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ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD 

BLAKE LEASING COMPANY, LLC – REAL 
ESTATE SERIES, as owner of KIRKLAND 
QUICK STOP, 
 
  Petitioner, 
 
v. 
 
ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY, VILLAGE OF KIRKLAND, ILLINOIS 
and SOO LINE RAILROAD COMPANY (d/b/a 
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY and 
CANADIAN PACIFIC), 
 
  Respondents. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
 
 
PCB 2018-026 
(Water Well Setback Exception) 

 
NOTICE OF FILING 

 To:  See Attached Certificate of Service. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 19th day of March, 2018, the Petitioner, Blake 
Leasing Company, LLC – Real Estate Series, as owner of Kirkland Quick Stop, filed the 
attached Reply to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency’s Response of December 6, 2017 
in PCB 2018-026, a copy of which is attached hereto and served upon you.    

Dated: March 19, 2018 Respectfully submitted,  
 
On behalf of Blake Leasing Company, LLC – 
Real Estate Series 
 
 
 

 

 /s/Charles F. Helsten 
  Charles F. Helsten 

One of Its Attorneys 
Charles F. Helsten   
HINSHAW & CULBERTSON LLP 
100 Park Avenue 
P.O. Box 1389 
Rockford, IL 61105-1389 
815-490-4900 
chelsten@hinshawlaw.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I, Charles F. Helsten, an attorney, certify that I have served the attached Blake Leasing 

Company, LLC – Real Estate Series, as owner of Kirkland Quick Stop’s Reply to the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency’s Response of December 6, 2017 in PCB 2018-026 on the 
named parties below via email and by certified mail, return receipt requested, by 5:00 p.m. on 
March 19, 2018, by depositing the attached in the U.S. Mail at Rockford, Illinois, with proper 
postage or delivery charge prepaid. 

 
Joanne M. Olson 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
Division of Legal Counsel  
1021 N. Grand Avenue East 
P.O. Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 
Joanne.Olson@Illinois.Gov 

Village of Kirkland 
Attn:  Ryan Block, Village President 
511 W. Main Street 
Kirkland, Illinois 60146 
Ryanblock.kirkland@gmail.com  

 
Brad Halloran 
Hearing Officer 
James R. Thompson Center 
100 W. Randolph, Suite 11-500 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Brad.Halloran@Illinois.Gov  
 

Bradford S. Stewart 
Zukowski, Rogers, Flood & McArdle 
50 Virginia Street 
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 
bstewart@zrfmlaw.com  

Don Brown, Clerk 
Illinois Pollution Control Board 
James R. Thompson Center 
100 West Randolph Street, Suite 11-500 
Chicago, IL 60601 
Don.Brown@Illinois.Gov 
 

CT Corporation System, Registered Agent 
Soo Line Railroad Company 
208 South LaSalle Street, Suite 814 
Chicago, IL 60604  
(Via Certified Mail Only) 

  
 
 
 

 /s/Charles F. Helsten 
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15-16013ma005  1401 Branding Avenue, Downers Grove, IL 60515 
Phone: (630) 427-8100    Fax: (630) 427-8129     

 
 

 

 
TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

 
 
Date:  March 16, 2018  
 
From:   Ron St. John, Steve Swenson; St. John – Mittelhauser & Associates, Inc. 
 
RE: Written Responses to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency’s 

Response of December 6, 2017 in Blake Leasing Company, LLC  
v. Illinois Environmental Protection Agency and Village of Kirkland;  
PCB 18-026 (Water Well Setback Exception). 

 
 
Blake Leasing is providing the following reply to questions posed by the Illinois Environmental 
Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) in the order they were presented in the Agency’s December 6, 2017 
Response, which are italicized below for clarity.  
 
1. A section in the Petition that discusses the potential impacts to groundwater and 

affected well. 
 

Response:   The UST system, consisting of three (3) single wall fiberglass 
USTs1 fitted with single wall fiberglass piping was installed at the Site in  
October 1993.  At that time of installation, spill containment and leak prevention 
consisted of secondary containment on the UST fill ports, pressure monitors 
sensors on the piping, and magnestrictive probes within the USTs.  The pressure 
monitors and magnestrictive probes were connected to a Veeder Root TSL 
system to provide both inventory control and system monitoring.   
 
