with no aisle space.
Outside the building, pallets and debris are piled haphazardly.

Groundwater samples collected by FDER (10/15/84) detected very high
levels of VOC's: 765 ug/l 1,3-Dichlorobenzene, 690 ug/l 1,4-
Dichlorobenzene, 1180 ug/l Trichloroethene, 136,000 ug/l 1,2~
Dichloroethene, 340 ug/l xylenes, and 345 ug/l vinyl chloride.
Heavy metals were not detected. Dimethyl phenol was found in a
neighboring test well on Graphic Products' site, and since Graphic
Products does not use the product it is suspected that D&B is the
source.

Warning and violation notices relating to the paint spills were
issued 3/14/83 and five times in 1984. A Consent Order was issued
for closure purposes by FDER 3/7/85. There is no indication that
D&B has complied with the Consent Order, and a windshield survey
7/25/85 revealed poor housekeeping practices. )

C. NATURE OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. The hazardous substances found on-
site include latex and acrylic paint sludges and rinsewater, paint
additives and solvents. The chemicals are toxic, velatile and
potentially explosive and the latex paint wastes are sciuble in
water.

D. ROUTES OF CONTAMINATION. Groundwater has been contaminated by
paint wastes spilled on the ground. Other possible routes of
contamination include surface water, air and direct contact.

E. POSSIBLE AFFECTED POPULATION AND RESOURCES. D&B Paint is located
in a commercial/industrial area which is served by the Executive/Prospect
- municipal wellfield. The site is approximately 1/4 mile southeast
of the closest pumping well, thus contaminants detected in the
groundwater at D&B could migrate into the recharge area of the
wellfield. The source for the wellfield is the Biscavne aquifer
which is a shallow, unconfined, sole-source aquifer for the entire
Ft. Lauderdale area. Some residents use »rivate well water for
watering their lawns, and contaminated aroundwater could affect
the grass and other plant life, in addition to impacting the users.




D&B is located approximately 1/4 mile southeast of a lake, thus
groundwater contaminants could flow into surface water, 1mpact1ng
aquatic flora and fauna and recreatlonal users.

Continuous poor housekeeping‘practices'may expose workers (numbering
less than 10) and the general -public to toxic substances via direct
contact or inhalation of volatilized chemicals.

RECOMMENDATIONS AND JUSTIFICATIONS. D&B has high levels of measured
volatile organic compounds in the groundwater, is located within
close proximity of the municipal wellfield and surface watetr bodies,
and has received numerous discharge violation notices.

FDER issued a Notice of Violation (NOV) and Orders for Corrective
Action to the owner on November 7, 1984. A Comnsent Order was
issued and signed by both D&B and FDER on March 7, 1985.

*Because FDER already has documented the contamination problem at
D&B, and cleanup otrders have been outlined and agreed to, it is
recomménded that this site receive a low priority for inspection.



