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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) is conducting a Project 
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study, in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy A ct (NEPA), to assess corridor improvements that will add 
highway and i nterchange capacity with the implementation of an express lanes system 
and interchange improvements . Presently, the No -Build Alternative and several 
Build Alternatives are being consider ed as part of this PD&E Study.  
 
The Contamination Screening Evaluation  Report (CSER) was prepared to 
document the findings of a contamination screening evaluation conducted for 
this PD&E Study. Potential contamination impacts within and adjacent to the 
project corridor were assessed for the viable project alternatives, inclu ding the 
No-Build Alternative, in accordance with Part 2, Chapter 20 of the FDOT PD&E 
Manual (dated January 14, 2019) . Alternatives evaluated during the PD&E Study 
include the No -Build Alternative  and the Build Alternatives . The CSER supplements 
the Enviro nmental Documen t.  
 
After a review of all available data, such as regulatory agency file reviews, 
database reports, historic and current aerial photography, and a site 
reconnaissance, contamination of soil and groundwater has been documented 
at several loc ations near the  project corridor. A total of 23 sites of potential 
environmental concern were identified along the project corridor . Of these, four 
sites are rated as �´High risk�µ, seven  sites are rated as �´Medium risk �µ, and twelve  
sites are rated as �´Low risk�µ. Remaining sites identified in the above -referenced 
sources are not considered to pose potential contamination concerns due to  the 
current regulatory status of the site.  
 
The degree of potential contamination concerns a mong the viable build 
alternativ es are  similar due to the location and distance of the potential 
contaminated sites with reference to the proposed project layout.  
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1.0 PROJECT OVERVIEW  
 
1.1 Project Description and Location  
 
The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) District Six h as rec ently started a Project 
Development and Environment (PD&E) Study for SR 826 (Palmetto Expressway) from US 
1 (SR 5) to SR 836 (Dolphin Expressway), a distance of approximately seven miles (see  
Figure 1-1). The PD&E Study is proposing corridor improvem ents that will add highway 
and interchange capacity with the implementation of an express lanes system and 
interchange improvements. The project is located in Miami -Dade County, Florida and 
is contained within unincorporated Miami -Dade.  
 
The PD&E Study will evaluate the following potential types of improvements:  
 

�x Implementation of dynamically priced express lanes.  
�x Access and ramp connections to and from the express lanes (ingress and 

egress access points).  
�x Interchange improvements �² Modi fication of exist ing entrance and exit 

ramps serving the interchanges within the project limits.  
�x Intersection improvements �² Widening and turn lane modifications along the 

cross streets to facilitate the ramp modifications and improve the access and 
operation of the corrid ors upstream and downstream from the interchanges.  

 
SR 826, between US 1 and SR 874 (Don Shula Expressway), consists primarily of six 
travel lanes (three lanes in each direction). Between SR 874 and SR 836, the corridor 
consists prim arily of ten travel lan es (five lanes in each direction) and two 
undesignated High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes (one in each direction). This 
segment of SR 826 is functionally classified as an Urban Other Freeway/Expressway 
and has a posted speed limit of  55 miles per hour. The  access management 
classification for this corridor is Class 1.2, Freeway in an existing urbanized area with 
limited access.  
 
There are ten existing interchanges within the project limits. Eight of the ten interchanges 
provide conne ction to arterial/colle ctor facilities. The other two are major system -to -
system interchanges (SR 826 with SR 874 and SR 826 with SR 836). These system -to -system 
interchanges provide a connection between major expressways, which services and 
distributes tr affic originating from or destined to the north, south, east, and west portions 
of Miami -Dade County.  
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Figure 1 - 1: Project Study Area  
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1.2 Purpose and Need  
 
The overall goals and objectives of this PD&E Study are described b elow:  
 

�x Evaluate the imp lementation of an express lanes system that will improve 
safety, capacity, operations, regional express lane network connectivity, 
expressway/interchange access, mobility and emergency evacuation.  

�x Identify the appropriate express lanes typical section that , combined with 
strategic ingress and egress locations, will service the users of the area and 
achieve the Purpose and Need.  

�x Provide relief from existing and projected traffic congestion.  
�x Improve the safety of the SR 826 m ainline corridor by addressing spe ed 

differentials and lane weaving deficiencies between interchanges.  
�x Support the optimal operations of the existing roadway network.  
�x Maintain consistency with the current SR 826 Express Lanes Project, from SR 

836 to I-75, and local projects.  
�x Once a concept ual alternative is selected, the improvements will be 

prioritized based on the area needs (short -term vs. long -term), logical 
segmentation , and funding.  

 
The need for this project is to add capacity to the SR 826 cor ridor to meet future 
transportation dema nd, to improve travel time reliability , and to provide long -
term mobility options. Other considerations for the Purpose and Need of this 
project include safety, system linkage, freight movement , and emergency 
evacuat ion. The primary and secondary needs for  the project are discussed in 
further detail below.  
 
Capacity �² The project traverses four of the six transportation planning areas 
(Central, Northwest, South, and West) as identified within the Miami -Dade 
Transporta tion Planning Organization (TPO) 2040 Lo ng Range Transportation Plan. 
The greatest population and employment growth between the years 2010 and 
2040 within Miami -Dade County is expected to occur within the South 
transportation planning area. Population with in this area is projected to increase 
by  49.6% while employment is projected to increase by 64.5%. The other three 
transportation planning areas are also anticipated to grow modestly between this 
same period. Population within the Central transportation pl anning area is 
projected to increase by 27.9% and employment by 32.5%. Population within 
Northwest transportation planning area is projected to increase by 20% and 
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employment by 41.9%. Population within West transportation planning area is 
projected to inc rease by 12.5% and employment by 42.5%. The projected growth 
in the area will result in a significant increase in travel demand and further 
deteriorate the conditions of the already congested SR 826 corridor.  
 
Safety �² According to the FDOT Crash Analysis Reporting System , there were a 
total of 2,531 crashes along the corridor within the project limits between the years 
2011 and 2013, of which 1,522 (60.1%) were rear -end crashes and 259 (10.2%) 
were fixed object crashes. These types of crashes can be attrib uted to the heavy 
levels of congestion a nd operational weaving conditions within the project area. 
The majority of the total crashes occurred between milepost 5.7 and 6.8 (between 
SW 24th Street and north of Flagler Street), resulting in 811 injuries and o ne fatality.  
 
Safety along the corridor  will be enhanced with the construction of the express 
lanes. Implementing express lanes will improve mobility, reduce congestion , and 
provide additional travel options along the corridor. Diverting some of the futur e 
traffic volumes from the general use l anes to the express lanes will help increase 
gaps along the general use lanes providing more space for vehicles entering SR 
826. The express lanes will also help reduce tailgating and improve traffic flow 
while separ ating long -distance trips from local tri ps. Separating these trips will 
reduce weaving and sideswipe crashes. The express lanes will also create added 
capacity helping the corridor to operate more efficiently during emergency 
evacuation events.  
 