In 2002, the single wall fiberglass piping was replaced with flexible double wall 
piping.  In addition, during the replacement of the fiberglass piping, the vent lines, 
dispensers, and canopy were upgraded.  With the installation of the double wall 
piping, the Veeder Root TSL system was upgraded to provide 24/7 pressure 
monitoring and leak detection within in the interstitial area of the double wall 
piping.  In 2003, the Risk Management Software for product inventory 
reconciliation was installed on the Veeder Root TSL system.   
 
In addition to the spill prevention and leak detection system described above, 
Blake Leasing contracts a third party to conduct “Tank Tightness” testing of both 
the product lines and the UST in accordance with 41 IAC 175.  The product lines 
and USTs are tightness tested as follows:  
 
 

                                                 
1
 The USTs were manufactured by Xerxes and covered by the manufacturer’s warranty through October 2023.  
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 Product Lines: Testing of the product lines consists of pressurizing the 
(drained) lines and monitoring the lines for a period of time to verify the 
lines are holding pressure.  A loss of pressure during testing would 
indicate a potential for a release. 
 

 USTs: Testing of the USTs is completed by sealing the vent lines and 
placing a vacuum on the USTs and then monitoring the USTs for a period 
of time to verify the USTs are holding a vacuum.  A loss of vacuum during 
testing would indicate a potential for a release.   

 
As discussed in Section 6.3.2 of the Technical Report (dated November 6, 2017), 
the USTs and product lines at the Site have always passed tightness testing.  
Based on the results of the tank tightness testing and the fact that Blake Leasing 
has not experienced a system alarm or discrepancy in its product inventory that 
would be indicative of a release, there is no empirical evidence that a release has 
occurred from this UST system.  Furthermore, under current operating 
conditions, there is no reason to anticipate that a release of petroleum from this 
UST system is likely to occur in the future.   
 
The Illinois EPA noted in its December 6, 2017 Response that the current UST 
system, with proper monitoring and maintenance, does not represent a significant 
hazard.  In that regard, should a system alarm, discrepancy in product inventory, 
or failure of a tightness testing occur, the UST system would be immediately shut 
down, thereby preventing a hazard.  The UST system would then be fully 
assessed and repaired by a licensed tank contractor under the direction of the 
Illinois State Fire Marshal prior to resuming operation.  Finally, a Site Assessment 
would be completed in accordance with 41 IAC Section 176 Subpart C to 
determine if a release had occurred. All of these precautionary measures, when 
considered as a whole, offer a significant level of protection.   
 
In its inquiry above, the Illinois EPA refers to the “potential impacts to 
groundwater and affected well”.  However, as previously noted in the Technical 
Report, the Site has experienced an actual historic release of petroleum into the 
groundwater.  The release to groundwater in the area was identified in 1989 
during the installation of a monitoring well and Leaking Underground Storage 
Tank (LUST) Incident No. 8917172 was assigned to the Site.  Groundwater 
samples collected at the Site in September 1991 identified the presence of 
benzene at concentrations as high as 15 mg/l.  Since 1991, the concentration of 
benzene has declined.  The highest concentration of benzene identified during 
the most recent sampling event (July 2017) was 0.133 mg/l.  (Please note that 
this release is associated with the previous UST system that was removed from 
the Site in October, 1993 and not from the current UST system operated by the 
current owner).   
 
 

                                                 
2
 The residual petroleum constituents associated with LUST Incident 891717 are currently being remediated in 

accordance with the Amended Corrective Action Plan & Budget submitted to the Illinois EPA on September 29, 2017 
and subsequently approved on November 2, 2017.     
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Although the exact date of the release is unknown, it is known to have occurred 
prior to 1989.  Since that time (over 28 years), petroleum contamination has been 
present in the groundwater below the Site.  Notwithstanding the fact that 
benzene is known to have been present in the uppermost water-bearing unit 
since at least 1989, analytical results from a groundwater sample collected from 
the Emergency Backup Well #1 in May of 2015 confirm that the petroleum 
contamination is not migrating vertically into the lower bedrock aquifers and 
impacting the municipal well.    
 