/l,
s 'POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE A A
G:Vszsg: . - PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT oGt 75189
& ik PART 1 - SITE INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT -
il. SITE NAME AND LOCATION A
Ol SITE NAME ((egw, .o e nel 02 STAEET, AOUIE NO., ON SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENLIFIER
D&B Paint Mfg. Company 1100 NW 55th Street .
o3 cury A 04 STAIE |052IP CODE {08 COUNTY 'Ofggglam OB%gjﬁ
.Ft. Lauderdale FL 33309 Broward !I 011 17
0P COOROINATES  LATITUDE LONGITUDE
26 1174.0.0 080 03 300
10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE (Siarting from meores1 ovost rood
Proceed north through Ft. Lauderdale on I-95. ‘Exit off I-95 at Route 870, heading west
and proceed 1/4 of a mile. Turn right onto NW 10th Terrace, follow this road for 1/4 mile
then turn left onto NW 55th Street. -
lli. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES .
01 OWNER I7 anown) C2 STREET (8vsness, mating, resicenved
D&B Paint Mfg. Cofupany 1100 NW 55th Street
c3 QY Q4 SiATE 05 J1P CODE 08 TELEPHONE NUMBER
' j { )
Ft. Lauderdale FL 33309 305 776-0185 N
7 QPERATQONR (7 anown 8no orierent ireen ownern 08 SIREET (Busmees, M,r-n:m
Ralph G. Dearden - President _ _ _ same
g8 ClTY 1OSTAIE|+1 2IP CODE 12 TELEPHONE NUMBER
1 same (3051 776~0185
13 TYPE OF QOWNERSHIP (Checs onet . )
& A PRIVALE [J B. FEDERAL: O C.STATE (OD.COUNTY (G E. MUNICIPAL
fAgency nemei
0 F. OTHER: O G. UNKNOWN
(Saecuyy
14 OWNERIOPENATOR NOTFICATION ON FILE (Chece o ina sovey |
X A RCRA 300t DATERECEIVED: _Q7 1 [J B UNCONTROLUED WASTE SITE ceacta 103et  DATE RECEIVED:. fodeoo— 1TC NOMNE
MONTM OAY YEAR . e . MONIH DAY YEAH
Y. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD
01 ON SifE INSPECTION 8Y (Chocn o4 thed acorr] O 0. OTHEA CONTIRACIOR
7 5, 85 3 8 EPA CONTRACTOR ¥ C. STATE 0. N H
s O A EPA JB.E HER C!
g;ge DATE Ouowm DZAr \~§m T £ LOCALHEALTHOFFICIAL  GkF. OTHER: _Broward COU’I;S:" Inuironmental
See Attachment "A" CONTRACIOR NAME(S): Qualitv Control Board (BCEQCE)
U2 SITE STATUS (Crech onat 03 YEARS OF OPEHATION
fXA ACTIVE [ 8 INACTIVE ] C. UNKNOWN pre—1973 L present iJ UNKNOWN
BECINNWD YEAR SNDING YEAR .
04 PESCARIPNION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN. OR ALLEGED . L
atex and acrylic paint sludges, rinsewater, paint additives and solvents are
generated and stored on-site. Latex paint sludges are stored on the rooftop’
all other wastes are stored <in drums or tanks.
Of:OESCNP“ONOFPO!ENNALHQAWO!OEHV'ROWEMAHDIORPOPULA“ON Rlnsewater whlch is used to wash out latex
(colored) paint vats has periodically spilled onto the ground, contaminating soils and
groundwater on and off-site. Nearby drinking water and surface water supplies may
become contaminated from these discharges. Waste storage of paint sludges poses a risk
to workers and the public -
V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT

i D1 PRIDNRITY TONWSPECTION (Chocs one # Auan i madisrm m chochec. Comemie r\.,‘ I Wene tnrmsizw snd Pard 3 < (210w nl Hursroouve Comotinng snd Incisents)

H DAL HIGH J 8 MEDIUM = C LOw 2 D. NONE
i RRB SN L@ ot DenTO Y| finspection isgun e {'NIDETL om teme pradabie ORIMY| [NG TUMNEr $CTWe RO9r B, C OV ITHEI R CUvIent OV (O P AP (Orr)
Py FO"«MAH"NAVA!L{QBLE FROM ) .
01 CONIACT 7V 02 07 tAporers Crgemt st : . ; 03 TELETHONE HUMBER
N : 1004 488-0190 |
ric Nuzie A,{/ - [l /M FDER ' o 1teo 90 |
Q4 PEASON AESPONSIBLE FON ASSESSMFENT 105 AGENCY i 08 ONBANIZATION ! 07 IELEPHONE NUMBER , OB DAC
Willard Murray N/A F.C. Jordan Co. | (207,775-5401 | 08 __ 14.85%.
' l MONIH DAY EAR

CPAFORM 02012 (7-81)