System Linkage �² SR 826 connects southern Miami -Da de County to northern 
Miami -Dade County and serves as a feeder route to the County's busiest east -
west transportation corridor, SR 836. The SR 826 corridor provides system -level 
connections to I -75, Florida's Turnpike, SR 874, and I-95. In addition, SR 826  is 
designated as a Strategic Intermodal System (SIS) facility. The section of SR 826 
from US 1 to SR 836 serves the major western Miami -Dade County growth areas 
along SW 8th Street, SW 40th Street , and the Dadeland South area. The corridor 
also provides a ccess to Miami International Airport north and east of SR 836 and 
to the Dadeland Mall at SW 88th Street. This SR 826 southern segment (from US 1 
to SR 836) is the final segment of a larger express lanes project for the SR 826 
corridor. The northern segmen t, which extends from SR 836 to I -75, is already under 
construction. When complete, this regional system will greatly improve capacity, 
safety, connectivity and peak -hour travel times.  
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Freight �² SR 826 is an integra l component of the regional freight netw ork carrying 
over 10,000 trucks a day according to the 2014 Miami -Dade County Freight Plan 
Update. The addition of express lanes along SR 826 would create a more efficient 
roadway network, improving traffic flow in t he general use lanes. While trucks are 
not allowed in express lanes, the enhanced traffic conditions along SR 826 would 
aid in the movement and delivery of freight.  
 
Emergency Evacuation �² In accordance with the Miami -�'�D�G�H�·�V���&�R�P�S�U�H�K�H�Q�V�L�Y�H��
Development Maste r Plan, SR 826 is listed as a local evac uation route in Miami -
Dade County. This corridor is critical in facilitating traffic movement during 
emergency evacuation periods as it connects to other major arterials and 
highways of the state evacuation route net work. Increasing the capacity of the 
SR 826 corridor will reduce evacuation times needed for residents of Miami -Dade 
County during emergency and hurricane evacuations.  
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2.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS  
 
SR 826, between US 1 and SR 874, consists of five to six 12 -foot wide general use 
lanes (three lanes  in the northbound direction and two to three lanes in the 
southbound direction) with 12 -foot wide auxiliary lanes at selected locations, 11.5 -
foot to 13 -fo ot wide paved outside shoulders, 11 -foot wide paved inside 
shoulders, a 2 -foot wide median barrier w all, and outside barrier walls. Between 
SR 874 and SR 836 the corridor consists primarily of twelve 11 -foot to 14 -foot 
general use lanes (six lanes in each direction), 8 -foot to 10.5 -foot wide outside 
shoulders, 11 -foot wide paved inside shoulders, a 2 -foo t wide median barrier wall, 
and outside barrier walls. The two typical sections for SR 826 are depicted below 
in Figure 2-1 and Figure 2-2.  
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Figure 2 - 1: Existing Roadway Typical Section between US 1 and SR 874 

 

 
Figure 2 - 2: Existing Roadway Typical Section between SR 874 and SR 836  
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The existing limited access right -of -way varies within the study limits. The right -of -
way is generally consistent throughout the corridor except at the intercha nges, 
where it varies to accommodate entrance and exit ramps. Table 2 -1 summarizes 
the available right -of -way along the corridor.  
 

Table 2 - 1: Summary of Existing Right -of-Way  

Source : FDOT ROW Survey 

  

 Roadway Section  
Right-of-Way  
Width (feet)  

US 1 SW 104th Street �² SR 826 118 

SR 826 

SW 98th Street �² SW 88th Street (Northbound Ramp)  154 
SW 98th Street �² SW 88th Street (Southbound Ramp)  147 
SW 88th Street �² Sunset Drive 210 
Sunset Drive �² Miller Drive  205 
Miller Drive �² SR 874 350 
SR 874 �² Bird Road  360 
Bird Road �² Coral Way  317 
Coral Way �² SW 8th Street  200 
SW 8th Street �² Flagler Street  250 
Flagler Street �² SR 836 460 

SR 874 Miller Drive �² SR 826 248 
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3.0 PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
 
Alternatives evaluated during  the PD&E Study include the No -Build Alternative 
and the Build Alternatives as described below. Alternatives were developed and 
evaluated based on the ability to meet the project purpose and needs.  
 
�x No-Build Alternative �² The No-Build (no construction) Al ternative will include 

currently planned and programmed improvements.  
�x Build Alternatives �² The three recommended alternatives from the SR 826 

Planning Feasibility Study will be evaluated during the PD&E Study.  
�x Alternative 1 p roposes one express lane in e ach direction between SW 56th 

Street and SR 874 and two express lanes in each direction between SR 874 
and SR 836.  

�x Alternative 2 proposes one express lane in each direction between US 1 
and SR 874 and two express lanes between  SR 874 and SR 836.  

�x Alternat ive 3 proposes one express lane in each direction between US 1 
and SR 874 and two express lanes between SR 874 and SR 836, one at -grade 
and one elevated.  

 
The PD&E Study will identify other types of reasonable corridor and interchange 
improvements to suppo rt the optimal operations of the express lanes system.  
 
3.1 No-Build Alternative  
 
The No-Build Alternative proposes to keep the existing corridor into the  future 
without corridor improvements. No traffic capacity, operation, or safety 
improvements would b e implemented throughout the corridor. The effect 
associated with this alternative includes the acceptance of existing highly 
congested traffic conditions.  Also, travel demand and truck traffic will increase 
significantly over the next 20 years, given the continued growth expected in this 
area of Miami -Dade County. This alternative is considered to be a viable 
alternative to serve as a comparison to the stud �\�·�V���S�U�R�S�R�V�H�G���F�R�U�U�L�G�R�U���D�O�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�Y�H�V�� 
 
The No-Build Alternative has a number of positive aspects, since  it would not 
require expenditure of public funds for design, construction, right -of -way and/or 
utility relocation. Traffic would not be temporarily disrup ted due to construction, 
avoiding inconveniences to local residents and businesses. Also, there would  be 
no direct or secondary impacts to the environment, the socio -economic 
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characteristics, community cohesion, or system linkage of the area. The No -Build 
Alternative includes the existing transportation network and any funded, planned 
or programmed improv ements open to traffic by the design year 2045. The No -
Build A�O�W�H�U�Q�D�W�L�Y�H�� �L�Q�F�O�X�G�H�V�� �L�P�S�U�R�Y�H�P�H�Q�W�V�� �W�K�D�W�� �D�U�H�� �H�O�H�P�H�Q�W�V�� �R�I�� �W�K�H�� �0�3�2�·�V��
Transportation Improvement Pr ogram, the 2040 Miami -Dade Cost Feasible Long 
�5�D�Q�J�H���7�U�D�Q�V�S�R�U�W�D�W�L�R�Q���3�O�D�Q�����/�5�7�3������ �W�K�H���)�'�2�7�·�V���$�G�R�S�W�H�G���)�Lve -Year Work Program, 
any local government comprehensive plans and/or any development mitigation 
improvement projects that are elements of approved develop ment orders.  
 
The SR 826 corridor, north of SR 874, has a 14 -foot wide inside travel lane. This lane 
is intended to be a High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane once the final 
improvements are completed at the SR 826/SR 836 Interchange. However, these 
lanes were  never officially designated. This lane was designated as an HOV lane 
as part of the previous SR 826 Corridor Master Plan and PD&E Study.  
 
