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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1 
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) in conjunction with Marion County is 2 
conducting a Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for a new interchange on 3 
Interstate 75 (I-75) at NW 49 Street, located just west of the City of Ocala in Marion County, 4 
Florida. This Contamination Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) has been prepared in 5 
accordance with the FDOT’s PD&E Manual, Part 2, Chapter 20 (Contamination Impacts), 6 
updated July 1, 2020, which incorporates the requirements of the National Environmental 7 
Policy Act (NEPA), and related federal and state laws.  This report identifies and evaluates 8 
known or potential contamination issues, presents recommendations concerning these issues, 9 
and discusses possible impacts to the proposed project in relation to the proposed project 10 
alternatives.  11 

Information was obtained for this report through interviews, observations during on-site visits 12 
and database information from the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) and 13 
the United States Environmental Protection Agency. A total of 11 sites were identified and 14 
reviewed for potential contamination risk. One site was assigned a risk rating of High, four sites 15 
were assigned a risk rating of Medium, and six sites were assigned a risk rating of Low.  16 

Level II Contamination Assessments are recommended for any High- or Medium-Risk sites. 17 
West of I-75, additional contamination assessments will be primarily for petroleum and east of 18 
I-75 additional contamination assessments will be primarily for contaminants associated with 19 
agriculture (i.e. pesticides, herbicides, and heavy metals). If contaminants are identified by the 20 
Level II contamination assessments and are determined to result in impacts to construction, the 21 
District 5 Districtwide Contamination Assessment and Remediation (C.A.R.) contractor will be 22 
tasked with providing construction support to mitigate and obviate those impacts.  23 

 24 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 1 
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) in conjunction with Marion County is 2 
conducting a Project Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for a new interchange on 3 
Interstate 75 (I-75) at NW 49 Street, located just west of the City of Ocala in Marion County, 4 
Florida. The proposed interchange is needed to support the economic viability of the Ocala 489, 5 
a 489-acre industrial and commercial development, which is intended to serve as an economic 6 
engine for job creation in the region. This Contamination Screening Evaluation Report (CSER) 7 
has been prepared in accordance with the FDOT’s PD&E Manual, Part 2, Chapter 20 8 
(Contamination Impacts), updated July 1, 2020, which incorporates the requirements of the 9 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and related federal and state laws. Using database 10 
reviews and field investigations, this report identifies and evaluates potential contamination 11 
issues and provides risk ratings in relation to the proposed project.  12 
 13 
Within the project area, I-75 generally borders the City of Ocala, seat of Marion County in north 14 
central Florida. The greater Ocala area has recently experienced one of the highest growth 15 
rates in the country for a city its size, and the Marion County Comprehensive Plan outlines a 16 
vision to enhance the livability of its residents and promote economic growth in the region. In 17 
this vein, the County has designated approximately 3000 acres adjacent to I-75 as a future 18 
commerce park. The Ocala 489, located in this area has been established as a “Florida 19 
Enterprise Zone” and is composed of a recently constructed FedEx Ground Distribution Hub, 20 
Chewy distribution center, an AutoZone distribution center designated as a CSX Select Site, the 21 
Florida Crossroads Logistics Center, a Red Rock Development, and the remaining undeveloped 22 
sites. Development in this area will result in traffic volume increases along I-75 and the entire 23 
local roadway network. 24 
 25 
Figure 1-1 depicts the project vicinity. There are two existing I-75 interchanges within the 26 
project vicinity. The I-75/US 27 interchange is located approximately 2 miles south of the 27 
proposed interchange, and the I-75/SR 326 interchange, approximately 2 miles to the north. A 28 
recently completed Interchange Justification Report (IJR) (October 2020) concluded that the 29 
existing I-75 interchange ramp movements and intersections at US 27 and at SR 326 are 30 
expected to operate at failing levels of service in 2035. A new I-75 interchange at NW 49 Street 31 
(approximately midway between the two existing interchanges) is proposed to relieve 32 
congestion on the adjacent interchanges. The western limit of this project is NW 44 Avenue 33 
(west of I-75) and the eastern limit is the future NW 35 Street extension to the northern end of 34 
limerock pit, just southeast of the new proposed interchange (Phase 2B). It should be noted 35 
that this proposed NW 35 Street extension (Phase 2B) will be constructed by the County and is 36 
funded for construction in 2021, so it will be completed prior to the interchange being 37 
constructed. 38 
 39 
 40 

41 
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 1 
Figure 1-1 Location Map 2 
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2.0 PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED 1 

PURPOSE 2 
The purpose of a new I-75 interchange at NW 49/35 Street is to relieve congestion on adjacent 3 
interchanges by providing an alternate access to I-75 for the projected increase in truck 4 
volumes resulting from the future commerce district.  5 

NEED 6 
The overall study was initiated with a detailed, comprehensive analysis of existing/projected 7 
substandard conditions. In general terms, some of the most critical potential needs include: 8 

9 
Economic Viability and Job Creation 10 
The proposed interchange is needed to support the economic viability of the Ocala 489, a 489 11 
acre industrial and commercial development, which is intended to serve as an economic engine 12 
for job creation in the region and is envisioned as a strategic central inland hub for freight-13 
related traffic. The Ocala 489 has been established as a Florida Enterprise Zone, a designation 14 
which provides numerous tax credits to businesses located within the Commerce Park. In 15 
addition, this commerce park includes a site, recently developed by AutoZone, that was 16 
designated as a CSX Select Site (the first in Florida). Select Sites are properties identified and 17 
vetted as capable locations for future manufacturing facilities along the CSX rail network. FedEx 18 
Ground, Florida Crossroads Logistics Center, and Chewy also completed new facilities within the 19 
Ocala 489. Marion County has already made infrastructure improvements within the Park with 20 
the extension of NW 35 Street as a divided four lane facility. 21 

22 
It should be noted that the Ocala 489 is zoned M-1/M-2 or Light/Heavy Industrial and the 23 
businesses that are intended to occupy the commerce park will depend heavily on interstate 24 
and regional movement to transport raw materials and finished goods, around the State and 25 
beyond. In summary, due to its strategic location and incentives, the Ocala 489 and the 26 
commerce district/employment center will provide needed jobs in the area. 27 

28 
Improve Interstate and Regional Mobility 29 
The proposed interchange will provide a more direct and efficient access to I-75 thus facilitating 30 
interstate and regional mobility. As previously stated, I-75 is a vital north-south interstate 31 
facility connecting six different states. From a regional perspective Marion County is 32 
approximately midway between Miami and Atlanta and occupies a strategic location due to its 33 
relative proximity to other important metropolitan areas such as Jacksonville, Orlando, and 34 
Tampa. This strategic location coupled with the presence of a major interstate facility such as I-35 
75 makes this area a key potential hub for commercial industry. The proposed interchange is 36 
thus needed to support the efficient movements of goods. 37 

