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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) is presently evaluating the potential to 

extend State Road (SR) 408 from its current eastern terminus at SR 50, locally known 

as East Colonial Drive, to the vicinity of the SR 50/SR 520 interchange in northeastern 

Orange County. This new approximately seven-mile eastern extension of SR 408 would 

constitute the first stage towards providing a east-west high-speed corridor with future 

connectivity to I-95, enhancing safety, capacity and mobility for the region and CFX's 

customers. 

This Level I Contamination Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) has been prepared in 

accordance with the FDOT’s PD&E Manual, Part 2, Chapter 20 (Contamination 

Impacts), updated June 14, 2017, which incorporates the requirements of the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and related federal and state laws.  This report 

identifies and evaluates known or potential contamination issues, presents 

recommendations concerning these issues, and discusses possible impacts to the 

proposed project in relation to the proposed project alternatives. 

 

Information was obtained for this CSER from Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection and US Environmental Protection Agency databases as well as field 

investigations and reviews of historic and aerial photographs. A total of 22 sites were 

identified with potential contamination concerns. After evaluation, 2 of those sites were 

assigned a risk rating of None, 4 sites were assigned a risk rating of Low, 13 sites were 

assigned a risk rating of Medium, and 3 sites were assigned a risk rating of High. One 

brownfield is adjacent to the preferred alternative. Multiple auto salvage yards that are 

not represented in regulatory contamination databases are present in the project area.   

There are one High-risk, two Medium-risk, and two Low-risk sites proposed for right-of-

way acquisition under the preferred alternative. Additionally, two High-risk sites are 

adjacent to the preferred alternative. Part of one Medium-risk site is proposed for a 

stormwater pond and one Medium-risk site is adjacent to a proposed stormwater pond. 

Medium and High-risk sites are recommended for additional assessment, including soil 
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and groundwater testing, if right-of-way acquisition or subsurface work (including 

construction of any structures or stormwater ponds) is proposed on or adjacent to them.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
The purpose of the SR 408 Eastern Extension Project Development and Environment 

(PD&E) Study is to develop a proposed improvement strategy that is technically sound, 

environmentally sensitive and publicly acceptable. Emphasis has been placed on the 

development, evaluation and documentation of detailed engineering and environmental 

studies including data collection, conceptual design, environmental analyses, project 

documentation and the preparation of a Preliminary Engineering Report.  

 

The Central Florida Expressway Authority (CFX) is presently evaluating the potential to 

extend State Road (SR) 408 from its current eastern terminus at SR 50, locally known 

as East Colonial Drive, to the vicinity of the SR 50 and SR 520 interchange in 

northeastern Orange County. This new, approximately seven-mile eastern extension of 

SR 408 would constitute the first stage towards providing a east-west high-speed 

corridor with future connectivity to I-95, enhance safety, and increase capacity and 

mobility for the region and CFX's customers. 

 

This Contamination Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) has been prepared in 

accordance with FDOT’s PD&E Manual, Part 2, Chapter 20 (Contamination Impacts), 

updated June 14, 2017, which incorporates the requirements of the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and related federal and state laws.  This report 

identifies and evaluates known or potential contamination issues, presents 

recommendations concerning these issues, and discusses possible impacts to the 

proposed project in relation to the proposed project alternatives. 

 

PROJECT BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION 
The vision of this enhanced east-west corridor has been documented in prior concept 

studies prepared by CFX including the SR 408 Eastern Extension Concept 

Development and Evaluation Study completed in 2008. This study evaluated potential 

corridors for a new limited-access facility between east Orange County and north 

Brevard County. The original study area generally parallels SR 50 from east of SR 434 
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to I-95. After a preliminary corridor evaluation, four viable corridors were determined to 

meet the criteria and were further evaluated. These corridors are shown on Figure 1-1. 

The results of the previous study indicated that "Corridor 3B (along SR 50) met the 

transportation need west of SR 520, providing relief of the existing and projected future 

traffic congestion along SR 50 from Alafaya Trail/SR 434 to SR 520. This alternative 

diverted the greatest number of trips, had the lowest estimated cost, and had the fewest 

potential impacts to environmental and community resources of any of the viable 

corridors considered at that time. This corridor also provided for a potential future 

extension of the proposed limited-access facility southeast along either the SR 520 or 

SR 50 corridors, affording system linkage between east Orange County and Brevard 

County." 

 
Figure 1-1 2008 Study Previously Identified Viable Corridors 

 
As part of the SR 408 Eastern Extension PD&E Study, a preliminary corridor evaluation 

was initially performed in 2015, in which different viable alternatives were considered. 

Those alternatives that met the basic project objectives were further evaluated and 

presented in a final report which recommended that the proposed SR 408 extension be 

co-located within the existing SR 50 corridor. However, in May 2016, the Florida 
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Department of Transportation (FDOT) notified CFX that there are issues with CFX 

utilizing FDOT right-of-way for the SR 408 extension. As a result, new transportation 

corridors were developed that avoid SR 50 and that will address the transportation 

needs while minimizing impacts to the natural, physical and cultural environments. 
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2.0 PURPOSE AND NEED 
PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED 
The purpose of the proposed SR 408 Eastern Extension is to provide an east-west high-

speed corridor with future connectivity to I-95, enhance safety, and increase capacity 

and mobility for the region and CFX’s customers (see Figure 2-1).  There are five 

existing/projected corridor needs that serve as the main justification for the proposed 

improvements. These needs are: 1) providing additional capacity in the east-west 

direction to mitigate or eliminate capacity deficiencies; 2) providing additional 

emergency evacuation service to supplement the limited number of evacuation routes in 

this area of Central Florida; 3) providing improved transportation connectivity/linkage 

necessitated by the continued population growth and land use development reflected in 

various local comprehensive plans; 4) providing transit support; and 5) providing 

planning consistency. A brief description of each of these needs follows. 

 

 
Figure 2-1 Study Area 
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Capacity Deficiency 
The planned project improvements are anticipated to accommodate the expected 

increase in traffic due to population and employment growth along the corridor. The 

preliminary No Build projections were run for years 2025, 2035 and 2045. The No Build 

SR 50 traffic projections along SR 50 will be increasing and a future SR 408 Eastern 

Extension to SR 520 would help alleviate this increase by diverting the traffic from SR 

50 to SR 408. Table 2-1 shows the Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) volumes for 

the year 2045.  

 

Results of the preliminary No Build projections reflect that even with the planned 

widening of SR 50 to six lanes by FDOT, there is insufficient capacity in 2025 on the 

segment from SR 408 to CR 420 (Lake Pickett Road) and in 2035 from Lake Pickett 

Road to Avalon Park Boulevard. By the year 2045 the segment from Avalon Park 

Boulevard to Chuluota Road, although not over capacity, is projected to reach 

congested conditions. Unless additional capacity is provided along most project 

segments the vehicular mobility along this critical transportation link will be 

compromised.  

Table 2-1 Future Traffic Volumes 

Roadway Limits 2045 AADT 
From To SR 408 SR 50 

No Build 
East of SR 408 - 87,800 

Econlockhatchee River Bridge - 50,400 
West of SR 520 - 34,500 

Build 

SR 408 existing 
eastern terminus Bonneville Dr 33,700 66,500 

Bonneville Dr Lake Pickett Rd 33,700 60,200 
Lake Pickett Rd Pebble Beach Blvd 33,700 49,800 

Pebble Beach Blvd Avalon Park Blvd 14,200 47,700-
67,100 

Avalon Park Blvd Tanner Rd 14,200-
15,700 

54,300-
55,700 

Tanner Rd Future Lake Pickett 
Development 15,700 47,800 

Future Lake Pickett 
Development Chuluota Rd 15,700 41,400-

51,800 
Chuluota Rd N CR 13 3,000 45,300 
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Emergency Evacuation 
The East Central Florida Region 

has been identified by the National 

Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration as a high hurricane 

vulnerable area within the United 

States and thus requires sufficient 

and efficient evacuation routes. SR 

50 has been designated as a 

primary evacuation route for 

eastern Orange and northern Brevard Counties. Along with SR 528 and SR 46 they 

provide the only east-west evacuation routes for the area.  

A recent hurricane evacuation study conducted by the East Central Florida Regional 

Planning Council estimated that over 220,000 persons would potentially evacuate 

Brevard County during a Category 3 storm. Any future capacity deficiency along SR 50 

(the main evacuation route) could seriously jeopardize the effectiveness of coastal 

evacuation from north Brevard County. The provision of an additional east-west facility 

will afford redundancy of the highway network and would greatly improve response and 

recovery efforts. 

Another critical issue deals with fire and emergency services. In the recent past, the 

(open) natural lands generally abutting SR 50 east of SR 520 have been known to be 

an area prone to wildfires. This sometimes necessitates the closure of some key east-

west facilities in the area due to visibility or safety concerns. The provision of an 

additional east-west facility would afford the desirable redundancy to accommodate 

diverted regional traffic due to natural or man-made emergencies. 

Connectivity/Linkage 
On November 1, 2013, Executive Order 13-319 was signed by Governor Rick Scott, 

creating the East Central Florida Corridor Task Force with the purpose to evaluate and 

develop consensus recommendations on future transportation corridors serving 
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established and emerging economic activity centers in portions of Brevard, Orange, and 

Osceola counties. The results of the East Central Florida Corridor Task Force Final 

Report recommended preserving and enhancing the existing SR 50/SR 405 (Columbia 

Boulevard) corridor from downtown Orlando and the University of Central Florida area 

to Cape Canaveral, including an extension of the State Road 408/East-West 

Expressway from its current terminus. The SR 408 Eastern Extension is one piece of 

Florida’s strategic transportation investments to support future growth and create 

connections between global trade activities, from Orlando International Airport and the 

University of Central Florida, to Cape Canaveral.  

Additionally, in 2008, the Orlando-Orange County Expressway Authority (OOCEA) (now 

known as CFX), completed the 2008 SR 408 Eastern Extension Concept Development 

and Evaluation Study for an eastward extension of SR 408. The conclusion of the study 

resulted in a recommendation that the SR 408 extend eastward from SR 50 to SR 520  

(see Figure 2-2).  

Within the project vicinity, SR 50 is functionally classified as a major arterial facility and 

provides an important connectivity function between the east Orlando area on the west 

and I-95 just south of Titusville on the east. As traffic continues to grow within the study 

corridor due to the rapid development projected within the area it is essential to maintain 

adequate mobility on this critical roadway link. A new expressway facility would improve 

mobility and the at-grade conflict points associated with traffic signals, and local access 

issues will shift to interchanges and grade separations by controlling conflict points 

through the use of ramps and bridges. In summary, the proposed SR 408 Eastern 

Extension will greatly enhance Central Florida's regional transportation needs and 

provide the initial phase of an ultimate vision of an expressway connection from east 

Orlando to I-95 north of SR 528. 
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Figure 2-2 Regional Map 

Transit Plan Support 
The Central Florida Regional Transit Authority (LYNX) is conducting a study to enhance 

transit service along SR 50. The current recommended alternative is Bus Rapid Transit 

(BRT) service along SR 50 from Oakland to SR 434/Alafaya Trail and north to UCF.  

The BRT corridor is identified in the LYNX 2030 Vision.  

A new limited-access facility could support inter-agency transit service between Orange 

and Brevard counties. The benefits of enhanced transit service are frequently lost when 

the buses must travel on heavily congested roadways. The proposed roadway would 

support improved regional travel times and provide realistic options for commuters and 

visitors traveling between the two counties. 

Planning Consistency 
All proposed improvements are consistent with the CFX 2040 Master Plan, CFX Five-

Year Work Plan, and MetroPlan Orlando 2040 Long Range Transportation Plan (Table 
2-2). 
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Table 2-2 Local Transportation Plans 
Plan Improvement 

CFX 2040 Master Plan SR 408 Eastern Extension PD&E Study  

CFX 2018-2022 Five-Year 
Work Plan 

Project Development & Environment Study – Funded 
2017-2018 
 

15% Line & Grade – Design Funded 2019-2021 
MetroPlan Orlando 2040 Long 
Range Transportation Plan  

Central Florida Expressway Authority - Unfunded 
Needs 
SR 408 Eastern Extension Challenger Pkwy SR 520 
New 4 Lane Expressway  
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3.0 PROJECT AREA DESCRIPTION 
The project is within Orange County, east of the City of Orlando, and crosses the 

Econlockhatchee River. Immediately west of the project is the highly developed urban 

area of University Park. Lands to the east of the project are mostly undeveloped and 

include several preserves and conservation lands as well as the community of 

Christmas, FL. East of the Econlockhatchee River the area surrounding the project is 

predominantly residential, with scattered wetlands and commercial land along SR 50. 

The area west of the Econlockhatchee River contains a mix of larger undeveloped, 

agricultural areas and single-family residences. East River High School occurs 

immediately east of the Econlockhatchee River off East River Falcons Way. Orlando 

Speed World Dragway, a large racing complex that stages auto racing events, is near 

the project at its eastern terminus. 

The Econlockhatchee River crosses the project approximately 2.2 miles from the 

western project terminus. The Econlockhatchee River is a 54.5-mile-long tributary of the 

St. Johns River and the riparian zone around it is predominantly forested, providing a 

relatively continuous corridor of habitat for wildlife. SR 50 currently contains two bridges 

across the Econlockhatchee River, one for eastbound and one for westbound traffic. 

Before the construction of the SR 50 bridge over the Econlockhatchee River, there was 

a bridge at Old Cheney Highway. A dirt road currently runs down to the river from both 

east and west at this former crossing. The Econlockhatchee River is considered an 

Outstanding Florida Water (OFW), is in a St. John’s River Water Management District 

(SJRWMD) Riparian Habitat Protection Zone (RHPZ), and has associated Special 

Basin Criteria that must be met for permit issuance. 

Another notable feature in the project vicinity is the community of Bithlo. Bithlo is 

currently an unincorporated area around SR 50 east of Chuluota Road. At one point 

Bithlo was an incorporated town but financial hardships caused it to cease functioning 

as a town in 1929. The un-incorporation of Bithlo was finalized in 1982 after resolving 
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issues with outstanding bonds and legal problems. Bithlo now contains multiple 

neighborhoods and residences both north and south of SR 50.  

In this document, the term “project corridor” describes the footprint of the preferred 

alternative. The term “project area” describes a larger expanse that encompasses the 

project corridor and includes all land within 500 feet of the centerline. Land use in the 

project corridor is shown on Figures 3-1 to 3-3 along with the location of 40 proposed 

stormwater ponds. Additional details on the alternatives considered in this PD&E study 

are provided in Section 4.0.  

LAND USE 
Land use cover descriptions provided for both uplands and wetlands are classified using 

the Florida Land Use Cover and Forms Classifications System (FLUCCS) designation. 

Existing land use in the project area was initially determined utilizing United States 

Geological Survey (USGS) maps, historical images, aerial photographs, and land use 

mapping from the SJRWMD (2012). Land use categories reported by SJRWMD were 

verified in the field. Field reviews generally confirmed the SJRWMD land use mapping, 

with minor updates to account for recent development or where natural land cover type 

differs from that reported by SJRWMD.  

Land use categories mapped by SJRWMD are shown on Figures 3-1 through 3-3 and 

land use categories in the project corridor are described below. Descriptions of 

FLUCCS codes are taken primarily from FDOT (1999) and SFWMD (2009).  Land uses 

in the project area vary from undeveloped natural areas to highly developed residential 

and commercial areas. Immediately west of the project limits land use types are 

predominantly Commercial and Services (FLUCCS 1400), Residential Medium density 

(FLUCCS 1200), and Pine Flatwoods (FLUCCS 4110). Immediately east of the project 

limits there is less development and predominant land use types are Shrub and 

Brushland (FLUCCS 3200), Pine Flatwoods (FLUCCS 4110), and Freshwater Marshes 

(FLUCCS 6410).  
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  Figure 3-1 Land Use in Western Third of Project Corridor 
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Figure 3-2 Land Use in the Central Third of Project Corridor 
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Figure 3-3 Land Use in Eastern Third of Project Corridor 
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Land use map data was inconsistent with broader conditions encountered during field 

inspections in three locations. Outside of the project area, north of SR 50 at the eastern 

project terminus, the area mapped as a phosphate mine (FLUCCS 1633) actually mines 

fill dirt, not phosphates. Also outside the project area, a broad expanse mapped as Pine 

Flatwoods (FLUCCS 4110) south of SR 50 at its interchange with SR 520 contains 

habitat that more closely matches descriptions of mixed forested wetland plant 

communities. An area adjacent to the project mapped as Freshwater Marsh (FLUCCS 

6410), immediately east of the southern part of 9th Street in Bithlo, is a highly-disturbed 

site that is a designated brownfield. Its elevation is substantially higher than the 

surrounding areas and it is bordered by canals.  

Residential Classification 
Residential communities in the project area are classified as low density (FLUCCS 

1100), rural (FLUCCS 1180), medium density (FLUCCS 1200), or high density 

(FLUCCS 1300). Low density residential land cover generally has less than two dwelling 

units per acre. Medium density residential land cover is for areas containing two to five 

dwelling units per acre. High density residential land cover consists of more than five 

dwelling units per acre. This class can include single family units, duplexes, townhomes, 

and mobile home parks. Dwellings are often located in large urban areas or on an 

urban-rural fringe. These residential communities occur throughout the project area, 

particularly west of the Econlockhatchee River and around Bithlo.  

Commercial and Services (FLUCCS 1400) 
Commercial areas are linked with the distribution of products and services and this 

designation includes a broad spectrum of developed locations.  Easily identifiable areas 

include commercial strip developments, warehouses, and shopping centers. This land 

use type occurs in multiple locations throughout the project area, particularly associated 

with businesses along SR 50 and other major streets.  Commercial and Services Under 

Construction (FLUCCS 1490) is a subcategory of Commercial and Services.  
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Other Light Industrial (FLUCCS 1550) 
This classification is used primarily for fabrication industries.  These specific facilities 

use products from other processing and manufacturing industries to make parts and 

finished products.  This land use type occurs in two places in the project area, at the 

Chulouta Road interchange and at the project terminus along SR 50. 

Institutional (FLUCCS 1700) 
Educational, religious, health, and military facilities are typical components of this 

category. It includes all buildings, grounds and parking lots that compose the facility and 

are specifically related to the purpose of the institution. Institutional land occurs in 

multiple locations in the project area, particularly East River High School.  

Other Recreational (FLUCCS 1890) 
This is a subcategory of Recreational (FLUCCS 1800), which are areas whose physical 

structure indicates that active user-oriented recreation is or could be occurring. Other 

Recreational applies to areas which do not have a separate specific Recreational 

FLUCCS code and includes uses such as riding stables, go-cart tracks, skeet ranges 

and others. Other Recreational land occurs in the project area south of SR 50, 

approximately one half-mile west of Avalon Park Boulevard.  

Open Land (Urban) (FLUCCS 1900) 
This category includes open, undeveloped land within urban areas that have transitional 

or uncertain land use. This land use type occurs in three small parcels in the project 

area.  

Improved Pastures (FLUCCS 2110) 
Improved pastures are the most intensively managed of the pastureland classes. They 

are usually cleared, tilled, reseeded with specific grass types and periodically improved 

with brush control and fertilizer application. In most cases, they show some direct 

evidence of cattle, such as watering ponds, feed bunkers, fencing, corrals, barns or cow 

trails. Large improved pastures occur in the project area east of the Econlockhatchee 

River, near the southern end of Seminole Trail and extending south and east.  
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Unimproved Pastures (FLUCCS 2120) 
This category includes cleared land with major stands of trees and brush where native 

grasses have been allowed to develop. Normally, this land will not be managed with 

brush control and/or fertilizer application. This land use type is found in multiple 

locations in the project vicinity. One area is immediately east of Pine Isle Drive and a 

particularly large Unimproved Pasture occurs near the project’s eastern terminus, north 

of SR 50.   

Field Crops (FLUCCS 2150) 
Wheat, oats, hay and grasses are the primary types identified as field crops. Field crops 

are mapped in a few small locations in the project area.  

Citrus Groves (FLUCCS 2210) 
This class is for active tree cropping operations that produce fruit, nuts, or other 

resources not including wood products. It is mapped in three locations in the project 

area, but these locations do not appear to currently be under citrus production. 

Shrub and Brushland (FLUCCS 3200) 
This is one of three land cover classes used for upland nonagricultural, non-forested 

lands which contain no evidence of cattle grazing. Specifically, the Shrub and Brushland 

classification is used for areas that have over 67 percent shrub cover and less than 33 

percent herbaceous (this proportion ignores any forested patches, which may cover up 

to 25 percent of the total area). This cover class includes areas where tree species are 

regenerating naturally after clear cutting or fire, but are less than 20 feet tall. This land 

use type is found in multiple places in the project area, particularly east of the 

Econlockhatchee River.  

Mixed Upland Non-forested (FLUCCS 3300)  
This class is used for upland non-forested landscapes in which neither herbaceous 

plants nor shrubs cover over two thirds of the area. This cover class may include areas 

where tree species are regenerating naturally after clear cutting or fire, but are less than 

20 feet tall. This includes native hardwood and coniferous species, but does not apply to 
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plantations. Mixed Upland Non-forested land occurs in one location, west of the 

Econlockhatchee River.   

Pine Flatwoods (FLUCCS 4110) 
This class is for naturally generated pine flatwoods. The canopy closure must be 25 

percent or more and the trees must average over 20 feet tall. Pine flatwoods are 

dominated by either slash pine, longleaf pine, or both. Common understory species 

include saw palmetto, wax myrtle, gallberry and a wide variety of herbs and brush. Pine 

flatwoods are the most prevalent community in natural areas. Most pine flatwoods in the 

SJRWMD are on broad, low, flat areas with seasonal high-water tables but not on hydric 

soils. They transition into mesic flatwoods and hardwood communities on higher ground 

and into hydric flatwoods, cypress and other wetlands on lower edges. Hydric and 

mesic areas of this land use type occur throughout the project area in large and small 

patches.  

Upland Mixed Coniferous/Hardwood (FLUCCS 4340) 
This designation is used for forested areas that include communities of oak-pine-

hickory, wax myrtle-willow, and slash-longleaf-sand pines.  Neither upland conifers nor 

hardwoods will achieve two thirds canopy dominance in this classification.  Mixed 

forests often occur adjacent to streams or surrounding wetland depressions at upland 

areas. This land use type occurs throughout the project area in large and small patches. 

Pine Plantation (FLUCCS 4410) 
Pine plantations are artificially generated by planting seedling stock or seeds. The 

stands are characterized by high numbers of trees per acre and uniform appearance. 

Row patterns are almost always apparent. One area, just east of CR 13 is mapped as 

Pine Plantation.  

Reservoirs (FLUCCS 5300) 
These are artificial impoundments of water used for irrigation, flood control, municipal or 

rural water supply, recreation and hydro-electric power generation. Reservoirs occur 

throughout the project area as stormwater ponds. 
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Mixed Wetland Hardwoods (FLUCCS 6170) 
This classification may have species mixtures ranging from relatively homogeneous 

stands, such as those dominated by red maple or willows, to a wide diversity of different 

species. Species in the mixtures may include red maple, black gum, water oak, 

sweetgum, willows, cabbage palm, water hickory, water tupelo, water ash and bays.  

Cypress is often present but not dominant (under 67 percent). This land use type is 

found in several main locations throughout the project area, near the project start, just 

east of SR 408, in the Econlockhatchee River basin and along its tributaries.   

Cypress (FLUCCS 6210) 
Cypress is a subcategory of Wetland Coniferous Forests (FLUCCS 6210) which is 

dominated by cypress trees. It is mapped in the project area in the Econlockhatchee 

River corridor, its tributaries and in multiple isolated stands.  

