Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Changes to Chapter 62-761,
Florida Administrative Code
Underground Storage Tank Systems

(USTs)

Adopted — 1/11/17




Rule Organization

e The rule sections are reorganized a bit with
separate sections now for:

e Registration
 Notification
e Financial responsibility
e [ncidents
» Discharges
* The concept of Category A, B and C USTs has

been removed since all USTs must have met
upgrade requirements by December 31, 2009.
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Intent

The facility shall provide a representative to access
storage tank system components for inspection
purposes and to demonstrate operational functionality
of electronic equipment.
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Definitions

Terms that are defined in the Florida Statutes,
such as “Discharge”, “Facility”, “Petroleum”, and
“Owner” will no longer be defined in the rule.

There are 21 new definitions and 34 definitions
have been removed (including 12 statutory
definitions).
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Definitions

e “Class A, B, & C operators” have now been
defined due to the addition of the Operator
Training & Certification requirements to the rule.

 “Certified Contractor” is required only if backfill is
disturbed.

* “Closure Integrity Evaluation” is the assessment
by a 3 party of the integrity of a component in
contact with the soil that is being closed.

 “In-service” and “Out-of-service” definitions have
been revised Iin an attempt to simplify things. A
UST Is in-service until registered as out-of-
service. And, there is no longer a definition of
“Unmaintained”.
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Definitions

* “Integrity test” is a determination of the liquid
tightness of a component:

o“Interstitial integrity test” is used to determine if
double-walled component is tight.

o“Primary integrity test” is used to determine |If
the primary wall of the component IS tlght This
concept replaces former “tightness test”
concept.

o“Containment integrity test” Iis used to

determine If single-walled component (sump or
spill containment) is tight.
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Definitions

» “Release” definition has been revised. Itis no longer
a discharge. Itis a loss of regulated substance into
secondary containment.

e “Residential storage tank system” has been revised
In an attempt to make it more clear. Now it must
provide fuel for heating, a/c, or electricity to a
residential structure. And, it must provide it to a
dwelling used as a common household.

 “Vapor Corrosion Inhibitor” is a new term proposed by
Industry related to corrosion protection — a chemical
substance that volatilizes within a confined space to
Inhibit corrosion.
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Reference Guidelines

The rule update allows for the Department to update
such reference guidelines as from the American
Petroleum Institute (API), Petroleum Equipment

Institute (PEI) and the National Fire Protection Agency
(NFPA).
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Reference Guidelines

Instructions for Recommended Practices

Conducting Sampling for Testing_ Secondary
Containment

PEI/RP1200-12

Instructions for Conducting Sampling During Underground

Storage Tank Closure Recommended Practices for

the Testing and Verification

Permitting and Compliance Assistance Program of 5pi", o"erfi"’ Leak
fonof aste Detection and Secondary

Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Containment Equipment
at UST Facilities

April 2016

DPEI
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Applicability

The Department removed the term “de minimus” and replaced
It with more specific rule exemptions:

« Storage tanks containing pollutants of less than
2% and hazardous substances below the reportable
guantities, and

« Storage tanks containing biofuels with 5% or less of regulated
substances
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Operator Training

« Each facility, including unmanned facilities, must designate a
Class A, B, and C operator by October 13, 2018.

* Class A — has primary responsibility for facility, such as owner,
and can operate one or more facilities.

e Class B — implements day-to-day tank operations, such as
operator or independent consultant, and can operate up to 50
facilities. If a contractor, then must also be a Certified
Contractor or must be employed by a Certified Contractor.

e Class C — controls dispensing of fuel, such as manager/clerk,
and must be trained for each facility.

e Class A and B operators must be re-trained if the Department
Issues an NOV for a significant issue (FR, construction,
overfill/spill containment, and release detection).
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Operator Training

e Class A - C must complete approved training course,
except that Class C may receive training from Class B.

 Facilities must have a trained employee present
during hours of operation, unless facility is unmanned.

 Unmanned facilities must have emergency information
sighage visible from any dispenser.

 Certificates of training must be maintained and
available for inspection.

 Emergency contact numbers must be posted for Class
C operators’ use and site specific response
procedures must be accessible.
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Registration/Notification - Installations

Former Requirements New Requirements

» Notify county at least 30 days * Notify county 30-45 days prior
prior to install (verbal or written). to install (written).

« Confirm with county at least 48 e Confirm with county 48-72
hours prior to install (verbal or hours prior to install (written).
written). * For new facility — register 30

» Register no later than 30 days days prior to install. 7 days
after putting substance into new prior to adding product for
tank. existing facility.

» Provide a certified contractor form ¢ Provide a certified contractor
within 30 days after installation. form within 21 days after

installation.
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Registration/Notification - Closures

Former Requirements

Notify county at least 10 days
prior to closure (verbal or
written).

Confirm with county at least 48
hours prior to closure (verbal or
written).

Register no later than 30 days
after closure.

Register no later than 30 days
after other changes.

Provide a certified contractor form
within 30 days after removal.

February 2017
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New Requirements

Notify county 30-45 days prior
to closure (written).

Confirm with county 48-72
hours prior to closure (written).

Register no later than 10 days
after closure.

Register no later than 10 days
after other changes.

Provide a certified contractor
form within 21 days after
removal.



Registration/Notification - Delivery

Prohibition

» Motor fuel may not be placed into regulated
tanks unless there Is a valid registration
placard displayed at the facility.

* Motor fuel means petroleum products used for
the operation of a motor or engine.
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Placard Revocation & Delivery

Prohibition

A placard may be revoked for the following non-
compliance issues:

 Failure to install, operate and maintain release
detection equipment

 Failure to meet storage tank system requirements
(Section .500)

 Failure to respond to an ongoing discharge
 Failure to maintain financial responsibility
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Placard Revocation & Delivery

Prohibition

To revoke a placard:

1.
2.

L

February 2017

Local program cites applicable violation.

Local program exhausts Compliance Assistance
efforts.

Facility referred to District.
District exhausts Compliance Assistance efforts.
District seeks Peer approval for placard revocation.

Written notice of revocation provided to RP 30
business days prior to revocation.

Supplier may rely on website information for up to 30
days prior to delivery.

