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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

PIA AVCENTER LLC d/b/a BYERLY AVIATION,
Petitioner,

PCB No. 24-78

)
)
)
V. )
) (UST Appeal)
)
)
)

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY,
Respondent.
PETITIONER’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NOW COMES Petitioner, PIA AVCENTER LLC d/b/a BYERLY AVIATION, by its

undersigned counsel, moves for summary judgment pursuant to Section 101.516(b) of the

Board’s Procedural Rules (35 Ill. Adm. Code § 101.516(b)), stating as follows:

STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED FACTS

PIA AVCenter LLC, doing business as Byerly Aviation, previously owned and operated
underground storage tanks at 6100 Dirksen Parkway, Peoria, Illinois. (A.R.104; A.R.345) The
site is an aviation center at the Peoria International Airport (“PIA”), which provides aviation fuel,
jet fuel and gasoline for airport activities. (A.R.104)

On August 4, 2023, at 10:08:22 AM, Petitioner reported releases from four underground
storage tanks at the site, specifically one 17,500 gallon aviation fuel tank, one 15,000 gallon jet
fuel tank, one 15,000 gallon aviation fuel tank and one 20,000 gallon gasoline tank. (A.R.010 -
A.R.012) The Illinois Emergency Management Agency assigned the releases as Incident Number
2023-0623 (A.R.010)

On August 7, 2023, Petitioner applied for a permit to remove the tanks from the Office of
the State Fire Marshal (hereinafter “OSFM”), which issued the permit on the same date.
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(A.R.013)" The tanks were removed from August 23, 2023 to August 24, 2023. (A.R.109)

On September 29, 2023, Petitioner filed its 45-Day Report with the Illinois EPA
(A.R.101-A.R.257), which approved the report on December 18, 2023, as well as the Stage One
Site Investigation Plan. (A.R.351)

On October 18, 2023, Petitioner applied for an eligibility and deductible determination
from the Office of the State Fire Marshal (A.R.262 - A.R.263), which issued a determination
approving payment of costs in excess of a $5,000 deductible on October 25, 2023. (A.R.264)

On January 12, 2024, Petitioner submitted an application for payment of early action
costs in the amount of $224,349.27. (A.R.0357 - A.R.492) The lllinois EPA’s decision deadline
was May 11, 2024, and the reviewer initially reviewed the package on April 22, 2024. (A.R.354)
On May 1, 2024, the Illinois EPA reviewer, emailed a lengthy list of demands for information to
be answered by May 7, 2024. (A.R.493 - A.R.495) Petitioner’s consultant responded to the
emails on May 2nd and May 6th. (A.R.496 - A.R.499)

On May 10, 2024, the Illinois EPA approved the application for payment in part, cutting
$37,576.31 from the payment application. (A.R.500) The largest deduction ($31,846.63) was
explained to be due to the issuance of a permit for removal of the tanks in 2015. (A.R.502-
A.R.503)

On June 18, 2024, Petitioner timely filed its petition for review with the Board, which

was accepted on August 8, 2024.

! There was also a fifth underground storage tank at the site, a 3,000 gallon gasoline tank,
from which a release was not reported. (A.R.013) The four tanks from which a release was
reported are the only tanks at issue in this appeal and reimbursement was only sought for the
costs of removing those four tanks. (A.R.460)
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LEGAL STANDARDS AND SCOPE OF REVIEW

“[A]n owner or operator may, at a minimum, and prior to submission of any plans to the
Agency, remove the tank system or abandon the underground storage tank in place, in accordance
with the regulations promulgated by the Office of the State Fire Marshal.” (415 ILCS 5/57.6(b))
The application for payment may be submitted to the Illinois EPA upon completion of early
action activities pursuant to the same regulations applicable to other applications for payment.
(35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.220) If the Agency denies payment in full or in part, written notification
must be given (1) identifying the specific type of information, if any, the Agency needs to
complete the review, (2) explaining the Sections of the Act or regulations that may be violated if
the application for payment is approved, and (3) providing a statement of specific reasons why
those cited provisions may be violated if the application for payment is approved. (35 Ill. Adm.
Code § 734.610(d)) The Illinois EPA’s authorization of only a partial payment of the amount
requested in an application for payment may be appealed to the Board. See 415 ILCS 5/57.8(i)
The Board must decide whether Petitioner’s early action reimbursement request to IEPA would

violate the Act or the Board’s rules. 1441 Kingshighway v. IEPA, PCB 24-32, slip op. at 5 (June

20, 2024) The IEPA’s denial letter frames the issues on appeal. 1d. at 6.

“The Board’s review is generally limited to the record before IEPA at the time of its
determination.” 1d. However, the purpose of this proceeding is to provide petitioners an
opportunity to challenge the underlying decision pursuant to principles of fundamental fairness.
EPA v. PCB , 138 Ill. App. 3d 550, 552 (3rd Dist. 1985) (the Board hearing "includes
consideration of the record before the [Agency] together with receipt of testimony and other

proofs under the panoply of safeguards normally associated with a due process hearing™) The
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Illinois Pollution Control Board has promulgated rules for summary judgments: "If the record,
including pleadings, depositions and admissions on file, together with any affidavits,

shows that there is no genuine issue of material fact, and that the moving party is entitled to
judgment as a matter of law, the Board will enter summary judgment.” (35 Ill. Adm. Code §
101.516(b)) This motion for summary judgment is based upon the record filed by Agency,
accompanied by documents identified in the next section of which Petitioner requests the Board

to take official notice. See Dersch Energies v. IEPA, PCB 17-3, slip op. at pp. 4-6 (June 17,

2021) (denying Agency’s motion to strike exhibits to motion for summary judgment for which
official notice could be taken) *“A party opposing a motion for summary judgment may not rest
on its pleadings, but must “present a factual basis which would arguably entitle [it] to a

judgment.” Gauthier v. Westfall, 266 Ill. App. 3d 213, 219 (2d Dist. 1994).

OFFICIAL NOTICE

Pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 101.630, Petitioner requests that the Board take Official
Notice of the following Exhibits filed with this motion:

Ex. A: IEPA Owner/Operator Billing Certification Form (10/1993), available in
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (IICLE, Feb. 1994)

Ex. B: OSFM records supported by Affidavit of Debbi Eggleston (Jan. 28, 2026)

Ex. C: IEPA “Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives (TACO) Fact
Sheet 11: Metals” (Feb. 23, 2007)

Ex. D: IEPA “Sampling Requirments for Used Oil Underground Storage Tank

Systems” Fact Sheet (Jan. 27, 2026)
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Pursuant to Section 101.630 of the Board's regulations, the Board may take official notice
of “matters of which the circuit courts of this State may take judicial notice; and generally
recognized technical or scientific facts with the Board's specialized knowledge.” (35 Ill. Adm.
Code § 101.630(a))

Exhibit A is an Illinois EPA form from October of 1993 found in Leaking Underground
Storage Tanks (IICLE, Feb. 1994). The Board has previously taken official notice of selected
pages from an official publication of the National Fire Protection Association (PAK-AGS v.
IEPA, PCB 15-14, slip op. at 3 (Dec. 4, 2014), as well as Illinois EPA forms downloaded from

the Agency website. (Dersch Energies v. IEPA, PCB 17-3, slip op. at p. 5 (June 17, 2021))

Exhibit B are OSFM records of the site obtained through a Freedom of Information Act
request by Petitioner’s consultant, Green Wave Consulting. (Ex. B (Affidavit of Debbi
Eggleston)) In reviewing the application for payment, the Illinois EPA expressly relied upon a
2015 OSFM removal permit presumably obtained from the OSFM (A.R.502), and the
administrative record includes several other OSFM documents also presumably obtained from
the OSFM. (A.R.001-009; A.R.013-A.R.015; A.R.019-A.R.100) Attached to the Affidavit are

the following OSFM documents:

Date Document Page
08/07/2014 Initial Certification Audit 1
07/08/2015 Applications for Permit for Inspection of Exiting Linings 7
07/08/2015 Permit for Inspection of Interior Lining of USTs 11
07/13/2015 Application for Permit for Removal of Tanks & Piping 12
7/14/2015 Permit for Removal of USTs & Piping (A.R.001) 14
9/23/2015 Log of UST Lining/Interior Inspection 15
9/30/2015 Amended Notification for USTs 18
Inspection Certification 23

Tanking Lining/Internal Inspection Compliance Report 24
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Statement of Precision Tightness Test 26
1/15/2016 Log of UST Removal 27

Where, as here, the Agency’s review extended beyond the application as submitted to the
Agency to a selection of records obtained from OSFM files, fundamental fairness requires
consideration of additional materials made relevant by the Agency’s review of extrinsic

information. See Illinois E.P.A. v. lllinois Pollution Control Bd., 138 Ill.App.3d 550, 551 (3".

Dist. 1985) (Board proceedings are the “means of disputing any contrary evidence relied on by
EPA”) “[P]ublic records of a state agency . . . are subject to judicial notice . ...” People v. Dahl,
110 I1.App.3d 295, 299 (4" Dist. 1982) The Board has previously taken official notice of public

records from the Office of the State Fire Marshal. PAK-AGS v. IEPA, PCB 15-14, slip op. at 3

(Dec. 4, 2014)

Exhibit C is a fact sheet taken from the Agency’s website in 2007 and found at
https://epa.illinois.gov/topics/cleanup-programs/taco/fact-sheets/metals.html. At a time
uncertain, the fact sheet was withdrawn and currently the page states: “This fact sheet is being
reviewed and is currently unavailable. Please check again later.” The Board may take official

notice of Agency guidance made available on its website. (Dersch Energies v. IEPA, PCB 17-3,

slip op. at p. 5 (June 17, 2021))

Exhibit D is a fact sheet taken from the Agency’s website on January 27, 20226 at
https://epa.illinois.gov/topics/cleanup-programs/lust/publications-regs/sampling-requirements. ht
ml. This fact sheet is also from 2007, but it still on the Agency website. The Board may take
official notice of Agency guidance made available on its website. (Dersch Energies v. IEPA,

PCB 17-3, slip op. at p. 5 (June 17, 2021))
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ARGUMENT
L THE COST OF REMOVING TANKS WERE IMPROPERLY DEDUCTED ON

THE BASIS OF AN UNEXECUTED REMOVAL PERMIT FROM 2015

($31,864.63).

The Illinois EPA deducted the costs for removing all four underground storage tanks on
the basis that the tanks had been “permitted for removal” in 2015 before notice of a release was
provided to the Illinois Emergency Management Agency in 2023. (A.R.502) “A permit for
removal of UST #’s 1-5 and associated piping was originally issued to Byerly Aviation on July
14, 2015, prior to IEMA reporting on August 4, 2023.” (A.R.503) The Illinois EPA reviewer
describes this deduction in notes as for a “planned pull.” (A.R.355; A.R.460) The “planned tank
pull” language arose from Illinois EPA forms that predate the Board’s underground storage tank
regulations.” The phrase does not appear in the Illinois Environmental Protection Act, the
Board’s regulations, nor the Agency decision letter.

The Agency record indicates that the Illinois EPA considered documents obtained from
the Office of the State Fire Marshal beyond those submitted by Petitioner. (A.R.001-A.R.009)
Petitioner herein asks the Board to take official notice of documents from the Office of the State

Fire Marshal’s record of the site (Exhibit B), but first starts with the legal infirmities of the

Agency’s argument without looking to the related OSFM documents.

2 See Exhibit A (Illinois EPA Forms dated October of 1993), available in "How to
Quialify for Reimbursement Under New Title 16 of the lllinois Environmental Protection Act,”
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (IICLE February 1994). Title XVI of the Act was enacted
September 13, 1993, and directed the Illinois EPA to propose rules to the Board. One year later,
the Board enacted the first UST regulations under Title XVI. 35 Ill. Adm. Code Part 732.
(adopted Sept. 15, 1994). The Board’s UST regulations did not contain the phrase “planned tank
pull.” In re Regulation of Petroleum Leaking Underground Storage Tanks, R94-2(A) (Sept. 15,
1994) Nor do the current Agency billing certification form. (A.R.485)

8
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A. The Act’s Notification Requirement Only Penalizes Cost Recovery When
Notification Was Required and Not Given.

The Illinois EPA decision letter cites Section 57.8(k) of the Act in support of its denial of
costs:

The Agency shall not pay costs of corrective action or indemnification
incurred before providing notification of the release of petroleum in
accordance with the provisions of this Title.

(415 ILCS 5/57.8(k))
Section 57.9(a)(5) of the Act explains that notice must be given to the Illinois Emergency
Management Agency (hereinafter “IEMA”):

The owner or operator is eligible to access the Underground Storage Tank
Fund if the eligibility requirements of this Title are satisfied and:

* %%

(5) The owner or operator notified the Illinois Emergency Management
Agency of a confirmed release, the costs were incurred after the notification
and the costs were a result of a release of a substance listed in this Section.
Costs of corrective action or indemnification incurred before providing that
notification shall not be eligible for payment.

(415 ILCS 5/57.9(a)(5)(emphasis added))
While Section 57.9 of the Act primarily deals with eligibility and deductibility
determinations made by OSFM,; this particular provision is unique in imposing a limitation on

cost recovery for violating a regulatory requirement. Cf. North Suburban Development Corp. V.

IEPA, PCB 91-109, slip op. at 9 (Dec. 19, 1991) (“Failure to comply [with the notice
requirement] not only precludes the Agency from reimbursement of remediation costs, it subjects

[an owner] to enforcement liability under the Act.”) Given that a leaking underground storage
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tank could potentially be in violation of any number of statutes or regulations, privileging the
notification obligation in this way makes the requirement unique. The obligation originates from
the 1988 federal regulations, which explained that the intention of the requirement was to aid in
investigation of a suspected release: “The proposed requirement for the implementing agency to
be informed early in the confirmation process was believed necessary so that the implementing

agency would be assured that proper investigation procedures were used.” Underground Storage

Tanks; Technical Requirements, 53 Fed. Reg. 37082, 37189 (Sept. 23, 1983) Illinois in turn

made this requirement a condition of payment from the UST Fund in 1989. See IIl.
Rev.State.1989, ch. 111%, para. 1022.18b(d)(4)) (“The owner or operator [shall have] notified
the State of the release of petroleum in accordance with applicable requirements.”) As such the
uniqueness of the obligation is clear: the notification requirements prospective in its aims; it
allows the state to monitor the progress of the response to the release, it enables identification of
linkages to third-party reports of odors or fumes and otherwise provides a record for a variety of
government actors.