As has been previously documented and noted in other technical submittals for 
this Site, the lack of vertical migration of the petroleum contamination into the 
deeper bedrock aquifers is due to the presence of a 30-foot thick dense, dry, silty 
clay glacial till unit underlying the alluvial surficial sand and gravel unit.  To verify 
the competency of the 30-foot thick silty clay aquitard underlying the alluvial 
surficial sand and gravel unit, a pump test was conducted in August 2016 to 
determine if there was a hydraulic connection between surficial alluvial sand and 
gravel unit and the deeper bedrock aquifers in which the Village wells are 
completed.   
 
The pump test confirmed that there is no hydraulic connection between the 
alluvial sand and gravel aquifer at the Site and the deep bedrock aquifers where 
Emergency Backup Well #1 is installed.  This confirms that the 30-foot silty clay 
glacial till that separates the alluvial sand and gravel aquifer unit from the 
bedrock aquifers is an effective aquitard.  This aquitard significantly impedes the 
downward vertical migration of groundwater between the units and protects the 
bedrock aquifers in the vicinity of the Site from routes of contaminant migration 
occurring within the alluvial aquifer.  
 
In summary: 
 

 The current UST system includes secondary containment sumps, 
electronic monitoring for loss of pressure and/or the presence of water, 
and inventory control.  These features work together to prevent a release 
of petroleum from entering the environment and combine to provide a 
system of early detection should there be a failure within the UST system;   
 

 Since the installation of the current UST system in 1993, there is no empirical 
evidence that a release has occurred from this UST system.  Furthermore, as 
noted by the Illinois EPA, based on the operation of the current UST system, it is 
not anticipated that a release from this UST system is likely to occur in the future.  
Moreover, as noted above, an over-arching program of safeguards is in place 
which ensures that no such release would occur; 
 

 In 1989, a release of petroleum was identified in the groundwater below 
the Site.  The release is currently undergoing corrective action under the 
Illinois Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) program.  The release 
is not associated with the current UST system;  
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 A groundwater sample collected from the Emergency Backup Well #1 in  
May 2015 was below the reporting limits of the laboratory equipment  
(e.g. non-detect) for all BTEX and PNA compounds.  This confirms that the 
historic petroleum contamination noted above is not impacting the community 
supply wells; and    
 

 A pump test confirmed that there is no hydraulic connection between the impacted 
alluvial surficial and gravel unit and the bedrock units where the  
municipal wells are completed.  This confirms, in conjunction with the groundwater 
sample collected from Emergency Backup Well #1, that the current UST system 
does not pose a threat to the bedrock aquifers below the Site.  

 
2. A physical inspection of the interior of each of the subject USTs to determine if 

degradation is taking place.  
 

Response:  On December 21, 2017, Tanknology, Inc. completed a detailed 
inspection of the interior of the USTs through their proprietary TankCam robotic 
equipment.  The purpose of the inspection was to identify anomalies such as 
blistering, cracking, corrosion, debris, deflection, delamination, discoloration, exposed 
fibers, flacking, oxidation, patches, peeling/separation, tuberculation, water ingress, 
or other abnormal operating conditions.  
  
The results of the camera survey did not indicate the presence of water in the UST 
bottoms, cracks in the fiberglass, or other indications that the integrity of the USTs 
are compromised.  However, the camera survey did note the following items typical of 
a 25 year old UST system: 
 

 Sediment and trace amounts of residue/sludge and gravel were present in the 
USTs.  The gravel likely entered the USTs during their installation in 1993.  
The limited amount of residue identified in the bottom of the USTs is likely 
associated with dust or dirt that routinely enters the UST system during the 
filling process;  
 

 White streaking and staining were noted in both the 10,000-gallon regular 
unleaded UST and the 4,000-gallon premium UST.  Since water was not 
identified in the USTs, the streaking and staining is most likely associated 
with atmospheric humidly entering the UST through vent lines and fill ports;  

 
 Evidence of peeling and flaking of the interior surface was noted on portions 

of the interior surface of the 4,000-gallon and 3,000-gallon 
compartmentalized UST.  The UST is constructed of epoxy resin with layers 
of fiberglass fibers embedded within for strength.  A final coat of epoxy resin 
is applied to provide a smooth finish.  The peeling and flaking of the final coat 
of epoxy resin coat has exposed some of the fiberglass fibers on the interior 
of the UST.  However, there is no indication that the peeling and flaking 
extends beyond the surface coat or that the integrity of the UST system is 
potentially compromised.  Going further, it has been SMA’s observation from 
overseeing the removal of countless fiberglass composite USTs that where  
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these types of USTs were broken up for disposal, the walls of the USTs are 
essentially a solid resin material containing well-imbedded fibers, and, 
consequently, any surficial flaking or peeling is cosmetic in nature only.  