Regional Training Session




Placard Revocation & Delivery

Prohibition

To release a revocation:

1. Facility owner gives written notice to
Department.

2. Local program reinspects (as necessary)
within 2 business days.

3. Department releases revocation within 3
business days Iif all deficiencies corrected.
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Financial Responsibility

e Financial responsibility (FR) is the ability to pay for
cleanup of a discharge of petroleum or petroleum
product and for third-party liability resulting from the
discharge.

 FR must be maintained until the regulated tank is closed.
If it is not maintained, then the UST must be closed.

 FR may be demonstrated by owner or operator. The
facility owner is liable in event of noncompliance.

* FR must be demonstrated in accordance with EPA’s
reference guideline, or in accordance with 62-
761.900(3).
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DEP Form 82-761 800(3)

Form Title: Financial Storage Tanks
PansA-P

Form Effective Date

Incorporated in Rules 62761 420 and 62-762421 FAC

STATE OF FLORIDA
FINANCIAL MECHANISMS FOR STORAGE TANKS
to demonstrate financial respensibility

Part  Title [federal code reference] Page
- Instructions i
- Terms, References and Requirements pertaining to Form 62-761.900(3) 1i
A Financial Test (Self-Insurance) [40 CFR Part 280.95(d)] * 1
B Guarantee [40 CFR Part 280.96(c)] © 3
c Insurance Endorsement [40 CFR Part 280.97(b)(1)] * 8
D Certificate of Insurance [40 CFR Part 280.97(b){2)] * 10
E Performance Bond [40 CFR Part 280.98(b)] *1 12
F Irrevocable Letter of Credit [40 CFR Part 280.99(b)] © 15
G Trust Fund Agreement [40 CFR Part 280.102] * 17
H Standby Trust Fund Agreement [40 CFR Part 280.103(b)] ** 22
I Local Government Bond Rating Test [40 CFR Part 280.104(d)] * 27
J Local Gov. Financial Test [40 CFR 280.105(c)] 29
K Local Gov. Guarantee with Standby Trust Fund by a State [40 CFR Part 280.106(d)] T 32
L Lecal Gov. Guarantee with Standby Trust Fund [40 CFR Part 280.106(d)] T 34
M Lecal Gov. Guarantee without Standby Trust by State [40 CFR Part 280.106(e)] © 36
N Local Gov. Guarantee without Standby Trust Fund [40 CFR Part 280.106(e)] * 38
(s] Local Government Fund [40 CFR Part 280.107(d)] * 40
P Certification of Financial Responsibility [40 CFR Part 280.111(b)] # 42

* Requires supporting documentation to be maintained. See References and Reguirements.
* Requires other parts of Form 62-761.900(3) to be maintained. See References and Requirements
# The Certification is always required.

DEP Form 62-781.000(3)
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STATE OF FLORIDA
STORAGE TANK CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE

Reference: 40 CFR Part 280 87iEX2)

Insurer or Risk Retention Group:

iherein referred to as "Insurer”)

[Nema of Insurer or Risk Retention Group]

[Business adress of Insurer or Risk Retention Group]

“Insurer” is ain)
[Enter “ingurer” or “risk retention group”)

Insured:

[Name of awner or cperator]

[Business address of camer or opertor]

Policy Number: Endorsement Number:
{i¥ applicabie]

Periad of Coverage: Policy Effective Date:
[Current palicy period]

Covered Locations:

List for each faciity covered: tha FOEP idantificstion number and the name and site address of tha facility whare tenks assured by this instrument re
lozaled and the number of Lanks al thal site. I separale o of are being used Lo assure any of the 1anks at this
Facility, list e2ch tank 2ssured by his instrument by the tank idenbicalion number provided in the natification submitted pursuant (0 62-761.400 and G2-
782401 F.A.C. i coverage is different for different tanks or locations, indicate the type of coverage applicable o each tank of location. Indicate "See
altachment It reuired.]

FDEP L.D. No. Eacility Name and Site Address Number of Tanks or Tank |.D. Nos.

Certification:

1. “Insurer® hereby certfies that it has issued o the Insured the liakility insurance identified above to provide financial

assurance for caused by
finsert. "Gorreclive action" andior "compensaling third parties for bodily injury and property damage']

accidental releases in sceordance with and subject to the limits of lisbility, exclusians,
Tinsert. “sudden” andior "nonsueden’]
conditiors, and other terms of the palicy arising fram aperating the faciltiesAznks identified above. The Insurer further
warrants that such policy conforms in all respects with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 280.97(b). as adopted by
reference in Rule 62-761.420, Floride Adminisirative Cade (F A C ) for the abave specified financial assurance. Itis
agread that any provision of the policy inconsistent with such regulations is hereby amended fo eliminate such
inconsistency.
Fail Dpage 1012

DEP Form E2.761.80018) Entira form page 11 of 42
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STATE OF FLORIDA
CERTIFICATION OF FINANCIAL RESPONSIBLITY

Reference: 40 CFR 280.111(b)

Owner or Operator:

The person whose signature appears below hereby certifies that the following facility(ies) is (are) in compliance with the
requirernents of subpart H of 40 CFR part 280 as adopted by Chapter 62-761 andfor 62-762, F.A.C. (indicate “See
Attachment” if more than one facility is covered.]

Fagility Name: FDEP FaclD:

The fallowing financial assurance mechanism(s) is (are) used to demonstrate financial responsibility:

Primary Mechanism

[Enter type of funcing mechanism. guarantee or financial tes! wiout guarantee]

Name of Issuer:

[Issuer or Guerantor]

Instrument No. Period of Coverage to
[if applicable] [Dates of coverage]

Complete the following only as applicable [Required when Bond, Letter of Credit and Guarantees are usad]

Standby Trust Fund (SBTF) Trustee

[Requirea when Bond, Letier of Ciedil and SomE GUATBNIEES BIE Used]
SETF entered into date Account number:

Financial Test used [required for Form Part completed
[insert A, | Jor O]

The mechanism(s) demonstrate(s) financial responsibility for

[insert *taking correctiva action® andior ing third parties for bodly Injury and property damage']
caused by for UST anclior AST in the amount of:
[Insert "sudden accidental releases” or "nonsudden accidental releases™ or “accidental releases’]
Per Occurrence: § Annual Aggregate: §
Signaturs of Authorized Reprosentabve of awner o operatar Tignature of Winess or Notary
Type Name and Titla Type Name of Witness of includs Notary Seal
T

This certification must be updated whenever the financial assurance mechanism(s) used to demonstrate financial
responsibility change(s)

Part P page 1 of 1
DEP Form B2-761.900(3) Entire form page 42 of 42
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Incidents

* An incident Is a situation indicating that a release or
discharge may have occurred.

