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MEETING SUMMARY 
Community Environmental Working Group 
 
“Striving for Continuous Environmental Improvements at Intel” 
 
Date: April 15, 2009 
Time: 5:00-7:00 p.m. 
Location: Corrales Senior Center 
 
Members Attending
John Bartlit, Acting Chair 
Sarah Chavez, EHS Department, Intel  
Mike Williams, NM Clean Air & Water 

Hugh Church, American Lung Association 
Carrie Freeman, Intel 

  
Technical Support Staff
Andrew Moen, Intel 
Frank Gallegos, Intel 
 
Public 
Roberta King, Corrales resident  
Lynne Kinis, Corrales resident 
 

Judy Hemphill, Corrales resident  
Jay Stimmel, Interested citizen 
 

Facilitator 
Stephen Littlejohn, Facilitator, DLI Communication Consultants CJ Ondek, Recorder 
 
 
HANDOUTS 

 Draft Agenda 
 Draft Meeting Summary March 18, 

2009 
 Action-Item Progress Report 
 EHS Activity Report 
 This month’s newspaper ad 
 CEWG comments submitted to 

ATSDR report with cover letter 
 

 Intel’s comments submitted to ATSDR 
report with cover letter 

 Chart of ATSDR Report and CEWG 
Priorities 

 Draft Technical Permit Revision, 
NSRA Air Quality Permit #0325-
M9-R20 
 

 

AGENDA 
 Welcome, Introductions, and 

Announcements 
 ATSDR Report 

 
 Planning Unfunded Meetings 

 Complaint Response Process 
 NMED Public Meeting and 

Changing Location of Monitoring 
Station 

 Additional Business 
 Adjourn 
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WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS 
John Bartlit opened the meeting by stating the CEWG mission, which was to work towards, 
reducing chemical emissions, environmental improvements and improved community dialogue.  
Participants introduced themselves.  
 
Comments on Agenda 
John Bartlit said he was unable to attend NMED’s April 6th meeting in Corrales, but issues 
regarding relocating the monitoring Air Quality Monitoring Station discussed at the meeting are 
worthy of addressing at today’s CEWG meeting.  He proposed delegating some time on agenda 
near the meeting’s end; his intention was to introduce the topic to the group, which would not 
take long.  Lynne Kinis questioned whether raising the topic at this time was valuable since the 
group did not have information from the Corrales mayor regarding possible sites for the 
monitoring Air Quality Monitoring Station.  Mr. Bartlit agreed but said his intention was to 
introduce the topic only, and not discuss it at length.  The group agreed to add this topic after 
6:30 p.m. for a brief introduction only.  The remaining agenda was approved as written.   
 
The March 18, 2009 Meeting Summary was approved with the changes suggested over e-mail 
and incorporated into the written document.  There were no comments on the Meeting Summary. 
 
Announcements 
The group thanked John Bartlit (and his wife Nancy) for bringing homemade fudge and lemon 
cookies to the meeting.  Mike Williams agreed to bring cookies for the May meeting. 
 

ACTION ITEM: Mike Williams will bring cookies to the May meeting. 
 
Intel Cost-Cuts 
Frank Gallegos provided a status report on Intel’s corporate financial situation.  Intel New 
Mexico recently laid off staff, several of which were in the Environmental Health and Safety 
group.  Mr. Gallegos explained that these individuals could choose to be “redeployed”—finding 
another job within Intel—or accept a severance package.  One of the individuals laid off was a 
technician who assisted on odor complaints by researching wind and meteorological data and site 
activities.  A replacement was found, but there was still “some churn in the group with trying to 
reallocate workload.”  Mr. Gallegos also explained that Intel had eliminated overtime unless 
approved by senior level management.  John Bartlit said that routine overtime was necessary to 
do RTO maintenance and asked if this would be affected.  Mr. Gallegos responded that he had 
heard that the only approved overtime was for maintenance on the Durrs units; this decision was 
made by John Painter without Mr. Gallegos having to initiate it.  Mr. Bartlit asked that this point 
be noted in the Meeting Summary.  Mr. Gallegos said that since his group was still transitioning 
workload, complaint responses might be slower than usual for the next month or so, and he 
wanted to make the group aware of that. 
 
There were no public comments. 
 
ATSDR Follow-up 
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Stephen Littlejohn introduced the topic saying the intent was to provide time to discuss the 
implications of the ATSDR report for the CEWG, referring the group to the questions on the 
agenda. 
 

• John Bartlit said he and Stephen Littlejohn created a handout called “ATSDR 
Recommendations and Related CEWG Priorities.”  The handout juxtaposed ATSDR 
recommendations with current CEWG priorities, which were taken from a list generated 
during group discussions and kept by Mr. Littlejohn.  Mr. Bartlit pointed out that 
correlations existed between the two, and for every ATSDR recommendation, CEWG 
was pursuing something closely related, and the handout would be a useful tool for the 
ATSDR follow-up committee. 