LWE
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3 —~— , ) - ’ » ICATION
g ey ~ POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE - | LIDENTIFICATIO
S ER A , PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT o e eenr180
" ' " PART2-WASTE INFORMATION ¢ LD :
.'WASTE STATES, CUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS
Q1 PHYSICAL STATES (Thech of 1had arory) 02 WASTE GUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS (Chect o2 1ot soony)
(Meggney oof wasie quanifired o
A, SOLID ' Arst g mIeOONARAMI - B aoxc ¥ E. sOLuUBLE 2Lty VOLATIE
IE}E'B. Pguoen. FINES X'; 5 S&JLLF::Y TONS unknown 8. CORRNSIVE LI F NFECTIOUS & J. EXPLOSIVE
X C. SLUDGE © 190 GAS —_— " [IC.RADIOACTIVE " 1 0. FLAMMABLE WK REACTIVE
- cuerc vanps _Unknown ! 17 0.PERSISTENT (U M. IGNITABLE 1 L INCOMPATIBLE
12 0. OTHER ’ ! J M. NOT APPLICABLE
' T PR g byind-shield
. WASTE TYPE _.
i { CATEQOAY SUBSTAMCE NAME - 1 01 GACSS AMOUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE| 03 COMMERIS -
S.U SLUDGE unknown . 80 GPD of paint sludges are
otLw OILY WASIE _ generated.
SOL SOLVENTS : unknown |
PSD PESTICICES .
occ CTHER CRGANIC CHEMICALS unknown
10T . INORGANIC CHEMICALS unknown . [
ACD | ACIUS '
" 8AS ] BASES unknown
MES | HEAVY METALS
V. HAZARDQOUS SUBSTANCES (Ses Aswencar sor most Irecuenity ched CAS Nomoers! Ry
91 CAIEGORY | $2 SUBSTANCE NAME | 02 CAS NUMBER | 04 STORAGE/OISPQSAL METHOD 2 ! 05 CONCENTRALION ié3~5éNuuio~
J .
BAS | Ammonia (agueous) 7664—41-2.] DR unknown
SLU Glveol | 999 |_DR , - unknown
SLU Kaolim 1332-58-7 | DR unknoun
I0C Aluminum sulfate 10043-01-3] DR ' unknown
10C |} Titanium dioxide 13463-67-7! BAGS A unknown
0CC ! Phenylmercury AcetatePMAt62-38-4 DR : } pnknown ‘
0CC | 1,2-Dibromo-2,4~dicvano | 999 DR |_unknown
} butane
SOL Zvlene . ] 1330-20-7 DR unknown
soL Naptha 18030-30-6 | DR | unknown
10C Calcium carbonate 1317-65=3 [ BAGS unknown
| ,
| | i |
] | ] —
I f | }
V. FEEDSTOCKS (5te doowncis tor CAS Numoers) N/A :
CAIEGORY KT 01 FEEDSIDCK NAME [ 02 CASNUMBER |  CAIEGCHY 1 - 01 FEEDSHOCK NAME [ U2 CAsHUMOLR
" foS | | FOS i
fCs : ‘ FOS |
~fDs FOS | l
FO3 | ' FDS | : : |

} VI SOURCES OF INFORMA TION (Cie soects rstorencec, 5.0, stais hos. samwe anavers, 1850t )

!

BCEQCE Inspection Report 8/20/81

|, FDER Waste Compliance Report 7/16/84 ,

lZAFter November 1983 PMA was replaced with Tektamer 38 (1,2-Dibromo-2,4~dicyano butane)
Those chemicals found in acrylic paints are stored in drums. transferred to settling tanks
and then re-used or pumped out bv an authorized dealer. Chemicals found in ‘ares {colored

gPafORMzoroaz 7.4y PAL1DCS are discharged to the roof and allowed to evaporate.
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' 1 IDENTIFICATION

" POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE T

T
| \"?EPA - PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT | FL4"| 0065677189
’ <. "PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOQUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

Il HAZARDQUS CONDITIONS ‘AND (NCIDENTS .