Wetland Forested Mixed (FLUCCS 6300) 
This classification is designated by forested systems composed of hardwood and 

coniferous tree mixtures. Species adapted to wet environments such as water oak, 

cabbage palm, red maple, bay trees, and conifers grow well in these habitats.  Wetland 

Forested Mixed areas exist in a variety of moist soil conditions, from permanently wet to 

seasonally or infrequently wet. This land use type is located throughout the project area 

in large and small stands. Some are isolated and some are part of the Econlockhatchee 

River corridor or are along tributaries and major drainageways. These wetlands straddle 

Avalon Park Drive and occur in a large area just west of Seminole Trail.  

Freshwater Marshes (FLUCCS 6410) 
This classification is used for wetland communities having a representative suite of plant 

species such as sawgrass, cattail, arrowhead, maidencane, buttonbush, cordgrass, 

switchgrass, needlerush, common reed, arrowroot, and bulrush.  Freshwater marshes 

tend to be open expanses of grasses, sedges, rushes and other types of herbaceous 

plants.  Periods of inundation are intermediate between deep marshes (emergent 

aquatic FLUCCS 6440) and wet prairies (FLUCCS 6430) and these sites are usually 
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covered with water at least two months of the year, undergoing prolonged periods of soil 

saturation. Freshwater Marsh is mapped in multiple locations throughout the project 

area and some of these locations are actually manmade stormwater ponds with 

relatively little vegetation. An area mapped as Freshwater Marsh immediately east of 

the southern part of 9th Street in Bithlo is actually a highly disturbed site and is a 

designated brownfield. Its current elevation is substantially higher than the surrounding 

areas and it is bordered by canals.  

Wet Prairie (FLUCCS 6430) 
This category is considered a special classification and some systems have combined it 

with Freshwater Marshes (FLUCCS 6410). This land use type is mapped at one location 

near but outside the project corridor, in a shrubby pasture east of Seminole Trail.  

Emergent Aquatic Vegetation (FLUCCS 6440) 
This category is for flooded areas with emergent or floating vegetation. It includes 

communities otherwise known as deep marsh or floating marsh. In the absence of 

vegetation these areas would be classified as water bodies. This category of land use is 

mapped in two locations in the project area, one west of the Econlockhatchee River and 

one east of the river in an ornamental nursery.  

Mixed Scrub-Shrub Wetland (FLUCCS 6460) 
This class is used for wetlands that are dominated by woody vegetation less than 20 

feet in height. It is most common in disturbed communities on drier sites. Mixed Scrub-

Shrub Wetlands occur at one location in the project area, just west of the existing SR 

408.  

Roads and Highways (FLUCCS 8140) 
This category includes roads and highways that exceed 100 feet in width over long 

segments and have four or more lanes and median strips. SR 50, Avalon Park 

Boulevard, and SR 408 within the project area are mapped as Roads and Highways.    
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ELEVATION AND HYDROLOGIC FEATURES 
Figure 3-4 shows elevation maps created with data collected using LIDAR in North 

American Datum 1983 (NAD 83). The project area has a ground elevation ranging 

between approximately 25 and 80 feet. The eastern and western ends of the project 

area sit at elevations ranging from approximately 60 to 80 feet and the elevation dips 

along the Econlockhatchee River basin.  

Hydrologic features and wetland areas mapped by the USFWS National Wetlands 

Inventory are shown on Figure 3-5 through 3-6. The nearest major water features 

besides the Econlockhatchee River are Lake Tanner and Corner Lake, both located 

approximately one mile north of the project corridor. According to the groundwater flow-

pattern map from SJRWMD, groundwater flow in the project area is generally to the 

south-southeast.  

Based on a review of data from the Florida Department of Health (2015), 71 potable 

wells are present within or adjacent to the project area. Most of these wells are 

concentrated in the eastern half on the project area and are associated with residential 

communities and commercial establishments. The project is not underlain by a Sole 

Source Aquifer as identified by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance 

Rate Map (updated December 4, 2012), a large portion of the project corridor is located 

within Flood Zone X, which is a flood zone that has a 0.2% annual flood chance. Small 

portions of the project area are located within flood zones A and AE, which are flood 

zones that are inundated by the 100-year flood. There are many naturally occurring 

streams and drainageways located throughout the project area. 

SOILS 
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) (2015) indicates that twelve soil 

types occur in the project area (Table 3-1, and Figures 3-7 and 3-8). Three hydric soil 

types, Sanibel muck, Samsula muck, and Wauberg fine sand, are mapped in the project 

area. 
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Figure 3-4 Elevation Map 
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Figure 3-5 Hydrological Features and NWI Wetland Areas in Western Half of Project Corridor 
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Figure 3-6 Hydrological Features and Wetland Areas in Eastern Half of Project Corridor
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Table 3-1 Soils 
Soil Type Slope Characteristics 

Felda fine sand 0 to 2 Percent 
This soil consists of very deep, poorly drained and very poorly drained, moderately permeable soils in drainage ways, sloughs, depressions, flood plains and low 
flats of the southern flatwoods and the southern central Florida ridge. They formed in sandy and loamy marine deposits. Permeability is rapid to very slow 
depending on soil horizon. This is not a hydric soil.  

Ona fine sand 0 to 2 Percent This type consists of poorly drained, moderately permeable soils that formed in thick sandy marine sediments. They are in the flatwood areas of central and 
southern Florida. Permeability is moderate.  This is not a hydric soil. 

Basigner fine sand 0 to 2 Percent This type consists of very deep, very poorly and poorly drained, rapidly permeable soil in low flats, sloughs, depressions and poorly defined drainage ways. 
They formed in sandy marine sediments. Permeability is rapid. This is not a hydric soil. 

Pomello-Urban 
land complex 0 to 2 Percent This soil type consists of nearly level, moderately well drained sandy soil that has been altered for use as building sites and is urban land or covered by houses, 

streets, driveways, buildings, and parking lots. Permeability is moderate where infrastructure is absent. This is a not a hydric soil. 

St. Johns fine sand 0 to 2 Percent This soil type consists of very deep, very poorly or poorly drained, moderately permeable soils on broad flats and depressions of the lower Coastal Plain. They 
formed in sandy marine sediments. Permeability is moderate. This is not a hydric soil. 

Smyrna-Smyrna 
wet fine sand 0 to 2 Percent This soil type consists of very deep, poorly to very poorly drained soils formed in thick deposits of sandy marine material. Permeability is rapid to moderate. This 

is not a hydric soil. 

Wabasso fine sand 0 to 2 Percent 
This soil type consists of very deep, very poorly and poorly drained, slowly permeable soils on flatwoods, flood plains and depressions in the southern Florida 
flatwoods and to a less extent in the south-central Florida ridge, southern Florida lowlands and Florida Everglades and associated areas. They formed in sandy 
and loamy marine sediments. Permeability ranges from rapid to slow depending on soil horizon. This is not a hydric soil. 

Sanibel muck >2 Percent This soil type consists of nearly level, deep, very poorly drained soil that has a muck surface layer over sandy mineral material located in ponds, drainageways 
and low broad flats. Permeability is rapid. This is a hydric soil. 

Zolfo fine sand 0 to 5 Percent This soil type consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained soils that formed in thick beds of sandy marine deposits. These soils are on low broad landscapes 
that are slightly higher than adjacent flatwoods on the lower coastal plain of central Florida. Permeability is rapid to moderate. This is not a hydric soil. 

Immokalee fine 
sand 0 to 5 Percent 

This soil type consists of very deep, very poorly and poorly drained soils on flatwoods and in depressions primarily in the southern Florida flatwoods, but also 
occurs in the south-central Florida ridge, Florida Everglades and associated areas and the southern Florida lowlands of peninsular Florida. They formed in 
sandy marine sediments. Permeability is very rapid to moderate.  This is not a hydric soil. 

Samsula muck >2 Percent This soil type consists of very deep, very poorly drained, rapidly permeable soils that formed in moderately thick beds of hydrophytic plant remains and are 
underlain by sandy marine sediments in narrow to broad swamps and depressional areas in the flatwoods. Permeability is rapid. This is a hydric soil. 

Wauberg Fine 
Sand 0 to 2 Percent 

This soil type is nearly level, poorly drained, and found in low areas on the flatwoods. Permeability is very slow, forming thick beds of loamy marine sediments 
within large prairie areas. Water capacity is low to medium in the surface layer, subsoil, and substratum. It is very low to low in the subsurface. This soil is well 
suited to improved pasture grasses, but has severe limitations for building site development, sanitary facilities, and recreational uses. This is a hydric soil. 

    *Source NRCS 2015 
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Figure 3-7 Soil Types in the Western Half of the Project Area 
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Figure 3-8 Soil Types in the Eastern Half of the Project Area 
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4.0 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
The alternatives considered for the eastern extension of SR 408 include the No Build 

Alternative and several Build Alternatives. A multiphase alternative development 

evaluation and selection process was employed to properly assess all alternatives 

considered for the proposed SR 408 Eastern Extension.  

NO BUILD ALTERNATIVE 
The “No Build” Alternative would result in the retainage of the existing SR 408 facility 

without providing an eastern extension. The only existing principal arterial facility (i.e., 

SR 50) within the project confines is inadequate in terms of meeting future capacity 

needs, and failure to provide a SR 408 Eastern Extension would not solve any of the 

stated project goals. These goals include the provision of additional east-west capacity, 

desirable redundancy in evacuation and emergency response, and the required 

additional regional connectivity to I-95 on the east. Although the “No Build” Alternative 

does not solve any of the project deficiencies, it does provide a baseline condition by 

which other project alternatives can be compared throughout the project alternative 

selection process. 

BUILD ALTERNATIVES 
Several alternative corridors were developed based on constraint mapping and input 

from the Project and Environmental Advisory Groups. Each alternative corridor 

represents a 400-foot wide area for the purpose of assessing community and 

environmental impacts. The need for enhancement is related to the predicted 

unsatisfactory future operating conditions, as reflected in the traffic analysis, if no action 

is taken. In addition, each alternative corridor was evaluated for its ability to satisfy the 

purpose and need, and their effect with respect to engineering, cost, socio-economic, 

and environmental issues.  

 

A preliminary evaluation determined that Alternative Corridors 1, 4, 4-2, 4-3, 4-6, 5 and 

5-4 warranted further evaluation (see Figure 4-1). In order to check the validity of the 
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analysis a multi-objective approach using weighted numerical/descriptive techniques 

was used for the remaining 7 alternative corridors. The results obtained showed that 

Alternative Corridors 1, 4-3, 4-6, and 5 were clearly inferior and thus eliminated from 

further consideration. 

 

Table 4-1 illustrates the general performance of the three-remaining competing 

alternative corridors. According to the table, Alternative Corridor 5-4 is the best option in 

terms of engineering features, but the worst in terms of socio-economic and right-of-way 

impacts. In addition, it will most likely generate significant controversy due to its high 

right-of-way and community cohesion impacts. Alternative Corridors 4 and 4-2 are 

mostly similar within the first two segments with Alternative Corridor 4 performing 

slightly better within Segment 3 in terms of minimizing right-of-way impacts.  

 

In summary, results indicate that Alternative Corridor 4 is the best choice to fulfill the 

project objectives. This option is generally in close proximity to the SR 50 corridor and 

could provide an effective limited-access eastern extension of SR 408 from its present 

western terminus just west of SR 434 to the vicinity of the SR 50 and SR 520 junction. 

Most of the local trips within this alternative corridor would be serviced by SR 50 while 

the proposed SR 408 extension would greatly enhance the mobility and linkage needs 

of the project area. It should be noted that this alternative corridor does offer the 

possibility to provide future extension options, further increasing the system linkage 

between east Orange County and Brevard County.  

 

The next steps involve the generation of various alternatives within the selected 

alternative corridor which strive to minimize the projected impacts and deficiencies and 

optimize the provision of an effective SR 408 Eastern Extension.  
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Figure 4-1 Alternative Corridors
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Table 4-1 Pre-Final Alternative Corridor Results 
 

DECISONAL 
COMPONENTS 

ENGINEERING ENVIRONMENTAL SOCIO-ECONOMIC COST  

ALTERNATIVES 

4 

• Provides high traffic attraction and 
congestion relief to SR 50 

• Relatively minor utility conflicts 

• Good alternative with only minor 
impacts to ecological connectivity, 
Outstanding Florida Waters, 
SJRWMD land management 
easements and water/wastewater/ 
Solid waste facilities. 

• Generally, the best option in terms 
of minimizing or avoiding right-of-
way impacts to private and public 
properties, historic/ 
archaeological sites, etc.  

• Modestly higher 
construction cost than 
the other two options 
but with much lower 
right-of-way impacts 
(204 total parcel 
impacts) 

4-2 

• Generally similar to Alternative 4 for 
first two segments. Slightly less 
effective within Segment 3 in terms of 
traffic attraction and congestion relief to 
SR 50.  

• Similar to Alternative 4 in terms of 
utility conflicts.  

• Generally, the best option due to 
minimum impacts to wetlands 
wildlife and habitat, ecological 
connectivity, Outstanding Florida 
Waters, SJRWMD land 
management and regulatory 
easements and water/wastewater/ 
Solid waste facilities.  

• Generally similar to alternative 4 for 
first two segments but slightly less 
effective within Segment 3.  

• Similar to alternative 4 in terms of 
controversy potential within the first 
two segments with more right-of-
way impacts to private and public 
properties in Segment 3 due to the 
slightly northern shift of the corridor.  

• Lowest construction 
cost of remaining 
options, but significant 
right-of-way impacts to 
approximately 313 
parcels  

5-4 

• Generally, the best option in terms of 
higher traffic attraction and provision of 
congestion relief to SR 50. 

• Relatively minor utility conflicts 
 

• Generally comparable with 
Alternative 4 

• Generally, the worst option due to 
its significant impacts to residential 
and commercial properties. 

• Corridor negatively affects 
community cohesion and is contrary 
to future land use plans.  

• Major Controversy potential 
expected due to its high right-of-way 
and cohesion impacts.  

 

• Generally similar 
construction cost than 
Alternative 4-2 but with 
the highest right-of-way 
impacts of all options 
(343 total parcel 
impacts) 
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Project Segmentation 
The project area was divided into distinct segments to ensure that the generated 

alternatives are more responsive to the needs of each segment rather than only to the 

generalized project’s needs. Figure 4-2 illustrates the project segmental breakdown and 

description. Each segment has rather unique characteristics as well as potential 

differences in environmental, engineering and socio-economic features.  

• Segment 1 (from begin of project to Avalon Park Boulevard) is generally more 

urbanized and exhibits a higher traffic demand than Segments 2 and 3.  

• Segment 2 (from Avalon Park Boulevard to CR 419 (Chuluota Road)) is more 

rural in nature and generally serves a lower density area with higher expected 

development growth. 

• Segment 3 (from Chuluota Road to the eastern project terminus) has mostly 

industrial and low density residential development with a lower traffic demand. 

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE 
After a comprehensive evaluation process, one alternative was selected as being the 

most effective option within each of the project’s segments. This alternative is illustrated 

on Figure 4-3. In general, the preferred alternative is the result of the generation and 

evaluation of various typical sections and horizontal and vertical alignment combinations 

along the three project segments as well as various interchange configurations at each 

access point.  

 

The typical sections for the preferred alternative are depicted on Figure 4-4. 
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Figure 4-2 Segmental Breakdown 
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Figure 4-3 Preferred Alternative
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Figure 4-4 Preferred Alternative Typical Sections 

 
A brief description of the preferred alternative per segment follows.  

• Construction Segment 1 (from the Begin Project to Avalon Park Boulevard): 

Within Segment 1, the preferred alternative features a four-lane rural expressway 

typical section with 12-foot travel lanes, 12-foot outside shoulders, a 64-foot 

divided median, and a 94-foot border width. The section will feature several 

grade separations in order to provide access to local streets. There has also 

been a modification at the SR 408 at SR 50/Challenger Parkway interchange to 

provide full access between SR 50/Challenger Parkway and SR 408. There is an 
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additional half interchange at Woodbury Road (Woodbury Road to Eastbound SR 

408 and Westbound SR 408 to Woodbury Road). Based on the results of the 

traffic modeling, a full single point urban interchange is proposed at Avalon Park 

Boulevard. Figure 4-3 (top panel) shows some of the most distinctive features of 

this option within Segment 1, and Figure 4-4 (top panel) shows the typical 

section. Sixteen (16) potential pond sites are located in Segment 1 (see Table 4-
2).  

• Construction Segment 2 (from Avalon Park Boulevard to Chuluota Road): Within 

Segment 2, the preferred alternative features the same typical section previously 

described under Segment 1. Based on the results of the traffic modeling, a full 

diamond interchange as well as extension of Chuluota Road/CR 419 is 

proposed. The extension of Chuluota Road features an urban typical section with 

11-foot travel lanes, curb and gutter, and 5-foot sidewalks on both sides of the 

roadway. Figure 4-3 (top panel) shows some of the most distinctive features of 

the alternative within Segment 2 and Figure 4-4 (middle panel) shows the typical 

section for the mainline of SR 408 and Figure 4-4 (bottom panel) shows the 

typical section for the Chuluota Road extension. Eleven (11) potential ponds 

locations are proposed in Segment 2 (see Table 4-2). 

• Construction Segment 3 (from Chuluota Road to the eastern project terminus): 

Within Segment 3, the preferred alternative features the same typical section 

previously described under Segment 1. Some of the most important attributes 

within Segment 3 are shown on Figure 4-3 (bottom panel) and Figure 4-4 
(middle panel) shows the typical section. Seven (7) potential pond locations are 

proposed in Segment 3 (see Table 4-2). 

 

In addition to the preferred alternative, the Pond Siting Report associated with this 

PD&E study proposed 40 stormwater ponds. Those proposed stormwater pond 

locations are shown in Table 4-2 and Figures 3-1 to 3-8 and are evaluated in this 

document.    
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Table 4-2 Summary of Preferred Pond Sites 
Pond Number Approximate Size 

(acres) 
 Pond Number Approximate Size 

(acres) 
1A 2  11A2 0.4 
1B 5.1  11A3 1.2 
1C 1.1  11A4 3 
2B 10.2  11B1 2.6 
2C 4.7  11B2 2.3 
3B 3.4  11C1 5.7 
3A 3.1  11C2 2.6 
4A 1.8  11C3 3.1 
4B 2  11C4 5.5 
5A 4  12A 4.7 
5B 4  12B 1.4 
6A 5  13A 4.8 
6B 3.4  13B 5 
7A 2.6  14A 2.6 
7B 5.3  14B 2.8 
9A 1.9  15A 5.6 
9B 1.8  15B 2.3 

10A 2.4  Existing M1 2.2 
10B 2.7  Existing M2 4 
11A1 0.9  Existing M3 3.1 
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5.0 METHODOLOGY 
In accordance with Part 2, Chapter 20 (revised June 14, 2017) of the PD&E Manual, 

this Contamination Screening Evaluation (Level 1) has been conducted for the project to 

determine potential contamination concerns associated with proposed alternatives 

developed during the PD&E Study. In addition to sites initially identified and assessed in 

the field, this report identifies and evaluates known landfills, Comprehensive 

Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA, also known as 

Superfund) sites, and National Priorities List (NPL) sites within one half mile of the 

project corridor.  Known sites of petroleum contamination, drycleaners, and non-

petroleum contamination within 500 feet of the project corridor were identified and 

investigated, as were non-landfill solid waste sites within 1,000 feet of the project 

corridor. This evaluation includes the following: 

• Preliminary Program Screening Report for SR 408 Eastern Extension Project 

• Review of the project using the FDOT Efficient Transportation Decision Making 

(ETDM) Environmental Screening Tool for the project corridor and 500-foot buffer  

• A review of the FDEP OCULUS database 

• Field review of project area and known potentially contaminated sites 

• Ownership history information of each potential contamination site 

• Historic aerial image review 

• Interviews with business owners and local residents 

Recommendations regarding contamination concerns are based on reasonably 

ascertainable information obtained from the data collection activities identified above.  

No comments regarding contamination concerns for the proposed project were provided 

by regulatory agencies. 
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Government Databases Search 
Information regarding potential contamination sites was obtained from the ETDM 

Geographic Information System (GIS) Analysis Results Tool (Electronic Screening Tool 

- contamination layer), which includes information on Biomedical Waste, Brownfield 

Location Boundaries, Dry Cleaners, Gasoline Stations, Petroleum Tanks, Hazardous 

Waste Sites, NPL Superfund Sites, Nuclear Site Locations, On-site Sewage (septic 

tanks), State Underground Petroleum Environmental Response Act (SUPER Act) Risk 

Sources, Solid Waste Facilities, Tanks 2007, Toxic Release Inventory Sites, and 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Regulated Facilities.  In addition to 

these information resources, the Florida Geographic Data Library database was used to 

locate GIS files based on the above research to generate maps and identify facility 

identification numbers. The Orange County Property Appraiser website was used to 

collect property ownership information. 

Regulatory File Review 
File Reviews were conducted online using the FDEP OCULUS database and USEPA 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) websites.  

Field Reviews 
Field reviews of the project area were conducted on October 20 and 21, 2015 and on 

December 17, 2015 as part of an earlier investigation. Additional field reviews were 

conducted on May 31, 2017.  The actual location, occupancy, and operation of known 

potentially contaminated sites were verified during the field reviews. Interviews with 

business owners and local residents were conducted both in person and by telephone. 

Photographs were taken of each potentially contaminated site and photographs of any 

sites rated as “Medium” or “High” risk are provided in Appendix A.   

Historical Aerial Photograph Review 
A review of historical aerial photos was performed for the project corridor and 

surrounding area. The University of Florida Digital Collections Website 

(http://ufdc.ufl.edu/aerials) was used to review aerial photographs from 1940, 1947, 

1954, 1957, 1969, and 1980. Aerial photographs from 1990 to today’s date were 
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reviewed using the Google Earth historical imagery function. The aerial images were 

reviewed for potential contamination concerns, including but not limited to mounds, 

depressions, storage areas or drastic changes in landscaping or geographic features. A 

brief discussion of the review of historic aerial photographs since 1940 is provided 

below. 

• 1940- The SR 50 corridor is apparent in most areas, most land is undeveloped. 

• 1947- Bithlo and most of the corridor for SR 50 are apparent; the bridge over the 

Econlockhatchee River is on Old Cheney Highway, most land along SR 50 and 

to the south is undeveloped. 

• 1954- Some limited development and agricultural use along SR 50 is apparent, a 

new bridge over the Econlockhatchee River is in place. 

• 1957- Development and agricultural use around SR 50 increased in area from 

1954, the majority of the project area remains undeveloped. 

• 1969- SR 50 is a divided highway near Bithlo and most land along it remains 

undeveloped, Bithlo contains far fewer streets than are present currently but 5th 

Street, County Road 13, and North 7th Street are clearly visible. Most residences 

in Bithlo are located north of SR 50, the junkyards presently in Bithlo are 

generally absent.  

• 1980- SR 50 is a divided highway, mobile home parks are apparent in three 

locations immediately east and west of the Econlockhatchee River (these areas 

continue be the sites of mobile home parks today), the current SR 50 and SR 

520 intersection is visible, and Orlando Speed World Dragway is present. Bithlo 

contains multiple new residential streets (7th Avenue to 11th Avenue) south of SR 

50. The junkyard along Beacon Avenue is not present, the future site of a 

brownfield immediately east of 9th Street is visible but nothing unusual is 

apparent. 
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• 1990- Significant residential development is visible north of SR 50 between 

Bonneville Drive and Avalon Park Boulevard and two bridges cross the 

Econlockhatchee River on SR 50. Extensive residential development is present 

south of SR 50 from County Road 419 to Orlando Speed World Dragway. A 

junkyard is apparent immediately west of Beacon Avenue. In Bithlo, north of SR 

50, the future brownfield site at 9th Street contains a building and other elements 

that are possibly cars and tractor trailers or mobile homes.  

• 1995- Future brownfield site at 9th Street is cleared and shows signs of large 

ground disturbance. Numerous junkyards apparent in Bithlo.  

• 2004- Bithlo contains multiple junkyards, the future brownfield site at 9th street 

appears abandoned and is revegetating, residential and commercial areas along 

SR 50 generally match their current configurations. 