The No-Build roadway typical sections, within the study limits, are the same as the 
existing sections plus any futur e planned improvements. SR 826, between US 1 and 
SR 874, consists of five to six 12-foot wide general  use lanes (three lanes in the 
northbound direction and two to three lanes in the southbound direction) with 12 -
foot wide auxiliary lanes at selected locat ions, 11.5-foot to 13 -foot wide paved 
outside shoulders, 11 -foot wide paved inside shoulders, a 2 -foo t wide median 
barrier wall, and outside barrier walls. Between SR 874 and SR 836 the corridor 
consists primarily of twelve 11 -foot to 14 -foot general use l anes (six lanes in each 
direction), 8 -foot to 10.5 -foot wide outside shoulders, 11 -foot wide paved in side 
shoulders, a 2 -foot wide center barrier wall, and outside barrier walls. The two 
typical sections for SR 826 are depicted in Figure 3-1 and Figure 3-2. 
 
FDOT is currently constructing a SR 826 project adding express lanes between SW 
8th Street and I -75 (FPID# 432687-1-52-01), which partially overlaps with the PD&E 
Study limits. These improvements are expected to be open to traffic before the 
implementat ion of this project. Therefore, these improvements will be considered 
as part of the No -Build Alterna tive (see Figure 3-3 and  Figure 3-4).  
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Figure 3 - 1: No-Build Roadway Typical Section between US 1 and SR 874  

 

 
Figure 3 - 2: No-Build Roadway Typical Section between SR 874 and SR 836  
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Figure 3 - 3: No-Build Schematic Line Diagram  
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Figure 3 - 4: No-Build Alternative Lane Geometry and Configuration (1 of 4)  
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Figure 3 - 4: No-Build Alternative Lane Geometry and Configuration (2 of 4)  



       SR 826/Palmetto Expressway Express Lanes PD&E Study 
                                                                                                         Contamination Screening Evaluation Report 
 

Page 19 
 

 
Figure 3 - 4: No-Build Alternative Lane Geometry and Configuration (3 of 4)  
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Figure 3 - 4: No-Build Alternative Lane Geometry and Configuration (4 of 4)
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3.2 Build Alternatives  
 
The objective of this PD&E Study is to evaluate alternatives that will addre ss 
existing and projected traffic operating deficiencies along this section of SR 826. 
In order to keep up with the growing traffic demand within the study area, three 
Build Altern atives have been considered in this PD&E Study. All three alternatives 
propo se to add express lanes (extend to the south) along this segment of SR 826 
with access points at selected locations to enter and exit the express lanes system. 
The express lanes wi ll be buffer -separated from the general use lanes with express 
lane markers.    
 
Alternative 1 proposes one express lane in each direction between SW 56th Street 
and SR 874 and two express lanes in each direction between SR 874 and SR 836. 
The express lanes  system will begin and end one lane on SR 874 and one lane 
south of SW 56th Street. This alternative recommends four express lane access 
points, which includes a SR 836 ramp flyover system -to -system connecting SR 826 
northbound to SR 836 eastbound and SR 8 36 westbound to SR 826 southbound 
median -to -median.  
 
Alternative 2 proposes  one express lane in each direction between US 1 and SR 
874 and two express lanes between SR 874 and SR 836. The express lanes system 
will begin and end one lane on SR 874 and one lane north of US 1. This alternative 
proposes four express lanes access poin ts, which includes a SR 836 ramp flyover 
system-to -system connecting SR 826 northbound to SR 836 eastbound and SR 836 
westbound to SR 826 southbound median -to -median. The express l anes in this 
alternative will have a direct connection with the Miami -Dade T ransit (MDT) US 1 
South Miami -Dade Busway Corridor.   
 
Alternative 3 proposes one express lane in each direction between US 1 and SR 
874 and two express lanes between SR 874 and SR 836, one at -grade and one 
elevated. The elevated express lanes will be loc ated along the median and the 
at -grade express lanes will be locate d between the median and the general use 
lanes separated by a buffer with express lane markers. This alternative proposes 
four express lanes access points. In this alternative the elevated express lanes will 
only service traffic between SR 874 and SR 836 t o and from the east. The elevated 
express lanes will not have any access with the at -grade express lanes or the SR 
826 general use lanes. The objective of the elevated express lanes concep t is to 
completely bypass the SR 826 corridor between SR 874 and SR  836, which is the 
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main origin and destination pattern of the area. The SR 836 connection will be a 
ramp flyover system -to -system connecting SR 874 northbound to SR 836 
eastbound and SR 836  westbound to SR 874 southbound median -to -median. The 
express lanes  in this alternative will have a direct connection with the MDT US 1 
South Miami -Dade Busway Corridor.  
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4.0 METHODOLOGY 
 
4.1 Site Reconnaissance  
 
A site reconnaissance was performed on May  31, 2019 to document existing 
conditions and evaluate whether current development could be responsible for 
hazardous materials or petroleum contamination of soil or groundwater which 
could impact the project area. Photographs taken during the site reconna issance 
an d the field notes are attached as Appendix A .  
 
In summary, the project corridor runs along SR 826 from US 1 / South Dixie Highway 
to SR 836 / Dolphin Expressway . The project area was visually inspected for 
evidence of contamination such as stres sed vegeta tion, vent and fill pipes, 
accumulated areas of debris, evidence of buried materials, areas of soil staining, 
etc. The site reconnaissance did not indicate any other potential contamination 
related issues other than the concerns described below.  
 
4.2 Aeria l Photography Review  
 
Historical aerial photographs of the project corridor were reviewed to evaluate 
past land use and to identify areas which raise concern for potential hazardous 
materials or petroleum contamination so that these areas may be investigated 
during the review o f the agency records and site inspection.  
 
Aerial photographs of the project corridor from 1950 to 2019 available at the 
Miami -Dade County Public Works Department were reviewed to evaluate 
historical land uses to determine potential contamination concerns . No additional 
concerns  were identified  from t he aerial photography review . A summary of the 
review of historical aerial photography is provided in Table 4 -1.  
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Table 4 - 1: Summary of Aerial Photograph Review  
Aerial 
Date  

Summary of Observed Conditions/Identified Concerns  

1950 

The area to the west of SR 826 appears to be sparsely developed with residential and 
commercial properties. The area east of SR 826 appears to consist of more residentia l 
development including single -family homes and apartments, but insignificant 
commercial development. In the south, the area east and west of the SR 826 is 
undeveloped and covered with trees and/or agricultural areas.  The area to the west 
of the starting p oint of the corridor is undeveloped.  

1953 

The area to the west of SR 826 appears to be sparsely developed with residential and 
commercial properties. The area east of SR 826 contains residential development 
consisting of single -family homes and apartments , but little commercial 
development.  

1956 
Increase in residential and commercial development. Tropical Park appears to be 
under construction. In the south, the area east and west of the palmetto is 
undeveloped and covered with trees and/or agricultural.   