38 
Address Locally Supported Long Term Regional Needs 39 
The proposed project is needed to provide important access to I-75 as part of a locally 40 
supported long range vision to provide a future east-west corridor parallel to US 27 and SR 326. 41 
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This east-west corridor begins at NE 36 Avenue east of I-75 and Downtown Ocala and 1 
terminates at NW 70 Avenue west of the proposed I-75 interchange. In conjunction with this 2 
new east-west corridor is a connection to US 27 at NW 35 Avenue Road and at NW 60 Avenue. 3 
 4 
The proposed I-75 interchange is currently listed as the number one (1) priority project on the 5 
Ocala/Marion Transportation Planning Organization (TPO) FY 2025 Priority Projects List. The 6 
County has completed a number of improvements in the area in support of the proposed 7 
interchange and the Ocala 489, including extension of NW 35 Avenue Road. Phase 2A of the 8 
NW 35 Avenue Road extension was recently completed by the County, Phase 2B is a Marion 9 
County project currently in Final Design and programmed for construction in 2021, and Phase 10 
2C is the connection between the proposed interchange and the future NW 35 Avenue Road 11 
(Phase 2B) that will be completed as part of the proposed interchange.   12 
 13 
Accommodate Future Traffic Growth 14 
As previously stated, one of the primary justifications for the new interchange is to 15 
accommodate projected future year traffic volumes. Marion County has experienced a 16 
significant and sustained growth in population since 1970. This significant growth rate is 17 
expected to continue in the future. According to the currently adopted Central Florida Regional 18 
Planning Model (CFRPM Version 6.1)  socio-economic data for 2010 and 2040, the projected 19 
population for Marion County is expected to grow from approximately 325,199 to over 490,204 20 
in population by 2040. As a result of this population growth, traffic volumes are increasing and 21 
will continue to increase in the future. As shown on Table 2-1, the proposed interchange will 22 
result in a reduction in the design year (2045) traffic volumes on US 27 and SR 326, the two 23 
contiguous I-75 interchange locations, as well as NW 35 Avenue Road, generally resulting in 24 
reduced delays and improved levels of service. 25 
 26 
It should be noted that the existing SR 326 interchange located north of the proposed 27 
interchange would be a rather indirect option for trucks serving the Ocala 489, and therefore 28 
most of the truck traffic associated with the Commerce Park would likely utilize the US 27 29 
interchange, severely degrading operations and safety at the interchange throughout the day. 30 
The need for the new interchange is based on projected traffic volumes in design year 2045 31 
from build-out of not only the Ocala 489 but also the adjacent commerce district/employment 32 
center totaling 5,000 +/- acres. It is projected from the CFRPM 6.1 model that build-out in 33 
design year 2045 will add 25,000 daily trips to the roadway network with approximately 12%, or 34 
3,000 vehicles, of which are projected to be trucks. As a result of this projected population 35 
growth, traffic volumes are increasing and will continue to increase in the future. 36 
 37 
 38 

39 
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Table 2-1 Projected Traffic Effects of the Proposed Interchange (Year 2045) 1 

LOCATION 
% of Traffic Impact Reduction (AADT) 

No-Build (2045) Build (2045) % Change 
US 27 W of I-75 51,100 49,300 -3.52% 
US 27 E of I-75 51,100 49,700 -2.74% 

I 75 NB Off Ramp at US 27 14,600 12,800 -12.32% 
I 75 SB On Ramp at US 27 15,200 13,500 -11.18% 
I 75 NB On Ramp at US 27 2,700 3,600 25.00% 
I 75 SB Off Ramp at US 27 2,900 4,300 32.56% 

NW 35 Ave N of US 27 24,700 21,600 -12.55% 
SR 326 W of I-75 12,500 12,200 -2.40% 
SR 326 E of I-75 38,200 37,700 -1.31% 

NW 49 St East of I75 14,800 17,600 15.61% 
NW 49 St West of I75 14,600 21,500 32.09% 

2 
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3.0 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 1 

NO-BUILD 2 
The “No Build” alternative assumes the retainment of existing conditions.  It is used as a 3 
benchmark condition in order to compare the costs and benefits of implementing the proposed 4 
improvements to those incurred by continuing to use the existing facilities. 5 

PREFERRED  ALTERNATIVE 6 
After a comprehensive evaluation process, one alternative was selected as being the most 7 
effective option. This alternative is illustrated on Figures 3-1 and 3-2. The preferred alternative, 8 
diverging diamond interchange (Alternative 3), consists of a diamond interchange in which the 9 
two directions of traffic on the minor road (NW 49 Street) crossover, or diverge, to the opposite 10 
side between the signalized crossover intersections at the on/off ramps (shown on Figure 3-2). 11 
This eliminates the need for left-turning vehicles to cross the paths of approaching through 12 
vehicles, facilitating operational maneuvers and increasing safety. This allows for a simple two-13 
phase operation at the two signalized intersections within the interchange (no left turns), thus 14 
improving efficiency. The preferred alternative also includes the extension of NW 49 Street 15 
from NW 44 Avenue to Marion County’s future NW 35 Street extension (currently in final 16 
design). NW 49 Street (shown on Figure 3-1) will feature four 12-foot travel lanes with 7-foot 17 
bicycle lanes, a 28-foot raised median, and 6-foot sidewalk. The proposed right-of-way for NW 18 
49 Street is 122 feet. NW 49 Street will curve towards the south east of I-75 to connect to 19 
Marion County’s future NW 35 Street extension (Phase 2B) connection through the Magnum 20 
Materials Mine which is funded for construction in 2021 by the County. Four stormwater 21 
treatment and attenuation ponds are shown on Figure 3-2 to meet water management district 22 
and FDOT drainage requirements. 23 

24 

25 
Figure 3-1 NW 49 Street Preferred Typical Section 26 
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 1 
Figure 3-2 Preferred Alternative 2 
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4.0 PROJECT AREA DESCRIPTION 1 

The project occurs in Marion County, northwest of the City of Ocala. The term “project 2 
corridor” is used in this document to represent the footprint of the preferred alternative. The 3 
term “project area” represents a larger expanse that encompasses the project corridor as well 4 
as all land within 500 feet.     5 

The project area is bisected by I-75. On the west side of I-75, NW 44 Avenue parallels I-75 and 6 
provides a north-south route between the nearest adjacent interstate exit/entrance ramps. To 7 
the west of NW 44 Avenue and immediately south of NW 49 Street is a small residential area. 8 
Several businesses and complexes of warehouses, some currently unused, are located between 9 
NW 44 Avenue and I-75. These include Barracuda Boat and RV Storage, Hickory Springs 10 
Manufacturing Company, Quality Bedding, Scorpion Performance Anodize Inc., Just in Time 11 
Machining, and All-In Removal waste disposal. 12 

To the east of I-75, most of the project area is under agricultural use and owned by the Baldwin 13 
Angus Ranch. Southeast of the project is the Magnum Materials limestone mine. The project 14 
will require right-of-way from both the Baldwin Angus Ranch, a small area in the northwest 15 
corner of the mine, and parcels west of I-75. South of the mine, and east of I-75, is a recently-16 
developed regional shipping hub, the Ocala 489. This area currently includes major distribution 17 
centers for Federal Express, Chewy and Auto Zone. 18 

