
State
Cost Control Mechanisms Used New or Proposed Legislative or Regulatory 

Changes 

Alabama

use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget require use of 

fee schedule limit overhead paid certify 

contractors cover cleanups based on site-

specific risk-based end points

None

Alaska

Arizona Pre-approval of costs and program limits

Arkansas
Pre-approval of Costs; Require competitive 

bidding; Applying Cost Control Guidelines

Act 706 of the 2025 regular session removed 

the following statute: Payment for corrective 

action may be denied if the storage tank 

owner or operator fails to report a release as 

required by rule promulgated by the 

Arkansas Pollution Control and Ecology 

Commission, and the failure to report the 

release causes a delay in the corrective 

action that contributes to an adverse impact 

to the environment. Act 706 also changed 

the $7,500 deductible to range from $7,500 

to $30,000 depending on violations to be set 

by rule of the AR Pollution Control and 

Ecology Commission. The Department is in 

the process of rulemaking.



California

Annual Site Budgets; Project Execution Plan; 

Case Closure Reviews. 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issu

es/programs/ustcf/

All Single Walled Tanks must be removed by 

12/31/2025 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issu

es/programs/ustcf/rust.html

Colorado

Use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans, Require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget, Require 

competitive bidding for remediation costs > 

$100,000, Require use of a fee schedule, Limit 

overhead paid, Certify contractors, Cover 

cleanups based on site-specific risk-based end 

points, Additional risk-based closure criteria 

were put into rule in October 2014 which 

allow for regulatory closure with dissolved 

phase impacts off property. This has allowed 

our program to effecctively close low-risk 

sites that have undergone multiple remedial 

and mass reduction efforts. A beneficial result 

of this is that the Fund can focus spending on 

high-risk sites where remedial efforts can 

recognize much larger returns on investment. 

Money is also available to offer incentives for 

compliance upgrades.

District of Columbia

All UST Fees received by the UST Fund are 

scheduled in the DC UST Regulations, which is 

updated whenever there is a change or 

increase in fees - last updated 02.21.2020

Our regulations were updated on February 

21, 2020. This update includes new fees for 

UST removal of $250 per tank and voluntary 

remediation applications of $5,000 and $500 

per year, and it increases all other fees 

annually based on infiltration rate.

Florida

All cost preapproved by procurement per 

contract fee schedule, quotes for items not 

covered by fee schedule or negotiated pay for 

performance agreements.

Changes have been made to the Florida 

Statutes in 2021 related to the Petroleum 

Cleanup Participation Program. The owner 

cost-sharing portion of the rule has been 

changed to include a combination of cost 

sharing and cost savings to the cleanup 

effort.

Georgia

Pre Approval of Scope of Work Detailed cost 

review form State contractor pay for 

performance and fee schedule Robust 

Remediation Review Committee RBCA 

Detailed Evaluations of Multiple Releases at 

Single Facility

None



Hawaii n/a n/a

Idaho

Most corrective action work on PSTF projects 

is performed by environmental contractors 

working under direct PSTF supervision. All 

work is authorized by PSTF prior to 

commencing. Contractor labor and 

equipment rates are renegotiated annually.

None

Illinois

Pre-approval of Corrective Action costs. All 

costs incurred must be eligible costs as 

identified in the regulations

None

Indiana

Fee schedule, require competitive bidding for 

corrective action, preapproval of corrective 

action costs, and routine review all claims for 

reasonableness and cost effectiveness for 

work performed. 

https://www.in.gov/idem/files/nrpd_waste-

0078-r1.pdf 

https://iar.iga.in.gov/code/2026/328/1

Kentucky

Preapproval worksheets, Use of Fee Schedule, 

Prioritizing claims, Use of Standard forms for 

Cost Estimates, Competitive Bidding

N/A

Louisiana

Require pre-approval of site investigation and 

corrective action plans which include a 

defined budget, Require competitive bidding 

for non unit rate cost over $10,000, Require 

use of a cost control guidance document 

which includes fee schedules and unit pricing, 

Utilize pay-for-performance contracts when 

appropriate, Utilize High Resolution Site 

Characterization tools to better define the 

contamination plume when appropriate, 

Schedule preliminary Corrective Action 

meetings with Department staff, contractors 

and RP's to ensure the most cost and time 

efficient methods to complete the release 

Recent legislation required the Department 

to develop processes for issuing grants from 

the Motor Fuel Trust Funds Interest and cost 

recovery dollars for the purpose of replacing 

older single walled UST's. Statute 

modifications were made law (effective 

8/1/2024) to increase the per incident 

maximum to $2M, remove deductible 

requirements from definition of an eligible 

participant, and allow the MFTF Board and 

Department Secretary to reduce the out-of-

compliance deductible below the current 

$10,000 amount.