1963 

Development continues along SR 826. L ittle expansion on SR 836 along the south of 
the Miami International Airport and east of SR 826. SR 836 does not appear to be 
connected to SR 826. Increased commercial development and construction in the 
area betw een SR 836 and NW 7th Street. Development o f new lakes in this area.  The 
area to the west of the starting point of the corridor remains undeveloped. New 
highway ramps were constructed that connected SR 826 to the Don Shula 
Expressway. Significant increase in residential development south of the Don  Shula 
Expressway (near Glenvar Heights, Kendall, Pinecrest)  

1970 

Development continues along SR 826. Increased construction in the area between 
the 836 Dolphin Expressway and NW 7th Street. Development of new la kes in this area.  
The area to the west of the starting point of the corridor is beginning to see an 
increase in construction for commercial development.  The area to the west of SR 826 
shows commercial and residential development. The area to the east of SR  826 shows 
an increase in residential deve lopment, primarily single -family homes. New highway 
ramps connecting the Don Shula expressway. Significant increase in residential 
development south of the Don Shula Expressway (near Glenvar Heights, Kendall, 
Pinec rest) 
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Aerial 
Date  

Summary of Observed Conditions/Identified Concerns  

1975 

Increase in commercial develop ment to the west and east of SR 826. Ongoing 
construction of SR 836 to the west of SR 826 at the intersection of the highways.  
Development of lakes to the east of SR 826  /  836 intersection. Land has been cleared 
and few commercial properties developed. An other small lake has also been formed 
to the east. The area east of SR 826 appears to be a fully developed residential area. 
Minor increase in commercial development to the east and west of SR 826. Area to 
the west  of SR 826 shows relatively same amount of  residential development. Lake 
developed due to land clearing activities east of SR 826 and Coral Way. Land 
clearing activities observed to the west of SR 826 / 874 intersection.  Land clearing 
activities ongoing in  area east of SR 826 / 874 intersection. Area with some trees has 
dirt roads in it, but no sign of dumping. Increase of commercial development in that 
area. Land west of SR 826 and SW 88th Street has been cleared partiall y for residential 
development.  

1980 

West of SR 826 near the intersection with  SR 836 land was cleared , and new 
commercial area was developed. Aerial shows a new lake has been developed in a 
construction area. There is still an area that is cleared but no  ongoing construction is 
shown. To the east of SR 826, land appears to be cleared next to the Miami 
International Airport; possibly roads for traffic. SR 826 appears to have expanded. 
Land has been cleared for additional commercial properties. MIA runway i s under 
construction. Land developm ent activities observed for commercial development. 
Area east of SR 826 appears to have remained relatively the same. Land clearing 
activities observed to the west of SR 826 / 874 intersection. Two lakes developed as a 
result of construction activities. In crease in commercial development in area east of 
SR 826 / 874 intersection. Minor increase in land development activities to the east 
and west of SR 826 and Pinecrest Pkwy intersection. Minor increase in land 
development activities to the west of Pinecrest  Pkwy near Killian Drive.  

1982 

Clearing of land and commercial development has increased to the east of SR 826 
near the SR 826 /  836 intersection. The previously developed lake in the same area 
has increased in size. Sm all triangular piece of land has be en cleared partially. 
Wooded area west of SR 826 is partially cleared and dirt roads are seen. Minimal 
increase in residential development.  

1985 

Minor increase in the development of the land for commercial properties. Ar ea 
stayed relatively the same. Smal l area to east of SR 826 (at the starting point of the 
corridor) shows roads leading into a grass area that appears to have been cleared 
or might still be in the process of being cleared but has some type of debris near t he 
center. MIA runway construction is complete. Small increase in commercial 
development east of SR 826 and north of SR 836. Small lake previously identified on 
the left no longer there; land was cleared but small road apparent �² possibly staging 
area. Woo ded area east of SR 826 appears to have ongoing construction.  
Land development activities to the west of SR 826. Area to the west of SR 826 and SW 
88th Street shows increase in residential development. Small area near Snapper 
Creek Expwy and S Dixie Highw ay has been cleared for land develo pment.  
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Aerial 
Date  

Summary of Observed Conditions/Identified Concerns  

1987 

Land mentioned from 1985 is now entirely cleared. Area to the west of SR 826 has 
increased slightly in commercial development. Area to the east of SR 826 corridor 
starting point has remained relatively the same as from 1985. Previously mentio ned 
area with small lake has been abandoned; land is now a grassy area with trees. 
Otherwise, area stayed relatively the same. Increase in residential area west of SR 826 
and West Flagler street. 4 new lakes were developed. Increase in commercial 
developme nt. Land devel opment activities to the west of SR 826. Tropical Park 
construction is complete. Small area near Snapper Creek Expwy and S . Dixie Highway 
completed construction of a parking lot. Additional increase in land development 
activities to the west of Pinecrest P kwy near Killian Drive; appears to be commercial 
development.  

1990 

Commercial development increases to the west of SR 826 corridor starting point.  
Land development activities to the west of SR 826. Rehabilitation center construction 
east o f SR 826 near Coral Way in the same lot where a Mobil Gas Station has existed. 
Area east of the SR 826 /  874 intersection appears to be fully developed 
commercially.  Area to the west of  SR 826 and SW 88th Street shows increase in 
residential development. M inor increase in land development activities to the west of 
Pinecrest Pkwy near Killian Drive for residential development.  

1994 

The area to the west of the starting point of the corridor shows commercial 
development along SW 12th street. On the corner of  SW 40th Street and west of SR 
826, there is a shopping center and several other commercial buildings. Commercial 
area (shopping centers) developed near N Kendall Dr and the South Dixie Highway. 
Land cleared near SR 826 and the N Kendall Dr highway ramp; t rees replanted.  

1999 

Construction of new learning center in a commercial plaza near SW 79th street and 
SR 826. Commercial area developed near SW 40th Street and west of SR 826 (new 
buildings include a Target, liquor store, and shopping center).  Commercia l are a 
developed on the east of SR 826 where it intersects with the Don Shula Expressway. 
Construction staging shown on SW 56th street and SW 77th Court. Residential 
development near SW 72nd Street and SW 78th Court.  Construction of a building 
shown near S W 88th Avenue. Increase in residential development near SW 103rd 
Street and SW 79th Ave.  

2004 

Learning center in a commercial plaza was demolished near SW 79th Street and SR 
826. Construction on several churches near SW 56th street and SW 77th Court. 
Con struc tion of a building shown near SW 88th Avenue. Construction of a learning 
center with multiple buildings shown near SW 88th Avenue. Land was cleared near 
SW 90th Way and Dadeland Blvd. Commercial building added along SW 77th Ave 
and SW 98th Street. Van  and storage building near SW 104th Street and west of the 
corridor constructed a new parking lot.  
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Aerial 
Date  

Summary of Observed Conditions/Identified Concerns  

2009 

Additional residential homes were constructed to the west of SR 826. Residential 
development near SW 72nd Street and SW 78th Court. Area cleared near SW 72nd 
Street and SW 72nd Court; nothing was done with this land other than planting a few 
trees. Area cleared near SW 72nd Ave . and SW 82nd Street; current aerials show  
apartment complex. New residential area constructed near SW 90th Way and 
Dadeland Blv d. Park area near SW 97th Street and SW 77th Ave enclosed by a fence.  

2013 

Area south of SW 12th Street and east of SR 826 shows staging for construction. Park 
area near  SW 97th Street and SW 77th Ave . that was previously enclosed by a fence 
added a new b uilding. Shopping plaza near SW 104th Street and west of the corridor  
partially cleared off for future development.  