0120 A GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 02 & oesenvep (oate: _L0/15784 ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED .
03 PGPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: JQ_AX%%__ 04 NARRA [IVE DESCRIPTION ) _
Groundwater, sampling by FDER 0/15/84) detected high levels of volatile organic
compounds (including 136,000 ug/l 1,2-Dichloroethene, 1180 ug/l Trichlorocethene,

765 ug/l 1,3-Dichlorobenzene and 690 ug/l 1,4-Dichlorobenzene), xylenes, vinyl chloride
and cyanide. Mercury may also be present but a sampling error rendered the results

inconclusive i
011 8. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 (TOBSEAVED(DAIE: | T POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 PCPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _10, 000+ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

D&B is located less than 1/4 mile southwest of a lake and less than one mile from a
feeder canal. High levels of paint wastes in the groundwater at the site may migrate
into surface waters. No surface water samples have been taken.

01 B C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR “02()OBSERVEDIDAIE: ________ _} X POTENTIAL (J ALLEGED

03 POPULATION POYENTIALLY AFFECTED: 3001=10, 000 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Contaminants in the latex paint vat rinsewater, which are allowed to evaporate off
of the roof, may volatilize into the air. No air samples have been taken.

01 §3 0. FINE/EXPLOSIVE CONDIIIONS 020 MBSEAVED(DAIE: ____ ) G(POTENTIAL O ALLEGED

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 3001—-10, 000 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Some of the chemicals stored in drums in the building are highly reactive and

potentially explosive. D&B has been notorious for having unmarked drums and paint
buckets stacked on top of each other with no aisle space. Pallets and debris are

also haphazardly piled outside.

01 @ E. DIRECT CONIACT 02 (JNHSERVEDDAVE: _ ) TXPOTENTIAL (] ALLEGED

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 2001-10,000 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Workers may be exposed to nuisance dusts, toxic fumes and burn-inflicting liquids

if chemicals are not stored properly or spills occur. The general public may
come in direct contact with hazardous materials, contaminated groundwater used for
irrigation and potentially contaminated surface water and soils.

01 R F CONTAMRMATION OF SOIL 0.5 02 (XOBSERVED (OAIE: Z7/12 /B4 ) O POTENTIAL 1 ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___Y-2 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Although much of the sit®*is paved, spills and overflows off the roof of paint-

contaminated washwater have drained into surface soils on or off-site. The extremely
high levels of solvents in the groundwater suggest that the soils are also
contaminated. No soil samples have been taken.

01X! G DAINKING WAITER SCNTAMINATION C2LICBSERVEDOAIE: __ . ) §J POTENTIAL 0 ALLEGED

63 POPULATION FOTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _ 10,0004+ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Area residents are served by the Executive/Prospect municipal water supply. D&B is

. located 1/4 mile southeast of the closest pumping well in this wellfield, thus
contaminants detected in the groundwater at D&B could migrate into the recharge
area of the wellfield. : ‘

01 [XH. WORKER EXPOSUNE/INJURY 02 () OBSERVED (DAFE: —) §3 POTENNIAL 5 ALLEGED

03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _1—100 = o04NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION _
Workers may be exposed to toxic substances during the rinsing process where vats

of acrylic and latex paints. are rinsed out. Workers mav also come in direct contact
with paint or oil sludges spilled on the pavement or contaminated rinsewater flowing

off the roof.
Q1 X | POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 0211 0OBSERVEDIDAIE: ___ | i POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 PoPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 10,000+ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Drums are stored both in the building and outside. The area around the building is
fenced, but the rest of the property is not fenced, posted or guarded thus area
residents and workers could be exposed to any surface spills or overflows from the
roof.

\

EPAFONM 2070.1217-81)
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o POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE : | L IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE|02 SI1E NUMBEF

¥ & YW - : . T
S"IEPIO\ PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT L 0065677189

PART 3- DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

I HAZARDQUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS: conrmeat S

01 [ J. DAMAGE TO FLORA - ' 02JCBSERVED (DATE: ) 03 POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION : ; o - . ‘ ‘

" Remote potential. Spills of paint wastes to the ground wEguld probably kill existing
grass, weeds and small plants at the point of entry, but would not affect longterm

plant productivity and growth. There was no observed damage to the flora an-—site
' ) O POTENTIAL O AULEGED