Other Information Sources 
Additional coordination and research was conducted to identify potentially contaminated 

sites near the preferred alternative. Because of anecdotal reports of water 

contamination, additional coordination occurred with the FDEP as well as the Florida 

Department of Health in Orange County. Sharonda Perkins-Davis, Environmental 

Manager with the Florida Department of Health, reviewed records on December 14, 

2015 and reported that some wells in the area of E. Colonial Drive, between N. County 

Road 13 and Gloucester Street, show a history of contamination with petroleum 

constituents but did not test positive for other contaminants (Appendix B).   

 

Documents produced for the SR 50 Multilane Reconstruction Study, from SR 436 to SR 

520, published in 1989 were also reviewed. They noted gasoline station and automotive 

repair shops in the area and also noted that not all sites they identified had active 

identification numbers with the Florida Department of Environmental Regulation 

(FDER). They report likely contamination from gasoline at three sites and note that, in 

1988, FDER stated there were no known additional releases of hazardous waste along 

the corridor.  
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Risk Ratings 
Based on the compilation of data collection activities described above, and the distance 

and direction of potential contamination sites with respect to the project corridor, each 

site was assigned a risk rating based on the methods in Chapter 20 of the PD&E 

Manual. The rating system expresses the degree of concern for a potential 

contamination impact to the project via cost and schedule.  Each site was assigned a 

contamination risk rating of None, Low, Medium or High based on the following 

criteria: 

1. None: A review of all available information finds there is nothing to indicate 

contamination would be a problem. It is possible that contaminants were handled 

on the property; however, all information (FDEP reports, monitoring wells, water 

and soil samples, etc.) indicate that contamination problems should not be 

expected. An example of an operation that may receive this rating is a wholesale 

or retail outlet that handles hazardous materials in sealed containers that are 

never opened while at the facility, such as cans of spray paint at a drug store. 

2. Low: The former or current operation has a hazardous waste generator 

identification (ID) number, or deals with hazardous materials; however, based on 

all available information, there is no reason to believe there would be any 

involvement with contamination in relation to this project. This is the lowest 

possible rating a gasoline station operating within current regulations can 

receive. This rating could also apply to a retail store that blends paint. Some 

“Low” sites, such as gas stations in compliance, should be reevaluated during the 

design phase. 

3. Medium: After a review of all available information, indications are found 

(reports, Notice of Violations, consent orders, etc.) that identify known soil and/or 

water contamination and that the problem does not need remediation, is being 

remediated (i.e., air stripping of the groundwater, etc.), or that continued 

monitoring is required. The complete details of remediation requirements are 
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important to determine what the CFX must do if the property were to be acquired. 

Additionally, sites with a history of agricultural use are considered “Medium” risk 

due to the potential use of fertilizers or chemicals, such as arsenic used in cattle 

dipping vats, at these locations. A recommendation should be made on each 

property falling into this category to its acceptability for use within the proposed 

project, what actions might be required if the property is acquired, and the 

possible alternatives if there is a need to avoid the property. This rating 

expresses the degree of concern for potential contamination problems. Known 

problems may not necessarily present a high cause for concern if the regulatory 

agencies are aware of the situation and corrective actions are either underway or 

complete. The actions may not have an adverse impact on the proposed project. 

4. High: After a review of all available information, there is a potential for 

contamination problems. Further assessment will be required after alignment 

selection to determine the actual presence and/or levels of contamination and the 

need for remedial action. A recommendation must be included for what further 

assessment is required. Conducting the actual Contamination Assessment is not 

expected to begin until alignment is defined; however, circumstances may 

require additional screening assessments (i.e., collecting soil or water samples 

for laboratory analysis necessary to determine the presence and/or levels of 

contaminants) to begin earlier. Properties previously used as gasoline stations 

and which have not been evaluated or assessed would probably receive this 

rating. 
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6.0 PROJECT IMPACTS 
The “No Build” Alternative is not anticipated to result in potential contamination impacts. 

A total of 22 sites were identified with potential contamination concerns. After 

evaluation, 2 of those sites were assigned a risk rating of None, 4 sites were assigned a 

risk rating of Low, 13 sites were assigned a risk rating of Medium, and 3 sites were 

assigned a risk rating of High. One brownfield (Site 15) is adjacent to the preferred 

alternative.  

Table 6-1 summarizes the number of sites proposed for right-of-way acquisition or that 

are adjacent to potentially contaminated areas. There are one High-risk, two Medium-

risk, and two Low-risk sites proposed for right-of-way acquisition under the preferred 

alternative. Two High-risk sites are adjacent to the preferred alternative. Part of one 

Medium-risk site is proposed for a stormwater pond (Pond 11C4) and one Medium-risk 

site is adjacent to a proposed stormwater pond (Pond 11C1). 

Table 6-1 Risk Rating Summary  

Risk 
Rating 

# Sites Proposed 
for ROW 

Acquisition for 
Preferred 

Alternative 

# Sites 
Proposed for 

ROW 
Acquisition for 

Proposed 
Ponds 

# Sites Adjacent 
to Preferred 
Alternative 

# Sites Adjacent 
to Proposed 

Ponds 

High 1 0  2 0 
Medium 2 1 0 1 

Low 2 0  0 0 
 

All sites of potential contamination risk identified within the project area are presented in 

Table 6-2 along with site information and risk ratings. Figures 6-1 through 6-3 show the 

locations of each site. Photographs are provided in Appendix A and database 

information and documents related to specific potential contamination sites that were 

rated as High or Medium risk are provided in Appendix B. Some potentially 

contaminated sites, particularly auto junk yards, were discovered during field 

investigations but were not identified in any existing regulatory databases.
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Table 6-2 Site Information 

Site # Facility Name Address Facility ID 
(FDEP/RCRA) Databases Concern Owner 

Contaminated 
Parcel Location 

Relative to 
Project Corridor 

Risk Rating 

1 Rodgers Group #305 E. Colonial Dr. and SR 
408 Intersection 9102292 FDEP OCULUS Petroleum Cleanup FDOT Approx. 1,000 feet 

north Medium 

2 Volkswagen of Orlando 12700 E. Colonial Dr. 
SQG_204620, 
FLR10KE95, 
FLR10KO15 

None Gas, Oil, Solvents Napleton Orlando 
Imports 

Approx. 1,000 feet 
north Medium 

3 Circle K (BP Amoco #16873) 12914 E. Colonial Dr. 9804439 FDEP OCULUS Petroleum Cleanup Circle K Stores Inc Co-located Medium 

4 Sunrise Food Mart #11 14266 E. Colonial Dr. 8943447 FDEP OCULUS Petroleum Cleanup Orlando Petrol 
LLC 

Approx. 350 feet 
north Medium 

5 Colonial Sunflower - Citizen Site No absolute address 
available; Planned Site 

99954, 
6059 None Solid Waste Orange County 

(once finalized) 
Co-located with 

Pond 5A None 

6 Drinkwater & Drinkwater Inc. 16578 Old Cheney 
Hwy. 9045622 FDEP Fuel/Petroleum 

Cleanup 

Margaret P. & 
Norman W. 
Drinkwater 

Co-located Low 

7 East River High School 654 Columbia School 
Rd. 9812033 None Petroleum 

Contamination 

School Board of 
Orange County 

Florida 
Co-located Low 

8 Honey Bee Ranch LCD 16877 E Colonial Dr. 
#322 

86888 (Solid Waste 
Facility ID), 4571 FDEP OCULUS Construction Debris PSM Corner Lakes 

Plaza LLC 
Approx. 350 feet 

north None 

9 Circle K #2708972 16891 E. Colonial Dr. 9101787 FDEP OCULUS Gas, Oil, Solvents, 
UST 

Circle K Stores 
Inc. 

Approx. 220 feet 
north Medium 

10 Circle K #7502 & Shell Gas 
Station 16959 E Colonial Dr. 8521400 FDEP OCULUS Gasoline, oil, solvents 

Erland L Stenberg 
& 

Mary Ann 
Stenberg 

Approx. 220 feet 
north Medium 

11 Eco Green Auto Parts 16969 E. Colonial Dr. 

FLR000053637, 
SQG_74119, 
FLR_05F414, 
FLR05G750 

FDEP OCULUS Gas, Oil, Solvents Green East 
Colonial Drive LLC 

Approx. 325 feet 
north Medium 

12 Sporty’s Auto Repair 250 Story Partin Rd. None None Petroleum products 250 Story Partin 
Rd. LLC Co-located Medium 

13 Pine Isle MHP/Mobile Villa 190 Story Partin Rd. FLA010877 FDEP Water/sewage 
contaminants Pine Isle MHP LLC Co-located High 

14 Disney Auto 104 Seminole Trail None None Petroleum products Aminolsharieh 
Bahman Tr 

Approx. 165 feet 
north Medium 
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Site # Facility Name Address Facility ID 
(FDEP/RCRA) Databases Concern Owner 

Contaminated 
Parcel Location 

Relative to 
Project Corridor 

Risk Rating 

15 Atlantic Gulf Colonial Brownfield: 
ROCC 18800 E Colonial Dr. BF481302000 FDEP OCULUS 

Petroleum Cleanup, 
Oil, Solvents, Solid 

Waste, Groundwater 
Contamination 

Shaka Mik LLC Adjacent High 

16 East Orange Machine Shop 18776 E. Colonial Dr. FLD984188078 FDEP OCULUS 
Gas, Oil, 

Contaminants Related 
to Welding 

Schuetrum 
Michael L 

Approx. 500 feet 
north Medium 

17 Orlando Scrap Metal Inc. 18778 E. Colonial Dr. 
FLD981473499, 
FLD984188078, 
FLD984209692 

FDEP OCULUS None Singer Metal 
Recycling Inc. 

Approx. 400 feet 
north Low 

18 E & H Car Crushing Company, 
Inc. 106 Gloucester St. 

9202945, 
9202945a, 
9202945c 

FDEP OCULUS Gasoline, Oil ERB Harold and 
ERB Joyce Adjacent High 

19 Astro Boy Auto Sales and 
Service 18765 E. Colonial Dr. None None Paint, Solvents, 

Gasoline, Oil Eccli Family Trust Approx. 1,000 feet 
northwest Medium 

20 R & O Towing 18801 E. Colonial Dr. SQG_76423 FDEP OCULUS Paint, Solvents, 
Gasoline, Oil Robert Oliva Approx. 360 feet 

north Medium 

21 Mine 251 Baxter Rd. Parcel ID: 26-22-
32-1312-01-000 FDEP OCULUS Heavy Metals 40 Acres & a Mule 

LLC 
Approx. 200 feet 

north Low 

22 Orlando Speed World Dragway 19164 E. Colonial Dr. 9700560, 9700558, 
FLR000014597 FDEP OCULUS Petroleum products RBS JR Inc. 

Approx. 280 feet 
south of Ponds 

M2, M3 
Medium 

 

Table 6-2 Continued 
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Figure 6-1 Potentially Contaminated Sites in the Western Third of the Project Area 
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Figure 6-2 Potentially Contaminated Sites in Central Third of the Project Area 
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Figure 6-3 Potentially Contaminated Sites in the Eastern Third of the Project Area 
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Anecdotal reports of contamination from septic systems, especially around Bithlo, were 

encountered during this and earlier studies. The depth or plume of such contamination 

was not documented, except that it included surrounding ditches. During an interview 

with an employee of a local plumbing and septic service company on December 17, 

2015, the employee stated his opinion that the area around Bithlo had multiple aging 

septic systems that likely do not meet current regulations. These aging systems may 

contribute to contamination at or near the ground surface due to flooding, high water 

table, etc.; however, only anecdotal reports of such contamination were discovered and 

no known testing or monitoring results provide evidence of such conditions.  

In April 2003, the Bithlo area received imminent threat status due to widespread 

petroleum contamination found in potable wells (Appendix B). Secondary contaminants 

including iron, manganese, and aluminum were also found at high levels. During field 

reviews, multiple houses in Bithlo were observed to have elaborate water filtration 

systems. These are assumed to be related to the documented groundwater 

contamination and an associated effort by individuals and Orange County to provide 

filtration to local drinking water wells. Field reviews also discovered multiple extensive 

automobile salvage yards and repair shops in the Bithlo area that appear to have been 

in place for decades but were not reported in any contamination databases that were 

reviewed for this study. The western part of the project area, particularly west of the 

Econlockhatchee River, has relatively recent commercial construction, including multiple 

gasoline stations. 
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7.0 REGULATORY STATUS OF SITES 
As stated in the previous section, there are no NPL superfund sites or designated 

landfills identified within one-half mile of the project corridor. One brownfield site (Site 

15) was identified through database research and in the field. Multiple auto salvage 

yards that are not represented in regulatory contamination databases are present in or 

adjacent to the project corridor. No comments on specific contamination issues were 

received through the Advanced Notification Process.  

Site 1- Rodgers Group #305 Jobsite  
E. Colonial Dr. and SR 408 Intersection, within FDOT right-of-way 
FDEP Database Number: 9102292 
Rating- Medium 
This site is located adjacent to eastbound SR 50/Colonial Drive in the southwest corner 

of the SR 50 and SR 408 interchange, where a stormwater pond is currently located. 

Site 1 is approximately 1,000 feet north of the nearest proposed project activities. An 

FDEP Scoring Review dated March 6, 2008 describes a discharge on July 20, 1988 at 

this location. This scoring review describes the site, as of 2008, as having product loss 

or wells/groundwater contaminated by a heavy petroleum product but that no free 

product was observed on site. This Scoring Review does mention that the site is located 

in a G-2 aquifer and a high recharge permeability geological area. At the time of the 

scoring review, the site was found to be ineligible for the FDEP cleanup program; 

however, a Potable Well Survey dated November 27, 2007 specifies that no public 

supply or small potable wells exist within one-half mile or one-fourth mile, respectively. 

Because of a documented history of contamination and no information on monitoring, 

remediation, or closure, this site was assigned a risk rating of Medium. If structures or 

stormwater ponds are proposed for this location further testing should be conducted to 

reduce the potential for contamination impacts. 
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Site 2- Volkswagen Sales and Service 
12700 E. Colonial Dr. (at the intersection of SR 408 and SR 50) 
Rating- Medium 
This site was not reported in any databases that were consulted during this study and it 

was identified during field investigations. It is a car dealership in the southeast corner of 

the intersection of SR 408 and SR 50. Site 2 is approximately 1,000 feet north of the 

nearest project activities. The property contains a large building and expansive paved 

area used to store new cars. An interview with an employee revealed that the property 

also contains a Volkswagen service center that uses oil and solvents. A large 

stormwater pond occurs immediately in front of the property, between it and SR 408. 

Historic aerial imagery shows that the stormwater pond was present in January 1990 

but the remainder of the property was undeveloped at that time. Imagery from October 

2012 shows the Volkswagen dealership under construction. Since there is no 

documented history of potential contamination, but because contaminants like oil and 

solvents are actively used on site, this site was assigned a risk rating of Medium.  

 

Site 3- Circle K #2708965 (BP Amoco #16873) 
12914 E. Colonial Dr.  
FDEP Database Number: 9804439 
Rating- Medium 
Site 3 is a gas station fronting SR 50. The gas station is approximately 450 feet north of 

the preferred alternative, but the parcel extends southwards into the project corridor. 

This site’s contamination history began with a Discharge Reporting Form (DRF) dated 

November 30, 2006. This form stated that on November 14, 2006, an unknown amount 

of regular unleaded gasoline was discharged due to the spill containment bucket being 

cracked. This form also stated that the cracked spill bucket was replaced. A letter from 

Orange County to the site owner dated January 30, 2007 stated that soil samples from 

the spill bucket area were tested and contaminant amounts were above target levels. A 

Site Assessment Report (SAR), dated August 2007, stated that soil samples indicated 

that contamination did not affect the soil other than directly below the spill location. 

Ground-water monitoring wells indicated that contaminants entered the groundwater 
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under the site. The SAR recommended that an additional monitoring well be installed 

and that a separate report should be prepared to outline remediation activities. This 

report also stated that groundwater flow was to the southwest. An additional SAR, dated 

July 2008, stated that ground water samples indicated contaminants below target levels 

and showed a decreasing rate. This report recommended that a Natural Attenuation 

Monitoring (NAM) Plan be implemented. A SAR, dated August 2008, stated that after 

sampling, all monitoring wells sampled showed contaminants below target levels, 

showed a decreasing trend, and recommended that a NAM Plan be implemented. A 

letter from FDEP to the site owner, dated September 19, 2008, stated that the site was 

approved for a NAM plan.  

 

NAM sampling and reports occurred from December 31, 2009 to September 22, 2010. 

The last NAM report, dated September 22, 2010, stated that all contaminants were 

below target levels and recommended that the site be given No Further Action status. A 

letter from FDEP to the site owner, dated November 5, 2010, stated that the site had 

been approved for No Further Action (NFA). Documentation for the site continues and 

consists only of inspection reports. The last document on file, dated June 25, 2014, is 

an inspection report that stated that the site was in compliance. The parcel containing 

this gas station is proposed for right-of-way acquisition and because of a history of 

contamination and continued operation as a gas station, a risk rating of Medium was 

assigned to this site. 

 

Site 4- Sunrise Food Mart #11  
14266 E. Colonial Dr.  
FDEP Database Number: 8943447 
Rating- Medium 
Site 4 contains a Chevron gas station fronting SR 50, approximately 350 feet north of 

the preferred alternative. The site’s contamination history began with a DRF dated July 

17, 1992. This form stated that vapors were found in a compliance well surrounding the 

USTs. No specific source or amount of petroleum was stated on the form. A 

Contamination Assessment Report, dated January 17, 1994, stated that on October 11, 
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1993, six monitoring wells were installed and sampled. Following the sampling, a three-

day pumping event occurred.  Based on sampling after the pumping event, contaminant 

levels were found to be below target levels and the site was recommended for NFA or 

Monitoring Only.  

 

A Remedial Action Plan (RAP), dated November 4, 1995, stated that sampling, pump-

and-treat, vapor extraction, groundwater treatment and reintroduction, air sparging and 

bio-remediation would be used to remediate remaining contaminants. A Field Work 

Notice, dated November 8, 1996, stated that initial remediation activities occurred 

during the week of November 18, 1996. A DRF, dated April 5, 1997, stated that an 

unknown amount of vehicular diesel was discharged due to a loose connection at the 

dispenser.  

 

A first quarterly status report, dated August 11, 1997, stated that the vapor extraction 

system has been in continuing operation, water extraction was continuing, and the 

groundwater system would be modified to remediate the new discharge reported on 

April 5, 1997. A second quarterly status report, dated October 16, 1997, stated that the 

vapor extraction system had been in continuing operation and water extraction was 

continuing after system modifications. A third quarterly status report, dated February 10, 

1998, stated that the groundwater remediation progress had been poor and the air 

sparge system was inoperative. A fourth quarterly status report, dated August 24, 1998, 

stated that a noticeable decrease in contaminant levels had been observed and that 

another six months of operation was recommended. A fifth quarterly status report dated 

December 29, 1998 stated that the remediation system worked well until maintenance 

problems started to occur and the equipment manufacturer was scheduled to make 

repairs. A sixth quarterly status report, dated March 19, 1999, stated that the 

remediation system worked well until maintenance problems started to occur. 

Maintenance problems continued to occur and the equipment manufacturer was 

scheduled to make repairs. A seventh quarterly status report, dated September 20, 

1999, stated that remediation equipment still was not functional and that FDEP had 

designated a new contractor to oversee remediation of the site.  
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A groundwater monitoring report, dated January 26, 2000, stated that two monitoring 

wells showed a decline in contaminants and three wells showed an increase. A second 

quarterly groundwater monitoring report, dated April 13, 2000, stated that some 

monitoring wells showed a decrease in contaminants and others have unchanged 

levels. A third quarterly groundwater monitoring report, dated August 22, 2000, stated 

that some monitoring wells showed a decrease of contaminants and others indicated 

contaminants below target levels. A fourth quarterly groundwater monitoring report, 

dated October 20, 2000, stated that some monitoring wells still have contaminants 

above target levels and recommended that limited remedial actions be conducted and 

followed by quarterly monitoring.  

 

A level 2 General Report stated that 5,875 gallons of groundwater and vapors were 

extracted from the site and that quarterly monitoring was recommended. A first quarterly 

groundwater monitoring report dated January 17, 2002 stated that either additional 

remediation measures or alteration/reactivation of the remediation system should occur 

followed by quarterly monitoring. A second quarterly groundwater monitoring report, 

dated May 2, 2002, stated that contaminants were still present above target levels and 

additional remediation was required. A RAP, dated November 15, 2002, stated that air 

sparging and soil vapor extraction would be performed to remediate the site. On 

February 12, 2003, remediation activities began followed by groundwater sampling. 

Groundwater samples indicated a reduction in contaminant levels. A NAM Plan was 

approved by FDEP on May 23, 2003. A first quarterly NAM Plan report, dated 

November 2003, stated that contaminants were found during sampling and that a 

second quarterly monitoring event should be performed to determine the trend in 

groundwater data.  

 

A DRF, dated February 20, 2004, stated that an unknown amount of diesel was 

discharged due to a pipe leak and faulty leak detector devices. A cleanup score of 35 

was given to the site by FDEP on December 10, 2004. A RAP, dated July 18, 2005, 
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stated that groundwater pump-and-treat, air sparge system installation, and soil 

extraction system installation would occur as remediation activities for the site.  

 

A letter from AEROSTAR to Orange County, dated September 3, 2007, stated that UST 

upgrade activities occurred from July 27, 2007 to August 30, 2007. Following the UST 

upgrade, 741,200 gallons of groundwater were extracted, treated, and released. On 

June 22, 2010, a FDEP cleanup score of 44 was given to the site. There is a gap in 

information from 2007 to 2014. A DRF, dated November 11, 2014, stated that an 

unknown amount of gasoline was discharged due to an installation failure. The last 

document on file is a letter from Orange County to the site owner stating that the site 

was eligible for site rehabilitation funding through FDEP and that a limited Tank Closure 

Assessment Report and Application for Site Rehabilitation Funding Allocation 

Agreement must be submitted to FDEP with 120 days. Due to a documented history of 

contamination and continued operation as a gas station, this site was assigned a risk 

rating of Medium.  

 
Site 5-  Colonial Sunflower - Citizen Site 
Old Cheney Highway 
FDEP Database Number: 99954 
Rating- None 
On May 31, 2016, this site was included in a request made for pre-authorization of a 

Disaster Debris Management Site for 2016. No further documentation is available from 

regulatory databases. Historical aerial images reveal that the site was predominantly 

forested through February 1999 and had been partially cleared by April 2002. A 

stormwater pond was present in May 2004 and clearing for commercial development 

along SR 50 began by January 2012. The parcels along SR 50 now contain a large gas 

station, a car wash, and a fast food restaurant. Proposed Pond 5A is located within the 

limits of Site 5. However, the gas station is approximately 500 feet north of Proposed 

Pond 5A and the preferred alternative, so it was not assigned an independent site 

number in this CSER. Because of a lack of any documented history of contaminants on 

site or release of any contaminants, and because the gas station and car wash occur 
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more than 500 feet from the preferred alternative, this site is assigned a risk rating of 

None. 

 

Site 6- Drinkwater & Drinkwater Inc. 
16578 Old Cheney Highway 
FDEP Database Number 9045622 
Rating- Low 
This 2.67-acre property is south of Old Cheney Highway, northwest of East River High 

School. It contains a single-family residence built in 1960. The site currently includes a 

small shed, two masonries, and an accessory building. The main building and 

undeveloped property are visible in historic aerial images from January 1990. As 

reported in OCULUS, two above-ground storage tanks (AST) were installed on this 

facility: one in February of 1986, and the other in November of 1988. Both storage tanks 

contained diesel fuel. A notification letter from Margaret P. Drinkwater was submitted to 

FDEP on June 7, 2004 describing the removal of these tanks. The preferred alternative 

crosses the southern portion of this property and would neither impact the residence nor 

any of the sheds, masonries or accessory buildings. Because contaminants were used 

on site but the tanks were removed and there is no documentation of any release of 

contaminants, this site is assigned a risk rating of Low.  