* The Incidents section now includes all the possible
positive responses of release detection devices.

* The facility now has 72 hours to report an incident
(former rule — 24 hours). Not required if during this
timeframe it is confirmed that a discharge did not occur.
Records of findings must be kept for inspection.

e The facility still has 14 days to investigate, but may be
extended, upon approval, to 45 days without having to
remove from service.
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Discharges

 The owner must report
the discovery of a
discharge within 24
hours.

 However, if it is thought
that the discovery is a
previously reported
discharge, then the owner
has 30 days to investigate
and submit supporting
documentation.
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Construction Requirements

For new installations:

o A containment integrity test shall be conducted for single-
walled spill buckets and sumps.

« An interstitial integrity test shall be conducted for USTs.

 An interstitial integrity test shall be conducted for double-
walled small diameter piping in contact with the soil or over
surface waters of the state.

* An Interstitial integrity test shall be conducted for double-
walled spill buckets and sumps.

In general, the testing must be conducted for one hour,
Instead of the former three hours in accordance with
PEI/RP1200-12.
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Construction Requirements

For new USTs or piping installed in contact with the soil, a survey drawing signed
and sealed by a professional land surveyor or engineer must be completed
and maintained.
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Construction Requirements
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Storage tank systems that produce a gravity head on small diameter piping
must be installed with anti-siphon valves.
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Construction Requirements

Flow restrictors, such as ball float valves, in vent lines may not be installed or
replaced for use as overfill protection after January 11, 2017.
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Construction Requirements

All overfill protection devices for USTs must be tested for proper
operation annually at intervals not exceeding 12 months. The initial

testing must be conducted within 12 months of the effective date of the
rule (by 1/11/18).
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Construction Requirements

USTs with capacities of 2,000 gallons or less that DO NOT receive delivery
by a joined tight fill adaptor connection are exempt from overfill protection
requirements as long as the USTs are never filled beyond 80% capacity.
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Release Detection Requirements

Double-walled spill buckets, regardless of when installed, must be operated
and maintained as double-walled.
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Release Detection Requirements

Piping and dispenser sumps that use electronic release detection must
also be visually inspected every 6 months.
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Tear away

Dispenser break-away
connection

Dispenser sump tank

Double wall piping

Double wall tank

RGROUND TANK PROTECTION SYSTEMS

The rule now specifically requires that facilities maintain a monthly record of
alarm history and sensor status for inspection. Each release detection alarm
that occurs from a facility’s chosen form(s) of release detection must be
investigated as an incident, and findings must be maintained for inspection.
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Release Detection Requirements

Existing USTs that store fuel for generators must have release detection by
October 13, 2018. USTs installed after the effective date of the new rule must
have release detection upon installation.
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Release Detection Requirements

Pressure readings shall be able to detect a 50% change from month to month or from
the initial level. Vacuum systems shall be able to detect any complete loss of
vacuum or positive pressure reading.
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Release Detection Requirements
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The rule now specifies that annual operability testing of release
detection equipment be conducted at intervals not exceeding
12 months.
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Repairs, Operation and Maintenance

Periodic integrity testing will be required as
follows:

* Double-walled tanks and double-walled piping
at the time of installation and at the time of any

repairs.

 Piping/dispenser sumps and double-walled
spill containment by October 13, 2018, and
every three years after.

 Single-walled spill containment systems within
one year of the rule effective date (by 1/11/18)
and every year thereatfter.
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Repairs, Operation and Maintenance

Water in excess of 1”(no longer at the piping
penetrations) or any regulated substances must be
removed within 72 hours of discovery.
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Recordkeeping

Records, unless required to be maintained until UST closure,
must be maintained for three years (except that records
generated prior to the effective date of the rule must still be
kept for two years).
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Recordkeeping

The following ¢

have been made

e The Release

nanges to the records requirements

Detection Response Level (RDRL)

requirement has been removed from the rule.

* Release detection records must include a record
of alarm history for electronic release detection

devices.

e Class A, B, and C training certificates shall be
maintained for as long as the operators are
designated for the facility, once required.

« Survey drawings shall be kept until closure of the

component(s)

February 2017
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Out-of-Service Requirements

* Whether the tank contains petroleum/petroleum
products or not, FR must be maintained. If FR is
not maintained, then the tank must be closed
within 90 days.

 For tanks that are “empty” but still contain
regulated substances — monitor the interstice
and liquid level every 12 months.

* For systems out-of-service for more than 2 years
— Interstitial integrity testing must be conducted
before placing back into service.
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Closure Requirements

» Single-walled USTs and piping in contact with the
soll that are discovered must be closed and
undergo closure sampling during closure.

* Double-walled USTs, double-walled piping,
dispenser/piping sumps and spill containment
devices in contact with the soil must undergo a
closure integrity evaluation no more than 45 days
prior to closure to determine if closure sampling is
required.

* In cases where closure integrity evaluation is
required, the closure integrity report must be
submitted to the county with closure notification
prior to actual closure (30-45 days prior).
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Closure Requirements

* If a closure integrity evaluation Is required but
not conducted, then closure sampling Is
required.

* In cases where closure sampling is required, a
closure report will be due to the county within
60 days.