 
• Lynne Kinis asked who was on the committee.  John Bartlit said it was the same 

individuals who were on the stack height committee, an appropriate expert from Intel, not 
necessarily Ralph Williams, and anyone else who was interested in joining. Membership, 
he emphasized, was open for discussion, as was whether or not the committee needed to 
be created at all.   

 
• John Bartlit reminded the group that the upcoming June meeting would be non-facilitated 

due to cost-cutting measures at Intel.  One proposal was to have the ATSDR study 
committee meet during the June meeting time in lieu of the regular meeting.   
 

• Stephen Littlejohn reminded the group that at the previous meeting the group achieved 
consensus on moving forward with ATSDR issues rather than waiting for the ATSDR 
final report, since the report might not be available for a very long time.  

 
• Mike Williams said he would like to mention two issues he raised in March but were not 

discussed in length.  The first was rain caps and a 12% reduction in fine particle 
concentration, and the second was on crystalline silica and the importance of operating 
time and temperature.  He wanted to know about crystalline silica and the Munters units, 
which have a higher operating temperature.  He asked Sarah Chavez if Intel was thinking 
about crystalline silica measurements with the new Munters units.  Ms. Chavez said Intel 
had not looked at anything specific yet.  

 
• John Bartlit reminded the group that the points Mike Williams raised were present at the 

March meeting and had evolved since then.  These new points were removed from the 
ATSDR comments, but would be recorded on the April Meeting Summary.  He also 
reminded the group that the ATSDR read the CEWG Meeting Summaries.  Roberta King 
said she believed it was “utterly ridiculous” for Mr. Bartlit to refer to the public 
availability of Meeting Summaries since none of the 2009 CEWG Meeting Summaries 
were accessible on the Web site and, therefore, ATSDR could not read them.   Mr. Bartlit 
said Ms. King’s point was well taken. John Bartlit asked for a status report on the CEWG 
Web site.  Sarah Chavez said that neither she nor Carrie Freeman had the time to upload 
the documents.  They had to submit a request to upload the documents, and the format for 
uploading documents had just been changed.  She acknowledged that they were behind 
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with the posting.  Carrie Freeman added that an outside source handled uploading the 
Web site and general Web site management.  However, Ms. Chavez and Ms. Freeman 
owned and controlled the content listed on the site, and once material was submitted it 
was posted without edits.  Ms. Chavez and Ms. Freeman also had the flexibility to make 
Web site improvements, control overall design and document linkage.    

 
ACTION ITEM:  Sarah Chavez and Carrie Freeman will update the CEWG  
          Web site. 

 
• Roberta King pointed out that the attachment “Comments on the ATSDR’s Health 

Consultation” as printed has no date on it. She has no idea who wrote it, who put it 
together, or who approved it. It does not stand alone because it is completely separated 
from the cover letter that went with it.  She would like to see every document being 
revised by the group have the name of the person drafting it and the dates of changes 
included in the title so one doesn’t have to proof read and compare documents to know 
which is the latest version.  Stephen Littlejohn said he made a mistake by not including 
the proper labels on the document, but two people were sending out versions of the 
document simultaneously and it was difficult to label accurately.  He acknowledged Ms. 
King’s comment and apologized for not labeling the document.  He suggested Ms. King 
label and date the document so it would be clear to her in her files.  Ms. King verified the 
date on the document as March 30.  The group confirmed. 

 
• Hugh Church said it was mentioned in a previous meeting that there was a section on the 

Web site that named CEWG and committee members and their backgrounds, but he 
could not find it.  Carrie Freeman said she recalled seeing similar information, but it 
wasn’t easy to find.  John Bartlit said it was supplied.  Roberta King said it was an old list 
that needed to be updated.  Stephen Littlejohn said he had an updated version and would 
send it to Sarah Chavez for posting. 

• Sarah Chavez said she would make the updates and find a more convenient location on 
the Web site.  
 

ACTION ITEM:  Stephen Littlejohn will send an updated bio list to Sarah   
       Chavez and Carrie Freeman.  Sarah Chavez will make the  
       updates and find a more convenient location on the Web site. 

