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Lee County Board of County Commissioners 

DIVISION OF PROCUREMENT MANAGEMENT 
    

 INVITATION TO NEGOTIATE (ITN) 

Solicitation No.: ITN190483ANB 

Solicitation Name Development of Waterway Estates Property 
Open Date/Time: 1/15/2020 Time: 2:30 PM 
Location: Lee County Procurement Management 

2115 Second Street, 1st Floor 

Fort Myers, FL  33901 

Procurement 

Contact: Adam Brooke  Title Procurement Analyst 

  Phone: (239) 533-8851 Email: Abrooke @leegov.com 

Requesting Dept. County Administration 

Pre-Solicitation Meeting: 

 Type: NON-Mandatory 

Date/Time: Wednesday, December 4th, 2019 at 10:00 AM 

 Location: 2115 Second Street, 1st Floor, Fort Myers, FL 33901 

 

All solicitation documents are available for download at 

www.leegov.com/procurement 

  

http://www.leegov.com/procurement
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10/25/2019 

 

 
Notice to Vendors 

ITN#190483ANB Development of Waterway Estates Property  

 

INVITATION TO NEGOTIATE 

 

Lee County, Fort Myers, Florida, is requesting responses from qualified individuals/firms for 

 

Development of Waterway Estates Property 
 

Then and there to be publicly opened and read aloud for the purpose of selecting a vendor to furnish; all necessary 

labor, services, materials, equipment, tools, consumables, transportation, skills and incidentals required for Lee 

County, Fort Myers, Florida, in conformance with these documents, which include technical specifications and/or 

a scope of work. 

 

Those individuals/firms interested in being considered for (ITN) are instructed to submit, in accordance with 

specifications, their responses, pertinent to this project prior to 

 

2:30 PM  Wednesday, January 15, 2020 
 

to the office of the Procurement Management Director, 2115 Second Street, 1st Floor, Fort Myers, Florida 

33901.  The Invitation To Negotiate shall be received in a sealed envelope, prior to the time scheduled to receive 

responses, and shall be clearly marked with the solicitation name, solicitation number, respondent name, and 

contact information as identified in these solicitation documents. 

 

The Scope of Services for this ITN is available from www.leegov.com/procurement.  Vendors who obtain scope of 

services from sources other than www.Leegov.com/procurement are cautioned that the solicitation package may be 

incomplete.  The County’s official bidders list, addendum(s) and information must be obtained from 

www.Leegov.com/procurement. It is the vendor’s responsibility to check for posted information.  The County may 

not accept incomplete responses. 

 

A Non-Mandatory Pre-Bid Conference has been scheduled for the following time and location: Wednesday, 

December 4th, 2019 at 10:00 AM located at 2115 Second Street, 1st Floor, Fort Myers, FL 33901 

for the purpose of discussing the proposed project.  Prospective bidders are encouraged to attend.  All prospective 

bidders are encouraged to obtain and review plans, specifications, and scope of work for this bid before the pre-bid 

conference so that they may be prepared to discuss any question or concerns they have regarding this project.   A 

site visit may follow the pre-bid conference.  Questions regarding this solicitation are to be directed, in writing, to 

the individual listed below using the email address listed below or faxed to (239) 485 8383 during normal working 

hours. 

Adam Brooke,  Abrooke @LeeGov.com 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Lindsay Cepero, CPPB 

Procurement Manager 

*WWW.LeeGov.Com/Procurement is the County’s official posting site  

http://www.leegov.com/procurement
http://www.leegov.com/procurement
http://www.leegov.com/procurement
mailto:text.@LeeGov.com
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Terms and Conditions 

Invitation to Negotiate 
 

1. DEFINTIONS  

1.1. Addendum/Addenda:  A written change, addition, alteration, correction or revision to a bid, proposal or 

contract agreement.  Addendum/Addenda may be issued following a pre-bid/pre-proposal conference or as 

a result of a specification or work scope change to the solicitation.  

1.2. Bid/Proposal Package:  A bid/proposal is a document submitted by a vendor in response to some type of 

solicitation to be used as a basis for negotiations or for entering into a contract. 

1.3. Bidder/Responder/Proposer:  One who submits a response to a solicitation. 

1.4. County:  Refers to Lee County Board of County Commissioners. 

1.5. Due Date and Time/Opening:  Is defined as the date and time upon which a bid or proposal shall be 

submitted to the Lee County Procurement Management Division.   Only bids or proposals received prior to 

the established date and time will be considered.   

1.6. Procurement Management: shall mean the Director of Lee County’s Procurement Management 

Department or designee. 

1.7. Responsible:  A vendor, business entity or individual who is fully capable to meet all of the requirements 

of the bid/proposal solicitation documents and subsequent contract.  Must possess the full capability 

including financial and technical, to perform as contractually required. Must be able to fully document the 

ability to provide good faith performance. 

1.8. Responsive:  A vendor, business entity or individual who has submitted a bid or request for proposal that 

fully conforms in all material respects to the bid/proposal solicitation documents and all of its requirements, 

including all form and substance. 

1.9. Solicitation:  An invitation to bid, a request for proposal, invitation to negotiate or any document used to 

obtain bids or proposals for the purpose of entering into a contract. 

 

2. ORDER OF PRECEDENCE 

2.1. If a conflict exists between the “Terms and Conditions” the following order of precedents will apply: 

2.1.1. Florida State Law as applied to Municipal Purchasing in accordance with Title XIX, “Public 

Business”, Chapter 287 “Procurement of Personal Property and Services.” 

2.1.2. Lee County Procurement Management Ordinance 18-22 

2.1.3. Special Conditions and Supplemental Instructions 

2.1.4. These Terms and Conditions 

 

3. RULES, REGULATIONS, LAWS, ORDINANCES AND LICENSES 

3.1. It shall be the responsibility of the Responder to assure compliance with all other federal, state, or county 

codes, rules, regulations or other requirements, as each may apply.  Any involvement with the Lee County 

shall be in accordance with but not limited to: 

3.1.1. Lee County Procurement Policy Ordinance 18-22 

3.1.2. Pursuant to FL § Section 119.071, Public Records, General exemptions from inspection or copying of 

public records, sealed bids or proposals received by the County.  Pursuant to this, solicitation are 

exempt from public records request (s. 119.07(1) and s. 24(a), Art. I, of the Florida Constitution) until 

such time as the agency provides notice of a decision or intended decision (pursuant to s. 119.071(2)) 

or within 30 days after bid or proposal opening, whichever is earlier. 

3.1.3. Florida Statute 218 Public Bid Disclosure Act. 

3.1.4. Florida Statute 337.168 Confidentiality of official estimates, identities of potential bidders, and bid 

analysis and monitoring. 

3.1.5. FL § Section 607.1501(1) states:  A foreign corporation may not transact business in the State of 

Florida until it obtains a certificate of authority from the Department of State.   

3.2. Local Business Tax:  If applicable, provide with proposal. 

3.3. License(s):  Responder should provide, at the time of the opening of the proposal, all necessary permits 

and/or licenses required for this product and/or service.   
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4. ITN – PREPARATION OF PROPOSAL 

4.1. Proposals must be sealed in an envelope, and the outside of the envelope must be affixed with the label 

included in the forms section. 

4.2. Submission Format: 

4.2.1. Required Forms: complete and return all required forms.  If the form is not applicable, please return 

with “Not Applicable” or “N/A” in large letters across the form. 

4.2.2. Execution of Proposal:  All documents must be properly signed by corporate authorized 

representative, witnessed, and where applicable corporate and/or notary seals affixed.  All proposals 

shall be typed or printed in ink.  The Responder may not use erasable ink.  All corrections made to the 

proposal shall be initialed. 

4.2.3. Should not contain links to other Web pages. 

4.3. Preparation Cost: 

4.3.1. The Responder is solely responsible for any and all costs associated with responding to this 

solicitation.  No reimbursement will be made for any costs associated with the preparation and 

submittal of any proposal, or for any travel and per diem costs that are incurred by any Responder. 

 

5. RESPONSES RECEIVED LATE 

5.1. It shall be the Responder’s sole responsibility to deliver the proposal submission to the Lee County 

Procurement Management Division prior to or on the time and date stated.   

5.2. Any proposals received after the stated time and date will not be considered. The proposal shall not be 

opened at the public opening. Arrangements may be made for the unopened proposal to be returned at the 

Responder’s request and expense.   

5.3. The Lee County Procurement Management Division shall not be responsible for delays caused by the 

method of delivery such as, but not limited to; Internet, United States Postal Service, overnight express mail 

service(s), or delays caused by any other occurrence.   

 

6. RESPONDER REQUIREMENTS (unless otherwise noted)  

6.1. Responsive and Responsible: Only proposals received from responsive and responsible Responders will 

be considered.  The County reserves the right before recommending any award to inspect the facilities and 

organization; or to take any other necessary action, such as background checks, to determine ability to 

perform is satisfactory, and reserves the right to reject submission packages where evidence submitted or 

investigation and evaluation indicates an inability for the Responder to perform. 

6.1.1. Proposals may be declared “non-responsive” due to omissions of “Negligence or Breach of Contract” 

on the disclosure form.  Additionally, proposals may be declared “not responsible” due to past or 

pending lawsuits that are relevant to the subject procurement such that they call into question the 

ability of the Responder to assure good faith performance.  This determination may be made by the 

Procurement Management Director, after consulting with the County Attorney. 

6.1.2. Additional sources may be utilized to determine credit worthiness and ability to perform. 

6.1.3. Any Responder or sub-Responder that will have access to County facilities or property may be 

required to be screened to a level that may include, but is not limited to; fingerprints, statewide 

criminal.  There may be fees associated with these procedures.  These costs are the responsibility of 

the Responder or sub-Responder. 

6.2. Past Performance:  All vendors will be evaluated on their past performance and prior dealings with Lee 

County (i.e., failure to meet specifications, poor workmanship, late delivery, etc.)  Poor or unacceptable past 

performance may result in Responder disqualification. 

 

7. PRE-SOLICITATION CONFERENCE 

7.1. A pre-solicitation conference will be held in the location, date, and time specified on the cover of this 

solicitation.  The cover will also note if the pre-solicitation conference is Non-Mandatory or Mandatory.  All 

questions and answers are considered informal.  All prospective Responders are encouraged to obtain and 

review the solicitation documents prior to the pre-proposal so they may be prepared to discuss any questions 

or concerns they have concerning this project.  All questions must be submitted formally in writing to the 

procurement staff noted on the first page of the solicitation document. A formal response will be provided 

in the form of an addendum (see “County Interpretation/Addendums” for additional information.)  A site 

visit may follow the pre-proposal conference, if applicable. 
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7.2. Non-Mandatory:  Pre-solicitation conferences are generally non-mandatory, but it is highly recommended 

that prospective Responders participate. 

7.3. Mandatory:  Failure to attend a mandatory pre-solicitation conference will result in the proposal being 

considered non-responsive. 

 

8. COUNTY INTERPRETATION/ADDENDUMS 

8.1. Each Responder shall examine the solicitation documents and shall judge all matters relating to the adequacy 

and accuracy of such documents.  Any inquiries, suggestions or requests concerning interpretation, 

clarification or additional information pertaining to the solicitation shall be submitted in writing prior to 

5:00 PM at least eight (8) calendar days prior to the date when the submission is due.   
8.2. Response(s) will be in the form of an Addendum posted on www.leegov.com/procurement.  It is solely the 

Responder’s responsibility to check the website for information.  No notifications will be sent by Lee County 

Procurement Management Division. 

8.3. All Addenda shall become part of the Contract Documents. 

8.4. The County shall not be responsible for oral interpretations given by any County employee, representative, 

or others.  Interpretation of the meaning of the plans, specifications or any other contract document, or for 

correction of any apparent ambiguity, inconsistency or error there in, shall be in writing.  Issuance of a 

written addendum by the County’s Procurement Management Division is the only official method whereby 

interpretation, clarification or additional information can be given. 

 

9. ADDITIONS, REVISONS AND DELETIONS 

9.1. Additions, revisions, or deletions to the Terms and Conditions, specifications that change the intent of the 

solicitation will cause the solicitation to be non-responsive and the proposal will not be considered.  The 

Procurement Management Director shall be the sole judge as to whether or not any addition, revision, or 

deletion changes the intent of the solicitation. 

 

10. NEGOTIATED ITEMS 

10.1. Any item not outlined in the Scope of Services may be subject to negotiations between the County and the 

successful Responder. 

 

11. ERRORS, OMISSIONS, CALCULATION ERRORS (as applicable) 

11.1. Errors/Omissions:  Approval by County of the successful responder’s work product for the project shall 

not constitute nor be deemed a release of the responsibility and liability of the successful Responder for the 

accuracy and competency of the successful Responder’s designs, drawings, specifications or other 

documents and work pertaining to the project. Additionally, approval by the County of the successful 

Responder’s work product shall not be deemed to be an assumption of drawings, specifications or other 

documents prepared by the successful Responder for the project. After acceptance of the final plans by the 

County, the successful Responder agrees, prior to and during the construction of the project, to perform such 

successful Responder services, at no additional cost to the County, as may be required by the County to 

correct errors or omissions on the plans prepared by the successful Responder pertaining to the project. 

 

12. CONFIDENTIALITY 

12.1. Responders should be aware that all proposals provided are subject to public disclosure and will not be 

afforded confidentiality, unless provided by Chapter 119 Florida Statute. 

12.2. If information is submitted with a proposal that is deemed “Confidential” the Responder must stamp those 

pages of the proposal that are considered confidential.  The Responder must provide documentation as to 

validate why these documents should be declared confidential in accordance with Chapter 119, “Public 

Records,” exemptions. 

 

13. CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

13.1. Business Relationship Disclosure Requirement:  The award hereunder is subject to the provisions of 

Chapter 112, Public Officers and Employees: General Provisions, Florida Statues.  All Responders must 

disclose with their proposal the name of any officer, director or agent who is also an employee of the Lee 

County or any of its agencies.  Further, all Responders must disclose the name of any County employee who 

http://www.leegov.com/procurement
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owns directly or indirectly, an interest of five percent (5%) or more in the Responder’s firm or any of its 

branches.  

 

14. ANTI-LOBBYING CLAUSE (Cone of Silence) 

14.1. Following Florida Statute Section 287.057(23), Upon the issuance of the solicitation, prospective 

Responders or any agent, representative or person acting at the request of such Responder shall not have any 

contact, communicate with or discuss any matter relating in any way to the solicitation with any 

Commissioner, Evaluation Review Committee, agent or employee of the County other than the Procurement 

Management Director or their designee.  This prohibition begins with the issuance of any solicitation, and 

ends upon execution of the final contract or when the solicitation has been cancelled.  If it is determined 

that improper communications were conducted, the Responder maybe declared non- responsible.  
 

15. DRUG FREE WORKPLACE 

15.1. Lee County Board of County Commissioners encourages Drug Free Workplace programs. 

 

16. DISADVANTAGED BUSINESS ENTERPRISE (DBE’s) 

16.1. The County encourages the use of Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Responder(s) as defined and certified 

by the State of Florida Office of Supplier Diversity. 

16.2. Bidder/Responder is required to indicate whether the Firm and/or any proposed sub-consultants are 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBE).  Lee County encourages the utilization and participation of 

DBEs in procurements, and evaluation proceedings will be conducted within the established guidelines 

regarding equal employment opportunity and nondiscriminatory action based upon the grounds of race, 

color, sex or national origin.  Interested certified Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) firms as well as 

other minority-owned and women-owned firms are encouraged to respond. 

 

17. ANTI-DISCRIMINATION/EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 

17.1. The Responder agrees to comply, in accordance with Florida Statute 287.134, 504 of the Rehabilitation Act 

of 1973 as amended, the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA), the ADA Amendments Act of 

2008 (ADAAA) that furnishing goods or services to the County hereunder, no person on the grounds of 

race, religion, color, age, sex, national origin, disability or marital status shall be excluded from participation 

in, denied the benefits of, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination. 

17.2. The Responder will not discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, 

religion, color, age, sex, national origin, disability or marital status.  The Responder will make affirmative 

efforts to ensure that applicants are employed and that employees are treated during employment without 

regard to their race, religion, color, age, sex, national origin, disability or marital status. 

17.3. The Responder will include the provisions of this section in every sub-contract under this contract to ensure 

its provisions will be binding upon each sub-contractor.  The Responder will take such actions in respect to 

any sub-contractor, as the contracting agency may direct, as a means of enforcing such provisions, including 

sanctions for non-compliance. 

17.4. An entity or affiliate who has been placed on the State of Florida’s Discriminatory Vendor List (This list 

may be viewed by going to the Department of Management Services website at 

http://www.dms.myflorida.com) may not submit a bid on a contract to provide goods or services to a public 

entity, may not submit a bid on a contract with a public entity for the construction or repair of a public 

building or public work, may not submit bids on leases of real property to a public entity, may not award or 

perform work as a vendor, supplier, sub-contractor, or consultant under contract with any public entity, and 

may not transact business with any public entity. 

 

18. ITN – SELECTION PROCEDURE 

18.1. The selection will be made in accordance with Lee County Procurement Policy.  Some or all of the 

responding Responder(s) may be requested to provide interviews and/or presentations of their proposal, for 

the ranking process. 

18.2. Proposed short-list and final selection meeting dates are posted on the Procurement Management web page:  

www.leegov.com/procurement (Projects, Award Pending.) 

 

http://www.dms.myflorida.com/
http://www.leegov.com/procurement
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18.3. The recommendation to award, negotiated rates and agreement/contract(s) will be submitted to the Board of 

County Commissioners for approval. 

18.4. If a satisfactory agreement/contract(s) cannot be negotiated, in a reasonable amount of time, the County, in 

its sole discretion, may terminate negotiations with the selected Responder(s) and begin agreement/contract 

negotiations with the next finalist. 

18.5. The Procurement Management Director reserves the right to exercise their discretion to:  

18.5.1. Make award(s) to one or multiple Responders.  

18.5.2. Waive minor informalities in any response;  

18.5.3. Reject any and all proposals with or without cause;  

18.5.4. Accept the response that in its judgment will be in the best interest of Lee County   

 

19. ITN – EVALUATION/ SELECTION COMMITTEE 

19.1. The selection shall be by a Selection Committee consisting of staff representatives from the appropriate 

County Departments as approved by the Procurement Management Director or designee. 

19.2.  If applicable, the Selection Committee may choose to short-list Responders/Firms to be interviewed to 

determine final selection.   

 

20. WITHDRAWAL OF PROPOSAL 

20.1. No proposal may be withdrawn for a period of 240 calendar days after the scheduled time for receiving 

proposals.  A proposal may be withdrawn prior to the proposal opening date and time.  Withdrawal requests 

must be made in writing to the Procurement Management Director, who will approve or disapprove the 

request. 

20.2. A Responder may withdraw a proposal any time prior to the opening of the solicitation.   

20.3. After proposals are opened, but prior to award of the contract by the County Commission, the Procurement 

Management Director may allow the withdrawal of a proposal because of the mistake of the Responder in 

the preparation of the proposal document.  In such circumstance, the decision of the Procurement 

Management Director to allow the proposal withdrawal, although discretionary, shall be based upon a 

finding that the Responder, by clear and convincing evidence, has met each of the following four tests: 

20.3.1. The Responder acted in good faith in submitting the proposal, 

20.3.2. The mistake in proposal preparation that was of such magnitude that to enforce compliance by the 

Responder would cause a severe hardship on the Responder, 

20.3.3. The mistake was not the result of gross negligence or willful inattention by the Responder; and 

20.3.4. The mistake was discovered and was communicated to the County prior to the County Commission 

having formally awarded the contract/agreement. 

 

21. PROTEST RIGHTS 

21.1. Any Responder that has submitted a formal Response to Lee County, and who is adversely affected by 

an intended decision with respect to the Award, has the right to protest an intended decision posted by 

the County as part of the Solicitation process.  
21.2. Notice of Intended Decision is posted on the Lee County Department of Procurement Management 

website (www.leegov.com/procurement). Responder are solely responsible to check for information 

regarding the Solicitation.  

21.3. Refer to the “Procurement Protest” section of the Lee County Procurement Ordinance 18-22 for a 

complete description of the protest process and associated requirements. The ordinance is posted on the 

Lee County website or may be obtained by contacting the Procurement Management Director.  

21.4. In order to preserve the right to protest, a written “Notice Of Intent To File A Protest” must be filed 

with the Lee County Procurement Management Director within seventy-two (72) hours of Posting 

of the Notice of Intended Decision. 

21.4.1. The notice shall clearly indicate all grounds being claimed for the protest. 

21.4.2. The notice must be physically received by the Procurement Management Director within the 

required time frame described above. No additional time will be granted for mailing. 

21.5. Following receipt of the Notice of Intent to File a Protest, a “Protest Bond” and “Formal Written 

Protest” must be filed within ten (10) business days of Posting of the Notice of Intended Decision. 

http://www.leegov.com/procurement
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21.6. Failure to follow the protest procedures requirement within the time frames as prescribed herein 

and in the Lee County Procurement Ordinance 18-22 shall constitute a waiver of the right to 

protest and shall bar any resulting claims. 

 

22. AUTHORITY TO UTILIZE BY OTHER GOVERNMENT ENTITIES 

22.1. This opportunity is also made available to any government entity.  Pursuant to their own governing laws, 

and subject to the agreement of the vendor, other entities may be permitted to make purchases at the terms 

and conditions contained herein.  Lee County Board of County Commissioners will not be financially 

responsible for the purchases of other entities from this solicitation. 

 

23. CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION 

23.1. Designated Contact: 

23.1.1. The awarded Responder shall appoint a person(s) to act as a primary contact for all County 

departments.  This person or back-up shall be readily available during normal working hours by phone 

or in person, and shall be knowledgeable of the terms and procedures involved. 

23.2. ITN – Basis of Award: 

23.2.1. Award will be made to the most responsible and responsive Responder most advantageous to the 

County. 

23.3. Agreement/Contract: 

23.3.1. The awarded Responder will be required to execute an Agreement/Contract as a condition of award.   

23.4. Records: 

23.4.1. Retention:  The Responder shall maintain such financial records and other records as may be 

prescribed by Lee County or by applicable federal and state laws, rules and regulations.  Unless 

otherwise stated in the specifications, the Responder shall retain these records for a period of five 

years after final payment, or until they are audited by Lee County, whichever event occurs first.   

23.4.2. Right to Audit/Disclosure:  These records shall be made available during the term of the contract as 

well as the retention period. These records shall be made readily available to County personnel with 

reasonable notice and other persons in accordance with the Florida General Records Schedule. 

Awarded Bidder/Responder(s) are hereby informed of their requirement to comply with FL §119 

specifically to: 

23.4.2.1. Keep and maintain public records required by the County to perform the service.   

23.4.2.2. Upon request from the County’s custodian of public records, provide the County with a 

copy of the requested records or allow the records to be inspected or copied within a 

reasonable time at a cost that does not exceed the cost provided or as otherwise provided 

by law.   

23.4.2.3. Ensure that public records that are exempt or confidential and exempt from public records 

disclosure requirements are not disclosed except as authorized by law for the duration of 

the contract term and following completion of the contract if the contractor does not 

transfer the records to the County.   

23.4.2.4. Upon completion of the contract, transfer, at no cost, to the County all public records in 

possession of the contractor or keep and maintain public records required by the County 

to perform the service.  If the contractor transfers all public records to the County upon 

completion of the contract, the contractor shall destroy any duplicate public records that 

are exempt or confidential and exempt from public records disclosure requirements. If the 

contractor keeps and maintains public records upon completion of the contract, the 

contractor shall meet all applicable requirements for retaining public records.  All records 

stored electronically must be provided to the County, upon request from the County’s 

custodian of public records, in a format that is compatible with the information technology 

systems of the County. 

23.4.3. Public Record: IF THE VENDOR HAS QUESTIONS REGARDING THE 

APPLICATION OF CHAPTER 119, FL § , TO THE VENDOR’S DUTY 

TO PROVIDE PUBLIC RECORDS RELATING TO THE CONTRACT, 

CONTACT THE CUSTODIAN OF PUBLIC RECORDS AT 239-533-



  9 ITN190483ANB Development of Waterway Estates Property 
 

 

2221, 2115 SECOND STREET, FORT MYERS, FL 33901, 

http://www.leegov.com/publicrecords. 
23.4.4. Ownership:  It is understood and agreed that all documents, including detailed reports, plans, original 

tracings, specifications and all data prepared or obtained by the successful Responder in connection 

with its services hereunder, include all documents bearing the professional seal of the successful 

Responder, and shall be delivered to and become the property of Lee County, prior to final payment 

to the successful Responder or the termination of the agreement.  This includes any electronic 

versions, such as CAD or other computer aided drafting programs.  

23.5. Termination: 

23.5.1. Any agreement as a result of this solicitation may be terminated by either party giving thirty (30) 

calendar days’ advance written notice.  The County reserves the right to accept or not accept a 

termination notice submitted by the Responder, and no such termination notice submitted by the 

vendor shall become effective unless and until the vendor is notified in writing by the County of its 

acceptance. 

23.5.2. The Procurement Management Director may immediately terminate any agreement as a result of this 

solicitation for emergency purposes, as defined by the Lee County Procurement Ordinance 18-22. 