The consequences of violating the notification requirement on receiving payment from

the UST Fund was analyzed in Kronon Motor Sales v. Illinois Pollution Control Board, 241 Ill.

App. 3d 766 (1* Dist. 1992), which upheld the Board’s interpretation of similar, though earlier,
statutory language.® In that case, Kronon failed to give notice of a suspected release to the

Illinois Emergency Services and Disaster Agency (“ESDA”) when it observed contamination

¥ “Requests for partial or final payment for claims under this Section shall be sent to the
Agency and shall satisfy all of the following: . . . (D) The owner or operator notified the State of
the release of petroleum in accordance with applicable requirements.” (Ill. Rev. Stat. 1989, ch.
111 1/2, par. 1022.18b(d)(4)(D))

10
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during tank removal, but waited to give notice only after multiple rounds of soil samples were
analyzed. The owner/operator appeared to have wanted to be sure that there had been a release,
but the Agency and the Board successfully persuaded the Court that the notification requirement
was triggered by mere suspicion:

The Agency and Board maintain that because the UST contained gasoline,
any observed contamination would give rise to a suspicion that petroleum (a
regulated substance) had been released. Therefore, because there was a
suspected release of a regulated substance, Kronon was obligated to notify
the ESDA. Furthermore, timely compliance with the notice requirement was
a condition precedent to full reimbursement. Consequently, corrective action
costs incurred prior to ESDA notification were properly disallowed.

Id. at 770 (emphasis added).

Under the notice requirement, “Kronon was obligated to report to the ESDA within 24
hours of May 8, 1990, when contamination was first observed.” 1d. Since May 8, 1990 was the
date that the tank was removed and contamination was observed, the implication is that tank
removal costs might have been reimbursed had the ESDA been called by the next day. Though
failure to strictly adhere to the notice requirement might seem harsh, the Appellate Court did not
find that the notice requirement posed a significant hardship. Id. at 771. While the opinion noted
that a permit for removal of the tank was issued on April 25, 1990 for purpose of “upgrade to
current regulations,” id. at 767, this date and plan had no significance as there was no obligation
to give notice until contamination was observed. In other words, the Act does not penalize
planning, it penalizes the failure to timely notify the proper authorities.

Turning to the present case before the Board, Petitioner fully complied with the
notification requirement. During a limited subsurface investigation at the site on August 3, 2023,

hydrocarbon impacted soil was found surrounding the underground storage tank systems.

11
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(A.R.011; A.R.104) Within 24 hours, Petitioner notified IEMA. (A.R.010) There is no allegation
in the Agency denial letter that Petitioner violated the notification requirement, nor could there

be. Petitioner did precisely what the Kronon Motor Sales decision stated needed to be done by

timely notifying IEMA.

There are no tank removal costs in the application for payment incurred before August 4,
2023. The application for removal of the tanks was requested on August 7, 2023 and approved
that day. (A.R.123) On August 21, 2023, the contractor initiated the removal and cleaning
operations under the supervision of an OSFM STSS. (A.R.109) On August 22, 2023, a
contractor removed 150 gallons from the tanks for disposal. (A.R.456) Between August 24,
2023 and September 1, 2023, backfill was delivered to fill the former tankhold. (A.R.374) The
Illinois EPA decision letter improperly cut the costs of tank removal ($24,260.00), backfill
($7,308.73) and disposal costs of remaining product in tanks ($295.90). (A.R.503) All of these
costs were incurred after the notice requirement was fulfilled.

Furthermore, Petitioner is remediating Incident 2023-0623, pursuant to an eligibility
determination made by OSFM for that incident. The 2015 permit is simply irrelevant. Given

that the purpose of the notification requirement as explained in Kronon Motor Sales is to

incentivize prompt notice when a release has been observed, there can be no penalty under the

notification requirement when notice was not required to be given.

* Even if there had been an incident reported in 2015, Petitioner is not obligated to
address a previous incident as part of remediating the 2023 incident. See PAK-AGS v. IEPA,
PCB 15-14, slip op. at 17 (Dec. 4, 2014) (“in pursuing reimbursement for incident 20110945—a
confirmed release with an E&D determination and all the other regulatory requirements in
place—[the owner/operator ] cannot be compelled to produce a document that does not exist
about an incident [from 2005] PAK-AGS is not remediating.”)

12
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B. The Board’s Notification Provisions Should be Construed Consistent with
those of the Act, Only Imposing a Penalty for Cost Recovery When
Notification Was Required.

In addition to relying on Section 57.8(K) of the Act, the lllinois EPA decision letter cites
Section 734.630(k) of the Board’s Underground Storage Tanks regulations, which states:
Costs ineligible for payment from the Fund include, but are not limited to:
k) Costs for removal, disposal, or abandonment of a UST if the tank was
removed or abandoned, or permitted for removal or abandonment, by

the OSFM before the owner or operator provides notice to IEMA of a
release of petroleum;

(35 lll. Adm. Code § 734.630(k)(emphasis added))

The bulk of this regulation restates Section 57.9(a)(5) of the Act, which also disallows
“costs . . . incurred before providing that notification shall not be eligible for payment.” (415
ILCS 5/57.9(a)(5)) There is no question that the costs specifically listed in the regulation
(removal, disposal, or abandonment of a UST) may be disallowed under the Act if they are
incurred before notification. Here, all of Petitioner’s costs sought from the UST Fund were
incurred after notification.

While the Board’s rule is more specific in detailing treatment of a specific category of
costs (removal, disposal or abandonment costs), the rule should be interpreted to be consistent
with the corresponding prohibition found in the Act. (415 ILCS 5/57.9(a)(5)) A rule cannot be
interpreted to modify statutory requirement. “Where an administrative rule conflicts with the

statute under which it was adopted, the rule is invalid.” Estate of Slightom v. Pollution Control

Board, 2015 IL App (4th) 140593, { 26 (finding Board rule invalid to the extent it conflicted with

the Act’s treatment of deductible determinations)

13
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The Illinois EPA’s interpretation appears to be that if a tank is ever permitted for removal
prior to notification, that tank’s removal costs are forfeited forever, regardless of whether the
permit was executed or whether there was any obligation to notify IEMA at the time of the
permitting. The Board’s notification rule may be intended applies to a situation like Kronon

Motor Sales v. Illinois Pollution Control Board, 241 1ll. App. 3d 766 (1st Dist. 1992), in which

the owner/operator discovered contamination during a tank pull. While the owner/ operator in
that case did not give notice until two months after the discover, there could be potential issues of
apportionment of pre-notice and post-notice costs if notice was given in the middle of tank
removal activities.®

While the purpose of the notification requirement is to incentivize owner/operators to
give prompt notice to the proper authorities of a suspected release, the Agency’s application of

the Board’s rule here serves no such purpose. Unlike in Kronon Motors Sales, there was no

release suspected in 2015, so no notification requirement existed. There can be no obligation or

encumbrance imposed for failure to notify, when there is no duty to notify.

C. Public Records from OSFM Show That Petitioner Was Only Planning to
Remove Tanks If and only If They Failed Inspection in 2015.

“The Board must decide whether the application, as submitted to the Agency,

demonstrates compliance with the Act and Board regulations.” City of Benton Fire Department

v. IEPA, PCB 17-01, slip op. at 3 (Feb. 22, 2018) (emphasis added) Where, as here, the

> While apportionment concerns appear to be the likely focus of the Board rule, the
Appellate Court and the state litigants in Kronon Motor Sales appear to have treated the
notification requirement as a condition that could be satisfied within 24 hours of discovery of a
potential release for full cost recovery.

14
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Agency’s review extended beyond the application as submitted to include a selection of OSFM
records, fundamental fairness requires consideration of additional materials made relevant by the

Agency’s review of documents beyond the application. See Illinois E.P.A. v. lllinois Pollution

Control Bd., 138 Ill.App.3d 550, 551 (3". Dist. 1985) (Board proceedings are the “means of
disputing any contrary evidence relied on by EPA”)

Attached is the Affidavit of Debi Eggleston, an employee of Petitioner’s consultant, who
conducted the Freedom of Information Act request for all available files and documents at the
site. (Ex. B) Her affidavit establishes the foundation for the attached public records obtained
from OSFM. Attached to the Affidavit are OSFM records showing that the Illinois EPA erred in
believing that the Petitioner planned to remove the tanks in 2015. Instead, Petitioner was
planning for periodic testing of the tanks which would necessitate their removal if they failed. A
certification audit® performed by OSFM on August 7, 2014, indicated that the site was in
regulatory compliance. (Ex. B, at pp. 1-6)" The audit also noted that four of the tanks used
interior lining to satisfy tank corrosion protection requirements which had last passed inspection
on September 29, 2010. (Ex. B, at p. 2)) Beginning January 1, 2011, interior linings were no
longer an acceptable form of corrosion protection for new tanks. (41 Illl. Adm. Code §
175.500(a)) While existing tanks were grandfathered from the new requirements, they needed to

pass a comprehensive multi-criteria inspection every five years to maintain the exemption. (ld. §

® A "Certification Audit" is an “inspection performed by an STSS [Storage Tank Safety
Specialist employed by OSFM] to establish a facility's regulatory compliance.” 41 Ill. Adm.
Code Section 174.100.

" The Affidavit of Debi Eggleston is Exhibit B, and the OSFM files attached are
separately paginated from 1 to 28.

15
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175.500(b)) “Tanks failing to pass the lining inspection criteria will not be allowed to be
touched up, repaired, totally relined or put back into use and shall be placed out of service
immediately . . ..” (41 Ill. Adm. Code § 175.500(a))® Thus, four of the tanks needed to pass
inspections by September 29, 2015, and any tank that failed would have to be taken out of
service.

Given this regulatory background, the subsequent permitting actions should not be
surprising. On July 8, 2015, Petitioner submitted to OSFM an application for permit for
inspection of existing linings. (Ex.B, at pp. 7-10) OSFM granted the permit on the same date.
(Ex. B, at p. 11) In case any of the tanks failed, Petitioner then submitted applications to remove
tanks on July 13, 2015 (Ex. B, at pp. 12-13), which was approved the next day. (Ex. B, at p. 14
(same as A.R.001)) On September 23, 2015, Armor Shield of Wisconsin conducted the lining
inspection in the presence of an OSFM STSS who recorded “all tanks passed the lining
inspection.” (Ex. B, at pp. 16) On September 24, 2015, the tanks were also precision tested and
proven to be tight. (Ex. B, at p. 26) Since all of the tanks passed lining inspection, there was no
need to remove any tank. There was also no indication in any of the reports or notifications that
any tank was leaking. (Ex. B, at pp. 15-26) On January 15, 2016, the same OSFM STSS that
had been present during the lining inspection (James J. Coffey) entered a log entry for the tank

removal permit, noting: “This permit was never executed. See the Lining Inspection permit for

® OSFM regulations repeatedly state that failure at any step in the inspection ends the
service life of the tank. “Tanks not meeting the wall thickness requirements shall be condemned
and not put back into service .. ..” 41 lll. Adm. Code § 175.500(b)(2)(A)(i) Tanks failing the

“internal inspection holiday test . . . shall be placed out of service . . ..” Id. 8 175.500(b)(2)(B) If
“tanks fail the hardness test, the tank shall be placed out of service ...” 1d. § 175.500(b)(2)(C)
If any tank fails the tank coating thickness test, “the tank shall be placed out of service ...” Id. §
175.500(b)(2)(D)

16
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these tanks #00637-2015LIN.” (Ex. B, at p. 28) The log entry shows that the removal permit
was conditional in purpose and subject to the outcome of the lining inspection. Following the
passing of the lining inspection, the owner operated the tanks for an additional eight years prior
to discovering a release, properly reporting it, and subsequently filing a permit to remove tanks
which was properly executed.

There is no correspondence or emails from OSFM in the administrative record, nor any
notes evidencing a telephone conversation. Presumably, an IEPA reviewer saw a tank removal
permit had been issued to Petitioner in 2015 on the OSFM’s website and requested it. In doing
S0, the Agency assumed things about the tank removal permit based upon its own experience
with tanks being removed permanently and disposedof as part of corrective action. The OSFM
has additional mandates of oversight of cleaning, inspecting, upgrading, and repairing tanks that
are not within the Agency’s area of knowledge or responsibility and may at times involve
temporary removal of tanks. The Agency simply erred in assuming that Petitioner intended to
remove the tanks in 2015, but had Petitioner actually intended to do so it would never have

incurred the considerable expense of the tests and inspections required to keep using them.

I1. THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH FIELD WORK PERFORMED ON AUGUST
22,2023 WERE IMPROPERLY DEDUCTED ($2843.78).

The Agency cut all of consultant’s “costs associated with field work done on August, 22,
2023,” primarily with the justification that the work was associated with a “planned pull,”
although there also appears to be an issue taken with a PH sample. (A.R.503 - A.R.504) The

consultant explained the activities performed on August 22, 2023, as follows:
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The UST removal process was started on August 22 with the uncovering of

the USTs down the tops of the tanks, removal of some of the piping (fill

pipes, etc..), and placement of the overburden around the excavation. GFL

Environmental was on-site to remove any liquid that had gotten into the

USTs. Personnel also had to hand auger to collect a pH sample from a clean

area of the site for use in comparing the required total lead results to the

proper pH specific remediation objectives. Two personnel were on-site to

document and oversee these activities and subcontractors, collect the

required pH sample, ensure proper handling of all materials and document

any potential identifiable release points from the USTs.