 
 Surface corrosion was noted on the unused bungs at the top of the  

  10,000-gallon regular unleaded UST and the 6,000-gallon diesel UST;  
 

 Possible surface corrosion was noted on the ball float assembly and the shaft 
on the submersible turbine pump on the 6,000-gallon diesel UST;   

 
 A copy of the inspection report is provided in Attachment A.  

 
3. On-going monitoring during regular maintenance to observe for signs of degradation of 

the subject tanks.   
 

Response:  Blake Leasing has updated its current O&M Plan to include the following: 
 
 Inspect the UST fill port covers on a weekly basis to make sure they are secured 

thereby preventing the intrusion of water into the USTs that could promote bacteria 
growth; 
 

 Fuel filters will be replaced on an annual basis. The replaced fuel filters will be 
opened and inspected for evidence of fiberglass degradation;   
  

 Records of replaced components (valves, rubber seals, and hoses for each tank) 
and how often they require replacement will be maintained.  Replaced components 
will be inspected for signs of bacterial growth; and  

 
 Continually monitor for the presence of water within the USTs through the 

magnestrictive probes currently installed within the USTs and connected to the 
Veeder Root TSL system. 

 
A copy of the updated O&M Plan is provided in Attachment B.  

 
4. A commitment to replace any of the subject USTs that are found to be degraded, with 

USTs that meet current BAT.   
 

Response:  As noted in its December 6, 2017 Response to this Petition, the  
Illinois EPA believes the upgrades to the UST system in 2003 demonstrates Blake 
Leasing’s commitment to prevent a new release of fuel into the environment.  As part of 
this commitment, Blake Leasing will continue to monitor the UST system and repair, 
replace, and/or upgrade the components in accordance with the Illinois Office of the 
State Fire Marshal using the BAT existing at the time of replacement.    
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KIRKLAND MARATHON 

KIRKLAND, IL 60146 

12/21/2017 

TankCam® Summary Report 
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These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

WORK ORDER NUMBER: 6284245 

 

 

PURPOSE 

The technician looks for evidence of undesirable conditions such as blistering, cracking, corrosion, 
debris, deflection, delamination, discoloration, exposed fibers, flaking, oxidation, patches, 
peeling/separation, tuberculation, water ingress, and other abnormal operating conditions. The internal 
video inspection was conducted using the proprietary TankCam® equipment. 

FINDINGS 

TANK # PRODUCT CAPACITY MATERIAL OBSERVATIONS 

#1 Regular 10,000 gallons Fiberglass Singlewall 

A build-up of residue coated the bottom 
half of the tank. The tank walls exhibited 
some areas of white streaking and staining. 
Corrosion was observed on one of the tank 
bungs. The tank bottom contained pieces of 
debris. 

#2 
Premium 

(Connected 
to Midgrade) 

4,000 gallons Fiberglass Singlewall 

Sections of peeling and flaking were 
observed on the tank walls. The tank 
bottom contained sediment, residue, and 
pieces of debris. Possible moisture staining 
was observed on the tank walls and endcap.  

#3 

Midgrade 
(End tank 

connected to 
Midgrade) 

3,000 gallons Fiberglass Singlewall 

The tank bottom contained sludge, 
sediment, residue and pea gravel. An area 
of the tank wall exhibited possible peeling. 
A build-up of residue coated the bottom 
half of the tank.  

#4 Diesel 6,000 gallons Fiberglass Singlewall 

Corrosion was observed on the ball float 
assembly and an unused bung. Residue 
coated some areas of the lower tank walls. 
The STP shaft exhibited possible corrosion.  