LAND USE 19 

Major land uses in the project area include small, undeveloped natural areas, large pastures 20 
used for livestock, residential areas, and large industrial parks. Land use cover descriptions 21 
provided for both uplands and wetlands are classified utilizing the Florida Land Use Cover and 22 
Forms Classifications System (FLUCCS) designations. Existing land use in the project area was 23 
initially determined utilizing U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) maps, historical images, aerial 24 
photographs, and land use mapping from the St. Johns River Water Management District 25 
(SJRWMD) (2012). Land use categories reported by SJRWMD were verified in the field.   26 

The most recent FLUCCS data for land use in the project area were downloaded from the 27 
SJRWMD website and are mapped on Figure 4-1. The predominant land use types in the project 28 
area west of I-75 are Other Light Industrial (FLUCCS 1550) and Rural Land in Transition (FLUCCS 29 
7410). East of I-75, the predominant land types are Improved Pastures (FLUCCS 2110) with a 30 
smaller area of Field Crops (FLUCCS 2150), both of which are part of the Baldwin Angus Ranch. 31 
The Magnum Materials mine in the southeastern part of the project area is mapped as 32 
Reclaimed Lands (FLUCCS 1650) and  Limerock or Dolomite (FLUCCS 1632). 33 



 

I-75 PD&E Study| Contamination Screening Evaluation Report 4-2 

 

 1 
Figure 4-1 Land Use in the Project Area 2 
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Residential, Rural (FLUCCS – 1180) and Residential, Medium Density (FLUCCS – 1200) 1 

Residential, Rural (FLUCCS 1180) and Residential, Medium Density (FLUCCS 1200) land covers 2 
are for areas with one dwelling on two or more acres, or two to five dwellings per acre, 3 
respectively. A small sliver of land east of I-75, at the northern project terminus, is mapped as 4 
Residential, Rural (FLUCCS- 1180). One location in the project area is mapped as Residential, 5 
Medium Density (FLUCCS 1200). It is a residential community located to the west of the NW 44 6 
Avenue and immediately south of NW 49 Street. No residences are located within the project 7 
corridor.  8 

Commercial and Services (FLUCCS – 1400) 9 

Commercial and Services (FLUCCS 1400) land uses in the project area are described as light 10 
manufacturing facilities or small equipment shops. This land use type occurs in two locations in 11 
the project area, both of which are located between NW 44 Avenue and I-75, south of NW 49 12 
Street.  13 

Other Light Industrial (FLUCCS – 1550) 14 

This classification in the project area is primarily vacant industrial land, aside from the active 15 
manufacturing plant located at the northwestern limits of the project area. This land use type 16 
occurs in one large patch in the project area, between NW 44 Avenue and I-75. This land use 17 
type comprises most of the northwest quadrant of the proposed interchange. This area 18 
contains a mixture of industrial buildings, some of which are in active use, others are vacant 19 
and in disrepair. 20 

Limestone or Dolomite (FLUCCS – 1632) 21 

This classification is used for extraction or mining operations and in the project area includes 22 
the Magnum Materials mine. This mine is located in the southern portion of the project, east of 23 
I-75.  24 

Reclaimed Lands (FLUCCS – 1650) 25 

This class is for mining sites that have been or are being restored to approximate a natural state 26 
or converted into other types of land use, such as pasture, recreational uses, or development.  27 
It does not include portions of active mining areas that are temporarily inactive or abandoned 28 
mining lands. This land use type occurs in one location in the project area, immediately 29 
adjacent to northbound I-75, on the Magnum Materials mine. This area now contains 30 
secondary growth upland forest.  31 

Improved Pastures (FLUCCS – 2110) 32 

Improved Pastures are the most intensively managed of the pastureland use classes. The 33 
largest portion of this land use within the project area is the Baldwin Angus Ranch, which 34 
comprises the majority of the project area east of I-75. This land use class is also found to the 35 
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west of I-75, southwest of the proposed interchange. The pastures west of I-75 do not appear 1 
to be under agricultural use.  2 

Unimproved Pastures (FLUCCS – 2120) 3 

This category includes cleared land within the project area where native grasses and brush have 4 
been allowed to develop. This land use type is found in one location in the project area, 5 
southwest of the proposed interchange on I-75, near the southwestern limits.   6 

Field Crops (FLUCCS –  2150) 7 

Wheat, oats, hay, and grasses are the primary crop types identified as Field Crops. Field Crops 8 
are mapped in three locations in the project area. Two of these locations are on the Baldwin 9 
Angus Ranch, east of I-75. A third area is mapped as field crops west of I-75, near the southern 10 
project limits; however, this area does not appear to be under active agricultural use.  11 

Upland Hardwood Forests (FLUCCS – 4200) 12 

This class is for upland hardwoods that do not fit into one of the two subclasses of 4210 Xeric 13 
Oak or 4280 Cabbage Palms.  The Upland Hardwoods Forests class may include forest 14 
communities such as oak-pine-hickory, Brazilian pepper, live oak, wax myrtle-willow (not 15 
hydric), mixed temperate or tropical hardwoods, and beech-magnolia. Xeric oak and cabbage 16 
palm forests must be broken out separately. However, almost all forests are subject to human 17 
influence, and the composition of the forests is, to a large or small degree, determined by 18 
management factors. This land use type occurs in one location in the project area, east of I-75, 19 
at the northern project limits.   20 

Upland Mixed Coniferous/Hardwood (FLUCCS – 4340) 21 

This class is used for those forested areas in which neither upland conifers nor hardwoods 22 
achieve a 67 percent crown canopy dominance.  This land use type occurs in a small sliver 23 
immediately west of I-75, at the southern project terminus.  24 

Rural Land in Transition (FLUCCS – 7410) 25 

This class is used for areas that have been cleared with no positive indicators of the intended 26 
land use.  This category of land use is mapped in a large patch southwest of the proposed 27 
interchange. It contains part of Barracuda Boat and RV Storage and adjacent undeveloped 28 
lands. 29 

Roads and Highways (FLUCCS – 8140) 30 

This class includes all four lane highways with "substantial" median strips.  In general, these are 31 
specified as the U.S. and State Routes identified as such on USGS 7.5' topo maps. In the project 32 
corridor, some areas along the margin of existing roads are mapped as Roads and Highways.  33 

 34 
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Surface Water Collection Basins (FLUCCS – 8370) 1 
This code classifies excavated open spaces, situated within residential sub-divisions or 2 
communities and along freeway corridors, for temporary collection and holding of surface 3 
water runoff. This land use is mapped at the location of an excavated, rectangular drainage 4 
feature located immediately west of NW 44 Avenue, approximately 1100 feet north of NW 49 5 
Street. It is an Other Surface Water. The area mapped as Surface Water Collection Basins also 6 
includes large portions of the existing NW 44 avenue, and only a small sliver of new right-of-7 
way would be necessary.  8 