(A.R.497)

The Agency cut all of the consultant’s personnel time on that day, which was 8.5 hours
for Joe Buhlig and 9 hours for Dave Nowack, both of whose work was described as “Prep/Travel
UST Removal Oversight/Sampling.” (A.R.468) The Agency also cut 174 miles round trip from
Springfield to Peoria on that day, (A.R.462) as well as $15.00 for a pH sample. (A.R.470,
A.R.473)

It appears that all of these cuts were perceived to be part of an alleged “planned tank
pull,” except those that involved collecting and analyzing a pH sample from a clean area of the
site. To the extent that the cuts are justified by the claim of a “planned tank pull,” Petitioner
incorporates without repetition its arguments in Part | of this motion which demonstrate that
neither the Illinois Environmental Protection Act, nor the Pollution Control Board’s regulations
justify these deductions.

With respect to pH sampling, the Agency decision letter claims that a “[p]H analysis for
determination of lead clean up objectives must be done in the same boring and same interval as

the lead sample; therefore this pH analysis exceeds the minimum requirements.” (A.R.503) The

Agency decision letter does not state any legal authority for this claim, and Agency’s own
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guidance contradicts it.

The pH sample results were included in the 45-Day Report (A.R.275), which was
approved by Agency technical staff. (A.R.351) As this is a payment application submittal, there
is no legal basis for a financial review of a payment application to overrule the Agency’s
technical review of the sampling regiment.

The Agency’s “Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives (TACO) Fact Sheet 11:
Metals,” states in relevant part that

“It is important to submit a sample for pH analysis that is representative of

the soil that the contamination is expected to migrate through. Therefore,

for evaluating the migration to groundwater pathway, the soil pH sample

should be collected several feet below the surface in an uncontaminated area.

For example, at a LUST site, the soil sample would be collected at a depth at

or below the tank invert. For sites less than 0.5 acres, usually one soil pH
measurement is warranted.”

(Ex.C,atp. 2)

Similarly, the Agency’s “Sampling Requirements for Used Oil Underground Storage
Tank Systems,” states that

For used oil UST systems, metals may be excluded from further

consideration by . . . [plerforming a pH analysis of a soil sample collected

from an uncontaminated location on site . . . .
(Ex. D, atp. 2)

While this cleanup does not involve a used oil UST system, the principles still apply to
lead concerns from the underground storage tanks here.

No statutory or regulatory provision would be violated if the UST Fund paid for

collecting a pH sample from a clean area of the site for use in comparing the required total lead

results to the proper pH specific remediation objectives. The Agency’s technical staff approved
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the pH sampling as appropriate in its approval of the 45-Day report. Their fiscal staff is not then

permitted to state the technical work was done incorrectly and deduct the costs.

III. THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH FINALIZING THE PAYMENT
APPLICATION WERE IMPROPERLY DEDUCTED. ($710.15)

The Agency made two deductions for personnel costs because of the dates the work were
billed, not because the work was unreasonable or otherwise not payable. It is solely the date that
is the issue.

$133.16, D. Eggleston EA-pay task to assemble and distribute reimbursement
claim, reduced from 2 hours to 0 hours. Based on the provided
documentation, time for assembly and distribution of reimbursement claim
occurred prior to PE review and certification and well as two months prior
to actual distribution of reimbursement claim. Therefore, there is insufficient
documentation to support the costs requested.

$576.99, J. Wienhoff EA-pay task to review and certify claim, reduced from 3
hours to 0 hours. Based on the provided documentation time for PE review
and certification occurred 2 months prior to the actual date of certification.
Therefore, there is insufficient documentation to support the costs requested.

(A.R.504 (emphasis added))

There is no actual dispute about whether the costs were actually incurred or whether they
were reasonable. Instead, the Agency complains that the work was actually performed two
months later when the application was certified by the licensed professional engineer.

The Agency’s decision misunderstands the ongoing process entailed by finalizing these
types of submittals. Applications for payment are often referred to as a billing packages because
they are a collection of bills, invoices, proofs of payment, affidavits, and forms. (35 Ill. Adm.

Code § 734.605(b)) This is information gathered over the course of time as the work proceeds

20



Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 01/28/2026

and documentation is received. Debi Eggleston (billing as a Senior Account Technician) was
receiving and reviewing documents to support the reimbursement package beginning September
1, 2023, and finalized in early November. (A.R.469) The Agency forms require a Licensed
Professional Engineer to supervise the preparation of the payment for application:

The attached application for payment and all documents submitted with it

were prepared under the supervision of the licensed professional engineer or

licensed professional geologist and the owner and/or operator whose

signatures are set forth below and in accordance with a system designed to

assure that qualified personnel properly gathered and evaluated the

information provided.

(A.R.485 (Certification Form))

The Certification Form anticipates that the Licensed Professional Engineer will supervise
in accordance with some sort of “system” to ensure that qualified personnel are properly
gathering and evaluating the information in the payment application. Like clerical staff, the work
is ongoing, even though the consultant may be billed only on days when the most significant
work is performed.

The payment application was finalized on November 7 and 8, 2023, and mailed to the
owner, who signed the Certification Form on December 14, 2023. (A.R.485) When the signed
billing package was returned to the consultant without any changes, it was signed and forwarded
to the Agency on January 12, 2024. (A.R.357 & A.R.485) The final version of the submittal was
created in November, but the signatures were staggered across two months. There is nothing in
the Act or the Board’s regulations, which prohibits this, or requires work substantially performed

in November to only be billed at the time of the final signature.

While the Agency decision letter characterizes the timing issues as “insufficient
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documentation,” there is no statement of what documentation would be required to comply with
the Act or Board regulations. The Board’s regulations require such a denial reason to be
supported by “[a]n explanation of the specific type of information, if any, that the Agency needs
to complete the review.” (35 Ill. Adm. Code 734.610(d)(1)) The absence of an explanation of
what documentation would make the payment application comply with the law means not only is
the denial reason without basis, but that the denial is being used to enforce an unpromulgated,

and therefore illegal, rule concerning consultant’s time.

IV.  THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH HANDLING CHARGES WERE
IMPROPERLY DEDUCTED. ($2,157.75)

Handling charges were deduced solely as the result of deductions made earlier in the
decision letter. (A.R.504) Specifically, the $15.00 invoice for the pH test could not receive
handling charges because the Agency found the pH test invalid in the second deduction. Also,
the $24,260.00 invoice for UST removal and the $295.90 invoice for waste water removal and
disposal were cut in the first deduction.

Therefore, for the reasons given supra, those deductions should be reversed, and their

corresponding handling charges should be restored.
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CONCLUSION
WHEREFORE, Petitioner, PIA AVCENTER LLC d/b/a BYERLY AVIATION, prays
that the Board find the Illinois EPA erred in its decision, direct the Illinois EPA to pay
$37,576.31, direct Petitioner to present a statement of legal fees for the Board’s consideration,

and grant such other and further relief as it deems meet and just.

PIA AVCENTER LLC d/b/a
BYERLY AVIATION,

BY: LAW OFFICE OF PATRICK D. SHAW

BY: /s/ Patrick D. Shaw

Patrick D. Shaw

Law Office of Patrick D. Shaw
80 Bellerive Road

Springfield, IL 62704
217-299-8484
pdshawllaw@gmail.com
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BEFORE THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

PIA AVCENTER LLC d/b/a BYERLY AVIATION,)

Petitioner, )
)
V. ) PCB No. 24-78
) (UST Appeal)
ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTION AGENCY, )
Respondent. )

EXHIBITS TO PETITIONER’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Ex. A: IEPA Owner/Operator Billing Certification Form (10/1993), available in
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (IICLE, Feb. 1994)
Ex. B: OSFM records supported by Affidavit of Debbi Eggleston (Jan. 28, 2026)
Date Document Page
08/07/2014 Initial Certification Audit 1
07/08/2015 Applications for Permit for Inspection of Exiting Linings 7
07/08/2015 Permit for Inspection of Interior Lining of USTs 11
07/13/2015 Application for Permit for Removal of Tanks & Piping 12
7/14/2015 Permit for Removal of USTs & Piping (A.R.001) 14
9/23/2015 Log of UST Lining/Interior Inspection 15
9/30/2015 Amended Notification for USTs 18
Inspection Certification 23
Tanking Lining/Internal Inspection Compliance Report 24
Statement of Precision Tightness Test 26
1/15/2016 Log of UST Removal 27
Ex. C: IEPA “Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives (TACO) Fact

Sheet 11: Metals” (Feb. 23, 2007)

Ex. D: IEPA “Sampling Requirments for Used Oil Underground Storage Tank
Systems” Fact Sheet (Jan. 27, 2026)



o) State of [Hiihic Filing: Received. Clerk's Office 01/28/
e ENVIRONMENTALPRO TECTION AGENCY
" Mary A. Gade, Director 2200 Churchill Road, Springfield, IL 62794-9276

Owner/Operator Billing Certification Form for
Leaking Underground Storage Tanks Sites

| hereby certify that the attached bills are for performing
activities at LUST site
for the billing period of 19__to , 19____. | further certify that the
costs included in this billing are not for corrective action in excess of the minimum requirements
of 415 ILCS 5/57.7 and no costs are included in this billing which are not described in the
corrective action plan. | further certify that none of the following costs are included in this billing:

Costs associated with obtaining an eligibility and deductiblity decision from the
Office of the State Fire Marshal.

Costs associated with ineligibie tanks.

Costs associated with site restoration (e.g., concrete replacement, asphalt).

Costs associated with utility replacement (e.g., sewers, electrical, telephone, etc.).

Costs incurred prior to IEMA notification. ‘

Costs associated with planned tank pulls.

Legal defense costs.

Costs incurred prior to July 28, 1988,

} further certify that this billing and all attachments thereto were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly
gathered and evaluated the information submitted therein. | affirm that the information is, to the
best of my knowiedge and belief, true, accurate and complete and the costs for remediating said
LUST site are correct and reasonable. Such affirmation is made under penalty of perjury as
defined in Section 32.2 of the Criminal Code of 1981, lll. Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 38, par. 32.2. | am
aware that there are significant penalties for submitting faise information, mcludmg the possibility
of fine and imprisonment for knowingly committing violations.

Owner/Operator; Title:

Signature: Date:

PE.:
P.E. Signature: Date;

Seal:

Subscribed and swom to before me the day of

19
(Biing Submittals must be notarized when the certification is signed.)

Seal: ( ExHIBIT
(Notary Public) . A
)
IL 532 2273 The Agency is authorized to require this information under 415 ILCS /4 and 21. Disclosure of this information [ |

LPC 499 OCT-“93 Failure to do so may result in a penalty up to $25,000.00 for each day the failure continues, a fine up to $50,000.¢

imprisonment up to 5 years. T\mfmhbﬂmmwm
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BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
PIA AVCENTER LLC d/b/a BYERLY )
AVIATION )
)
Petitioner, )
V. ) PCB No. 2024-078

) (UST Appeal)
ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL )
PROTECTION AGENCY, )
)
Respondent. )

AFFIDAVIT OF DEBI EGGLESTON

Affiant, Debi Eggleston, being first duly sworn, states as follows:

1. The statements made herein are based upon my personal knowledge, and I am
competent to testify hereto.

2. T am a Senior Administrative Assistant for Green Wave Consulting, LL.C, which
has been hired to provide environmental consulting services for PIA AVCENTER LLC in
relation to Incident No. 2023-0623 at the Peoria International Airport in Peoria, Illinois.

3. After Green Wave Consulting received the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency decision dated May 10, 2024, I submitted a Freedom of Information Act request to the
Office of the State Fire Marshal for its files and documents concerning the site.

4, Thereafter, the Office of the State Fire Marshal responded to the request.

5. Attached hereto are true and correct copies of certain documents received from the
Office of the State Fire Marshal in response to my Freedom of Information Act request.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and
correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters
the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true.
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- Offic ice of the Hlinois State Ftre Marshal

; Facility # _3006361

Phone

- Phone .

Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety |  Date 8/7/2014
' "~ 1035 Stevenson Drive - | Decal# P000840
: ’- ,"Spﬁﬂgﬁeld |L.62703 . - 8 EXpirafibn Date 12/31/2016 .
' ‘ R '; ‘Notification Form .Y N
R . Received O @ -
 NOVissued 3y @ ‘
Facnllty'l‘vpe'gv _&_ggg_g
‘Ownership: ~  Private
. OWNER OF TANKS - FACILITY
Byerly Aviation, Inc. - Greater Peoria Alrport Authority -
Name - Name . o
" ..6100 Dirksen Parkway f 6100 Dirksen Parkway
. Street Address . ‘ ‘Street Address N e
Cpeoria 1 61607 - peoria . L 5'1’5'0"7_7 * Peoria
City .. - State  Zip Cty . . State Zip County
_Chuck Atkins . 309:697-6300 * Chuck Atkins 7 309-258-0245
. Contact Person Contact Person

1 {3,000  |Gasoline Currently‘in'.;:se' B

2 |17,500 |Aviation Fue] . . Currently in use ,
3 |15000 Aviation Fuel - Currently in use o -
4 15,000 - Aviation Fuel |currently in use -
5 20,000 . Gasoline Currently inuse |

-1 Automatic Tank Gaugmg Veeder Root TLS 300c wﬂ:h CSLD
2 ; Automatac Tank Gaugmg Veeder Root TLS. 350 P!us w:th CSLDVF ’,
3. ’ ', Automatlc Tank Gaugmg Veeder Root TLS 350 Plus thh CSLD( ‘
: 4 < Automatlc Tank Gaugmg Veeder Root TLs 350 Plus wuth CSLD
5 Automatnc Tank Gaugmg Veeder Root TLS 350 Plus with CSLD,

-1 European with No Test Req Stic:tion ;

D —

' (CertAudit 03/06/2014) - -

Page 1 of 6
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‘Other Aboveground Piplng s

Other Abovegrounvaipmg' o

Other Aboveground Pip'ing' -

| Other Aboveground Piping

11 Manhole Pre-manufactured Morrison 515-2200AC 15 gal.v‘ -

2 [Field Constructed

13 Field Constructed

o 14 Field Constructed

Is  |Field Constructed .