01 T K. DAMAGE TO FAUNA 02 [0 OBSERVED (DATE:
Q4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPT)ON(MW-’-»«udM"

Remote potential. Paint wastes may kill microfauna in the soils at the point of entry,
but will not affect longterm fauna populations. This facility is located in a highly

industrial site and no fauna was observed at the site. : i
02O OBSERVED (DATE: ) O POTENTIAL

O ALLEGED
01 (7 L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN
O4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

»

Remote potential. Solvents and paint wastes do not accumulate in animals or in the
environment. If mercury is Present, it could accumulate in the food chain.:

01X M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 @ oBseRvED (DATE: 2 /13/76) O PotenmaL O ALLEGED

SOML AL 31 BTG Smraty benkng arums) )
03 POFULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 3001~ 0 04 NARRATIVE GESCRIPTION .
Between 1976 and 1983, EQCB noted at least six incidents of paint surface spills at the .

D&B site. The spills were generally near the building (coming off the roof) or in

the drum storage area , :
01 I N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY. 02'g osservepoate: 7 /30/84 ) O poTENTIAL O ALLEGED

‘04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPHON  Several off-site properties notified EQCB that paint overflowing
from D&B Paint Mfg. Co.'s roof was spilling onto their property. Dimethyl phenol was
detected in groundwater (10/15/84) at Graphic Products, located next door to D&B, and

is suspected to be from D&B since Graphic Products does nor use this product
) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED

01 [ O. CONTAMINAIION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WwWTPs 02 [J OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION :
None reported.

01 X P LLEGAL/UNAUTHONRIZED DUMPING 02 § OBSERVED (DATE: _5/13/76h ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION An EQCB inspection (5/13/76) noted that the gravel drainfield, used
until 9/80 to dispose of all paint rinsewater, was saturated with paint wastes. Between
1983 and 1984, D&B received six violation notices for allowing paint washwater that
was stored on the roof to spill onto the ground.

0S5 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

None known.

_Hl. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 10,000+
1V. COMMENTS :

A Consent Order was issued 3/7/85 by FDER following several notices of violation
and warnings, regarding illegal spilling of hazardous substances from the roof onto
the ground.

V_ SOU”CES OF INFORFJAT‘ON (CRO SOOCHIC 1@(8:01CHL. 8. Q.. 1S (08, LETOIS SN&'YLE, ;nanl

See attached reference list.

EPAFONRM 2070-82(7-81}
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ﬁw DAI\L & M()ORE PP S lon A N G FARTNFRSHIT
WA mux"wuz \hMIlI‘L\L\HwLHKMHM 33432 {a0n) 3029070

December 5,

Florida Department of Environmental

Regulations ) D&C 8
1900 "South Congress Avenue .Ivckﬁﬂ(@ﬁ
Suite A . ;m&fiti},:qmi'
West Palm Beach, Florida 33406 yih 6t
Attention: Mr. Thomas Sirna

Monitoring Well Installation

Soil and Groundwater Sampling Analyses Results
D & B Paint Company

Fort Lauderdale, Florida

For D & B Paint Company

Dear Mr. Sirna:

Enclosed are the results of the July 27, 1988 so0il sample
analyses from the surface sample collected during the installa-
tion of the deep monitor well (MW #5), and the results of the
ground water sample analysis from all five wells. We regret the
delay 1in submitting these results. Any additional results
requested will be forwarded as they become available.

Sincerely yours,
DAMES & MOORE

Carlos F. Garcia
Project Hydrogeologist

EFnclosure

CFG | , \é\ ey /.