ELEVATION AND HYDROLOGY 9 
Elevations in the project area range from approximately 64 feet to 130 feet above sea level. The 10 
lowest elevation occurs in the northeastern limits of the project area within Improved Pastures. 11 
There are also areas of low elevation near the northern and western termini of the project 12 
corridor. The area of highest elevation occurs near the southern and southeastern limits of the 13 
project area, east of I-75, near the Magnum Materials mine. Figure 4-2 shows an elevation map 14 
created with data collected by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 15 
and the U.S. Department of Commerce in 2007 using Light Detection and Ranging (LIDAR) in 16 
North American Datum 1983 (NAD 83).  17 
 18 
West of I-75, the project lies within the Southwest Florida Water Management District 19 
(SWFWMD) jurisdiction. The remaining portion of the project, east of I-75, lies within SJRWMD 20 
jurisdiction. The project area also spans the Silver Springs and Rainbow Springs springsheds, 21 
which are designated Outstanding Florida Waters (OFW) that have been verified as impaired by 22 
excessive nutrient loads.  23 
 24 
The project area is considered a sensitive karst area due to the occurrence of limestone within 25 
20 feet of the surface that comprises the barrier above the Floridan Aquifer. Areas in Florida 26 
most vulnerable to aquifer contamination from land surface activities have been determined 27 
based on the statewide GIS model Florida Aquifer Vulnerability Assessment (FAVA). The project 28 
area is mapped by FAVA as being of the highest vulnerability to aquifer contamination. Portions 29 
of the project area have subsurface connections to Rainbow Springs, while other portions of the 30 
project area have subsurface connections to Silver Springs. Major hydrologic surface-features in 31 
the vicinity of the project are shown on Figure 4-3. The area mapped as a Freshwater Pond, 32 
immediately north of Pond G1-1, is actually a borrow-pit related to nearby road construction. 33 
The small area mapped as Freshwater Emergent Wetland in the southern portion of the project 34 
corridor, on the mining property east of I-75, has been cleared and graded by mining activities 35 
and is not a wetland.  36 

There are no major water features within the project corridor. The closest major water features 37 
are the Silver River, located approximately 9 miles southeast of the project, and Silver Springs, 38 
located approximately 8.2 miles to the east. Rainbow Springs is approximately 18 miles to the 39 
southwest. 40 
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 1 
Figure 4-2 Elevation in Project Area 2 

  3 
 4 
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 1 
Figure 4-3 Surface Hydrology of Project Area 2 
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SOILS 1 
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) (2017) maps six soil types occurring in the 2 
project area (Table 4-1 and Figure 4-4). No hydric soils are mapped in the project area. 3 
Farmland Soils of Local Importance occur in the project area and include Blichton, Gainesville, 4 
Hague, and Kendrick soil series.  5 
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Table 4-1 Soils in Project Corridor 1 

Soil Type Environmental Association 

Arredondo Sand 

0-5% slopes; Arredondo soils are on nearly level to strongly sloping uplands in the Lower Coastal Plain. The 
Arredondo series consists of well drained soils that are rapidly permeable in the thick, sandy surface and 
subsurface layers and moderate to very slow in the subsoil. They form in sandy and loamy marine deposits on 
the Ocala uplift. This is not a hydric soil. This is a suitable soil for sand skink habitat. 

Blichton Sand 
0-8% slopes; The Blichton series consists of very deep, very poorly drained, moderately slow or slowly 
permeable soils on uplands in central Florida. They formed in thick beds of loamy and sandy marine sediments. 
This is not a hydric soil. This is a Farmland Soil of Local Importance. 

Gainesville 
Loamy Sand 

0-15% slopes; Gainesville series consists of well drained, rapidly permeable soils formed in thick beds of sandy 
marine deposits. They are on nearly level to strongly sloping uplands in the lower Coastal Plain. This is not a 
hydric soil.  This is a suitable soil for sand skink habitat. This is a Farmland Soil of Local Importance.  

Hague Sand 
2-5% slopes; The Hague series consists of very deep, well drained soils that formed in sandy and loamy marine 
deposits. This is not a hydric soil. This is a suitable soil for sand skink habitat. This is a Farmland Soil of Local 
Importance. 

Kendrick Loamy 
Sand 

0-8% slopes; The Kendrick series consists of well drained, slowly to moderately slowly permeable soils formed in 
thick beds of loamy marine sediments on nearly level to sloping areas in the Coastal Plain. This is not a hydric 
soil. This is a suitable soil for sand skink habitat. This is a Farmland Soil of Local Importance. 

Sparr Fine Sand 
0-8% slopes; The Sparr series consists of very deep, somewhat poorly drained, moderately slowly to slowly 
permeable soils on uplands of the coastal plain. They formed in thick beds of sandy and loamy marine 
sediments. This is not a hydric soil. 

Borrow Pits These are excavated areas associated with the Magnum Materials mine. 

Source: NRCS 2012; USDA 1987: 22–23, 25, 28, 31–34, 36, 45, 55 2 
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 1 
Figure 4-4 Soils in Project Corridor2 
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5.0 METHODOLOGY 1 
In accordance with Part 2, Chapter 20 (revised July 1, 2020) of the PD&E Manual, this 2 
Contamination Screening Evaluation (Level 1) was conducted to evaluate potential 3 
contamination concerns associated with project alternatives. In addition to sites discovered 4 
during field assessments, this report identifies and evaluates known landfills, Comprehensive 5 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA, also known as Superfund) 6 
sites, and National Priorities List (NPL) sites within one half-mile of the project corridor.  Known 7 
sites of petroleum contamination, drycleaners, and non-petroleum contamination within 500 8 
feet of the project corridor were identified and investigated, as were non-landfill solid waste 9 
sites within 1,000 feet of the project corridor. A buffer of one-half mile was used for any 10 
CERCLA, NPL and Landfill sites. This evaluation includes the following: 11 

• A review of Efficient Transportation Decision Making (ETDM) Summary Report Number 12 
14242 and the FDOT Environmental Screening Tool (EST) contamination data; 13 

• A review of the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) OCULUS 14 
database and USEPA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) databases; 15 

• A review of the most up-to-date GIS layers downloaded from the Florida Geographic 16 
Data Library (FGDL) involving contamination related information; 17 

• Field review of project corridor, neighboring properties, and known potential 18 
contamination sites; 19 

• Ownership history information of each potential contamination site; and 20 

• Historic aerial image review. 21 

Recommendations regarding contamination concerns are based on reasonably ascertainable 22 
information obtained from the data collection activities identified above.   23 