2017 

Parking lot near SW 79th Street and SR 826 was expanded where learning center was 
demolished. Area south of SW 12th Street and east o f SR 826 appears to have been 
cleared. Shopping plaza near SW 104th Street and west of the corridor that was 
cleared off now is a grass area. Area north of the plaza is s hown to be cleared for 
construction, and a new Winn Dixie was built later the same yea r. Area to the east of 
the plaza shows a grass area only where there used to stand a building.  

2019 

Commercial development remained about the same. Clearing of an area east of 
the corridor near Old Dixie Highway and Denicke St. Shopping plaza near SW 104 th 
Street and west of the corridor . Area to the east of the plaza , where there was 
previously a grass area , was replaced with a parking lot and construction of new 
commercial building plaza. A new building was constructed to the south of the plaza  
as well .  
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4.3 Public Record Review  
 
The evaluation of the potential for contamination to exist within the study limits 
involved a review of information available in the Public Record regarding 
registered hazardous waste generators, transporters, and users as w ell as 
registered petroleum storage facilities, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Superfund or potential Superfund sites, and sites where releases or discharges of 
hazardous materials have been reported to regulatory agencies. The public file 
review sum maries were provided by Environmenta l Data Resources, Inc. (EDR). 
The EDR report is provided as Appendix B. In addition to the review of the 
summaries provided by EDR, available regulatory agency files were reviewed for 
sites included in later sections. Co pies of relevant documents for High risk sites are 
provided in Appendix C.  
 
The EDR screening tool maps the  approximate locations of sites with known or 
potential environmental liabilities based on information contained in various 
federal and state databa ses. These databases include:  
 

1. Federal NPL Site List 
2. Federal Delisted NPL Site List  
3. Federal Comprehensive En vironmental Response, Compensation, and 

Liability Information System (CERCLIS) List  
4. Federal CERCLIS NFRAP Site List; 
5. Federal RCRA CORRACTS Facilitie s List 
6. Federal RCRA non -CORRACTS TSD Facilities List 
7. Federal RCRA Generators List  

�ƒ Large Quantity Generators (LQG) of Hazardous Wastes  
�ƒ Small Quantity Generators (SQG) of Hazardous Wastes  
�ƒ Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators (CESQG) of 

Hazardous Wa stes 
8. Federal Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) List  
9. State - and Tribal -equivalent CERCLIS  

�ƒ Florida �·�V���6�W�D�W�H-Funded Action Sites (FL SHWS) 
10. State and Tribal Landfill and/or Solid Waste Disposal Site Lists  
11. State and Tribal Leaking Storage Tanks Lists  
12. State and Tribal Registered Storage Tank Lists  

�ƒ Florida UST Database  
�ƒ Florida AST Database  
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13. State and tribal Voluntary Cleanup Sites  
�ƒ Florida Voluntary Cleanup Program database (FL VCP)  

14. Local lists of Hazardous Waste / Contaminated Sties  
�ƒ Florida Priority Clea ners list from the Department of Environmental 

Protection  
15. Other Ascertainable Records  

�ƒ RCRA NonGen /  NLR (facilities that no longer generate hazardous 
wastes).  

�ƒ FL Miami-Dade County HWS Hazardous Waste Agency from the Miami -
Dade County Department of Environ mental Resources Management.   

�ƒ Florida Drycleaners list, from the Florida Department of Environmental  
Protection.  

�ƒ FL Miami-Dade IW: Miami -Dade County Industrial Waste List 
(Department of Environmental Resources Management).  

�ƒ FL DWM CONTAM: A listing of act ive or known sites that need cleanup 
but are not actively being working on because the agency curren tly 
does not have funding (primarily petroleum and dry -cleaning ). 

 
All facilities listed in the EDR report were considered for inclusion. Facilities that are 
permitted, but not included in databases that list the sites with potential 
contamination concerns were removed from consideration for further review. All 
facilities listed in the contaminated sites databases in the EDR that had a potential 
to have an impact to the project were included  in the review. This includes, but is 
not limited to, all facilities with underground and above ground storage tanks, 
drycleaners, landfills, and other industrial waste (IW) generators.  
 
All facilities listed in the EDR that had a potential to have an impact to the project 
were included in the review. This included, but was not limited to, all facilities with 
underground and above ground storage tanks, drycleaners, landfills, RCRA -LQG 
and other industrial waste (IW) generators.  
 
4.4 Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP)  
 
The FDEP has compiled several database lists which are useful in identifying 
potential sources of soil or groundwater contamination within the study ar ea. The 
following FDEP lists were reviewed within a 1-mile radius of the project corridor:  
 

1. Registered Underground Storage Tanks (REG UST),  
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2. Leaking Undergr ound Storage Tanks (LUST), 
3. State Sites [Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 

Liability Information System (CERCLIS) and National Priorities List (NPL) 
Equivalents], and  

4. Solid Waste Landfills (SWL) 
 
The above listing contains the common abbreviation for each datab ase. Lists 1 
and 2 (REG UST and LUST) document facilities with registered underground fuel 
storage tanks and facilities where leaking underground storage tanks or fuel spills 
have been reported, respectively. Lists 3 and 4 (CERCL IS/NPL and SWL) document 
sites where known hazardous material contamination exists and the existence of 
registered or known landfills, respectively.  
 
4.5 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
 
The USEPA has also compiled several lists used for identifying p otential sources of 
hazardous materials contamination within the study area. The lists reviewed for 
this evaluation include:  
 

1. Facility Index System (FINDS),  
2. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Treatment, Storage, 

Disposal,  
3. RCRA Corrective Action  Sites, 
4. RCRA Generat or,  
5. RCRA No Longer Regulated Generator,  
6. Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS),  
7. Toxic Release Inventory System,  
8. CERCLIS, 
9. NPL, and  
10.National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES).  

 
The above listings contain the common  abbreviation for ea ch database. The 
FINDS list indicates businesses or organizations which are subject to EPA 
regulations. The list further indicates which USEPA program office has responsibility 
for facilities contained in the FINDS list. The RCRA list i s generated by the U SEPA 
office which is responsible for management of hazardous wastes. Being listed on 
the FINDS or RCRA list does not mean that there is a contamination problem, but 
merely indicates that the facility is properly registered with the USEP A. The ERNS list 
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is a report documenting spills at which emergency assistance was required to 
abate any imminent danger to the environment or health and safety of the 
public. The CERCLIS list is a master list of all potential Superfund sites. The NPL list 
includes active Supe rfund sites. The NPDES is a list of facilities receiving and 
discharging effluents to and from the environment.  
 
4.6 Miami -Dade County Department of Environmental Resources Management 
(DERM) 
 
The DERM has been contracted by the FDEP to perform inspections and maintain 
records of each registered underground and aboveground petroleum facilities in 
Miami -Dade County, Florida.  Due to this, for some of the sites with contamination 
concerns, DERM is the lead regulatory agency. Additionally, DE RM manag es 
other contaminated sites with non -petroleum contamination.   
 