 

Site 7-  East River High School 
654 Columbia School Road / 650 East River Falcons Way 
FDEP Database Number: 9812033 
Rating- Low 
Site 7 is located immediately west of Story Partin Road. The preferred alternative 

extends SR 408 south of East River High School, between the school and the 

Econlockhatchee River Corridor. The preferred alternative directly impacts the 

southwest corner of the school property, which is naturally vegetated and adjacent to a 

stormwater pond. The preferred alternative also includes a connection to Chuluota road 

that passes immediately north of Site 7.  
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Site 7 includes approximately 87 acres of land for a high school built in 2009. The most 

recent documentation found in FDEP OCULUS describes an AST inspection held on 

May 9, 2016. The inspection resulted in non-compliance with a minor violation of Rule 

62-762.701(1)(c)3 due to the lack of annual testing of their release detection devices. 

There are no inspection records found for 2013 or 2015. The AST was registered March 

23, 2010 with STCM account #: 15913. 

 

Prior to the school’s construction, aerial imagery from January 1990 displays this site as 

vacant land. Field investigations located the AST west of the main school building, next 

to a stormwater pond and a parking lot. The preferred alternative would establish new 

right-of-way within Site 7 approximately 1,700 feet south of the AST, in an area that is 

naturally vegetated and contiguous with the Econlockhatchee River corridor. The 

preferred alternative also provides a connection to CR 419 that would cause impacts 

adjacent to Site 7, approximately 500 feet north of the AST. Because of the presence of 

a large AST that is hundreds of feet from proposed project impacts and no indications of 

release of contaminants, a risk rating of Low is assigned to this site.  

 

Site 8- Honey Bee Ranch LCD 
16877 E. Colonial Dr. #322 
FDEP Database Number: 86888 likely applies to site 21, not site 8 
Rating- None 
This address currently houses a large shopping center with a Publix grocery store. It is 

across SR 50 from the preferred alternative, at the intersection of SR 50 and Chuluota 

Road. However, it appears that this location may have been confused in regulatory files 

with Site 21, which is approximately 2.4 miles to the east and currently operates as a 

mine. An FDEP Application for Registration and Annual Report for a Yard Trash 

Transfer Station or a Solid Waste Organics Recycling Facility lists the site location for 

facility 86888 as 19543 E. Colonial Drive (the location of Site 21), but lists the mailing 

address as 16877 E. Colonial Drive #322 (the location of Site 8). Site 21 was previously 

owned by Honey Bee Holdings LLC. In OCULUS, there were many documents 

describing the location of facility 86888 as being at or very near the location of Site 21. 
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OCULUS also provided other documents that stated facility 86888 occurred at 16861 E. 

Colonial Drive, which is adjacent to the address for Site 8 (16877 E. Colonial Drive). 

Close comparison of photographs in those documents to historic aerial imagery 

suggests they could not have come from the area of 16861 E. Colonial Drive and are 

consistent with land uses and images related to Site 21. An inspection report dated 

December 17, 2009 noted the facility was in compliance. Site 8 appears to be the 

mailing address but not the actual location of facility 86888. This location is currently 

paved and part of a large shopping center, there are no records of presence or 

discharge of contaminants, and the preferred alternative would not cause impacts on or 

adjacent to Site 8, therefore, a risk rating of None was assigned to this site.   

 

Site 9-  Circle K #2708972 / BP 
16891 E. Colonial Dr. 
FDEP Database Number: 9101787 
Rating- Medium 
This 1.16-acre property constructed in 2004 serves as a gas station and includes 

multiple gas pumps under a shade structure, as well as a building. It is located in the 

northwest corner of the intersection of Chuluota Road and SR 50. The preferred 

alternative is across SR 50 from Site 9. Historic aerial imagery reveals this site was 

undeveloped in January 1990 and contained the building and shade structure by April 

1995. The earliest document on file in OCULUS is a Storage Tank Registration Form 

dated October 1992. It noted that there were three 12,000 gallon USTs on site. Another 

Storage Tank Registration Form, from July 1998, also reported three storage tanks. An 

FDEP inspection report, from October 15, 2008, noted the presence of only two USTs 

and reported that the facility was in compliance. A hazardous waste ID number 

(FLR000111187) was issued on August 10, 2004 for this small quantity generator. That 

ID number was requested for de-activation on March 15, 2010. New fuel dispensers 

were installed on April 4, 2013. The most recent document, from March 30, 2017, 

describes an inspection which included the annual operability and inline leak detector 

tests for two USTs. Both tanks were in compliance. Because it is an active gas station 

and it contains USTs, a risk rating of Medium is assigned to this site.  
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Site 10- Circle K #7502 & Shell  
16959 E. Colonial Dr. 
FDEP Database Number: 8521400 
Rating- Medium 
This 1.99-acre property currently operates as a gas station in the northeast corner of the 

intersection of SR 50 and Chuluota Road. The site’s contamination history began with a 

DRF dated November 6, 1988. This form states that an unknown amount of leaded or 

unleaded gasoline was discharged by an unknown cause. A Phase II Environmental 

Assessment, dated January 19, 1990, stated that monitoring wells were installed and 

sampled. Groundwater samples indicated that contaminants were above target levels. A 

letter from DER, dated March 5, 1990, stated that the site was eligible for the state-

administered cleanup under the Early Detection Incentive Program. There is a gap in 

documentation from 1990 to 2003. On May 22, 2003, a FDEP priority score rating of 41 

was given to the site.  

A limited Closure Summary Report, dated March 1, 2004, stated that spill buckets were 

replaced at the site. A letter from FDEP to the site owner stated that a Generic Permit 

for Discharges from Petroleum Contaminated Sites has been approved for the site for 

groundwater extraction and treatment. Quarterly sampling events occurred from 2004 to 

2007 and all indicated contaminants above target levels. A NAM Plan, dated April 27, 

2007, stated that quarterly groundwater sampling and testing would occur. A SAR, 

dated July 27, 2007, stated that sampling indicated that only one contaminant was 

above target levels. A NAMP report, dated October 12, 2007, stated that contaminants 

were above target levels and recommended quarterly sampling continue. Quarterly 

NAMP sampling and reports occurred from October 2007 to November 2013. The last 

NAMP report is dated November 4, 2013 and stated that contaminants were below 

target levels and recommended that the site be considered for No Further Action status. 

A letter from Orange County to the site owner, dated November 7, 2013, stated that the 

County agreed that the site qualified for No Further Action. A letter from Cardno ATC to 

Orange County, dated April 17, 2014, stated that well abandonment activities occurred 

on February 3, 2014, and all wells were abandoned and restoration activities completed. 
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A memorandum from FDEP to the site owner, dated June 6, 2014, stated that FDEP 

has reviewed the Site Rehabilitation Completion Order and has given the site No 

Further Action status. On November 9, 2015, an annual interstice integrity test (TTI 

testing) was performed on Tanks 1, 2, 3, and 4 with passing results. The last document 

on file is an inspection report, dated June 13, 2017, stating that the site was in 

compliance. The inspection included a successful removal and replacement of the RUL 

#1 primary bucket insert. Because of a documented history of contamination and 

continued operation as a gas station, this site was assigned a risk rating of Medium.  

Site 11- Eco Green Auto Parts (East Colonial Used Auto Parts) 
16969 E. Colonial Dr. 
FLR000053637, SQG_74119, FLR_05F414, FLR05G750 
Rating- Medium 
Site 11 is east of the intersection of SR 50 and Chuluota Road, adjacent to Site 10. This 

2.64-acre property, built in 1985, contains a large metal building and a portable building. 

Dozens of used automobiles as well as shipping containers are stored on site. Historic 

aerial imagery shows the main building and dozens of automobiles were on site as early 

as January 1990.  

Eco Green Auto Parts is a used auto parts store, auto salvage and junkyard business. It 

was started in 2013 with the purchase of East Colonial Auto Parts, which was formerly 

operating at this location. The earliest record on file was a letter from FDEP on August 

24, 2004, that included a Notice of Violation and Orders for Corrective Action following 

an inspection on June 23, 2004. A Final Order for Notice of Violation was issued on 

November 12, 2004. The most recent document on file is a hazardous waste inspection 

report, from October 3, 2007, which noted the site was a small quantity generator and 

used oil generator. Because of limited records on the specific prior violations and how 

they were addressed, and because the potential for oil, gas, solvents, and other 

contaminants from the auto salvage yard leaking onto the ground, this site was 

assigned a risk rating of Medium.  
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Site 12- Sporty’s Auto Repair 
250 Story Partin Road 
No Database Records 
Rating- Medium 
This site was not identified in any contamination databases but was discovered in the 

field and on aerial photographs. It is located on the south side of Story Partin Road and 

contains dozens of old vehicles. The preferred alternative would directly impact the 

southern half of Site 12 and proposed pond location 11C4 occupies the northern half of 

Site 12. Proposed pond location 11C1 is immediately to the west of Site 12.  

 

Historic images from as early as 1990 show this site in its current configuration and full 

of automobiles. This site is proposed for right-of-way acquisition and because of the 

potential presence of petroleum products, solvents, or other chemicals this site is 

assigned a risk rating of Medium.  
 
Site 13-Pine Isle Mobile Home Park / Mobile Villa 
607 North Pine Isle Drive / 190 Story Partin Road 
FLA010877 
Rating- High 
This 7.87-acre property, developed in 1976, is utilized as a mobile home park. It is 

located immediately east of Site 12 and the preferred alternative would directly impact 

the southern approximately one-third of the property. Site 13 is adjacent to proposed 

pond 12A. 

  

The earliest documentation found in OCULUS, from May 15, 1973, reports the 

installation of a potable water system and waste water treatment/disposal system. 

Several inspection letters (re: domestic wastewater treatment facility) are available 

throughout the subsequent decades, varying in compliance due to lack of sludge 

analysis and maintenance, silt build-up, and lack of reports. The mobile home units are 

visible in historic aerial images from January 22, 1990. FDEP Discharge Monitoring 
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Reports were generally submitted regularly. The most current report available on 

OCULUS was submitted on June 22, 2017.  

 

Field investigations revealed approximately 40 mobile homes and a wastewater 

treatment facility at the south terminus of Pine Isle Drive. This wastewater facility 

consists of a narrow open concrete tank approximately 75 feet in length, various pumps, 

pipes, barrels and buckets, and two settling ponds immediately north of the concrete 

tank.  The tank was full of brown, flowing water and smelled of sewage. Photographs 

are included in Appendix A and historic image analysis shows the settling ponds 

present as early as 1990. This site is proposed for right-of-way acquisition and because 

of the presence of an older and open wastewater treatment facility, a risk rating of High 

is assigned to this site.  

 

Site 14- Disney Auto  
104 Seminole Trail  
No Database Records 
Rating- Medium 
This site was not identified in any contamination databases but was discovered in the 

field and on aerial photographs. It is located immediately west of Seminole Trail, 

approximately 165 feet north of the preferred alternative. A drainage into the 

Econlockhatchee River borders the western side of the property and crosses the project 

corridor southwest of Site 14.  

 

Site 14 is an auto salvage yard and contains dozens of vehicles in two adjacent yards. 

Historic imagery from as early as 1990 shows the smaller, southern yard full of cars. An 

additional yard was constructed to the north by 1995 and currently has vehicles densely 

packed into it. Because of the potential presence of petroleum products, solvents, or 

other chemicals this site is assigned a risk rating of Medium.  
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Site 15- Atlantic Gulf Colonial Brownfield - ROCC (Redesignating Orange County 
Communities) 
Located south of SR 50, immediately east of 9th Street and south of Fair Field 
Street (adjacent/south of Site 12: E & H Car Crushing) 
FDEP Database ID: BF2481302000 
Rating- High 
The Atlantic Gulf Colonial Brownfield is owned by Shaka Mik LLC and was designated 

as a brownfield on March 12, 2013 by the Orange County Board of County 

Commissioners (OCBCC) (Appendix B).  It is located east of CR 13, near the southern 

end of 9th Street. The parcel is shaped like a quarter of a circle and contains deep 

ditches around its perimeter. This site is adjacent to the preferred alternative and 

approximately 180 feet north of proposed pond location 15B. 

 

According to a presentation (Appendix B) from a public hearing on February 26, 2013, 

the following information was made available. The site is a former metal and salvage 

recycling facility (A to Z Recycling and Salvage, Inc.). There was soil and groundwater 

contamination on site but no specifics were given, and areas that were under debris 

piles have unknown environmental impacts. The presentation recommended that the 

site be given approval of Resolution of the OCBCC as the Atlantic Gulf Colonial 

Brownfield: ROCC for the purposes of environmental remediation, rehabilitation and 

economic development.  

 

The SJRWMD land use data incorrectly classifies this property as freshwater marsh. 

Interviews with local residents conducted during this study provided anecdotal evidence 

that this site contained a sinkhole which became an unofficial dump. Historic aerial 

imagery from 1990 onwards does not show any sinkhole or subsidence.  Historic 

imagery from January 1990 showed many large structures, most likely cars and mobile 

homes, and one building on this site. Imagery from 1995 showed the cars and mobile 

homes were removed, the building remained, and extensive ground disturbance and 

piling of dirt or sand was evident. In imagery from 2004, the site is completely vegetated 

except for a building along the northeast margin of the property. The site is currently 
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bounded by ditches and earthen mounds topped with cement culverts or metal sheeting 

that form incomplete perimeter fencing. Aerial imagery from March 20, 2017 displays 

vegetation and a single building structure. Anecdotal comments by local residents 

encountered during field surveys reported that the brownfield site was commonly used 

by locals to dump waste. The preferred alternative is adjacent to Site 15. Because of 

reported use as an unofficial waste facility, historic images showing stockpiling of 

materials and vehicles, and because it is classified as a brownfield, this site is assigned 

a risk rating of High.  

 

Site 16- East Orange Auto Machine & Repair (East Orange Welding) 
18776 E. Colonial Dr. 
FLD984188078 
Rating- Medium 
Site 16 fronts SR 50 and is immediately north of Site 15, approximately 500 feet north of 

the preferred alternative. This 1.02-acre property, constructed in 1984, contains one 

metal building with a large awning, multiple tractor trailers, piles of debris and 

construction materials, and multiple automobiles. The business at this site performs a 

wide variety of welding and repair work. The building and multiple cars are visible in 

historic aerial images from January 1990. The only document reported in OCULUS is a 

USEPA Notification of Regulated Waste Activity, from January 31, 1991, that provides 

the installation ID number, FLD984188078. Because of a lack of documentation, debris 

piles, and the presence of potential contaminants related to metal working and 

automobiles, a risk rating of Medium is assigned to this site.  

 

Site 17- Orlando Scrap Metal Inc (Previously Mid State Refinishers, East Orange 
Welding, Orlando Gear & Salvage)  
18778 E. Colonial Dr. 
FLD981473499, FLD984188078, FLD984209692 
Rating- Low 
This 1.06-acre property, established in 2001, contains one large metal building. Several 

tractor trailers are stored on site. It is currently occupied by Orlando Scrap Metal and 
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Recycling, which buys and recycles cans, aluminum, copper, brass and all other non-

ferrous metals. Historic aerial imagery shows the current building was not in place until 

December 2004. An interview with an employee revealed that they purchase, sort, cut, 

bale, store and ship recyclable metals. They do not clean metal on site, use solvents, 

nor store materials outside.  

 

This location was previously associated with Mid State Refinishers (FLD981473499), 

which was issued USEPA hazardous waste ID number FLD 981473499 as a small 

quantity generator on July 23, 1986. The site was also associated with East Orange 

Welding (FLD984188078) and OCULUS reports a Notification of Regulated Waste 

Activity from the USEPA dated January 31, 1991. This same site was also associated 

with Facility ID FLD984209692, a hazardous waste small quantity generator. Because 

potential contaminants are not used on site, there is no documentation or evidence of 

release of contamination, and it is approximately 400 feet from the preferred alternative, 

this site was assigned a risk rating of Low.  

Site 18- E & H Car Crushing Company, Inc. 
18800 E. Colonial Dr. 
FDEP Database Number: 9202945 
Rating- High 
Site 18 fronts SR 50 and is immediately northeast of the brownfield at Site 18. It is 

adjacent to the preferred alternative and approximately 180 feet north of proposed pond 

location 15B. This property is approximately 5 acres, was constructed in 1980 and was 

apparently used to store vehicles and equipment. The building, vegetation, and multiple 

cars and trucks are visible in historic aerial images from January 22, 1990. This site is 

currently an auto salvage and crushing yard, containing two ASTs. The earliest 

document available on the FDEP OCULUS database is a Storage Tank System Leak 

Autopsy and Discharge Report Form describing an unknown discharge source 

impacting groundwater. Another report by FDEP, dated May 16, 2007, detailed that the 

facility processed waste tires and had a 700-gallon storage tank used to store used 

gasoline from vehicle saddle tanks. This report also described the site as having several 
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areas of stained concrete and soil throughout the facility, likely due to the improper 

storage of vehicle core parts and petroleum containers. A follow-up inspection 

conducted later that month by FDEP found that the facility was processing waste tires 

without an active permit. Following this inspection, the facility ceased processing tires.  

 

On July 31, 2008, groundwater and sampling analysis was conducted, resulting in 

concentrations exceeding Florida Administrative Code (FAC) Chapter 62-777 

Groundwater Cleanup Target Level criteria, but did not exceed the FAC 62-777 Natural 

Attenuation Default Level criteria for benzene, ethylbenzene, total xylenes, and methyl 

tert-butyl ether. These findings resulted in recommended quarterly groundwater 

monitoring for at least two more quarters. Further research found documentation 

displaying regular compliance, aside from minor out of compliance inspections in 2012 

and 2014. The minor violation in 2012 was due to unpaid registration fees. The 2014 

minor non-compliance was described as “spill containment, dispense liners, and piping 

sumps not accessible; water and regulated substances not removed, and there is water 

in the interstice of the 10k tank.” The most recent documentation found in OCULUS 

describes an inspection performed in December of 2016 confirming compliance. This 

site is adjacent to the preferred alternative and based on a documented history of 

contamination it is assigned a risk rating of High.  
 
Site 19-  Astro Boy Auto Sales and Service (Astroboy Hi-Performance) 
18765 E. Colonial Dr. 
Rating- Medium 
Site 19 is located across SR 50 and approximately 1,000 feet northwest of the preferred 

alternative. This site was identified during field investigations and further researched 

within Orange County’s Property Appraiser. The 1.11-acre property, built in 1975, 

contains one large building, a separate covered area, and several dozen automobiles 

(most of which are for sale). An interview with the business owner indicated that they do 

body work and minor painting on site and have been in business at this location for 25 

years. Because of the potential for paints, solvents, gas, oil, or other contaminants from 

automobiles and repair activities, a risk rating of Medium is assigned to this site.  
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Site 20-  R & O Towing (R O Auto Service in OCULUS) 
18801 E. Colonial Dr. 
Facility-Site ID: SQG_76423 
Rating- Medium 
This 1.57-acre site, immediately east of Site 19 and on the north side of SR 50, was 

identified during field investigations and is mainly utilized for vehicle repair. It is 

approximately 600 feet northwest of the project. The property was established in 1997 

and includes a large parking area and metal building with multiple service bays. An 

interview with the business owner revealed that they conduct some painting of 

automobiles on site and have been in business at the current location for approximately 

20 years. Because of the potential for paints, solvents, gas, oil, or other contaminants 

from automobiles and repair activities, a risk rating of Medium is assigned to this site. 

 

Site 21-  Mine 
251 Baxter Road 
Facility 86888 
Rating- Low 
This site is an active mine that extracts soil and fill dirt. It is located north of SR 50, 

approximately 200 feet north of the projects eastern terminus. SJRWMD FLUCCS maps 

incorrectly report this site is a phosphate mine. Interviews with mine staff confirmed they 

do not mine phosphates, but instead mine fill dirt. The current mining occurs 

approximately 1.1 miles north of the project; however, historic aerial imagery from 

January 1990 shows mining occurring 0.14 miles from the future project corridor. The 

entrance road to the mine is off of East Colonial Drive and experiences heavy truck 

traffic. The area contains five reservoirs which developed from pits following removal of 

earth by mining activities.  

 

Documents reported by OCULUS related to Facility 86888 contain two different 

addresses. One address was related to Site 21 and was typically described as north of 

the intersection of East Colonial Drive and Old Cheney Highway. The other address 
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was related to Site 8 at 16861 East Colonial Drive. Inspection of these documents and 

comparison to historic aerial images suggests that Site 21, near the intersection of East 

Colonial Drive and Old Cheney Highway, is the proper location of Facility 86888. An 

FDEP Application for Registration and Annual Report for a Yard Trash Transfer Station 

or a Solid Waste Organics Recycling Facility lists the site location as 19543 East 

Colonial Drive, but lists the mailing address as 16877 East Colonial Drive #322.  

 

The earliest document available on OCULUS was a transcript of the site’s history, which 

began with an inspection report dated September 1998 that found that the site disposed 

of solid waste construction and demolition debris without authorization. This deficiency 

was corrected by removing approximately 3,600 cubic yards of debris and the facility 

continued as a yard waste collection and land clearing waste disposal facility. Regular 

inspections continued until October 2013. Deficiencies were noted over that time 

including improper storage of waste materials and not having a trained spotter on-site to 

oversee disposal operations. No discharge of contaminants was recorded on the FDEP 

database for this site. Yard and land clearing waste was stored on-site until 2009, when 

gradually the waste was removed from the site until completely removed by 2010.  

 

The most recent document on file in OCULUS, an inspection report dated August 6, 

2013, stated that the facility was in compliance and that the facility ceased disposal of 

land clearing debris between 2009 and 2010 but continues to process yard trash. This 

site is separated from the preferred alternative by SR 50. There is no identified record of 

soil or groundwater contamination at this location and the facility was in compliance 

during the most recent inspection, so a risk rating of Low was assigned to this site.  

 
 
 
Site 22-  Orlando Speed World Dragway 
19164 E. Colonial Dr. 
FDEP Database Number: 9700560, 9700558, FLR000014597 
Rating- Medium 
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The Orlando Speed World Dragway is a venue for multiple types of motor sports and 

racing and is a small quantity generator of hazardous waste. A Storage Tank 

Registration Form from June 21, 1995 noted the presence of two USTs. The Orange 

County Environmental Protection Division issued a noncompliance letter following an 

inspection on May 17, 2006 that found the site to be Minor Out of Compliance. The 

inspection revealed that impervious spill containment, secondary containment, and 

dispensing systems did not meet applicable standards. It also cited a failure to report an 

incident within 24 hours. An inspection on April 30, 2007 found the site to be Major Out 

of Compliance and noted the presence of two USTs. Noncompliance issues included 

failure to maintain two-year documentation, failure to mark fillbox covers properly, spill 

containment, dispenser liners and sumps not accessible and not cleaned out, lack of 

insurance or financial responsibility, impervious spill containment, secondary 

containment, and dispensing systems that did not meet applicable standards. The 

facility was found to be in compliance following an inspection on September 24, 2007, 

but was again out of compliance (due to lack of financial responsibility) following an 

inspection on May 6, 2008. Annual inspection reports from 2009 to 2011 found the site 

was in compliance and reported the presence of two ASTs. In 2014 an inspection found 

the site was considered Minor Out of Compliance due to failure to maintain financial 

responsibility, improper purging of tank vapors, failure to remove liquids and sludge 

from tanks, and failure to properly document tank closure. It also stated that two 2,000 

gallon ASTs were removed in late 2012 or early 2013. Proper notification of the tank 

removal and the conditions of the tanks were not reported. Site 22 is approximately 800 

feet south of the preferred alternative and 250 feet south of two existing stormwater 

ponds that are proposed to be used for this project. Because of a history of non-

compliance and because gasoline, diesel fuel, oils, and other contaminants commonly 

associated with automobiles and engines were used on the property, this site is 

assigned a risk rating of Medium. 
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8.0 CONCLUSIONS 
Information was obtained for this report through observations during on-site visits and 

database information from FDEP and USEPA. One brownfield, Site 15, is adjacent to 

the preferred alternative. Multiple auto salvage yards that are not represented in 

regulatory contamination databases are present in the project area. A total of 22 sites 

were identified with potential contamination concerns. After evaluation, 2 of those sites 

were assigned a risk rating of None, 4 sites were assigned a risk rating of Low, 13 sites 

were assigned a risk rating of Medium, and 3 sites were assigned a risk rating of High.  