DATA GATHERING 24 
Government Databases Search 25 
Information regarding potential contamination sites was obtained from the ETDM GIS Analysis 26 
Results Tool (EST – contamination layer), which includes information on Biomedical Waste, 27 
Brownfield Location Boundaries, Dry Cleaners, Gasoline Stations, Petroleum Tanks, Hazardous 28 
Waste Sites, NPL Superfund Sites, Nuclear Site Locations, On-site Sewage (septic tanks), State 29 
Underground Petroleum Environmental Response Act (SUPER Act) Risk Sources, Solid Waste 30 
Facilities, Tanks 2007, Toxic Release Inventory Sites, and Resource Conservation and Recovery 31 
Act (RCRA) Regulated Facilities.  The FGDL database was also used to locate GIS files and 32 
identify facility IDs. 33 
 34 
 35 
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Regulatory File Review 1 
File reviews were conducted online using the FDEP OCULUS database and USEPA RCRA 2 
websites.  3 
 4 
Historical Aerial Photograph Review 5 
A review of historical aerial photographs of the project area using Google Earth historic aerial 6 
imagery was performed. The aerial images were reviewed for potential contamination 7 
concerns, including, but not limited to, mounds, depressions, storage areas, or drastic changes 8 
in landscaping or geographic features. Some historic aerial photographs that clearly show the 9 
project area are included in Appendix A and a brief discussion of the review of historic aerial 10 
photographs is provided below. 11 

• 1995- The I-75 corridor and Magnum Materials mine are apparent. The project area east of 12 
I-75 is in a similar condition to the present. The general layout and major buildings in the 13 
project area west of I-75 are present. The residential area south of NW 49 Street is absent, 14 
and Barracuda Boat and RV storage is also absent. In the fields immediately north of NW 49 15 
Street are approximately dozens of rows of parked vans that are stored by the nearby Mark 16 
III Industries, a manufacturer of conversion vans.  17 

• 1999- Few changes from the condition in 1995 are apparent. The residential area south of 18 
NW 49 Street is visible vans continue to be stored in nearby fields. 19 

• 2005- The vans are absent, but the residential area south of NW 49 Street has not yet been 20 
developed. Barracuda Boat and RV Storage is absent.  21 

• 2006- Holding ponds on the mine are present and residential development has begun south 22 
of NW 49 Street.  23 

• 2008- The project area appears close to its current conditions, but without Barracuda Boat 24 
and RV Storage.  25 

• 2015- Barracuda Boat and RV Storage is present.  26 
 27 
Field Reviews 28 
On April 24, 2018, environmental scientists performed driving and walking surveys throughout 29 
the project area west of I-75. The entire project area (except the Magnum Materials mine) was 30 
assessed during driving and walking surveys on June 13, 2018. Additional field investigations in 31 
the project area were conducted on October 23 and December 5, 2018. The proposed impact 32 
area on the Magnum Materials mine property was surveyed on December 5, 2018. Barracuda 33 
Boat and RV Storage and the property immediately to the north were fenced and entry was not 34 
possible. These properties were inspected from outside the perimeter fence. The actual 35 
location of the potentially contaminated sites and the current occupancy and operations at 36 
each site were verified during the field reviews whenever possible. Sites were inspected for 37 
presence of storage tanks, chemical containers, ground-staining, monitoring wells, or other 38 



 

I-75 PD&E Study| Contamination Screening Evaluation Report 5-3 

 
 

signs of potential contamination. Interviews were conducted with local residents and 1 
employees whenever possible.  2 

RISK RATING DEFINITIONS 3 
Based on the compilation of data collection activities described above, each site was assigned a 4 
risk rating based on the methods in Chapter 20 of the PD&E Manual. The ratings system 5 
expresses the degree of concern for a potential contamination impact to the project via cost 6 
and schedule.  Each site was assigned a contamination risk rating of No, Low, Medium, or High 7 
based on the following criteria: 8 

1. No - A review of available information on the property and a review of the conceptual or 9 
design plans indicates there is no potential contamination impact to the project. It is 10 
possible that contaminants have been handled on the property. However, findings from 11 
the Level I evaluation indicate that contamination impacts are not expected. 12 

2. Low - A review of available information indicates that past or current activities on the 13 
property have an ongoing contamination issue; the site has a hazardous waste 14 
generator identification (ID) number, or the site stores, handles, or manufactures 15 
hazardous materials. However, based on the review of conceptual or design plans 16 
and/or findings from the Level I evaluation, it is not likely that there would be any 17 
contamination impacts to the project. 18 

3. Medium - After a review of conceptual or design plans and findings from a Level I 19 
evaluation, a potential contamination impact to the project has been identified. If there 20 
is insufficient information (such as regulatory records or site historical documents) to 21 
make a determination as to the potential for contamination impact, and there is 22 
reasonable suspicion that contamination may exist, the property should be rated at 23 
least as a “Medium”. Properties used historically as gasoline stations and which have 24 
not been evaluated or assessed by regulatory agencies, sites with abandoned in place 25 
underground petroleum storage tanks or currently operating gasoline stations should 26 
receive this rating. 27 

4. High - After a review of all available information and conceptual or design plans, there is 28 
appropriate analytical data that shows contamination will substantially impact 29 
construction activities, have implications to ROW acquisition or have other potential 30 
transfer of contamination related liability to the FDOT. 31 
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6.0 POTENTIAL PROJECT IMPACTS 1 

Eleven known or potential contamination sources were identified during this study and are 2 
presented in Table 6-1 and on Figure 6-1. One site was assigned a risk rating of High, four sites 3 
were assigned a risk rating of Medium, and six sites were assigned a risk rating of Low. Much of 4 
the project area east of I-75 is used for agriculture and therefore is considered a Medium 5 
contamination risk due to the potential use of fertilizers, insecticides, herbicides, and other 6 
agricultural chemicals. West of I-75 there is a complex (Site Numbers 1 through 6) of light 7 
industrial facilities with multiple metal buildings, some of which appear abandoned or not in 8 
active use. Multiple aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) were identified in the industrial areas. 9 
No CERCLA, NPL sites, or landfills were identified within one half-mile of the project corridor.  10 
The “No Build” and TSM&O Alternatives are not anticipated to cause potential contamination 11 
impacts. A description of each site is provided in Section 7.0. Information and photographs 12 
related to sites that were rated as High- or Medium-Risk are provided in Appendix B.  13 

ETDM COMMENTS 14 
The following comments on potential contamination impacts were received during the ETDM 15 
process.  16 

USEPA COMMENTS 17 

Contamination Degree of Effect: Minimal 18 

Reviewed By: Kim Gates, USEPA 19 

Coordination Document: PD&E Support Document As Per PD&E Manual 20 

Identified Resources and Level of Importance: Potential contamination and risks posed 21 
to human health and the environment.  22 

Comments on Effects To Resources: “Based on information in the EST, there are no 23 
USEPA-designated Brownfields or National Priorities List (Superfund) sites within one 24 
mile of the project. One RCRA-regulated facility, Voyager Inc. (EPA ID #: FLD 984 184 25 
226), is located within 500 feet. Two other RCRA-regulated facilities are located within 26 
1/4 mile of the project: Hydro Spa LLC (EPA ID #: FLD 982 107 229) and Hickory Springs 27 
Manufacturing Company (EPA ID #: FLR 000 112 649). 28 