 In cases where closure sampling Is not
required, a Limited Closure Report will be due
In 60 days using Form 62-761.900(8).
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Closure Requirements

Closure of Underground Storage Tank Systems and
System Components

CLOSURE INTEGRITY EVALUATION / SAMPLING PROCESS

Report Form 62-761.900{7) to
County with required notification of
dasure work

Submit Discharge Report
Form 62-761.900{1) to County
within 24 hours or before COB

the next dayor
— T documentation the discharge:
761 300{6) to County within 72 hours of veas previowsly reported
discovery or before COB the next day

Proceed to Site Rehabilitation
under Ch. 62-780, FAC,
conducted by responsible party
or eligibility program

‘Submit Discharge Report
Form 62-761.9001) to County
‘within 24 hours or before COB

Approval of Glasure
Report by County

e Rehahilitation under
L onducted by
respansible party or eligihility program

Approval of Clasure
Approval of Limited Report by County
Closure Report by County

*Conduct Closure Sampling means investigation required in accordance with the guidance document - Instructions for Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank
Clasure, April 2016 Edition.
e
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R Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Integrity Evaluation

John Doe is closing a double-walled UST system
that includes a tank, piping, piping/dispenser
sumps, and spill containment. The system passes
a closure integrity evaluation.

e 30-45 days prior to closure - conduct closure
Integrity evaluation on the above components
since they are in contact with the soill.

« 30-45 days prior to closure — provide written
notification of closure to local program, along
with copy of Closure Integrity Evaluation Report
Form (see example — next 3 slides).
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Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Inteqgrity Evaluation

Department of For e G ey sepos
Effactive Date: Janual Ty 2017

Environmental Protection Incorporstedin e 2751445, EAC.

2600 Blair Stone Road 4 Tallahassee, Florida 323599-2400

Closure Integrity Evaluation Report Form for USTs

This form is required to be completed for facilities performing an underground storage tank (UST) closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-
761.800(2), F.A.C. The Closure Integrity Evaluation must be performed not more than 45 days prior to closure, replacement, or change in service
from a regulated substance to a non-regulated substance. A copy of this Closure Integrity Report shall be provided to the County via email or mail
with notification of closure, in accordance with paragraph 62-761.405(2)(c), F.A.C., and also as an attachment to the Closure Report or Limited Closure
Report Form for USTs 62-761.900(8) along with any additional attachments.

Complete All Applicable Blanks Print or Type
FDEP Facility ID Number: 1234567 Proposed Date of Closure: 6/1/2016
Facility Address: 123 Main Street. Any Town, Florida I

John Doe 904.123.4567

Owner Name: Owner Phone Number:

Owner Mail or Email Address: _ John.Doe@email.com

I Storage Tank System Closure Information
The following are to be closed: (Fill in ID of the component being closed and check appropriate box)

Tank Registration Identification number(s): Tank 1
Removed v D El El D
Closed In-Place O (] O O O
Piping associated with tank number(s):
Removed v [ O O D
Closed In-Place | D O [ |
Piping Sumps associated with tank number(s):
Removed v O O | O
Closed In-Place a O O [ ] a
Spill Containment Systems associated with
tank number(s): Removed v D D D D
Closed In-Place a (] O O a
Dispenser Sumps associated with dispenser 1-6
number(s): Removed O O [ ] [ ]
Closed In-Place D D D D D

. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information

A Closure Integrity Evaluation is required prior to the closure of the system components listed above.

Date of Closure Integrity Evaluation: 41252016
e
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Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Integrity Evaluation

1

Yes

No

Did the Closure Integrity Evaluation demonstrate that the system components being closed passed the
evaluation? Attach a summary of the evaluation conducted and the results. Previous annual operability
reports, monthly visual/electronic inspection results, or any other supporting documentation to support
the summary conclusions may be submitted with this evaluation.

If Yes, attach a copy of documentation discussed above and proceed to Section lll. Closure Integrity

Evaluation Methodology and Results.
If No, then answer the following questions.

v

(Proceed to
Section lIl.)

(Proceed to I1.1.)

1.  Was an Incident Notification Form (INF) already submitted to the County [Form 62-762.900(6)]?
If No, complete INF and attach, or attach response as to why INF not being submitted.

2. Was an incident investigation completed PRIOR to closure?

If No, then investigation is required in accordance with “Instructions for Conducting Sampling
During Underground Storage Tank Closure” at the time of closure.
If Yes, attach copy of incident investigation with results and answer the following question:

» Did the investigation confirm the discovery of a discharge?
If Yes, proceed to Section lll., and submit either a Discharge Report Form [Form 62-
762.900(1)], or documentation supporting the position that the discovery is thought to be
a previously reported discharge.
If No, proceed to Section Ill., below.

Closure Integrity Evaluation Methodology and Results:

Incliide a chart narrative nf the Claciire Intacritv Fualuiatinn detailing test mathnde nicad ralihratinn af anniinmeant ciimmarv nf
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Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Integrity Evaluation

1. Closure Integrity Evaluation Methodology and Results: include a short narrative of the Closure Integrity

Evaluation detailing test methods used, calibration of equipment, summary of results including information about who performed the
Closure Integrity Evaluation, and the dates the testing was performed.

On 4/25/16 John Doe's Consultant performed a closure integrity evaluation for UST System #1., which includes a 10,000 gallon
double-walled fiberglass UST originally installed in 1995, 2 STP sumps, 2 spill containment devices, double-walled rigid fiberglass
piping, and 3 dispenser sumps.

The UST has historically been monitored via a brine-filled interstice with a high and low positioned sensor located in the brine
reservoir on the tank top. Based on a file review there are no unresolved incidents related to the UST. At the time of this
evaluation the sensors were reading in the normal range. Therefore the UST passes the closure integrity evaluation.

The underground piping has been monitored in the STP and dispenser sumps, as the piping interstice has historically been open to
— the sumps. Based on a file review there are no unresolved incidents related to the piping, either within the sumps or associated —
with the line leak detectors. At the time of this evaluation the sumps were free of liquid. Therefore the piping passes the closure
integrity evaluation.

The secondary containment components (spill buckets, STP sumps, and dispenser sumps) were hydrostatically tested on 4/25/16 in
accordance with PEI/RP1200-12 for one hour. Each component passed the hydrostatic test. Therefore these components pass the
closure integrity evaluation.

Since all applicable components being closed passed the closure integrity evaluation there is no requirement for a site check at the
time of closure.

his form is required for facilities performing a closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-761.800(2), F.A.C. Documentation of the Closure
tegrity Evaluation shall be reported in this form, along with any attachments. This form shall be submitted to the County via email
r mail along with the notification of closure 30 days before initiation of the closure.