There are one High-risk, two Medium-risk, and two Low-risk sites proposed for right-of-

way acquisition under the preferred alternative. Additionally, two High-risk sites are 

adjacent to the preferred alternative. Part of one Medium-risk site is proposed for a 

stormwater pond and one Medium-risk site is adjacent to a proposed stormwater pond. 

Medium and High-risk sites are recommended for additional assessment, including soil 

and groundwater testing, if right-of-way acquisition or subsurface work (including 

construction of any structures or stormwater ponds) is proposed on or adjacent to them. 

Anticipated permits could include SJRWMD Environmental Resource and Dewatering 

Permits, a USACE General Permit, and an FDEP Environmental Resource Permit.  



 
 
 

 
 

APPENDIX A: SITE PHOTOGRAPHS  

(MEDIUM- and HIGH-RISK SITES) 



Site 1– Rogers Group #305 Jobsite 
East Colonial Dr (Under the SR 408 Overpass) 

(FDEP Database Number: 9102292) 
Rating- Medium 

 

Photo from beginning of entrance ramp onto SR 408 West, facing east 
 



 
Photo from entrance ramp onto SR 408, facing east 

 



 
Photo from SR 50, facing south 

 
 

  



Site 2- Volkswagon Sales and Service 
12700 E. Colonial Drive (at the intersection of SR 408 and SR 50) 

Rating- Medium 
 

 
Aerial photo from February 2014 

 
 

  



Site 3- Circle K #2708965 (BP Amoco #16873) 
12914 E Colonial Dr 

(FDEP Database Number: 9804439) 
Rating- Medium 

 
Photo from eastern edge of property, facing southwest 

 



Photo from north west corner of property, facing southeast 
 
 
 

  



Site 4- Sunrise Food Mart #11 
14266 E Colonial Dr 

(FDEP Database Number: 8943447) 
Rating- Medium 

 

 
Photo from SR 50, facing south 

 

 
 
 

  



Site 9- BP Gas Station and Circle K 
16891 E. Colonial Drive 

Rating- High 
 

 
Photo from SR 50 facing north 

 
  



Site 10- Circle K #7502 
16959 E. Colonial Drive 

(FDEP Database Number: 8521400) 
Rating- Medium 

 

 

Photo from SR 50 just east of County Road 419, facing northwest 

 



 

Photo from SR 50 and County Road 419 Intersection, facing northeast 

 



 

Photo from County Road 419, facing east 

  



Site 11 Eco Green Auto Parts 
16969 E. Colonial Drive 

Rating- Medium 
 
 

 
Aerial photograph from February 2015 

 



 
Photo from entrance drive, facing northeast 

 



 
Photo from entrance on SR 50, facing north 

 
 



Site 12- Sporty Auto Repair 
250 Story Partin Road 

Rating- Medium 

 

 

Photo of entrance, facing south 

 



 

Photo of automobiles and entrance drive, facing south 

 



 

Aerial photo of Sporty’s Autos 

 

 

 

  



Site 13- Pine Isle Mobile Home Park / Mobile Villa 
607 North Pine Isle Drive / 190 Story Partin Rd 

Rating- High 

 

 

Photo of concrete tank, pipes and barrels, facing west 

 



 

Photo of two settling ponds, facing northwest 

 

 

 

 

 

  



Site 14- Disney Autos 
104 Seminole Trial 

Rating- Medium 

 

 

Photo of entrance sign, facing west 



 

Disney Autos, facing west 

 

 



 

Aerial photo of Disney Autos 

 

 

  



Site 15– Atlantic Gulf Colonial Brownfield – ROCC (Redesignating 
Orange County Communities) 

Located south of SR 50, immediately east of 9th Street and south of Fair Field Street 
(FDEP Database ID: BF2481302000) 

Rating – High 
 

 
Aerial photograph from February 2015 

 



 
Photo from northwest corner of property, facing southeast 

 



 
Photo from northwest corner, facing west 

 



Photo of western edge of property, facing north



Photo of interior of property taken from western edge, facing east



 
Photo of building on property taken from northeast boundary of property, facing southwest 

 
  



 

Site 16- East Orange Automotive 
18776 E. Colonial Drive 

Rating- Medium 
 



 
Aerial photo from February 2015 

 



 
Photo from northwest corner of property, facing southeast 

 



 
 

Photo from entrance drive, facing south 
 



 
Photo entrance drive on north side of property, facing south 

 



 
 

Photo from entrance drive, facing south 

  



Site 18– E & H Car Crushing Company, Inc. 
106 Gloucester St 

(FDEP Database Number: Solid Waste 93235) 
Rating- High 

 

 
Aerial Photograph from February 2015 

 



 
Photo from entrance drive south of SR 50, facing south 

 



 
Photo from Fair Field Street, facing east 



 
Photo from south end of Fair Field Street, facing north 

 



 
Photo from southeast corner of property, facing northwest 

 
  



Site 19- Astro Boy Auto Sales and Service 
18765 E. Colonial Dr. 

Rating- Medium 
 

 
 

Photo from SR 50, facing northeast 

 



 

Photo from southwest corner of property, facing northeast 

 



 

Photo from northwest corner of property, facing southeast 

  



Site 20- R.O. Towing, Paint and Body Shop 
18801 E. Colonial Dr. 

Rating- Medium 
 

 
 

Photo from entrance drive facing northeast 



 
Photo from east end of property, facing west

 
Photo from center of property, facing east  



Site 22- Orlando Speed World Dragway 
19164 E. Colonial Drive 

9700560, 9700558, FLR000014597 
Rating- Medium 

 

 

 
Aerial photo of Orlando Speed World Dragway 

 
  



 
Photo of Orlando Speed World Dragway from SR 50, facing south 
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Site 1 Rogers Group 

  











FDEP Scoring Review  
Deliverable Date: March 06, 2008    

Latitude: 28º 33' 55" N Longitude: 81º 11' 30" WFacilityID: 489102292

Discharge 
Date Discharge ID Program

Eligibility 
Date Eligibility

Previous 
Score

New 
Score

Well Survey 
Requested:

07/06/2007

Scoring Date: 03/05/2008

Scored by: John Bachmann

Requested by: Orange County Area II

Comments: Distance between DOH and STCM site coordinates is 63.5 ft.

RODGERS GROUP #305 JOBSITE
E COLONIAL DR
ORLANDO, FL 

07/20/1988 8373 EDI02/22/1991 INELIGIBLE 5 9

Thursday, March 06, 2008 Page 1 of 2



FDEP Scoring Review  
Deliverable Date: March 06, 2008    

Latitude: 28º 33' 55" N Longitude: 81º 11' 30" WFacilityID: 489102292

Threat to Uncontaminated Drinking Water Supplies
1. Uncontaminated municipal or community well fields of greater than 100,000 gallons per day permitted 
capacity with a well within 1/2 mile of the site (30 points).

a. If the well field's 1 foot draw down contour is known to encompass the site regardless of the well field's 
distance from the site (20 points).

b. If the well field is located down gradient of the site (5 points).

3. Uncontaminated surface water body used as a public water system supply within 1/2 mile of the site (10 
points).

Fire/Explosion Hazard
1. Free product or volatilized petroleum products at or above 20% of the Lower Explosive Limit (LEL) in existing 
utility conduits or vaults, buildings or other inhabited confined spaces (60 points).

2. Ignitable free product on surface waters or impoundments (60 points).
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

2. Uncontaminated private wells constructed prior to date of contamination discovery, or uncontaminated public 
water system well field with less than 100,000 gallons per day permitted capacity with a well within 1/4 mile of the 
site (20 points).

a. If the well field's 1 foot drawn down contour is known to encompass the site regardless of the well field's 
distance from the site (10 points).

b. If the well field is located down gradient of the site (15 points).

Migration Potential
1. Source Characteristics (select only one)
a. Recent spills or free product found in wells/boreholes (4 points) except free product of 2 inches or more in 2 
or more wells/boreholes (6 points).
b. Recent product loss or wells/groundwater contaminated but no free product (2 points).

2. Product Type (select only one)
a. Light petroleum product (kerosene, gasoline, aviation fuel and similar petroleum products) with water 
soluble additives or enhancers (MTBE, ethanol and similar substances) (3 points).
b. Light petroleum product with no additives or enhancers (2 points).
c. Heavy petroleum product (fuel oil, diesel and similar petroleum products) (1 point).

Environmental Setting
1. Site located in G-1 aquifer (4 points) or G-2 aquifer (2 points).

2. Site located in a high recharge permeability geological area (4 points).

3. Site located within 1/2 mile of an Outstanding Florida Water (1 point).

2

1

2

4

0

Total:  9

Thursday, March 06, 2008 Page 2 of 2



Site 3 Circle K 16873 

  

































FDEP Scoring Review  
Deliverable Date: May 06, 2009    

Latitude: 28º 33' 53.9892" N Longitude: 81º 11' 12.1235" WFacilityID: 489804439

Discharge 
Date Discharge ID Program

Eligibility 
Date Eligibility

Previous 
Score

New 
Score

Well Survey 
Requested:

07/06/2007

Scoring Date: 05/05/2009

Scored by: Alan Sakole

Requested by: Orange County Area II

Comments: Distance between DOH and STCM site coordinates is 11.1ft

BP AMOCO #16873
12914 E COLONIAL DR
ORLANDO, FL 32817

11/14/2006 57616 0 31

Wednesday, May 06, 2009 Page 1 of 2



FDEP Scoring Review  
Deliverable Date: May 06, 2009    

Latitude: 28º 33' 53.9892" N Longitude: 81º 11' 12.1235" WFacilityID: 489804439

Threat to Uncontaminated Drinking Water Supplies
1. Uncontaminated municipal or community well fields of greater than 100,000 gallons per day permitted 
capacity with a well within 1/2 mile of the site (30 points).

a. If the well field's 1 foot draw down contour is known to encompass the site regardless of the well field's 
distance from the site (20 points).
PWSID 3484264

b. If the well field is located down gradient of the site (5 points).

3. Uncontaminated surface water body used as a public water system supply within 1/2 mile of the site (10 
points).

Fire/Explosion Hazard
1. Free product or volatilized petroleum products at or above 20% of the Lower Explosive Limit (LEL) in existing 
utility conduits or vaults, buildings or other inhabited confined spaces (60 points).

2. Ignitable free product on surface waters or impoundments (60 points).
0

0

0

20

0

0

0

0

0

2. Uncontaminated private wells constructed prior to date of contamination discovery, or uncontaminated public 
water system well field with less than 100,000 gallons per day permitted capacity with a well within 1/4 mile of the 
site (20 points).

a. If the well field's 1 foot drawn down contour is known to encompass the site regardless of the well field's 
distance from the site (10 points).

b. If the well field is located down gradient of the site (15 points).

Migration Potential
1. Source Characteristics (select only one)
a. Recent spills or free product found in wells/boreholes (4 points) except free product of 2 inches or more in 2 
or more wells/boreholes (6 points).
b. Recent product loss or wells/groundwater contaminated but no free product (2 points).

2. Product Type (select only one)
a. Light petroleum product (kerosene, gasoline, aviation fuel and similar petroleum products) with water 
soluble additives or enhancers (MTBE, ethanol and similar substances) (3 points).
b. Light petroleum product with no additives or enhancers (2 points).
c. Heavy petroleum product (fuel oil, diesel and similar petroleum products) (1 point).

Environmental Setting
1. Site located in G-1 aquifer (4 points) or G-2 aquifer (2 points).

2. Site located in a high recharge permeability geological area (4 points).

3. Site located within 1/2 mile of an Outstanding Florida Water (1 point).

2

3

2

4

0

Total:  31

Wednesday, May 06, 2009 Page 2 of 2
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Storage Tank Facility Annual Compliance Site Inspection Report

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Facility Information:

Facility ID:

Facility Name:

Latitude:

Longitude:

LL Method: DPHO

81° 7' 47.5484''

28° 33' 40.9193''

ORLANDO, FL 32820

16891 E COLONIAL DR

CIRCLE K #2708972

9101787

Mineral Acid Tanks:

USTs:

# Of  Inspected ASTs:

Facility Type:

Inspection Date:

0

2

0

A -Retail Station

03/26/2014

Inspection Result:

Description:

Result :

Facility is Minor Out of Compliance.

Minor Out of Compliance

County: ORANGE

12/01/2013Effective Date: 12/01/2014Expiration Date:

Financial Responsibility

IRONSHORE SPECIALTY INSURANCE COInsurance Carrier:

INSURANCEFinancial Responsibility:

Findings:

Class A Owner Training Certificates are present.
Class B Maintenance Training Certificates are present.
Class C Operator Training Certificates are present.

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

(407) 836-1400

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened Date: 03/25/2014 Page 1 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9101787

Steve A. Cottrell
INSPECTOR  NAME

INSPECTOR  SIGNATURE

Tim Norman, Tech, Envirotrac
REPRESENTATIVE  NAME

REPRESENTATIVE  SIGNATURE

Owners of UST facilities are reminded that the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 requires Operator
Training at all facilities by August 8, 2012. For further information please visit:
http://www.dep.state.fl.us/waste/categories/tanks/pages/op_train.htm

ReviewedResultsType Date
Completed

System Tests
Next Due
Date

Comment

Completed Tests

07/16/2014PassedAnnual Inline Leak Detector
Test

07/16/2013 03/31/2014 By Valley

07/16/2014PassedAnnual Operability Test 07/16/2013 03/31/2014 By Valley

Reviewed Records

From Date To DateRecord Category Record Type Reviewed Record
Comment

03/26/2014 03/26/2014Life Time Written Release
Detection Response
Level Info

09/28/2012 03/26/2014Two Years Monthly Maint. Visual
Examinations and
Results

12/01/2012 03/26/2014Two Years Certificate of Financial
Responsiblity

09/28/2012 03/26/2014Two Years Electronic Release
Detection Equip. Monthly
Checks

New Violations

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-761.640(4)(a)4., 62-761.640(4)(a)3., 62-761.640(4)(a)2., 62-761.640(4)(a)1.

Explanation: PLLDs show no data for 0.2 gph test.
Line Leak Detectors 0.2 gph test not being performed as required.

Violation Text: UST line leak detector cannot detect a 3.0 gph discharge; not tested annually.

Corrective Action: Within 30 days, provide proof that the 0.2 gph test of the Line Leak Detectors are being
performed OR provide proof that the due to the configuration of the Leak Detection
System the test is not required.   Send documentation to the Inspector at
steve.cottrell@ocfl.net or by fax at 407-836-1417.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Activity Opened Date: 03/25/2014 Page 2 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9101787

Rule: 62-761.600(1)(a)2.

Explanation: PUL fill sump has communication alarm, sensor may be bad, no liquid in sump.

Violation Text: Not installed, calibrated, operated, and maintained per manufacturer's specifications.

Corrective Action: Within 30 days, have the sensor checked for operability, repaired and needed  and the
alarm cleared.  When the work is complete, contact the Inspector at 407-558-0744 or at
steve.cottrell@ocfl.net to schedule a re-inspection.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-761.700(1)(a)3.c., 62-761.700(1)(a)3.b., 62-761.700(1)(a)3.a.

Explanation: RUL STP head, riser, pipe fittings and conduit are severely corroded.

Violation Text: Not repaired per NFPA 30 or other applicable standards.

Corrective Action: Within 30 days, have the corrosion treated and the STP heads, risers, pipe fittings and
conduit painted to control corrosion.  When the work is complete, contact the Inspector
at 407-558-0744 or at steve.cottrell@ocfl.net to schedule a re-inspection.

2014-03-26 RUL STP corrosion Circle K #8972

03/31/2014Added Date

Violation Photos

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-761.710(2)(h), 62-761.710(2)(g), 62-761.710(2)(f), 62-761.710(2)(e), 62-
761.710(2)(d), 62-761.710(2)(c), 62-761.710(2)(b), 62-761.710(2)(a)

Explanation: Monthly records prior to September 2012 not available, no records from previous Owner
Operator.

Violation Text: Records requiring 2 year documentation period not kept by facility.

Corrective Action: For future inspections, always maintain a minimum of two years of records for review by
the Inspector.

Inspection Comments

Annual Compliance Inspection
Arrival time: 0900 hrs

03/31/2014

Activity Opened Date: 03/25/2014 Page 3 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9101787

Inspection Comments

At the time of inspection:
Current Placard available
Cover page information verified.
Lat-Lon coordinates verified.
Current and previous years Financial Responsibility are available
Current and previous years Certification of Financial Responsibility are available.
Written Release Detection Response Level available
Release detection is monthly electronic and visual inspections
Monthly records available and recorded correctly, except monthly records prior to September 2012 not
available, no records from previous Owner Operator.
Current and previous years Annual Operability of the Leak Monitor and Line Leak Detector test records are
available, all passed.
PLLDs show monthly passing of 3.0 gph but no data for 0.2 gph test.
Tank interstitials are brine-filled, Breach of Integrity exempt.

Fill port covers are properly marked.
Spill buckets are mostly dry and in good condition. Secondaries appear to have proper integrity.
Drop tubes are present and equipped with ball float valves for overfill protection.
Piping sumps are mostly dry and clean, sensors are in correct position.
RUL STP heads, risers, pipe fittings and conduit are severely corroded.
Dispenser sumps are mostly dry and clean.
Shear valves appear to be properly anchored.
All fuel hoses and breakaways are in good condition.
Tank monitor is a Veeder-Root, all sensors show Normal, except PUL fill sump has communication alarm,
sensor may be bad, no liquid in sump.

NOTE: All access to dispensers, piping sumps, spill buckets, etc. was provide by Tim Norman, Site
Representative for Circle K.

Signed Report sent on March 31, 2014 via e-mail to:
Fran Franconi at:  ffrancon@circlek.com

Activity Opened Date: 03/25/2014 Page 4 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Storage Tank Facility Annual Compliance Site Inspection Report

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Facility Information:

Facility ID:

Facility Name:

Latitude:

Longitude:

LL Method: DPHO

81° 7' 47.5484''

28° 33' 40.9193''

ORLANDO, FL 32820

16891 E COLONIAL DR

CIRCLE K #2708972

9101787

Mineral Acid Tanks:

USTs:

# Of  Inspected ASTs:

Facility Type:

Inspection Date:

0

2

0

A -Retail Station

03/26/2015

Inspection Result:

Description:

Result :

Facility is Minor Out of Compliance.

Minor Out of Compliance

County: ORANGE

12/01/2014Effective Date: 12/01/2015Expiration Date:

Financial Responsibility

IRONSHORE SPECIALTY INSURANCE COInsurance Carrier:

INSURANCEFinancial Responsibility:

Findings:

Class A Owner Training Certificates are present.
Class B Maintenance Training Certificates are present.
Class C Operator Training Certificates are present.

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

(407) 836-1400

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened Date: 03/26/2015 Page 1 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9101787

Steve A. Cottrell
INSPECTOR  NAME

INSPECTOR  SIGNATURE

Tim Norman
REPRESENTATIVE  NAME

REPRESENTATIVE  SIGNATURE

Owners of UST facilities are reminded that the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 requires Operator
Training at all facilities by August 8, 2012. For further information please visit:
http://www.dep.state.fl.us/waste/categories/tanks/pages/op_train.htm

ReviewedResultsType Date
Completed

System Tests
Next Due
Date

Comment

Completed Tests

06/30/2015PassedAnnual Inline Leak Detector
Test

06/30/2014 03/31/2015 By Valley

06/30/2015PassedAnnual Operability Test 06/30/2014 03/31/2015 By Valley

Reviewed Records

From Date To DateRecord Category Record Type Reviewed Record
Comment

03/26/2015 03/26/2015Life Time Written Release
Detection Response
Level Info

03/26/2013 03/26/2015Two Years Monthly Maint. Visual
Examinations and
Results

12/01/2013 03/26/2015Two Years Certificate of Financial
Responsiblity

03/26/2013 03/26/2015Two Years Electronic Release
Detection Equip. Monthly
Checks

New Violations

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-761.600(1)(a)2.

Explanation: PUL secondary fill sensor is in alarm, no liquid present in containment.

Violation Text: Not installed, calibrated, operated, and maintained per manufacturer's specifications.

Corrective Action: Within 30 days, have the sensor repaired or replaced to restore proper function.  When
the work is complete, immediately contact the Inspector at 407-558-0744 or at
steve.cottrell@ocfl.net to schedule a re-inspection.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-761.700(1)(a)3.c., 62-761.700(1)(a)3.b., 62-761.700(1)(a)3.a.

Activity Opened Date: 03/26/2015 Page 2 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9101787

Explanation: RUL STP head, riser, pipe fittings and conduit have severe corrosion.

Violation Text: Not repaired per NFPA 30 or other applicable standards.

Corrective Action: Within 30 days, have the corrosion treated and the STP head, riser, pipe fittings and
conduit painted to control corrosion.  When the work is complete, immediately contact
the Inspector at 407-558-0744 or at steve.cottrell@ocfl.net to schedule a re-inspection.

2015-03-26 RUL STP corrosion Circle K #8972

03/31/2015Added Date

Violation Photos

Site Visit Comments

At the time of inspection:
Fill port covers are properly marked.
Spill buckets are mostly dry and in good condition.
PUL secondary fill sensor is in alarm, no liquid present in containment.
Drop tubes are present and equipped with ball valves for overfill protection.
STP sumps are mostly dry and clean, sensor in correct position.
RUL STP heads, riser, pipe fittings and conduit have severe corrosion.
Dispenser sump is mostly dry and clean.
Shear valves appear to be properly anchored.
All fuel hoses and breakaways are in good condition.
Tank monitor is a Veeder-Root, interstitial sensors show normal.

03/26/2015

Inspection Comments

Annual Compliance Inspection
Arrival time: 1040 hrs

Records Review:
Current Placard available
Cover page information verified.
Lat-Lon coordinates verified.
Current and previous year Financial Responsibility are available
Current and previous year Certification of Financial Responsibility are available.
Written Release Detection Response Level available
Release detection is monthly electronic and visual inspections
Monthly records available and recorded correctly.

03/31/2015

Activity Opened Date: 03/26/2015 Page 3 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9101787

Inspection Comments

Current and previous year Annual Operability of the Leak Monitor and Line Leak Detector test records are
available, all passed.
Breach of Integrity test exempt, brine-filled interstitials.

NOTE: All access to dispensers sumps, piping sumps, spill buckets, etc. was provide by Site Representative.

Signed Report sent on March 31, 2015 via e-mail to:
Fran Franconi at:  ffrancon@circlek.com

Activity Opened Date: 03/26/2015 Page 4 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road, Tallahassee, Florida, 32399-2400

Division of Waste Management
Petroleum Storage Systems

Storage Tank Facility Annual Compliance Site Inspection Report

Facility Information:
9101787
A - Retail Station
CIRCLE K #2708972
16891 E COLONIAL DR
ORLANDO, FL 32820-1910
28° 33' 40.9193''
81° 7' 47.5484''
DPHO

County: ORANGE Inspection Date: 03/30/2017

# of Inspected ASTs: 0
USTs: 2

Mineral Acid Tanks: 0

Facility ID:
Facility Type:
Facility Name:

Latitude:
Longitude:
LL Method:

Inspection Result:
Result: In Compliance

Also Performed:

INSURANCE

IRONSHORE SPECIALTY INSURANCE CO

Financial Responsibility:

Financial Responsibility:

Insurance Carrier:

Effective Date: Expiration Date:12/01/2016 12/01/2017

Findings:
Class A Owner Training Certificates are present.
Class B Maintenance Training Certificates are present.