 
• John Bartlit said he was trying to get the ATSDR presentation to UNM doctors posted on 

the Web site.  Stephen Littlejohn said he had the presentation but was waiting to get 
permission from the UNM Public Affairs director to post it.  Carrie Freeman said that a 
physician at the presentation confirmed that the presentation was informational and not 
generic.  Sarah Chavez asked the group if they wanted to create an ATSDR section on the 
Web site, including Intel’s comments and committee work.  The group agreed.  Stephen 
Littlejohn asked if Sarah Chavez wanted to bring up what she had wanted to add to the 
CEWG comments about modeling but couldn’t because it hadn’t been discussed at the 
meeting. Ms. Chavez said she wanted to add that 2008, not just 2007 modeling was the 
dispersion modeling that was done. 
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• Stephen Littlejohn asked how the group should proceed on ATSDR, especially with the 

ATSDR committee.  John Bartlit said his preference was to use the Citizen’s Protocol to 
measure crystalline silica on the new Munters units according to the NIOSH standard 
procedure and recommended by ATSDR.  He suggested the group get money from Intel’s 
reducing other routine testing not used and approaching foundations.  He believed testing 
crystalline silica was high on the list of priorities and supported by ATSDR and the 
community.   

 
• Mike Williams reminded the group that they were supposed to have a discussion of 

crystalline silica after he and Mr. Bartlit had reviewed a list of documents on the matter, 
and they should think about scheduling that meeting.  John Bartlit agreed.  Stephen 
Littlejohn suggested a two-step flow:  First, have a main agenda item where Mr. Bartlit 
and Mr. Williams presented their findings and, second, push the Citizen’s Protocol and 
get funding for crystalline silica testing.  Mr. Bartlit said that crystalline silica was 
mentioned at the April 6 NMED meeting and the mayor showed an interest.  Mr. 
Williams said that would help with finding funding.   

 
• Stephen Littlejohn asked what the role of the committee might be and the path it should 

take.  Carrie Freeman suggested the study group prepare the documentation required by 
the Citizen’s Protocol.   John Bartlit suggested the documentation might include 
something from the mayor, the ATSDR report, and prior history.  The new Munters units 
were also important to test since they operate at a higher temperature.   

 
• Mike Williams asked if anyone was doing crystalline silica testing on the Munters units 

in other places.  Sarah Chavez replied that Harry Hunsacker had said Intel was using the 
best methods available at the time, which was an EPA approved method for collection 
and NIOSH approved method for analysis, but there is no single EPA approved method.  
The ATSDR did not recommend any other method.  Currently, there weren’t any other 
additional stack testing methods available for crystalline silica.  John Bartlit said that this 
particular testing was NIOSH testing, which was related primarily to occupational health, 
although it was a standard test.  Mike Williams noted that the EPA had concluded that the 
fine particle standard was adequate to address the possible problems of silica in ambient 
air. 

 
• Hugh Church asked if the study group needed a name.  The name “ATSDR Follow-up 

Committee” was chosen.  Sarah Chavez suggested that the group go through the priority 
items on the ATSDR Report and CEWG Priorities handout and recommend which 
actions to take and when.  She suggested the committee prioritize actions and make 
recommendations to the group.   

 
• John Bartlit expressed concern that committees tend to forgo action for lengthy 

discussion or fall into group think, so he wanted to raise that flag.  Lynne Kinis said it 
would be useful to reference past reports and put guidelines in place for CEWG members 
to follow.  Mike Williams reminded the group that if they chose to do the Citizen’s 
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Protocol, Intel had lots of questions that needed to be answered, and he wasn’t sure who 
would have the ability to answer these questions.  He suggested this be the charge of the 
committee, to do the homework to answer the questions.   

 
• Sarah Chavez said that if the group decided to focus on silica, then they also needed to 

decide what to do with the remaining actions on the list.  Mike Williams said it would 
take time to actually get the silica testing done, and in the interim they could press on 
with other issues.  He said he was personally interested in the scrubbers.  

 
• Roberta King said she was disappointed in the ATSDR report because it said that none of 

the data from the FTIR monitors was useful in determining health hazards.  She was 
concerned that silica testing would not give concrete evidence or show correlation on 
how it affects the respiratory systems of all living creatures,   because, as in FTIR 
monitoring,  known ways of testing silica do not necessarily supply valid information 
relating to respiratory health problems. 

 
• Mike Williams suggested checking the residue in the Munters as opposed to stack 

emissions since the time and temperature history differed.  He added that it was hard to 
know what to do with residue information since people are not actually breathing it, and 
there were so many factors that might affect it, including time and temperature.  John 
Bartlit said that one possible use of data was to get a 1% crystalline silica in the risk 
assessment, and another option was to compare it to levels of crystalline silica in 
OSHA/worker safety situations, which were very high.  

