








Most importantly, an alerting criterion that obligates an operator to perform an analysis and take 
corrective action, as appropriate, should be established. Analysis may rely on process 
information and/or maintenance schedule information to determine if the cause of the emission 
was either a planned or unplanned maintenance activity that has since ceased. Otherwise, an 
emission that has an ongoing source should be repaired per the repair schedule applicable to 
qua1terly inspections with OGI. Where an analysis cannot determine a source, an operator should 
perform an OGI survey (no more frequently than once per quarter) to ensure there is no ongoing 
emission event. 

A baseline may need to be reset upon modification of a facility ( e.g., facility modifications that 
trigger a Management of Change process). Depending on how emissions are impacted by other 
elements of this rule, a baseline may be less temporally variable. 

Meteorological data criteria/ Measurement systems data quality indicators/ Calibration 
requirements and frequency of calibration checks: 

All of these parameters should be followed as specified by the manufacturer. Different 
technologies and manifestations of those technologies warrant different approaches and 
standardization of these features may inadvertently result in a pre-selection of allowable 
techniques and stifle of further innovation. 

How downtime should be handled: 
Any uptime requirement should not be especially stringent since in this context, continuous 
monitoring systems are being evaluated as equivalent to quarterly episodic monitoring rather 
than to a traditional Continuous Emissions Monitoring Systems (CEMS). Therefore, requiring 
CEMS uptime requirements would not be appropriate. Any uptime metric should be evaluated on 
no less than a two-week rolling basis to allow for repair time at remote facilities. 

Uptime requirements should also allow for an initial 60-day implementation period since a large 
scale deployment of sensors can be challenged by fine-tuning parameters such as 
communications (often relies on cell service or a need to build/configure existing SCADA), 
power availability (often relies on solar power), or other issues. 

Finally, where there is a data outage from a force majeure event there should be an allowable 
delay of repair for the monitoring system. 

How to handle situations where the source of emissions cannot be identified even when the 
monitor registers a leak: 

Operators should perform an OGI inspection where no source can be identified (no more 
frequently than once per quarter). 

Approach to determining equivalency to BSER: 
To the extent that the detection limit of the sensor network is at least 10 kg/hr, then an increased 
frequency of measurement beyond once per two months would result in the same or more 
emissions reduction. Various combinations of ale1ting criterion and response times could be 
modeled to assess the emissions abatement potentials. 







We reiterate our appreciation for the opportunity to comment on this rule, and in particular, to 
provide insights to the operation of continuous monitoring systems that will enable the inclusion 
of such systems in the final rule. We would welcome the opportunity to discuss any aspect of 
these comments further. Furthermore, as this process moves forward, we look forward to 
offering additional thoughts to further build and refine on the concepts offered above. 

If you have any additional questions or require additional information, please contact me (Erin 
Tullos (346) 802-8651, erin@scientificaviation.com) or any cosignatory of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Erin Tullos 
Director, Research and Development 
Scienti fie Aviation 
erin@scientificaviation.com 

Brian Woodard 
Director - Government & Regulatory 
Affairs 
Chesapeake Energy 
Brian.woodard@chk.com 

Vanessa Ryan 
Carbon and Climate Policy Manager 
Chevron 
Vanessa.Ryan@chevron.com 

Mike Smith 
Sr. Environmental Policy Advisor 
Devon Energy 
Mike.Smith@dvn.com 

Matthew Kolesar 
Chief Environmental Scientist 
Exxon Mobil Corporation 
matthew.j.kolesar@exxonmobil.com 

Howard Dieter 
Vice President - Health, Safety & 
Environment 
Jonah Energy LLC 
howard.dieter@jonahenergy.com 
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