Owner or Operator Signature Signature of person performing Closure Integrity Evaluation
John Doe John Doe's Consultant
Owner or Operator Name Name of person performing Closure Integrity Evaluation
(Print or Type) (Print or Type)
5/1/16 5/1/16
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R Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Integrity Evaluation

« 48-72 hours prior to closure — provide written
confirmation to local program of closure.

e Conduct closure. If evidence of an incident is
discovered during closure, such as odor In soll or
groundwater, then incident investigation is
required.

 Within 10 days of closure — provide Department
with updated registration form.

« Within 21 days of closure — provide local
program with contractors form, as applicable.

 Within 60 days of closure — provide local
program with Limited Closure Report Form (see
example — next 3 slides).
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Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Integrity Evaluation

Department of 0P Form: 62.761.9008)

Form Title: Limited Closure Report

Environmental Protection Effectve Date: January 2017

Incorporated in Rule 62-761.420, FAC.

befblal Al

2600 Blair Stone Road ¢ Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Limited Closure Report Form for USTs

This form is required to be completed for facilities performing an underground storage tank (UST) closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-
761.800(2), F.A.C. This form is required at facilities where a Closure Integrity Evaluation passed or where a failed Closure Integrity Evaluation was
investigated prior to closure and it was determined that a discharge did not occur. This form shall be submitted to the County via email or mail within
60 days of completion of the closure describe below.

Complete All Applicable Blanks Print or Type
FDEP Facility ID Number: _ 1234567 Date of Closure: ___ 6/1/2017

Facility Address: 12345 Main Street, Any Town, Florida 33333

Owner Name: John Doe Owner Phone Number: 123.456.7890
Owner Mail or E-mail Address: John.Doe@email.com
1. Storage Tank System Closure Information
The following were closed: (Fill in ID of the component being closed and check appropriate box)
Tank Registration Identification number(s): Tank 1
Removed

O~

Closed In-Place

Piping associated with tank number({s):
Removed
Closed In-Place

Piping Sumps associated with tank number(s):
Removed

O -

Closed In-Place

Spill Containment Systems associated with
tank number(s): Removed
Closed In-Place

-~
ub oo od oo
o0 OO0 OO Od
o0 oo oo od
od OO0 OO0 dd

[HRS

Dispenser Sumps associated with dispenser

N
&

number(s):

Removed

o
ol
ad
I:II:Il
ag

Closed In-Place

. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information




Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

Closure Integrity Evaluation

. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information

A Closure ﬂ:ntegrity Evaluation is required prior to the closure of the system components listed above.

Yes No

A. Was a Closure Integrity Report [Form 62-761.900(7)] submitted to the County prior to closure?

If No, then DO NOT USE THIS FORM. A closure investigation is required in accordance with “Instructions for /
Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank Closure” and a Closure Report must be submitted.
If Yes, attach a copy of the Closure Integrity Report [Form 62-761.900(7)].

(Attach copy of Closure Integrity Report)

B. Was an incident discovered during the evaluation? /

If No, proceed to II.C., then Section Ill. Closure Summary.
If Yes, then proceed to next question.

(Proceed to next (Proceed to Il.C.,
question) then Sections II1.)

» Was an incident Notification Form (INF) submitted to the County [Form 62-761.900(6)]?
If Yes, attach copy of INF. (ComPTEE INF or
If No, complete INF and attach, or attach response as to why INF not submitted. [Attach INF) Response)

Yes No

» Was anincident investigﬂtion conducted PRIOR to closure?
If No, then DO NOT USE THIS FORM. A closure investigation is required in accordance
with "Instructions for Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank Closure" and a Closure
Report must be submitted.
If Yes, then proceed to the next question. [Proceed to next question)
» Did the investigation confirm that the incident was not a discharge?
If No, then DO NOT USE THIS FORM. A closure investigation is required in accordance with "Instructions

for Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank Closure" and a Closure Report must be
submitted.

If Yes, attach copy of written confirmation. (Attach copy of written confirmation)
C. Were wastes properly managed or disposed of in accordance with Department rules? /
Attach copies of the transportation manifests and disposal certificates.
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Closure Scenario 1 — System Passes

losure Integrity Evaluation

i1, Closure Summary: Include a short narrative of the closure activities, including information about who performed the
losure, the dates the closure was performed, the Closure Integrity Evaluation results, any incident investigation activities and conclusio
and information about the final disposition, sale, removal, or on-site closure of tanks, piping, and major system components or equipme

Previous annual operability reports, monthly visual/electronic inspection results, or any other supporting documentation to support the
leummary conclusions may also be included.

g —
On 4/25/16 John Doe’s Consultant performed a closure integrity evaluation for UST System #1., which includes a 10,000
gallon double-walled fiberglass UST originally installed in 1995, 2 STP sumps, 2 spill containment devices, double-walled
rigid fiberglass piping, and 2 dispenser sumps.
Since all applicable components being closed passed the closure integrity evaluation there was no requirement for a site
check at the time of closure.
On 6/1/16 UST System #1 was closed by removal. At the time of closure all system components were in good repair and
there was no evidence of any damage or breach of component integrity to suggest a discharge at the facility. All removed
system components were cleaned and taken to XXX for disposal. All tank contents were taken to XXX for
recycling/disposal.
An updated Storage Tank Facility Registration Form as well as an Underground Storage Tank Installation and Removal Fol
for Certified Contractors have been completed and submitted.

) -_—

This form is required for facilities performing a closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-761.800(2), F.A.C. Documentation off
he closure shall be reported in this form, along with any attachments. This form shall be submitted to the County via email or mail withi
0 days of completion of the closure.

QOwner or Oparator Signature Signature of person performing Closure

John Doe lohn Doe's Consultant
Owner or O perator Name MName of person performing Closure
{Print ar Type) {Print or Type)
7/1/16 7/1/16

Date Date
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Closure Scenario 2 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

John Doe is closing a double-walled UST system that
Includes a tank, piping, piping/dispenser sumps, and spill
containment. The system fails a closure integrity
evaluation and the incident is not investigated prior to
closure.