23.5.3. Any Responder who has voluntarily withdrawn from a solicitation without the County’s mutual 

consent during the contract period shall be barred from further County procurement for a period of 

180 days.  The vendor may apply to the Board for a waiver of this debarment.  Such application for 

waiver of debarment must be coordinated with and processed by the Procurement Management 

Department. 

23.5.4. The County reserves the right to terminate award or contract following any of the below for goods or 

services over $1,000,000: 

23.5.4.1. Contractor is found to have submitted a false certification as provided under FL § 287.135 

(5); 

23.5.4.2. Contractor has been placed on the Scrutinized Companies with Activities in Sudan List or 

the Scrutinized Companies with Activities in the Iran Petroleum Energy Sector List; 

23.5.4.3. Contractor has engaged in business operations in Cuba or Syria; 

23.5.4.4. Contractor has been placed on the Scrutinized Companies that Boycott Israel List, or is 

engaged in a boycott of Israel – beginning October 1, 2016. 

  

24. WAIVER OF CLAIMS 

24.1. Once this contract expires, the awarded vendor shall have no more than thirty (30) calendar days to present 

or file any claims against the County concerning this contract.  After that period, the County will consider 

the vendor to have waived any right to claims against the County concerning this agreement. 

 

25. DEBRIS DISPOSAL (if applicable)  

25.1. Unless otherwise stated, the Responder shall be fully responsible for the lawful removal and disposal of any 

materials, debris, garbage, vehicles or other such items which would interfere with the undertaking and 

completion of the project.  There shall not be an increase in time or price associated with such removal. 

 

 

END OF TERMS AND CONDITIONS SECTION 

 

  

http://www.leegov.com/publicrecords
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

 
NOTICE:  THE COUNTY, THROUGH THIS PROCESS, IS NOT ENTERTAINING PROPOSALS THAT 

INCLUDES PURCHASE OF THE PROPERTY. 

 

1. TERM 

 

1.1 The Agreement shall commence on the date agreed upon through negotiations and set forth in the subsequent 

and associated Agreement documents.   

 

2. MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE REQUIRED 

 

2.1 Respondent shall meet the minimum qualifications and experience requirements as described in the 

Minimum Qualifications Form provided herein.  Failure to meet the minimum qualifications stated herein may 

deem Respondent Non-Responsive and/or Non-Responsible and as such ineligible for evaluation and award. 

 

3. INVITATION TO RESPOND 

 

3.1 Respondent shall be responsible for examining the ITN documents including any Addenda issued to such 

documents, and any and all conditions which may in any way affect its response, including but not limited 

to: 

3.1.1 Carefully examining this ITN, including any Addenda and any other information or data identified; 

3.1.2 Becoming familiar with and satisfying itself as to all federal, state, and local laws and regulations 

that may affect the cost, progress, or performance of its work;   

3.1.3 Determining that the required response documents are sufficient to demonstrate that it is qualified to 

provide the requested services to the County; 

3.1.4 Acknowledging by its submission of a response that its response is complete. 

 

4. EVALUATION AND NEGOTIATION PROCESS 

 

4.1  The negotiation process is as follows: 

 

4.1.1 Reservations as to Mode of Negotiations 

 

4.1.1.1 The County reserves the right to negotiate concurrently or separately with two or more 

competing respondents, to combine competing responses and to finalize or terminate the 

negotiations process at any time in the response process that the County determines, in its sole 

judgment, which such action would be in the best interest of the County. If the County only 

receives one respond, at the County’s discretion as to move forward with only one or resolicit.  

4.1.1.2 All negotiations shall be conducted in the manner, time, place and scope as determined in 

County’s sole discretion.  

4.1.1.3 The County shall have the right, in its sole discretion to select from among the short listed 

Responders (identified as provided below) for negotiations.  No short listed Responder shall 

have the right to participate in negotiations if not selected to do so by the County.  The County 

shall have the right to terminate negotiations with any respondent at any time.   

4.1.1.4 No respondent selected for negotiations shall have the right to present supplement or alternative 

responses or terms, expect as expressly provided herein or as expressly requested and approved 

by selection committee and/or the Procurement Department in writing during the negotiation 

process. No respondent shall have the right to negotiate the same terms as another or be provided 
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knowledge of another party’s status or terms by the County, nor to present a best and final offer, 

unless directed by County in its sole discretion.  

5.  RESERVATIONS AS TO REJECTION AND WAIVER 

  

5.1 The County reserves the right to reject any and all replies pursuant to this Invitation to Negotiate, if 

determined such action is in the best interest of the County. The County reserves the right to waive minor 

irregularities in submitted replies. 

 

6. SELECTION AND NEGOTIATION PROCESS     

 

6.1 Step 1: Interested parties must submit a written response containing all the information requested in this 

ITN. 

 

6.2 Step 2: The County’s selection committee will evaluate the responses received based on the criteria 

listed herein with the intention of short-listing qualified responses if more than one submittal is judged 

qualified. There is no requirement, implied or intended, for a specific number of responses to be on the 

short list. 

 

6.3 Step 3: Each short-listed Respondent may be asked to provide an oral presentation to the selection 

committee and participate in a question/answer. The date, time and duration of each presentation and 

session will be set in writing by Procurement prior to the presentations and sessions. These meetings 

will be used to share information, exchange innovative ideas, clarify concepts, and improve 

understanding about the County’s needs and expectations, and the capabilities and response of each 

respondent. Respondents are not limited to the terms of their responses during the question/answer 

session.  

 

6.4 Step 4: Following presentations by all short-listed respondents (if required), the County will consider 

revising the Invitation to Negotiate, as advisable or necessary, in its sole discretion, to eliminate and/or 

incorporate innovative ideas and approaches that the selection committee believes would benefit the 

County. The selection committee may or may not continue to negotiate with any or all of the short-listed 

Respondents. If the selection committee discontinues negotiations with a short-listed Respondent then 

that firm will be removed from the short-list. 

 

6.5 Step 5: One or more of the short-listed Respondents may be directed in writing to submit a sealed best 

and final Response in response to the revised Invitation to Negotiate and/or to submit a sealed final 

response by a date and time set forth by Procurement. Any Respondent that fails to provide a sealed best 

and final response or sealed final financial response by such deadline, as directed, may be deemed to 

have withdrawn its response and the selection committee and/or County may elect in its sole discretion 

to cease further consideration of that Respondent for negotiation or award of a contract. 

 

6.6 Step 6: After considering any best and final response and/or final Response submitted in Step 4 and 5, 

Procurement shall notify the short-listed Respondent or Respondents selected for negotiations of the 

dates and times to meet with the selection committee negotiating team to negotiate Respondent’s 

responses and discuss any issues or problems. The selection committee negotiating team may exercise 

all discretion as provided by law or as set forth in this solicitation. The selection committee negotiating 

team may prepare such evaluations of the Respondents’ response, as they deem appropriate. After 

conducting such negotiations, as it deems appropriate, the selection committee negotiating team will 

make a final recommendation to the Lee County Board of County Commissioners.  Note:  A person duly 

authorized to bind the company to an offer/acceptance/agreement should be present at this meeting.  If 

such a person is not present, then three (3) business days will be allowed for the firm to authenticate the 

offer and bind the company to the offer/acceptance/agreement.  All signatures binding the final 

offer/acceptance/agreement must meet the County’s signature requirements at such time. 
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6.7 Step 7: Post - Notice of Intended Decision. (3 days) The Respondents are given this time in which to 

protest the award in accordance with County policy. 

 

6.8 Step 8: The contract recommended by the selection committee negotiating team will be presented to the 

Board of County Commissioners for approval. The Board reserves the right to direct that further or 

alternative negotiations be undertaken, and may undertake such negotiations itself or through alternative 

representatives. 

 

6.9 Step 9: Should the Respondent selected for contract award fails to execute the contract, or default in its 

performance, the County may elect to offer the same or equivalent contract terms to another short-listed 

Respondent or to conduct negotiations with any Respondent or Respondents that has submitted a timely 

reply in accordance with the Invitation to Negotiate or any subsequent related solicitation.           

 

7. RIGHTS OF THE COUNTY 

 

7.1 In addition to all rights of the County under Florida law, the County reserves the following rights: 

 

7.1.1 To short-list Respondents determined to be qualified in accordance with this ITN. 

7.1.2 To select the firm/entity that it believes will serve the best interest of the County. 

7.1.3 To reject all responses, waive formality, and to solicit and re-advertise for new responses. 

7.1.4 To accept or reject any or all ITN submissions. 

7.1.5 To perform simultaneous negotiations with multiple respondents. 

7.1.6 To remedy or waive technical or immaterial errors in a Respondent’s ITN. 

7.1.7 To request any necessary clarifications, references or qualification data without changing the 

terms. 

7.1.8 To make an award to perform the services required on the basis of this ITN. 

7.1.9 To require any responder to supplement ITN submissions and/or make oral presentations 

7.1.10 To conduct a site visitation of reference facilities as presented in the ITN. 

7.1.11 To conduct further investigations with respect to the qualifications and experience of a 

Respondent 

 

 

 

 

END OF SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
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WATERWAY ESTATES 

DESCRIPTION OF DESIRED DEVELOPMENT OF COUNTY PROPERTY 
 

1. OVERVIEW 

 

1.1. Lee County Board of County Commissioners have approved issuing this Invitation to Negotiate (ITN) for the 

purposes of inviting and identifying qualified parties interested in developing property located at 1667 and 1687 

Inlet Drive North Fort Myers, Florida 33903. As such, the County invites interested qualified parties, 

additionally referred to as Responder / Respondent, to submit a development plan along with qualifications as 

requested herein to provide for development at the aforementioned property through a long-term lease or an 

approved alternate method.  It should be noted, that the property is currently permitted for the development of 

a marina with docks, dry storage and a restaurant and it is the County’s desire to adhere as closely as possible 

to the current permitted uses of the aforementioned property. 

 

2. GENERAL DESCRIPTION  

 

2.1. Lee County Board of County Commissioners owns 6.8 acres located at 1667 and 1687 Inlet Drive North Fort 

Myers, Florida 33903. The Board approved the issuance of an Invitation to Negotiate to offer the area for 

development. Currently, the property site includes 5.8 acres purchased by the County and 1.0 acres from the 

decommissioned wastewater treatment plant. The wastewater facility and aboveground structures has been 

cleared and is secured with fencing and lights at the entrance gate. Below ground, piping and conduits, including 

concrete slabs, remain on-site.  

 

3. ZONING 

 

3.1. The property is located within the Water Dependent Overlay Zone. Existing marinas, fish houses and port 

facilities are included in this overly and priority is given to these uses.  The property is currently permitted for 

the development of a marina with docks, dry storage and a restaurant. The project will need a new Development 

Order and Concurrency certificate that can be approved for construction administratively; however, projects in 

North Fort Myers must conduct one public information meeting in the community prior to approval.  

 

4. ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE PERMIT 

 

4.1. The South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) Environmental Resource Permit has been extended 

to November 15, 2028. The County has obtained a permit that allows for construction and operation of a surface 

water management system for the commercial project and provides authorization to remove the 29 existing 

docks and replace them with 18 new docks.  

 

4.2. In accordance with the legislation, the permit activity will continue to be governed by the rules in effect at the 

time the permit was issued January 31, 2007. However, any future requests to modify the permit, except where 

the modification lessens the environmental impact, will be governed by the rules in effect at the time of the 

modifications.  

 

5. ATTACHMENTS 

 

5.1. The County has provided the following documents as attachments to this solicitation.  All Vendors interested 

in proposing on this project should take care and diligently review all associated documents with this 

solicitation.   

 

5.1.1. SFWMD Environmental Resource Permit 

5.1.2. Environmental Phase I Report 

5.1.3. Environmental Phase II Report 

5.1.4. Resolution No. Z-06-065 

 

END OF DETAILED DESCRIPTION  
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SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS & EVALUATION CRITERIA 

 

1. SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS & EVALUATION CRITERIA 

1.1 Interested firms shall include the following information in their submittal responses to this solicitation.  The 

following format and sequence should be followed in order to provide consistency in the firm’s responses and 

to ensure each proposal receives full consideration.  Use 8 ½ x 11 sheet pages only with minimum font size of 

10 points and with tabs or section dividers to separate sections as defined below.  More than one section is 

permitted on one page unless otherwise indicated below.  Undesignated information shall be inserted at the rear 

of each package. Place page numbers at the bottom of every page, excluding dividers.  Proposal documents 

should not contain links to other web pages; such links will not be reviewed for evaluation purposes. 

 

1.2 Submittal package may not exceed 50 pages printed single-sided; page restriction excludes required forms 

found herein and dividers.  PLEASE INCLUDE PAGE TABS/SECTION DIVIDERS so that those 

evaluating your submittal can easily compare each section with others that are submitted.  If any of the 

information provided by the Responder is found to be, in the sole opinion of the Evaluation Committee and 

Procurement Management Director, substantially unreliable their proposal may be rejected. 

 

1.3 Responders shall submit one (1) original hard copy (clearly marked as such) and one (1) electronic version(s) 

on a USB flash drive set(s) containing the proposal submittal in an unlocked PDF format. The County may 

request specific files be submitted in specialty format (IE: Provide a Project Timeline in Excel format.)  Vendor 

shall accommodate such specialty requests as stated within the submittal requirements describe herein.  Should 

files not be provided in the format or quantity as requested Vendor may be deemed Non-Responsive and 

therefore ineligible for award.    In case of any discrepancies, the original will be considered by the County in 

evaluating the Proposal, and the electronic version is provided for the County’s administrative convenience only.  

Limit the color and number of images to avoid unmanageable file sizes. 

 

 Introduction 

 Project ITN Number & Name 

 

 Firm’s Name & Address 

 

 Firm’s Contact Person & Information (phone, fax and email address) 

 

 How many years has Responder been in business under present name? 

 

 Under what other former names has your organization operated? 

 

 

TAB 1:   Qualifications of Company  

 Provide a description of your Company’s experience, and underlying philosophy in providing the 

services your Company is proposing as part of this ITN.  Description should include details such as:  

abilities, capacity, skill, strengths, number of years, etc… 

 

 Ensure your qualifications speak to the intended use of the property such as marina and 

restaurant management, property development and maintenance, as well as your abilities to 

source, maintain and manage adequate staffing resources.   

 

TAB 2:   Previous Developments, Relevant Experience & Reference 

 Provide details of developments complete by your Company. If possible, development and relevant 

experience should be similar in scope and size to that being requested through this solicitation that 

your Company has completed recently.  Details for each project example provided should include: 

o Project Name 

o Project Address 

o Cost of project 

o Brief description of development 
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o What each partner offer to the development 

o Final costs of work 

o Total completion time  

 

 As the County desires to adhere as closely as feasible to the current permitted uses of the property, a 

Company with verifiable history in development of commercial marina with docks and/or restaurant 

properties is preferred.  Provide details regarding your Company’s experience, inclusive of the 

experience of your proposed Project Team/Partners that clearly indicates experience in development 

and operations of commercial marina with docks and/or restaurant. 

 

TAB 3: Plan of Development 

 Provide clear details that accurately depicts the development project your Company is proposing to 

the County under this ITN.   

 

 Provide a list of proposed partners/additional firms your Company intends to partner with to 

successfully complete proposed development.   

o For each partner listed provide details surrounding each partners anticipated roles and duties 

under the proposed development. 

 

 Provide a timeline that provides for a clear picture of full project/development completion.  

Timeline should provide for identifiable milestones. 

 

TAB 4: Plan of Approach  

 Provide a detailed Plan of Approach that explains how your Company intends to ensure your 

proposed development plan for the property as described herein is successfully achieved. 

 

o Plan of Approach should include details as to how your Company intends to manage staff, 

public attention surrounding project, project schedule, budget and any outside variables that 

may affect the project.   

 

TAB 5:   Anticipation from the County 

 Provide a list of items that your Company expects to be provided by the County under your proposed 

development plan.  Such items may include, but are not limited to the following: 

o Project Funding 

o Include details such as frequency of funding. 

o Property 

o Include details such as access, condition, etc... 

o List your expectations of the County participation. 

o Include details such as project kickoff participation, public involvement 

participation, oversight, etc… 

 

TAB 6:  Financial Stability  

 Responder must show how the project will be financed. 

 

 Responder must demonstrate financial stability sufficient for the Evaluation Selection 

Committee to conclude Responder has the financial ability to perform and support the required 

services proposed for the term of the contract and the financial resources and capabilities to 

assume extensive and large expenditures. 

 The Responder must provide a statement of the Responder’s financial stability, including 

information regarding any current or previous bankruptcy proceedings. 

 Responder must include a copy of the most recent annual financial report/annual audit, 

independent certified audit, Dunn & Bradstreet report, or 10K or the most recent 10Q, if 
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appropriate.  Financial reports must include, at a minimum, a Balance Sheet, an Income 

Statement, and a Statement of Cash Flow. 

*Financial report documents are not included within page restrictions, 

but should be limited as possible to five (5) pages.* 

 The Responder shall provide a summary of any criminal convictions of the company, owners, 

and/or officers related to the services being proposed. 

 

 Notice: Florida has very broad public records laws and records submitted with this RFP 

may be made available for public records requests following applicable Florida Public 

Records laws and processes. Florida Statute’s financial statement exemption only applies 

to submittals in response to a solicitation for a “public works” project as provided for in 

Section 119.071(1) c. This solicitation is not for “public works” project. 

 

TAB 7: Required Forms 

 Forms 1- 8 

 

 

3. ITN SUBMISSION SCHEDULE 

Submission Description Date(s) Time 

Advertise Invitation to Negotiate  (ITN) Friday, October 25, 2019 N/A 

Pre-Proposal Meeting Wednesday, December 4, 2019 10:00 AM 

Proposal Question Deadline 
8 Calendar days prior to 

submission deadline 

5:00 PM 

Submission Deadline Wednesday, January 15, 2020 2:30 PM 

Committee Meeting Short list discussion Monday, February 3, 2020 TBD 

Potential Presentations/Interviews Monday, March 2, 2020 TBD 

Additional notes on Submission Schedule:   

 Submission Schedule is provided as a guideline only and is subject to change at the discretion of 

Lee County authorized personnel.   

 Changes in closing date or other parameters may occur and will be posted to the Lee County 

Procurement website.  It shall be the responsibility of Contractor to verify all dates through County 

website. 

Unless otherwise stated, location of all openings and meetings will take place at 2115 Second Street, Fort 

Myers, FL 33901 – 1st Floor Procurement Management. 
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FORMS DESCRIPTION & INSTRUCTIONS 

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL (NON-CCNA) 

This table provides a brief list, description, and instructions regarding the standard requested forms that should be 

submitted with all bids or proposals.  This is not intended to be an all-inclusive list of forms required for your 

submission, but rather a guide to assist in completion of the County’s standard forms.   

 Form # Title/Description 

 1 Solicitation Response Form 

All signatures must be by a corporate authorized representative, witnessed, and corporate and/or 

notary seal (if applicable.)  The corporate or mailing address must match the company information as 

it is listed on the Florida Department of State Division of Corporations.  Attach a copy of the web-

page(s) from http://www.sunbiz.org as certification of this required information. Sample attached for 

your reference.   

Verify that all addenda and tax identification number have been provided. 

 
   

 * Business Relationship Disclosure Requirement (if Applicable)  
Sections 112.313(3) and 112.313(7), F.S., prohibit certain business relationships on the part of public 

officers and employees, their spouses, and their children.  If this disclosure is applicable, the Bidder 

must request the form entitled “INTEREST IN COMPETITIVE BID FOR PUBLIC BUSINESS” 

(Required by § 112.313(12)(b), F.S.) to be completed and returned with the Solicitation Response.  It 

is the Bidder’s responsibility to request the form and disclose this relationship; failure to do so 

may result in being declared non-responsive. 

NOTICE:  UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF § 112.317, F.S., A FAILURE TO MAKE ANY 

REQUIRED DISCLOSURE CONSTITUTES GROUNDS FOR, AND MAY BE PUNISHED BY, 

ONE OR MORE OF THE FOLLOWING: IMPEACHMENT, REMOVAL OR SUSPENSION FROM 

OFFICE OR EMPLOYMENT, DEMOTION, REDUCTION IN SALARY, REPRIMAND, OR A 

CIVIL PENALTY NOT TO EXCEED $10,000.00. 

 
 2 Affidavit Certification Immigration Laws 

Form is acknowledgement that the Responder is in compliance in regard to Immigration Laws. 

 
 3 Provide this form to reference respondents. This form will be turned in with the proposal package. 

1. Section 1:  Bidder/Responder to complete with reference respondent’s information prior to 

providing to them for their response. (This is not the Bidder/Responder’s information.) 

2. Section 2: Enter the name of the Bidder/Responder; provide the project information in which 

the reference respondent is to provide a response.   

3. The reference respondent should complete “Section 3.”  

4. Section 4:  The reference respondent to print and sign name  

5. Three (3) Reference responses are to be returned with the proposal package. 

6. Failure to obtain reference surveys may make your company non-responsive. 

 
  

http://www.sunbiz.org/
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 4 Negligence or Breach of Contract Disclosure Form  

The form may be used to disclose negligence or breach of contract litigation that your company may 

be a part of over the past ten years. You may need to duplicate this form to list all history.  If the 

Responder has more than 10 lawsuits, you may narrow them to litigation of the company or 

subsidiary submitting the solicitation response.  Include, at a minimum, litigation for similar projects 

completed in the State of Florida.  Final outcome should include in whose favor the litigation was 

settled and was a monetary amount awarded.  The settlement amount may remain anonymous.  

If you have no litigation, enter “None” in the first “type of incident” block of the form. Please do 

not write N/A on this form. 

 
 5 Affidavit Principal Place of Business 

Certifies Responder’s location information.   

 
   

 7 Public Entity Crimes Form (Required form) 

Any person or affiliate as defined by statute who has been placed on the convicted vendor list 

following a conviction for a public entity crime may not submit a bid or a contract to provide any 

goods or services to the County; may not submit a bid on a contract with the County for the 

construction or repair of a public building or public work; may not submit bids or leases of real 

property to the County; may not be awarded or perform works as a contractor, supplier, 

subcontractor, or consultant under a contract with the County, and may not transact business with the 

County in excess of $25,000.00 for a period of 36 months from the date of being placed on the 

convicted vendor list. 

 
 8 Minimum Qualifications Form 

Self-explanatory 

 
 * Proposal Label (Required) 

Self-explanatory.  Please affix to the outside of the sealed submission documents.   

 
   Include any licenses or certifications requested  

Local Business Tax Account (as applicable) issued by City and/or County entity.  This is necessary for 

all Florida vendors.  

 
  It is the Responder’s responsibility to insure the Solicitation Response is mailed or delivered in time 

to be received no later than the specified opening date and time.  (If solicitation is not received prior 

to deadline it cannot be considered or accepted.) 
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Form 1 – Solicitation Response Form 

LEE COUNTY PROCUREMENT MANAGEMENT 
SOLICITATION RESPONSE FORM 

 
 Date Submitted:   Deadline Date: 1/15/2020 

SOLICITATION IDENTIFICATION:    ITN190483ANB 

 SOLICITATION NAME:    Development of Waterway Estates 

COMPANY NAME:  

NAME & TITLE: (TYPED OR PRINTED)  

BUSINESS  ADDRESS: (PHYSICAL  

CORPORATE OR MAILING ADDRESS: 

SAME AS PHYSICAL  

ADDRESS MUST MATCH SUNBIZ.ORG  

 

E-MAIL ADDRESS:  

PHONE NUMBER:   FAX NUMBER:  

NOTE REQUIREMENT:  IT IS THE SOLE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE VENDOR TO CHECK LEE COUNTY 

PROCUREMENT MANAGEMENT WEB SITE FOR ANY ADDENDA ISSUED FOR THIS PROJECT.  THE 

COUNTY WILL POST ADDENDA TO THIS WEB PAGE, BUT WILL NOT NOTIFY. 

In submitting this proposal, Responder makes all representations required by the instructions to Responder and further 

warrants and represents that:  Responder has examined copies of all the solicitation documents and the following addenda: 

No.     Dated:                             No.   Dated:                              No.   Dated:                            

No.     Dated:                             No.   Dated:                              No.   Dated:                            

Tax Payer Identification Number:   

(1)  Employer Identification Number  -or-  (2)  Social Security Number: 

** Lee County collects your social security number for tax reporting purposes only 

Please submit a copy of your registration from the website www.sunbiz.org establishing the Responder/firm as 

authorized (including authorized representatives) to conduct business in the State of Florida, as provided by the Florida 

Department of State, Division of Corporations.  

1 Collusion Statement:  Lee County, Florida The undersigned, as Responder, hereby declares that no person or other 

persons, other than the undersigned, are interested in this solicitation as Principal, and that this solicitation is submitted 

without collusion with others; and that we have carefully read and examined the specifications or scope of work, and 

with full knowledge of all conditions under which the services herein is contemplated must be furnished, hereby 

propose and agree to furnish this service according to the requirements set out in the solicitation documents, 

specifications or scope of work for said service for the prices as listed on the county provided price sheet or (CCNA) 

agree to negotiate prices in good faith if a contract is awarded. 