 

The following still images are taken from the approximate times indicated during the video inspection. 
The original video is in secure storage at the Tanknology corporate office.  The findings are as follows: 

 

 

 

 

  

DATE OF INSPECTION: December 21, 2017 

SITE NAME/NUMBER: KIRKLAND MARATHON 

STREET ADDRESS: 411 W. MAIN ST 

CITY, STATE, ZIP: KIRKLAND, IL 60146 

Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 3/19/2018



TANK #1 – UNLEADED  

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 1-1: Residue build-up on lower half of tank walls (00:32) 

Figure 1-2: Overview of tank (08:07) 
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TANK #1 – UNLEADED  

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 1-3: White residue on top of tank; possible oxidation or corrosion on ball float assembly (06:54) 

Figure 1-4: STP shaft and ATG probe (06:41) 
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TANK #1 – UNLEADED  

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 1-5: Sediment/residue on tank bottom (18:59) 

Figure 1-6: Sediment/residue on tank bottom (22:20) 
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TANK #1 – UNLEADED  

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 1-7: Possible gravel on tank bottom (21:34) 

Figure 1-8: Sediment/residue on tank bottom (22:52) 
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TANK #1 – UNLEADED  

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 1-9: White residue staining on tank wall (10:17) 

Figure 1-10: Streaking on tank wall (28:13) 
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TANK #1 – UNLEADED  

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

Figure 1-11: Blemishes/discoloration on tank wall (01:50) 

Figure 1-12: Corrosion in bung (30:08) 
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TANK #2 – PREMIUM   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

  

Figure 2-1: Top of tank (20:04) 

Figure 2-2: Possible corrosion on ball float bung (20:31) 
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TANK #2 – PREMIUM   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

Figure 2-3: Drip falling from top of tank; possible moisture staining on end cap (03:29) 

Figure 2-4: Possible oxidation on STP; debris and residue on tank bottom (03:09) 
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TANK #2 – PREMIUM   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 2-5: Flaking and peeling on tank wall (10:23) 

Figure 2-6: Flaking and peeling on tank wall (07:23) 
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TANK #2 – PREMIUM   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 2-7: Close-up of peeling and flaking (09:36) 

Figure 2-8: Flaking and peeling on tank wall (09:29) 
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TANK #2 – PREMIUM   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

Figure 2-9: Flaking and peeling on top of tank (16:52) 

Figure 2-10: Discoloration on tank wall near seam (21:49) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

  

Figure 3-1: Oxidation in riser (00:23) 

Figure 3-2: Sediment/residue on tank bottom (19:32) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 3-3: Sludge and pea gravel on tank bottom (03:47) 

Figure 3-4: Tank bottom near end dome (00:28) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 3-5: Possible peeling on tank wall (05:23) 

Figure 3-6: Possible peeling on tank wall (05:43) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 3-7: Possible patch on tank wall (08:36) 

Figure 3-8: STP and ATG bungs (13:35) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

  

Figure 3-9: Staining on end dome; liquid drip on ball float (07:15) 

Figure 3-10: Possible moisture staining next to end dome (08:05) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 3-11: Top of end dome (18:56) 

Figure 3-12: Discoloration on tank wall (18:11) 
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TANK #3 – MIDGRADE   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

Figure 3-13: Staining on top of tank (15:57) 
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TANK #4 – DIESEL   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

  

Figure 4-1: Tank overview (11:04) 

Figure 4-2: Corrosion on ball float assembly (19:26) 
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TANK #4 – DIESEL   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 4-3: Corrosion on ball float assembly (21:42) 

Figure 4-4: Corrosion in bung (21:11) 
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TANK #4 – DIESEL   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 4-5: Possible corrosion on STP shaft (10:04) 

Figure 4-6: Residue build-up on tank wall (12:13) 
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TANK #4 – DIESEL   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 4-7: Possible tank seam (17:23) 

Figure 4-8: Tank seam (12:59) 
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TANK #4 – DIESEL   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

  

Figure 4-9: Tank seam (20:47) 

Figure 4-10: Exposed fibers on tank wall (08:16) 
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TANK #4 – DIESEL   

These images are provided for informational purposes.  Tanknology makes no conclusions concerning the quality of these tanks 
or the extent, nature or cause of damage or degradation, if any, to these tanks. © 2017 Tanknology Inc. 

 

 

Figure 4-11: Tank bottom (24:13) 
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