« 30-45 days prior to closure - conduct closure integrity
evaluation on the above components since they are in
contact with the soill.

» 30-45 days prior to closure — provide written notification
of closure to local program, along with copy of Closure
Integrity Evaluation Report Form (see example — next 3
slides).

« Within 72 hours of discovery of incident, submit INF to
local program.
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Closure Scenario 2 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

Department of For e G ey sepos
Effactive Date: Janual Ty 2017

Environmental Protection Incorporstedin e 2751445, EAC.

2600 Blair Stone Road 4 Tallahassee, Florida 323599-2400

Closure Integrity Evaluation Report Form for USTs

This form is required to be completed for facilities performing an underground storage tank (UST) closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-
761.800(2), F.A.C. The Closure Integrity Evaluation must be performed not more than 45 days prior to closure, replacement, or change in service
from a regulated substance to a non-regulated substance. A copy of this Closure Integrity Report shall be provided to the County via email or mail
with notification of closure, in accordance with paragraph 62-761.405(2)(c), F.A.C., and also as an attachment to the Closure Report or Limited Closure
Report Form for USTs 62-761.900(8) along with any additional attachments.

Complete All Applicable Blanks Print or Type
FDEP Facility ID Number: 1234567 Proposed Date of Closure: 6/1/2016
Facility Address: 123 Main Street. Any Town, Florida I

John Doe 904.123.4567

Owner Name: Owner Phone Number:

Owner Mail or Email Address: _ John.Doe@email.com

I Storage Tank System Closure Information
The following are to be closed: (Fill in ID of the component being closed and check appropriate box)

Tank Registration Identification number(s): Tank 1
Removed v D El El D
Closed In-Place O (] O O O
Piping associated with tank number(s):
Removed v [ O O D
Closed In-Place | D O [ |
Piping Sumps associated with tank number(s):
Removed v O O | O
Closed In-Place a O O [ ] a
Spill Containment Systems associated with
tank number(s): Removed v D D D D
Closed In-Place a (] O O a
Dispenser Sumps associated with dispenser 1-6
number(s): Removed O O [ ] [ ]
Closed In-Place D D D D D

. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information

A Closure Integrity Evaluation is required prior to the closure of the system components listed above.

Date of Closure Integrity Evaluation: 41252016
e
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Closure Scenario 2 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

Yes No

.

Did the Closure Integrity Evaluation demdnstrate that the system components being closed passed the

evaluation? Attach a summary of the evaluation conducted and the results. Previous annual operability

reports, monthly visual/electronic inspection results, or any other supporting documentation to support

the summary conclusions may be submitted with this evaluation. /
If Yes, attach a copy of documentation discussed above and proceed to Section Ill. Closure Integrity

Evaluation Methodology and Results.
If No, then answer the following questions. {;;fff):d"ﬁ (Proceed to 1.1
1.  Was an Incident Notification Form (INF) already submitted to the County [Form 62-762.900(6)]? /
If No, complete INF and attach, or attach response as to why INF not being submitted.

2. Was anincident investigation completed PRIOR to closure?
If No, then investigation is required in accordance with “Instructions for Conducting Sampling
During Underground Storage Tank Closure” at the time of closure. /
If Yes, attach copy of incident investigation with results and answer the following question:

» Did the investigation konfirm the discovery of a discharge?
If Yes, proceed to Section lll., and submit either a Discharge Report Form [Form 62-
762.900(1)], or documentation supporting the position that the discovery is thought to be
a previously reported discharge.
If No, proceed to Section Ill., below.
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Closure Scenario 2 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

1. Closure Integrity Evaluation Methodology and Results: include a short narrative of the Closure Integrity

Evaluation detailing test methods used, calibration of equipment, summary of results including information about who performed the
Closure Integrity Evaluation, and the dates the testing was performed.

On 4/25/16 a closure integrity evaluation was conducted for UST System #1., which includes a 10,000 gallon double-walled
fiberglass UST originally installed in 1995, 2 STP sumps, 2 spill containment devices, double-walled rigid fiberglass piping, and 3
dispenser sumps.

The UST has histerically been monitored via a brine-filled interstice with a high and low positioned sensor located in the brine
reservoir on the tank top. Based on a file review there are no unresolved incidents related to the UST. At the time of this
evaluation the sensors were reading in the normal range. Therefore the UST passes the closure integrity evaluation.

The underground piping has been monitored in the STP and dispenser sumps, as the piping interstice has historically been open to
== the sumps. Based on a file review there are no unresclved incidents related to the piping, either within the sumps or associated
with the line leak detectors. At the time of this evaluation the sumps were free of liquid. Therefore the piping passes the closure
integrity evaluation.

The secondary containment components (spill buckets, STP sumps, and dispenser sumps) were hydrostatically tested on 4/25/16 in
accordance with PEI/RP1200-12 for one hour. Each component passed the hydrostatic test except for the regular unleaded spill
bucket.

Since all applicable components being closed passed the closure integrity evaluation except for the regular unleaded spill bucket, a
— site check will only be conducted at the time of closure for the regular unleaded spill bucket.

his form is required for facilities performing a closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-761.800(2), F.A.C. Documentation of the Closure
htegrity Evaluation shall be reported in this form, along with any attachments. This form shall be submitted to the County via email
r mail along with the notification of closure 30 days before initiation of the closure.

Owner or Operator Signature Signature of person performing Closure Integrity Evaluation

John Doe John Doe's Consultant
Owner or Operator Name Name of person performing Closure Integrity Evaluation
(Print or Type) (Print ar Type)
5/1/16 5/1/16

Date

Date
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Closure Scenario 2 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

« 48-72 hours prior to closure — provide written
confirmation to local program of closure.

e Conduct closure. If evidence of an incident is
discovered during closure related to another
component, such as odor in soil or groundwater,
then incident investigation Is required.

 Within 10 days of closure — provide Department
with updated registration form.

« Within 21 days of closure — provide local
program with contractors form, as applicable.

« Within 60 days of closure — provide local
program with Closure Report.
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

John Doe is closing a double-walled UST system that
Includes a tank, piping, piping/dispenser sumps, and spill
containment. The system fails a closure integrity
evaluation and the incident is investigated prior to closure
— no discharge.