1 |Overfill Drop Tube Valve EBW Auto Limiter I

2 Ovefﬂll Alarm Veeder Root TLS 350 Pfus ) '

i 3 ‘ Overﬁ}il Alarm Veeder Reof TLS 350 Plus

e Overﬁ!l Alarm Veeder Root TLS 350 Plus

Overﬂl Alarm Veeder Root TLS 350 Plus )

‘ Fnberglass Non-Corrosive

Linmg Materials Internal Armor Shreld TL 300M R 9/29/2010 -

V meg Materials Internal Armor Shield TL 300M [ o RS : g/:ggjzlg;o i

,Lfnmg Materials Internal Armor Shle}d TL300M : , L 9/28/'2010

LAl A Wl NRE

,Lrnmg Materials Internal Armor Shield TL 300M R ©-9/29/2010

Flberglass Non—Corroswe

2 o OtherAboveground Plpmg

3. Other.Aboveground Piping- . . | L ' ; TR SIS T R

o (CertAudit03/06/2014) oo e
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4 Other Aboveground Pipmg

|5 - |other Abovegmunci Piping

o 1 - | Fiberglass Single Wall Tank

2 |Steel Single Wall Tank

AE Steel Single Wall Tank

~[a |Steel Single Wall Tank

5  |Steel Single Wall Tank

|1 |Fiberglass Single Wall Piping Ameron

12 , Other"Abovegro"und Piping

13 Other Abcveground Pipmg

4 Oi:her Aboveground Piping

5 . . Other A‘boveground Piping .

R , : . . Y N
o 1 Did Owner/Operator submit required documentation for Financial Responsnbility? o @O
3 1f so: Type DSeif—Insurance o Date OSFM Received 8/7/ 2014
‘ AEVE}Surety Bond
- M commercial Insurance -
' Oretter of Credit
- [ORisk Retention Group ,
. [pesignated Savings Accou: R
¢ [Jcertificate of Deposnt :
! DGuarantee‘- o

2. Alist of designated current class of operatoré for the facility is available? B
3. Owner/Operator has vaiid training certiﬁcates availabie for ciasses A/B/C7 : '

Ifso: - - Number: 1 : - : , ,
4. Owner/Operator has valid traimng cemﬁcates availabie for only dass C7 Sl N/A @

IfSO' Ll Numberofc : S ; L 2 ‘» 3

(CertAudatoszos/zow S page3of
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A copy of the emergency mstructlons or emergency procedures is avai!able" ®
:A copy of the UST facmty operatlon and mamtenance plan is available? el ®
‘Are completed quarterly mspectlon checklists used by class A/B operators avanlable? T ®

®

For unmanned facilities, is ‘emergency contact information- consplcuously posted ora N IAO
-’24 hour toll free number for operator dlspatch prornmently dlspiayed7 - e

® Noowm

] Remarks:

sﬁfm# =
. ChuckAtkins " Manager/Line Services 1""Wbyzwmtmrs'z:m e
- Exitinterview givento  Title . Storage Tank Safety Specialist - (Signature) = -

- (CertAudit 03/06/2014) - rageaots
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' Office of the linois State Fire Marshal Facmty # - 3006361
<& 0 Division of Petroleumn and Chemical Safety __Date 8/7/2014
| 4 e : 1035 StevensonDrive -
e T Springfield IL 62703
' FEDERAL SOC QUESTIONNAIRE

 OWNEROFTANKS ~  ~ ~ FACILITY

* ByerlyAviation,Tnc. . Greater Peoria Airport Authority
- Name- .-~ .. IPRERE L - .. Name .- : .

- 6100 Dirksen Parkway . S 6100 Dirksen Parkway ‘

- Street Address o o - Street Address e o
Peoia . W . 61607 ~ ~ Peora -~ I 61607  Peoria
Tty ~ Swe 2zp _ cty . Sate Zip  County
~ ChuckAtkns . - 3006976300 . -~ ChuckAtkins .~ 309-258-0245

" Contact Person. ~ Phone o ) Contact Person L - ~Phone

1. SOC 1: Is release detection method present7 [(280.40(a)]
2 s0C 1: Is release detect;on method operatmg property? {280 40(a) (1)]

| - 3. SOC 1: Does release detectlon system meet the performance standards’ {280 43 or -

280.44]

4. 'SOC 1: Has Jmplementing agency been notif ed of suspected release as requnred? -
280.40(b)] - N : :

0000
® 0 00

. S - : Are tanks and ipmg monitored monthly for releases and records . flabl to 7 _
" ‘'meet the following requirements (records for the two most reCent months and 8 of the
" last 12 months must be avallable)" {280 41(a) and 280 45(b)] - B :

SOC 1: Does Hazardous Substance UST System(s) meet leak detection requrrements?
a 280 42(b

SOC 1: Are release detection requirements complied with for UST systems containing O 0O @®
'~ product? [280.70(a)] L g

1. SOC

Are spill preventron devrce(s) present and functional'? {280 20(:)(1)0), 280 21 @ O. 0
C)) R SRR et

. SOC 2: Are overflll prevention device(s) present and operational? [280.20(c)(1)(i), @ O o

SOC 2: Have repaired tanks and piping been tightness tested within 30 days of repair OO @ S
completion (not requared with internal inspection orif monthly monitoring is in use)’ ' T
[280.33(d)] . . , e , , :

SOC 2: Has any cathodlcally protected system been tested/inspected within 6 months T® O O L
of repalr?’ {280 33(e)] - _ : _ m T 5

(CertAudit 03/06/2014) L e sere
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5. SOC 2: Is corrosion system properly operated and malntamed to prowde contlnuous @ O 0O
protection? [280.31(2)(b), 280.70(2)] | , =

B, SOC 2: Has UST system with impressed current system been lnSpected every 60 days7 'Of O
- [280.31(0)]

. SOC 2: Are lmed tanks mspected penodlcaliy and is Hnmg in compllance'-‘ [280 21(h)(1) @ O .

e

. ing ( ngs, connections, etc.) corrosion
B prv:d:ec:ted7 [280 20(3), 280 20(b), 280, 21(b), 280 21(c)] .

. {CertAudit 03/06/2014) Page' 60f 6 g
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’ @méﬁ’ OF THE lLLiNO{S STATE FIRE MARSHAL T Fauhty#
- Division of Technical Services . i -

1035 Stevenson Drive B LT i’emm#@éB 7- debL//\/
Springfield, IHinois 627034259 - TR

: E:?ustmg Site, Submit apphcaﬂm ini: v 'and fee ze’ (}m« ﬁftlw State F re Mmhai, mﬂmn aﬂ’etmkﬁm and Chemical Safety 1535 Stmnson ’
" Drive, Springfield, 1 62703, (Please type or print clearly) . _

© (1) OWNER OF TANKS - Corporation, parmership, or other ﬁusmess L @) M i“acshty ID# 3006351

entity: (Must be mailing 8ddf%3} o _ ’(\iamemd addmsswhmetanks are iacated}
BYERLYAVIATION,INC. o GREATER PEORMA:RPGRT AUTHORITY

- BIO0 DIRKSEN PARKWAY .~ . . ) ST 6100 DIRKSEN PARKWAY s
Strect Address . o StreetAddress . , o
PEORlA B ST 61607 oo o -PEORIA . . W . 61607 - - PEORIA’

Sate City | “Swe Zip  Couniy

CHUCK ATK!NS e o (309} 597«6309 . CHUCK ATK!NS s , {309) 697*630(}
Contact Person ~ . - Phone Contact Person . - Phone

{3) m Check wh:chcvcr applies and fill in t:he agpmpnate blanks for the tank{s} to be hned or exlstmg hnmg 10 be mspccted
‘ Anach additional sheet{s) if more spaee is needed , :

“Tank Capac:ty Pmduat Smgle Dnubk: FRP S“!eel Composite 1} lstherea, 2‘)O}rto Tobe inspoc,t i

P mo# [inGatons | | wat | wan | ‘ {boted  be . § Lined | Existing

' S SR B B [ ISR manwayat installed? § - { Lining
1000 ) oogas ) ox b x § T n‘f"*.zm YN oY b
2 | 10 AvFeld ox o L x| oy dan P NoY
3'@ 15000 | Av. Fuel ",x o b x o e by .;‘N v

T (4) m I ccmi\ under pemhy of taw that | have personaﬂy examined and am familiar with the information submitted in thxs and a}i attached |

- documents, and that based on my mquy ofthose md‘mduals mmcdmely respoma“b&e for ab&ammg the mﬁormmmn, 1 believe that alt mformanan submitted
Coistrue, acm:raxeandmmpietz R

(_nmpanv Name ARMOR SHIELD oF wsscowsm e Address 4523 HiLLCREST PRWY

City SLINGER .~~~ State Wi ?lp53086
' Telephone # 262-644-6447 Fax# 855-644-6427 'Cﬁntraémriicenseifil,1767"’ Expiration Date 4/18/2016
. mneofAuth(:rg,gd—ﬁepresmtatxve C!ayton Benneﬂ LT ____Titleor Position Vtce-Ptesn:lem
‘ Signamrtij 4 7 - 3’ / 5

Al l{company namc) ARMORSH!ELD lNC

AL (name, numbar, et : ARMOR smew TL-300M

- (‘7) &W The hmng matmal must be companbte w;th the proﬂ;wt stored ( VERIFICA! TION MA YBE REQUIRED) Only immg nmtenais :
mecting the spx:c:ﬁcaimns appmved by our office shall be used. : v i

The OSEM REQBIRLS the disclnmn of ﬁze mtmud mﬁmmnm: e me thas pmmt, munn! o 43& HoS, Ac! 18, Gamlme Sto ' -~
] mgg Act, l“‘nilurc (a mvide the
- requested information will result in this permit application not being processed. Such faflure will resutt in &upmmﬁm being returned - itwmbem»rmm tke R
o nppimmt only once (w:ﬂwm being denjed) and ifmubmitted is REQU!REB to be m-; within Mﬁam the date of retarn, - :

”.paggi.‘ L

Lining Revised 08/10  ovey T




o sepanm “Upgradc or Repair” pcrmxt from the ()SF'M

- : ‘;peczahst Granted pmmt{s} e mms:dered vmdwﬁaﬂever tank{s) are found Wpiﬂble for mtenm lmmg
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- Explam the Rmnn for meg the {‘ST' R

. Note: After Jannary 1,201 1, steel tanks wugm to be lined must be accompsnwd bya detaﬂed engmeem:g evaluation by an llﬁnms P E.
g mhhshmg how the lming would DYRrcome & product eompanbﬁiq pmblem in mordmce with 175.415(e}

(,8) 'Peﬁ@fming miy W(irk onan existing liizi;ng ‘wit!wut, a permit is'stfieﬁy pmh’i‘b'itcd, -

. . (9) Al wark ahaii be perﬁxrmd per 41 lH. Adm Codt 175 and aha!l oﬂumm be in accordance wnth any referenud mdes and smndards or
- manufacturer specifications. This permit application. pertains only to imior hmngar mspecmn of interior hnmgs, Other work on US'!‘s requmzs' :

N - l‘néuﬁieicm in’ﬁmnmionbr megibﬂny can hccause fnrrem‘or demal S

' {ll)g_m anerkcanpmceadwﬁhwtagramedpeﬁmtmhmdandmnstbeavadabiexgmmequ&stoﬁh&ﬁﬁf% SWragaTEnkSaﬁfy

i ( 12 &M Thc iNTERIOR LINING CONTRACTOK must aompiete th;s ap;a!mamn A fce of $200 00 t’or mch site must ammpanv ﬂ'ﬂs
apphcﬁnon fCimks or money orders are to be made payabie 1o the Oﬂice ofthe State Fxre Marshai Do not send cash).

»sz :
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et Drive, Springfield, L. 62703. (Please type o print clearly)

i Erléctfr'onic; Fu;‘ngg R’e'ceivejdj,"CI_érk'sV-Ofrjceﬂo

OFHCB OF TKE ILLINOls WA’!’E F!RE;@ -
, Divisioa of Technical Servxm By

- 1035 Stevenson Drive. . %% M i

Sptmgﬁeld. Hlinois 627034259

‘ Avn,lcmlmforvcrmufor’r RIOR LIN ECTI SAEEYNG(S) |
- Fxisting Site. Submit application in mg{wam ﬁ:e o Oﬂice 9{ the State Fm Mﬂrsaal, ﬂiﬁsiﬁx; ﬂf Petrolenm and Chermui Sﬂﬂy. 1935 Smmn o

(1) OWNER OF TANKS - s 3006361
(1) QWNER OF TAN Corporation, paﬂnershlp or otherbus:ness , (Zim Facxhty I{)#
entity: {Must be mmhng address) ~ {Mame anéaddmss where tmrks are located:)

 BYERLY AVIATION, INC. e e f GREATER PEORIA AIRPORT AUTHORITY
8?1%‘0 DIRKSEN PARKWAY ST - 6100 QIRKSEN PARKWAV :

i Addre T " Strcet Address .
f.gégam s R 5150? e PEORIA 1L 61607‘ PEORIA
Gy Sme T Gty . Stae County

CHUCKATKINS (3093 697-6300 CHUCKATKING {309)697%300
Iuntact?ema » ; ) ~ Phone . ComtactPerson . . Phene B

{3} I&J&@l Check whichever applies and fill in tfm appropriate blanks for the tank{s) tobe hned or Emsnng immg to'be mspected
' . Atmhaddmonahheetfs)ifmmspacemmeded g , 7 _ o

e T Capacity | Product TSaie T Dommie T FRP | Siel | Composie i}ISﬁma 2)0’:1;9 T ~Tspoct
D# |inGablons { | wan | wan § ] | |boed - be. | Lined | Existing
I ENTERCIE SHNERRE TRETPLETI SURPEI S _ oo | manwayat - installed? o} Lining -

() Wﬁ& I ce:mfy under penalty of law that 1 have persanaﬁy &xammedaad am famxhar with tha information subm:ﬁed in this and all anacheé '
documents, and that based on my mqmry of ihowe individuals xmmedaaiely responsible for obmmng the mfm-ma!m, i belwve that alt mf'mmatmn submntte:! :
is true, acmxratcmdmmpiem o .