 2 Scrutinized Companies Certification: 

Section 287.135, FL § , prohibits agencies from contracting with companies, for goods or services over $1,000,000, 

that are on either the Scrutinized Companies with Activities in Sudan List or the Scrutinized Companies with Activities 

in the Iran Petroleum Energy Sector List.  Both lists are created pursuant to section 215.473, FL§. 

As the person authorized to sign on behalf of Respondent, I hereby certify that the company identified above not listed 

on either the Scrutinized Companies with Activities in Sudan List or the Scrutinized Companies with Activities in the 

Iran Petroleum Energy Sector List.  I understand that pursuant to section 287.135, FL§, the submission of a false 

certification may subject company to civil penalties, attorney’s fees, and/or costs. 

 

  

http://www.sunbiz.org/
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Form#1 – Solicitation Form, Page 2 

3 Business Relationship Disclosure Requirement:  Sections 112.313(3) and 112.313(7), FL§, prohibit certain business 

relationships on the part of public officers and employees, their spouses, and their children.  See Part III, Chapter 112, 

FL §  and/or the brochure entitled "A Guide to the Sunshine Amendment and Code of Ethics for Public Officers, 

Candidates and Employees" for more details on these prohibitions.  However, Section 112.313(12), FL §  (1983), 

provides certain limited exemptions to the above-referenced prohibitions, including one where the business is awarded 

under a system of sealed, competitive bidding; the public official has exerted no influence on bid negotiations or 

specifications; and where disclosure is made, prior to or at the time of the submission of the bid, of the official's or his 

spouse's or child's interest and the nature of the intended business.  The Commission on Ethics has promulgated this 

form for such disclosure, if and when applicable to a public officer or employee.   

If this disclosure is applicable request form “INTEREST IN COMPETITIVE BID FOR PUBLIC BUSINESS” 

(Required by 112.313(12)(b), Florida Statute (1983)) to be completed and returned with solicitation response.  It is 

the Responder’s responsibility to disclose this relationship, failure to do so could result in being declared non-

responsive. 

  Business Relationship Applicable (request form)  Business Relationship NOT Applicable 

4 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Responder? If yes, please attach a current 

certificate.  Yes  No 

 
ALL PROPOSALS MUST BE EXECUTED BY AN AUTHORIZED AUTHORITY OF THE RESPONDER, 

WITNESSED AND  SEALED (IF APPLICABLE) 

     

     

 
Company Name  (Name printed or typed)   

 
   

 
Authorized Representative Name (printed or typed)  (Affix Corporate Seal, if applicable) 

  

 
   

  

 
Authorized Representative’s Title (printed or typed)  Witnessed/Attested by: (Witness/Secretary name and title printed or typed) 

 
   

  

 
Authorized  Representative’s Signature  Witness/Secretary Signature 

  

 
Any blank spaces on the form(s), qualifying notes or exceptions, counter offers, lack of required submittals, or 

signatures, on County’s Form may result in the submission being declared non-responsive by the County. 
  



  21 ITN190483ANB Development of Waterway Estates Property 
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Form 2 – Affidavit Certification of Immigration Laws 

 

AFFIDAVIT CERTIFICATION IMMIGRATION LAWS 

 

 

 

 

SOLICITATION NO.: ITN190483ANB SOLICITATION NAME: Development of Waterway Estates 

 

 

LEE COUNTY WILL NOT INTENTIONALLY AWARD COUNTY CONTRACTS TO ANY CONTRACTOR WHO 

KNOWINGLY EMPLOYS UNAUTHORIZED ALIEN WORKERS, CONSTITUTING A VIOLATION OF THE 

EMPLOYMENT PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN 8 U.S.C. SECTION 1324 a(e) {SECTION 274A(e) OF THE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT (“INA”). 

 

LEE COUNTY MAY CONSIDER THE EMPLOYMENT BY ANY CONTRACTOR OF UNAUTHORIZED ALIENS 

A VIOLATION OF SECTION 274A(e) OF THE INA.  SUCH VIOLATION BY THE RECIPIENT OF THE 

EMPLOYMENT PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN SECTION 274A(e) OF THE INA SHALL BE GROUNDS 

FOR UNILATERAL CANCELLATION OF THE CONTRACT BY LEE COUNTY. 

 

RESPONDER ATTESTS THAT THEY ARE FULLY COMPLIANT WITH ALL APPLICABLE IMMIGRATION 

LAWS (SPECIFICALLY TO THE 1986 IMMIGRATION ACT AND SUBSEQUENT AMENDMENTS). 

  

Company Name:_____________________________  

 

              

  Signature  Title    Date 

 

   

STATE OF ___________________ 

COUNTY OF _________________ 

 

The foregoing instrument was signed and acknowledged before me this   day of      

20 , by      who has produced 

(Print or Type Name)     

    as identification.  

(Type of Identification and Number)                                   

 

_____________________________________ 

Notary Public Signature 

 

_____________________________________ 

Printed Name of Notary Public 

 

_____________________________________ 

Notary Commission Number/Expiration                        

 

The signee of this Affidavit guarantee, as evidenced by the sworn affidavit required herein, the truth and accuracy of this 

affidavit to interrogatories hereinafter made.  LEE COUNTY RESERVES THE RIGHT TO REQUEST 

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION, AS EVIDENCE OF SERVICES PROVIDED, AT ANY TIME. 
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Form 3 Reference Survey      Lee County Procurement Management 

          Reference Survey 

 
Reference surveys submitted can be a maximum of twelve (12) months old. If using a previous reference, 

Responders must clearly identify the project name and number the reference is being submitted for. 

 

Project Name & Number: _________________________________________________________________________  
 

Section 1 Reference Respondent Information Please return completed form to: 

FROM:  Bidder/Responder:  

COMPANY:  Due Date:   

PHONE #:  Total # Pages: 1 

FAX #:  Phone #:  Fax #:  

EMAIL:  Bidder/Responder  E-Mail:  

Section 2 Enter Bidder/Responder Information , if applicable Similar Performed Project  (Bidder/Responder to enter details of a project performed for above reference respondent) 

Responder Name:  
Reference Project Name: Project Address: Project Cost:  

    
Summarize 

Scope:

  

  

 

 

 

You as an individual or your company has been given as a reference on the project identified above.  Please provide your responses in 

section 3 below. 

Section 3   Indicate:  “Yes” or “No” 

1.  Did this company have the proper resources and personnel by which to get the job done?  

2. Were any problems encountered with the company’s work performance?  

3.  Were any change orders or contract amendments issued, other than owner initiated?  

4. Was the job completed on time? 

 
 

5. Was the job completed within budget? 

 
 

6.  On a scale of one to ten, ten being best, how would you rate the overall work 

performance, considering professionalism; final product; personnel; resources.  
Rate from 1 to 10.  (10 being highest) 

 

7.   If the opportunity were to present itself, would you rehire this company?  

8.   Please provide any additional comments pertinent to this company and the work performed for you: 

Section 4  Please submit non-Lee County employees as references  

  
Reference Name (Print Name)

 

 

Reference Signature
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Form 4 -Negligence or Breach of Contract Disclosure Form REVISED 02/22/2017 

 

ALLEGED NEGLIGENCE OR BREACH OF CONTRACT  
DISCLOSURE FORM 

Please fill in the form below. Provide each incident in regard to alleged negligence or breach of contract that has occurred over the past 10 years. Please compete in chronological order 

with the most recent incident on starting on page 1.  Please do not modify this form (expansion of spacing allowed) or submit your own variation.   

Company Name:  
 

Type of Incident  

Alleged Negligence 

 or 

Breach of Contract 

Incident Date 

And  

Date Filed 

Plaintiff 
(Who took action  

against your company) 

Case Number Court 
County/State 

Project Claim Reason 

(initial circumstances) 

 

Final Outcome 
(who prevailed) 

 

        

        

        

        

        

        

Make as many copies of this sheet as necessary in order to provide a 10-year history of the requested information.    If there is no action pending or action taken in the last 10 years, 

complete the company name and write “NONE” in the first “Type of Incident” box of this page and return with your proposal package.  This form should also include the primary 

partners listed in your proposal.  Do not include litigation with your company as the plaintiff.   Final outcome should include who prevailed and what method of settlement was made. If 

a monetary settlement was made the amount may remain anonymous. 

Page Number:  Of  Total pages    

Update the page number to reflect the current page and the total number of pages.  Example:  Page 3, of 5 total submitted pages of this form.  

Proposals may be declared “non-responsive” due to omissions of “Negligence or Breach of Contract” on this disclosure form.  Additionally, proposals may be declared “not 

responsible” due to past or pending lawsuits that are relevant to the subject procurement such that they call into question the ability of the Responder to assure good faith performance.  

This determination may be made by the Procurement Management Director, after consulting with the County Attorney. 
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Form 5 - Affidavit Principal Place of Business 
 

 

  

AFFIDAVIT PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS 
 

 

 

 

Instructions: Please complete all information that is applicable to your firm  

Company Name:  

   
Printed name of authorized signer  Title 

    
Authorized Signature                                         Date 

The signee of this Affidavit guarantee, as evidenced by the sworn affidavit required herein, the truth and accuracy of this 

affidavit to interrogatories hereinafter made.  LEE COUNTY RESERVES THE RIGHT TO REQUEST SUPPORTING 

DOCUMENTATION, AS EVIDENCE OF SERVICES PROVIDED, AT ANY TIME. 

Notary:   

State of   

County of   

The foregoing instrument was signed and acknowledged before me this  day of  

20  

b

y  who has produced 

 as identification (or personally known) 
Type of ID and number  

    
Notary Public Signature  Notary Commission Number and expiration 

     

1. Principal place of business is located within the boundaries 

of: 

 Lee County 

 Collier County 

 Non-Local 

 Local Business Tax License #  

2. Address of Principal Place of Business:   

 
  

3. Number of years at this location   years    

4. Have you provided goods or services to Lee County on a 

regular basis within the past 3 consecutive years  Yes*  No 
*If yes, attach contractual history for 

past 3 consecutive years 

5. Number of available employees for this contract  

6. Does your company have a Drug Free Workplace Policy  Yes  No  
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Form 7:  Public Entity Crime Form                                                                                                                               Page 1 of 2 

Public Entity Crime From 

This form must be signed and sworn to in the presence of a notary public or other officer authorized to administer oaths. 

 

1. This sworn statement is submitted to_________________________________________________ 

      (Print name of the public entity) 

 

 by_____________________________________________________________________________ 

    (Print individual’s name and title) 

 

 for____________________________________________________________________________ 

    (Print name of entity submitting sworn statement)  

 

 whose business address is__________________________________________________________ 

     

 (If applicable) its Federal Employer Identification Number (FEIN) is _______________________ 

 

 (If the entity has no FEIN, include the Social Security Number of the individual signing this sworn  

 statement: On the attached sheet.) Required as per IRS Form W-9. 

 

2. I understand that a “public entity crime” as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1) (g), Florida Statutes, means a violation of any state 

or federal law by a person with respect to and directly related to the transaction of business with any public entity or with an 

agency or political subdivision of any other state or with the United States, including but not limited to, and bid or contract for 

goods or services to be provided to any public entity or agency or political subdivision or any other state or of the Unites States, 

and involving antitrust, fraud, theft, bribery, collusion, racketeering, conspiracy, or material misrepresentation. 

 

3. I understate that “convicted” or “conviction” as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1) (b), Florida Statutes, means a finding of guilt 

or a conviction of a public entity crime, with or without an adjudication of guilt, in any federal or state trial court of record 

relating to charges brought by indictment or information after July 1, 1989, as a result of a jury verdict, nonjury trial, or entry of 

a plea of guilty or nolo contendere. 

 

4. I understand that “affiliate” as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1)(a), Florida Statutes, means: 

  1. A predecessor or successor of a person convicted of a public entity crime: 

   or: 

2. An entity under the control of any natural person who is active in the management of the entity and who has 

been convicted of a public entity crime.  The term “affiliate” includes those offices, directors, executives, 

partners, shareholders, employees, members and agents who are active in the management of the affiliate.  The 

ownership by one person of shares constituting a controlling interest in another person, or a pooling of 

equipment or income among persons when not fair market value under an arm’s length agreement, shall be a 

facie case that one person controls another person.  A person who knowingly enters into a joint venture with a 

person who has been convicted of a public entity crime in Florida during the preceding 36 months shall be 

considered an affiliate. 

 

5. I understand that a “person” as defined in Paragraph 287.133(1) (c), Florida Statutes, means any natural person or entity organized 

under the laws of any state or of the United States with the legal power to enter a binding contract and which bids or applies to 

bid on contracts for the provision of goods or services let by a public entity, or which otherwise transacts or applies to transact 

business with a public entity.  The term “person” includes those officers, directors, executives, partners, shareholders, employees, 

members, and agents who are active in management of the entity. 

 

6. Based on information and belief, the statement which I have marked below is true in relation to the entity submitting those sworn 

statement. (Please indicate which statement applies.) 

 

 ______ Neither the entity submitted this sworn statement, nor any officers, directors, executives, partners, shareholders, 

employees, members, and agents who are active in management of an entity nor affiliate of the entity have been charged with 

and convicted of a public entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1989. 
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Public Entity Crime Form                                                                                                                                                    Page 2 of 2 

 

______ The entity submitting this sworn statement, or one or more of the officers, directors, executives, partners, shareholders, 

employees, member, or agents who are active in management of the entity, or an affiliate of the entity have been charged with 

and convicted of a public entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1989. 

 

 ______ The entity submitting this sworn statement, or one or more of its officers, directors, executives, partners, shareholders, 

employees, member, or agents who are active in management of the entity, or an affiliate of the entity has been charged with and 

convicted of a public entity crime subsequent to July 1, 1989.  However, there has been subsequent proceeding before a Hearing 

Officer of the State of Florida, Division of Administrative Hearing and the Final Order entered by the Hearing Officer determined 

that it was not in the public interest to place the entity submitting this sworn statement on the convicted vendor list. (Attach a 

copy of the final order) 

 

I UNDERSTAND THAT THE SUBMISSION OF THIS FORM TO THE CONTRACTING OFFICER FOR THE PUBLIC ENTITY 

IDENTIFIED IN PARAGRAPH 1 (ONE) ABOVE IS FOR THAT PUBLIC ENTITY ONLY AND, THAT THIS FORM IS VALID 

THROUGH DECEMBER 31 OF THE CALENDAR YEAR IN WHICH IS FILED.  I ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT I AM 

REQUIRED TO INFORM THE PUBLIC ENTITY PRIOR TO ENTERING INTO A CONTRACT IN EXCESS OF THE 

THRESHOLD AMOUNT PROVIDED IN SECTION 287.017, FLORIDA STATUTES, FOR CATEGORY TWO OR ANY CHANGE 

IN THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS FORM. 

       ____________________________________ 

        (Signature) 

        

       ____________________________________ 

        (Date) 

STATE OF_________________________________ 

COUNTY OF_______________________________ 

 

PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, ___________________________ 

        (Name of individual signing) 

who, after first being sworn by me, affixed his/her signature in the space provided above on this_________ day 

of___________________, 2____. 

 

       ____________________________________ 

        (NOTARY PUBLIC) 

 

My Commission Expires: _____________________________ 
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Form 8:  Minimum Qualifications Requirements  

MINIMUM QUALIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

FOR 
 ITN190483ANB Development of Waterway Estates Property  

 

 

Vendor(s)/Contractor(s)/Responder(s) must meet the minimum qualification requirements as specified in the following form to qualify 

for consideration of award.  This form must be completed and returned with the proposal submittal along with any supporting 

documentation where requested and/or indicated herein.   

 

The County reserves the right, in their sole judgment, to determine to its satisfaction whether the Vendor(s)/Contractor(s)/Responder(s) 

has met the minimum qualification requirements as specified herein.  The determination shall be based upon the examination of the 

Minimum Qualification Requirements form and associated supportive documentation (if any requested).   

 

An affirmative determination shall be a prerequisite for award of the contract to the Vendor(s)/Contractor(s)/Responder(s). A negative 

determination shall result in disqualification of the proposal, in which event the County shall exclude the proposal from the evaluation or 

consideration process and therefore deeming the Bidder(s)/Responder(s) ineligible for award. 

 

1.   CRITERIA 1 – MARINA DEVELOPMENT AND OPERATION EXPERIENCE:  Respondent, inclusive of 

proposed project team, must have a verifiable history of experience in development and operations of commercial marina. 

Does your Firm and/or proposed Project Team have verifiable history of 

experience in the development and operations of commercial marina? 
 YES 

 

 NO 

If YES, provide details as requested below: 

- Provide details that support and clearly indicate your experience in development and operations of commercial marina? 

 

MARINA DEVELOPMENT & OPERATIONAL EXPERIENCE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Continued on following page*  
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Form 8:  Minimum Qualifications Requirements (Continued) 

 

2. CRITERIA 2 – FINANCIAL STABILITY:  Respondent, inclusive of proposed Project Team, must have the financial 

stability to support the project they are proposing under this solicitation and shall provide for details to support financial 

fortitude.   

 

Does the Respondent, inclusive of the proposed Project Team, have the 

financial stability to support the project they are proposing under this 

solicitation and have you provided details to support an affirmative 

statement?  

   YES  NO 
 

If YES, provide details as requested below: 

- Provide a statement with details of your Firm’s, inclusive of proposed Project Team’s, financial stability, including 

information regarding any current or previous bankruptcy proceedings.   

 

- Additionally, include a copy of the most recent annual financial report/annual audit, independent certified audit, Dunn 

& Bradstreet report, or 10K or the most recent 10Q, if appropriate. Financial reports must include, at a minimum, a 

Balance Sheet, an Income Statement, and a Statement of Cash Flow.  

 

o Notice: Florida has very broad public records laws and records submitted with this RFP may be made 

available for public records requests following applicable Florida Public Records laws and processes. Florida 

Statute’s financial statement exemption only applies to submittals in response to a solicitation for a “public 

works” project as provided for in Section 119.071(1)c. This solicitation is not for “public works” project. 
 

FINANCIAL STABILITY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Authorized Bidder/Responder Signature  Date: 

Authorized Bidder/Responder Name (Print or Type)   

END OF MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS 
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Sealed Proposal Label 

Cut along the outer border and affix this label to 

your sealed solicitation envelope to identify it as a 

“Sealed Submission/Proposal”. 

 

 

PROPOSAL DOCUMENTS • DO NOT OPEN 

SOLICITATION NO.: ITN190483ANB 

 

   SOLICITATION TITLE: 
Development of Waterway Estates 

   DATE DUE: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 

   TIME DUE: Prior to: 2:30 PM  

  SUBMITTED BY:  

 (Name of Company) 

   

  e-mail address                                                                                                                   Telephone 

DELIVER TO: Lee County Procurement Management 

2115 Second Street, 1st Floor 

Fort Myers FL  33901 

Note:  proposals received after the time and date above will not be accepted. 

 

 

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY 
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04S28CALOOSA 

PHASE I AND II I 

ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR THE 
CALOOSA fSLE MARINA - 1687 INLET DRIVE 

NORTH FORT MYERS, LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA 

Knott, Consoer, Ebelini, Hart, & Swett, P.A. 
ATTN: Mr. Thomas B. Hart 

1625 Hendry Street 
Fort Myers, Florida 33901 

August, 2003 

Prepared By: 

Water Resource Solutions, ln'c. 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cap~ Coral, Florida 33991 

PROJECT NUMBER 
02-04528. E 1 

Water Ruource Solutions. Inc. 



\,\later Resource Solutions 
428 Pine Island Road SW • Cape Coral, Florida 33991 

September 2, 2003 

Knott, Consoer, Ebelini, Hart, & Swett, P.A. 
ATTN'. Mr. Thomas 8. Hart 
1625 Hendry Street 
Fort Myers, Florida 33901 

Subject: 

Dear Mr. Hart: 

Caloosa Isle Marina, 1687 Inlet Drive 
North Fort Myers, Lee County, Florida 
Water Resource Solutions Project #02-04528. E 1 

239 574-1919 Fax: 239 574-8106 

In accordance with our agreement dated June 18, 2003, Water Resource Solutions, Inc. has 
performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) on the subject site. 

The subject site is located at the eastern end of Inlet Drive in North Fort Myers. The site, 
consisting of approximately 5.5 acres of land, is on an approximate! 6.5 acre man-mad~ island 
adjacent to the Caloosahatchee River. The site is improved with a 52,000 square foot boat 
storage building, 5,000 square foot marina office and maintenance building, 4,000 square foot 
Shuckers Restaurant, a 500 square foot fire suppression pumphouse, and 4,000 gallon 
gasoline above ground fuel tank system. · 

Previous environmental reports were conducted on the site for underground storage tanks 
(USTs) fqrmerly located at the site and for transactional environmental assessments. The 
previous UST work was completed with a Site Rehabilitation Completion Order being issued 
by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection. This SRCO required the monitoring 
wells at the site be abandoned, however to date this has not been done. Water Resource 
Solutions sampled· a monitoring well at this former UST site and analyzed the water for gasoline 
and diesel constituents. Napthalene was detected in this well over the. FDEP groundwater 
cleanup criteria. Groundwater samples obtained from this well two years before and six months 
after the date of WRS's sampling event did not contain levels of naphthalene. The five 
monitoring wells in this area are scheduled to be abandoned on September 4, 2003 by. WRS. 

The previous transactional environmental assessments identified soils impacted with arsenic 
and copper on the site. The arsenic was also detected in background sampl~s obtained 
throughout the site and was believed to be a background element. The copper was 
encountered in soil samples obtained from both the boatyard and sandblast a·reas. The copper 
was confined to the upper 6 inches of soil in these areas. Meetings with FDEP concluded that 
if measures are taken to dilute the concentration of ·copper in the soil or to encapsulate the soil 
to reduce human exposure, most of the soils can be left in place. A higher level of copper 
impacted soils detected in an approximate 25 foot diameter area in the boatyard should be 
removed from the site. 
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Mr. Thomas Hart, Esq. 
September 2, 2003 
Page·Two 

A slightly elevated level of arsenic was previously detected by WRS in a shallow groundwater 
sample obtained from a temporary well in the boatyard area. As part of the • present 
investigation, a permanent monitoring well was installed· in this area and sampled for arsenic 
and copper. No arsenic or copper was detected in groundwater from th.is well. 

Observations noted during the off-site survey indicated that properties adjacent to the site were 
limited to residential properties, waterways, and the Florida Cities Wastewater Treatment Plant. 
Water Resource Solutions did not observe off-site indicators of hazardous substance or 
petroleum product impacts during the site inspection. 

Please call me al 57 4-1919 Ext. 106 if you have any questions. 

Si'Z)ly, 

Do~ Mayne, CFEA 
Project Manager 
Environmental Site Assessments 

cc: Elwood Davis, WCSJRIV Corp. 

dwm 
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1.0 SUMMARY 

The site is on a man made island located al the end of Inlet Drive in North Fort Myers. The site 

is developed with a 52,000 square foot boat storage building, 5,000 square foot marina office 

and maintenance building, 4,000 square foot Shuckers Restaurant, a 500 square foot fire 

suppression pumphouse, and 4,000 gallon gasoline above ground fuel tank system. 

Information obtained from the historical investigation revealed that the site was undisturbed 

forest until the island was developed in the early 1960's. The adjacent wastewater plant, a 

swimming pool, and parking lot were the first developments on the island. The swimming pool 

and parking areas were demolished in 1980. The marina office and boat maintenance facility 

was constructed in the mid.die 1970's. The large boat storage building was developed in 1990. 

Current marina activities at the site include boat storage and outboard engine repair in the large 

boat storage building. 

A review of government agency listings indicated the previous use of three 4,000 gallon 

gasoline and diesel underground storage tanks (USTs) and one 5,000 gallon gasoline UST 

located southwest of the niarina office and boat maintenance facility. The 5,000 gallon UST 

was abandoned in place in 1989. The three 4,000 gallon UST's were removed in 1993. Upon 

completion of an Initial Remedial Actior:i and Contamination Assessment Report, the site was 

monitored on a quarterly basis until a Site Rehabilitation Completion Order was issued in June 

17, 1997. A 4,000 gallon gasoline AST is currently maintained in the southeast corner of the 

site. No environmental impacts were observed near this AST system. 

Observations noted during the off-site survey indicated that properties adjacent to the site were 

limited to residential properties, waterways, and the Florida Cities Wastewater Treatment Plant. 

Water Resource Solutions did not observe off-site indicators of hazardous substance or 

petroleum product impacts during the site inspection. 
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Previous Phase I and II environmental assessments were conducted at the site by three 

different environmental consulting firms in i 999 and 2002. These reports identified two genera I 

areas of concern located at a former boat sandblast area and larger boatyard area. Soils 

impacted with arsenic and copper were initially identified in each of these areas. The arsenic 

was subsequently detected in background samples throughout the site and was determined to 

be a background element. The copper was mainly encountered in the western portion of the 

site in areas where the soil has a green tint. The copper was confined to the upper 6 inches 

of soil in this area. During a 2002 groundwater investigation by WRS, slightly elevated levels 

of arsenic were detected in a shallow groundwater sample obtained from a temporary well in 

the boatyard ar~a. 