« 30-45 days prior to closure - conduct closure integrity
evaluation on the above components since they are in
contact with the soill.

» 30-45 days prior to closure — provide written notification
of closure to local program, along with copy of Closure
Integrity Evaluation Report Form (see example — next 3
slides).

« Within 72 hours of discovery of incident, submit INF to
local program.

February 2017 Regional Training Session




Closure Scenario 3 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

Department of For e G ey sepos
Effactive Date: Janual Ty 2017

Environmental Protection Incorporstedin e 2751445, EAC.

2600 Blair Stone Road 4 Tallahassee, Florida 323599-2400

Closure Integrity Evaluation Report Form for USTs

This form is required to be completed for facilities performing an underground storage tank (UST) closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-
761.800(2), F.A.C. The Closure Integrity Evaluation must be performed not more than 45 days prior to closure, replacement, or change in service
from a regulated substance to a non-regulated substance. A copy of this Closure Integrity Report shall be provided to the County via email or mail
with notification of closure, in accordance with paragraph 62-761.405(2)(c), F.A.C., and also as an attachment to the Closure Report or Limited Closure
Report Form for USTs 62-761.900(8) along with any additional attachments.

Complete All Applicable Blanks Print or Type
FDEP Facility ID Number: 1234567 Proposed Date of Closure: 6/1/2016
Facility Address: 123 Main Street. Any Town, Florida I

John Doe 904.123.4567

Owner Name: Owner Phone Number:

Owner Mail or Email Address: _ John.Doe@email.com

I Storage Tank System Closure Information
The following are to be closed: (Fill in ID of the component being closed and check appropriate box)

Tank Registration Identification number(s): Tank 1
Removed v D El El D
Closed In-Place O (] O O O
Piping associated with tank number(s):
Removed v [ O O D
Closed In-Place | D O [ |
Piping Sumps associated with tank number(s):
Removed v O O | O
Closed In-Place a O O [ ] a
Spill Containment Systems associated with
tank number(s): Removed v D D D D
Closed In-Place a (] O O a
Dispenser Sumps associated with dispenser 1-6
number(s): Removed O O [ ] [ ]
Closed In-Place D D D D D

. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information

A Closure Integrity Evaluation is required prior to the closure of the system components listed above.

Date of Closure Integrity Evaluation: 41252016
e
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

K. Yes No

evaluation? Attach a summary of the evaluation conducted and the results. Previous annual operability
reports, monthly visual/electronic inspection results, or any other supporting documentation to support

the summary conclusions may be submitted with this evaluation. \/

If Yes, attach a copy of documentation discussed above and proceed to Section Ill. Closure Integrity

Evaluation Methodology and Results.

If No, then answer the following questions. f;?;f;c:ﬁ (Proceed to1.1)

I.  Was an Incident Notification Form (INF) already submitted to the County [Form 62-762.900(6)]? /

If No, complete INF and attach, or attach response as to why INF not being submitted.

2. Was an incident investigation completed PRIOR to closure?
If No, then investigation is required in accordance with “Instructions for Conducting Sampling
During Underground Storage Tank Closure” at the time of closure. /
If Yes, attach copy of incident investigation with results and answer the following question:

» Did the investigation konfirm the discovery of a discharge?
If Yes, proceed to Section Ill., and submit either a Discharge Report Form [Form 62-
762.900(1)], or documentation supporting the position that the discovery is thought to be /
a previously reported discharge.
If No, proceed to Section lll., below.

Regional Training Session
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

1. Closure Integrity Evaluation Methodology and Results: Include a short narrative of the Closure Integrity
Evaluation detailing test methods used, calibration of equipment, summary of results including information about who performed the
Closure Integrity Evaluation, and the dates the testing was performed.

On 4/25/16 Jon Doe's Consultant conducted a closure integrity evaluation for UST System #1., which includes a 10,000 gallon
double-walled fiberglass UST originally installed in 1995, 2 STP sumps, 2 spill containment devices, double-walled rigid fiberglass
piping, and 2 dispenser sumps.

The UST interstice has historically been monitored via a vacuum gauge. Based on a historic file review there were no unresolved
incidents related to the UST prior to the closure integrity evaluation. However, at the time of the evaluation the vacuum gauge
showed no reading. The discovery of this incident was reported to the local program on XXX. As part of the closure integrity
evaluation for the UST an incident investigation was also conducted. The vacuum gauge assembly was removed and access to the
UST interstice was made at an associated riser. No petroleum odors were noted emanating from the riser and based on a manual
_< inspection of the UST interstice there is no petroleum product evident. Thus the primary UST shell has not failed.

The underground piping has been monitored in the STP and dispenser sumps, as the piping interstice has historically been open to
the sumps. Based on a file review there are no unresolved incidents related to the piping, either within the sumps or associated
with the line leak detectors. At the time of this evaluation the sumps were free of liquid. Therefore the piping passes the closure
integrity evaluation. The secondary containment components (spill buckets, STP sumps, and dispenser sumps) were hydrostatically
tested on 4/25/16 in accordance with PEI/RP1200-12 for one hour. Each component passed the hydrostatic test.

Since all applicable components being closed either passed the closure integrity evaluation or the subsequent incident investigation
e | showed that a discharge did not occur, a site check will not be conducted at the time of closure.

This form is required for facilities performing a closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-761.800(2), F.A.C. Documentation of the Closure
Jintegrity Evaluation shall be reported in this form, along with any attachments. This form shall be submitted to the County via email
or mail along with the notification of closure 30 days before initiation of the closure.

Owner or Operator Signature Signature of person performing Closure Integrity Evaluation

John Doe John Doe's Consultant
Owner or Operator Name Name of person performing Closure Integrity Evaluation
{Print or Type) (Print or Type)
5/1/16 5/1/16

P [ Print Form| pae
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Fails

Closure Integrity Evaluation

« 48-72 hours prior to closure — provide written
confirmation to local program of closure.

e Conduct closure. If evidence of an incident is
discovered during closure, such as odor In soll or
groundwater, then incident investigation is
required.

 Within 10 days of closure — provide Department
with updated registration form.