Maine

Require pre-approval of clean-up plans and/or 

budgets. Require competitive bidding (state 

as agent of owner). Use clean-up standards 

based on site specific risk based end points. 

Amended rule to require standardized format 

for submittal of site assessments effective 

September 26, 2018.

Oil import fee surcharge was recently 

increased through rulemaking. This increase 

added an additional 2 cents per barrel for 

gasoline and an additional 4 cents per barrel 

for other petroleum products except 

unrefined crude oil, liquid asphalt

Massachusetts

Schedule of Acceptable Costs Competitive 

bidding List of ineligible costs, computer 

assisted claim processing 

https://www.mass.gov/doc/2024-final-

workbook-fee-schedule-effective-

712024/download

Statutory change to replace a governing 

board member seat has been proposed. 

Annual review of Schedule of Acceptable 

Costs still in progress.



Michigan

Schedule of Costs 

(https://www.michigan.gov/egle/about/Grou

ps/MUSTA/cost-information) Competitive 

bidding 

(https://www.michigan.gov/egle/about/grou

ps/musta/cost-information) Pre-approval of 

excavation costs List of ineligible costs 

(https://www.michigan.gov/egle/about/grou

ps/musta/cost-information)

MUSTA is currently looking to update our 

statute to increase the amount of money 

available for fund administration, improve 

legislative language for better understanding, 

and adjust FR coverage to align with federal 

requirements.

Minnesota

Fee schedule. Competitive bidding. Pre-

approval of active remediation costs. Use of 

standard forms for proposing/invoicing costs.

None.

Mississippi

use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget require 

competitive bidding (tank owner) require use 

of fee schedule certify contractors

None

Montana

Preapproved costs, approved rates, 

competative Bids, appropiate Technology, 

established standards, statistical anlysis, cost 

estimating tools.

2025 Legislature: Senate Bill 315 - State Fund 

dollars to be used for release prevention. 

https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Sessions/

69th/Contractor_index/CH0207.pdf House 

Bill 189 - Change date effecting release 

eligibility (4/13/1989 ==> 1/1/1980) to 

attempt to address stagnated releases. 

https://archive.legmt.gov/content/Sessions/

69th/Contractor_index/CH0189.pdf

Nebraska

use standard forms for site assessment 

require pre-approval of cleanup plans require 

use of fee schedule cover cleanups based on 

site-specific risk-based end points

The agency merged with Dept of Natural 

Resources - name change to Dept Water, 

Energy & Environment. The transfers to 

Superfund provision will stop effective in 

2026.

New York

Legislature has been floating around a 

possible bill to expand the FR requirements 

to other Bulk Storage facility types (non-

federally regulated) as well as railroad 

facilities.



North Dakota

use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget require 

competitive bidding (tank owner) require 

competitive bidding (state as agent of owner) 

limit overhead paid cover cleanups based on 

site-specific risk-based end points cover long-

term monitoring/maintenance of engineering 

controls following risk-based closure

Proposed AST Rules. 

https://ndlegis.gov/cencode/t23-1c04-

1.pdf#nameddest=23p1-04p1-01

Ohio

Use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans Require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget Limit 

overhead paid Cover costs based on site-

specific risk-based end points Use of fee and 

overall cost schedules

None

Oklahoma

Pre-approval of costs and unit cost rates 

applied to all scopes of work. Use standard 

forms for site assessment and corrective 

action plans. Require use of fee schedule. 

Prioritize claims.

None.