The present Phase II investigation included verifying that the green stained areas throughout 

the boatyard and sandblast areas contain elevated levels of copper. It also included the 

installation of a groundwater monitoring well in the boatyard to verify the presence of arsenic 

in the groundwater. Elevated levels of copper were detected in two soil samples obtained from 

the sandblast area and six samples obtained from the boatyard area. No arsenic or copper 

was detected in the groundwater sample obtained from the boatyard. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report presents the results of a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of the 

subject site, performed for Knott, Consoer, Ebelini, Hart, & Swett, P.A. (the client) during the 

period of July 18, 2003 through August , 2003. The services performed included limited 

historical research, a review of specified listings, and a site reconnaissance. Photographs 

taken during the site reconnaissance and referenced throughout this report are provided in 

Appendix A. 

2.1 Purpose 

The purpose of the ESA is to estimate the potential, as of the latest site visit and records 

review, for hazardous substances and petroleum products to exist at the site at levels likely to 

warrant mitigation pursuant to current local, state, and federal regulations. 

Estimates and professional opinions of this potential are based upon information derived from 

the site reconnaissance and from other activities described herein. The most recent site 

reconnaissance was performed on July 31, 2003. The client is advised that the conditions 

observed by Water Resource Solutions are subject to change. Indicators of the presence of 

hazardous substances and petroleum products that were not present or observable at the time 

of the most recent site reconnaissance may subsequently have become present or observable. 

The client is the only intended beneficiary of this report because the client is the only party 

which has been involved in the shaping of the scope of services needed to satisfactorily 

manage those risks from the client's point of view. With the consent of the client, Water 

Resource Solutions is available to work with other parties in developing probability estimates 

given other parties' unique risk management concerns. The scope of work was determined 

based on the services agreed to by the client at the lime the project was initiated. 

The guidelines used to define "hazardous substances" and "petroleum products" were obtained 

from the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard of Practice E 1527. For 
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the purposes of this report, the "vicinity" of the site is defined as properties located within an 

approximate one quarter-mile radius of the site. 

2.2 Special Terms and Conditions 

The client has requested that an ESA be performed prior to the transaction of the subject 

property. 

2.3 Limitations and Exceptions of Assessment 

This ESA does not include a radon survey, Chain-of-Title review, a wetlands delineation, or a 

lead paint survey. This ESA report is based on information obtained from a variety of usually 

reliable sources enumerated herein. Water Resource Solutions cannot and does not 

guarantee the authenticity or reliability of the information it has received from outside sources. 

This report is not a comprehensive site characterization and should not be construed as such. 

This report presents opinions which are based on the findings of observable on-site and off-site 

conditions, a review of specified regulatory records and historical sources, and comments 

made by interviewees. ESA's, by their nature, are limited. Water Resource Solutions has 

endeavored to meet the applicable standard of care and, in so doing, is advising the client of 

ESA limitations .. Water Resource Solutions believes this information is essential to help the 

client identify and manage risks. These risks can be reduced but cannot be completely 

eliminated through additional research. Water Resource Solutions will, on request, advise the 

client of the additional research opportunities available, their impact on risk, and their cost. 

2.4 Limiting Conditions and Methodology 

This ESA was not limited by legal or physical access. The site was walked and visually 

observ.ed. 
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3.0 SITE DESCRIPTION 

3.1 Location and Legal Description 

The site location is illustrated on the Site Vicinity Map presented as Figure 1 on the following 

page. The site is located in Sections 16, Township 44 South, Range 24 East, in Lee County, 

Florida. A legal description was not provided by the client. 

3.2 Site and Vicinity Characteristics 

The site is located in a residential area. Developments in the vicinity of the assessment site 

consist of the Waterway Estates wastewater treatment plant and residential structures. 

3.3 Description of Structures, Roads, and Other Improvements to Site 

The site is developed with docks on the northern, eastern, southern, and northwestern 

boundaries. The site is developed with four buildings. Water and wastewater services are 

provided to these buildings by Lee County Utilities. No septic systems were identified on the 

site. 

A 52,000 square foot boat storage building is in the central portion of the site (Photo 1 ). A small 

boat motor repair shop is in the southern end of this building (Photo 2). This repair shop is 

operated as the Caloosa Bobs repair shop. Motor parts are cleaned using a self contained 

solvent basin serviced quarterly by Safety Kleen. Motor oil is stored in a 275 gallon 

aboveground storage tank located adjacent to the southern wall of this building (Photo 3). Two 

additional 55-gallon drums of hydraulic oil were also in this area. 

An approximate 500 square foot fire suppression pump house is located southwest of the boat 

storage building. One 300 gallon waste oil tank and three 55-gallon drums containing used oil 

filters are in this building (Photo 4). The pavement underneath the waste oil tan~ was stained 

with oil, however the oil did not appear to have run off the edge of the floor of this building. 
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A boat sandblasting booth was formerly located east of the southern end of the boat storage 

building. A low depression in this area is the only evidence of the former presence of this 

booth. The booth was constructed of a concrete floor with three cinderblock _ sides 

approximately 8 feet tall. The booth was used from about 1990 until 2002. 

A 4,000 gallon gasoline AST is in the southeast corner of the site {Photo 5). The AST is a 

double walled steel tank. The fuel line runs aboveground to the dispenser located 
' approximately 15 feet south of the tank on the seawall. This AST system was installed in 1994. 

No soil stains were observed adjacent to this AST and dispenser. 

A two story 4,000 square foot building is in the northeast portion of the site (Photo 6). The first 

floor of this building is occupied by the Shuckers Restaurant. Mr. Tom Flynn, Shuckers 

president, ha$ been associated with this restaurant for the past two years. The restaurant has 

been at the site since 1992. The restaurant uses a 1,000 gallon propane tank. The second 

floor of this building is occupied by the Shuckers restaurant office and an apartment unit. 

The Fish Tale Marina office is in the northwest portion of the site (Photo 7). A maintenance 

department formerly occupied the southern end of the building. No floor drains were observed 

in the vacant service area. Four UST's were formerly located south of this building. Five of the 

six monitoring wells•installed during the UST Contamination Assessm~nt remain on the site. 

These wells were inspected for hydrocarbon odors and sheens during the site inspection. MW-

5 was the only monitoring well which had a diesel odor. MW-2, the downgradient well, did not 

have an odor or sheen. In November, 2002, WRS detected naphthalenes in MW-2 above the 

FDEP Cleanup Criteria. CRM subsequently re-sampled this well in January, 2003 and found 

no napthalenes in this well. Since MW-5 had a diesel odor, WRS sampled this well for 

petroleum compounds to determine if these wells were inadvertently mislabeled during the 

November, 2002 sample collection. Laboratory analysis results indicated MTBE was the only 

analyte detected in MW-5 at 1.3 ug/L. MTBE was also the only analyte detected in this well 

during the November, 200_2 sampling event at 1.6 ug/L. These monitoring wells are sch~duled 

for abandonment by WRS on September 4, 2003. 
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The southeast portion of the site is used as a boat yard. Several areas of green stained soils 

were observed in this area (Photo's 8 and 9). 

3.4 Exterior and Interior Observations 

The HVAC system within the buildings are powered with electricity. Stoves inside the 

restaurant are powered with propane. No drains or sumps were were identified within the 

facilities on the assessment site. Small stains and evidence of metal corrosion were observed 

within the metal buildings on the site. No ponds or lagoons associated with waste disposal or 

waste treatment were observed on the site .. Stormwater at the site drains into a swale on the 

eastern edge of the site. No septic systems were observed on the site. 

3.5 Information Reported from Interviews 

Mr. Mike Wood, Fish Tale Marina, was interviewed regarding the use of the marina sales and 

service building. Mr. Tom Flynn, Shuckers Restaurant, was interviewed regarding the use of 

the restaurant building. Detailed information from these individuals was provided in the 

previous section. 

3.6 Current Uses of the Property 

The site is currently occupied by a restaurant, boat storage and repair business, and bciat parts 

sales department. 

3. 7 Past Uses of the Property 

Information obtained from the historical aerial photograph review suggests that the site was 

undeveloped with no evidence of prior use until the island was constructed in the early 1960's. 
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3.8 Uses of Adjoining Properties 

The northwestern tip of the site is the access road to the site. Single family residences are 

northwest of this access area (Photo 10). Waterway inlets to the Caloosahatchee River are 

north, east, and south of the site. An outparcel along the south boundary of the site contains 

the Lee County Utilities wastewater treatment plant. Two approximate 2,000 gallon emergency 

generator AST's were observed on this property approximately 15 feet away from the 

assessment site. No environmental impacts were observed adjacent to these AST's. 

3.9 Indications of Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) 

Pole mounted and slab mounted transformers were observed on the site. These transformers 

were labeled as Non-PCB. No oil stains were observed near these transformers. 

3.10 Indications of Waste Disposal 

Solid wastes generated at the restaurant is deposited into a dumpster located at the northeast 

corner of the large boat storage building. Solid wastes generated at the boat storage building 

is deposited into a dumpster located north of the fire suppression house. These dumpsters are 

serviced by Onyx. No mounds, depressions, or other obvious non-natural soil disturbances 

suggesting buried trash or solid waste disposal were observed on the site. 

3.11 Physical Setting Analysis 

The site is generally flat with no obvious topographical trends. Groundwater in the water-table 

aquifer is anticipated to flow radially towards the closest seawall, but may change depending 

on seasonal fluctuations and other hydrogeologic factors. A review of the land uses in the 

vicinity of the site indicates that there is a low potential for impacts from off-site properties. 

04528CALOOSA 9 Water Re$Oll1Ce Solutions. Inc., 



3.12 Previous Environmental Reports 

The following environmental reports were reviewed by Water Resource Solutions as part of this 

investigation: 

Contamination Assessment _Report by Coastal Resource Management, January, 1994 

Three 4,000 gallon diesel and gasoline UST's were removed from the s(te in 1994. As part of 

the initial remedial action, 100 tons of contaminated soil were removed from the site. A total 

of six groundwater monjtoring wells were installed in this area to assess the vertical and 

horizontal groundwater impacts. The monitor wells were subsequently monitored on a quarterly 

basis until hydrocarbon levels naturally attenuated to levels below FDEP Groundwater Cleanup 

Criteria. A Site Rehabilitation Completion Order was subsequently issued by FDEP on June 

17, 1997. 

The text, tables, and figures from the following reports are provided in Appendix 8. 

Phase I ESA by Allied Environmental, May 4, 1999 

Potential environmental concerns were identified at the sandblasUpressure wash area, 

boatyard maintenance area, fire suppression pump house, a former UST area, and the existing 

gasoline AST in the southeast corner of the site. 

Phase II ESA by Allied Environmental, June 1, 1999 

A total of 15 soil borings were installed throughout the site as well as a groundwater sample 

near an adjacent off-site Lee County Utilities aboveground storage tank. The three source 

wells from the original UST area were also sampled. No impacts were detected in any of the 

groundwater samples. Two additional soil samples were collected for laboratory analysis from 
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the boat maintenance and sandblast areas. Copper was the only analyte detected above the 

FDEP Soil Cleanup Goals. 

Preliminary Soil Assessment by Earth Science, July, 2002 

Arsenic was detected in soil samples obtained from 0.5 feet and 2 feet below land surface in 

25 areas scattered throughout the site, some of which were background samples. That report . 
referenced a recently published article (Arsenic Concentrations in Florida Surface Soils: 

Influence of Soil Type and Properties, 2002) indicating that naturally occurring arsenic has been 

detected i,:i areas of Florida above the FDEP cleanup goal. Two areas of elevated copper 

were also detected in the sandblast and boatyard areas. 

Phase II Investigation by Water Resource Solutions, November 5, 2002 

Groundwater samples were obtained from temporary monitor wells in the boatyard 

maintenance and sandblast areas for analysis of the 8 RCRA metals. A confirmation soil 

sample was obtained at 1 foot below land surface from the two areas of elevated copper. 

Arsenic was the only elevated analyte detected in the well located proximal to the boatyard 

area. No groundwater impacts were detected in the sandblast area. Elevated levels of arsenic 

were detected in the soil samples obtained from 1 foot below land surface. Copper was 

detected below cleanup levels at this depth. 

In addition to the metals analysis of the groundwater, two monitoring wells installed during the 

1993 Contamination Assessment of the site by Coastal Resource Management were analyzed 

for hydrocarbon constituents. Arsenic was also analyzed from MW-2 as a background sample. 

No heavy metal or VOA analytes were detected in this groundwater sample. PAH compounds 

Naphthalene, 2-methylnaphthalene, and 1-methylnaphthalene were detected in this well at 311 

ug/L, 51 ug/L, and 54 ug/L. These levels are well above the FDEP Groundwater Cleanup 

Target Levels of 20 ug/L for each of these analytes. These levels of naphthalenes are believed 

to be a lab error since no Total Recoverable Hydrocarbons were detected from this same well. 
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Six soil borings were also installed proximal to the 4,000 gallon gasoline AST currently in use 

at the site. Soil from the upper foot of a boring installed al the northwestern corner of the AST 

exhibited an elevated level of hydrocarbons, however soil from the lower interval and remaining 

soil borings installed proximal to this AST system were below detectable levels. Since this 

boring was the only soil boring which exhibited elevated organic vapors, it is likely that a small 

spill may have occurred in that area during filling of the tank. As long as no fuel spills occur in 

the future, the soil quality in this area is expected to improve in the future due to natural 

attenuation. 
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS REVIEW 

4.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources and Review 

Environmental Data Management, Inc. (EDM) was contracted by WRS to provide a tabulation 

of facilities ·that are listed on environmental government databases within tt,e ASTM search 

distarice criteria. These governmental databases contain information pertaining to potential 

and documented environmental impacts at each facility. A listing of the database files queried 

by EDM is as follows: 

Federal Information 
o National Priorities List (NPL) 
• Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability 

Information System (CERCLIS) list 
• Re~ource Conservation and Recovery Information System - Treatment,· 

Storage, and Disposal Facilities (RCRIS-TSD) 
• Corrective Action Report (CORRACTS) 
• Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) 
e No Further Remedial Action Planned list (NFRAP) 
o Facility Index System (FINDS) 
• Toxic Chemical Rele_ase Inventory System (TRIS) 

State Information 
• Florida State Funded Action Sites (SFAS) 
• Florida Sites List (SITES) 
• Solid Waste Facilities (SLDWST) list 
• Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) 
• Stationary Tanks Inventory Syst~m List (TANKS) 

A summary of the listings queried by EDM, the corresponding ASTM minimum search 

distances for each respective listing, and the date of the last government version of each listing 

is provided in the EDM report in Appendix C. 

Upon receipt and review of the database information, Water Resource Solutions identified two 

listings within the vicinity of the assessment site. The site is listed on the RCRA Non-TSO, 

FINDS, TANKS, and LUST listings. According to the Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection Storage Tank files, one 5,000 gallon gasoline UST was abandoned at the site in 
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1989. Two 4,000 gallon gasoline and one 4,000 gallon diesel UST were removed from the site 

in 1993 by Coastal Resource Management. A Contamination Assessment Report ( CAR) was 

subsequently prepared by CRM dated February 10, 1994. As part of the CAR, 100 tons of 

contaminated soil were removed from the site. A total of six groundwater monitoring wells were 

installed in this area to assess the vertical and horizontal groundwater impacts. The monitor 

wells were subsequently monitored on a quarterly basis until ~ydrocarbon levels naturally 

attenuated to levels below FDEP Groundwater Cleanup Criteria. A Site Rehabilitation 

Completion Order was subsequently issued by FDEP on June 17, 1997. 

Fish Tale Marina currently maintains one steel double walled 4,000 gallon gasoline AST. 

Previous Lee County inspections noted tank management violations such as not displaying a 

placard and not documenting visual tank inspections. A $1,700.00 fine was subsequently. paid 

and the violations were resolved on April 17, 2000. A violation was noted during an April 2002 

inspection for failure to have an overfill protection. Lee County reinspected the AST in July, 

2002 to find the violation resolved. The AST was inspected in April, 2003. No violations were 

noted during this most recent inspection. 

The Fish Tale Marina was inspected by the FDEP in 1995, 1996, and 1998. According to the 

FDEP inspection reports, no hazardous waste violations were noted, however some waste 

management practice~ were recommended. Paint solvents were observed in a 55-gallon drum 

which had been stored on the site for over 2 years. Also the collection of sandblast material 

had accumulated to the point where disposal actions were necessary. FDEP recommended 

the material be sampled prior to disposal. Coastal Resource Management obtained three 

samples of this material and determined that it could be disposed of as a non-hazardous waste. 

An anonymous complaint about the dust emanating from the sandblast booth was called in to 

FDEP on July 10, 1998. FDEP responded by calling the marina on the phone. The marina 

indicated they would try to eliminate waste debris. No other actions were taken regarding the 

sandblast booth. According to Mike Wood, Fish Tale Marina, the sandblast material was 

loaded into a roll-off dumpster for off-site disposal. No waste manifests are available from 

the disp_osal of this material. 
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The Lee County Utilities wastewater treatment plant maintains four UST's. One 2,500 gallon 

diesel, one 3,000 gallon methane, one 7,000 gallon caustic soda, and one 7,000 gallon 

aluminum sulfate UST are in service at this facility. No environmental impacts have been 

reported for this facility's storage tanks. Two 2,000 gallon diesel emergency generator ASTs 

are also in service at this facility. 

4.2 Physical Setting Sources 

4.2.1 Review of Topographic Maps 

The 1958-Photorevised 1987 United States Geological Survey 7 .5 minute series topographic 

map for the Fort Myers N.W., Florida quadrangle was reviewed to provide information 

regarding the topography of the site. A review of this map indicates that the site is situated at 

an elevation of approximately 5 feet above National Geodetic Vertical Datum. 

4.2.2 Review of Site Geology Reports 

According to the United States Department of Agriculture Soil Survey of Lee County, 1981, the . 

soils in this area are composed of Matlacha-Urban land complex. This soil consists of nearly 

level Matlacha gravelly fine sand and areas of urban land. Typically, Matlacha soil is a mixture 

of light gray, gray, and light brown fine sands and shell fragments to a depth of three feet. 

Undisturbed fine sand is below the upper three feet of sand and shell material. 

According to the Geologic Map of Florida, 2001, the Fort Thompson Group occurs within the 

shallow subsurface of the site. The Fort Thompson Group may be characterized as elastic 

(sands, sills, and clays) and shell deposits associated with Pleistocene (2.8 million to 10,000 

years ago) stands of sea level. 
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4.2.3 Review of Groundwater Reports 

According to the Lee County Water Management Project (1988), regional groundwater flow in 

this vicinity is anticipated to be in a southeastern direction. Site specific flow direction has not 

been determined, but is expected to flow radially towards the closest seawall. 

Accordihg to the Hydrogeologic Reconnaissance of Lee County, Florida (?outh Florida Water 

Management District, 1992), ·the uppermost aquifer is the surficial aquifer which is composed 

of sand of Pleistocene-Holocene age with minor pe.rcentages of shell and clay and, in some 

areas, limestone of Pleistocene age. Occasional sand sized phosphate grains and ·trace heavy 

minerals are also present. 

4.3 Review of Historical Sources 

4.3.1 Review of Aerial Photographs 

Historical aerial photographs obtained from the Lee County Property Appraiser's Office were 

reviewed for information about the history of development c:m the assessment site and adjacent 

properties. The date and scale of each photograph and the observations noted during the 

review are summarized below: 

04528CAL00SA 

• 1958 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 1,320 feet 

The site and adjacent properties are undeveloped forested land. 

e 1966 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The island has been constructed. A small wastewater treatment facility is in 
the southern portion of the island. A parking lot and swimming pool are in the 
northern portion· of the site. The restaurant building is east of the parking lot. 

e 1968 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 
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• 1970 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

o 1972 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

o 197 4 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

• 1975 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch= 300 feet 

The building in the western portion ~f the site is present.· The rema.inder of 
the assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

• 1977 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

o 1980 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

A boat dock and boat drop area have been added to the southwest portion . 
of the sit('}. The remainder of the assessment site temains unchanged. A 
large round tank and office facility have been constructed on the·wastewater 
treatment plant site. 

• 1981 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch= 300 feet 

The swimming pool and parking lot are no longer present. The remainder of 
the assessment site _and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

• 1984 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

• 1986 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 300 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

e 1990 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch c 200 feet 

The large dry boat storage building has been constructed. The remainder of 
the assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 
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e 1993 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 200 feet 

The sandblast area is present east of the southeast corner of the boat 
storage building. The remainder of the assessment site and adjacent 
properties remain unchanged. 

cs 1996 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 200 feet 

The _assessment site and ~djacent properties remain unchanged: 

111 1999 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 200 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

• 2002 Aerial Photograph - 1 inch = 200 feet 

The assessment site and adjacent properties remain unchanged. 

4.3.2 Review of Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 

Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps were not prepared for this portion of Lee County. Sanborn maps 

were usually generated for urban core areas developed prior to 1950. 

4.3.3 Review of Chain-of-Title 

A Chain-of-Title review was not conducted as part of this investigation. According to Mr. Bob 

Caughey, Florida Geological Survey, no oil test wells were drilled within the township in which 

the site is located. 

4.3.4 Review of City Directories 

The R.L. Polk Directories for the City of Fort Myers were reviewed at the Lee County Public 

Library at approximate 5 year intervals. The following is a summary of the city directory review: 

1961 site not listed 

1966 Waterway Marina Restaurant 
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1970 no listing 

1975 Waterway Marina 

1982, 1986 Island Club Marina 

1990, 1993 Caloosa Isle Marina 

1998 Don Ayotte Marine repair 
Caloosa Isle Marine 
Ingle Yacht Services 
Shuckers & Co 

2002 Don Ayotte Marine repair 
Caloosa Isle Marine 
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Fish Tale Marina 
Shuckers & Co 
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5.0 PHASE II SOIL AND GROUNDWATER TESTING 

5.1 Methods of Investigation 

One groundwater monitoring well was installed proximal to the location of the former temporary 

MW-1. That well was installed by WRS in October, 2002. The new monitoring well was 

installed by South Florida Testing and Drilling on August 25, 2003. The well was installed by 

auguring a 6-inch diameter borehole to approximately 13 feet below land surface utilizing the 

hollow stem auger drilling method. After the total depth of the borehole was reached, a 2.0 inch 

diameter monitoring well was installed inside the hollow stem auger flights.- The well was 

constructed of approximately 10 feet of .010 inch machine slotted screen and 5 feet of PVC 

casing. A sand filter pack was subsequently backfilled around the well as the auger flights were 

removed. The sand pack extends to a depth of one foot below land surface. The well was 

grouted with portland cement to land surface and completed approximately 2 feet above grade. 

The well was developed for approximately 25 minutes using a centrifugal pump and then 

sealed with a slip cap. 

Groundwater samples were collected from the well with a low flow submersible pump and 

pumped directly into a laboratory prepared sample containers, labeled, placed on ice, sealed 

and secured in a cooler, and then shipped via Federal Express to STL Environmental 

Laboratory in Miramar, Florida for analysis. 

The groundwater sample was analyzed for copper and arsenic for both total (unfiltered) and 

dissolved (filtered) samples. The samples were filtered using a 1 micron filter as the water was 

being pumped from the well. 

All groundwater sample collection and handling procedures were performed in accordance with 

the Florida Department of Environmental Protection document entitled "Department of 

Environmental Protection Standard Operating Procedures for Field Activities, DEP-SOP-001/01" 

(January 1, 2002). 
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Additionally, ten soil samples were collected from areas throughout the site which had a green 

tint. Soil samples SS-1 through SS-9 were collected from the upper three inches of soil and 

analyzed for copper. SS-1 OA was collected from an area of elevated arsenic identified in the 

previous Earth Science report. This sample was collected at 18 inches below land surface and 

analyzed for arsenic. A soil sample and monitor well location map is provided as Figure 2. 

5.2 Results of Investigation 

Five of the six monitoring wells installed during the 1994 UST Contamination Assessment 

remain on the site. These wells were inspected for hydrocarbon o_dors and sheens during the 

site inspection. MW-5 was the only monitoring well which had a diesel odor. MW-2, the 

downgradient well, did not have an odor or sheen. In November, 2002, WRS detected 

naphthalenes in MW-2 above the FDEP Cleanup Criteria. CRM subsequently- re-sampled this 

well in January, 2003 and found no napthalenes in this well. Since MW-5 has a diesel odor, 

WRS resampled this well on August 14, 2003 for VOA and PAH compounds to determine if the 

wells were inadvertently mislabeled during the November, 2002 sample collection. Laboratory 

analysis results indicated MTBE was the only analyte detected in this well at 1.3 ug/L. MTBE 

was also the _only analyte detected in this well during the November, 2002 sampling event at 

1.6 ug/L. 

No arsenic or copper was detected in the reqently installed MW-1. The laboratory analysis 

report is provided in Appendix D. 

All nine soil samples collected for copper analyses contained elevated levels of copper. Soil 

sample SS-3C contained the highest level of copper at 25,300 ppm. The remaining samples 

ranged from 775 ppm to 7,500 ppm. The residential FDEP soil cleanup goal is 110 ppm and 

the industrial soil cleanup goal is 76,000 ppm. The Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection was consulted regarding the best course of action regarding this issue on August 

26, 2003. The FDEP indicated that as long as the soil is not leaching into the groundwater, the 

soil can be left in place if measures are taken to reduce human contact with the soil. If these 

measures are taken, FDEP was willing to write a letter 
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indicating the issues have been resolved to the FDEP's satisfaction. FDEP did concur with 

excavating and disposing of the approximate 2,000 square foot stained area, to a depth of 

approximately one foot, proximal to SS-3C. 