, ﬁ‘ Compam Name ARMOR smsm DF wasconsm  Address 4623 HILLCREST PKWY -

C CySUNGER o smewWt le53<086
' Icvtegbnng#‘,ﬁzw%T o Fax#B855644-8427 cbumo'rumﬁm 1707 ExpmonDate 411812016
 Name of Authorized Bepres

ive ClaytonBennett "!"ﬂeorl’osstmn Vice-President

 Date_ ?"5*‘/’5

AL (company name); ARMOR smeu:; INC

AL (namc, nmnber et ) ARMOR SHIELD TL»SDGM

. mmm&m The hmng mmx must be mmpanble with lhe mduel stored VERIFI&TIMMY m ’ ‘
: mceung t.hc smﬁcmmns uppmwd by our office sbaﬂ be used L p ( 38 REQUI - Only hmng matenals '

m OSFM ﬂsommssmmdﬁmm arm mqmud iufomﬁeumissu tiais pcmix, pnmmmius,su 15, G ‘ proyi '

mﬁm St e Ack. aninn to :
.rmmmdinﬁarmaﬁunwmmwm&a rmi application not being processed. Sucbﬁikmwﬁlmn&hmeuppanﬁoabeingwm itﬂﬂhtremmd?::::
_applicant only once (wi&mt bdng demind) and ir resubmitted is. REQU!RED to bedone witllia ‘LM from the date of rmrn .

: Pagel
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Electronlc Flllng Recelved CIerks Offlce 01/28/2026 o y ,,

: VExplam the Reasan for Linmg the BST

" Note: After Janvary 1, 2011, steel tanks sought tobe Imed must be mompanml by 2 dztsileﬁ mgimmg evwluaﬂon by an minms P,E.
. mtxbi&skmg how ﬁit iimng woum overcome 8 pmdnc! companbikty probhm in mtmhm with l’lSA!ﬁ(e) .

{8) l‘grforming a0y » wor’k fm an exist-ing _lin‘,mg without peﬂnit is. strisﬁy p'mmbitcd. R

) All wurk ﬂza!! be pﬁrformed ;:er 41 {il. Adm Code 1?5:1“! shal! ﬂtimwm be in awardmu wtth auy rcfenm cod&s and stmdarﬂs or. )
‘manufacturer specifications. This permit application pertaine en’ly o interior linlng or mspeetum of imrior Iinmgs. Other work on USTs Tequires
a separnte e ngrade or ’Repair” pﬂ‘mit from the OSFM ' , .

ON - I'nsuﬁiciént infammmnm 5liegitiiliéy 'éain bécaééé for eturn or ma;.

D 4 ) WORJ —NoworkcanpmamdwuhouiagmzxedpennitmhmdmdmtstheavmtubleuponmueswfﬂmOSFMSMagchk&afmy", -
, Speemhst (}rauwd pexmn{s}memnslda‘ed mdvmmvermk{s}arefmmdunmmbleibrmwﬁorimmg : , R

1Y) M The!NTERIOR LINING CONTRACTOR mast cnmplcﬁe !:his apphcamn A fee of 529000 fareach sm:must acmmpany ﬂus
- apphcatmn {L!wcksnrmyﬂrdcrsmmbemademyah&wme Office afﬁmﬁmte Fire Marshal. Domtscnd cash)

Lining.Revised 08/10 ‘




- Electronlc Flllng Recelved Clerks Offlce OJm%}CELSE o'ﬁx;y’“‘ '

OFFICE OF THE lLLI"iOIS STATE FIRE MARSHAL -} Facility # 1006361 .
Division uf Petroleum and Chemical Safety -1 Permit # 00637-2015LIN
- 1035 Stevenson Dtive Request Rec'd 07/08/201 S

Sptmgﬁeid Hlinois 62703-4259 Amended Date -

Approval Date 7/8/2015 DS~
f Permit Expires 1/8/2016 '

m 7)7334020

A ! ' ' RIO Une pund 8 sevTanks ozﬁ'etmi msmdl{zrdmtsﬁn tances.
: Penmwnn to. inspect existing interior Immg of undergmund storage tank(s) is hereby granted. Such inspections of interior lining must be in complete
“areordance with all sections and procedures specified in 41 Ilinois Administrative Code; Parts 174, 175 and 176. Such inspections of interior lining shall
not commence until the contractor the permit was issued to or an employee of that contractor (this does not include a subcontractor) shall establish a date - _
- gertain to perform the UST activity by contacting the Office of the State Fire Marshal, Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety, at whwh t:mz the UST‘, L

~activity shall be scheduled. THIS PERMIT IS VAL!D FOR SIX MONTHS. FROW! THE APPROVAL DATE.

(1) OWNER OF ?A;“Ig& G nmoranon paﬁnemhlp, or ether
- business entity:

(2) . g; ITY - name and address whcrc tanks are located

N Bycrlyﬁ»aatwnﬁlnc;_j o ',Greater Peﬁna Auport Amhomy ‘.
6100 Dirksen Parkway, | 6100 Dirksen Parkway -
Peoria, L 61607 Peoria, Peoria Co., L

Contact: Chuck Atkins (309) 697—6300 o

- (3} I}\SPLCTIO‘\OF INTERIOR LINING O 'TANKb

“tay- Number and size af tanks bemg mspected' {TK # i) 3 000 gailons, {TK # 2} 17 500 gallons, (TK # 3 4) 15 GOO gallom (T K #
5)- 7(2000gallonx ’ e s

'(b} Type of tanks: , : e L
(¢) Product stored in each tank. {TK. # 1, 5) Gasolme, (TK #2 3,, 4) - Aviation Fuel

”_Ccmtact Chuck Atkins (3@9) 2580245 -

; {d} Manway accessible at grade: Yes , o B e . .
- (4) .Any tank that has been out of service fnr a tweive-month consecutive perlod cannat be put back mto service unless at meets ail

- new UST upgrade regulations. This permit is for the mspectmn of the exxstmg inierwr linmg only Na x‘epmrmg, upgmdmg, or o

. mterior lining is authorized with this permit.

~ {5) The owner must mmfv this Office when compimon of tank intenor inspeetion bas occurred, on the Noﬂﬁcatmn for Undergmund Storage Tank e
.~ Form, This form can be obtained at www.sfm.illinois.gov or by calling (217)735«!!}21) - S ; . o RN

;,' ES: Tank rehnmg, hmng mspectmn and entry pemnt wmk in reference to manwayslmwhclus misst ah;de by wumn o

- - Contact Person: Clayton Bennett
il Phone (262) 644—&447 Ext. S
Cantracmr Rﬁgtst;atmn# 1L—l7ﬂ7 Exp 04118 26!6 : , 3

Armor Shield of Wisconsin
4623 Hillerest Parkway . -
Slinger, WI 53086

Damel Starks

“ee SmmgeTank Safety Spemahsx-v el
- Fire Department - - S

- Division File -

" (Rev. - 9/10)
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EIéCt'r’on"ici: Filinjg_i}Re'ceived,“derkfs ,office'_c)i/'zs/zﬁoz’av 8

o nmwwmt xm&mwm&mux Mﬁkﬁﬂzﬂ. B gg&mg@m
S Dibviston of Petvotonan ¥ad Chesmfeat Sefety :
T o 153 Sweesin Diive L [Faoiliyd
| Spriogficd, Ulindls @703.4359 0
s, ii&&m&??}?&&n%‘fﬁ SRR me;#%&%"?ﬂfb{m

it i é}w’i{m i sss:twﬁc g e m@pﬁmm ?%‘d ’mm ' ' ‘

R OF TANKS - {,mwmmwmmmmmmmsﬁ 'iﬁiﬁw&*!‘mmw il*- wam f
h%mmfmgaﬂﬁmﬂ » S and wddioes whers: mﬁxm&e&m&ﬂ

érgwf& £ ?w 5 ﬁx.

i éié @ S
198 ﬁﬁ;g,ﬁyﬂg S 2

‘ CONIRACTOR: xmﬂmmmwxwwim sorsonsity eximived s ; b four subaytied fn his and: e
» (astiaﬁhcﬁ m:mmi& rid that based o oy W(sfmwﬁmﬁxkM?W&fw%ﬁiﬂgi%ﬂf%&m? wmmm iﬁ&m T
- sutvsituel B, socunie s somgichs; , ; : -
mm;yw *igg»‘gf ~-~~-%~-r-q,%_,_,};&gm“ mtzm; HIHO  Eusd f*i”" 3%{ L

‘ ’!“es‘epiwm-é ;”;‘.Aw" iéj "ggggv P& 5’5}*33& ‘f‘fﬁf sz;aﬂ&*lims i 5;_{ },’;xpxrzmw Due, 5@ 5% 3

. ;

. ﬁum«;mﬁmh&n’ prosentyl < “ g E"ﬁ‘ﬁ '  : r’ﬂ“’fi

h@m

‘émi o | Nf,@, 1 tg 1 *Nw R NM

. 4«,§fag£,{, T

DiV.OF Psmom i
GHEMICAL SAFETY.

-~>E:‘mmwmmm
*%"mee’}”mmm;xng L

}m OSEM REQUIRES the @cioisers of the raiuested forntion to o fﬁswma, pricsHARG f6 435 TLCS, Adt 15, Gasaline’ ot |
Fathure 't pmy%e%rmméimmuﬁmﬁh% perutit appHcasion puf being processed. ‘Suel faliure with vl Tu the: dowt
?ﬂﬂgt?ﬁm iwﬁ! »e mm w m :wmme mwmwmmmma us»bmimd.u c:pm‘cd t6 be deing: within mﬁ :
e the Wl _ T . ; . , 7‘7

RemowalReded i ;.?ﬁgta RN

Www,mn@mn 63'33:1 {Please wﬁmprmr o




~ Electronic Filing: Received, Clerk's Office 01/28/2026
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. . ) . FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
Elestranicriifing . Reseivedr@iarkisiaifice 01/28(282B6006301
Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety Permit # 00658-2015REM
1035 Stevenson Drive Request Rec'd 07/14/2015
Springfield, Hlinois 62703-4259 Amended Date
{217)785-1020 Approval Date 7/14/2015 DS
Permit Expires 1/14/2016

of Underground Storage Tank(s) and Piping for Petroleum and Hazardous Substances.

Permission 1o remove underground storage tank(s) or piping is hereby granted. Such removal shall not commence until the contractor the permit was issued
to or an employee of that contractor (this does not include a subcontractor) shall establish a date certain to perform the UST activity by contacting the Office
of the State Fire Marshal, Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety, at which time the UST activity shall be scheduled. THIS PERMIT IS VALID FOR

SIX MONTHS FROM THE APPROVAL DATE.

(1) OWNER OF TANKS - Comporation, partnership, or other
business entity:

Byerly Aviation, Inc.
6100 Dirksen Parkway,
Peoria, IL 61607

Contact: Chuck Atkins (309) 697-6300

{2) FACILITY - name and address where tanks are located:

Greater Peoria Airport Authority
6100 Dirksen Parkway
Peoria, Peonia Co., IL

Contact: Chuck Atkins (309) 258-0245

(3) REMOVAL OF TANKS:
(@) Number and size of tanks being removed: (TK # 1) - 3,000 gallons, (TK # 2) - 17,500 gallons, (TK # 3, 4) - 15,000 gallons, (TK #
5y - 20,000 gallons

Description/location of piping being remaoved:

Product stored in each tank: (TK # 1. 3) - Gasoline, (TK # 2, 3, 4) - Aviation Fuel

(b)
(e}
d)
(¢) If tank(s) is leaking, indicate IEMA incident number:

(f) Date each tank was last used: (TK # 1), (TK #2), (TK#3), (TK #4),(TK #5)

The owner must notify this Office when completion of fank removal has occurred, on the Notification for Underground Storage Tank Form,
This form can be obtained at www.stm.illinois.gov or by calling (217)785-1020. After removal is completed, the owner/operator shall perform a
site assessment by measuring for the presence of a release where contamination is most likely to be present at the UST site. This is in accordance
with the Illinois Administrative Code 176.360 (a) regulations and 40 CFR Part 280.72 (a) Federal Register Requirement.

Reason of tanks being removed:

“)

(5) SPECIAL CONTINGENCIES:

(6) PERSON, FIRM OR COMPANY PERFORMING WORK:

Seneca Companies, Inc. Contact Person: Scot Killip
4140 East 14th Street, PO Box 3360 Phone: (816) 761-1270

Des Moines. IA 50313 Contractor Registration # 1L-598  Exp. 02/23/2016

Sincerely,
s e
e‘f (.»"ﬁ N T ” ;’fd«;z‘f f; .
A é Ty f {3?3" A {"@gfég,,x”

Daniel Starks
cer Storage Tank Safety Specialist -
Fire Department -
Division File
(Rev. - 9/10)
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Electronlc F|I|ng Recelved CIerks Offlce 01/28/2026

Office of the Ilhno&s State Fire Marshal _ Facmty# 3006361
DlVISIOﬂ of Petroleum and Chemical Safety , Permit # 00637-2015L!N
1035 Stevenson Drive . Date 9/23/2015
- “Springfield IL 62703 "Notification YN
eaned O

- CONTRACTOR

707

- OWNER OF TANKS - o Acu.ln:
Byerly Aviation, Inc. GreaherPeonaAuponAuthonty
" Name =~ Name
6100 Dirksen Parkway - 6100 Dirksen Parkway
Street Address . ) . ‘Street Address e e T o
 Peoria ’ L 81607 Peoa . L. 81807 ‘Peoia
“City " State  Zip —cy State Zip " County _
 Chuck Atkins 309-697-6300 " Chuck Atiins 309258-0245 g
- Contact Person ~ Phone - Contact Person Phone -

B . o License Number

- Ammor Shield of Wisconsin RS
Name = .
4623 Hillcrest Parkway

‘_Streemadress ‘ i e ; «
Slinger ... Wi 53086
cty — Sate . Zip

- George Bennett 2626446447

-Contact Person - . Phone

1 13,000 Gasoline - Currently in use.