Oregon

Pennsylvania
Initial Site Characterization Workplan, 

Competitive Bidding

The USTIF proposed regulatory amendments 

that: ?Clarify USTIF and TIIP eligibility 

requirements by incorporating Pennsylvania 

Commonwealth Court and Supreme Court 

decisions; and ?Require that an underground 

storage tank be registered under Section 503 

of the Tank Act within 60 days of when a 

release is confirmed. The proposed 

amendment to the rules would affect USTIF 

and TIIP participants, which include tank 

owners, tank operators, and certified 

companies. https://ustif.pa.gov/

Rhode Island
Work is approved by the Department and the 

UST Fund Committee reviews the claims
None



South Carolina

?use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans ?require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget ?require 

competitive bidding (tank owner) ?require 

competitive bidding (state as agent of owner) 

?require use of fee schedule ?use pay-for-

performance ?prioritize claims to conserve 

funds ?certify contractors ?cover cleanups 

based on site-specific risk-based end points 

(RBCA Process) ?cover long-term 

monitoring/maintenance of engineering 

controls following risk-based closure 

Substantial compliance for fund eligibility

none

South Dakota

require pre-approval of cleanup plans and/or 

budget require use of fee schedule cover 

cleanups based on site-specific risk-based end 

points cover long-term 

monitoring/maintenance of engineering 

controls following risk-based closure 

corrective actions undertaken only as a result 

of a capital improvement

Tennessee

Significant and ongoing cost control has been 

realized from establishing risk-based 

standards at the initial assessment phase in 

addition to the state/division purchasing and 

maintaining a fleet of corrective action 

system that have been re-used at multiple 

sites. Assessment and cleanup activities must 

be conducted in accordance with current 

guidelines, reasonable rates, approved plans, 

or prior approval for any variation thereof. 

Fund reimbursement is only allowed for work 

conducted by contractors that have met 

specific requirements. Fund reimbursement 

applications are required in a database format 

which is pre-populated with current 

reasonable rates.

Tank fees have been suspended from 

7/1/2021 to 6/30/2031. A new rule effective 

4/9/2026, will create a max deductible of 

$5,000.

Texas

Use standard forms for site assessment and 

corrective action plans, require pre-approval 

of cleanup plans and/or budget, require 

competitive bidding (state as agent of owner), 

require use of fee schedule, limit overhead 

paid, certify contractors, cover cleanups 

based on site-specific risk-based end points

None



Utah

Work Plans & Budgets must be pre-approved 

by the PST Fund. Labor categories and the 

basic activities that can be used on a Work 

Plan & Budget are set in a Cost Guideline that 

are incorporated by rule. Link to cost 

Guidelines document: 

https://documents.deq.utah.gov/environmen

tal-response-and-remediation/ust-

lust/underground-storage-tanks/DERR-2021-

008666.pdf

Legislation in 2025 raised the ceiling to $60 

million and set a floor at $20 million. 

https://le.utah.gov/~2025/bills/static/HB001

8.html

Vermont

Work Plans & Budgets must be pre-approved, 

and comply with our Procedures for 

Reimbursement, which includes a Fee 

Schedule for labor rates, analytical and 

equipment costs. Due to an unsustainable 

rate of decrease in our motor fuel fund 

balance, a site priority ranking system was 

setup and only higher priority work with risk 

to human health or the environment has been 

getting funded until the balance stabilizes. 

November and December 2025 had slight 

balance growth, and once our encumbered 

balance is in better shape we will begin paying 

for less critical work in order of priority.

The Vermont Petroleum Cleanup Fund 

Advisory Committee approved of a new 

proposed legislation package in January 

2025. It includes a study being conduced in 

collaboration with the Dept. of Financial 

Regulation on what insurance premiums 

would be for meeting FA, and using this as a 

possible basis for increasing FRFE tank 

assessment fees. It also proposes raising fund 

deductibles across the board. 

https://dec.vermont.gov/sites/dec/files/wm

p/Sites/Attachment%201%20-

%20Chapter%2059%20Proposed%20Changes

.pdf

Virginia

Use Standard Forms for Site Assessment and 

Corrective Action Plans Approve Cleanup 

Plans and/or Budget Prior to Implementation 

(preapproval) Specify Cleanup Plans Requires 

Competitive Bidding - tank owner Payment 

Limits for Site Assessment/ Receptor 

Assessment Limit Types of Activities at Sites 

Limit Extent or Amounts of Allowed Activities 

Limit Overhead Paid Require Use of a Fee 

Schedule Oversee Cleanups Employ a Third 

Party Administrator Risk-based Cleanups: 