Soil sample SS-1 OA was obtained from 18 inches below land surface between two soil sample 

locations where Earth Science had previously detected arsenic at 48 ppm and 59 ppm at the 

two fool interval. Arsenic was detected in SS-10A at 9.7 ppm. This level is within the range 

of arsenic levels detected in other areas of the site by Earth Science. 
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6.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Water Resource Solutions has performed this Phase I and Phase II ESA in conformanc:;:e with 

the scope and limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E 1527-00 of the site. Exceptions and 

deletions from the above-referenced Practice are described in Section 2.3 of this report. This 

assessment has provided the following evidence suggesting that recognized environmental 

conditions may affect the property: 

.. 
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Copper impacted soils were detected above the FDEP Residential Soil Cleanup 

Goal in the boatyard area and former sandblasting area. These soils are in the 

upper six inches of soil and are stained green. No copper impacted 

groundwater was detected on the site. Meetings with FDEP indicated that if 

measures are taken to either dilute the concentration of copper in the soil or to 

encapsulate the soil to reduce human exposure, most of the soils can be left in 

place. A higher level of copper impacted soils detected in an approximate 25 

foot diameter area in the boatyard should be removed from the site. 
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8.0 SIGNATURES OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONALS 

The following Water Resource Solutions professional certifies that he participated in the Phase 

I ESA of this site. A resume of this professional is provided in Appendix E. 
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Donald W. Mayne - Site Inspector 
Certified Florida Environmental Assessor #261 

Registered Environmental Property Assessor #6104 

26 



, ;··· 

.· . 
•• • \•.:<•• I ::-.•:• • •• • 

.. . · .. . :; 
' .. 

:··::-, , ··:· : . ; · 

. ;. ,· 
,·.=:=-:. - ·.·.·._, .: , . 
. • . . . 



PHOTO 1 - BOAT STORAGE DUILDlliG 

PHOTO 2 - CALOOSA BODS REPAffi IN BOAT STORAGE BUILDING 



PHOTO 3 - OIL STORAGE lN BOAT STORAGE DUILDING 

PHOTO 4 - WASTE OIL STORAGE IN FffiE SUPPRESION PUMl' BOUSE 



PHOTO 9 - FOR1\1ER SANDBLASTING AREA 

PHOTO 10 - RESIDENCE NORTHWEST OF THE SITE 
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PHOTO 5 - EXISTING GASOLINE AST SYSTEM 

PHOTO 6 - SHUCKERS RESTARUANT BUILDING 



PHOTO 7 - FORMER l'vIAJNTENANCE BUILDING 

PHOTO 8- GREEN STAIN IN BOATYARD 
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Sent By: ALLIED ENVIAONUENTj 727 822 74 77 j uay -4-99 2:23PM; Page 2 

May 4,)999. 

Mr. Elwood B. Davi! 
WCSJR Corporation 
P.O. Box 26)0 
Westport, Connecticut 03880-0630 

RE: Caloo.s:a .IJlc M.arioa located at 16.!7 Jolt:t Dnvc ia North _Fort Myers, Jilorida 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

Allied Environmental ConsultantJ, Inc. (AEC) ha.s compl ed Pha.Je I Environmental Site A.'lseumcnt 

(ESA) activities at the above referenced site, herufter referred to as the subject property. The Pha1e 

I ESA wa.s completed in accordance with the American Society for Tejting 1.nd Matcri~h (ASTM) 

standard practice E 1527~97. The findings of said a.s,5essmcnl a.re disciuscd below. 

BACKGROUND AND SITE HISTORY: 

The facility is a.n acti'.'.e operating marina that is situated on an appro:<lrnatcly 6.5 acre man-made 

island in North Fort Myen along the CaloosAhatchce Rjvcr. The site wa.s made by constructing sea 

walls and canals in the mangrove wetlands and ~lling in behind I.he sea walls with materials dredged 

from the surrounding canals during the development of thh area. The property access to the -

mainland is by Inlet Drive. An approximately I acre uea. of the "isb.n<l" is occupied by th,., Florida ____,. 

Cities Water Company Waste Water Treatment Plant (WWTP) th.at i, not part of the marina / 

boatyard. This WWTP handle! all of the domestic wa3tc water for the ,ubject ,ite 43 well 11.j the 

surrounding Waterway Estates community located on the mainland. Th1 waste water treatment plant 

is located in the south-southwest area of ~he "i3land" and is surrounded by the marina to the nonh, 

696 First Avenue North II Suite 100 11 St. Petersburg. Florida .3.3701 
Phone (727) 822-7477 11 Fox (727) 823-8941 



( 

I~/ IU,t' 14//j 

ea,t and west. The marina contAiru ipproximately 278 hi and dry storage racks, 1pproxima1ely 100 

out$ide storage racb, and approximately 48 in waler slips. The renwn.ing approxima.tely 5,5 acre 

are.a tlut is the Caloo,a lsleMarin.a is comprised of1he following buildings: 

I 

An approxim.alely 52,000 square foot Hi and Dry sheet metal boat storage building that 

ront.tiru nwnlenance and mechanic !hops located in the central area at the rite; 

An approxim&tely 5,000 square ~!__~e.block.building locatcd·inthc..weu Area oflhe .. ·-· .... ... . . -.........__ 

site_~~-t rontaim th~ marina =sen office; part! depmment, canvas shop and &Ar~~ 
.. ··· . \ 

·where .'1ongo of55•gallon drum.c of new oil, polyester rosins, fiber ass materials 1111d boat 
// 

paints occurs; 
~-

__ ,,,,,,,. .. •· 

~proximately 500 square foot shed metal pump hou~ building located-rotbe routhwest 

syttcm influent pump; 

An approximately 4,000 square foot two (2) story building cons1ructed of concrete block and 

located in the northea.n area of lhe site, along the eastern canal, is currently utiliud u 

Shucker's Reslaunnt on the bottom floor with three (3) apartments on the second floor; 

-----·· ... . . ... __ 
...... -··,i. small wooden shed located along the south do d adjacent to the current in service 

( 4,000 ga.Jlon guoline abovegroun·d slorage tank (AST) is u ~ slorc b!>at oil and olhcr 

~ producls utilized during fueling evenls. 
J 
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AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH REVIEW 

Aerial photographs we,-e reviewed for the site for the year. I 966, 1973, 1977, 1984, 1990, and 1996. 

· The re.rults are sulll!11Ariza:! ~low: 

I %6 Sale I• = 400' ; The island is visible. A fe,;v small buildinB3 111d ,tructures which appe.ar to be 

the initiAl waste water treatment plant are located in the .!Outhwcst area of the site. Wet slips for 

boat! arc observed located on the north &nd u.,t sides of the bland. A parking lot, pool, and tennis 

couru arc observed in the north«.st area of the site. 

1973 Scale I' = 300'; The site appear. similar u it did in the 1966 photograph with the addition of 

a snlAII building ccnstructcd in the northeast area of the site on the eastern cuuu where the current 

on-site restaurant and apartment• are loCl!ted. 

1977 Scale 1 • = 300' ; The site appear, similar u it did in the 1973 photograph. Another building 

is oburved in the nonhwesf arCA of the site, the location of the current marina office building, and 

more structures have been added at the water trCAtmcnt plant 

1984 Scale I" = 300' ; The' site appw-1 similar as it did in the 1977 photograph; however what 

appears to be numerous boats are ob!ervcd stored on-site in the southwest area of the subject site 

located behind the building currently utilized u the tnarina office building, indicative of a boatyard. 

1990 Scale I' = 200' ; The site appears similar as it did in the 1984 photograph; however with the 

larger scale provided greatc~ detail of the ptoperty than the previous years. The construction of a 

3 
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large building is observed in the caiirAl area of the site, where the current Hi and Dry building is 

located. 

1996 Scale I" - 200' ; The site appean similu as it did in the 1990 photograph, with Ill¢ addition of 

the large Hi and Dry sioragc building in the center of the aite. The site tppeAl'J similar u observed 

during the recent site vilit. 

No .specific environmenu.l concerns were identified u a result of the aauJ photognpby review, 

' however obwvances were made of when and where boat maintenAnce acrlvitie, were conducted over 

the yeMl. These aru.s of the site arc recommended to be further investigated for environrnentAl 

impacts concerns. Specific environmental concerna arc discussed in the following section. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS: 

Al a result of the site visit, and from regulatory file review, the following environmental concerns 

were noted for the site: 

AREA #I: SAND BLAST /PRESSURE WASH.AREA 
• • • t 

This area is localed along the cast side of the Hi and Dry building where sandblasting. grinding, and 

pressure washing of boats is conducted, primarily to remove old bottom paint. Sand blasting and 

pressure washing occurs in a_partial containment structure comprised ofa concrete floor and three 

concrete block side wall,. The_ spent. sandblut material and_ bottom_ pai~t __ rc_:Jid,ue an1 gn.11~_("1!' 

appear to have be<>n disposed ofby sweeping out and washing out the containment a.rea onto the . . . "· .· -..... 

surrounding bare ground surface: The aoil surrounding this area has a "blueish" color. These soils 
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are mosi likely impacled with buvy llletm !lat are contained in bottom paints and ponibly other 

ptlrokwn and or solvent conUlnUWll.J. The groundwater in 1hil aru of the site may also I><> 

.impacted with heavy mCIW contJ.minarioo from the meu.1s leaching out of the ma. There is also 

a potential for wlvcms that ~e utilized in boat painting and fibetgl= maint= lo have impacted 
·- •. -· • --~- - •••• Jt • 

the groundwater in this arelt. 

~ lt is recommended that the impac.ted soils be labontory AJUlyz«I ll)4 tll4t sptnt undblut materials 

and impacted soil! be excavated and disposed of properly from the site. Furthermore, in the future 

a revmd "house keeping" policy should be implemented for handling of th= wastes. The iMta!Jaticm 

oflt least one (l) groundwater monitoring well in this area of the site i, r=mmended to test for 

he.svy metals and solvent conumination in the groundwater. 

According to previous records and files reviewed at the Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection (FDEP), these issues have been an on-going problem for the mArina as documented in the < reguluory complia.ncc inspection.s conducted by the. FOE~ in 1995, 1.9.9_?. ~ in 1998 •. These 6Jos 

indicate that the facility has routinely been out of compliance for this problem. However, it appears 

the nothing hu been done to remove the iJ:lpactcd soil and sand blut material. A sample wa., 
' ' 

collected of the material in 1996 by C<>astal Resource MAnagement oo behalf of the~ ~-d wu 

found to be non-haurdOUl. However, this material is still considered a specialized industrial waste 

and could cost up 10 S60.00 per ton for disposal. There could be apprmcimalcly 20-30 ton.s of wil 

and sand blast. material to be removed from this area. A current sample of this material is 

recommended lo be collected and tested to determine the proper disposal method. 

' 
5 



AREA #l: BOA TY ARD MAINTENANCE AND PETROLEUM UST AREA 

A large boat maintenance llfe2, "boatyard", is localed in the sourhwe,1 area of the site be-hind the 

offi~ building. Thi, are.a i, adjacent to the luge boat lift that is utiliz.ed to lift boats out ofthewater 

that are up to 50 lo 60 feet in length. This aret of the site is utilized for h.auling and working on 

larger boats. Soils impacied with removed bottom paint putick$ and =i~ boat 6nimcs, and 

ti~g!ass grinding3 and ~-as well u 11..lmetOUS ucl.abeled 55-gAJlon drums,. two (2) 55-g.allon 

drurt1$ labeled diesel fuel and wute oil, empty paint and s.olvcnt container,, all stored on the bare . . . . . -

ground, were observed in thh a.rea of the site. 

The collection and analysis of soil samples for hCAvy metals, petroleum and solvent compounds, n.s 

well a.s the inmllation ofup to two (2) g:roundwater monitoring wells to collect groundwater s,unples 

for amly,is of heavy metals, solvent and petroleum compounds i3 r~<;>mmcnded for thi3 area of the 

site. 

Thi, area of the site is adja~nno petroleum AST'a utilized at the adjacent waste w~ter treatment 

plant to fuel backup genera.ton. These adjacent tanks have no reported discharges, but the 

installation of the wells in this area will also c,vwatc the potential for pos5ible discharges from the 
• 

adjacent AST' s. 

Also located in this area, adjaunt to the rear of the office building, is a 5,000 gallon petroleum 

(probably gasoline) underground storage lank (USn t.hAt wa, apparently closed-in-place prior to 

1990. No information regarding this clo;.,re wa.s available and there is probably no tanlc closure 

rcpon associated with this tank since there wa.s no regulatory requirem~nl to do so at thaftime. Only 
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since 1990 !us a closure report been ·a requirement by the FDEP to dorurnent storage tank closure 

activities. The current owner of the marina took over marina operations in 1990 and 11,ould ~ve 

infomutiOJJ rehtive to the uni: or closure :.ctivitiC!, __ ~.!l\lY document ifcoou.minatioo_was 

disco~ed. The cg~uctlng of .soil~ .)Yitlucreelling_of £Oil wnpl~ by Org.lllic Vapor 

Analyzer (OVA) is recomm~ed in this aru surTounding the closed-in-pl= UST. A temporary 
,. . -· .~ ... . ·.•. . 

monitoring well for the collection of groundwater samples is recommended. 

Immediately to the southwest of the closed-in-place UST is the forTner ~~~'l.9.f._\l;r.~_{3) U_S,.T's 

(ga,, diesel, A11d w&.1tc oil) tlul were rcrooycd in 1993. A large volume.of petroleum contaminated 

soil wu cxc.1vateq in conjunction wi1h the UST =val. AJ)ischarge Reporting Fom1 (DRF) for 

petroleum related contamination wu filed for the site in, 1993. ,A Cofitunin1tion A=mlenl Report, 

Initial Remedial Action Plan, and other documcntcS regarding the USC$Smenl and clean-up activilies 

wero not available for review 11 the loal FDEP -district office in Ft. Myers. These reports are 

currently filed in Tallahusu at the main FDEP office. (We are in the process of trying to get copies 

of the files for review via the site owner.) 'Ql_C site received a No Further Aclion (NFA).Orde,: fo_r. 

this discliarge ii! June of 1997, meaning it 1w been cleaned up lo meet the regullllory standards as 

per Florida Administrative Code (FAC) Chapter 62-770 for Petroleum Contaminated Siles. ~~ 
\ 

recommW<h the sampling of groundwater from one ortwO of the exi3ting wells lo verify contaminant 

lc,vel! have remained below the regulatory limits. 

AREA 113: FlRE SUPPRESSION PUMP HOUSE 

A very poorly maintained waste oil tm,k, Op¢11 unlabeled drums and buckets of oil tilters, along wit~ ---------puddle, of wa.lte oil were observed in the pump house: This area wu identified. ~. ~ pro~lcm_ are_a. 
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regarding h!.urdous material storage"l,y the FDEP HJ.urdous Wa..ste Group bued on their site visits 

conducted inJ995, 1997 and 1998. n,e site u comidered u • c'ondHion.ally exonpt·Sm,,U Quffitity 

Generator (SQG) of ha.zudow waste for the used oil, pans cleaner, solvent, BJ1d paint wasrcs 

routinely generated at the site. ~owevcr, 1.1_ of.the.latett correspo~ ob=-,,_ed from the FDEP 

dated JlJIUary 15, 1998 tl:c site wu out of~ for their stongc and di,pow pncti= of these 

wutc., a, per Florida Administrative Code (F AC) Chapter 62-730 which adopts Federal Regulation 

40 CFR Part! 260-280 and in violation ofRCRA rcg,ilitions. 

A, previously mentioned, numerous 55-gallon drums exist on-site. Most are unlabeled, some partially 

fuU of solvent and pain! rags, fuel, !pent parH washer liquid, used oil, paint, solvents, and resiru,~An - ... ..., 

inventory of all the d~m, C:<i$1U\g on-me, ~$;Al _<1,f _<!~-~ill• ~tc m&tcriw,_ !':'!g. l/c.t_tep!o_!'ge 

(such os on impervious surfaces and inside secondary containment ~ctures) &nd dispow practices 

for all waste material(!) th.at are generated on-site should be implCUlCllted. Ingle Yacht Service,.lnc. 

also openles at the nurina u an outside sub-contractor conducting engine repair, painting, and 

general boa1 maintenance. They to are a de3ignatcd mw1 quaiitity'generi1or of hazardous waste. 

They wcrc.~so found to Ix: out of complianc·e by the FDEP during the site visit in 1998 fooome of 

the same problem! listed previously. The FD~P 1w also been urging the miuina iddes1gnate-&i{uea 

' 
where pr=rc washing can be conducted in a mAMef where wash waler can be recycled or JC1ll .to 

the sewer system by po!Sible conJtruction of a wash bay with underground drain:i and filiratiori"or 

direct feed into the s.initary sewer system. This type of wash waler drain system may need to be . _, . . . 

in.stalled at the existing sand blast area on the east side of the hi and dry because pressure w8.'lhins, 

sand bla.,ting and painting of smaller boat! is conducted there as well. ThC$<l issues arc recommended 

to be rerolvcd prior to closing and WCSJR taking over the propert)'.1 
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AREA 114: DIESEL FUEL AST · 

An approxillllltely 3(!() gillon di= fuel AST wa.s ob~cd located out.,ide the south=t come,- of 

the Hi and Dry building. ThisJank w,u located in a very crude ~camd,ry conu.inment structllre with 

"'"'"'lcum staining evident on the , .. ~ ..... : .... bail: ....;.....A· _;;..r...-J"1) u~•"- the d r.,-,~ .. , .... ----·...,.-'-~'II ,..=~ =•~' . y,:,,=u8 510fllge an 

contai~e:i_t stp,ct~_r_,::_)kr this tank is highly rccommtndcd. Construction of a roof to keep water off 

th¢ tank And out of the containment structuri: is also (~71nstallation of,oil borings-ru,d 

•- temporAry groundwater monitoring weU to facilitate the collection of a groundwater ,ample is 
~. ~-· --'·•······;--~··~-·---•-·r., .. ~ ... s· 

recommended in this area. 

This area is immediately J.djacent to the ~- !hop lociited iruide the hi and dry building. Engine 

rebuilding, induding degreasing and parts wuhing is conducted in this area. This ar~,will_atso 2¢ 

evAlu.llcd for the prcscncc.ofcontaminanu due to the potential for.turH>lfto the surrounding bare 

ground surface. A second shop is located in the 1outhwest comer of the Hi and Dry building. Oil 

staining W&5 observed on th¢ concrete apron located alo.ng th¢ $0\llh side of the Hi and Dry building 

in the area oflhe shops. II appears that wuh water impacted with wa.ste oil and solv~ts gets wl.S/,ed 

out ofthe shop areas in the Hi and Dry building and onto th¢ apron and into the canal. Soil borings 

will be inmllcd in this area of the site u well. 

AREA HS: GASOLINE AST 

The active on-site 4,000 gallon gasolioe AST and dispenser located in the southeast area of the silc 

appear to be in good condition. with no discharges documented. There ii a shon underground 
. 

piping run 10 the existing dispenser moumed on the dock. AEC i, in the process of detemtining if 

the tank, dispcruers, and piping ,ystem, are in compliance, and if upgrades to these systems are 
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needed. ,S~!L~.will-bo 'irutaltcd along the piping run and near the AST to detennine the =c 
potential for impacted soil and/or groundwater. A figure showi.ng the •itc and depicting the are&.i oi 

environmental concern is attAa1ed. 

CONCLUSION: 

The concerns identified are typical cnvirooir.elllal coocerns found 11 fun 5eivice·mamw (. 1>9~1yards 

that_,a.]_l!)_allow uruupcm,e,;l_ do __ it. your-Jelfen,.~ .. other outoidc. contnctocs to conduct bo.,t 

rruintenanct and rc~in oa-site.. There arc definite environment.al irnics that need 10 be addressed 
., ..•• ,..., .... :..:. •. -- -·.. . ..._, __ ..,,......_,,._,;.:_~,..,::; .... ~·.:t.~.:.,•~";;,, . 

prior to closing. such as the rcmova! of bottom paint' and sand blast media impacted soils, and the 

inventory, dispoul and proper storage of wastes, especially oil, solvents, and paints. The above 

mentioned concerns of petroleum and solvent impacts to the soil and groundwater at the site will be 

add=sed by the conducting of~il borings, soil ~-~fl!n~_llld. UJ.Sta)la!ion,_<;>_f_tempo_rary monitor wells 

for collection of groundwater samples for laboratory analysis. The cost to conduct rhc Pha5¢ IT 

Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) activities, installation of monitor wells and borings and soil 

and groundwater testing, at the_subject site and prepMation ofa report to document the activities and 

results is approximately S6,200, A proposal that discusses specific fees and costs associated with the 

Phase_ JI ESA will be prepared and submitted for your review. 

Additional activities such u chAracterizing and disposing of the spent sand blast media and bottom 

paint impacted soils can be accomplished as well as the characterizing, manifesting, and proper 

disposal of drums of wastes can be conducted by AEC. Preparing of a drum storage plan for raw 

materials and generated wastes al the site can also be completed by AEC, if needed. The cost of 

these additional activities can be 2ddresaed in a separate proposal. 

10 
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Please do not hesitate to call Rick Hagberg or myself if you have any questions or if! can~ of any 

addirionAl usistance ro you inJhis matter. 

Sincerely. 

ALLU:D ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS 

~ (-{),,, ... , 
Sean C. Bame, 
Project Mamger 

II 
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PHASE II ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT REPORT 

for 

THE CALOOSA ISLE MARINA 
1687 INLET DRIVE 

FORT MYERS, FLORIDA 

JUNE 1, 1999 
AEC Project Number: 21758-0101 

Submitted to: 

MR. ELWOOD B. DAVIS 
WCSJR CORPORATION 

P.O. BOX 2630 
WESTPORT, CONNECTICUT 03880-0630 

696 ~lrst Avenue North II Suite 100 •·St.Petersburg, Florido 33701 
Phone (727) 822-7477 11 Fox (727) 823-8941 
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June 1, 1999 

Mr. Elwood B. Davis 
WCSJR Corporation 
P.O. Box 2630 
Westport, Connecticut 03880-0630 

RE: Phase II Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) Calloosa Isle Marina 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

Allied Environmental Consultants, Inc. (AEC) has completed Phase II Environmental Site 

Assessment (ESA) activities at the above referenced site. Environmental conditions 

warranting inspection, via soil sampling and groundwater sampling had previou_sly been 

identified in the Phase I ESA conducted by AEC and dated May 4, 1999. 

The following areas of the site were identified to have environmental concerns: The p·o"rtion 

of the "Big Boat" maintenance yard located in the southwest area of the site where "bottom 

jobs" are conducted, where unlabeled 55-gallon drums were located, and along the 

boundary adjacent to the pollutant storage tanks located at the Waste Water Treatment 

Plant. Also of concern was the area located behind the office in the southwest portion of 

the site, where a closed-in-place former petroleum underground storage tank (UST) was 

reported to exist, and the former UST area which had previously been assessed. Also of 

concern is the area of the site where the sand blasting containment structure is located, the 

gasoline and diesel fuel AST's, as well as the maintenance shops. 

Soil borings (SBs) were installed in these areas of the site with soil samples collected at 

two (2) foot intervals down to the soil/groundwater interface. The soil samples were 

screened by use of an Organic Vapor Analyzer (OVA). Of the fifteen (15) soil borings 

conducted, no vapors attributable to petroleum or solvent contaminants were detected. 

See the attached figure for the soil boring locations. 

. 696 First Avenue North II Suite 100 • St. Petersburg, Flo rida 33701 
· Phone (727) 822-7477 • Fax (727) 823-8941 



A temporary monitoring well was installed in the boring SB-9, in the area of the pollutant 

storage tanks at the adjacent Waste Water Treatment Plant. Groundwater samples were 

collected from the well and laboratory analyzed via EPA Methods 624 and 625 to test for 

the presence of solvents or petroleum related contaminants. The results of the laboratory 

analysis indicated that no solvent or petroleum compounds were present in the 

groundwater above detection method limits in this area of the site. A copy of the laboratory 

analytical results is attached. 

Three (3) permanent monitoring wells, MW-2, MW-5 and MW-6D, installed during the 

previous assessment activities were also sampled. Groundwater samples were col_lected 

from these wells and analyzed for the presence of petroleum compounds by EPA Methods 

602 and 610. Trace levels of the gasoline constituent Methyl Tertiary Butyl Ether (MTBE) 

were detected in the deep well, MW-6O, at a concentration well below the State Regulatory 

Limits (S Rls). The samples collected from the other permanent wells did not indicated the 

presence of petroleum compounds. 

Soil samples were collected from two (2) areas of the site where sand blasting and "bottom 

. jobs" are conducted. The soil sample SS-1 was collected from a stained soil area in the 

"Big Boat" maintenance yard. The soil sample SS-2was collected from the stained soil and 

sand blast media located adjacent to the containment area in the southeast area of the site. 

