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2.6 GEOLOGY

The geological conditions at the Units 6 & 7 plant area are summarized in this section. The 

information is subdivided into three categories: physiography, stratigraphy, and structural 

geology.

The geological information in this section is based on the information contained in FSAR 

Subsection 2.5.1.

2.6.1 GEOLOGICAL CONDITIONS 

The Turkey Point plant property is located within the Atlantic Coastal Plains physiographic 

province (Figure 2.6-1). Elevation of the ground surface in the 200-mile radius site region varies 

from 3 feet below MSL to 345 feet above MSL (FDEP 2008). 

2.6.1.1 Physiography

The Turkey Point plant property is located within Miami-Dade County, Florida, approximately 25 

miles south of Miami, 8 miles east of Florida City, and 9 miles southeast of Homestead, Florida. 

The plant property is located within the Southern Slope sub-province of the Southern Zone 

physiographic subregion of the Florida Platform within the Atlantic Coastal Plain physiographic 

province (Figure 2.6-1) (Randazzo and Jones 1997 and White 1970). 

Surficial deposits at Units 6 & 7 consist of organic muck and the Miami Limestone (Figure 2.6-2). 

The organic muck is the dominant sediment type, whereas the Miami Limestone is located 

surficially in the northwestern portion of the plant area.

The plant area is at or near sea level with an existing elevation of –2.4 to 0.8 feet (NAVD 88) and 

is generally flat. The plant area is flat and uniform throughout with the exception of the vegetated 

depressions. The vegetative depressions are surficial dissolution features within the Miami 

Limestone and are described in FSAR Subsections 2.5.1, 2.5.3, and 2.5.4.4.

2.6.1.2 Stratigraphy

Strata sampled during the Units 6 & 7 subsurface investigation are shown in Figure 2.6-3 as they 

occur from the ground surface to a depth beneath the plant area. Most of the 88 borings drilled 

penetrate the Miami Limestone, Key Largo Limestone, and Fort Thompson Formation to a depth 

up to 125 feet. Thirty-four deeper borings penetrated into the underlying Tamiami Formation at 

approximately 115 feet and continued to a depth of approximately 150 feet. Two deep borings, B-

601 and B-701, penetrated into the Peace River Formation of the Hawthorn Group at depths 

ranging from 216 to 224 feet, respectively. Boring B-701 advanced into the Arcadia Formation of 

the Hawthorn Group at a depth of 455 feet before terminating at a final depth of 615.5 feet.
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2.6.1.3 Structural Geology

The Turkey Point plant property lies on the stable Florida carbonate platform, and no faults or 

folds are mapped within 25 miles. The plant property is on a tectonically stable region 

characterized by extremely low rates of seismicity. New data including geologic mapping and 

bedding attitudes inferred from lithologic contacts in boreholes indicate flat, planar bedding in 

Pleistocene and older units and an absence of geologic structures within the plant property. No 

topographic features within the vicinity of the plant area indicate the presence of surface faulting. 

Based on an analysis of aerial imagery, Grossman’s Hammock is the only lineament within the 

25-mile radius site vicinity. Grossman’s Hammock is a north-south-trending vegetated rock reef 8 

miles long. Based on ground penetrating radar analysis, there is no faulting associated with this 

feature (Kruse et al. 2000). Crone and Wheeler (2000) and Wheeler (2006) classify Grossman’s 

Hammock as a non-tectonic feature.

No geomorphic features or lineaments associated with faulting within the plant property were 

identified during analysis of aerial imagery. The lineament analysis did identify linear and 

ellipsoidal/circular features associated with changes in vegetation within the 5- and 0.6-mile radii 

of the plant area. These features are loci of more highly concentrated vegetation. These features 

are likely the result of the surficial dissolution of the limestone bedrock and are described in detail 

in FSAR Subsection 2.5.3.8.2. There is no geomorphic expression of these features or other 

evidence that would indicate tectonic faulting associated with these vegetation lineaments. Data 

obtained during site characterization indicated the absence of collapse sinkholes in the plant 

area.

Results of the subsurface exploration program at the plant area reveal continuous, horizontal 

stratigraphy, which precludes the presence of faults, folds, or structures related to tectonic 

deformation.
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Figure 2.6-1 Map of Physiographic Provinces

Modified from Randazzo and Jones 1997, White 1970
Note: Florida is within the Atlantic Coastal Plain physiographic province.
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Figure 2.6-2 Units 6 & 7 Geologic Map (0.6-Mile Radius)

Base sources: NOAA 2008 and FDEP 2004
Source of geologic information: Scott et al. 2001
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Figure 2.6-3 Turkey Point Site Stratigraphy

Note: These units were sampled during the Units 6 & 7 subsurface investigation.
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