Cover cleanups based on site specific Risk-

based end points

Washington
Pre-approval for costs; use of standard forms; 

price guidelines

Chapter 70A.545-Financial Assurance began 

operation in October 2024

West Virginia NA NA



Wisconsin

Use Standard Forms for Site Assessment and 

Corrective Aciton Plans Approve Cleanup 

Plans and/or Budget Prior to Implementation 

(preapproval) Specify Cleanup Plans Requires 

Competitive Bidding - tank owner Requires 

Competitive Bidding - state as agent Payment 

Limits for Site Assessment/ Receptor 

Assessment Certify Contractors or Set 

Contractor Qualification Requirements Limit 

Types of Activities at Sites Limit Extent or 

Amounts of Allowed Activities Limit Overhead 

Paid Require Use of a Fee Schedule Oversee 

Cleanups Use Pay-For-Performance

Wyoming

Use Standard Forms for Site Assessment and 

Corrective Aciton Plans Approve Cleanup 

Plans and/or Budget Prior to Implementation 

(preapproval) Specify Cleanup Plans Requires 

Competitive Bidding - state as agent Certify 

Contractors or Set Contractor Qualification 

Requirements Limit Types of Activities at Sites 

Require Use of a Fee Schedule Oversee 

Cleanups

none



Current Status of Fund COVID-19 Impact on Fund Emerging Issues of Concern

Fund has a stable equity balance and 

payment requests are being paid in a 

timely manner.

Alaska does not currently have a State 

Tank Fund.

The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.

Preapproval Program applications are 

prioritized for payment. At the end of the 

fiscal year all reimbursement requests 

were processed.

Changes in funding to state programs ? 

insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.

Funds are available to reimburse all 

approved corrective action costs and third-

party claims.

Reimbursements continued without 

delay.

The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.; Changes in funding to state 

programs ? insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.



The Fund is currently up to date in 

processing claim applications for eligibility. -

13% decrease in number of 

reimbursements received. -32% decrease 

in amount of reimbursements paid out. -

6% reduction in active claims.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.

The Colorado Petroleum Storage Tank 

Fund is solvent with a fiscal year 2022 year 

end fund balance of $36million The 

Environmental Response Surcharge (the 

source of greater than 90% of our revenue) 

remained at $100/tanker through the 

calendar year of 2022. We have continued 

the incentives of waiving the $10k 

deductible when finding contamination 

during permanent tank removal. Policy 29, 

the reimbursement for tank removal costs, 

continues to be successful incentivising 

older tanks to be removed.

Reestablished in 2020?Tank owners and 

operators must comply with FR 

requirements through private mechanisms. 

The DC UST Fund has been revived as of 

October 2020. It currently has a $250,000 

balance. All fund balances were spent 

before 2020, and new revenue generated 

from fines, registration, permits, and 

certification fees will go into the 

reestablished UST Fund.

DOEE recovers about $450 average 

revenue in UST fees and fines. However, 

our fund is threatened by the Mayor's 

office annual budget shortfalls, where 

there is likely no fund balance left when 

all is swept for DC priority needs. With 

increases in fees and new fees, we saw a 

slight rise in FY22?to date, even though 

the bulk is from registration and more 

tanks are being removed than installed. 

Online payment is available.

The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.

Fund has returned to pre-COVID levels. The 

Florida Petroleum Restoration Program is 

prioritizing continued operation of 

remediation systems, well abandonment 

for site closure, securing sites and safety 

issues, Remedial Action Planning, Pilot 

Tests and Post Active Remediation 

Monitoring.

Most impact experienced in 2021. No 

current impact.

The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.; Changes in funding to state 

programs ? insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.

Growing balance with fewer open releases. 

Solvent.

No impact to the fund besides a 10% dip 

for one quarter during the 2020 

lockdown.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.; Changes in funding 

to state programs ? insurance trends, coverage 

of UST vs. compartment tanks.



n/a n/a

Changes in funding to state programs ? 

insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.

No changes No residual impact.

Solvent
The COVID-19 impact has not hurt the 

overall solvency of the Fund during.

Solvent. N/A

Solvent.