According to the USEPA's RCRA Info database, Voyager was a small quantity generator 29 
of spent nonhalogenated solvents (e.g., benzene, toluene, methyl ethyl ketone, 30 
isobutanol, etc.) until May 2010. There is no record of onsite corrective action for 31 
releases of hazardous substances, but the State of North Carolina cited the facility in 32 
1991 and 1992 for violating RCRA hazardous waste determination requirements. The 33 
USEPA does not have information about current solvent use at the facility and 34 
encourages coordination with the North Carolina Department of Environment Quality if 35 
the project will impact the facility. Voyager is listed online as an integrated steel 36 
fabricator.  37 
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Table 6-1 Site Information 1 

Site # Facility Name Parcel Numbers Address/ 
Location 

Facility ID 
(FDEP/RCRA) Databases Concern 

Approximate 
Distance to 

Project  
Risk Rating 

1 Thermo King of Ocala, Inc. 13531-000-02 6015 NW 44 Avenue None None Refrigerants, petroleum 
products Co-located Low 

2 Quick King #16 13535-013-00 5882 NW 44 Avenue 8511206 STCM Fuel, petroleum products 1,000+ feet Medium 

3 All in Removal 13530-000-00 5877 NW 44 Avenue 9814828 STCM Storage Tank  
Co-located Medium 

4 Scorpion Performance and 
Anodize, Inc.  13538-002-02 5817 NW 44 Avenue None None Cleaners, Solvents Co-located Low 

5 Hickory Springs Manufacturing 
Company 13538-002-01 5407 NW 44 Avenue FLR 000 112 649 Hazardous Waste Storage Tank Co-located High 

6 Hydro Spa LLC (Quality 
Bedding) 13538-002-00 5345 NW 44 Avenue FLD 982 107 229 Hazardous Waste Storage Tank Co-located Medium 

7 NW 49 Street Storage Field 13539-001-00 North of NW 49 Street None None Storage of unidentified objects Co-located Low 

8 AgroConsolidated, LLC 13689-001-00 4134 SW 47th Ct None None 55 Gallon Drums Co-located Low 

9 Voyager Inc. (Barracuda Truck 
and RV Storage) 13689-000-00 4707 NW 44 Avenue FLD 984 184 226 Hazardous Waste Petroleum products Co-located Low 

10 Baldwin Angus Ranch 13462-000-00, 
13495-000-00 3660 NW 56th Street 8511217, 8737114 STCM 

Storage tanks, used motor oil, 
fertilizers, herbicides, 
pesticides, anhydrous 

ammonia, diesel fuel, unleaded 
fuel 

Co-located Medium 

11 Magnum Materials Mine and 
Borrow Pits 

13715-000-00,  
13698-000-00 

3669-3711 NW 27th 
Avenue None None Mining waste water, petroleum 

products Co-located Low 
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 1 
Figure 6-1 Potentially Contaminated Sites2 
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Hydro Spa is a hot tub manufacturer that was a large quantity generator of hazardous 1 
waste (namely spent nonhalogenated solvents, including acetone, benzene, methyl 2 
ethyl ketone, tetrachloroethylene, and trichloroethylene) until July 2007. There is no 3 
record of onsite corrective action for releases of hazardous substances, but the facility 4 
has received citations from the State of North Carolina for various RCRA violations. 5 

The Hickory Springs Manufacturing Company (rebranded as HSM in May 2013) facility in 6 
Ocala makes foam components for the furniture, bedding, and transportation markets. 7 
According to RCRA Info, it was a small quantity generator of hazardous waste (i.e., 8 
various spent nonhalogenated solvents) until January 2013. The facility has no history of 9 
enforcement violations or releases requiring corrective action. 10 

Although not specifically mentioned in the Preliminary Environmental Discussion (PED) 11 
Comments Report, the FDOT could encounter abandoned underground storage tanks 12 
during project construction. Agriculture has been the foundation of Marion County's 13 
economy since the mid-1850s, and storage tanks for vehicle fuel and heating oil are 14 
common on farms and rural residences nationwide.” 15 

Response to Agency Comments: Thank you for your feedback and comments. During 16 
the PD&E study, FDOT will conduct a Level 1 Contamination Assessment that will be 17 
documented in a Contamination Screening Evaluation Report.  18 

 19 

FDEP ETDM COMMENTS 20 

Contamination Degree of Effect: N/A / No Involvement 21 

Reviewed By: Suzanne Ray, FDEP 22 

Coordination Document: PD&E Support Document As Per PD&E Manual 23 

Identified Resources and Level of Importance: N/A 24 

Comments on Effects To Resources: N/A 25 

Response to Agency Comments: Thank you for your review.   26 

SJRWMD ETDM COMMENTS 27 

Contamination Degree of Effect: N/A / No Involvement 28 

Reviewed By: Marc von Canal, SJRWMD 29 

Coordination Document: No Involvement 30 

Identified Resources and Level of Importance: “Unless the surface water management 31 
system is located in an area with contaminated soil or water, the SJRWMD has no 32 
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regulatory involvement. The GIS analysis did not identify any contaminated sites within 1 
500 feet of project boundaries. “ 2 

Comments on Effects To Resources: “No effects expected” 3 

Response to Agency Comments: Thank you for your review.  4 

SWFWMD ETDM COMMENTS 5 

Contamination Degree of Effect: Minimal  6 

Reviewed By: Monte Ritter, SWFWMD 7 

Coordination Document: To Be Determined: Further Coordination Required 8 

Identified Resources and Level of Importance: “From the FDOT’s EST, the project area is 9 
characterized by a one-aquifer system that includes the Florida Aquifer. Within a 200-10 
foot buffer of the proposed interchange project, the pollution potential of the Floridan 11 
Aquifer is high as indicated by DRASTIC weighted indexes between 186 and 207. 12 
According to the FAVA Florida Aquifer System: Classified as More Vulnerable for 100 13 
percent of the project area within a 200-foot buffer. “ 14 

Comments on Effects To Resources: “If encountered and disturbed during construction 15 
along the proposed route, any contaminated site could result in surface and / or 16 
groundwater water pollution. While the interchange footprint may not directly impact 17 
contaminated sites, proposed stormwater management systems and other project 18 
construction activities should avoid these areas.” 19 

Response to Agency Comments: Thank you for your feedback and comments. During 20 
the PD&E study, FDOT will conduct a Level 1 Contamination Assessment that will be 21 
documented in a Contamination Screening Evaluation Report. 22 
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7.0 REGULATORY STATUS OF SITES 1 
Site descriptions and their regulatory status are provided below. No CERCLA, NPL Superfund 2 
Sites, or landfills were identified within one half-mile of the project corridor.  3 