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

(407) 836-1499

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened 03/30/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 1 of 4



Facility ID: 9101787

Steve A. Cottrell

Inspector NAME

Inspector Signature

Tom Norman, Comp Tech, Envirotrac

Representative NAME

Representative Signature

Completed System Tests

Date
Completed

Results Reviewed Next Due Comment
Date

Type

Annual Operability
Test

05/12/2016 Passed 03/31/2017 05/12/2017 By Valley

Annual Inline Leak
Detector Test

05/12/2016 Passed 03/31/2017 05/12/2017 By Valley

Reviewed Records

Record Category Record Type From Date To Date Reviewed Record
Comment

Two Years Electronic Release
Detection Equip.
Monthly Checks

03/30/2015 03/30/2017

Two Years Monthly Maint.
Visual Examinations
and Results

03/30/2015 03/30/2017

Two Years Certificate of
Financial
Responsiblity

12/01/2015 03/30/2017

Activity Opened 03/30/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 2 of 4



Facility ID: 9101787

03/30/2017

At the time of inspection:
Fill port covers are properly marked.
Spill buckets are mostly dry and in good condition, secondary sumps appear dry.
Drop tubes are present and equipped with ball valves for overfill protection.
Piping sumps are mostly dry and clean, sensors are in correct position.
Dispenser sumps are mostly dry and clean.
Shear valves appear to be properly anchored.
All fuel hoses and breakaways are in good condition.
Tank monitor is a Veeder-Root, all sensors show Normal.

Site Visit Comments

Inspection Comments

03/31/2017

Annual Compliance Inspection
Arrival time: 0730 hrs

Records reviewed:
Current Placard available
Cover page information verified.  Facility contact has not been updated with 30 days of change.
Violation cited and resolved during the inspection.
Lat-Lon coordinates verified.
Current and previous year Financial Responsibility are available
Current and previous year Certification of Financial Responsibility are available.
Release detection is monthly electronic and visual inspections
Monthly records are available and recorded correctly.
Current and previous year Annual Operability of the Leak Monitor and Line Leak Detector test
records are available, all passed.

NOTE: All access to dispenser sumps, piping sumps, spill buckets, etc. was provided by the site
representative.

Signed Report sent on March 31, 2017 via e-mail to:
Ramon Inciong at:  RInciong@circlek.com

Inspection Photos

Activity Opened 03/30/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 3 of 4



Facility ID: 9101787

03/31/2017

2017-03-30 Fac view looking N, Circle K #8972

Added Date

Activity Opened 03/30/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 4 of 4



Site 10 Circle K 7502 

 

  

















































































































































































ANNUAL INTERSTICE INTEGRITY TEST

Testing shall be in accordance with the approved and certified TTI testing protocols.

TANK #1 START: 2:00PM STOP: 3:05PM PASS: X FAIL:

COMMENTS:

Tank Capacity: PASS: X FAIL:
Tank Contents:
Seal Number:

TANK #2 START: 2:00PM STOP: 3:05PM PASS: X FAIL:

COMMENTS:

Tank Capacity: PASS: X FAIL:
Tank Contents:
Seal Number:

TANK #3 START: 2:00PM STOP: 3:05PM PASS: X FAIL:

COMMENTS:

Tank Capacity: PASS: X FAIL:
Tank Contents:
Seal Number:

TANK #4 START: 10:15AM STOP: 3:05PM PASS: X FAIL:

COMMENTS:

Tank Capacity: PASS: X FAIL:
Tank Contents:
Seal Number:

Date:

TELEPHONE: TANK TECH TECHNICIAN ACMA NUMBER

CK#7502

SITE ADDRESS AND TELEPHONE NUMBER:
Monday, November 09, 2015

STORE NAME:

ADDRESS:

1-407-568-5617

16959 E. Hwy 50, Bithlo, Fl. 32826

BI-ANNUAL INTERSTICE INTEGRITY TEST - 10"Hg (4.91PSI VACUUM) TEST PERIOD - 1 HOUR (20% DEVIATION ALLOWED)

10K PROBE TEST:
Unleaded 2 JU16950 INITIALS:

BI-ANNUAL INTERSTICE INTEGRITY TEST - 10"Hg (4.91PSI VACUUM) TEST PERIOD - 1 HOUR (20% DEVIATION ALLOWED)

10K PROBE TEST:
Unleaded JU16945 INITIALS:

BI-ANNUAL INTERSTICE INTEGRITY TEST - 10"Hg (4.91PSI VACUUM) TEST PERIOD - 1 HOUR (20% DEVIATION ALLOWED)

10K PROBE TEST:
Diesel JU16934 INITIALS:

BI-ANNUAL INTERSTICE INTEGRITY TEST - 10"Hg (4.91PSI VACUUM) TEST PERIOD - 1 HOUR (20% DEVIATION ALLOWED)

10K PROBE TEST:
Premium JU16935 INITIALS:



Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road, Tallahassee, Florida, 32399-2400

Division of Waste Management
Petroleum Storage Systems

Storage Tank Facility Installation Site Inspection Report

Facility Information:
8521400
A - Retail Station
CIRCLE K #7502
16959 E COLONIAL DR (E HWY 50)
ORLANDO, FL 32820-1912
28° 33' 39.0038''
81° 7' 44.5696''
DPHO

County: ORANGE Inspection Date: 06/06/2017

# of Inspected ASTs: 0
USTs: 1

Mineral Acid Tanks: 0

Facility ID:
Facility Type:
Facility Name:

Latitude:
Longitude:
LL Method:

Inspection Result:
Result: In Compliance

Also Performed:

INSURANCE

IRONSHORE SPECIALTY INSURANCE CO

Financial Responsibility:

Financial Responsibility:

Insurance Carrier:

Effective Date: Expiration Date:12/01/2016 12/01/2017

Findings:

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

(407) 836-1499

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened 06/06/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 1 of 4



Facility ID: 8521400

Steve A. Cottrell

Inspector NAME

Inspector Signature

Valerie Burmudez

Representative NAME

Representative Signature

Completed System Tests

Date
Completed

Results Reviewed Next Due Comment
Date

Type

Annual Inline Leak
Detector Test

10/19/2016 Passed 03/31/2017 10/19/2017 By Valley

Annual Operability
Test

10/19/2016 Passed 03/31/2017 10/19/2017 By Valley

Cathodic Survey 09/22/2016 Passed 03/31/2017 09/22/2017 By Tanknology

Breach of Integrity
Test

11/09/2015 Passed 12/21/2016 11/09/2017 Tank Tech

06/06/2017

On this date, the Inspector verified that the new RUL #1 primary bucket has been installed.  The
Contractor again demonstrated the integrity of the new bucket by successfully re-testing with
vacuum at 30 inches of water column for 1 minute. The Inspector witnessed the passing test.

Site Visit Comments

Activity Opened 06/06/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 2 of 4



Facility ID: 8521400

Inspection Comments

06/13/2017

This inspection is for the closure (removal and replacement) of the RUL #1 primary bucket insert.
The Contractor is Valley Tank Testing, contact is Brian Berkle (813-671-9065).

During a recent inspection, the RUL #1 spill bucket secondary port riser was not fastened to the
bottom of the primary bucket and could not be replaced.  Since it was an emergency repair, the
Inspector was not notified until after the work was completed, proper notification was not provided,
violation was cited and resolved during the inspection.

2017-04-27
The Contractor installed the EMCO Wheaton primary bucket stainless steel insert A1005 (EQ-
#764R) and successfully vacuum tested the bucket per the manufacturer specifications at 30 inches
of water column for 1 minute.  Vacuum reading at conclusion of test did not go below 30 inches of
water column.  The Inspector did not witness the installation.

Signed Report sent on June 13, 2017 via e-mail to:
Graham Biggs at:  gbiggs@circlek.com

Inspection Photos

06/13/2017

2017-06-06 Fac view looking E, Circle K #7502

Added Date 06/13/2017

2017-06-06 RUL #1 bucket, Circle K #7502

Added Date

Activity Opened 06/06/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 3 of 4



Facility ID: 8521400

06/13/2017

2017-06-06 RUL #1 vac testing, Circle K #7502

Added Date

Activity Opened 06/06/2017 Steve A. CottrellPage 4 of 4



Site 11 Eco Green 

  

























































Site 12 Sporty’s Auto Care 

  





























































































Site 14 Disney Auto 

 

  

























,..•"·-··-·-:... ..... , ....... · ..... .:;' .. ;t~·~:j:·.):· 

INSPECTION FILE CHECKLIST 

0 Inspector's notes 

Inspector's report 

0 Draft Report with FDEP Comments 

0 Final Report (report, SWPPP checklist, photo log) 

J Inspector Recommendation form 

0 

0 

0 

Letter 
Compliance - Filer 
Compliance- Non Filer 
Non-Compliance 

o Certified Mail (if applicable) 
Mail Receipt 

- Green Card 

o COMET Data Entry 
Date ----

o PCS Data Entry 
Date ----

o Site Map 

o Location Map 

o Inspection Sign In Sheet 

0 

0 

0 

Any paper work collected at the site 
o SWPPP 
o Facility Inspection Forms 
o Site Plans 
o Other 

Warning 
Notice of Violation 
Other 



~ ~ 
fl', . ..i,ECTOR RECOMMENDATION FLAM 

File # FLROSE268 

Is the pennittee I project out of compliance? ONo 

If yes, choose one of the follomng options: 

No Action n' .... J 

Non-compliance Letter 

Warning Letter n . ... J 

Notice of Violation n 

Case Report I Temporary Injunction 

CEM Comments 

Concur wth enforcemmt nYes 

Comments: Send a copy of the report to Lu Burson in the Central District of FDEP 

Directed Action: Do not send a letter to the site. 



NOTICE OF INTENT 
TO USE' ' 

MULTI-SECTOR GENERIC PERMIT FOR 
STORMW ATER DISCHARGE 

ASSOCIATED WITH INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY 
,, (RULE 62-621.300(5), F.A.C.) 

This fonn is to be completed and submitted to the Department before use of the Multi-Sector Generic Permit for Stormwater 
Discharge Associated with Industrial Activity (MSGP) provided in Rule 62-621.300(5), F.A.C. The type of facility or 
activity that qualifies for use of this generic permit, the conditions of the permit, and additional requirements to request 
coverage are specified in Rule 62-621.300(5)(a), F.A.C. Note that additional requirements for requesting coverage include 
submittal of the applicable generic permit fee pursuant to Rule 62-4.050, F.A.C. You should familiarize yourself with the 
generic permit and the attached instructions before completing this form. Please print or type information in the 

:.ppr:~:~::~::::NUMBER' Fadlity!D 0 6-C f;l e No# 00 .o53o 

II. APPLICANT INFORMATION: ID ~ r.LR. oooo \fb So 8 

A. Operator Name: • 

B. Address: 

C. City: 

F. Operator Status: 

III. FACILITY LOCATION INFORMATION: 

'\ 

A. Facility Name: 

B. Street Address: 

35 
F. County: 0 f~(A Y) " Longitude: 0 

I. Water Management District: S .::r R W M 
J. Facility Contact: mJ n(} 5 f e ,- 6 m h K. Phone No.{p/q- (p6/,... 7 0 

~~:~~/'iCq ~:?~ ~ ~ uJf ~ t<Jlf-~Cj 
~ J.uct~. Pagelof5 . I- '!Dr~ zts= ~~~7 

DEP Form 62-621.300(5)(b) 
Effective October 22, 2000 



_.,......,.. 

IV. FACILITY ACTIVITYINFORMATION: 

B. Monitoring cod@ 2, 3, or 4): I C. Will construction be conducted for stormwater controls? DYes ~No 
~·:;';;.·,;,2,;0·- .. ~ .:pi ":i, ·Y~iit~ ERPNo.: WastewaterPermitNo.: Other(specify): 

.. D. Other Existing Permits/! 
--:-'· .. ··':/_:·· -~ ·-. ·. =--~~:"t'·! 

V. DISCHARGE INFOR.iVIATION 

I A. MS4 Operator Name: 

Outfall 
No. De g. 

Latitude 

Min. 

VI. CERTIFICATION1
: 

Sec. 

Longitude 
Receiving Water Name 

De g. Min. Sec. 

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in 
accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information 
submitted.' Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system or those persons directly responsible for 
gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and 
complete. I am a ware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fme 
and imprisonment for knowing violations. 

\ 

lNa~~,~~~~ P~~iai Ji~l,~· .<i~f?t.hWLt.k/:J-JJfl).l!J•··•(2,· -•·15.Ln@f~l'!!;f:",~;···:·,~:~~~;Yi/Jj~~cs/. ew ~r 

Sig 

1 Signatory requirements are contained in Rule 62-620.305, F.A.C. 

DEP Form 62-621.300(5)(b) 
Effective October 22, 2000 

Page 2 of5 

Date Signed: 



- J 
lndust'rial 
Stormwater De:partrnent of 
Inspection Report Erlvi:n~orDm~wital Pm$.otection _ ...... 
Physical location or Address: 

On Site Representative{s) 

Responsible Corporate Official(s) 

Inspection Date 

t------------------1 Entry Time: 
Hydrologic Conditions 

WAFRID: 

lat: long: Exit Time: 

Water Management District: 

County 

Title 

Title 

No. cf Emp;oyoos. 

No. dS'li!t 

Hours of Oper<rtior. 

Additional Permit: 

Perm~ Number: 
Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

Sizr~ of Pr(~1f::1y (acrr-:s). 

Years At Location: 

Company/Organization 

Company/Organization 

Telephone 

Telephone 



. O.epa.f1tnent. (lf 
Industrial 
Stormwater 
Inspection Repo Envi m~nrriental .P~~~te(}tif1ri. 

Industrial Profile/Activity: Information on facility (i.e., what does the facility do, manufacturing, recycling, etc.) 
Do they manage hazardous waste? If so, what is done with the waste? Who transports? Look for manifests. 

Permit: Specific Details about the permit (i.e., generic, special conditions, etc.). 

Storm Water: Do they know where flow goes? Where are the discharge/receiving points? 

Records/Reports: Information about SWPPP and SPCC , if applicable. (See SWPPP Checklist if appropriate.) 

Facility Site Review: Information about maintenance areas, storage of materials, location of tanks, etc. Check for drains. 
Where do they go? May have to ask operator to move equipment or other things. 

Operations and Maintenance: Information about operation and maintenance of areas exposed to stormwater (i.e., vehicle 
salvage yards, storage tank areas, debris, loading docks, etc.) 



Current and Up-to-date? 0 

If Yes, List Occurence(s) 



.:.~ ' ' 

Notes: 



De·a1a~i:mnt11t. of· 
fliiii~··Et'1Wiml(»l'imtlem1t·kll· p~1.ot~·~·itiott ·. · 

MSGP#: 

Multi Sector Generic Permit (MSGP) 
Inspection Notice Form 

This is a notice that an NPDES Stom1water inspection was conducted at your facility 
___________ by a contractor for the Florida Department of Environmental 
Protection on __ ! __ ! __ . According to section 62-621.300(5)(c), F.A.C., facilities which full 
under various SIC Codes specified in the MSGP are subject to NPDES stormwater requirements. The 
purpose ofthe inspection is to determine compliance with all applicable requirements under the MSGP. 

Names of Attendees: Organization/Company: Phone Number: 



Industrial 
...::; .).! 

Stormwater 
Inspection Report 

FL 32833 

CA 92037-

Responsible Corporate Official(s) 

Hydrologic Conditions: Below Normal 
Lat: ( Long: ( 

Water Management District: 

St. Johns River 
County: 

Orange 

No. of Employees: 

No. of Shifts 

Hours of Operation: 

Permit Number: 
Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

Size of Property (acres): 

Years At Location: 

Telephone 

Title Company/Organization Telephone 

A,J 

!old J'U.-'L f~/- 6~ e-A.V-u ~ l..;et w--- C.,__/, kA./,.4 ~ t-vov let vu I- ?<--
1-c ~ ~,.-< .t/l._ ft...<_ 'AJS/?c~c~ (1M- s;_;t;_ ...v~s L.xk-.1 ). S: iv- sc..:L 

h~~X--v~· A:· .s 5'£s ~ c..o-u-~ ~ ~ d 5'.vt...e.-dv ~ :1-~~ ; - .r 

I t4c..-? ,.",v ~A-Ce...w.../~Y. I rlev.er r~'-e·ve/ t.._ ;f?lavV- c-bC . 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 



' . 
Industrial 

..... ..: u 

Stormwater 
Inspection Report 

Depar1rn nt of 
Ea1P~Iim?onnnenta~ Pl,otection 

Industrial Profile/Activity: Information on facility (i.e., what does the facility do, manufacturing, recycling, etc.) 
Do they manage hazardous waste? If so, what is done with the waste? Who transports? Look for manifests. 

Permit: Specific Details about the permit (i.e., individual/general, special conditions, etc.). 

According to FAC 62-621.300(5)(c), the facility is required to submit an NOI to discharge stormwater. 

Stormwater: Do they know where flow goes? Where are the discharge/receiving points? Is ,there significant erosion? 

Records/Reports: Information about SWPPP and SPCC , if applicable. (See SWPPP Checklist if appropriate.) 

Facility Site Review: Information about maintenance areas, storage of materials, location of entrance roads, etc. 

Operations and Maintenance: Information about operation and maintenance of areas exposed to stormwater (i.e., vehicle salvage 
yards, storage tank areas, debris, loading docks, etc.) 



Industrial 
"II ' ';J. 

Stormwater 
I ns·pection Report 

Disney Auto Dismantler 
104 Seminole Trail 
Orlando FL 32833 

Alternate Address: 

Disney Auto Dismantler 
7301 Via Capri 
La Jolla CA 92037-

On Site Representative(s) 

Aminolsharieh-Bahman 

Responsible Corporate Official(s) 

Aminolsharieh-Bahman 

1Jepar1ltment of 
n~nenta~ Pl,ote,~tion 

WAFR ID: 

Hydrologic Conditions: Below Normal 
Lat: Long: 

Water Management District: 

St. Johns River 
County: 

Orange 

No. of Employees: 

No. of Shifts 

Hours of Operation: 

Title 

Owner 

Title 

Owner 

Exit Time: 

Additional Permit: 

Permit Number: 
Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

Company/Organization 

Disney Auto Dismantler 

Company/Organization 

Disney Auto Dismantler 

Telephone 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

(858) 551-7670 

Telephone 

(858) 551-7670 



Industrial 
.• ' ...... 

Stormwater Oepau1:ment of 
EnvHuzonRnenta~ Pu1~otection 

' 

Inspection Report 

Industrial Profile/Activity: Information on facility (i.e., what does the facility do, manufacturing, recycling, etc.) 
Do they manage hazardous waste? If so, what is done with the waste? Who transports? Look for manifests. 

The facility is under consent order from the FDEP office in Orlando. The inspector contacted the facility owner for an appointment for the 
week of August 13, 2001. The owner told the inspector that his sister would call him during the week of August 13, 2001 to confirm an 
appointment and meet him at the facility. The owner lives in California. The owner's sister did not call the inspector; the inspector visited 
the site and found it locked. The owner's son called the inspector on September'12 and said he was in town for a few days, and asked if 
an appointment was available that week. Our inspectors were unable to be in Orlando during the time the owner's son was in Orlando. 
The site is closed to business and is for sale. 

Permit: Specific Details about the permit (i.e., individual/general, special conditions, etc.). 

According to FAC 62-621.300(5), Auto Salvage (SIC Code 5015) are required to submit an NOI to discharge stormwater. The site is 
operating under MSGP # FLR05A586, as required. 

The site is rated "satisfactory." 

Stormwater: Do they know where flow goes? Where are the discharge/receiving points? Is there significant erosion? 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 

Records/Reports: Information about SWPPP and SPCC , if applicable. (See SWPPP Checklist if appropriate.) 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 

Facility Site Review: Information about maintenance areas, storage of materials, location of entrance roads, etc. 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 

Operations and Maintenance: Information about operation and maintenance of areas exposed to stormwater (i.e., vehicle salvage 
yards, storage tank areas, debris, loading docks, etc.) 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 



(. ' _ .. IDe par1rne 111 
lEn vi u~o ~11n.e ntal Protection 

Disney Auto Dismantler 

Current and Up-to-date? D 

The owner lives in California. The facility is closed to business, and apparently up for sale. 

If Yes, List Occurence(s): 



Notes: 

Depa~~tlnent of 
EnviB~onun.enta~ Protection 

Disney Auto Dismantler 



,, 

lndu~t~ial 
Stormwater 
Inspection Report 

Aminolsharieh-Bahman 

Responsible Corporate Official(s) 

Aminolsharieh-Bahman 

FL 32833 

Owner 

Title 

Owner 

/' 'I} t.£1-f(?(.. 
[-f'N~ }'ejJ()JIT ~~ 

\)Jl.-

Departnlent of 
En vi rllo n mental Pr~otect i 

Additional Permit: 

Permit Number: 
Effective Date: 

Expiration Date: 

Size of Property (acres): 

Years At Location: 

Disney Auto Dismantler 

Company/Organization 

Disney Auto Dismantler 

Telephone 

(858) 551-7670 

N/A 
N/A 
N/A 

\ 
I 

-\ 



.. · .. 
Industrial 
Stormwater 
Inspection Report 

Departn1ent of 
Envnr·onmental Pm·otection 

Industrial Profile/Activity: Information on facility (i.e., what does the facility do, manufacturing, recycling, etc.) 
Do they manage hazardous waste? If so, what is done with the waste? Who transports? Look for manifests. 

The facility is under consent order from the FDEP office in Orlando. The inspector contacted the facility owner for an appointment for the 
week of August 13, 2001. The owner told the inspector that his sister would call him during the week of August 13, 2001 to confirm an 
appointment and meet him at the facility. The owner lives in California. The owner's sister did not call the inspector; the inspector visited 
the site and found it locked. The owner's son called the inspector on September 12 and said he was in town for a few days, and asked if 
an appointment was available that week. Our inspectors were unable to be in Orlando during the time the owner's son was in Orlando. 
The site is closed to business and is for sale. 

Permit: Specific Details about the permit (i.e., individual/general, special conditions, etc.). 

According to FAG 62-621.300(5), Auto Salvage (SIC Code 5015) are required to submit an NOI to discharge stormwater. The site is 
operating under MSGP # FLR05A586, as required. 

The site is rated "satisfactory." 

Stormwater: Do they know where flow goes? Where are the discharge/receiving points? Is there significant erosion? 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 

Records/Reports: Information about SWPPP and SPCC , if applicable. (See SWPPP Checklist if appropriate.) 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 

Facility Site Review: Information about maintenance areas, storage of materials, location of entrance roads, etc. 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 

Operations and Maintenance: Information about operation and maintenance of areas exposed to stormwater (i.e., vehicle salvage 
yards, storage tank areas, debris, loading docks, etc.) 

The facility was closed when the inspector visited the site. The business is for sale and closed to business. 

The site was "not evaluated." 



Depar1rnent of 
En\li rom mental P•·otection 

Industrial SWPPP Checklist. ··FLR05E268 . . 
"• 

Disney Auto Dismantler 

SWPPP 
Current and Up-to-date? 0 

Check if "Yes" 0 Revised Date: 

Re~ponsiblet<~. The owner lives in California. The facility is closed to business, and apparently up for sale. 