These samples were analyzed for the heavy metals arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, 

.and lead. The sample SS-1 contained levels of arsenic and chromium at concentrations 

well below the SRL's. The levels of copper (at 26,200 mg/kg) and lead (at 288 mg/kg) were 

at considerably higher concentrations. The SRL for lead in soils is 500 mg/kg for residential 

sites and 1000 mg/kg for industrial sites. There is no SRL for copper in soil. However 

there is a groundwater SRL and being that the groundwater is so shallow, the potential for 

the copper and the lead to leach into the groundwater is very favorable. AEC recommends 

that the metals impacted surficial soils in this area of the site be excavated and disposed 

of properly. 



Soil sample SS-2 was collected from the sand blast "bottom job" area located in the 

southeast portion of the site adjacent to the containment structure SS-2 was found ·to 

contain low levels of chromium below SRL's and copper at a concentration of 19,200 

mg/kg. The surficial soils in this area should be excavated and disposed of?ecause these 

metals have the potential to impact the groundwater in this area of the site. 

AEC recommends the cleanup of the metals impacted surficial soils in the identified areas .. · 

The soils are considered an industrial waste, but could become a hazardous waste if 

metals concentrations Increase to above the SRL's. There is also a concern for potential 

groundwater impacts. It is recommended that approximately twenty (20) to thirty (30) tons 

of impacted soils will require removal and disposal. Transportation and disposal cost are 

approximately $60.00 a ton plus equipment and labor costs or approximately $3,500 

turnkey. 

Furthermore, the aboveground gasoline storage tank appears to be in compliance. 

However, an enclosed dispenser pan is required beneath the dispenser at the dock, shear 

valve and/or pressure regulator#52 and dispenser hose breakaway. Other minor upgrades 

may also be necessary. These upgrades can be completed for approximately $2,100.00. 

Once the above issues are addressed, no other assessments or subsurface investigations 

are warranted at this time. 

If you have any questions or if we can be of further assistance in this matter please give 

Rick Hagberg or myself a call. 

Sincerely, 

ALLIED ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC. 

_fkc.J~ 
Sean C. Barnes 
Project Manager 
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EARTH SCIENCE, INC. 
Assessments, Consulting, Remediation, Research & Development 

8327 Coral Creek Loop, Hudson, FL 34667 

Mr. Elwood B. Davis 
WCSJR ill Corporation 
POBox2630 
Westport, CT 06880 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

Phone (616) 891-0764 -(616) 891-0762 (fax) 
E-mail: earthsciencel@earth/ini:.net 

Subject: ~relim.inruy Soil .Assessment Repprt (Updated 9/26/02) 
Caloosa Isle Marina 
1687 Inlet Drive, Fort Myers, Lee County, FL 

Project#: 02-014 

Earth Science, Inc. is pleased to provide you with this preliminary soil assessment report for the subject 
site. The preliminary soil assessment scope of services included the following: 

• Utility clearances. 
• Field Effort # I - Advancement of a total of ten soil borings at two source areas. 
• Field Effort #2 -Advancement of a total of 12 soil borings at two source areas and the 

collection of three, background soil samples. 
• Field Effort # I - The collection of 15 soil samples for laboratory analyses. 
• Field Effort #2 -The collection of21 soil samples for laboratory analyses. 
• General report preparation and report update. · 

Reductions to the above authorized scope of work follows: 

• High water table anq surface water conrutions present in Are{LJ (fonne,- sand blast and paipt 
area) precluded the collection of a soil sample at depth [proposed at 2 to 3-feet (ft) below land 
surface (BLS)J. 

Soil Assessment 

Hand auger soil borings were advanced at the site at the following source areas: 

• Area I: Former sand blast and paint area, located on the east side of the facility. 
• Area 2: Big boat maintenance area, located on the west side of the facility. 

Following a historical aerial photo review, background soil samples were collected from either side of the 
facility entrance, an area removed from the source areas, and near the restaurant. See Figure I for 
background soil sample locations. 
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Mr. Elwood B. Davis 
September 26, 2002 
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For the purposes of the proposal It was estimated that the depth to groundwater was 4-ft BLS and that the 
site lithology permitted the advancement of the soil borings using a hand auger. The soil borings advanced 
at Area I encountered the water table at approximately 1.5-fl BLS and at Area 2 the water table was 
approximately 2.5 to 3-ft BLS. Surface water was also present at Area I. 

During the first field event, the soil borings advanced at Areas I and 2 were screened using a Foxboro 128 
organic vapor analyzer (OVA), equipped with a flame ionization detector (FID). The soil screening 
procedure was in accordance with Florida Administrative Code (F AC) Chapter 62-770.200( 12). The soil 
boring locations are shown on Figures I and 2 for Areas I and 2, respectively. Soil boring logs for the first 
field event are provided as Attachment I. In summary, at Area 2, organic vapor readings, less 
methane/ethane, were detected by the OV A/FID at select boring locations at concentrations above IO parts 
per million (ppm). 

Soil samples were collected for laboratory analyses in accordance with the Florida Department of 
Environmental Protection (FDEP) Standard Operating Procedures for Field Activities, dated January 2002. 
Specifically, during the first field event a soil sample was collected at each area at a depth of 6-inches BLS 
for EPA method 8260 (priority pollutant volatile organics) and 8270 (priority pollutant extractable 
organics), FL PRO [total petroleum hydrocarbons (fPH)], 6010/7471 (RCRA 8 metals and total copper), 
and TCLP RCRA 8 metals. In addition, soil samples were collected during the first field event for RCRA 
8 metals and total copper analyses from each additional boring advanced at Areas I and 2 at 6-inches BLS 
and with depth (e.g., approximately 2 to 3-ft BLS), as site conditions permitted. The sample designations 
represent the boring designation and sample depth. 

Soil samples collected during the second field event were analyzed for total arsenic. In addition, select soil 
samples collected at Area I (e.g., soil borings 1-9, 1-10, and 1-11) and the background soil samples were 
analyzed for total copper. Also, TCLP arsenic analyses were performed on select soil samples from Area 2 
(e.g., soil borings 2-9@2-ft and 2-10@2-ft). 

The analytical data reports are provided as Attachment 2 and summarized in Table I. The following 
summary is offered for analytes that exceed the FAC Chapter 62-777 cleanup target levels (CTL's): 

Background 

.'(olal arsenic was detected at each background soil sample location at concentrations that exceeded the 
FAC Chapter 62-777 residential soil CTL of 0.8 milligrams per kilogram (mglkg). Specifically, the 
concentrations ranged from .(}.Q5 .to,3.0 !J)g/kg. These concentrations however, do not·exceed the 
groundwater leachability criteria o(2Q mglkg. 

Total copper was detected in each background soil sample location at concentrations that •did nonxc:ecd 
-the FAC Chapter 62-777 residential soil CTL of I IQ milligrams per kilogram (mglkg). Specifically, the 

concentrations ranged from .1S.3 to 97.8 mg/kg. 

Totafarsenic was detected in each soil sample collected at a depth of 6-inch BLS (with the exception of 
soil boring. location 1,6) at a concentration that exceeds the F AC Chapter 62-777 residential so~ CTI, "6f 

2002/02-0 l 4/R09260l Earth Science, Inc. 
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0.8 mg/kg. Soil samples.~ed 1\1 soil boring Iocations,kl.,;.-k;l ~H.also.~jll!l11stria.k<;oil 
. CTL-0.(3;10~ :and:tbe ma:cinrund,acl<groooo-'soif eooceil!rationf.3':lfmglk~fciae<:i&irhiie. sire. 

if.oral.copper was detected ip soil~\~).~in (419 mg/kg), 1-5@6-in (353 mg/kg), 1-9@6-in (1,820 
mg/kg) and 1-10@6-in (932 mg/kg) ~-concentratioos:thate:.:=d the FAC Chapter 62-777 residential soil 
CTL of ll.Qrog.ikg. These•~·oooonxce@tii,ni'i(ltistrfffiaii:-eft:tifii;;iioo-1n~g. 

, Total anenic was detected in each soil sample collected at a depth of 6-inch BLS and with depth ( e.g., 2 to 
3-ft BLS), with the exception of soil sampling location 2-7@2-ft,.-~nofrtfiaf.'eifoeedf:tne FAC 
Chapter 62-777 residential soil-GJ;k:Qt:0 .. &~. Also soil•§!l!IIP.lesJ'w.m,~eJ!kle;;s-soil~les 1,.-• 

. 1@3:ft, _2§@2:fh.2.:7@2.-!l, 2-8@6-in,2'9@6-io.aod '2~1 O@l;:m/also'&c&,r1nt~rsoi'fCTI;of 
;,J. 7 mgr'kg.t With the exception of soil samples 2-1@3-ft and 2-7@2-ft all soil samples collected for 
labor~ analyses-exceeded. the maximwn. ~-soil·.coocentrntki,Vof-3.,0'ii\g,'kgaeftRea':it tlia-site. 

Total copper was detected in soil sample 2el@6-in'(-563-m'g/kg)'ot a concentration that:cx.ceeds the FAC 
Chapter 62-777 residential soil CTL of 110 mg/kg. This concentration does not•P'Xettd1bo ~...:.!jOil 
CTL . 

. Total petroleum 'hydrocarbon:i' (TPH) were detected in soil sample-2° 1@6-in (642 mg/kg) at a 
concentration that "l(e<;eds. tM_residential soil CTL of340 mg/kg. This concentration does.ri9£.~.,the 
industrial soil CTL of 2,500 mg/kg. . . . . - . . .. , .. . ... ~ . .. . .. .. 

1,2.4-Trime!/TylblmZfne was detected in soil sample 2-1@6-io (0.496 mg/kg) at a·concentratiOA,that 
exceeds the FAC Chapter 62-777 groundwater leachability criteria of 0.3.mg/kg. This concentration.does 
not exceed the reside.nt_iat or.ipgustrjal soi! _CTL;s. 

, . · .... ,•·-·• - ..... ..,_.,.~ ...... ~,, .. _.,...._ ......... -,~---. ~-- - . 

Summary and Recommendations 

Earth Science, Inc. performed this preliminary soil assessment in accordance with our proposal dated July ·-l . 
3, 2002, !ess tli".~~RC of~prl<reductions listed on page I of this report. The second field event was ,( "\ 
performed on August 22, 2002 following verbal authorization to proceed. During the first field event at 
Area 2, organic vapor readings, less methane/ethane, were detected by the OV A/FID at select boring 
locations at concentrations greater than 10 ppm (see Attachment I). 

Soil samples coUectedfrom the two subject areas for laboratory analyses did reveal analyte concentrations 
in exceedance of their respective FAC Chapter 62-777 residential, industrial or groundwater leachability 
CTL's. Table 1 summarizes these analytical findings. Background soil samples also collected from the 
site indicate the presence of total arsenic at concentrations greater than the residential CTL. Provided as 
Attachment 3 is an article titled "Arsenic Cohcentrations in Florida Surface Soils: Influence of Soil Type 
and Properties," published in 2002. This study concluded that the background concentrations of total 
arsenic in Florida surface soils varies greatly based on soil type and properties and that caution should be 
taken when a single soil total arsenic concentration is used as a cleanup standard. 

Based upon the background and source area analytical findings, as well as the horizontal extent in the 
unsaturated zone of the analytes detected, consideration should be giv_en, with con~urrence fa:,m_git FpgP.,. 
to establishing appropriate engineering and i,nstitutional controls for the .site. If consideration is given to the L. 

. . . . . . '·· - ... ... --~: .. .-. . -.-:.·i-:;i,t•·:-.r-
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excavatiq1_1 oJ: any impacted soil identified herein, then prop,,-_ handling treatment and disposal sbou kl be_ pdr~i"- - . -

It was our pleasure to perfonn this preliminary soil assessment. Should you have any questions please 
contact the undersigned at (616) 891-0764. 

Attachments (3) 
Figures (2) 
Tables (1) 

2002/02--0 I 4/R0926-02 

Sincerely, 

EARTH SCIENCE, INC. ' 

(\ '~h~, 
~PG, REPA, CFEA 
Florida Licensed Professional Geologist #PG 0001389 
President 
Q,¼,,o\<n-

' Date 

Earth Scialcc, Inc. 
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l-%ter Resource Solutions 
428 Pine lsla."ld Road SW • Cape Coral, Florida 33991 

November 5, 2002 

Mr. Brown Collins 
Synecological Analysts 
2159 Morning Sun Lane - Suite 200 
Naples, Florida 34119 

Re: Phase II Investigation at the Caloosa Isle Marina 
North Fort Myers, Lee County, Florida 
Water Resource Solutions Project No. 01-04428.E1 

Dear Brown:· 

239 574-1919 Fax: 239 574-8106 

Water Resource Solutions, Inc. has completed the Phase 11 investigation requested for 
the above referenced site. Allied Environmental performed a Phase I ESA on the above 
referenced parcel in May, 1999. According to the Phase I ESA by Allied, potential 
environmental concerns were ideritified at the sandblasVpressure wash area, boatyard 
maintenance area, fire suppression pump house, a former UST area, and existing 
gasoline AST in the southeast corner of th_e site·. Current on-site conditions appear to 
have changed since the Phase I ESA was conducted. The sandblast/pressure wash 
area was described as a three walled structure with a concrete floor. A shallow area 
which contains water is currently in this area.· An additional approximate 4,000 gallon 
AST was observed along the west wall of the boat storage building. This ta11k is not in 
use. 

A Preliminary Soil Assessment was recently conducted by Earth Science jn July, 2002. 
Arsenic- and copper were detected in soil samples obtained from 0.5 feet and 2 feet 
below land surface in 25 different areas throughout the site, some of which were 
background samples. That report referenced a recently published article indicating that 
naturally occurring arsenic has been detected in areas of Florida above the FDEP 
cleanup goal. The areas of elevated copper were defined in each of the two areas. 

As part of this investigation, groundwater samples were obtained from the boatyard 
maintenance and sandblast areas for analysis of the 8 RCRA metals. A confirmation soil 
sample was obtained at 1 foot below land surface from the two areas of elevated copper. 

In addition to the metals analysis of the groundwater, two monitoring wells which have 
. remained on the site from the 1993 Contamination Assessment of the site by Coastal 

04428PH2.CIM Water Resource Solutions, Inc. 
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Resource Management were analyzed for hydrocarbon constituents. Three 3,000 gallon 
g~soline and diesel UST's were formerly located in this area. Arsenic was also analyzed 
from one of these wells as a backgcound sample. 

Six soil borings were also installed proximal to the 4,000 gallon gasoline AST currently 
in use at the site. The following letter report summarizes of our scope of work and 
findings. 

METHODS OF INVESTIGATION 

Groundwater monitoring wells (MW-1 and MW-4) were installed by auguring a 2-inch 
diameter borehole to approximately 5 feet below land surface utilizing a stainless steel 
hand auger. After the total depth of the borehole was achieved, a new 1.5 inch diameter 
monitoring well was installed inside the boring. The wells were constructed of 
approximately 6 feet of .01 b inch machine slotted screen. 

A groundwater sample was collected from each well with a 0.5 inch diameter disposable 
tethlon bailer on October 31, 2002. The groundwater samples were poured directly into 
laboratory prepare·d sample containers, labeled, placed on ice, secured in a cooler, and 
then delivered to STL Environmental Laboratory in Miramar, Florida for analysis. 

Soil samples were excavated using a decontaminated stainless steel· auger, placed on 
aluminum foil, and subsequently packed into a sample container provided by the 
laboratory. All soil and groundwater sampling was collected in accordance with WRS's 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) approved Comprehensive 
Quality Assurance Plan. 

RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION 

The location of MW-1 and SS-1 are illustrated in Figures 1 and 2. Groundwater from 
MW-1 was analyzed for the 8 RCRA heavy metals. Arsenic was the only analyte 
detected in this sample. Arsenic was detected at 58 ug/L, which exceeds the FDEP 
Primary Drinking Water Standard of 50 ug/L. Since this groundwater sample was 
obtained from the uppe( one foot interval of the water table, it is highly probable that if a 
deeper monitoring well were installed in this area, a lower arsenic level would be 
detected. 

Soil sample SS-1 was analyzed for arsenic, copper, and total petroleum organics. 
Arsenic was detected at 2.36 mg/Kg, which exceeds the FDEP Soil Cleanup Goal of 0.8 
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mg/Kg. Copper was detected at 13 mg/Kg, which is way below the FDEP Soil Cleanup 
goal of 110 mg/Kg. Total Petroleum Organics were detected at 69 mg/Kg, which is 
below the FDEP Soil Cleanup Goal of 340 mg/Kg. These soil samples were obtained 
from the 8" to 14" interval. ·rhe upper 6" of soil in this area had a green tint, indicating 
elevated levels of copper. A three inch layer of dark stained soil exhibiting a hydrocarbon 
odor was also prevalent in this area. It is recommended the green stained soil and 
shallow layer of hydrocarbon impacted soil be removed from the site. 

Monitoring wells MW-2 and MW-3 were installed at the site in 1993 by Coastal Resource 
Management as part of a contamination assessment from four underground storage 
tanks formerly located in this area. MW-2 was sampled for 8 RCRA Metals, Volatile 
Organic Aeromatic (VOA) compounds by EPA 8260, and Polynuclear Aromatic 
Hydrocarbons (PAH) by EPA Method 8270. No heavy metal or VOA analytes were 
detected in this groundwater sample. PAH compounds Naphthalene, 2-
methylnaphthalene, and 1-methylnaphthalene were detected in this well at 311 ug/L, 51 
ug/L, and 54 ug/L. These levels are well above the FDEP Groundwater Cleanup Target 
Levels of 20 ug/L for each of these analytes. The installation of a 4" diameter well with 
a 30 day pump out water treatment system is recommended for this area. 

MTBE and Total Petroleum Residual Organics were the only analytes detected in MW-3. 
MTBE was detected at 1.6 ug/L, which is below the FDEP Cleanup Target Level of 50 
ug/L. Total Petroleum Residual Organics were detected at 0.531 mg/L, which is well 
below the FDEP Cleanup Target Level of 5 mg/l. 

Monitoring Well MW-4 was analyzed for 8 RCRA metals (Figure 3). No heavy metal 
analytes were detected in this groundwater sample. SS-2 was analyzed for arsenic•and 
copper. This soil sample was obtained at the 811 to 12" below land surface interval. 
Arsenic was detected at 3.65 mg/Kg, which exceeds the FDEP Soil Cleanup Goal of 0.8 
mg/Kg. Copper was detected at 19 mg/Kg, which is way below the FDEP Soil Cleanup 
goal of 110 mg/Kg. 

Soil borings SB-1 through SB-6 were installed adjacent to the existing 4,000 gallon 
gasoline AST system. The soil boring locations are illustrated on Figure 3. These soil 
samples were tested with a Foxboro Organic Vapor Analyzer. Soil from the upper foot 
of S8-1 exhibited an elevated level of hydrocarbons, however soil from the lower interval 
and remaining soil borings SB-2 through SB-6 were below detectable levels. Since SB-1 
was the only soil boring which exhibited elevated organic vapors, it is likely that the spill 
originated during filling of the tank. As long as no fuel spills occur in the future! the soil 
quality in this area is expected to improve in the ne·xt several months. 
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SUMMARY 

Arsenic levels were detected in the soil throughout the site by Earth Science. These 
levels, which exceed the FDEP Soil Cleanup Goal, were confirmed in two soil samples 
obtained by Water Resource Solutions. Areas in Florida containing natural background 
levels of arsenic above the FDEP Soil Cleanup Goal have been well documented. 
Based on the background soil samples and recently achieved groundwater data, it is 
unlikely that FDEP would require remedial procedures regarding the arsenic levels at the 
site. 

Based on soil analysis results from Earth Science and this investigation, areas of soil 
throughout the site having a green tint are impacted with copper at levels above the 
FDEP Soil Cleanup Goal. These areas of copper did not penetrate more than 6 inches 
of soil. It is recommended these areas be excavated and removed from the site. 

Groundwater impacted with naphthalene was detected in a monitoring well installed at 
the site in 1993 as part of a UST Contamination Assessment. Since naphthalene was 
detected at such a high concentration, some form of remedial procedures would be 
anticipated prior to achieving a Site Rehabilitation Completion Order from FDEP. We 
would propose a 30 day pump out of this area. This would involve the installation of a 
4" diameter recovery well in the area of impact, pumping the groundwater through a 
carbon filter, and subsequently discharging the treated water on the site. Following the 
30 day pump out procedure, two consecutive quarters of groundwater data showing 
naphthalene levels below the cleanup target level would be required prior to achieving 
a Site Rehabilitation Order from FDEP. If you have any questions or comments 
regar.ding this report, please do not hesitate to contact me at 574-1919 Ext. 106. 

s[;Jj 
Donald W. Mayne, CFEA 
Certified Florida Environmental Assessor #261 
Registered Environmental Property Assessor #6104 
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EDM 
Tuesday, July 22, 2003 

Don Mayne 
Water Resource Solutions, lnc. 
428 Pine lsland Rd SW 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 

Subject: Standard ASTM Research - EDM Project#: 14516 

Dear Mr. Mayne: 

Envir=l~I Data M,nagemen~ Inc. 
12360 66111 Street North 
laJgo, f1orida nnJ 
Tct (727) 536-8989 Fax (727) 535-9757 . 
b1tp://www.cdm-net-com 

Client Project fl: 02-04528.El 

Thank you for using Environmental Data Management, Inc. The following report provides the results of our 
environmental data research that you requested for the.following location: 

Caloosa Isle Marina 
1687 Inlet Drive 

North Fort Myers, Florida 33903 

The following is a summary of the components contained within this report: 

• Executive Summary - a listing of the databases .searched, search distance criteria and the number of sites 
identified for each database. 

• Map(s) of S~dy Area - show the location of sites identified-relative to the subject property. These sites are 
labeled with Map ID Numbers, used to correlate the map symbols with data detail within .the report. A 11011-

mapped option is available. 

• Summary Table - summary information concerning the records identified within your study area. The table 
provides corresponding Map lD numbers, the.site's Permit or Facility 1.D. Number)he site's name and address 
and the government database(s) on which the site was listed. 

• Site Detail Reports - data detail for each record identified. Grouped by database listing or by Map ID. 

• Proximal Records Table - summary infonnation listing potentially relevant sites identified just beyond the 
search criteria. These records may account for instances· where a regulated site's boundary extends into the 
study area but its address is outside of the search radius or where the site is mis-mapped slightly. 

• Non-Mapped Records Table - lists those government records that do not contain sufficient address 
information to plot within our GIS system, but may still exist within your study area. 

• Ancillary Information - may include Title Search Report, City Directory Records or other additional research 
records. 

At EDM we take great pride in our work, and continually strive to provide you with the most thorough and 
comprehensive service available. We accomplish this by manuall;: screening your report against both computerized 
and hard copy maps, as well as additional address sources. This manual effort may add more time and effort to 
your report preparation, but we think a·more thorough and accurate result is worth it. After all, what's the value of 
inaccurate infonnation? 

Thank you again for selecting EDM as your data research provider. Should you _have any questions regarding this 
report or our service, please feel free to contact us. We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to you and look 
forward to working with Water Resource Solutions, Inc. in the future. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA MANAGEMENT, INC. 
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US Environmental Protection Agency (USEP A) 
Comprehensive Env Response, Compensation & Liability Information Systemlist(CERCLJS) 
The US EPA Comprehensive Envlronmeotal Response, Compensation, and llabi&ty lnfonna!ion System (CERCLIS) Is the Superlund database used to track 
facilities and/or locations that the USE PA is Inv es ligating to determine If an existing or threatened ref ease of hazardous substances is present. 

Agency File Date: 6/19/2003 Received by EDM: 6/24/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/25/2003 

RCRIS Handlers with Corrective Actlon(CORRACTS) 
The US EPA Cooective Action Sites (CORRACTS) database is a &sting o( hazardous waste handlers that have undergone RCRA corrective action acU'iity. 
This Information is compiled by the EPA Reglooal and Stale RCRA pr09fam personnef, as well as the RCRA facllitles themselves. 

Agency File Date: 2/19/2003 Received by EDM: 6/20/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/20/2003 

Emergency Response Notification System Llst(ERNS) 
The Emergrocy Respoose Nolfficatlon System (ERNS) Is a database used to store lnformaUon on the notification of di discharges and hazardous subs lance 
ref eases. The ERNS program ls a cooperative data sharing effort among the EPA, DbT and the National Response Cen!er (NRG). 

Agency File Date: 12131n002 Received by EDM: 6/20/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/20/2003 

Archived Cerclls Sites(NFRAP) 
The US EPA NF RAP list contains archived data on CERCLIS sites v.here the EPA has completed assessment activities and determined no further sleps to 
llsl the slle on the NPL wiR be taken. These NFRAP sites may be re'w'tewed by the stales In which they &e klcaled to determine rf they should be r8tumed to 
CERCLIS because of newly Identified contamination problems al !he site. 

Agency File Date: 3/19/2003 Received by EDM: 6/21/2003 EDM. Database Updated: 6/21/2003 

RCRA-LQG,SQG,CESQG and Transporters(NONTSD) 
The EOM NONTSD 11st Is a subset ct the US EPA RCRIS isl and Identifies facllitles that generate and Iran sport hazard<?I.Js wastes. These faciUties may be 
Large Quantity Generators (LQG), Small Quantity Generators (SQG), Conditionally Exempt SQ G's (CESQG) as w~I as• Non-Nolifler.;" and "Non­
Handfers". 