SITE NUMBER 1- THERMO KING OF OCALA, INC.  4 
Address: 6015 NW 44 Avenue 5 
Facility ID: None 6 
This site performs maintenance and repairs to temperature control systems for trucks, trailers 7 
and buses. It is located adjacent to the northern end of the project, between NW 44 Avenue 8 
and I-75. This site was not identified in any contamination databases. An interview with an 9 
employee on January 4, 2019 confirmed the type of work performed and revealed there are 10 
ASTs for fuel on-site. Because of ASTs and the likely presence of refrigerants and petroleum 11 
products, but because there is no history of release of any contaminants, this site is assigned a 12 
risk rating of Low.  13 

SITE NUMBER 2- QUICK KING #16 14 
Address: 5882 NW 44 Avenue 15 
Facility ID: 8511206 16 
The Quick King gas station is located in the southwest quadrant of the intersection of NW 44 17 
Avenue and NW 60th Street, slightly more than 1,000 feet from the project. The site contains 18 
two fuel islands and a building. Because this site is operating as a gas station and has 19 
Underground Storage Tanks (USTs), it is assigned a risk rating of Medium.  20 

SITE NUMBER 3- ALL IN REMOVAL 21 
Address: 5877 NW 44 Avenue 22 
Facility ID: 9814828 23 
All In Removal is located adjacent to the northern limits of the project, between NW 44 Avenue 24 
and I-75, immediately south of NW 60th Street. It was identified in the Storage Tank 25 
Contamination Monitoring (STCM) database. During a routine compliance site inspection in 26 
2018, All in Removal was cited for not conducting monthly release detection inspection of tank 27 
systems or monitored sumps.  28 
 29 
An interview with an employee on January 4, 2019 revealed that this business collects and 30 
delivers shavings for use in horse and cattle ranching. They also provide containers and handle 31 
disposal of manure from ranching operations. Because of the presence of a storage tank and 32 
the handling of agricultural waste, this site is assigned a risk rating of Medium.  33 
 34 

35 
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SITE NUMBER 4- SCORPION PERFORMANCE AND ANODIZE, INC.  1 
Address: 5817 NW 44 Avenue 2 
Facility ID: None 3 
This site is located between NW 44 Avenue and I-75, south of Site Number. Scorpion 4 
Peformance and Anodize, Inc. manufactures high-performance parts for automotive and boat 5 
racing, as well as other automotive parts. They anodize, laser etch, polish, and perform other 6 
treatments to metal products at this location. In 2015, the company filed for Chapter 11 7 
bankruptcy protection, but has since been purchased and continues to operate. This site was 8 
not identified in any contamination databases and there is no known history of release of any 9 
contaminants. However, due to the likely presence of cleaners, solvents, and other chemicals, 10 
this site is assigned a risk rating of Low.  11 

SITE NUMBER 5- HICKORY SPRINGS MANUFACTURING COMPANY 12 
Address: 5407 NW 44 Avenue 13 
Facility ID: FLR 000 112 649 14 
Hickory Springs Manufacturing Company is now closed and was a maker of foam components 15 
for furniture, bedding, and transportation. It was a small-quantity generator of hazardous waste 16 
(i.e. nonhalogenated solvents, adhesives) until January 2013. This property contains multiple 17 
metal buildings and large concrete loading pads. Multiple tractor trailers were stored on site 18 
and multiple hoses in one area suggest it is used to wash down trucks. Three ASTs were 19 
discovered behind the largest building, adjacent to I-75 right-of-way. A grassy area in the 20 
central part of the site contained a small, round pool of standing water at ground level. The 21 
shape and size suggested it was a round pipe missing a manhole cover. There were also with 22 
several PVC pipes sticking out of the ground. This area was ringed by high-visibility bollards and 23 
is approximately 575 feet from the nearest proposed FDOT right-of-way. The origin or purpose 24 
of this feature is unknown. Photographs are included in Appendix A. Because of the AST’s and 25 
undetermined water feature, this site is assigned a risk rating of High. 26 

SITE NUMBER 6- HYDRO SPA LLC (QUALITY BEDDING) 27 
Address: 5345 NW 44 Avenue 28 
Facility ID: FLD 982 107 229 29 
This site consists of a complex of multiple large, metal buildings and currently appears to 30 
operate under the business name Quality Bedding. The site was formerly Hydro Spa LLC, a 31 
manufacturer of hot tubs and a large quantity generator of hazardous waste (namely spent 32 
nonhalogenated solvents, including acetone, benzene, methyl ethyl ketone, 33 
tetrachloroethylene, and trichloroethylene). Near the southern edge of the property, south of 34 
the southeastern-most building, is a large AST. Beside the AST were two open, 50-gallon drums 35 
in cinder block secondary containment. The drums were full of what appeared to be water and 36 
were open and exposed to the elements. Because of the presence of an AST and drums in 37 
secondary containment, this site is assigned a risk rating of Medium.  38 
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SITE NUMBER 7- NW 49 STREET STORAGE FIELD 1 
Address: Field Immediately north of NW 49 Street 2 
Facility ID: None 3 
This site was not identified in any contamination database or GIS layers. No indications of 4 
contamination were encountered at this site during field investigations. Historic aerial imagery 5 
from 1995 and 1999 showed hundreds of large objects stored in rows in this field. Interviews 6 
with local residents revealed that those objects are vans being stored by the nearby Mark III 7 
industries, which was once the nation’s leading manufacturer of conversion vans. All of the 8 
vans being stored on Site 7 were new and had not yet been converted. An interview with a 9 
former Vice President of Mark III revealed that in the early 1990’s, as many as 17,000 new vans 10 
were stored in surrounding fields like Site 7. Mark III was sold in 1996 and declared bankruptcy 11 
in 2001. The property is currently fenced with chain link that has exclusionary wire at the top 12 
and signs warning trespassers of video surveillance. Because there is no record or release of 13 
contaminants and all vans stored on site were new this site is assigned a risk rating of Low.  14 

SITE NUMBER 8- AGROCONSOLIDATED, LLC 15 
Address: 4775 NW 44 Avenue 16 
Facility ID: None 17 
This site was identified during field inspections and was not represented in any available 18 
databases. The address was previously associated with Gladiator Custom Trailers and GTO 19 
Airboats. It is located between 44 Avenue and I-75, south of NW 49 Avenue. Proposed project 20 
improvements would expand 44 avenue into this west side of this parcel. The property contains 21 
a large building that is surrounded by chain link fence topped with barbed wire. Vehicles enter 22 
through a security gate with a key pad. The site appeared to be in operation, but there was no 23 
response to the “call” button on the security gate and obvious way to gain entry. An inspection 24 
from outside the fence revealed a workshop area with dozens of 55-gallon drums. The contents 25 
of these drums was not identified as the site could not be accessed. Because of the presence of 26 
55-gallon drums, this site was assigned a risk rating of Low.   27 