Individuals ... r-

Topo/Site 
Map 

:0 

Self Inspections 
0 

Cheniicallnventory 

'{!!J!!~% .... 
->·t.Good 

Housekeeping 

0 

M.easures 0 
1 ii:!;p~ X ' 

. E!llployee 
T:raining 

0 
~".:Spill 

Prev~~tl~'n/Respof!se 
;;~ [] 

SPCC Plan· 
0 

Records Retention 
0 

Sediment/ 
Erosion Contro·l· 0 

Visual Site lnspect'ion . . ···o 

If Yes, List Occurence(s): 



Oepar1rnent of 
Environmental P111otection 

, Industrial SWPPP Checklist 

·· ~~,Sility Name. : Disney Auto Dismantler 
;:~~;\ 

Quarterly Visual 
. ~xamination 0 
: Annual 

GQJTlprehensive Site 
Evaluation D 

Notes: 

FLR05E26S 









































































































































Site 15 Gulf Colonial Brownfield 

  































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Site 16 East Orange Machine Shop 

  









Site 18 E and H 

 















“More Protection, Less Process” 
www.dep.state.fl.us 

 

 

Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection 

Central District 
3319 Maguire Boulevard, Suite 232 

Orlando, Florida 32803-3767 

Charlie Crist 
Governor 

 
Jeff Kottkamp 

Lt. Governor 
 

Michael W. Sole 
Secretary 

 
May 16, 2007 

 
ELECTRONIC MAIL 
ehcarcr@bellsouth.net 
 
 
Mr. Jim Erb    OCD-SW-07-0202 
E&H Car Crushing Company, Inc. OCD-HW-07-0105 
106 Gloucester Street 
Orlando, FL 32833 
 
 Orange County - SW 
 E&H Car Crushing Company, Inc. 

Permit # WT48-0245286-001 
Inspection Report Transmittal 

 
Dear Mr. Erb.: 
 
On April 20, 2007, representatives of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (Department) 
conducted an inspection at the above referenced facility to determine the status of compliance with the 
solid and hazardous waste regulations.  A copy of the inspection report is attached.  Additional comments 
are as follows: 
 
During this inspection the following was disclosed: 
 

1. The facility is performing waste tire processing at a different address than is listed on the 
facility’s Small Waste Tire Processing Permit.  The facility must stop processing tires at the 
un-permitted facility until the appropriate Waste Tire Processing Permit has been approved.  
Waste tire operations may continue at 106 Gloucester Street, Orlando, Florida under the 
existing permit listed above as it allows. 

 
2. The facility has not been performing the annual fire safety survey as required by Rule 62-

711.540(1)(d) Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) and as stated in section 1.1 and 2.2 of the 
facility’s Emergency Preparedness Manual. 

 
3. The facility has not submitted quarterly waste tire reports as required by Rule 62-711.530(4) 

F.A.C. and Specific Condition 13 of your permit. 
 

4. Two 5-gallon containers of petroleum waste were not being properly managed at the time of 
inspection.  Specifically, the containers were open and not labeled “Used Oil” as required by 
Chapter 62-710 F.A.C. 

 
5. The facility’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan is not being maintained as required.  The 

quarterly visual monitoring analysis, facility inspection checklist, and the annual 
comprehensive site evaluation of the SWPPP were not up to date at the time of inspection. 

 
6. The facility is operating an unregistered aboveground storage tank that is of regulation size.  A 

700 gallon storage tank is being used to remove and store gasoline from vehicle saddle tanks.  
The tank is larger than 550 gallons and therefore must be registered with the State in 
accordance with Chapter 62-762 F.A.C. 



“More Protection, Less Process” 
www.dep.state.fl.us 

 

 
7. Stained concrete and soil were noted in several areas throughout the facility.  Housekeeping 

issues noted at the time of inspection have resulted in petroleum releases; this includes 
vehicle core parts being stored on the concrete ground and in unlined roll-off containers 
without cover.  Several petroleum stains on soil and concrete were noted in these areas as 
well as in others throughout the facility. 

 
8. The rainwater collection system in place may not meet the requirements of the Department 

and therefore this inspection will be forwarded to the Industrial Waste Water Section. 
 
Within 10 days of receipt of this letter notify the Department what actions will be taken to correct the listed 
deficiencies.  If you have any questions or need further information, please contact Jeff Waters at (407) 
893-3328 or by e-mail at jeff.t.waters@dep.state.fl.us.  Additionally, to provide a higher level of service in 
the future, please provide us with your e-mail address. 
 
  Sincerely, 
 

        
       Lu Burson 
       Environmental Manager 
       Compliance Enforcement 
       Solid and Hazardous Waste 
 
LB/GJD/jtw 
Attachment: Inspection report 
 Inspection Photographs  
 
cc:  Ali Kazi, P.E., Department, Manager Industrial Wastewater Section, Ali.Kazi@dep.state.fl.us 
 Bret LeRoux, P.G., Department, Manager Storage Tank Section, Bret.LeRoux@dep.state.fl.us 
 Richard Stephens, Orange County Environmental Protection Division, Richard.Stephens@ocfl.net 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY 
INSPECTION CHECKLIST 

 
 

Facility Name:  E&H Car Crushing Company, Inc. _________________________________________________________________ 
 
WACS No.: 93235________________________ COMET Project Number:       
 
Inspection Date: 04/20/2007 Permit No.: WT48-0245286-001 Expiration Date: 07/19/2010  
 
Facility Address: 106 Gloucester Street _________________________________________________________________________ 
 
City :Orlando ____________________________________County: Orange___________________ Zip: 32833-3459____________ 
 
Permittee or Operating Authority: Jim Erb _______________________________________________________________________ 
 
Telephone Number (Permittee or Operating Authority): (407) 568-5865 ________________________________________________ 
 
Inspection Participants (Include ALL Facility and Department Employees With Corresponding Titles): 
 
 Principal Inspector: Jeff Waters and Christine Kirkpatrick________________________________________________________ 
 
 Other Participants: Jim Erb _______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
TYPE OF FACILITY (check all that apply): 
Landfill: C&D Facility: Waste Processing Facility: Other Facilities: 

Class I Disposal Transfer Station Composting Facility 
Class II Disposal w/Recycling C&D Recycling WTE Facility 
Class III Land Clearing Class III MRF Waste Tire Facility 

 MSW MRF Yard Trash Processing Facility 
 Pulverizer/Shredder Stationary Soil Treatment Facility 
 Compactor/Baling Incinerator/Trench Burner 
 Other     ________________  Unauthorized Disposal 
 Other     ________________  
 
TYPE OF INSPECTION (check all that apply): 

Operation Complaint Investigation Other     ______________________  
Closure Routine Inspection 
Long-Term Care Follow-up Inspection 

 
 
ATTACHMENTS TO THE INSPECTION CHECKLIST (check all that apply): 
 
This Cover Page includes the following attachments. 
 

Section No. Section Title 
 1.0 File Review 
 2.0 Landfill Operation and Maintenance 
 3.0 Landfill Long-Term Care 
 4.0 Waste Processing Facilities 
 5.0 C&D Debris Disposal Facilities 
 6.0 Recycling Operations at C&D Debris Disposal Facilities 
 7.0 Land Clearing Debris Disposal Facilities 
 8.0 Compost Facilities 
 9.0 Waste Tire Facilities 
 10.0 Yard Trash Processing Facilities 
 11.0 Stationary Soil Treatment Facilities 
 12.0 WTE Facilities 
 13.0 Compliant Investigations 
 14.0 Narrative and Signatures 
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
INSPECTION CHECKLIST 

 
SECTION 9.0 – WASTE TIRE FACILITIES 

 
REQUIREMENTS: 
THE REQUIREMENTS LISTED IN THIS INSPECTION CHECKLIST ARE BASED UPON RULES OF THE FLORIDA 
ADMINISTRATIVE CODE.  A "NOT OK" RESPONSE TO A REQUIREMENT (UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED) REFLECTS A 
POSSIBLE VIOLATION OF THE CORRESPONDING DEPARTMENT RULE(S) AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION.  EACH 
POSSIBLE VIOLATION IS DISCUSSED IN THE NARRATIVE SECTION OF THIS REPORT.  SOME REQUIREMENTS MAY BE 
IDENTIFIED AS "OK" BUT ARE DISCUSSED FURTHER IN THE "AREAS OF CONCERN" PORTION OF THE NARRATIVE 
SECTION. 
 
 
SOLID WASTE PROHIBITIONS (unless "grandfathered" in, see 62-701.300(16)) OK Not 

OK 
Unk N/A 

9.1 Unauthorized disposal/storage prohibited, except yard trash, within 500’ of a potable water well? 
62-701.300(2)(b) 

X    

9.2 Unauthorized disposal/storage prohibited, except yard trash, within 1000’ of a potable water well 
serving a community water system? 62-701.300(2)(h) 

X    

9.3 Unauthorized storage/disposal of yard trash prohibited within the minimum setbacks of (Check any 
that are Not OK):  62-701.300(12) 

 100 feet for potable water wells (except on-site)? 
 50 feet for water bodies? 
 200 feet for community water supply wells? 
 

 
 

X 

   

9.4 Unauthorized disposal/storage prohibited in an area subject to frequent and periodic flooding 
unless flood protection measures in place? 62-701.300(2)(d)  

X    

9.5 Unauthorized disposal/storage prohibited in any natural or artificial body of water including ground 
water? 62-701.300(2)(e) 

X    

9.6 Unauthorized disposal/storage prohibited, except yard trash, within 200’ of any natural or artificial 
body of water, including wetlands without permanent leachate controls, except impoundments or 
conveyances which are part of an on-site, permitted stormwater management system or on-site 
water bodies with no off-site discharge? 62-701.300(2)(f) 

 
X 

   

9.7 Unauthorized open burning of solid waste prohibited except in accordance with Department 
requirements? 62-701.300(3) 

X    

9.8 Are the following prohibited wastes or special wastes properly managed? 
 (Check any that are Not OK) 
 Hazardous waste 62-701.300(4)  PCB wastes 62-701.300(5) 
 Biomedical waste 62-701.300(6)  Lead-acid batteries 62-701.300(8)(a) 
 Yard trash 62-701.300(8)(c)  White goods 62-701.300(8)(d) 
 Whole waste tires 62-701.300(8)(e)               Liquids 62-701.300(10) 
 Used oil, except as exempted 62-701.300(11) 
 Lead-acid batteries, mercury-containing switches and lamps in WTEs 62-701.300(9) 
 

 
 
 

X 

   

 
WASTE TIRE FACILITY – GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR STORAGE OK Not 

OK 
Unk N/A 

9.9 If the facility accepts tires from the public, is a sign posted at the facility entrance stating     
operating hours, cost of disposal and site rules? 62-711.540(1)(a) 

   X 

9.10 Are operations involving the use of open flames conducted no closer than 25 feet of a waste tire 
pile?  62-711.540(1)(b) 

   X 

9.11 If the facility accepts tires from the public, is an attendant always present on site when the site is 
open for business? 62-711.540(1)(c) 

   X 

9.12 Are fire protection services assured through notification to local fire protection authorities? 62-
711(540)(1)(d) 

X    

9.13 Is an annual fire safety survey conducted? 62-711.540(1)(d)  X   
9.14 Is a copy of the annual fire safety report made part of the next quarterly report? 
 62-711.540(1)(d) 

 X   

9.15 Does the facility have an Emergency Preparedness Manual (EPM) on-site? 62-711.540(1)(e) X    
9.16 Does the EPM contain the following information?  (Check all that are Not OK.) 
 Contact names and numbers 62-711.540(1)(e)1. 
 List of emergency response equipment and locations on-site 62-711.540(1)(e)2. 
 Procedures to be followed in the event of a fire 62-711.540(1)(e)3. 
 

 
 

X 
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WASTE TIRE FACILITY – GENERAL REQUIREMENTS FOR STORAGE (Continued) OK Not 

OK 
Unk N/A 

9.17 Is the operator at the facility maintaining records of the quantity of WT received at the site, stored at 
the site, and shipped from the site? 62-711.540(1)(g) and 62-711.400(5) 

  X  

9.18 If the operator of the site is not the owner of the property, has written authorization been obtained 
from the property owner to operate the facility? 62-711.540(1)(h) 

   X 

9.19 Is adequate communications equipment available at the site? 62-711.540(1)(i) X    
9.20 Is the owner or operator providing for control of mosquitoes and rodents so as to protect the public 

health and welfare? 62-711.530(1)(j) 
  X  

 
WASTE TIRE FACILITY – STORAGE INDOORS OK Not 

OK 
Unk N/A 

9.21 Are WT piles more than 50 feet in width? 62-711.540(2)(a)    X 
9.22 Are WT piles along a wall more than 25 feet in width? 62-711.540(2)(a)    X 
9.23 Are widths of main aisles between piles less than 8 feet? 62-711.540(2)(b)    X 
9.24 Is there less than 3 feet of clearance between the top of storage to sprinkler detectors or roof 

structures? 62-711.540(2)(c) 
   X 

9.25 Is there less than 3 feet of clearance between waste tire piles and unit heaters, etc.? 
 62-711.540(2)(c) 

   X 

9.26 If waste tires are stored up to15 feet in height, do walls have at least a 4-hour fire rating? 
 62-711.540(2)(e) 

   X 

9.27 If waste tires are stored >15 feet in height, do walls have a fire rating of not less than 6 hours and 
columns one hour FR?  If > 20 feet, do columns and its connections with other structural members 
have two hour FR? 62-711.540(2)(f) 

   X 

9.28 Is the access controlled through the use of doors, fences, gates, natural barriers or other means? 
62-711.540(2)(h) 

   X 

 
WASTE TIRE FACILITY – STORAGE OUTDOORS OK Not 

OK 
Unk N/A 

9.29 Is the waste tire site operated >200 feet from a body of water? 62-711.540(3)(a)   X  
9.30 Does the waste tire pile have a width < 50 feet? 62-711.540(3)(b)    X 
9.31 Does the waste tire pile have an area < 10,000 sq. ft? 62-711.540(3)(b)    X 
9.32 Does the waste tire pile have a height < 15 ft.? 62-711.540(3)(b)    X 
9.33 Is there a 50 ft. wide fire lane around the perimeter of the waste tire pile? 62-711.540(3)(c)    X 
9.34 Is there unobstructed access to the fire lane? 62-711.540(3)(c)    X 
9.35 Is the access controlled through the use of doors, fences, gates, natural barriers or other means? 

62-711.540(3)(d) 
X    

9.36 Is the site kept free of grass, underbrush, and other potentially flammable vegetation?                 62-
711.540(3)(f) 

  X  

9.37 Is the site bermed or given other adequate protection to prevent liquid runoff from entering water 
bodies? 62-711.540(3)(e) 

  X  

9.38 Are residuals contained on-site and disposed of in a permitted SW management facility?  
 62-711(540)(5) 

  X  

9.39 Does the waste tire site qualify for the exceptions to the technical and operational standards as 
allowed by rule? 62-711.540(6) 

   X 

 
WASTE TIRE FACILITY – COLLECTION CENTER OK Not 

OK 
Unk N/A 

9.40 Are no more than 1500 tires at the CC at any one time? 62-711.550(1)(a)    X 
9.41 Are all waste tires, which are not used tires, removed from site yearly for recycling, processing, or 

disposal? 62-711.550(1)(b) 
   X 
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 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
INSPECTION CHECKLIST 

 
SECTION 14.0 – NARRATIVE AND SIGNATURES 

 
REQUIREMENTS: 
THIS SECTION PROVIDES AN OPPORTUNITY FOR THE DEPARTMENT INSPECTOR TO ADD A NARRATIVE EXPLAINING ANY 
REQUIREMENTS IDENTIFIED AS "NOT OK" AT THE TIME OF THE INSPECTION.  SOME REQUIREMENTS MAY BE IDENTIFIED 
AS "OK" BUT ARE DISCUSSED FURTHER IN THE "AREAS OF CONCERN" PORTION OF THE NARRATIVE SECTION. 
 
14.1 Explanation for all "NOT OK" responses (continue on separate sheet if necessary). 
 
9.13 & 9.14 – A Department file review indicates that the facility is not performing the required annual fire safety survey or submitting 

the fire safety reports. 
 
Notes; 
Use oil records were on site and in compliance; Siemens is picking up used oil, oily water, and gasoline. 
 
Spent absorbent material is stored in closed containers and disposed of as solid waste. 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
14.2 Explanation for all "Areas of Concern" (continue on separate sheet if necessary). 
 

1. The facility is not currently processing waste tires at the address listed on the permit but instead processing waste tires at 356 
North 5th Street, Orlando, FL.  This location is not covered under the current waste tire processing permit and there is not a 
waste tire processing permit associated with this address. 

 
2. Used oil and hazardous waste housekeeping issues were noted; including: 

a. Two 5-gallon buckets of what appeared to be petroleum waste were not being properly managed at the time of 
inspection.  Specifically, the containers were open and not labeled. 

b. Several areas of stained soil were noted throughout the facility. 
c. Vehicle core parts were being stored on the concrete ground and in unsealed roll-off containers without any cover, 

resulting in petroleum releases. 
 
3. The requirements of the facility’s Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) were not up to date.  Specifically, the 

quarterly visual monitoring analysis for qualifying rain events had not been conducted since the second quarter of 2006, the 
quarterly inspection checklist was not completed for the first quarter of 2007, and the annual comprehensive site evaluation of 
the SWPPP had not been competed for 2006. 

 
4. A 700 gallon storage tank is being used to remove and store gasoline from vehicle saddle tanks.  Aboveground storage tanks 

larger than 550 gallons must be registered with the State; this tank does not meet this requirement. 
 
5. The rainwater system in place may not meet the requirements of the Department’s Industrial Waste Water section; this issue 

will be forwarded to the appropriate persons. 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
     ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
               
 Signed:____________________________/__    _04/20/07_Received:___________________________________/___________ 
 DEP Representative Date                                          Site Representative                           Date 
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NOTE: By signing this document, the Site Representative only acknowledges receipt of this Inspection Report and is not 
admitting to the accuracy of any of the items identified by the Department as "NOT OK" or areas of concern. 



E&H Car Crushing Company, Inc. 
April 20, 2007 

Jeff Waters and Christine Kirkpatrick 

   
Fig. 1 & 2-Aboveground storage tank larger than 550-gallons. 
 

   
Fig. 3-5 gallon bucket of mismanaged petroleum waste. Fig. 4-Core parts stored on the ground without cover I. 
 

   
Fig. 5-Core parts stored on the ground without cover II. Fig. 6-Core parts stored in an uncovered roll-off container. 
 



E&H Car Crushing Company, Inc. 
April 20, 2007 

Jeff Waters and Christine Kirkpatrick 

   
Fig. 7-Release from core parts in roll-off container. Fig. 8-Storm water collection. 
 

   
Fig. 9 & 10-Storm water oil water separators. 
 

 
Fig. 11-On site retention pond. 



NOTICE OF INTENT TO USE GENERIC 
PERMIT FOR STORMWATER 
DISCHARGE FROM LARGE AND SMALL 
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES 

(RULE 62-621.300(4), F.A.C.) 

This Notice of Intent (NOI) form is to be completed and submitted to the Department before use ofthe Generic Permit for 
Stormwater Discharge From Large and Small Construction Activities provided in Rule 62-621.300(4), F.A.C. The type of 
project or activity that qualifies for use ofthe generic permit, the conditions ofthe permit, and additional requirements to 
request coverage are specified in the generic permit document [DEP Document 62-621.300(4)(a)]. The appropriate 
generic permit fee, as specified in Rule 62-4.050(4)(d), F.A.C., shall be submitted with this NOI in order to obtain 
permit coverage. Permit coverage will not be granted without submittal of the appropriate generic permit fee. You 
should familiarize yourself with the generic permit document and the attached instructions before completing this NOI 
form. Please print or type information in the appropriate areas below. 

L roENTIFICATION NUMBER: Project ID 

IL APPLICANTINFORMATION: 

A. Operator Name: E & H Processing of East Colonial Drive 

B. Address: 106 Gloucester Street 

C. City: Orlando D. State: FL E.ZipCode: 32833 | 

F. Operator Status: P 
G. Responsible Authority: Mr. Harold Erb 

F. Operator Status: P 
H. Phone No.: (407) 568-5865 

m . PROJECI/SITE LOCATION INFORMATION: 

A. Project Name: Site Development Plan for New Bank Facility 

B. Project Address/Location: 18800 East Colonial Drive 

C. City. Bithlo D.State: FL E. Zip Code: 32820 | 

F. County: Orange G.Latitude: 28° 32'57" Longitude: 81° 05'52" | 

H. Is the site located on hidian lands? D Yes |EI No I. Water Management District: SJRWMD 

J. Project Contact: Joel T. Arnold, P.E. K. Phone No.: (407) 649-8334 

DEP Form 62-621.300(4Xb) 
EffectiveMay 1,2003 

Page 1 df5 *<Ay 1 1 2007 
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rv. PROJECT/SITE ACTIVITY INFORMATION: 

Large Construction (Project will disturb five or more acres ofland.) A' Indicate whether '' 
Large or Small' ' ' 
Construction (check only ^ Q Small Construction (Project will disturb one or more acres but less than five acres ofland.) 
one)^-' . . . , . _ . , 

B Approximate total area of land disturbance irom commencement through completion of construction: 8.38 Acres 

C SWPPP Location ' K Address in Part II above □ Address in Part III above □ Other address (speciiy below) 

D. SWPPP Address: 

E. City: F. State: G. Zip Code: 

H. Constinction Period Start Date: 7/07 Completion Date: 7/09 

V. DISCHARGE INFORMATION 

A. MS4 Operator Name (if applicable): Orange County MS4 

B. Receiving Water Name: N/A 

VI. CERTIFICATION^: 

I certify under penalty oflaw that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in 
accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information 
submitted. Based on my inquiry ofthe person or persons who manage the system or those persons directly responsible for 
gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best ofmy knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and 
complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibilify of fine 
and imprisonment for knowing violations. 

Name and Officiai Iille (1 \ pe oi Print) 
^ ' ^J .... 
Mr. Harold Erb - Owner 

Signature: { Date Signed: 

Signatory requirements are contained in Rule 62-620.305, F.A.C. 

Page 2 of5 
DEP Form 62-621.300(4Xb) 
EffectiveMay 1,2003 
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ConsulTech 

Consul-Tech Constmction 
Management, Inc. 

Consul-Tech Development 
Services, Inc. 

Consul-Tech Engineering, Inc. 

Consul-Tech Enterprises, Inc. 

Consul-Tech Surveying & 
Mapping, Inc. 

Consul-Tech Transportation, Inc. 

Respond To: 

Consul-Tech 
Development Services, 

Inc. 
2828 Edgewater Drive 

Orlando, FL 32804 
(407) 649-8334 

FAX (407) 649-8190 

Bonita Springs 
(941)947-0266 

FAX (941) 947-1323 

Jacksonville 
(904) 636-9450 

FAX (904) 636-9488 

Miami 
(305)599-3141 

FAX (305) 599-3143 

Miami Gardens 
(305) 566-0228 

FAX (305) 556-5154 

Corporate/Miramar 
(954) 438-4300 

FAX (954) 438-1433 

Orlando 
(407) 649-8334 

FAX (407) 649-8190 

West Palm Beach 
(561) 659-3680 

FAX (561) 659-2105 

www.cte.ee 

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL 

Date: May 8, 2007 

To: Department of Environmental Protection, 
NPDES Stormwater Notices Center 
Mail Station #2510 

2600 Blair Stone Road 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400 

Phone No.: (850)245-7521 

Attention: NPDES Stormwater Notices Center 

Subject: E & H Processing 

Project No.: 06032940 

VIA: 

Hand Deliver 

Pick Up 

Regular Mail 

X FedEx 

Courier 

We are sending you the foUowing items: 

NO. Paees/ 
Unit 

DESCRIPTION 

1 Original Application for Notice of Intent to Use Generic Permit for Stormwater 
Discharge from Large and Small Construction Activities. 