Q
. A C/(
[N
( S Sk n
i J J,\va 3 ! 1ty i & . KQ\_‘ Q\
B t\, »—'1



5) k)-- ‘uwv % ..'ff,f','..lﬁ'l'"? Lo e

FECH ANALYSIS, IN(,.
, A Subsidiary of
Paul R. Mchneu and Associates Consulling Laboratories, Inc.
4168 WESTROADS DRIVE - 'WEST PALM BEACH. FLORIDA 33407-1241 - (407) B42-2849
dient: Dames & Moore _ September 19, 1988
350 W. Camino Gardens Blvd.
Boca Raton, FL. 33432
'roject: D & B Paints Job No. 88-8-10-DB-109
sample: Well water samples collected 8/10/88 by K. Stewart of McGinnes Labs.
Wells 1-4 were cleared approximately four times by peristaltic pump
before sample collection. Well five was cleared at least three times
by electric pump. Samples were collected directly from the pump into
pre-preserved brown glass bottles with teflon caps for Mercury analyses,
and 500 mL plastic bottles for TSS anmalyses. All sampling procedures
performed using EPA and DER approved methods per McGinnes Laboratories
Quality Assurance Plan #37232G. A
Analysis:
' Parameter MW 4 MW #2 MW #3 MW #4 MW 45
Mercury, mg/L Hg 0.004 0.003 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Total Suspended Solids, mg/L 2 6" 3 <2 8

Jate/Tech: Hg - 8/19 & 8/26 BK

1SS - 8/12 BX .

iethods:  All analyses performed using EPA and DER approved methods per
fMcGinnes Laboratories (Quality Assurance Plan #87232G. Hg - EPA 245, 1,

TSS - EPA 160.2.
Parlca <7 Lo M@/@&

Techn1L|an

/4224( 4/ Aé;zzgo

Supervisor - M¢Ginnes Laboratories
OHRS Laboratories I.D. No. 86140/E86070




4168 WESTROADS DRIVE

“Cljént: ’Dames & Moorel

© 'WEST PALM BEACH,‘ F_LORIDA 33407-1241

MW)M22M9

August 31, 1988

"McGinnes Laboratories ‘Quality Assurance Plan #872326G.

350 W. Camino Gardens Blvd.
Boca Raton, FL. 33432
sample:  Soil sample _ received in lab _7/27/88 . Job No. 88-7-27-D-229
: Collected 7/27/88 by client ' I ‘
: . using _laboratory supplied .containers.
~Project: D & B Paints | '
Analysis: '
Parameters © Results 'Qg}gilggﬁ }
tead, mg/kg Pb 122 8/1 HW
Cadmium, mg/kg Cd £0.2 8/1 HW
Silver, mg/kg Ag «1 S  8/1 HW
Arsenic, mg/kg As 0.5 8/
Mercury, mg/kg Hg 5.84 7 | : -8/4l&78/12:Hw,L
Selenium, mg/kg Se’ £0.5 v 8f2 WM
Chromium, mg/kg Cr V2 ST 8/1 WA
Barium, mg/kg Ba L5 o o 8/1 -HH
;Method} A1l analyses performed using DER and EPA approved methods~pe§ ’

EPA Method -

Pb - 7420, Cd - 7130, Ag - 7760, As - 7060, Hg - 7470, Se - 7740

- Cr - 7190 Ba - 7080.

LABCRATSN NS Lo
208ATATINY FMMILCEY NS RESULTS ARE
WARASTED T o

B V7 \,‘Qrﬂ _‘_, \JILY AS
© BY RICBINES. LQJURArU_;E ' RECEIVED

/34/6 éﬂ/(ﬁ,\/ //&W@L

Techn1c1an

i/;/r_‘ Z 7 . i/ém'{

- DHRS Laboratory I.D. No.

Supervisor - McGinnes: Laboratories
86140/£86070



Florida Department of

MEMORANDUM TO FILE Environmental Protection

WASTE CLEANUP INSPECTION REPORT

Facility Name: Former D&B Paints COM_68445
Former Graphic Products COM_68904

DEP/EPA ID# OGC File Nos. 00-0891 and 11-1291

Address: 1100 and 1140 NW 55" Street, Fort Lauderdale
Broward County

Date of Inspection: October 28, 2011

Participants: Leslie Smith, Geetha Selvendran FDEP

Landowner of Record:  The former D&B property is currently owned by Calabrese, Inc., who
acquired the land on February 15, 2007 from 1100 Property, LLC. 1100
Property LLC was formed by the Deardens (Miles, Ralph, Pamela, Maureen,
and Holly Yates) 4/29/2005 and was dissolved 9/25/2009. Michael
Calabrese operates a body shop repair business on the property under the
corporate identity of All Insurance Collision Repair, Inc. Mr. Calabrese
purchased the land with assurances that the Deardens would complete the
site rehabilitation.