Fund is currently capable of meeting it's 

annual obligations to process 

reimbursement request for active eligible 

remediation sites. The current actuarial 

report does show that the Trust Fund is not 

actuarially sound based upon the current 

Fund cash balance and potential future 

obligations for current active eligible 

remediation sites.

To facilitate staff working remotely, 

management made modifications to its 

application processing procedures, which 

utilize the Department's electronic 

document management system and 

electronic submittals of the 

reimbursement applications. The impact 

on application processing times has been 

positive and it allowed the Department 

to continue reimbursement of 

assessment and corrective action 

activities during the COVID impact 

period.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.; Changes in funding 

to state programs ? insurance trends, coverage 

of UST vs. compartment tanks.

Currently sound but requires active 

monitoring and management.
No significant impact to Fund balance.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.

Financially sound.

All staff worked remotely. Initial 

productivity rates were down, but have 

resumed to higher than normal as new 

technology was rolled out.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.; Changes in funding 

to state programs ? insurance trends, coverage 

of UST vs. compartment tanks.



Financially sound. None

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; Changes in how transportation is 

used.; The future of gas stations ? number, 

types, ownership.

Fiscally sound.
Backlog decreased from ~300 apps to 

~50

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.

Solvent None for the State Fiscal Year

Solvent: Continue to obligate available 

funds to releases which pose greatest 

threat to human health and the 

environment. Progress on release cleanup 

may need to be mandated to reduce Fund 

balance and close more releases.

Release activity reduced and release 

closures slowed down.

stable - work is approved as funding is 

available. More of the fund revenue is used 

for orphan site cleanups by State 

contractors than for responsible person 

cleanups.

2020 shutdowns resulted in a 6% 

decrease in revenue. Revenue has 

returned to normal.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.; Changes in funding 

to state programs ? insurance trends, coverage 

of UST vs. compartment tanks.



Solvent - healthy Very little impact experienced.

The Board annually reviews the financial 

soundness of the Fund by reviewing a five-

year proforma which is based on several 

assumptions, including projected tank 

counts, fees, interest rates, claim payments 

and operating expenses. After several 

modest increases in the per-tank fees 

between the inception of the Fund and 

fiscal year 2007, the Board reduced the per-

tank fees three times from a high of $600 

in fiscal year 2007 to the current rate of 

$350.

In March 2020, the Board's staff moved 

to a teleworking schedule and as a result, 

experienced delays in response times. In 

February 2022, the teleworking schedule 

was suspended and all staff returned to 

the office. A hybrid schedule was 

established for most staff in early 2023. 

This schedule permitted employees to 

work remotely up to two days per week. 

Beginning March 2025, the hybrid 

schedule was suspended, and all Board 

employees returned to in-office work 

five days a week. Response times are 

now consistent with pre-pandemic 

response times.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.

Active and Solvent: We consider our fund 

successful as remediation of sites is being 

accomplished, claims are being processed 

in a timely manner, and the fund remains 

solvent.

None in FY25.
The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.

USTIF is fiscally sound, processes claims as 

they are submitted, and makes 

indemnification payments for eligible 

claims.

No current impacts.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.

The RI UST Fund disburses quarterly and is 

currently up to date on payment of claims.
none

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.



Solvent

The PRCF is able to pay all claims in a 

timely manner and has sufficient revenue 

to handle projected future claims.

Solvent None

The fund is able to pay all invoices in a 

timely manner and has sufficient revenue 

to handle future invoices.

Unknown



Positive cash balance. Last year had an 

increase In the fund balance from the 

previous year.

COVID-19 impact to the Fund was 

limited. The Fund balance continued to 

increase during this time while cleanup 

efforts also continued. No current issues 

from COVID-19.

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; Changes in funding to state 

programs ? insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.

At close of SFY25 (6/30/25), the fund is in 

fair shape, with both the motor fuel and 

heating fuel accounts both running an 

overall positive balance, despite both funds 

having run a negative fiscal year balance by 

over $4M in total (over $3M drop in motor 

fuel). New cost controls have already 

stabilized the motor fuel account, but the 

heating oil account may need a transfer 

between accounts to stay in the black at 

the end of FY26.