} 2 . 17}500 f.gvggtioh ‘Fggl Currently in usév
3 15,000 - |Aviation Fuel ~fcurrently in use

LN 15,000 - JAviation Fuel ~ fcurrently in use
5 20,000 |Gasoline  Jcurrently in use

- Sc.heduled on i@m_ili___,_

 [Ovoidpermit Y

" Tanks Al Hz N P J{ 7[% SR
‘ 1.»- 'Does contractor have a Gombustibie gas indicator and oxygen monitor on snte ' B @ O:
2. Hastank been vapor freed to aweptable levels to aﬂow safe cuttmg e . @ :O o
3 Do personnel have supphed air with full face enclosures and proper protectzve clothung .' - @ o -
4. Do personnel have a safety harness oonnected to a safety Iine and tnpod @ : q 5 !
* (LogTankintinsp 10/24/2013) Pagelof3



. Bradshaw to e-mail me the results.

Electronlc Flllng Recelved CIerks Offlce 01/28/2026

5. .Did STSS ver:fy all oertlﬁed empfoyees non-cerhﬁed workers and subcontract excavaﬂon operators possass @ Ne

.. their 40 hour General Site Worker Program identification card and valid refresher cards? P,

8. Did STSS verify the certified employee possessed a wallet card venfymg successﬂ:l passage of OSFM e j’ ® O
appmvedexam? , | e T

. Name of cemﬁed employee Clayton Bennett

. Date certification expires: 6/1 3/2016

Does contractor have a hardness tester for the existing tank coating - g
Does contractor have a thickness tester for existing tank coa:mg'_ »
Does contractor have equipment to test th;ckness oftank

1.

2.

3. v ,

4R kaes contractor have a hohday tester to tdentify cracks or pmhotes inthe extstmg tank coatmg .
emarks:

® O
@® 0
® 0O

~[] Did Not Witness Schedule on /2312015 Actual Date Witnessed: 9/23/2015 - [7] Void Permit
,ATanks' Al 1 B B PR 3 |fa 1= SRR _ .
 Remarks: -

Clayton Bennett will send in Notiﬂcation form and lining mspection results to OSFM Mr Bennett has

- recorded all tanks passed the lining inspection. He will aiso send a copy of the results to the Greater

- - Peoria Alrport Authority The precision tank tests are scheduled to be done tomorrow. Mr. Bennett sa:d S
IL. Oil Marketing is scheduled to do the prec:slon test on these tanks and | Ieft a message with Pete ~

; Scheduled on ;9{2__2.915.___

1. VenﬁedmatPrecrsxontestperfonned? T T e L e o
2. , , o if so Company Name Protanic Inc S - :
S : Ll Co #1413 _
TestDate; 912412015
il _ , ‘kRmns@PassQFaﬂQNlA T Ll
o _.3 Resultsperformedand s:gnedbyacemﬁedemptoyee‘? . e ONA@ O
S Name of certified employee: Angreas Grebas i - o
“Date certification exptres. 11/26/2015

: 'Remarks. ' e ‘ : ’

" According to the tank tlghtness test results that were e-malled to me from IL Oit Markatmg Eqmpment , T
" Co, all five tanks passed (tanks 4 and 5§ weree void of product during t:ghtnass testmg, the ALERT empty ‘ o

. tank test method was employed IR Ll

16

. (LogTankIntlnsp 10/24/2013) .~ . oo pgeaof3



SR (LogTankIriHnSp-1,0/24/2013)' :

Electronlc Flllng Recelved Clerks Offlce 01/28/2026 S
e ;afs;ms

X /@’5’

&medbv Jams}{:wﬂ'ty

Storage Tank Safety Specuahst (S;gnature)j"ﬁ. e

" Page3of3



R

 [Type of Facility. {Circle correct code)

N‘i | Convenience Store -~~~ J. Fam : LRy Fe&fa{(mtary} v Other Special
“|E. Auto Dealer - - ' K. Atrport AT Q. meaI(Non-Mxlﬁary);j_ - - Service Districts

Electronlc Flllng Recelved Clerks Offlce 01/28/2026
| OFF!CE USE ONLY

= [ i ! Natiﬁcaﬁon for Undergmund Storage Tanks
B 'Asaparatefarmmustbausedfareachsﬂe S,

.« If you have more than five tanks, photccopy pages 1»5
- and attach to this notification form. L

~ +Please type or print i inink; the sxgnature under
: '*cemﬁcaﬁen“ (section IX) must be sagned m ink

| Facﬂ!tle #rfknovm)39°63’51 Lol OwnerID #(:fkncwn} OLEL

N | D New Fac:ltty f“!} Amended (cuangasfcﬂmmms!mmonas Taﬂks) Mark a!f that apply
L o Owner Address Change (this facimy mly)

. "New Qwner - ‘Tanks Upgradedlﬁepalred {Permit #

Tank(s) Removed {Parmlt# o “} 1 -+ . Abandonment Notice (Perrmt# S
- Qm k\épﬂﬁ(&enoﬂﬂmﬂcfﬁﬂmg 57” ‘3
. Lecation of Taz:k(s)

l Ownership ofTank(s) S B  (fsamesss ‘Mambox) B

_ 'ByeﬂyAvratuon inc ; » - : , SR -:' Greabr?emamoﬁﬂuﬁwm
o | Owner Name {Corp., lwmfuai PﬂhhcAgeﬂCv Ofﬁher Enﬁty) Facility MWmmmny Site ident:fier asapp!wab!e S -
| 6100 Dirksen Parkway - | 6100 Dirksen Pariway = S
MamngAddress , P StreetAddmsorsmteRoad asappllt:ame{exactaddress) e
Pearia . L. . 6%07 . |Peofia L 6007
oy T swe . zZp |ewy  Swe  Zip
"'County‘V e e ‘ ' Teounty R )
Chuck Atdns 399—697—6300 - |ChuckAtidns . 3092580245
ContectName (AmaCade)Phone : c:ontam&ame ~ (AreaCode)Phone |

m TYPE QF MRSHI? {mark a;: that apply)

@ CurrentOwnerofTanxs P ’C] Own&rsmp Uncertam
-~ DatePurchased / £ B .

|A. Service Station - G.IndustriabManufacturing M. CityfTown 8. Port District 1
B. Bulk Plant B " H. Private Institution N Caunty L e T. Utility District - |
|c. Petroleum Distributor L Resndence(NomFann} Q. State - ... - UFireDept

_|F.CommerciabRetait L Marna R. School District - - woter |

Tanks Relined (Permit # S0 R

= i OwnerAddrassChange(ail famﬁt:aaawned) — Tanks Installed (Permit#______ —) e




 [1 Status of Tanks

o 3 Tanks Removed

e " Back-up generator -

Electronlc Flllng Recelved CIerks Offlce 01/28/2026

s (Corr pleta enare cﬂlumn far each tank)
.2 | TankNo.3 | TankNo.4_ | Tank No. 5

Tank !ﬁmﬁﬁc&ﬁmx ﬁ;miber'

© Curentyinuse o

| Temporarily outof use . ™ 3

| (Gection2mustbecompietey  f . f
- Permanentiyoutofuse - [ | [ |

. (Semmzmustbampieted)}»_ R T b A o
-~ Removed . . 3 [

S (Sectaon:imustbecompteted} ,

| Apandonedinplace 1 3

_ - (Section 4 must be completed} . |
2. Tanks Permanently& |

"Temporaritycutofﬁsea e e L
Eshmateddatelastused S // . / /

0o a;ffl:ﬁ
000 DH
00008

Bty
S
e
™
i Y
T

" Date tank(s) remcved
Estimated date last used

St
- P
S e
\\
D™ It
" R
e

,4 Abandonadin?!ace ) I
- Date tanks filled N B R B (R S A R R
“Tankfilledwith: T T ,
mertmatenais(sand ote) BERE RS .t
Unknown_ B e Ry IO RS o
‘ Othar {p&aase spemy) o i
e 5. Ageaf'rank ,
| - Date tank installed
“Date pmdmtpiaced intank -

[6.Estimated Total cagacity' ’
, ~ - (gafions) -
" {7. Substances Curremiy or
Last Stored o

Ty

l{

.
s

3

. Petroieum

. -Diesal -

© Kerosene

 Gasoline

- “Usedoit e
. Qther (Please speaty) ol

- Petrolezum use (i appucabie)
 Heatingoil -
(consumptive useonprem&ses) :

. Other (pleasespeciy) |

Hazardous Substance:
-} . Mame of principal CercLa substance o
- Chemical Abstract Service (CASNoj




e Piping Materials
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D%cﬁptmn nf vndergmunﬁ Staraga Tanks {Cmnmete ent:re ooiumn for each tzmk)

Tank!denttﬁt;atmnﬂumber | TankNo, 1 TenkNo.2_| TankNo.3_| TankNo.4 | TankNo.3 |

Ty Mateﬁaiof Gonstmeﬁcn e
o (makalithatapply)

) Asphaltcoatedcrbaresteel‘
'cathodtcaﬂy‘pmtected steel | :
i tiieiec(fic coate& éteéiv
;,Commssta (szeemmﬁbe@ass;
| : szergiass remforced ;;iasttc -
~Lined interior j, R .
Double-walled - -
; ;Secondafy contamment
. Steel STI-P3 |

T
0000000 DD,
100800000 |
100000000 |
pogdoooaad

R ‘:Othar (p&ease specxfy)

| (markaﬂﬁwatappiy}

o Bare steel - _
1 fGalvamzed steel
o Fiberglass femforced ptast:c
1 'camumcauy pmtected

 Double-walled

| secondary containment
Bl 'Dtelectncccatmg :

oooooco D
noooood
noooon
0000000 || 0o0s00000

~ |3. Piping T RN R I W

|3.PipingType - f b oo oo
(mgrkaumatapptw b b oM oFPETROL um

- SR |  CHEMICAL SAFETY

o "»Eurogean suctxon_v . I R e R

~ American suction

| Pressure

 Graviyfesd

oo oo
g oo
DDGD
DDD

DDDD

| Other (piease specity)
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Tank Identiﬁcatmn Number

Tank No f 1, '

Tank No. 2

Tank No 3

Tanch; 4

Tank No. D

Manual tank gaugmg -
| 2 Inventory controls - E
~ Automatic tank gaugmg s

- Groundwater mcnﬁonng

* Interstitial monitoring
- double-walled tankfpnpmg

 Interstitial monitoring
~ Isecondary containment |

 Tank tightﬁess testing
Automatic !me leak detector

! - Line t;ghtness testmg :
* Automatic shut-off device

_ Continuous alarm system

k (eufapean sucttoﬁ) ‘
 Other (piease spaclfy)

* [4 Release netectmn "
| R (Mark arlmatapply)

: Vapor momtonng

No requirements

a aa 0oeoo

Tank | Ptpmg

0 0000 E]DD

Tank , Fipmg

3:’; |

T

0 0 dougin

Pipms

U oo

0 000
00 000B00
0 oo0

Tark Piping

8, COrmsicn Pmtssﬁon :

' Cathod&c protection

- Impressed current -
- Secondary contammeni
- Exterior coating
- Fiberglass remforced p&astic
- Double-walled - ,

- Interior lining

Other (please Specrfy)

(mark all that apph/} .

ﬁ
ol |-
2

‘0000000

ng | Tank ::Piping_

| 0000000

Tank - | Piping

Tank

T

3
g
2

6 8pﬂl & Overfill Prevention |

(Mark ail that apply)

o Overﬁu devme

Automatic shut-off

- Overfill Alarm -~

~ | Ballfioatvaive ,
-] - Spill containment device
| - Other (Please specify) -

ooeoa | -

ooeog || 5

BOEOE
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Vii Cerﬁﬁcaﬁm of Compliance (Campiete ?or all aew. upg!aded and relmed tanks at tms mca:mn)

tn&tauatioﬁ (mafk aliﬁwtapp!y)
Installer certified by tank and |
piping ‘manufacturers
© Installer cettrﬁedorhcensedby
R S “implementing agency :
S o }nstaﬁerrag»steredby _
ENRNE piementing agency . o
L !ﬁsta!!er is the owner of the tank(s)
- Installation inspected by a -
- registered engineer . -~ |
' ,["mstaﬂatson mspeded&approved .
- by implementingagency |
o Manufa?cturef‘aimtallation -
- checklists have been completed
Another method allowed by state
agency (M% WWY)

0BO0oan

. OATH: is:ert:fymemfomhenﬁwatispmwdedm&ecﬂon\fﬂistmatﬁthabestofmykmudadge andoaﬁwmatthe 1
 instaliation was performed in accardance with au applicable s:ate’andjiedemi Iawsandregubhcns (THIS SEC‘ﬂON e

MAY ONLY BE COMPLETEQ BY THE CONTF
: - ACTIVITY PER:F’GRMEDBY WFERENT CONTRACTOR. ¥y

L Tokio 1B3AE  pemy  00637-2015LIN.
o [Contractor ClaytonBennett .~ L2 ﬁ.,

VtcePressdent T e Awmsmeidofw: ,

vm Fmancual Responsibﬂity

,Mﬁarkamhatfappw:j , | Sl D
' 'E}Seif-lnsuram*.e [':_}Guarantee E]ﬁemﬁcateaf :“;f:‘ T8

-Commerc;al msurance E::}Sufety Bond [:] Trust Fund 4

E:] Rlsk Retenuon Gmup DteﬁerofCredr& (. omerMemod{gﬁgv@g PET Hﬁ&ﬁ}
ST {mease afy)  CHEMICAL SAFETY