4.7 Agency Coordination  
 
Agency  coordination to obtain contamination -related information occurred 
through the ETDM Planning and Programming Screening (ETDM #14308). The 
latest ETDM Programmin g Screening Summary Report was published on March 30, 
2017. For the SR 826 (Palmetto Expressway) from US 1 (SR 5) to SR 836 (Dolphin 
Expressway) project, the FDEP and the South Florida Water Management District 
(SFWMD) reviewed the project and list �H�G���D���G�H�J�U�H�H���R�I�� �H�I�I�H�F�W�� �R�I�� �´�0�R�G�H�U�D�W�H�µ���I�R�U��
contamination. The USEPA reviewed the project and listed a degree of effect of 
�´�6�X�E�V�W�D�Q�W�L�D�O�µ���I�R�U���F�R�Q�W�D�P�L�Q�D�W�L�R�Q�����7he Summary Degree of Effect for contaminated 
�V�L�W�H�V���Z�D�V���D�O�V�R���O�L�V�W�H�G���D�V���´�6�X�E�V�W�D�Q�W�L�D�O�µ���I�R�U���F�R�Q�W�D�P�L�Q�D�W�L�R�Q���Ior this project in the ETDM 
Programming Screening Summary Report. The relevant sections of the ETDM 
Programming Screening Summary Report have been provid ed as Appendix D. 
Additional agency coordination efforts relevant to each potential contaminated 
area a re discussed in the following sections of this report.  
 
4.8 Contamination Potential Risk Ranking System  
 
For sites identified in the Public Record as hav ing reported contamination to a 
regulatory agency (FDEP, USEPA, and DERM), a search of available regula tory 
agency files database was made to gather information on the nature and extent 
of reported contamination.  
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After gathering and reviewing the above i nformation and performing the site 
reconnaissance, a contamination risk ranking was assigned to sites t hat were 
identified as having a potential risk of existing soil or groundwater contamination. 
Please note that the contamination risk potential rating is  based on current 
conditions and may not reflect conditions which may exist in the future.  
 
The contami nation potential risk or rating system follows the  FDOT Chapter 20 
PD&E guidelines (dated January 14, 2019) and can be defined by the following 
four cate gories:  
 
1. No - A review of available information on the property and a review of the 

conceptual or desig n plans indicates there is no potential contamination 
impact to the project. It is possible that contaminants have been handled on 
the property. However, findings fr om the Level I evaluation indicate that 
contamination impacts are not expected.  
 

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

3. Medium - After a review of conceptual or design plans and findings  from a 
Level I evaluation, a potential contamination impact to the project has been 
identified. If there is insufficient information (such as regulatory records or site 
historical documents) to make a determination as to the potential for 
contamination im pact, and there is reasonable suspicion that contamination 
�P�D�\���H�[�L�V�W�����W�K�H���S�U�R�S�H�U�W�\���V�K�R�X�O�G���E�H���U�D�W�H�G���D�W���O�H�D�V�W���D�V���D���´�0�H�G�L�X�P�µ�����3�U�R�S�H�U�W�L�H�V���X�V�H�G��
historically as gasoline s tations and which have not been evaluated or 
assessed by regulatory agencies, sites with ab andoned in place underground 
petroleum storage tanks or currently operating gasoline stations should 
receive this rating.  
 

4. High - After a review of all available information and conceptual or design 
plans, there is appropriate analytical data that shows c ontamination will 
substantially impact construction activities, have implications to right -of -way 
acquisition or have other poten tial transfer of contamination related liability to 
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the FDOT. A recommendation for each site with a rating of medium or high 
should include a listing of the analytical parameters of concern and media 
(e.g., soil, groundwater), a discussion of potential inv olvement with right -of -
way acquisition and/or construction and if the site is anticipated to warrant 
additional (Level II or II I) assessment. 
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5.0 LAND USE 
 
The SR 826 South Express Lanes Corridor is located in Miami -Dade County, which 
is part of the So utheast Florida Region of Palm Beach, Broward , and Miami -Dade 
Counties. No natural upland areas exist along the project corrido r.  
 
A total of 15 land use classifications were identified within the project study area. 
Table 5 -1 lists the acreage and percentage of each land use type within the 
project study area. An aerial map depicting the generalized FLUCFCS boundaries 
of existin g land uses within the Build Alternatives is included as Figure 5-1. 
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Figure 5 - 1: Existing Land Use  
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Table 5 - 1: Existing Land Use/Vegetative Cover within the Project Study Area  
FLUCFCS 

Classific ation  
FLUCFCS Description Acres  Percent  

133 Multiple Dwelling Units - Low Rise 24.64 2.54% 
140 Commercial and Services  76.25 7.85% 
155 Other Light Industry  22.17 2.28% 
1411 Shopping Centers  34.4 3.54% 
111 Fixed Single Family Units  297.75 30.64% 
530 Reservoirs 17.58 1.81% 
185 Parks and Zoos  20.15 2.07% 
148 Cemeteries  18.99 1.95% 
170 Institutional  8.79 0.90% 
171 Educational Facilities  9.8 1.01% 
134 Multiple Dwelling Units - High Rise 38.58 3.97% 
812 Railroads and Railyards  1.55 0.16% 
814 Roads an d Highways  372.64 38.34% 
190 Open Land  2.73 0.28% 
510 Streams and Waterways  25.82 2.66% 
Total Land Use/Vegetative Cover  971.84 100% 

1 FDOT, FLUCFCS (Third edition), 1999. 
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6.0 HYDROLOGIC FEATURES 
 
The geology and the hydrology of the project area are provided in the following 
sections.  
 
6.1 Geology  
 
Beginning with the most recently deposited sediments, forming the top of the 
Biscayne Aquifer in Miami -Dade County is the relatively thin layer of quartz 
Pleistocene marine -terrace deposits grouped together  �D�V�� �W�K�H�� �´�3�D�P�O�L�F�R�� �6�D�Q�G�V���µ��
extending to a depth of a bout five feet below land surface. The Pamlico Sands 
are underlain by the Miami Oolite Limestone, a soft oolitic Pleistocene age 
limestone having extensive secondary porosity, generally less than 40 feet th ick. 
Underlying the Miami Oolite is the Pleistocen e age Anastasia Formation, a porous, 
sandy, shelly, limestone marl with nodular and shelly carbonate cemented 
sandstone interbedded with sand and approximately 100 feet thick. The Key 
�/�D�U�J�R�� �/�L�P�H�V�W�R�Q�H���� �D�� �´�F�U�\�V�W�D�O�O�L�Q�H���� �Y�H�U�\�� �S�R�U�R�X�V���� �F�R�U�D�O�O�L�Q�H�� �O�L�P�H�V�W�R�Q�H���µ�� �D�S�S�Hars as a 
localized lens in the Anastasia Formation. The upper part of the underlying 
Tamiami Formation, of Miocene -Pliocene age, consists of moldic limestone, 
calcareous sandstone, and sand. These units are  underlain by the Miocene -age 
Hawthorn Formation, �Z�K�L�F�K�� �L�V�� �F�R�P�S�R�V�H�G�� �R�I�� �´�L�Q�W�H�U�E�H�G�G�H�G�� �V�L�O�W�V�W�R�Q�H���� �F�O�D�\�V�W�R�Q�H����
�D�Q�G�� �T�X�D�U�W�]�� �V�D�Q�G���µ�� �'�X�H�� �W�R�� �W�K�H�L�U�� �O�R�Z�� �S�H�U�P�H�D�E�L�O�L�W�\���� �W�K�H�� �/�R�Z�H�U�� �7�D�P�L�D�P�L�� �)�R�U�P�D�W�L�R�Q��
and the Upper Hawthorne Formation comprise the intermediate confining lay er 
below the Biscayne Aquifer.  
 