Agency File Date: · 6/16/2003 Received by EDM: 6/24/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/26/2003 

National Priorities Llst(NPL) 
The US EPA National Priorilles List (NPL) contains facilities and/or locaHons where enWonmeotal contaminaHoo has been confirmed and prbrittzed for 
cleanup actMtfes. The NPL was devised as a method for the EPA lo priorittze these sites for the purpose of taking remedlal action as funded by tho 
Hazardous Waste Substance Superfund program. 

Agency-File Date: 6/19/2003 Recetved by EDM: 6/24/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/25/2003 

RCRA-Treatment, Storage and/or Disposal Sltes(TSD) 
The EDM TSO 1st Is a subset o( tl8 US EPA RCRIS llsl and Identifies facilities that Treat, Store·ancVor Dispose of hazardous waste. 

Agency File Date: 6/16/2003 Received by EDM: 6/24/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/26/2003 



Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP} 
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks Llst(LUST) 

The FDEP LUST list ideolifies facllties and/or locations that have noldied the FDEP of a possible retease of contaminants from petroleum storage syslems. 
Thfs Report Is generated fr001 the FOEP S!ornge Tank and Contamination Monitoring Database (STCM). 

Agency File D.ate: 1/13/2003 Received by EDM: 6/19/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/20/2003 

Solid Waste Facilities Lls!(SLDWST) 
The FDEP SLDWST Identifies locations that have been permitted to conduct solid waste handling activities Including Landfills, Transfer Stations and sites 
handling Bio-Hazardous wastes. Siles listed with"'##' after the GMS ID Number are hlstorical locations, obtained from documents on record at local 
agencies. 

Agency File Date: 1/2/2003 Received by EDM: 4/10/2003 EDM Database Updated: 4/11/2003 

State Sites Llst(STCERC) 
The STCERC ls a historical listing of sites that the Flolida Department of En-.iroomeotal Regulation (FDER) compRed lo !rack ~uspect contamination sites. 
This list was known as the Florida SITES fist and was last updated by lhe FDER In 1989, 

Agency File Date: 12/1/1989 Received by EDM: 4/1/199S EDJ\1 Database Updated: 4/2S/l 99S 

State Funded Action Sltes(STNPL) 
TheFDEP SFAS list contains faciities and/or locations that have been ~eotified by the FOEP as having known enviroomenlal contamlnalion and are currently 
being addressed through State funded cl~up acUon, · 

Agency Fite Date: 3/10/2003 Received by EDM: 6/24/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/24/2003 

Underground Storage Tanks(TANKS) 
The FOEP Storage Tank and Conlamlnatkn Monitcring (STCM) database contains sites with registered aboveground amt/or underground storage tanks 
ccntaJng regulated petroleum producls. Please refer to tho •Explaoatlon of Florkfa Tank Codes• Insert to Interpret tank construcUon, monitoring and pl ping 
cOOes. 

Agency File Date: 1/13/2003 Received by EDM: 6/24/2003 EDM Database Updated: 6/24/2003 

Supplemental Databases 
Faclllty Index System Llst(FINDS) 
The US EPA Facll!ty lndexSy.;tem ( FINDS) ls a h\sorlcal database cootalnlng an Inventory of sites lhat are regulated by Program Offices of the EPA, such 
as Air, Water, and Waste. Each listed facl!itycootalns one or more ·pointers" to Indicate Iha faclity's "Soorce Indicator". The Source Indicator represents the 
corresponding EPA Program Offices responsible for regulating the site. 

Agency File Date: Received by EDM: 11/23/1998 EDM Databas~ Updated: 11/23/1998 

Toxic Release Inventory System(TRIS) 
The US EPA TRIS isl Identities those facifities that are required to submit annual reports relative to the estimated routine and accidental release of toxic 
c:hemicals lo the enWoomen~ as stipulated under current federal la'NS, 

Agency FJJe Date: 9/14/2000 Received by EDM: 2/8/2001 EDM Database Updated: 2/28/2001 



EXPLANATION OF FLORIDA TANK CODES 

CONSTRUCTION TYPE CODES 

A= BALL CHECK VALVE 
B = INTERNAL LINING 
C = STEEL 
D=UNKNOWN 
E = FIBERGLASS 
F = FIBERGLASS-CLAD STEEL 
G =CATHODIC PROTECTION-SACRIFICIAL ANODE 
H = CATHODIC PROTECTION -IMPRESSED CURRENT 
I = DBL WAWSINGLE MATERIAL 
J = SYNTHETIC LINER IN TANK EXCAVATION 
K = AST CONTAINMENT: CONCRETE /SYNTHETIC MA TE RIAL AREA 
L = COMPARTMENTED 
M = SPILL CONTAINMENT BUCKET 
N = FLOW SHUT OFF 
0 = TIGHT FILL 
P = LEVEL GAUGES, HI LEVEL ALARMS 
Q = OTHER DER APPROVED PROTECTION METHOD 
R = DBL WAl.1/DUAL MATERIAL/ (TANK 'JACKEr) 
S = OTHER DEP APPROVED SECONDARY CONTAINTMENT SYSTEM 
T = SMALL USE TA"-!< 
U = FIELD ERECTED TANK 
V = PIPELESS USTW/SECONDARY CONTAINMENT 
W = BUILT ON SUPPORTS 
X=CONCRETE 
Y = PDLYETHYLENE 
Z = OTHER DEP APPROVED TANK MATERIAL . 

PIPING TYPE CODES 

A= ABOVE GROUND-NO CONTACT W/SOIL 
B = STEEL OR GALVANIZED METAL 
C = FIBERGLASS 
D = EXTERNAL PROTECTIVE COATING 
E • CATHODIC PROTECTION (SACRIFICIAL ANODE/IMPRESSED 

CURRENT) 
F = DBLWAWSINGLE MATERIAL 
G = SYNTHETIC OR BOX/TRENCH LINER 
H = AIRPORT/SEAPORT HYDRANT SYSTEM 
I = SUCTION PIPING SYSTEM 
J = PRESSURIZED PIPING SYSTEM 
K = DISPENSER LINERS 
L • BULK PRODUCT SYSTEM 
M = OOl.eLE WALL/ DUAL MATERIAL (PIPE -JACKET') 
N = APPROVED SYNTHETIC MATERIAL 
0 = SEVERE VIOLATION 
P = INTERNAL PIPING WITHIN INTERNAL SUMP RISER 
V = VIOLATION 
X = NO PIPING ASOCIATED WITH TANK 
Y=UNKNOWN 
Z = OTHER DEP APPROVED PIPING MATERIAL 

LEAK MONITORING CODES 

1 = CONTINUOUS ELECTRONIC SENSING EQUIPMENT 
2 = VISUAL INSPECTIONS OF PIPING SUMPS 
3 = ELECTRONIC MONITORING OF PIPING SUMPS 
4 = VISUAL INSPECTIONS OF DISPENSING LINERS 
5 = ELECTRONIC MONITORING OF DISPENSER LINERS 
6 = EXTERNAL PIPING MONITORING 
7 = AUTOMATICALLY SAMPLED WELLS 
8 = MANUALLY SMIPLED WELLS 
A= SITE SUITABILITY PLAN 
B = SITE SUITABILITY PLAN EXEMPTION 
C • GROUNDWATER MONITOR PLAN 
D =SPCCPLAN 
E = INTERSTITIAL MONITORING UST LINERS 
F • INTERSTITIAL SPACE-DOUBLE WALL TANK 
G • ELECTRONIC LINE LEAK DETECTOR W/FLOW SHUTOFF 
H = MECHANICAL LINE LEAK DETECTOR . 
I= NOT REQUIREO-SEE RULE FOR EXEMPTIONS 
J = INTERSTITIAL MONITORING-PIPING LINER 
K = INTERSTITIAL MONITORING- DOUBLE WALL PIPING 
L = AUTOMATIC TANK GAUGING SYSTEM (USTS) . 
M • MANUAL TANK GAUGING SYSTEM (USTS) 
N = GROUNDWATER MONITORING SYSTEM 
O = VAPOR MONITORING SYSTEM 
P = VAPOR MONITORING W/OILUTION PROCEDURES 
Q = VISUAL INSPECTION OF AST SYSTEMS 
R = INTERSTITIAL MONITORING OF TANK BOTTOM 
S = STATISTICAL INVENTORY RECONCILIATION (SIR/USTS) 
T = ANNUAL TIGHTNESS TEST WITH INVENTORY (UST] 
U = BUU< PIPING PRESSURE TEST 
V = SUCTION PUMP CHECK VALVE 
W = FIBER-OPTIC TECHNOLOGIES 
X= NONE 
Y= UNKNOWN 
Z = OTHER DEP APPROVED MONITORING METHOD 



Client Information 

Don Mayne 

Water Resource Solutions, Inc. 
239-574-1919 ex106 
Client Job No# 02-04528.E1 
Client P.O. No 

Executive Summary 
Project Information 

Standard ASTM Research 
Caloosa Isle Marina 

1687 Inlet Drive 

North Fort Myers, Florida 33903 

EDM Job No# 14516 

The following table displays the databases that were included in the research provided, the respective search 
distance for each database, and the number of records identified for each database. 

Soan:h Groat., 
Radius From From From From than 1 Totals 
(Milos) O· .13ml .13- .25mi .26 • .5 ml .51-1.0ml Mile 

EPA DATABASES 
National Priorilies List(NPL) 1.00 0 0 0 0 NIA 0 
Comprehensive .Env Response, Compensation & Liability 
tnronnation Svstemlist/CERCLtSl 

0.50 0 0 0 NIA NIA 0 

Archived Cerclis Sltes(NFRAP) 0.50 0 0 0 NIA NIA 0 
Emergency Response Notification System Ust(ERNS) 0.25 0 0 NIA NIA NIA 0 
RCRIS Handlers with Corrective Actlon(CORRACTS) 1.00 0 0 0 0 NIA 0 

RCRA-Treatment, Storage and/or Disposal Sltes(TSD) 1.00 0 0 0 0 NIA 0 
RCRA-LQG,SQG,CESQG and Transporters(NONTSD) 0.25 2 0 NIA NIA NIA 2 

FDEP DATABASES 
State Funded Action Sites(STNPL) 1.00 0 0 0 0 NIA 0 
State Sites Llst(STCERC) 0.50. 0 0 0 NIA NIA 0 

Solid Waste Facilities Llst(SLDWST) 0.50 0 0 0 NIA NIA 0 
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks Llst(LUST) 0.50 1 0 0 NIA NIA 1 
Underground Storag!) Tanks(TANKS) 0.25 2 0. NIA NIA NIA 2 

SUPPLEMENTAL DATABASES 
Facility lhdex System Llst(FINDS) 0.25 3 0 NIA NIA NIA 3 

Toxic Release Inventory System(TRIS) 0.25 0 0 NIA NIA NIA 0 

.. , Olsclalmer "' 
P!ease widerstand that the regulatory dalaba.ses we utilize were nol originally intended for our use, but rather for the source agency's internal tracking of sites for which 
they have jurisdiction or other intcresl As a result oflhls difference in intended use, their data is frequenUy found lo be incomplete or in.accurate, and is less than ideal 
for our use. Additionally, limitations exist in mapping data detail and accuracy. Our report is no< lO be relied upon for any pwposc other than to "point" at approximate 
locations where further evaluation may be w.uranted. No cooclU$ion can be based solely upon our report. Rather, our report should be t11ed as a first step in diw:ling 
your attention at potential problem arc.1s, which should be followed up by site inspections, interviews with relevant personnel and regulatory rne review. Readers 
proceed al their own ris.l\ in relying upon this data, in whole or in part, for use within any evaluation. The EDM Service Request Foon, signed by all of our clients 
before EDM issues a report, contains more detailed language with regard lo such limitations, the lcm\S of which the reader mils( acctpt in their entirety before utilizing 
this report. lflhe signed contract is nol available lo the reader, EDM will gladly furnish ncpy upon rcquesl 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management, Inc. 
For further information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

Uso of this information is strictly limited by EDM's authorization agreement, signed by our clients for each report. 



Jul 22, 2003 

** ENVIRONMENT AL DATA MANAGEMENT ** 
Standard ASTM Research 

SUMMARY TABLE Page I of l 

REGULATORY LISTS 

MAPID# FACILITY ID NUMBER, NAME AND LOCATION 
1) 9102629 

LEE CNTYWWTP-WATERWAY ESTATE 
1667 INLET OR 
FORT MYERS, FL. 33903 
DISTANCE FROM SUBJECT PROf'ERTY(lti) 0.05 

DIRECTIOII FROM SUBJ~CT PROPERTY N 

1) FLO980604862 
FLORIDA CITIES WATERWATERWAYWWTP 
1667 lNLET DR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, FL. 33903 
DISTANCE FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY(rri) 0.05 

Dll!ECTIOH FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY N 

2) 9045863 

2) 

2) 

2) 

2) 

FISH TALE MARINA AT CALOOSA ISLE 
1687 INLET OR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, FL. 339035006 
DISTANCE FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY(rri) 0.05 

DIRECTION FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY N 

· FL0001359926 
CALOOSA ISLE MARINA 
1687 INLET DR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, FL. 33903 
DISTANCE FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY(rri) 

DIRECTION FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY 

FL0002355428 
INGLE YACHT SVC 
1687A INLET OR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, Fl. 33903 
OISTANCE FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY(rri) 

DIRECTION FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY 

FLR000005926 
CALOOSA ISLE MARINA 
1687 INLET OR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, FL 33903 
DISTA!!CE FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY(rri) 

DIRECTIOH FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY 

FLR000038919 
INGLE YACHT SERVICE 
1687A INLET DR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, FL. 33903 
DISTA/lCE FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY(rri) 

DIRECTION FROM SUBJECT PROPERTY 

0.05 

N 

0.05 

N 

0,05 

N 

0.05 

ti 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management, Inc. 
For further Information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

Use of this information is strictly lim~ed by EDM's authorization agreement, signed by our clients for each report 



RCRA NOTIFIERS 
WITH NO TREATMENT, STORAGE AND/OR DISPOSAL ACTIVITIES 

(COMPILED FROMU SEPA RCRIS LIST) 

Repo~t Date: 7/22/2003 (NONTSD) NONTSD Page ·1 of 1 

MAP 10 NUMBER: fa;,,2.i/~ 
:-:-:-:::::-.-:-->n•:-:-R~ 

FACILITY ID NUMBER. NAME AND LOCATION: MAILING ADDRESS AND CONTACT: BJ~ai,iiJ:J:~111 ~~;:.:::~YER:F~33903-0 
RCRIS INFORMATION 

GENERATOR STATUS: CESQG-LESS THAN 100 KG DURING ANY MONTH 
TRANSPORTER STATUS: 
TSO STATUS: 
OTHER STATUS 

VIOLATION INFO 

VIOL TYPE: CITATION: 62-710.850{6)(A) 

VIOL TYPE: CITATION: 62-710.850(6)(a) 

COMPL DATE: 19980122 

COMPL DATE: 19980122 

MAP ID NUMBER: ~c~r:1 
FAClUTY lD NUMBER. NAME AND LOCATION: MAILING ADDRESS AND CONTACT: 

liWlliil~li 
1687A INLET DR 
NORTH FORT MYERS FL 33903 
Contact: 
Contact Telephone: ( ) -

RCRIS INFORMATION 

GENERATOR STATUS: CESQG-LESS THAN 100 KG DURING ANY MONTH 
TRANSPORTER STATUS: 
TSD STATUS: 
OTHER STATUS 

VIOL TYPE: Generator-Special Conditions 

VIOL TYPE: Generator-Special Conditions 

VIOLATION INFO 
Vlolatlon Date: ~lj!lJTtml~mt~m1 

CITATION: 261.5{g){3) 

CITATION: 261.5{G)(3) 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management. Inc. 
For further Information pleaso contact us at 800-368-7376 

COMPL DATE: 19980114 

COMPL DATE: 19980114 

Uso of this information is sltttl)t fimited by EDM's aulhorizatkm agreement, s igned by our clients for each report. 
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Report Date: 7/22/2003 

FDEP LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS 
(LUST) 

LUST Pago 1 of 2 

MAP ID NUMBER: 

FACILITY ID NUMBER, NAME AND LOCATION: .. . . .. . . .. . ... . . . OWNERSHIP INFORMATION: 

FISH TALE MARINA AT CALOOS 

1687 INLET DR 

NORTH FORT MYERS, FL 33903 
OWNER CONTACT TEL#: (941} 994-3786 
OWNER CONT AC MICHAEL WOOD 

FAC TEL#: (239) 656-170 FACILITY STATUS; 

FAC OPERATOR MIKE WOOD FACILITY TYPE; MARINE FUELING FACILITY/COASTA 

FACILITY CLEANUP STATUS; ONGOING-AT LEAST ONE CLEANUP ACTIVITY IS IN PROGRESS AT A RELATED 
DISCHARGE 

----------------------------------------- -- --
DISCHARGE INFORMATION 

f t>,'.ffi_· __ b_.t•,'"'.·.'Jo,''._i,'_s_?_.i!J __ l_n_._:tiv~.'.-,.•"',4.1~. 411211993 ffiiY~"ruii&~'ti'•' , ... • .. !!;I . , "" f,l_~x.~ '>.·.v.w,,?:M..,.-,•,-,l'-'),\I,,,\dl~ 1813 7 
SCORE: 27 SCORE EFF DATE: 1/6/1998 INSPECTION DATE: 4/22/1993 
LEAD AGENCY LOCAL PROGRAM CLEANUPWORKSTATU _INACTIVE 

INFO SOURCE: DISCHARGE NOTIFICATION FDEP 62•TTO DESCR: NEW CLEANUP REQUIRED 

DISCH CLNUP STATUS: 10/9/2000 6:28 SA ONGOING• SITE ASSESSMENT CLEANUP ACTIVITY IN PROGRESS 

r":ii.P&tfifi(ilfff:tftffttM" SOIL: y SUR WATER: y Jl',.,..,Jt,,,.~VM,',",',., .... ,.., .. .-, ... , ........... .J GR \'!ATER: y MON WELL: N # OW WELLS CONTAMINATED 0 

POLLUTANT TYPE/ESTIMATED GALLONS 1) UNLEADED GAS/ 
(IF REPORTED): . 

3
) / 

5)/ 

7) / 

CLEANUP INFORMATION 
(for speclflc discharge noted above) 

2)/ . 

4)/ 

6)/ 

8)/ 

CLNUP PROG: PLIRP-PETROLEUM LIABILITY.INSURANCE & RESTORATION PRO CLNUP LEAD: REIMBURSMT/SPECIAL 
APPL RCVD: 12/22/1994 ELIG STATUS: INELIGIBLE EUG STATUS DATE: 12/5/1996 ELIG REDETERMINED?: N 

FREE PRODUCT REMOVAL ?(Y/N): SOIL REMOVAL? (YIN): SOIL TONNAGE REMOVED: 

SOIL TREATMENT?(Y/N); OTHER TREATMENT?: 

SITE ASSESSMENT . 
CLEANUP RESP: RESP PARTY 

ACTUAL COMPLETION DATE 10/27/1994 

PAYMENT DATE 

ACTUAL COST: 

REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN 
CLEANUP RESP: 

ORDER COMPL DATE 

ACTUAL COM PL DATE 

PAYMENT DATE 

ACTUAL COST: 

REMEDIAL ACTION 
CLEANUP RESP: 

ACTUAL COST: 

YEARS TO COM PL 

SITE REHABILITATION COMPLETION REPORT SOURCE REMOVAL 

ACTION TYPE: CLEANUP RESP: 

SUBMIT DAT_E: ORAL DATE: 

REVIEW DATE: WRITTEN DAT 

ISSUE DATE: ACTUAL COMPLETION DATE: 

STATUS EFFECTIVE DATE: PAYMENT DATE: 

COMMENTS: COST: 
COMPLETION STATUS: 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management, Inc. 
For further information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

Use of this information Is strictly limited by EDM's authorization agreement. signed by our clients for each report. 



Report Date: 7/22/2003 

FDEP LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS 
(LUST) 

LUST Page 2 of 2 

MAP IO NUMBER! 

.. FJ'\?IL.I_T)'. I~ N.UMBER, ~E Afl.D LOC.A!ION: ........... . OWNERSHIP INFORMATION: 

FISH TALE MARINA AT CALOOS 

1687 INLET DR 
NORTH FORT MYERS, FL 33903 
OWNER CONT ACT TEL#: (941) 994-3786 
OWNERCONTAC MICHAEL WOOD 

FAC TEL#: (239) 656-170 FACILITY STATUS: 

FAC OPERATOR MIKE WOOD FACILITY TYPE: MARINE FUELING FACILITY/COASTA 
FACILITY CLE/vlUP STATUS: ONGOING-AT LEAST ONE CLEANUP ACTIVITY IS IN PROGRESS AT A RELATED 

DISCHARGE ----------~------------------------------
DISCHARGE INFORMATION 

(~.v:·1-~,·.),'}',··~,l.:@i .. ," ... ',.:~.~ .. •,•,,·,".]~ .. ",•.:fi,~Af•,·,,fi,'',·il_.ij•j~ 5/6/1993 i>fs8itnfdEWiJifJ4 7901 ~m . .:~f;'): -~ ~~.wu;,,,, .,.., .... ,.,w>.·,m>;:;~i~ 

SCORE: 27 
LEAD AGENCY LOCAL PROGRAM 

INFO SOURCE: CLOSURE REPORT 

DISCH CLNUP STATUS: 3/4/2001 

SCORE EFF DATE: 1/6/1998 INSPECTION DATE: 3/30/1993 
CLEANUP WORK STATU COMBINED 
FDEP 62-770 DESCR: COMBINED CLEANUP REQUIRED 

INELIGIBLE FOR CLEANUP ASSISTANCE 

SUR WATER: GR WATER: MON WELL: # DW WELLS CONTAMINATED 

POLLUTANT TYPE/ESTIMATED GALLONS 
(IF REPORTED): . 

1) UNLEADED GAS/ 

3)/ 

5)/ 

7)/ 

CLEANUP INFORMATION 
(for spoclflc discharge notod above) 

2)/ 

4)/ 

6)/ 

8)/ 

CLNUP PROG: PLIRP-PETROLEUM LIABILITY INSURANCE & RESTORATION PRO CLNUP LEAD: REIMBURSMT/SPECIAL 
APPL RCVO: 12/22/1994 ELIG STATUS: INELIGIBLE . ELIG STATUS DATE: 12/5/1996 ELIG REDETERMINED?: N 

FREE PRODUCT REMOVAL?(YIN): SOIL REMOVAL? (YIN): SOIL TONNAGE REMOVED: 
SOIL TREATMENT?(YIN): OTHER TREATMENT?: 

.SITE ASSESSMENT 
CLEANUP RESP: 

REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN 
CLEANUP RESP: 

REMEDIAL ACTION 
CLEANUP RESP: 

'ACTUAL COMPLETION QATE 
PAYMENT DATE 
ACTUAL COST: 

ORDER COMPL DATE 
ACTUAL COMPL DATE 
PAYMENT DATE 

ACTUAL COST: 

SITE REHABILITATION COMPLETION REPORT 
ACTION TYPE: 
SUBMIT DATE: 

REVIEW DATE: 
ISSUE DATE: 

STATUS EFFECTIVE DATE: 
COMMENTS: 

ACTUAL COST: 
YEARS TO COM PL 

SOURCE REMOVAL 
CLEANUP RESP: 
ORAL DATE: 

WRITTEN DAT 
ACTUAL COMPLETION DATE: 

PAYMENT DATE: 
COST: 
COMPLETION STATUS: 

.EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management, Inc. 
For further information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

Use of this informalbn Is slri::tlj limited by EDM's au/horizatbn agreement, signed by our clients for each report. 