Responsible Officials: Per the Stipulated Final Consent Judgment, the Responsible parties are
D&B Paint Manufacturing, Co., Ralph Dearden, Pamela Dearden, Miles C.
Dearden, Maureen Dearden, Holly Yates, Susan H. Williams, Christopher
Williams, and Graphic Products, Incorporated.

Purpose: The purpose of the site visit was to determine if either of the sites and/or site
conditions appeared to be different from that provided by the most recent
assessment documents.

WASTE CLEANUP CASE HISTORY

The former D&B facility (D&B) is located adjacent to and east of the former Graphic Products (GP)
facility. Both facilities historically conducted operations in the alleyway that separated the two
facilities. The alleyway is owned by GP, except for the few feet that extend west of D&B’s building.
Because of the close proximity of the two facilities and sharing the alleyway, the groundwater
contamination emanating from both facilities or from either facility is comingled.

GP was a circuit board manufacturer and D&B manufactured paints. Both facilities were family
businesses started by the previous generation and continued by their children. Both were the subject
of hazardous waste inspection and enforcement. Both utilized products and generated wastes that
contained solvents and metals. Investigation of both facilities was started circa 1982.
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Consent Orders between the Department and GP (OGC# 85-0995 and #87-0151) assessed
hazardous waste penalties A Consent Order between the Department and D&B, signed by Ralph
Dearden as President (OGC# 84-0732) ("Order") was executed March 11, 1985, but a copy could not
be located by this case manager.

In 2000, after drums (containing paint related wastes apparently originating at the D&B facility) were
found discarded near the Everglades National Park in Miami-Dade County, Ralph Dearden was found
guilty of conspiring to violate RCRA and two counts of illegal disposal of hazardous waste. He was
sentenced to two years imprisonment with three years’ probation and ordered to pay $117,800 in fines
and penalties.

Also in 2000, because the site rehabilitation of neither site was progressing, the Department initiated
enforcement against both parties.

GP participated in mediation; D&B did not. After considerable legal effort and the execution of a
sampling warrant against D&B, a Stipulated Final Consent Judgment (SFCJ) was issued, naming both
GP and D&B as parties responsible for site rehabilitation. The SFCJ included provisions to follow 62-
780, F.A.C. as the rule to govern both cleanups. It also contained language to “divide the baby.” In
short, GP was deemed responsible for the chlorinated solvent contamination, and D&B was deemed
responsible for the non-chlorinated solvent contamination and metals. Some questions have since
arisen regarding the “Tortfeasor’s Act” and how (or if) it affected the outcome of mediation and the
SFCJ. That issue appears to remain unresolved and has not been discussed since approximately
2006. The SFCJ was modified in 2006 in order to adjust timelines. Copies of the legal documents
related to this settlement were attached to the “Request for OGC Assistance,” dated January 14, 2011.

Because both respondents’ facilities are adjacent; the groundwater plumes are comingled; and
solvents are involved in both cleanups; both respondents were asked to allow the other party access
onto their facility, allow the other party to utilize the groundwater wells on their property, and use EPA
Method 8260 (which can measure both some chlorinated and non-chlorinated solvents). Both facilities
agreed and, since selling the properties, subsequent RPO’s have also cooperated with the Department
and one another. This cooperation has allowed the Department to use the data from one cleanup to
better define and supplement the other cleanup. The two cases are managed separately, but are
coordinated to ensure that the tasks on both sites are timed to occur in the most productive sequence.
Delays by one of the parties can cause delays and additional costs to the other.

NARRATIVE

The surrounding area and facilities appeared to be unchanged. Mr. Calabrese is still operating under
the name of All Insurance Auto Repair. The former GP building is still unoccupied. There is a new
“for sale” sign on the fence of the former GP parcel behind the building.
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Leslie Smith
Environmental Specialist IlI

Report prepared by: Date: 11-07-2011
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