Revenue from motor fuel distributor 

licensing fees have stabilized from lows 

experienced during the COVID-19 

pandemic. Revenue was slightly up 

($17,520) over fiscal year 2024, and up 

4.4% ($147,340) over fiscal year 2023, 

though still down 8.5% (approximately 

$328,000) versus the pre-pandemic 

norm. We anticipate revenue will remain 

at a new lower plateau due to less 

vehicle travel, primarily commuting, due 

to many sectors adopting permanent 

liberal telework policies. Overall, we 

have lost an estimated $2.05M in motor 

fuel revenue related to COVID-19 

through FY25

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; Changes in how transportation is 

used.; Changes in funding to state programs ? 

insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.

Claims are released for payment weekly. 

Over the past year the average time 

between claim processing completion and 

payment has grown from 14 to 19 days. 

Overall success is measured through: 

Number of cleanups completed; Average 

cleanup cost; Claims processing time; 

Overall reasonableness of cost approved.

The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.

Extended until July 1, 2030 None
The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.

Fund is no longer active. NA

The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.; The future of gas stations ? 

number, types, ownership.



Still no funding for UST/AST cleanups or 

investigations

The future of gas stations ? number, types, 

ownership.; Changes in funding to state 

programs ? insurance trends, coverage of UST vs. 

compartment tanks.

Active and solvent none
The transition from gasoline to alternative 

energy fuels.



Additional Information (if applicable) Ideas for new survey data collection 

Regulations passed to allow for up to 

$150k of State fund for emergencies 

regardless of eligibility

This new format is not as easy to 

complete as the excel version. There 

also needs to be more details for 

which kind of releases each question 

is asking (not just AST or UST, but 

there are also state lead releases, 

responsible party lead releases, and 

3rd party releases to consider). 

Additionally, the electronic format is 

not as easy to route for review.



Aging tanks, 60% of DCs USTs are over 28 

years old, the 2020 Revised Regulations 

incorporate a removal requirement for 

tanks over 30 yrs. by 2025, we are yet to 

see the impact of this and enforcement. 

Stakeholders have asked the District to 

amend the regulations. DOEE is 

considering this change and is working 

on a 10 years extension for closure for all 

tanks over 30 years, who pass a tightness 

test.

Thanks, although most do not apply to 

DC. Most fields can include another 

section, and each question can be 

numbered. All the best!

Multiple people cannot work on the 

form at the same time unless they 

share email and passwords.



Recently, owners and operators has 

limited access to insurance providers.
none

Alternate energy initiative did not have 

any impact on fund yet.

Several of the comment sections in 

the survey were limited to 100 

characters. Please expand the number 

of characters available.

Number of tanks reaching Maine's 

statutory removal deadline (warranty 

expiration) 1/3 of our tank population in 

next five years. Majority of Fund covered 

sites are from residential heating oil ASTs 

which we do not inspect or regulate 

under our program..

Number of Active Heating Oil AST 

Facilities Covered in Maine is 

unknown as we dont register home 

heating oil ASTs but they would be 

covered by the Fund if a spill occurred. 

The field for that question required a 

number response and does not allow 

us to enter unknown.



After completing the survey but prior 

to submittal, would it be possible to 

review entries in a table like format to 

make sure answers provided are in 

correct locations and accurate?

None. None.

Not yet an issue. Staff is watching these 

issues.

It would be nice to use "$" and make 

use of "," in the accounting numbers 

and to have an undo typing feature.

We are going to embark on a rulemaking 

shortly to incorporate new initiatives and 

possible sunsetting of certain tank 

system types/components, including 

tanks. Based on the information we got 

at the 2025 National Tanks Conference, 

response from insurance companies (to 

the resulting regulations) is something 

we have to consider, particularly if they 

direct facilities to close their tank 

systems.



Not applicable

It would still be easier for us non-state-

fund states if you had one question at 

the beginning that said "No state fund, 

the rest of the survey in not 

applicable"

It would be helpful to provide states 

with a spreadsheet to import prior 

year data and enter information in 

prior to filling out the webform and 

track the state's information from 

year to year for consistency.

What is the timeframe for 

questions/answers; are you looking 

for FY or calendar years? This came up 

with the word "annual".



N/A



I like the new survey format. The 

explanation of what is being asked for 

in the fields is really helpful.

It's nice to work on an online survey 

that just has VT information instead of 

a larger spreadsheet with all state 

information

Compatibility issues with the transition 

of fuels (E10 to E15).



Both of these could impact EPA funding.