6.1.1 Soils  
 
Based on the Soil Survey of Miami -Dade County, Florida, the project study area is 
comprised of four mapped soil units ( Figure 6-1). According  to the Hydric Soils of 
Florida Handbook, none of the four soil types  identified within the project study 
area are classified as hydric. Table 6 -1 lists the acreage and percentage of each 
mapped soil type within the Build Alternatives.  
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Figure 6 - 1: Soil Types and Coverage within the Project Study Area  
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Table 6 - 1: Soil Types and Coverage within the Project Study Area  
Mapped Soil Type  Hydric Y/N  Area (acres)  % of Total  

Water  * 34.98 4 
Udorthents -Water Complex  N 3.53 0 
Urban Land  N 714.55 74 
Udorthents, Limeston e Substratum -Urban 
Land Complex  N 217.42 22 
Opalocka Sand -Rock Outcrop Complex  N 1.35 0 
Total 971.84 100 

*unranked  

 
6.2 Hydrology  
 
Groundwater and surface water drainage are influenced by both local geology 
and topography. The water table generally conf orms to the land surface and 
lateral groundwater flow in the area of the site is slow due to the flat terrain. 
However, due to the highly transmissive characteristics of the underlying aquifer, 
there is a high potential for rapid movement of the groundwate r. 
 
The hydrology of the area consists of surface water bodies, shallow depressional 
wetlands, and groundwater. The Biscayne Aquifer underlies the project area as 
well as the entire Miami -Dade County. The Biscayne Aquifer is the principal sou rce 
of drinkin g water for Miami -Dade County. The aquifer is a surficial, unconfined 
aquifer, which extends from the ground surface to a depth of more than 300 feet 
along the coast. The depth to groundwater fluctuates from two to three feet 
above mean sea l evel during th e wet season to one foot above mean sea level 
during the dry season. Recharge of the aquifer is through infiltration of 
precipitation and surface water. Since the aquifer is surficial, the groundwater 
within it can be affected by various land  uses. The proposed project is not 
anticipated to have negative impacts to the Biscayne Aquifer system. All 
necessary precautions and best management practices pertaining to 
construction will be followed to prevent adverse impacts to the underlying sole 
source aquifer.  
 
The Miami -Dade County Wellfield Protection Program protects the aquifer by 
restricting land uses within the vicinity of the public wellfield. The section of the 
project corridor between SW 90th Street and SW 32nd  Street is within the maximum 
protection zo ne of Alexander Orr  Wellfield protection zone ; the section of the 
project corridor between SW 80 th Street to SW 40 th Street is within the Average Day 
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protection zone of Alexander Orr Wellfield protection zone; and the section of th e 
project corridor betwee n SW 80th Street and SW 58th Street is within the 210 Day 
protection zone of Alexander Orr Wellfield protection zone . No other part of the 
study area is located within the wellfield protection zone. All phases of work will 
comply w ith the requirements of Miami -Dade County Environmental Protection 
Ordinance (Section 24 of the Miami -Dade County Code). All necessary 
precautions and best management practices pertaining to construction will be 
followed to prevent adverse impacts to potab le water quality.  
 
Historically, the natural topography of South Florida has been flat. Precipitation 
has percolated into the surficial soils or was transported by sheet flow to the south 
into the Everglades or east to the coast via sloughs and rivers bisecting the 
Atlantic Coasta l Ridge. Both local geology and topography influence the 
groundwater and surface water drainage. Based on U.S. Geological Survey 
Report (Biscayne Aquifer, Southeast Region) Water Resources Investigations 78 -
107 prepared in cooperation with the USEPA,  the  regional direction of 
groundwater flow is to the southeast. Groundwater flow within the upper portion 
of the aquifer is influenced by the proximity of surface water bodies and may be 
variable.  
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7.0 CONTAMINATION CONCERNS 
 
The proposed project has been ev aluated and potential contamination 
concerns have been identified for the proposed viable project build alternatives. 
For the viable build concepts, the degree of potential contamination concerns is 
equivalent due to the location and distance of the potent ial contaminated sites 
with reference to the proposed project layout.  
 
As a result of a review of all available data, such as agency file reviews at  
Department of Environmental Resource Management ( DERM), and Florida 
Depa rtment of Environmental Protection (FDEP); the EDR database report; historic 
data reviews including aerial photography; and the site reconnaissance; the 
following 23 sites were identified to pose potential contamination concerns to the 
proposed project. Th e 23 identified sites, with risk rating  (low risk, medium risk , and 
high risk) associated with the project development, are described below. The 
locations of these sites are identified on Figure 7-1 and are summarized in Table 
7-1 and Table 7 -2. 
 
After a review of the information for the id entified sites, site reconnaissance was 
conducted to confirm the locations of these sites and to identify any additional 
sites that could pose potential contamination concerns to the proposed 
construction activit ies. The locations of identified sites are c onfirmed and no 
additional sites with potential contamination concerns were identified.  
 
 
 



 
       SR 826/Palmetto Expressway Express Lanes PD&E Study 

                                                                                                         Contamination Screening Evaluation Report 
 

Page 42 
 

Table 7 - 1: Potential Contaminated Sites in the Vicinity of the PD&E Study  

S
ite

 ID
 

Property Description  Facility ID  
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D
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m
  

P
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 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  

R
is

k 
R

at
in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

L1 
Amoco - Suniland  
11675 S Dixie Highway  
Miami, FL  33156 

8506127 FDEP No 
125 feet 
east  

Historic pe troleum 
contamination. 

SRCO approved in 
October 2018 . 

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L2 
Kendall Toyota  
10943 S Dixie Highway  
Miami, FL  33156 

9046819 FDEP Yes 
300 feet 
east  

NFA approved in 
July 2011. No 

regulatory files 
indicating type of 

contamination 
available.  

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L3 
Super Care Car Wash  
9650 S Dixie Highway  
Kendall FL  33156 

8504345 FDEP No 
400 feet 
east  

Historic petroleum 
contamination. NFA 
approved in January 

1998. 

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L4 
Frasse Helen F Estate 
7601 SW 76th Avenue, 
Miami, FL  33143 

9202815 FDEP No 
250 feet 
east  

NREQ status 
approved in 

October 2005 . 
LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L5 

Pamsco Transport Fuel 
Spill 
Highway 826, Miami, FL 
33143  

9802998 FDEP No 
Along the 
Corridor  

Historic soil 
cont amination on 

site. No  records 
available indicating 
type of groun dwa ter 

contamination.  

LOW LOW LOW LOW 



 
       SR 826/Palmetto Expressway Express Lanes PD&E Study 

                                                                                                         Contamination Screening Evaluation Report 
 

Page 43 
 

S
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Property Description  Facility ID  
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 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  

R
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k 
R

at
in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

L6 

Tolco Inc  
4550 SW 75th Avenue, 
Miami FL 33155 
 

9101569 FDEP No 
260 feet 
east  

Historic discharge 
occurred at the site. 

No additional 
information 

available regarding 
cleanup.  

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L7 
Camilo Muebles Inc  
4400 SW 75th Avenue, 
Miami, FL 33155 

8622877 FDEP No 
350 feet 
east  

Historic petroleum 
contamination. NFA 

approved in July 
1993. 