SITE NUMBER 8- VOYAGER INC. (BARRACUDA TRUCK AND RV STORAGE) 28 
Address: 4707 NW 44 Avenue 29 
Facility ID: FLD 984 184 226 30 
This site is located at the east end of NW 47th Street and currently operates as Barracuda Truck 31 
and RV Storage. This site was formerly Voyager Inc., an integrated steel fabricator. It was a 32 
small quantity generator of spent nonhalogenated solvents until May 2010. There was no 33 
record of release of hazardous substances. During field inspections, the majority of the site was 34 
behind a locked security gate and no personnel were on site to provide access. This facility is 35 
currently used to store trucks, RVs, and boats. The grounds appear clean and well maintained 36 
and there was no indication of release of any contaminants. This site is proposed for relocation 37 
under the preferred alternative. Because the entire site could not be inspected and 38 
contaminants were once generated on site, this site is assigned a risk rating of Low.  39 
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SITE NUMBER 9- BALDWIN ANGUS RANCH 1 
Address: 3660 NW 56th Street 2 
Facility ID: 8511217, 8737114 3 
The majority of the project corridor east of I-75 is located on the Baldwin Angus Ranch, which 4 
has been in continuous use for cattle ranching for many decades. The agricultural lands 5 
adjacent to I-75, where additional right-of-way is required, are predominantly mapped as field 6 
crops or improved cattle pastures. Ponds G1-1, 49-1 and F-1 all are all located in fields and 7 
pastures on the Baldwin Angus Ranch. 8 
 9 
Approximately 250 feet east of the proposed right-of-way on the Baldwin Angus Ranch is a 10 
borrow pit where fill material was excavated during the 1964 construction of the bridge for NW 11 
63rd Street over I-75. During a field inspection the borrow pit contained wood, construction 12 
debris, trash and a 55-gallon drum. An AST is adjacent to that borrow pit and apparently 13 
powers a pump used for irrigation.  The AST and borrow pit are outside the project area and 14 
would not be impacted by the preferred  alternative.   15 
 16 
The main ranch house and barns for the Baldwin Angus Ranch are approximately 2,000 feet 17 
east of the project. The area of barns and sheds adjacent to the main ranch house contained 18 
three ASTs, one marked “diesel”, one marked “unleaded”, and a third that was unmarked. 19 
None of the ASTs were in secondary containment. Adjacent barns and sheds contained a metal 20 
fabrication shop, a welding rig, and multiple open, five-gallon buckets full of used oil 21 
(photographs are included in Appendix B).  22 
 23 
Interviews with multiple members of the Baldwin family revealed that these are the only ASTs 24 
for fuel on the property. One person reported that “anhydrous” (anhydrous ammonia) was 25 
previously used on the property but that its application had been discontinued for many years. 26 
The project corridor does not appear to directly impact any part of the Baldwin Angus Ranch 27 
that contains structures, equipment storage areas, or cattle pens. Because of the potential 28 
previous use of pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers and the known presence of ASTs, the 29 
Baldwin Angus Ranch is assigned a risk rating of Medium.  30 

SITE NUMBER 10- MAGNUM MATERIALS MINE AND BORROW PITS 31 
Address: 3669-3711 NW 27th Avenue 32 
Facility ID: None 33 
This site was assessed in the field and through interview with mine staff and analysis of historic 34 
images.  Historic photographs show major ground disturbance associated with this mine as 35 
early as 1995. There are multiple borrow pits associated with this site, some of which are full of 36 
water. The Magnum Materials mine did not appear in any contamination databases and there is 37 
no known history of a release of contamination. Interviews revealed they mine and crush 38 
limestone on site. Field investigations showed signs of significant earth moving and soil 39 
disturbance. Most of the northwest corner of the site, which would be impacted by the project, 40 
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is wooded. Because of no documented presence or release of contaminants, a risk rating of 1 
Low is assigned to this site.  2 
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8.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 1 

Information was obtained for this report through interviews, observations during on-site visits 2 
and database information from the FDEP and USEPA.  A total of 11 sites were identified for 3 
potential contamination risk. One site was assigned a risk rating of High, four sites were 4 
assigned a risk rating of Medium, and six sites were assigned a risk rating of Low.  5 

Level II Contamination Assessments are recommended for any High- or Medium-Risk sites. 6 
West of I-75, additional contamination assessments will be primarily for petroleum and east of 7 
I-75 additional contamination assessments will be primarily for contaminants associated with 8 
agriculture (i.e. pesticides, herbicides, and heavy metals). If contaminants are identified by the 9 
Level II contamination assessments and are determined to result in impacts to construction, the 10 
District 5 Districtwide Contamination Assessment and Remediation (C.A.R.) contractor will be 11 
tasked with providing construction support to mitigate and obviate those impacts.  12 



 

I-75 PD&E Study| Contamination Screening Evaluation Report 9-1 

 
 

9.0 REFERENCES 1 

Natural Resources Conservation Service.  2014.  Web Soil Survey.  Online tool provided by U.S. 2 
Department of Agriculture. Available at: 3 
http://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/HomePage.htm. Last accessed 2016. 4 



APPENDIX A1
HISTORIC PHOTOGRAPHS2



HISTORIC AERIAL IMAGERY

1995 

1995 Zoom onto NW 49th Street 
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1999 Zoom onto NW 49th Street 
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SITE NUMBER 2- QUICK KING #16 

 
Fuel Islands, Facing Southwest 



Rear of Building, Facing Northeast 



Side of Building, Facing North 



Tanks at Rear of Building  



































SITE NUMBER 3- ALL IN REMOVAL

 

Front of All In Removal, Facing East From 44th Avenue 

 

 



Aerial View of All In Removal 

 

 













SITE NUMBER 5- HICKORY SPRINGS

Aerial View of Hickory Springs 

 

 



Possible Truck Wash Down Area, Facing Southwest 

 

 



Barriers around water feature, facing north

 

 



Water Filled Hole Surrounded by Barriers 

 



Hickory Springs Facing South 

 



ASTs on East Side of Hickory Springs Buildings, Facing South 

  





























SITE NUMBER 6- Hydro Spa LLC (Quality Bedding)

Hydro Spa/Quality Bedding Aerial View 

 



AST on South Side of Quality Bedding Building, Facing East 

 



Open Drums Beside AST 

 

 



View of Quality Bedding, Facing West From I-75 

 

  









































































































































SITE NUMBER 10- BALDWIN ANGUS RANCH

 

Aerial View of Baldwin Angus Ranch 

 



ASTs, Outside Project Area, Facing East 

 

 

 



ASTs, Outside Project Area, Facing South 

 



Open Buckets of Oil, Outside Project Area 

 



Borrow Pit,  Outside Project Area, Facing North 

 



Borrow Pit, Outside Project Area, Facing East 

 



Borrow Pit, Outside Project Area, Facing West 



Aboveground Storage Tank, Outside Project Area, Likely Fuel for Irrigation Pump 



Agricultural Field Adjacent to I-75, Within Project Area, Facing South 



Field On Southern End of Baldwin Ranch, Within Project Area, Facing East 



Field Where Baldwin Angus Ranch Adjoins Magnum Materials Mine Property, Within Project Area, 
Facing East. 
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