) & Ceftfﬁcation (Readand sagﬂ aﬂef‘compsetmg aﬂ sectnons)

1 cemfy under penalty of law that | have pemanaﬂy exammed and am familiar with the information submrtied |

m thss and all attached documents, amimatbasedanmymmry of those immediately responsfbie fc;r
- ~ obtaxmngmemfonnanon %behevethatﬂwesubm&dmfomaﬂmssm
B accurataandmplete -

i —a s 15

* C \-\d:-\k if}rv\é.\a ¢

B Nameandoﬁimawﬂecfcwneror s . Stgnature R U R ey DateS!gned ‘
|| ownersauthorized representative (must be original) ‘ ‘




o LoR32015 .
- 19/2312015
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cm-’:ca OF THE fLL mms STATE FIRE mnsHAL SO 3(}06361
Division of Petroleum and Chemical ‘;ufet} R hmm\ #

. 1035 Stevenson Drive - - R
Springfield, Ilinois 627034259 Pefmn# 00637"2015{-“

CQ2IN7851 6”0 or (217)?83‘38?8

INSPE « ‘,,QN CERTIFICATION

3006361' , o , , ; -
g ) «l-'iuht\ fI)# e T
Y(Name Aﬂd address where tanks are located:) ) Rt &RMOR SH’{ELD OF WTSCONSYN

* Greater Peoria Airport Authority -~ Ern g
— 4623 amcmsswxwy

PR , - "
o Street Address . . . SLINGER e Wi C 53086

| Siaic 7 — CELAYTONBENNETT (262)644-64&9 i

Chuck Atkms ‘ Lo 399*258-0245 = o Cuma(.x Person. o hone
 Conty f;ﬂ’cmm L e Pheme. oo e 1707 RN ‘ '4" 18]2019 o : ‘
: . . Lo S - Contractor License # . . kxpiration Dage

DATE t::;‘ ms?[,cﬁm , ,MNK IDNUMBER _ j TAI‘wK sxz& e PASS/FML
| 9/23/2015 i . los00 | PASS
- 19/23/2015 - 17500 .| PAss

- 18/23/2015 | 15000 R PASS =
1 15000 . | PASS _
20000 1 PASS

' LT btpzﬁzﬁuf
o i the undm s;gned herebv swear and attest that i have performed emry, ek;mmg and i mspecuon of the existing
" internal lining in accordance with NLPA STANDARD 631 Chapter B, ami passed aitmson@iﬁ;%ﬁféﬁ A

| 'teqmrements peri%t AI\S% Editmn . sy GHEM!C&L&&:. 2 ’%’

emumts

‘Sigﬂed,,  1.

- Date

' ¢'fm,rspccﬁéa(:emﬂcam;s.fmfm;' T e e e ) S B D R |




- (Name, and 2 addrg.sé where tanks are tccaxed}

_ Greater Peoria A:rpmt Authonty

YN%O Dirksen’ Parkway '

‘\Eﬂ:‘dt‘\{idﬂ.‘is , o R ) T

State . Zp  Count

ChuckAﬂ(ins .- 309-258-0245 -

" Contact Person L . - Phone .

{,mnplmnce ¥tem

Electronlc Flllng Recelved CIerks Offlce 01/28/2026

f)FFKE.. OF THE ILLI\()!‘«» sTATE F!Rb MAR&HAI L - 3006361

_Division of Petrolenra and Chemieal Safety . - " E-amim #_

oo 1038 Stevenson Drve .. e A4S

Springficid, Hlinois 62703-4259 e ' Permith 00637 .2015L!N
("t?)?&ﬁ 1(1”’9 uri"i73785~5873 L s

o Ccmpanv Ndme o
"4623 HILL CRES'T ?KW‘(
Street Address

SUNGER W s

City - S State . Zip.
" CLAYTON BENNETT : . (2621 644-6447

. Tontact Person ... .  Phone
CONLelz07 471872016
- Contracter License # e - Expiration Date

Tank#1 . Tank#2  Tank #5  Tank #4

RS ank apﬂmveﬁ for Lining {YI’N}

Y . Y Y v Y

TNA [ WK [ WA _ NA

Mil Profile ( Y/N)

| Full White Metal Blast 3 to 4 mils Min. (see figum 5. .

T WA T WA | NA

- | Reinforcing Plates Installed (ﬁ) -

Entire Inmde Surface Coated Evenly {Y/?‘»I}

Number of Coating Thickness Rﬁadmga

{mils) "

Max. Qodtmg Th:ckness Readmg Top S;dc Botmm -

N/A
5 130 130 a6
12

- { Number of Hardness Rcadm&s

as Ll Ligy Liaa

Max. Hardness Reading.

{ Min. Hardness Reading -

_Full Holiday Test Passed (Y/N)

. b— '-3% £

Sketch of Tanks on Reverse (V, 1N‘;

Number of fin{es

NA___ | WA NA_ | NA

- | Age of Tank

N/A WK ) o NIA

| Seam Leak

' Brand & Model of Thickness Tester
Brand & Model of Hardness Tester -

_ Brand & Number of Lining Material =~

-~ Brand & Model of Holiday Tester -

o Bremd & Model of Ultrasomc Thmkness Gauge ,‘

‘Barber-Coleman GYZJ 935 :

| ) Eicometer inslwments Madel 8E
~Armor Shield TL=300

.VOIYmtﬂis Nm S}’Stems Modei W&F P&

’ OATB. S 1 c&mfy that the above mformanon is correct and that the wbject tank lining

@@I@E 3?1;

Tinker-Rasor W-8869 . f}EP 3 g 204
%{Eﬁm

acmrdmg 1o spemﬁcatmns of the immg matena§ nmnufacmrer dnd NLPA 631

' ngnamre ef Authonzed Fretd Installer v /-

' sfzsfzms

. L.empany: Armor Shield -ef_Wisconsin - Date

{Tank Lining/termal ‘LnSpec‘tioiﬁRémirCnmptianée Rspart ~3114/01) oo

24




OFF illh OF Tﬂfb lLLINOIS 6’1\1 | FIRI‘ MARSHAL
- - Division of Petroteum and Chemical Gafety .
) .- 1835 Btevenson Drive.. e
S;mngﬁem Yifinois 627()3-4259
( 2 }7)785-1 @20 or (2 1 7}’235—5878

e ¢5Ele-Ctkonic Fi_li_ng_:; Re'géi\'/edj,ffCler,k"s O.’ff‘i‘cve_ 0’1‘/,28‘/_’2026;7 .

e Facxmg,# 3:“5 1

00637-2015LIN

g Pt:r,nﬁ(é'

S Brand & Model of Hardness Tester

{Nmm aw.i addma where tanks are icicated 1}

WISCONSIN

Greater F’eoﬂaAtrpartAuﬂmmy : s (A,mpmymm T I
SN . A623HILLCRESTPRWY . . ...
é%UDWkseﬂpafkway ' Suect Address . v o
T Street Address , ; o SLINGER. ST \&’I : 33086
 .Peoria .. | 61607 _Peoria . Ciy : ﬁxta&: R 4 S
- City State ip _CLAYTON BENNETT _(267) 644-6447
Chuck Atkms o 258-(&45 o Confact Person . , Phenx:
" Contact Person ?hm%’ ’ 1707 : ' 4‘1&&6
o . _ Lfmim:;mrlmens;# E*cpnratum Date
BT Camphance Item _Tank#5 - Tank# Tank #- - Tank#
lank approved for Lining (Y/N) , Y ' : ~
Full White Metal Blast 3 to 4 mils Mm (see f gura 5) L NA
- [Mil Profile (Y/N)_ | . TNA
- | Reinforcing Plates lmtaﬂed (#) e i
| Entire Inside Surface Coated Evenly (Y/N) Y
Number of Coating Thickness Readings 15
| Max. Coating Thxckness Readmg Top, Snde Bam)m ey
(mils) - , ' s \3(
Number of Hardness Readmgs A5
| Max. Hardness Reading  £5
| Min. Hardness Reading . , gf, .
Full Holiday Test Passed (Y/N) 2
| Sketch of Tanks on Reverse {Y/N ) L
Number of Holes N/A
. Mge of Tank N/A
| Seam Leak '

Brand & Model of Thickness Tester

- Brand & Number of Lining Material

Brand & Model of Holiday Tester - . ‘
Brand & M(}Eiﬂ Qf U!tt*ammc Tknckness (Jauge

OATH

- Elcometer Instruments Model 88~
- Barber-Coleman GYZJ 935
" .Armor Shield TL-300
- Tinker-Rasor W-8869 RS
: ‘_ , Ot}*mpus NTD Systcm Modet MGZXT _

1 ce.mfy that ihe above mformaxnﬁn is carrect aﬂd that the sub;ect tank immg work was campieted

. amordmg to specxtxcanons of the lmmg matenai manufacturcr anci NLPA 631. -

. Signature of Authorized Field Tnstaller

- Company: Armor Shield of Wisconsin -

o (_szk tﬁlirxiniz_/lr&érné{f ,Inspecmmfﬁegpafr‘Cmn'pliance Repm’t?iflv;i!éff}’

25
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I acnmy # 3305361

OFF ICE OF THE KLLLN()ES ST%.TE FIRE MARSHAL

Division of Petroleum and Chemical Safety ‘
. 1035 Stevenson Drive B

Springfield, 1inois 62703-4259  Permitk. 09637‘20‘5‘-"“
- (2!7}7854020@:(217}785 -5878 : ,
FAC ,""’-iauht}!D# 3006361 ~ LINING CONTRACTO
: (Neﬂm and address where tanks are k)CétlLd ) e : ARMQR SHIELD OF WISCONS?N
-Greater Peona Alrport Authority - . Compan
: ’ o 4623 HILLCRBST PKWY e
- ‘6?00 Dirksen Parkway , Street Address o .
| Street Addr;s» c e _SLINGER v Wi 53086
Peoria | 61607 - Peoria City ) State
City . State - Zip County . ..~ . CLAYTON BENNEW @.6,_164%447
Chuck A:kms X S 339*2%—-0245 - Contact Person - Phone
Contact Person. _ Phem, - S 131 o . }1R/ :
e Contractor License #_ . : Expiratiﬂn Daic:

R R bcmg a me}cyee of the above menixaned lining t.oﬂtractmg company, eertxﬁy that the fa(lawmg undergmund smrage .
. tanks were internally inspected on the above permit number and were prec:smn tcsted by a Hlmms hcensed te<1:ng o
e contractor All tanks were precxsmn tested and pmven ught : : ~

TAN;\ D NUMBER DATE 0;-' TEST
T 9/24/2015
~ ',912412&15 .
9/24/2015
, ,gmw
- 9/24/2015

: Name of Tx.scmg? ﬂompany P’m"a Inc.

’IL~I413 ‘

; ; I_ﬂmms Lwense Number i
_Date 42015 \3‘0 SEP 302055 &
o DIV, OF PETROLEUM

~ Signed,

- CHEMICAL SAFETY

= '.'.(Smxemem‘é;fPrec{sim:‘Tightm%s '!'i:ﬁ?ﬁ/z{idiy e 3




- Electronlc F|I|ng Recelved CIerks Offlce 01/28/2026

Ofﬁce of the lllmots State Fire Marshal |

DlVlSion of Petroleum and Chemical Safety |

1035 Stevenson Drive -

- Facility #_ 3006361 -

- pemt# 00658-2015REM |

 Date_1/15/2018

' S - Notnﬁcat;onFonn - ,Y‘ -N
Received O @
“PemmitNof .
, Exe:;uted ‘
e [ Removal -0 Piping Removal Only
. OWNER OF TANKS " EACILITY -
Byerly Aviation, inc. - ‘ Gma:erpmmrponmcﬁty' :
Name L - Name .
6100 Dirksen Parkway 6100 Dirksen Parkway
Street Address _ - ’ Street Address _ .
_Peoria o eteor Peoia . IL 61607 ' Peoria
" City - . State Zp .~ Ciy B ~ State Zip County
. ChuckAtiins .~ . 309-697-6300 © " ChuckAtkins - 3082580245
- Contact Person Phone ' Contact Person Phone
. CONTRACTOR - 1Ls98 S
" Seneca Companies, Inc. '
~Name,“ .
| 4140 East 14th Street
.. Street Address _ -
o PR TIA 50313
- City State  Zip
- Keri Hankins 8167611270
o Contact Person . Phone

}1 ‘  }Gasoline - . JCurrently in use
12 17,500 - |Aviation Fuel _ |currently in use
13 15,000 | Aviation Fuet - Currently in use
14 15,000 Aviation Fuel Currently in use
15 - : 20,000'» - Gasoline - V JCurrently in use

 (LogRem 10/22/2015)

"Page 1 of 2
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: . . o Y
. D}d STSS venfy all eemﬁed employees non-cemfied workers and subcontract excavation operators : O
possess their 40 hour General Site Worker Program |dent|ﬁcatron card and valid refresher cards?

O

® ® ,=,=

20 D:d STSS venfy the ceruﬁed employee possessed a waﬂet wrd venfymg successful passage of OSFM
L approved exam'? : . :
‘ . Name of certified employee AR

Date oerhﬁcatton explras

,ED&DAlelcatlon. LTl S T T T
OGwen To Owner/'operator Oleen To Contractor/Consultant OObtaln Form Onhne @N/A

S Removal Certlfication'

OGwen To 0wner/0perator Oleen To chtractor/Consultant OObtain Form Onlme @ N/A

 Site Assessment Result Form: ‘ : ’ SR
. OGivenTo Owner/Operator OGiven To Contractor/Consultant OObtam Form Online @N/A -

~ Remarks: o ‘
.. This penmt was never executed. See the Lming mspectmn permat for these tanks #00637-2015L1N

- 1;15;2&:5
- NOTE: Drawing attached e StorageTank Safety Spemaltst (slgnature) e

o @egRem10722/2015) o
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 RodR. Blagoje

Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives Fact Sheets

Tiered Approach to Corrective Action Objectives (TACO)
Fact Sheet 11: Metals

How do I develop migration to groundwater remediation
objectives for metals (inorganics)?