Report Date: 7/22/2003 

FDEP STORAGE TANKS REPORT 
(TANKS) TANKS Page 1 of 2 

. FACILITY ID NUMBER, NAME ANO LOCATION: 
MAP Ir;> NUMBER: 

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION: tt~lillll.il ~g:~~J::.:: ~~::ISSIONE 
FACILTY TEL#: (941) 479-817 CONTACT TEL#: (941) 479--0129 
FACILITY OPERATOR: CONTACT TONY PELLICER 
FACILITY TYPE: CounU Govemmenl _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ FACILITY STATUS: OPEN _______ ___ _ 

IAliK..lt TANK YOL(GALS): INST DATE: TANK CONTENTS: TANK POSITION: TANK STATUS {as of ... ): 

f:fif*1W.h¥tt .2500 01-Sep-1991 Emerg Generntor Diesel UNDERGROUND IN SERVICE 

CONSTRUCTION JYPE{sce code sheet): EINM 
· PIPING TYPE{sce code sheet); Fl 
LEAK MONCTOBING{see code sheet): FK ---------------------------------------------

.IMl!Vt. TANK VOL{GALS\: INST.DATE: TANK CONTENTS; 

r:zltifa'ti 1000 01-Sep-1991 HazardOU$ Substance 

CONSTRUCTION TYPE(seo code sheet\; EIMN 
PIPING TYPEfseo code sheet\: Fl 
LEAK MONITORING{see codo sheet): FK 

TANK POSITION: 

UNDERGROUND 

TANK STATUS {as of .•. ): 

NONREGULSUBSTANCE 
14-Jan-2000 

---------------------------------------------
IAN.KJ;. TANK YQL(GALS): INST.PATE: TANK CONTENTS; TANK POSITION: TANK.STATUS (as of ... ): 

®falifit~i&W 7000 01-Sep-1991 Hazardous Substance UNDERGROUND IN SERVICE 

CONSTRUCTION TYPElsco code sheet): EINM 
PIPING IXPE{sce code sheet): Fl 

_ LEAKMONITORING{seecodoshectl: FK _____________________________ _ 

~ TANK VOLIGALS): INST.DATE; TANK CONTENTS; TANK posmoN: TANK STATUS (as·of ... \: 

fjJm~m] 3000 01-Sep-1991 Hazardous Substance UNDERGROUND NONREGULSUBSTANCE 
14-Jan-2000-

CONSTRUCTION TYPE(see code sheet): EIMN 
PIPING TYPE(sco code sheet): Fl 

LEAK MONITORINGfsee code sheet): FK 

IAN.KJ;. TANK VOL{GALS): INST.PATE: TANK CONTENTS; TANK POSITION: TANK STATUS (as of ... ): 

Mrlli~[¼W12000 01-Jul-19,97 Hazardous Substance ABOVEGROUND IN SERVICE 01-Jul-1997 

cpNSTRUCJION TYPE(scc codo sheet): CP 
PIPING IYPE(see code sheet): AB 

LEAK MONITQBING{seo code sheet\_; M 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management. Inc. 
For further Information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

Use of this information Is sllictJy /imilod by EDM"s authorization agreem~n~ signed by our cfionrs for each report. 



Report Date: 7/22/2003 

FDEP STORAGE TANKS REPORT· 
(TANKS) TANKS Page 2 of 2 

MAP ID NUMBER: 
_FACILITY ID NUMBER, NAME AND LOCATION: 

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION: iiii• &i\~i ~~i!i%!-:'~::.~:::::, 
FACILTY TEL#: (239) 656-170 CONTACT TEL#: (941) 994-3786 
FACILITY OPERATOR: CONTACT MICHAEL WOOD 

FACILITY TYPE: Marine Fuellngl!::oaslal - - - - - - - - - FACILITY STATUS: OPEN - - - - - - - - - - -

IAtili...tt JANK YQUGALSI: INST.DATE: JANK CONTENTS: JANK posmoN: JANK STATUS las of,.,): 

W~¥$~~i1~ 3000 Unleaded Gas UNDERGROUND REMOVED 30-Jun-1993 

CONSTRUCTION IYPElsco code sheet): CMO 
PIPING JYPE(see code sheet): B 
LEAK MONITORJNG(see code sheet): 8 ------------------------------------. --------

IAli.!li; JANK VOL(GALS): INST.DATE: JANK CONTENTS: TANK POSITION: TANK STATUS In of..,\: 

riJJB11Wi~ 3000 Unleaded Gas UNDERGROUND REMOVED 30-Jun-1993 

CONSTRUCTION TYPE(seo codo sheet): CMO 
PIPING TYPElsee codo sheet): B 

LEM( MONITORING(seo code sheet): 8 ---------------------------------------------
TANK#: TANK VOLIGALSI: INST.DATE: TANK CONTENTS: 

fai1$ii~¼¥ 3000 Vehicular Diesel 
CONSTRUCTION TVPE(see code sheet): CMO 
PIPING TYPE/see code sheet): B 

LEAi( MONITORINGlsee code sheet): 8 

)'.M:lli..!; JANK VOL/GALS): INST.DATE: JANK CONTENTS: 

Leaded Gas 

CONSTRUCTION TYPE/see codo sheet): D 
PIPING TYPE/see code shoot}: 8 

LEAK MONIJORING(see code sheet): Y 

~ TANK VOL/GALS): INS!,DAJE: TANK CONTENTS: 

i11tWl~111!1m 4000 01-Feb-1994 Unleaded Gas 
CONSTRUCTION TYPE/seo codo sheet): ICMPO 
PIPING TYPE/sec code sheet): AIK 
LEAK MONJTORING(seo code sheet): 40 

TANK POSITION: TANK STATUS las of, .. }: 

UNDERGROUND REMOVED 30-Jun-1993 

TANK POSITION: 

UNDERGROUND 

TANK STATUS las of ... ): 

CLOSED IN PLACE 30-
Nov-1989 

TANK pOSfTION: JANK STATUS las of..,): 

ABOVEGROUND IN SERVICE 01-Feb-1994 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management, Inc. 
For further information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

Use of this Jnformatbn is strictly limited by EDM's authorizatkJn aweemont, signed by our clients for each report. 



USEPA FACILITY INDEX SYSTEM LIST 

Report Date: 7/22/2003 (FINDS) 

FACILITY ID NUMBER, NAME 
ANO LOCATION: 

EDM Copyright© 2003 Environmental Data Management, Inc. 
For further information please contact us at 800-368-7376 

FINDS Page 1 of 1 

MAP ID#: 

MAPID#: 

ll?""""'l"" ~~amt 

Usa of this Information Is strictly limited by EDM's authorization egraemen~ signed by our clients for each report. 
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SEVERN 

TRENT 

W ATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

STL 

Page 1 
August 18, 2003 
Submission# 308000748 
Order # 69149 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S. W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

{ 

Sile Location/Project 
02-04528,El/Caloosa Isle Marina 
1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

.> ARA.METER 

Ii, ,ad 

,, 260.B VOA {602} Compounds in Wa1erb 

Jr _Methyl-tcrt•butyl~ther 

ji 
Benzene 

Toluene 
. . 

Chlorobenzene 

Ethylbenzene 

'm & p Xylene 

O• Xylene 

'Total Xylene . 

I 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 

'1,4-Dlchlorobenzene 

1,2-Dlchlorobenzene 

' SURROGATE: Toluene D-8 

SURROGATE: Bromonuorobenzene 

5URROGATE: Dibromof1uoromethane 

RESULT 

BDL 

GC/MS 

I.JO 

BDL 

8DL 

8DL 

BDL 

BDL 

BDL 

BDL 

BDL 

BDL 

BDL 

. 100.50 

115.20 

89,50 

8270C PAHs (610) in WATER by GC/MS (Ion Trap) 

Naphthalene BDL 

UNITS 

mg/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

ug/L 

. ug/L 

r. 

r. 

r. 

ug/L 

METHOD 

SM3113B (239.2) 

MEDF 

5030182608 

5030/8260B 

5030/82608 

5030/8260B 

5030/82608 

5030/82608 

5030/8260B 

5030/8260B 

5030/82608 

5030/82608 

5030/8260B 

MEDF 

3510/8270C 

Sample I.D.: MW-5 
Collected: 08/14/03 
Received: 08/15/03 
Collected by: Client 

DETECTION DATE 
LIMIT-RQL EXT. 

0.005 08115/2003 

1 

1.000 08/16/2003 

1.000 08/16/2003 

1.000 08116/2003 

1.000 08/16/2003 

1.000 08116/2003 

1.000. 08/1612003 

1.000 0811612003 

1.000 0811612003 

1.000 08/1612003 

1.000 08/1612003 

1.000 08/16/2003 

1 

09:50 
10:00 

DATE 
ANALY. 

08116/2003 

08116/2003 

08116/2003 

08/16/2003 

08/16/2003 

08/16/2003 

0811612003 

08/1612003 

08/1612003 

08/1612003 

08/1612003 

08/1612003 

5.000 08/15/2003 08/15n003 

STL Miami• 10200 USA Today Way• Miramar, FL 33025 • Tel 954 431 4550 • Fax 954 431 1959 • www.stl-inc.com 
~-STL8120M-540 ti 2/021 

ANALYST 

NM 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

AR 

ME 



II 

Ii 
i 
l 

11 

! 

1: 

I 
I 

I 
I 

WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 
Water Resource Solutions Inc, 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 

Site Location/Project 
02-04528.El/Caloosa Isle Marina 
1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

'ARA.METER 

2-Methylnaphthalene 

1-Methylnaphthalene 

.Acenaphthene 

Phenanthrcne 

Fluoranthene 

Benio(a)anthracene 

Bcnzo(b)fluoranthene 

Benzo(a)pyrene 

Benzo(ghl)perylene 

A~enaphthylene 

Fluorene 

Anlluacene 

Pyrene 

Chrysene 

Benro(k)fluoranthene 

f ndeno( 1,2, 3-cd)pyrene 

Dibenzo(a,h)anlhracene 

SURROGATE: 05-Nitrobenzene 

RESULT UNITS 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

DDL ugJL 

DDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

DDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

BDL ug/L 

69.30 ¾ 

METHOD 

3510/8270C 

3510/8270C 

351018270C 

3510/8270C 

3510/8270C 

351018270C 

351018270C 

351018270C 

351018270C 

351018270C 

3510/8270C 

351018270C 

3510/8270C 

3510/8270C 

351018270C 

3510/8270C 

3510/8270C 

Page2 
August 18, 2003 
Submission # 308000748 
Order# 69149 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 
FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Sample I.D.: MW-5 
Collected: 08/14/03 
Received: 08/15/03 
Collected by: Client 

DETECTION DATE 
LIMIT,RQL EXT. 

5.000 08115/2003 

5.000 08115/2003 

3.000 08115/2003 
. 

5.000 08115/2003 

0.300 08/15/2003 

0.200 08/15/2003 

0.200 08/15/2003 

0.200 08/15/2003 

0.200 08115/2003 

3.000 08115/2003 

5.000 08115/2003 

0.300 08115/2003 

0.300 08/15/2003 

1.000 08/1512003 

0.500 08/15/2003 

0.200 0811512003 

0.200 08115/2003 

09:50 
10:00 

DATE 
ANALY. 

08115/2003 

0811512003 

08115/2003 

08115/2003 

08/15/2003 

08/15/2003 

08/15/2003 

08115/2003 

08/1512003 

08115/2003 

0811.5/2003 

08/15/2003 

08/1512003 

08/15/2003 

08/1512003 

08/1512003 

08115/2003 

ANALYST 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME. 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 

ME 
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WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

Page 3 
August 18, 2003 
Submission# 308000748 
Order# 69149 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S. W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
02-04528.El/Caloosa Isle Marina 
1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

"ARAMETER 

SURROGATE: 2-Fluorobiphenyl 

SURROGATE: 4-Tef})henyl-D14 

RESULT 

67.50 

72.20 

UNITS METHOD 

¾ 

¾ 

Sample I.D.: MW-5 
Collected: 08/14/03 09:50 
Received: 08/15/03 10:00 
Collected by: Client 

DETECTION DATE DATE 
LIMIT-RQL EXT. ANALY. 

•••BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor*** 
***Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** . 

ANALYST 

•••Qualifier following result conforms to FAC 62-160 Table 7******Unless otherwise no(ed, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and·currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. ' 
Certs:CT.=#PH02l7, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P .R.=FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.AII questions regarding this test report 

'"'"" '"""""" m ••SO.••-""'""''""""''.,.."''" QC J; ~ 
7{'~ea-- 'l"\o..w,_,Y~"". 
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SEVERN 

TRENT 

WA TERR000154 
Don Mayne 

STL 

Page 1 
August 28, 2003 
Submission# 308001263 
Order # 72467 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Catoosa Isle Marina 
02--04528.El /Catoosa Isle Mar. 

Sample I.D.: MW-I 
Collected: 08125/03 12:30 
Received: 08127 /03 10:00 
Collected by: Dan Mayne 

.RAMETER RESULT UNITS METHOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 
LIMIT•RQL 

\.rsenlc by ICP BDL mg/L 4.1.3/200.7 0.008 

;enlc, Dissolved By ICP BDL mg/L 4.1.1/200.7 0.008 

:opper BDL mg/L SM311 IB (220.1) 0.IO 

?per, Dissolved BDL mg/L 220.1 0.IO 

*+*BDL: lndicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
•••work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 

EXT. ANALY. 

08127/2003 08/28/2003 

08/27/2003 08n8/2003 

08/27/2003 08n8/2003 

08/27/2003 08/28/2003 

•••Qualifier following result conforms to PAC 62-160 Table 7******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg de!lotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall-be used. 
Certs:CT. =#PH0217, LA. =#9601, MD. =//271, MA. =#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R. =FL-00535,AL=4l 180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.AII questions regarding this test report 
should be directed to the STL representative who signed this report _or the QC department. 

~ '4. 6JUL-~ 
labocatqry Manager 

STL Miami• 10200 USA Today Way• Miramar, fl 33025 • Tel 954 431 4550 • Fax 954 431 1959 • www.stt-inc.com 
:ill8120M-540 112/021 
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SEVERN 

TRENT 

W ATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

STL 

Page 1 
August 25, 2003 
Submission II 308001109 
Order II 71234 
FDEP CompQAPII 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification/I E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-lC 
Collected: 08/21/03 13:30 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

PARAMETER RESULT UNITS METIIOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 

-Ii Percent Solids 

LIMIT-RQL EXT •. ANALY. 

88.3 % !60.3(ASTM-D22l 0.l0 08/23/2003 08/23/2003 

":opper 1330 mg/Kg 3050/6010B LO 08/22/2003 08/25/2003 
II 

•••BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
•••work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 
•••Qualifier following result confonns 10 PAC 62-160 Table ?******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight••• 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher tl1an a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT. =IIPH0217, LA. =119601, MD. =11271, MA. =IIM-FL535 

SC.=#96023, TN.=IITN02826,P.R.=FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.All questions regarding this test report 

--...... ~ ro "• = -~ .. "'° _ ., _ ... :r;· 14.ru.., 

'7t-oicl- °M.C>M.A.'\.ex-. 

STL Miami • I 0200 USA Today Way• Miramar.fl 33025 • Tel 954 431 4550 • Fax 954.4311959 • www.stt-inc.com 
wSTL8120M-540 U2ft>2I 
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WATERR000l54 
Don Mayne 

Page2 
August 25, 2003 
Submission # 308001109 
Order # 71235 Water Resource Solutions Inc. 

428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 

FDEP CompQAP# 990102 
FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-2C 
Collected: 08/21/03 13:35 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

,;,ARA.METER RESULT UNITS MEIBOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 

I LThilT-RQL EXT. ANALY, 

1 ·-ercent Solids 90.0 % 160.l(ASTM-D221 0.10 08n31200l 0812312003 

1

..:opp<r 115 mg/Kg 3050/6010B 1.0 08/22/2003 08/2512003 

I 

***llDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor*** 
•••Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 
***Qualifier following result conforms to FAC 62-160 Table ?******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
~••62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT.=#PH0217, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R.=FL-00535,AL=41180 
•*Tbese·test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.All questions regarding this test report 
should be directed to the STL representative who signed this report or the QC de{artment. 

~t)\A-<__ ~ 
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WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

Page3 
August 25, 2003 
Submission # 308001109 
Order # 71236 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions lnc. 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Catoosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-3C 
Collected: 08/21/03 13:58 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

~ARA.METER RESULT UNITS METHOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 
LThilT-RQL EXT. ANALY. 

.:rcent Solids 90.1 % 160.3(ASTM-D221 0.10 0812312003 0812312003 

.tUSenic BDL mg/Kg 3050/60108 0.70 0812212003 0812312003 

" opper 25300 mg/Kg 3050/6010B 1.0 

***BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Llmit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• . 
***Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 

0812212003 08n512003 

***Qualifier following result conforms to PAC 62-160 Table 7******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT.=#PH0217, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=HM-PL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R. =FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.All questions regardY,ig this test report 
should be directed to the STL representative who·signed this report or the QC \epartment':""--

. w °'1\..,___.___ ~ 
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WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

Page4 
August 25, 2003 
Submlssion # 308001109 
Order# 71237 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S. W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-4C 
Collected: 08/21/03 14:11 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

1ARAMETER RESULT UNITS METHOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 
LIMIT-RQL 

-:rcent Solids 91.0 % 160.3(ASTI,I-D221 0.10 

....opper 3730 mg/Kg 305016010B 1.0 

***BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MBDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
•••work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 

EXT. ANALY. 

08n3/2003 08n3/2003 

08/22/2003 08/25/2003 

. 

***Qualifier following result confonns lo FAC 62-160 Table ?******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. ' 
Certs:CT.=#PH0217, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R. =FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NBLAC.All questions regarding this test report 
sboUld be directed to the STL representative who signed this report or the Qf department. 

i '\ VI I.A..l°'-7\;J,"-•- \~ 
·\ l::_.1 

PR 

MAH 



WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

PageS 
August 25, 2003 
Submission # 308001109 
Order# 71238 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft, Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-SC 
Collected: 08/21/03 14:14 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

PARAMETER RESULT UNITS METHOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 

1: ">ercent Solids 

LIMIT-RQL EXT. ANALY. 

91.5 % !60.3(ASTM-D221 0.10 08/23/2003 08/23/2003 

I .:opp« 5600 mg/Kg 3050/60108 1.0 08/22/2003 08/2S/2003 

I 

***BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MBDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
***Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 
***Qualifier following result conforms to PAC 62-160 Table ?******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT.=#PH0217, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FL535 

· SC.=#96023, TN.=#TN02826,P.R.=FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.All questions regard

3
. this test report 

should be directed to the STL representative who signed this report or the QC d partment. 
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WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

Page6 
August 2S, 2003 
Submission # 308001109 
Order # 71239 Water Resource Solutions Inc. 

428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 

FDEP CompQAP# 990102 . 
FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E866Hi 

Site Location/Project 
Catoosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-6C 
Collected: 08/21/03 14:15 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

PARAMETER RESULT UNITS METIIOD DETECTION DATE i!ATE ANALYSf 

I 
LIMIT•RQL EXT, ANALY. 

1 Percent Solids 91.0 % 160.3(ASTM-D221 0.10 08/23/2003 08/23/2003 

I Copper 7500 mg/Kg 3050/6010B LO 08/22/2003 08/25/2003 

I 

***BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
***Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 
•••Qualifier following result conforms to FAC 62-160 Table 7******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight••• 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

tl1e PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT.=UPH0217, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R. =FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements ofNELAC.All questions regarding!'s test report 
should be directed to the STL representative who signed this report or the QC dep ent. 
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WATERR0001S4 
Don Mayne 

Page? 
August 25, 2003 
Submissiou # 308001109 
Order # 71240 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc, 
428 Pinc Island Road S. W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-7C 
Collected: 08/21/03 14:18 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

ARAMETER RESULT UNITS METIIOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 

- LIMIT-RQL 

.. 1rcent Solids 90.1 ·% 160.J(ASTM-D221 0.10 

_.>pper 1320 mg/Kg 3050/60108 1.0 

•••BDL: lndicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
***Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 

EXT. ANALY. 

0SnJ/2003 0SnJ/2003 

08n2/2003 08/25/2003 

***Qualifier following result conforms to PAC 62-16!) Table 7******Unle,;s otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT. =#PH0217, LA.=#9601, MD. =#271, MA. =#M-FL535 

SC.=#96023, TN.=#TN02826,P.R.=FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.All questions regarding this test report 

fflo.W '°'"°"" <o o,,m,_.~, wM ,;,.~ .,..,., .... ~~= ~ 

0. 
I l'"-~cl-

'PR 

MAH 



WATERR000154 
Don Mayne 

Page8 
August 25, 2003 
Submission# 308001109 
Order # 71241 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S. W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Sile Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Sample I.D.: SS-8C 
Collected: 08/21103 14:20 
Received: 08122103 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

'ARAMETER 
:, 

RESULT UNITS METHOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 
LIMIT-RQL EXT, ANALY. 

I, ncrccnt Solids 90.6 % 160.3(ASTM-D221 0.10 08/23/2003 08/23/2003 I 

I: ~opp<r 1350 mg/Kg 305016010D 1.0 08122/2003 08/25/2003 

"**BDL: lndicates Analyte is Below Detection L!mit***MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor*** 
•••work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 
*"*Qualifier following result conforms to FAC 62-160 Table ?******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT.=#Pij0217, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FLS35 

SC. =#96023, TN; =#TN02826,P.R. =FL-00535,AL=41180 
*+These test results meet ail the requirements of NELAC.All questions regarding this test report 
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WA TERR000154 
Don Mayne 

Page9 
August 25, 2003 
Submission# 308001109 
Order # 71242 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 

Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island RoadS.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Site Location/Project Sample I.D.: SS-9C 
Catoosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Fl. Myers Collected: 08/21/03 14:22 

Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Don Mayne 

1ARA1\IETER RESULT UNITS METIIOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 
LIMIT-RQL EXT. ANALY. 

n:rcent Solids 94.5 % 160.3(ASTM-D221 0.10 08/23/2003 08123/2003 

.... opper 3700 mg/Kg 3050/6010D 1.0 08/2212003 08/25/2003 

***BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit***MBDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor••• 
***Work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** . 
***Qualifier following result conforms to FAC 62-160 Table ?******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight••• 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT . .,;gpH0217, LA. =#9601, MD. =#271, MA. =#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R.=FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NBLAC.All questions~e ding this test report 
should be directed to the STL representative who signed this report or the QC departlbent. 
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WA TERR000154 
Don Mayne 
Water Resource Solutions Inc. 
428 Pine Island Road S.W. 
Cape Coral, FL 33991 

Site Location/Project 
Caloosa Isle Marina/1687 Inlet Dr., N. Ft. Myers 

Page 10 
August 25, 2003 
Submission# 308001109 
Order # 71244 
FDEP CompQAP# 990102 
FL-DOH Certification# E86349,E86616 

Sample I.D.: SS-lOA 
Collected: 08/21/03 14:30 
Received: 08/22/03 10:00 
Collected by: Dou Mayne 

PARAMETER RESULT UNITS METIIOD DETECTION DATE DATE ANALYST 

1; Percent Solids 

LIMIT•RQL 

85,6 % 160.J(ASTM-0221 0,10' 

~ Arsenic 9.7 mg/Kg 305016010B 0.70 

•••BDL: Indicates Analyte is Below Detection Limit•••MEDF: Matrix Effect Dilution Factor*** 
•••work Subcontracted to Outside Labs Denoted by HRS Cert ID in Analyst Field*** 

EXT. ANALY, 

08/23/2003 08/23/2003 

08/22/2003 08/23/2003 

***Qualifier following result confonns to PAC 62-160 Table 7******Unless otherwise noted, mg/Kg denotes wet weight*** 
***62-770: If the MDL using the most sensitive and currently available technology is higher than a specific criterion, 

the PQL shall be used. 
Certs:CT.=#PH02l7, LA.=#9601, MD.=#271, MA.=#M-FL535 

SC. =#96023, TN. =#TN02826,P.R. =FL-00535,AL=41180 
**These test results meet all the requirements of NELAC.AII questions regarding this test report 
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Wiater Resource Solutions 
428 Pine Island Road SW • Cape Coral, Florida 33991 239 574-1919 Fax: 239 574-8106 

DONALD W. MAYNE, CFEA 

EDUCATION: 

8.S. Enviroomcuta! Science 
Troy St.ate Univenity, 1992 

PROFESSIONAL 
REGISrRATlON: 

Registered Environmental 
Property Assessor #6104 

Certified Florida Environmental 
Assessor 11261 

PROFESSIONAL 
i'.FFILlATIONS: 

Florida Association of 
Environmental Professionals 

Florida Environmental 
Assessors Association 

YEARS IN PMCTICE: 

tl Years 

. PROJECT SCIEN1'IST 

EXPERIENCE SUMMARY: 

lvlr. Mayne has more than ten years of experience in managing and 
pcrforming·Phase I Environmental Site AsseSsments (ESA's). Phase I 
ESA's are designed to assess the potential of hazardous substance 
and/or petroleum product impacts on real property. Tus ·assessment is 
conducted by evaluating past and present on-site and off-site conditions 
in conjunction with natural conditions such as the local geology, 
surface water characteristics, and corresponding water-table aquifer 
flow directions. His clients have included land developers,' local 
government agencies, rta.ltors, lending institutions, and investors. Mr. 
Mayne also has experience in the project management of salt tracking 
monitoring services for water use permits. 

EXPERIE:-fCE RECORD: 

• Managed and conducted Phase I ESA·s on 16 golf courso 
communities within 3 weeks for southwest Florida'• largest 
developer as part of a debt consolidation/refinance deal, 

• Performed numerous Phase I Environmental Site Assessments for 
Lu County as part of their Conservation 2020 land acquisition 
program, 

• Conducted several Phase I Assessments for the expansion of tho 
Southwest Florida ln!Crnational Airport as part of their 2010 
Development program, 

• Project manager for Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in an 
area of approximately one square mile along the south bank of the 
Estero River. 

• Project manager for a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment and 
generic wetland evaluation for a site off of Andrea Lane. 

• Management of an asbestos abatement and demolition project 
upon completion of an asbestos survey. 

• Performed multi-site Phase I ESA and asbestos survey on 47 
supermarket stores in the New England area. 

• Team player in a multi-site Phase I containing 77 equip.meat 
rental facilities in the southeastern United States. 

• Project manager of several salt tracking-monitoring plans as part 
of the South Florida Water Management Districts · water use 
permits, 

• Performs Aquifer Storage and Recovery operational cyclical 
testing at the ue County No_rth Reservoir and Olga water pla.11ta. 


