« Within 21 days of closure — provide local
program with contractors form, as applicable.

 Within 60 days of closure — provide local
program with Limited Closure Report Form (see
example — next 3 slides).
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Fails

Closure Integrity Evaluation

Department of 0P Form: 62.761.9008)

Form Title: Limited Closure Report

Environmental Protection Effectve Date: January 2017

Incorporated in Rule 62-761.420, FAC.

befblal Al

2600 Blair Stone Road ¢ Tallahassee, Florida 32399-2400

Limited Closure Report Form for USTs

This form is required to be completed for facilities performing an underground storage tank (UST) closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-
761.800(2), F.A.C. This form is required at facilities where a Closure Integrity Evaluation passed or where a failed Closure Integrity Evaluation was
investigated prior to closure and it was determined that a discharge did not occur. This form shall be submitted to the County via email or mail within
60 days of completion of the closure describe below.

Complete All Applicable Blanks Print or Type
FDEP Facility ID Number: _ 1234567 Date of Closure: ___ 6/1/2017

Facility Address: 12345 Main Street, Any Town, Florida 33333

Owner Name: John Doe Owner Phone Number: 123.456.7890
Owner Mail or E-mail Address: John.Doe@email.com
1. Storage Tank System Closure Information
The following were closed: (Fill in ID of the component being closed and check appropriate box)
Tank Registration Identification number(s): Tank 1
Removed

Closed In-Place

O~

Piping associated with tank number({s):
Removed

Closed In-Place

Piping Sumps associated with tank number(s):
Removed

O -

Closed In-Place

Spill Containment Systems associated with
tank number(s): Removed
Closed In-Place

-~
ub oo od oo
o0 OO0 OO Od
o0 oo oo od
od OO0 OO0 dd

[HRS

Dispenser Sumps associated with dispenser

N
&

number(s):

Removed

anO

Closed In-Place
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o

[
|

. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

Il. Closure Integrity Evaluation Information

A Closure Integrity Ev*:T'uation is required prior to the closure of the system components listed above.

Yes

No

A. Was a Closure Integrity Report [Form 62-761.900(7)] submitted to the County prior to closure?
If No, then DO NOT USE THIS FORM. A closure investigation is required in accordance with “Instructions for
Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank Closure” and a Closure Report must be submitted.
If Yes, attach a copy of the Closure Integrity Report [Form 62-761.900(7)].

v

(Attach copy of Closure Integrity Report)

B. Was an incident discovered during the evaluation?
If No, proceed to II.C.,, then Section lll. Closure Summary.

v

(Proceed to next

(Proceed toll.C.,

If Yes, then proceed to next question. question) then Sections I1l}
» Was an incident Notification Form (INF) submitted to the County [Form 62-761.900(6)]? /
If Yes, attach copy of INF. (CompTata INF or
If No, complete INF and attach, or attach response as to why INF not submitted. [Attach INF) Response)
Yes No

» Was anincident investigation conducted PRIOR to closure?
If No, then DO NOT USE THIS FORM. A closure investigation is required in accordance
with "Instructions for Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank Closure" and a Closure
Report must be submitted.
If Yes, then proceed to the next question.

v

(Proceed to next question)

» Did the investigation confirm that the incident was not a discharge?

If No, then DO NOT USE THIS FORM. A closure investigation is required in accordance with "Instructions
for Conducting Sampling During Underground Storage Tank Closure" and a Closure Report must be
submitted.

If Yes, attach copy of written confirmation.

v

(Attach copy of written confirmation)

C. Were wastes properly managed or disposed of in accordance with Department rules?
Attach copies of the transportation manifests and disposal certificates.

v
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Closure Scenario 3 — System Falls

Closure Integrity Evaluation

II. Closure Summa[!: Include a short narrative of the closure activities, including information about who performed the
closure, the dates the closure was performed, the Closure Integrity Evaluation results, any incident investigation activities and conclusions,
and information about the final disposition, sale, removal, or on-site closure of tanks, piping, and major system compenents or equipment,
Previous annual operability reports, monthly visual/electronic inspection results, or any other supporting documentation to support the
summary conclusions may also be included.

On 4/25/16 Jon Doe's Consultant conducted a closure integrity evaluation for UST System #1., which includes a 10,000
gallon double-walled fiberglass UST originally installed in 1995, 2 STP sumps, 2 spill containment devices, double-walled
rigid fiberglass piping, and 3 dispenser sumps.

The UST failed the closure integrity evaluation; however no petroleum odors were noted emanating from the riser and
based on a manual inspection of the UST interstice there is no petroleum product evident. Thus it was determined that the
primary UST shell has not failed. The underground piping and the secondary containment components (spill buckets, STP
sumps, and dispenser sumps) passed the closure integrity evaluation. Since all applicable components being closed either
< passed the closure integrity evaluation or the subsequent incident investigation showed that a discharge did not occur, a :

site check was not conducted at the time of closure.

On 6/1/16 UST System #1 was closed by removal. At the time of closure all system components were visually in good
repair and there was no evidence of any damage or breach of component integrity to suggest a discharge at the facility. All
removed system components were cleaned and taken to XXX for disposal. All tank contents were taken to XXX for
recycling/disposal.

An updated Storage Tank Facility Registration Form as well as an Underground Storage Tank Installation and Removal Form
for Certified Contractors have been completed and submitted.

This form is required for facilities performing a closure in accordance with Rule subsection 62-761.800(2), F.A.C. Documentation of
the closure shall be reported in this form, along with any attachments. This form shall be submitted to the County via email or mail within
60 days of completion of the closure.

Owner or Operator Signature Signature of person performing Closure
John Doe John Doe's Consultant
Owner or Operator Name Name of persan performing Clasure
{Print or Typa) (Print or Type)
7/1/16 7/1/16

Date I Print Form Bate
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Equipment Registration

* Previously, storage tank system equipment
used in the State of Florida underwent formal
Department equipment approval.

 The new process replaces equipment approval
process with a registration process.

* The registration application submitted by the
manufacturer or vendor must include a third-
party evaluation of the equipment.

e Registration renewal must occur every five
years beginning January 11, 2022.
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