1 Each Cover Sheet, Grading & Drainage, & SWPPP Plans - Sheets 1, 6,12 
(Signed and Sealed) 

1 Original $300 Check 

Transmitted for reason(s) checked below 
/ r > - ^ 

For Submittal' ' D For your use D 
checked below 

/ r > - ^ 
For Submittal' ' 

U As requested D Sign and return 
Î  For approval D Approved as submitted 
U 
D 

Approved as noted 
For correction 

D 
D 

Revised Submitt&l'/i .^ 
Resubmit -^ i 

Remarks: 

If enclosures are not as noted, kindly notify us at once. 

^UW^-^H^ 
Civil Engineering • Planning • Transportation • Construction Management • Environmental • Surveying / Mapping 

http://www.cte.ee


FedEx I Ship Manager | Label 7912 9514 0223 Page 1 of 1 

From: Origin ID: TIXA (407)649-8334 
ORLANDO OFFICE 
CONSUL-TECH INC 
2828 Edgewater Drive 

ORLANDO, FL 32804 

FecOss. 

CLS022307y2in>3 

SHIPTO: (850)245-7521 BILL SENDER 

Diane Brooks 
Dept. of Environmental Protection 
2600 Blair Stone Road 

Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Ship Dale: 09MAY07 
AdWgl: 1 LB 
Syslem#: 2960430/1NET2600 
Accounts: S ********* 
Delivery Address Bar Code 

Ref# 
Invoice # 
PO# 
Dept# 

PRIORITY OVERNIGHT 

TRK# 7912 9514 0223 
TLH 

THU 
Deliver By: 
10MAY07 

A2 

32399 -FL-US 

XH TLHA 

Shipping Label; Your shipment is complete 
1. Use the 'Print' feature from your browser to send this page to your laser or inkjet printer. 
2. Fold the printed page along the horizontal line. 
3. Place label in shipping pouch and affix it to your shipment so that the barcode portion of the label can be read and scanned. 
Warning: Use only the printed original label for shipping. Using a photocopy of th is label for shipping purposes is fraudulent 
and could result in additional billing charges, along with the cancellation of your FedEx account number. 
Use ofthis system constitutes your agreement to the service conditions In the current FedEx Service Guide, available on fedex.com. FedEx will not be 
responsible for any claim in excess of $100 per package, whether the result of loss, damage, delay, non-delivery, misdelivery, or misinformation, unless 
you declare a higher value, pay an additional charge, document your actual loss and file a timely claim. Limitations found in the current FedEx Service 
Guide apply. Your right to recover from FedEx for any loss, including intrinsic value of the package, loss of sales, income interest, profit, attorney's fees, 
costs, and other forms of damage whether direct, incidental, consequential, or special is limited to the greater of $100 or the authorized declared value. 
Recovery cannot exceed actual documented loss. Maximum for items of extraordinary value is $500, e.g. jewelry, precious metals, negotiable 
instruments and other items listed in our Service Guide. Written claims must be filed within strict time limits, see current FedEx Service Guide. 

m ̂  ̂  
^ - ^ 

fdnorm(p 
https://www.fedex.com/cgi-bin/ship_it/unity/6BbRu9CfQs5DcWx5BgVu2IbQu6ChYr9Fd... 5/9/2007 

https://www.fedex.com/cgi-bin/ship_it/unity/6BbRu9CfQs5DcWx5BgVu2IbQu6ChYr9Fd
























































Storage Tank Facility Annual Compliance Site Inspection Report

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Facility Information:

Facility ID:

Facility Name:

Latitude:

Longitude:

LL Method: DPHO

81° 5' 48.8976''

28° 32' 55.8888''

ORLANDO, FL 32833

18800 E COLONIAL DR

E & H CAR CRUSHING CO INC

9202945

Mineral Acid Tanks:

USTs:

# Of  Inspected ASTs:

Facility Type:

Inspection Date:

0

0

2

C -Fuel user/Non-retail

09/30/2014

Inspection Result:

Description:

Result :

Facility is Minor Out of Compliance.

Minor Out of Compliance

County: ORANGE

07/20/2014Effective Date: 07/20/2015Expiration Date:

Financial Responsibility

COMMERCE & INDUSTRYInsurance Carrier:

INSURANCEFinancial Responsibility:

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

John C. Jowett
INSPECTOR  NAME

INSPECTOR  SIGNATURE

Natalie Erb
REPRESENTATIVE  NAME

REPRESENTATIVE  SIGNATURE

(407) 836-1400

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened Date: 09/30/2014 Page 1 of 3 Jowett, John



Facility ID: 9202945

Owners of UST facilities are reminded that the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 requires Operator
Training at all facilities by August 8, 2012. For further information please visit:
http://www.dep.state.fl.us/waste/categories/tanks/pages/op_train.htm

Reviewed Records

From Date To DateRecord Category Record Type Reviewed Record
Comment

07/20/2014 09/30/2014Two Years Certificate of Financial
Responsiblity

09/30/2014 09/30/2014Life Time Written Release
Detection Response
Level Info

01/01/2013 09/30/2014Two Years Monthly Maint. Visual
Examinations and
Results

01/01/2013 09/30/2014Two Years Monthly Release
Detection Results

New Violations

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-762.701(1)(a)1.d., 62-762.701(1)(a)1.c., 62-762.701(1)(a)1.b., 62-762.701(1)(a)1.a.

Explanation: Kruger leak gauge is broken and the float is detached

Violation Text: Not repaired component which has or could cause a discharge or release.

Corrective Action: replace gauge and send picture to john.jowett

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-762.701(1)(c)1.

Explanation:
there is water in the interstice of the 10k tank

Violation Text: Spill containment, dispenser liners and piping sumps not accessible; water and
regulated substances not removed.

Corrective Action: Please remove water and call for a re-inspection to 321-239-9327 or email
john.jowett@ocfl.net

Inspection Comments

Report and letter to be emailed to ehcarcr@cfl.rr.com
The tanks are in good condition recently painted.
Remote fill is good they were getting a load from Scottys Oil during inspection
Overfill protection is Morison clock gauge
Hoses are ok
The Kruger leak gauge is broken and there is water in the interstice because of the missing gauge cover.
Please remove the broken gauge and water send picture of repaired gauge to john.jowett@ocfl.net for a re-
inspection.
Monthly visual inspections are in order
Insurance is current and enforce
Placard is posted
SPCC plan is current

09/30/2014

Activity Opened Date: 09/30/2014 Page 2 of 3 Jowett, John



Facility ID: 9202945

Inspection Comments

Activity Opened Date: 09/30/2014 Page 3 of 3 Jowett, John



Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road, Tallahassee, Florida, 32399-2400

Division of Waste Management
Petroleum Storage Systems

Storage Tank Facility Annual Compliance Site Inspection Report

Facility Information:
9202945
C - Fuel user/Non-retail
E & H CAR CRUSHING CO INC
18800 E COLONIAL DR
ORLANDO, FL 32833-3367
28° 32' 55.8888''
81° 5' 48.8976''
DPHO

County: ORANGE Inspection Date: 12/09/2016

# of Inspected ASTs: 2
USTs: 0

Mineral Acid Tanks: 0

Facility ID:
Facility Type:
Facility Name:

Latitude:
Longitude:
LL Method:

Inspection Result:
Result: In Compliance

Also Performed:

INSURANCE

COMMERCE & INDUSTRY INSURANCE CO

Financial Responsibility:

Financial Responsibility:

Insurance Carrier:

Effective Date: Expiration Date:07/20/2016 07/20/2017

Findings:

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

(407) 836-1499

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened 12/09/2016 Steve A. CottrellPage 1 of 4



Facility ID: 9202945

Steve A. Cottrell Jim Erb

INSPECTOR NAME REPRESENTATIVE NAME

REPRESENTATIVE SIGNATUREINSPECTOR SIGNATURE

Owners of UST facilities are reminded that the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 and 40 CFR 280 Subpart
J, requires Operator Training at all facilities by October 15, 2018. For further information please visit:
http://www.dep.state.fl.us/waste/categories/tanks/pages/op_train.htm

System Tests

Date
Completed

Results Reviewed Next Due Comment
Date

Completed Tests

Type

Annual Operability 12/09/2016 Passed 12/09/2016 12/09/2017 By Staff for
Krueger gauge

Reviewed Records

Record Category Record Type From Date To Date Reviewed Record
Comment

Two Years Certificate of
Financial
Responsiblity

07/20/2015 12/09/2016

Two Years Monthly Release
Detection Results

12/09/2014 12/09/2016

Life Time Written Release
Detection Response
Level Info

12/09/2016 12/09/2016

Two Years Monthly Maint.
Visual Examinations
and Results

12/09/2014 12/09/2016

Activity Opened 12/09/2016 Steve A. CottrellPage 2 of 4



Facility ID: 9202945

12/09/2016

At the time of site inspection:
AST exteriors are in good condition. No evidence of leaks.
Piping/hoses are dry and in good condition.
Fill containment bucket/boxes are mostly dry and clean.
Overfill protection is by clock gauges.
Proper venting is in place.
Interstice are monitored via Krueger Leak gauge for 12K gallon AST, no leak observed and
manual stick for 10K gallon AST, observed dry during the inspection.

Site Visit Comments

Inspection Comments

12/09/2016

Annual Compliance Inspection
Arrival time: 0820 hrs

Records reviewed:
Current Placard is available
Verified cover page information.
Lat-Lon coordinates verified.
Current and previous year Financial Responsibility are available
Current and previous year Certification of Financial Responsibility are available
Written Release Detection Response Level is available
Release detection is monthly visual inspections
Monthly records are available and recorded correctly.
Current and previous year Annual Operability of Leak Detector Test Records are available.

NOTE: All access to ASTs, fill cabinets, etc. was provided by Site Representative.

REMINDER:  Always maintain tank exteriors corrosion-free by treating rust as needed.

The Signed Report sent on December 9, 2016 via e-mail to:
Jim Erb at:  denali1011@cfl.rr.com

Inspection Photos

Activity Opened 12/09/2016 Steve A. CottrellPage 3 of 4



Facility ID: 9202945

12/09/2016

2016-12-09 Fac view looking S, E&H Car
Crushing

Added Date

Activity Opened 12/09/2016 Steve A. CottrellPage 4 of 4



Site 22 Orlando Speed World Dragway 
 











Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Storage Tank Facility Annual Site Inspection Report

9700558Facility ID:

ORLANDO SPEEDWORLDFacility Name: C - Fuel user/Non-retailFacility Type:

ORANGECounty:

28° 32' 13.4593"Latitude:

81° 5' 30.362"Longitude:

DPHOL/L Method:

04/30/2007Inspection Date:

0USTs:

4# Of  Inspected ASTs:

0Mineral Acid Tanks:

Facility Information

Major Out of Compliance

A re-inspection will be scheduled on or after 90 days to verify correction of the non-compliance items noted.

Result :

Inspection Result

Facility is out of complianceDescription:

Insurance

Insurance Carrier:

01/31/2005Effective Date: 01/01/2006Expiration Date:

American Safety

Financial Responsibility:

Financial Responsibility Over Due

Inspector Name

MITCHELL TODMAN

Inspector Signature
Facility Representative Signature

Storage Tank Program Office
Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION DIVISION

(407) 836-1400

Facility Representative Name

Rusty Marcus

No signature available

Signatures

Page 1 of204/30/2007 MITCHELL P TODMAN



New Violations

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

SNC-B

62-762.401(3)(a)1.

No Financial Responsibility

No Insurance Provided During Inspection.

Forward A Copy Of Current Insurance Coverage To O.C.E.P.D. Forreview.

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.711(2)(a), 62-762.711(2)(b), 62-762.711(2)(c), 62-762.711(2)(d), 62-762.711(2)(e), 62-762.711(2)(f), 62-
762.711(2)(g), 62-762.711(2)(h)

Records Requiring 2 Year Documentation Period Not Kept By Facility.

Minor

Monthly Visual Inspections And Release Detection Records Not Provided During Inspection.

Please Forward Copies Of The Missing Records To O.C.E.P.D. For Review.

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.501(2)(d)3.

Fillbox Covers Not Marked According To Api Rp 1637, Or Equivalent Method.

Minor

Fill Port Covers Are Not Labeled With Product Type.

Please Label Fill Port Covers That Identify Fuel Type And Provide O.C.E.P.D. With Proof Of Compliance.

Outstanding Violations

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.601(1)(h), 62-762.641(3)(a)1.a., 62-762.641(3)(a)1.b., 62-762.641(3)(a)1.c., 62-762.641(3)(a)1.d.

Interstitial Monitoring Method Does Not Meet Standards.

Minor

The Asts' Interstitial Spaces Have Not Been Checked Properly. The Interstitial (Double-Wall) Space Monitoring Tubes Are Rusted
Shut.

Please Perform The Monthly Interstitial Release Detection Properly (Use Monitoring Tubes At The Ends Of The Asts) And
Record The Condition (Wet, Dry, Product). Please Send The Next Three Months Of Monthly Inspections To Ocepd, Attn:
Glen Becker, Fax # 407-836-1417.

Inspection Comments

Two Asts Sit On A Concrete Slab And Is Surrounded By Pole Barriers.

Tanks Equipped With Vents And Emergency Vents.

Piping Appears To Be In Good Condition And Has Anti-Siphon Valves.

Dispenser Liner Is Dry And Appears To Be In Good Condition.

Shear Valves/Bolts Are Properly Anchored And Secured.

System Equipped With Clock Gauges For Overfill Protection.

*Small Spot On West-Most Tank Requires Paint.

*Small Amount Of Water Found In West-Most Dispenser Liner.

04/30/2007

Page 2 of204/30/2007 MITCHELL P TODMAN



Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Storage Tank Facility Annual Site Inspection Report

9700560Facility ID:

ORLANDO SPEEDWORLD DRAGWAYFacility Name: C - Fuel user/Non-retailFacility Type:

ORANGECounty:

28° 32' 29.4033"Latitude:

81° 5' 40.9323"Longitude:

DPHOL/L Method:

04/30/2007Inspection Date:

0USTs:

2# Of  Inspected ASTs:

0Mineral Acid Tanks:

Facility Information

Major Out of Compliance

A re-inspection will be scheduled on or after 90 days to verify correction of the non-compliance items noted.

Result :

Inspection Result

Facility is out of complianceDescription:

Insurance

Insurance Carrier:

04/17/2006Effective Date: 04/17/2007Expiration Date:

Zurich-American

Financial Responsibility:

Financial Responsibility Over Due

Inspector Name

MITCHELL TODMAN

Inspector Signature
Facility Representative Signature

Storage Tank Program Office
Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION DIVISION

(407) 836-1400

Facility Representative Name

Weisinger, Randy

Signatures

Page 1 of304/30/2007 MITCHELL P TODMAN



New Violations

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.711(2)(a), 62-762.711(2)(b), 62-762.711(2)(c), 62-762.711(2)(d), 62-762.711(2)(e), 62-762.711(2)(f), 62-
762.711(2)(g), 62-762.711(2)(h)

Records Requiring 2 Year Documentation Period Not Kept By Facility.

Minor

Monthly Visual Inspections And Release Detection Records Not Provided During Inspection.

Forward Copies Of Missing Records To O.C.E.P.D. For Review.

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.501(2)(d)3.

Fillbox Covers Not Marked According To Api Rp 1637, Or Equivalent Method.

Minor

Fill Port Covers Are Not Labeled To Identify Fuel Type.

Have Fill Port Covers Labeled And Provide O.C.E.P.D. With Proof Of Compliance.

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.701(1)(c)1.

Spill Containment, Dispenser Liners And Piping Sumps Not Accessible; Water And Regulated Substances Not Removed.

Minor

Pcw Found In North (Purple/110) Dispenser.

Have Pcw Removed And Provide O.C.E.P.D. With A Non-Hazardous Waste Manifest.

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

SNC-B

62-762.401(3)(a)1.

No Financial Responsibility

No Insurance Provided During Inspection.

Forward A Copy Of Current Insurance Coverage To O.C.E.P.D. For Review.

Outstanding Violations

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

SNC-B

62-762.501(1)(c)

Impervious Spill Containment Not Installed Or Does Not Meet Standards.

Impervious Spill Containment Not Installed Or Does Not Meet Standards

Migrated Violation - No Corrective Action Available

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

SNC-B

62-762.501(1)(c)

Impervious Spill Containment Not Installed Or Does Not Meet Standards.

Impervious Spill Containment Not Installed Or Does Not Meet Standards

Migrated Violation - No Corrective Action Available
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Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

62-762.501(1)(d)

Dispensing Systems Do Not Meet Standards.

Minor

Dispensing Systems Do Not Meet Standards

Migrated Violation - No Corrective Action Available

Rule Number(s):

Violation Text:

Significance Name:

Explanation:

Corrective Action:

SNC-B

62-762.501(1)(e)1.a., 62-762.501(1)(e)1.b., 62-762.501(1)(e)1.c., 62-762.501(1)(e)1.d., 62-762.501(1)(e)2.

Secondary Containment / Liners Does Not Meet Standards.

Secondary Containment/Liners Does Not Meet Standards

Migrated Violation - No Corrective Action Available

Inspection Comments

Two Asts Sit On Dirt And Concrete Slab.

Piping Is Equipped With An Anti-Siphon Valve.

Spill Buckets Are Dry And Appear To Be In Good Condition.

Both Tank Exteriors Are Properly Painted.

Fuel Hose (Purple/110 Octane) Is Showing Signs Of Deterioration.

Records Provided For 2007 Only, 2006 Need To Be Provided.

Rdrl Is Current And In Order.

Registration Placard Is Current And Posted.

Monthly Visual Inspection Checklist Provided To During Inspection.

04/30/2007
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Storage Tank Facility Annual Compliance Site Inspection Report

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Facility Information:

Facility ID:

Facility Name:

Latitude:

Longitude:

LL Method: AGPS

81° 5' 40.9323''

28° 32' 29.4033''

BITHLO, FL 32820

19442 E COLONIAL DR

ORLANDO SPEEDWORLD DRAGWAY

9700560

Mineral Acid Tanks:

USTs:

# Of  Inspected ASTs:

Facility Type:

Inspection Date:

0

0

2

C -Fuel user/Non-retail

08/02/2010

Inspection Result:

Description:

Result :

Facility is In Compliance.

In Compliance

County: ORANGE

04/18/2010Effective Date: 04/18/2011Expiration Date:

Financial Responsibility

ZURICH-AMERICANInsurance Carrier:

INSURANCEFinancial Responsibility:

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

Carlos H. Hidalgo
INSPECTOR  NAME

INSPECTOR  SIGNATURE

Randy Weisinger
REPRESENTATIVE  NAME

REPRESENTATIVE  SIGNATURE

(407) 836-1400

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Reviewed Records

Activity Opened Date: 08/02/2010 Page 1 of 2 Hidalgo, Carlos



Facility ID: 9700560

Reviewed Records

From Date To DateRecord Category Record Type Reviewed Record
Comment

08/02/2009 08/02/2010Two Years Monthly Maint. Visual
Examinations and
Results

08/02/2009 08/02/2010Two Years Monthly Release
Detection Results

recorded on monthly visual
form.

08/02/2010 08/02/2010Two Years Certificate of Financial
Responsiblity

completed during the
inspection

08/02/2010 08/02/2010Life Time Written Release
Detection Response
Level Info

Inspection Comments

placard was current and kept in environmental folder

08/02/2010

Tanks were painted and free of corrosion.  Tanks were equipped with spill buckets on fill.  Tank interstice is
checked manually.  Interstice was checked and found to be dry.  One tank had some liquid, a small amount,
from condensation in the interstice.  RP would remove the liquid.  Hoses were in good conditions.  Dispenser
liners were clean and dry.  Tank level is measured with a gauge stick.

08/02/2010
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Storage Tank Facility Closure Site Inspection Report

Division of Waste Management
Bureau of Petroleum Storage Systems

Twin Towers Office Bldg. 2600 Blair Stone Road. Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Facility Information:

Facility ID:

Facility Name:

Latitude:

Longitude:

LL Method: DPHO

81° 5' 40.9323''

28° 32' 29.4033''

BITHLO, FL 32820

19442 E COLONIAL DR

ORLANDO SPEEDWORLD DRAGWAY

9700560

Mineral Acid Tanks:

USTs:

# Of  Inspected ASTs:

Facility Type:

Inspection Date:

0

0

2

C -Fuel user/Non-retail

04/15/2014

Inspection Result:

Description:

Result :

Facility is Minor Out of Compliance.

Minor Out of Compliance

County: ORANGE

Financial Responsibility
NONEFinancial Responsibility:

Signatures:

TKOREP - ORANGE CNTY  ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION DIVISION

Storage Tank Program Office

Steve A. Cottrell
INSPECTOR  NAME

INSPECTOR  SIGNATURE

Wade Rich
REPRESENTATIVE  NAME

REPRESENTATIVE  SIGNATURE

(407) 836-1400

Storage Tank Program Office Phone Number

Activity Opened Date: 04/15/2014 Page 1 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9700560

Owners of UST facilities are reminded that the Federal Energy Policy Act of 2005 requires Operator
Training at all facilities by August 8, 2012. For further information please visit:
http://www.dep.state.fl.us/waste/categories/tanks/pages/op_train.htm

New Violations

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-762.801(3)(c)

Explanation: Unknown if tanks were properly purged of vapors.

Violation Text: Not rendered free of explosive vapors.

Corrective Action: For future closures, always properly purge tank of vapors prior to removal.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-762.451(1)(a)2.

Explanation:
Proper notification was not provided to the County Program.

Violation Text: 10 day notification before: API 653 inspection, change-in-service status, closure, or
closure assessment not submitted.

Corrective Action: For future closures, always provide proper notification to the County Program within 30
days of completing closure activities.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-762.801(3)(a)1.a.

Explanation: Unknown if tanks were properly cleaned of liquid and sludge.

Violation Text: Liquids and sludge not removed from tank(s).

Corrective Action: For future closures, always properly cleaned of liquid and sludge prior to removal.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Rule: 62-762.451(1)(a)3.c., 62-762.451(1)(a)3.b., 62-762.451(1)(a)3.a.

Explanation:
Proper notification was not provided to the County Program.

Violation Text: 48-hour notification before installation/closure activity, API 653 inspection, change in
service status, and tightness tests not submitted.

Corrective Action: For future closures, always provide proper notification to the County Program within 30
days of completing closure activities.

Type: Violation

Significance Name: Minor

Activity Opened Date: 04/15/2014 Page 2 of 4 Cottrell, Steve



Facility ID: 9700560

Rule: 62-762.451(1)(b)4., 62-762.451(1)(b)3., 62-762.451(1)(b)2., 62-762.451(1)(b)1.

Explanation:
Updated registration was not provided.

Violation Text: Registration update after change of ownership, closure/upgrade, or change in financial
responsibility not submitted within 30 days.

Corrective Action: For future closures, always provide an updated registration to the County Program
within 30 days of completing closure activities.

Inspection Comments

Annual Compliance Inspection
Arrival time: 0945 hrs

At the time of inspection:

Both 2000 gallon ASTs have been removed from the facility.  Tanks were removed late 2012 or early 2013 by
the previous facility Owner Operator (Bearden Oil Co., Owner and Carl Weisinger, Operator) according to the
new facility Operator, Wade Rich, General Mgr.

Contact information for Carl Weisinger, previous Operator was not available.

At the time of closure:
Proper notification was not provided to the County Program.
Updated registration not provided.
Unknown if tanks were properly cleaned of liquid and sludge.
Unknown if tanks were properly purged of vapors.

ASTs are double walled.  No indication of any unexplained positive response of an interstitial release detection
device or method occurred during the operational life of the system.  No indication of overfill or soil staining
around the tanks.  A closure assessment was not conducted at the time of closure.

New Operator has provided an updated registration.

The Signed Report sent on April 17, 2014 via e-mail to:
Wes Bearden at:  beardenoil@mail.com
Wade Rich at:  wade@raceosw.com

04/17/2014

Inspection Photos
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Facility ID: 9700560

2014-04-15 Location of previous ASTs Orlando SW
Dragway

04/17/2014Added Date

Activity Opened Date: 04/15/2014 Page 4 of 4 Cottrell, Steve
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