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L8 

Epperson Crane Service 
Inc Jack  
4300 SW 75th Avenue, 
Miami, FL 33155  

8942952 FDEP No 
300 feet 
east  

Historic petroleum 
contamination. 

SRCO approved in 
Februa ry 2007. 

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L9 
Alcazar - Tio Pepe  
7701 SW 40th Street 
Miami, FL 33155 

9047482 FDEP No 
300 feet 
west  

EDI application 
submitted for the 
site. No add itional  

regulatory files 
indicating type of 

contamination 
available.  

LOW LOW LOW LOW 
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S
ite

 ID
 

Property Description  Facility ID  
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 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  

R
is

k 
R

at
in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

L10 
Sunshine #201  
7798 SW 24th Street, FL 
33155 

8506212 FDEP Yes 
350 feet 
west  

Multiple discharges 
reported at the site 
for PAH and TRPH 

contamination. Site 
awaiting SRCO 

approval.  

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L11 

Barnett Bank of S -FL-
Midway  
7760 W Flagler Street  
Miami, FL 33144  

8736978 DERM No 
350 feet 
east  

Historic petroleum 
contamination. NFA 
approved in August 

2007. 

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

L12 

Miami International 
Airport Ash Landfill  
Perimeter Road and NW 
72nd Avenue  
Miami  

56827 FDEP No 

1100 feet 
north of 
836 E 
extension  

Vinyl chloride 
exceedance 

reported in 2017. All 
other CoCs rep orted 

having 
concentrations 

under MCLs.  

LOW LOW LOW LOW 

M1 

Marios  Finest Dry 
Cleaners and Shirt Salon  
12117 South Dixie 
Highway  
Miami, FL 
 

9500300/ 
ERIC_4315 

DERM No 
175 feet 
east  

TCE and cis-1,2 DCE 
contamination in 
groundwater and 

soil was 
contaminated with 
VOH. RAP operated 

during 1992. Post 
RAP, DERM 

MEDIUM NO MEDIUM MEDIUM 
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S
ite

 ID
 

Property Description  Facility ID  
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D
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 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  

R
is

k 
R

at
in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

requested addit ional 
assessments. 

M2 

Suniland Dry Cleaners  
11723 South Dixie 
Highway  
Miami, FL  33156 
 

9501329/ 
ERIC_4388 

FDEP No 
150 feet 
east  

Historical PCE and 
cis-DCE 

contaminat ion at 
the site. 

Remediation 
conducted at the 
site during 1996. 

Existing 
contamination at 

the site . 

MEDIUM NO MEDIUM MEDIUM 

M3 

Perlmutter Petroleum  
10601 S Dixie Highway  
Miami, FL  33156 
 

8505104 FDEP No 
150 feet 
east  

Historical PAH and 
TRPH contamination.  

Most recent 
assessment did not 

indicate presence of 
CoCs. Additional 

assessments 
planned for the site . 

MEDIUM NO MEDIUM MEDIUM 

M4 
7-Eleven Store #37580  
10345 S Dixie Hwy, 
Miami, FL  33156 

8505459 FDEP Yes 
120 feet 
east  

PAH contamination 
in soil between 0 -4 
feet and TRPH, PAH 

and BTEX 

MEDIUM NO MEDIUM MEDIUM 
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S
ite

 ID
 

Property Description  Facility ID  
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D
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 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  

R
is

k 
R

at
in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

contamination in 
groundwater.  

M5 

Dryclean USA #11121  
7420 SW 88th Street 
Miami FL 33156 
 

9502314/ 
ERIC_4432 

FDEP No 
400 feet 
east  

Historic 
tetrachloroethene 
contamination in 

soil. Currently 
quarterly m onitoring 
being conducted . 

MEDIUM NO MEDIUM MEDIUM 

M6 

Chevron #202666  
7625 SW 40th Street 
Miami, FL - 33155 
 

8504531 FDEP Yes 
400 feet 
east  

Benzene 
contamination 

existing at the site. 
Contamination 

plume contained 
within the site.  

MEDIUM MEDIUM MEDIUM MEDIUM 

M7 

Chevron #47667 - Tonys 
780 NW 72nd Avenue  
Miami, FL  33126 
 

8506267 FDEP No 

500 feet 
south of 
836 E 
extension  

Free product found 
at the site. No 
assessments 

conducted at the 
site. 

MEDIUM MEDIUM MEDIUM MEDIUM 

H1 

Sunshine 262 
10401 S Dixie Hwy, 
Miami , FL 33156 
 

8504621 FDEP Yes 
100 feet 
east  

TRPH and BTEX/MTBE 
contamination in soil 

and groundwater. 
Limited scope 

remedial action plan 

HIGH NO HIGH HIGH 
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S
ite

 ID
 

Property Description  Facility ID  
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D
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 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  

R
is

k 
R

at
in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

to be implemented 
at the site. 

H2 

FL Gasoline Station  
10045 S Dixie Hwy, 
Miami, FL 33156 
 

8735575 FDEP No 
150 feet 
east  

PAH contamination 
present in soil at 2 -
feet and in shallow 
groundwater. Lead 
contamination also 

present in 
groundwater. 

Remedial action 
plan pending to be 
implemented at the 

site. 

HIGH NO HIGH HIGH 

H3 

Last Detail Inc  
9790 S Dixie Hwy, Mia mi 
FL 33156 
 

884224 FDEP No 
150 feet 
east  

TRPH contamination 
present in soil. TRPH, 

BTEX and lead 
contamination 

present in 
groundwater. Pilot 

test study for 
remedial action plan 

is pending to be 
implemented.  

HIGH NO HIGH HIGH 
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S
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 ID
 

Property Description  Facility ID  

E
nv

iro
nm

en
ta

l 
C

om
pl

ia
nc

e 
A

ge
nc

y
 

R
eg

ul
at

ed
 S

to
ra

ge
 

Ta
nk

s 

D
is

ta
nc

e 
fro

m
  

P
ro

je
ct

 Contamination 
Concern/ 

Regulatory Status  
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R
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in

g Alternative Risk Rating  

A1 A2 A3 

H4 

Bridgestone Aircraft �² 
Former (Thompson @ 
Corp)  
7775 NW 12th Street  
Miami, FL - 33126 
 

9100886 FDEP No 
450 feet 
west  

Discharge reported 
in 1995. Cleanup 
activities planned 
but not performed 

yet to meet the 
groundwater 

petroleum cleanup 
criteria . 

HIGH HIGH HIGH HIGH 
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Table 7 - 2: Number of Potential Contaminated Sites in the Vici nity of the PD&E 
Study 

Project 
Alternative  

Contamination Risk  
No Low Medium  High  

1 0 12 7 4 
2 0 12 7 4 
3 0 12 7 4 
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Figure 7 - 1: Potential C ontamination Concerns  (1 of 9) 
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Figure 7 �² 1: Potential Contamination Concerns (2 of 9) 
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Figure 7 �² 1: Potential Contamination Concerns (3 of 9) 
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Figure 7 �² 1: Potential Contamination Concerns (4 of 9) 
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Figure 7 �² 1: Potential Contamination Concerns  (5 of 9) 
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Figure 7 �² 1: Potential Contamination Concerns (6 of 9) 
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Figure 7 �² 1: Potential Contamination Concerns (7 of 9) 
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