Three separate preocedures for developing soil remediation objectives for the migration to
groundwater pathway exist. For many inorganics, either a toxic characteristic leaching procedure
(TCLP) test, a synthetic precipitation leaching procedure (SPLP), or a "totals" metal laboratory
analysis may be used. To use the totals objectives, the pH of the soil that the metal is expected to
migrate through must be obtained. It is useful to analyze for totals because the soil ingestion and
inhalation remediation objectives are also measured in totals. For metals in groundwater,
investigative samples should be unfiltered.

Can I use a background determination for metals?

Yes. A site specific background concentration can be calculated using an Illinois EPA approved
statistical method. The background determination may then effectively be used as the remediation
objective (See Fact Sheet 9). Also, Appendix A, Table G provides a look up table of values of
concentrations of inerganic chemicals in background solils.

Also, in Appendix B, Table A, the footnote "t" is used for certain chemicals to indicate that the table
value is likely to be less than the background concentration for the chemical, In those instances,
screening or remediation concentrations using the procedures for determining area background may
be maore appropriate.

Any averaging and/or compositing of soil samples for a background determination must be
consistent with the approach described in Section 742.225 (See Fact Sheet 10).

What are the remediation objectives for lead?

Appendix A, Table G provides background concentrations. The Tier 1 lead background objective is
20.9 mg/kg outside metropolitan areas and 36.0 mg/kg within metropclitan areas. The Tier 1
ingestion remediation objective for lead is 400 mg/kg. Concentrations exceeding 400 mg/kg
generally require either: 1) remediation, or 2) engineered barriers and institutional controls.

Can I use the Tier 2 equations for metals?

Yes, The 5SL equations may be used for metals. For example, to determine a migration to
groundwater remediation objective you can use Appendix C, Table 3, which provides Soil Water

Sorption Coefficients (ks) values for eleven metals and nine ionizing organics. These values depend
on the soil pH. Also, for all metals other than mercury, set Henry's Law Constant equal to zero.

EXHIBIT

How do I obtain the pH of the soil?

http://www.epa.state.il.us/land/taco/1 1 -metals.htm! 2/23/2007
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For Appendix B, Tables C and D and some Tier 2 groundwater equations, pH is a necessary
component. Soil pH is a common laboratory test, and you can request it when submitting soi
samples for analysis. Or, if using proper techniques, pH can be measured in the field. pH is based
upon a logarithmic scale; therefore, pH sample results can not be averaged,

It is important to submit a sample for pH analysis that is representative of the soil that the
contamination is expected to migrate through. Therefore, for evaluating the migration to
groundwater pathway, the soil pH sample should be collected several feet below the surface in an
uncontaminated area. For example, at a LUST site, the soil sample would be collected at a depth at
or below the tank invert. For sites less than 0.5 acres, usually only one soil pH measurement is
warranted.

For several metals, if the soil pH exceeds 8.0, a request can be made to the Bureau of Land to use
the remediation objectives that correspond to a pH value of 7.75 to 8.0.

Metals, Example 1 - Application of the Industrial/Commercial Tables

In this example, a site is requesting industrial/commercial soil remediation objectives, and the
groundwater classification is Class II. Assume no routes are excluded from consideration,
pursuant to Subpart C. The pH of the subsurface soil is 7.5, The barium and chromium soil
remediation objectives for ingestion and inhalation, from Appendix B, Table B (Tier 1 Soil
Remediation Objectives for Industrial /Commercial Properties) are:

Ingestion Inhalation
Ingestion Inhalation Construction Construction
(mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
Barium 140,000 910,000 14,000 870,000
Chromium 10,000 420 4,100 8,800

The barium and chromium soil remediation objectives for migration to groundwater from
Appendix B, Table B are:

Soil Objective for the Migration
to Class 1I Groundwater Route (mg/liter)
Barium 2.0 (TCLP/SPLP)
Chromium 1.0 (TCLP/SPLP)

Also, the migration to groundwater objectives can be obtained from Appendix B, Table D, which
gives pH specific objectives expressed in totals (mg/kg). This table shows 1,800 mg/kg for
barium; no data is provided for chromium,

Therefore, the barium soil remediation objective is either:

1. 1,800 mg/kg (which is protective for migration to groundwater, ingestion and inhalation),
or

2. 2.0 mg/! (which accounts for migration to groundwater) and 14,000 mg/kg (which
accounts for ingestion and inhalation).

3. Also, for barium, the background soil concentration is 110 mg/kg for metropolitan areas,
according to Appendix A, Table F.

http://www.epa.state,il.us/land/taco/11-metals. html 2/23/2007



TACO - Fact ShdglettrBiniciFihdg: IReeepfédnClerk's Office 01/28/2026 ~ Page3of3

Either 1, 2 or 3 above, may be used.

The chromium soli remediation objective is both 420 mg/kg and 1.0 mg/l. According to Appendix
B, Tables C and D for chromium, a pH dependent value to determine the migration to
groundwater remediation objective is not determined, so a TCLP or SPLP test must be used in
addition to a totals test for ingestion and inhalation. However, the chromium background soil
concentration is 16.2 mg/kg. Therefore, if all the on-site chromium soil sample results are less
than 16.2 mg/kg, no further evaluation may be necessary, and you may not need to analyze by a

TCLP or SPLP method.

Copyright © 2005 Hiriois EPA  Agency Site Map | Privacy Information | Kids Privacy | Web Accessibility | Agency Webmaster

http://www.epa.state.il.us/land/taco/11-metals.html 2/23/2007
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Sampling Requirements for Used Oil Underground

Storage Tank Systems

1. What are the indicator contaminants for a used oil release, and how are they determined?

2. Where and when is the soil-screening sample collected to determine indicator

contaminants?

3. How can metals be excluded from further consideration as indicator contaminants?
4. What sampling is required after the soil-screening sampling?

5. What remediation objectives are used as a comparison to the analytical results?

6. Where can | get more information on this subject?

7. Minimum Soil-Screening Sampling Parameters for Used Oil UST Systems (from 35 1l
Adm. Code 732/734.Appendix B)

1. What are the indicator contaminants for a used oil release, and how
are they determined?

When a release of used oil has occurred, the indicator contaminants shall be determined by the
results of a used oil soil-screening sample. The sample shall be analyzed for all volatile,
base/neutral, polynuclear aromatic (PNA), and metal parameters listed at Appendix B of 35 Illinois
Administrative Code (35 lll. Adm. Code) 732 or 734 (also listed after the last question of this fact
sheet) and any other parameters the Licensed Professional Engineer or Licensed Professional
Geologist suspects may be present based on underground storage tank (UST) system usage. The
Hlinois EPA may add degradation products or mixtures of any of the pollutants listed above. The
used oil indicator contaminants shall be those parameters listed above that exceed their most
stringent remediation objective at 35 Ill. Adm. Code 742 in addition to benzene, ethylbenzene,
toluene, total xylenes (BETX) and the PNAs listed in Appendix B. If none of the parameters exceed
their remediation objective, then the used oil indicator contaminants shall be BETX and the PNAs
listed in Appendix B.

EXHIBIT

2. Where and when is the soil-screening sample collected to determine
indicator contaminants?



Of the samples coIFelc%gérgQrii(r:wgl;: | Iar} :A:éggr? ié’&ﬁ'dt%'s?{h:essgﬁsig 8%@\%4%%%@&5 to be the

most contaminated as a result of the release from the used oil UST system must be used to
determine indicator contaminants. If none of the samples appear to be contaminated, then a

floor sample collected from below the used oil UST must be used. This sample is to be used as a
screening tool and should be collected and analyzed during Early Action. It must be collected and
analyzed prior to the submittal of a site classification plan or site investigation plan. '

Please be advised that sampling the tank contents is not an acceptable method to establish

indicator contaminants.
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3. How can metals be excluded from further consideration as indicator
contaminants? '

For used oil UST systems, metals may be excluded from further consideration by:

» Utilizing the background concentrations located at 35 Illl. Adm. Code 742.Appendix A.Table G.
The values listed in this table are based upon total metal concentrations. If the total metal
concentration of the soil-screening sample is less than or equal to the background
concentration listed in Table G, then that metal may be excluded as an indicator contaminant;
or

e Comparing TCLP or SPLP concentrations to the Tier 1 look-up soil remediation objectives table
for residential properties at 35 [ll. Adm. Code 742.Appendix B.Table A. If the TCLP or SPLP
metal concentration of the soil-screening sample is less than or equal to the remediation
objective for the soil component of the groundwater ingestion exposure route listed in Table A,
then that metal may be excluded as an indicator contaminant; or

* Performing a pH analysis of a soil sample collected from an uncontaminated location on site
and comparing the total metal concentration to the pH-specific soil remediation objective
located at 35 lil. Adm. Code 742.Appendix B.Table C or Table D. If the total metal concentration
of the soil-screening sample is less than or equal to the remediation objective listed in Table C
or D, then that metal may be excluded as an indicator contaminant.

For this reason, it is recommended that the soil-screening sample be analyzed for both total and
soluble (TCLP or SPLP) metals and pH analysis be performed on a soil sample from an
uncontaminated area.

For your information, the use of area background concentrations to exclude metals from
consideration as used oil indicator contaminants does not result in a land use restriction.
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4. What sampling is required after the soil-screening sampling?

After the indicator contaminants have been identified from the soil-screening sample, further
sampling for the indicator contaminants is required in accordance with Early Action provisions.

Alternatively—and possibly the simplest course to follow—all Early Action samples, including the
soil-screening sample, may be collected at the same time. Then, with a request to the laboratory
for quick turnaround time, the soil-screening sample must be analyzed for all parameters noted
above (in response to the first question of this fact sheet). At this time, too, all Early Action
samples should be analyzed for BETX and PNAs (since these parameters are always required for
used oil UST systems). Please note that a sufficient amount of soil should be collected per sample
location for later testing of other indicator contaminants, if any. A

Upon completion of Early Action activities, if compliance with applicable remediation objectives is
not demonstrated, further sampling will be required pursuant to regulations governing site
classification, site investigation, and/or corrective action.
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5. What remediation objectives are used as a comparison to the analytical
results?

The most stringent Tier 1 remediation objectives listed at 35 lll. Adm. Code 742. Appendix B must
be used for the established indicator contaminants. While the Tier 1 soil remediation objectives
for residential properties are generally the most stringent, other remediation objectives (for
example, the construction worker inhalation remediation objectives found at 35 Ill. Adm. Code
742 .Appendix B.Table B) may be more stringent for some parameters.

in order to make the comparison between Tier 1 remediation objectives and the analytical results,
the laboratory analytical reports must include a practical quantitation limit (PQL) or reporting
limit that is less than or equal to the most stringent remediation objective for each parameter in
compliance with 35 lll. Adm. Code Section 734.415(b). The only exceptions are those parameters
whose acceptable detection limits (ADL), as listed at 35 Ili. Adm. Code 742 .Appendix B.Tables A
and B, are higher than the remediation objectives. Namely, the parameters with higher ADLs are:

¢ aldrin
* bis(2-chloroethyl)ether

* 1,2-dibromoethane (ethylene dibromide)



o 3,3'-dichlorobenzidine
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» 1,3-dichloropropene (1,3-dichloropropylene, cis + trans)
 dieldrin
* 2,4-dinitrotoluene
¢ 2,6-dinitrotoluene
« heptachlor
» heptachlor epoxidealpha-HCH ( alpha-BHC)
* nitrobenzene
* n-nitrosodi- n-propylamine
+ 2,4-dinitrophenol
o 2,4,6-trichlorophenol
Further, the analytical results must be reported on a dry weight basis, and all sample analyses

must be performed by a laboratory accredited for the analyzed parameters. Analytical results that
do not meet these criteria will not be accepted as a demonstration of compliance.
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6. Where can | get more information on this subject?

For more information, please contact the project manager on call for the Leaking Underground
Storage Tank Section at 217-524-3300.
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7. Minimum Soil-Screening Sampling Parameters for Used Oil UST
Systems (from 35 lil. Adm. Code 732/734.Appendix B)

Volatiles

1. Benzene
2. Bromoform

3. Carbon tetrachloride



4. Chlorobenzene
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5. Chloroform
6. Dichlorobromomethane
7. 1,2-Dichloroethane
8. 1,1-Dichloroethene
9. cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene
10. trans-1,2-Dichloroethylene
11. Dichloromethane (Methylene chloride)
12. 1,2-Dichloropropane
13. 1,3-Dichloropropylene (cis + trans)
14. Ethylbenzene
15. Styrene
16. Tetrachloroethylene
17. Toluene
18. 1,1,1-Trichloroethane
19. 1,1,2-Trichloroethane
20. Trichloroethylene

21. Vinyl chloride

22. Xylenes (total)

Base/Neutrals

1. Bis(2-chloroethyl)ether

2. Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate
3. 1,2-Dichlorobenzene

4. 1,4-Dichlorobenzene

5. Hexachlorobenzene

6. Hexachlorocyclopentadiene



7. n-Nitrosodi- n—~;|3£rc>pylami_ne - _ _
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8. n-Nitrosodiphenylamine

9. 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene

Polynuclear Aromatics

1. Acenaphthene
2. Anthracene
3. Benzo(a)anthracene
4. Benzo(a)pyrene
5. Benzo(b)fluoranthene
6. Benzo(k)fluoranthene
7. Chrysene
8. Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene
9. Fluoranthene
10. Fluorene
11. Indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene
12. Naphthalene
13. Pyrene
14. Acenaphthylene
15. Benzo(g,h,i)perylene

16. Phenanthrene

Metals (total inorganic and organic forms)

1. Arsenic
2. Barium
3. Cadmium

4. Chromium (total)



5. Lead
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6. Mercury

7. Selenium

This fact sheet is for general information only and is not intended to replace, interpret, or modify
laws, rules or regulations.
Revised August 2007