 
• Sarah Chavez reminded the group that the intent of the extra information Intel added into 

the Citizen’s Protocol was to think about certain things in advance of testing, namely, 
know what test to do, why and what to do with the results.  This would tie in with what 
the committee could do.  John Bartlit said that one of the purposes of the testing was to 
compare results of Intel’s testing vs. other testing.  Mike Williams said there were certain 
differences—history, peak temperature—it was almost like comparing apples and 
oranges.  Ms. Chavez  said that the group could suggest testing both Durrs and Munters; 
there were other options to discuss.     

 
• Stephen Littlejohn summarized the discussion.  The group agreed to have an item on the 

May agenda for Mike Williams and John Bartlit to discuss their findings in the crystalline 
silica documents they had been reading.  As soon as possible afterwards, the ATSDR 
committee would be convened with the focus of visiting the Citizens Protocol, crystalline 
silica testing, and preparing documents to raise funds.  The group still needed to decide 
on whether or not they wanted the committee to do anything else.  Mike Williams added 
that the silica documents were not complete and asked Sarah Chavez if she knew whether 
Harry Hunsacker had other papers on crystalline silica.  Ms. Chavez said she would look 
for the list of references from Harry Hunsacker and send it to Mr. Williams.    
 

ACTION ITEM:  Sarah Chavez will send Mike Williams the list of crystalline  
             silica documents compiled by Harry Hunsacker.    
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• John Bartlit said the ATSDR committee would need a facilitator, and asked, with the 

recent cost cuts, how they could afford that.  Stephen Littlejohn said he would be willing 
to facilitate smaller committee meetings as long as he wasn’t traveling, especially if it 
would help the larger group.  He said it was not an insoluble problem, and they could 
work on other savings such as having Intel make photocopies.  

 
• Roberta King suggested that the group not spread themselves too thin and focus on 

crystalline silica only.  Sarah Chavez agreed.  Mike Williams said that he was okay with 
focusing on silica in the short term and until the final ATSDR report was released, but he 
felt that other things were more important than silica, such as hydrogen fluoride.   

 
• Stephen Littlejohn confirmed that the group agreed not to ignore the other items, and 

come back to them later, but for the present they needed to focus on silica.  Agreement 
was reached on next steps; crystalline silica would comes back on the agenda for May. 

 
 
COMPLAINT RESPONSE PROCESS 
Stephen Littlejohn introduced the next item on the agenda, the complaint response process.  The 
group had discussed the topic at some length, but they had not discussed specific ways to 
improve the complaint response process. 
 

• Judy Hemphill reported on test calls she made.  The first call resulted in no response.  For 
the second call, Intel head of security came to her house after an hour but the smell had 
dissipated.   

• She also spoke with Frank Gallegos once, but by the time she had gotten hold of him the 
smell had dissipated.  On that night the discharge was trapped under the porch and was 
bad.  The discharge was very bad on Saturday; the discharge was trapped in her garage.  
The problem was the high winds; if someone did not come immediately, the wind 
dissipated the discharge.   

 
• Lynne Kinis said that as far as she was concerned, the complaint response process was 

flawed; it was not working, and it needed to work.  She added that when the EHS 
reported no downtimes, she translated it as “get used to this, community.  This is standard 
operating procedure.” The odors were an ongoing situation, almost daily.  In the past 
Intel used to tell the community downtime might have resulted in the odor, now the EHS 
report didn’t report anything amiss.  The message to her was, “Deal with it.  This is how 
it’s going to be.  Everything is operating just fine.” 

 
• Carrie Freeman said she and Frank Gallegos had spent time talking with the site manager, 

who had been walking the site on his own.  He was concerned about the odors and 
assigned a task force to investigate who meet daily.  Frank Gallegos said he met with the 
senior level manager yesterday and presented the odor problem—why people in the 
community could smell it and why people on site can’t—and they brainstormed some 



P a g e  | 8 
 

Filename:  CEWG_Meeting_Summary_4-15-09 v. 4.doc                              Approved:  5-20-09 
Prepared or presented by:  CJ Ondek & Stephen Littlejohn 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented:  May 26, 2009 

ideas.  Judy Hemphill suggested Intel move into one of the houses in her neighborhood to 
experience the smell for themselves.  She walked to the easel and drew a picture of the 
way in which the smell moved.  She explained that wind drove the smell away from the 
Intel property, which sits on a hill, and moved it downwards into the community.  She 
said that the smell wasn’t hitting Intel property but her property and the area around it.  
She also explained that the odor was more of a discharge than a smell, because she could 
feel it as well as smell it.  Lynne Kinis said that she could feel it on the back of her throat; 
it was a burning sensation.   

 
• Carrie Freeman responded that staff walked the trail on Intel property, which was higher 

up, since some of the complaints had come from the trail, specifically, from Susan Weiss.  
Frank Gallegos said he would like to smell what Susan Weiss smelled and see if was the 
same as Judy Hemphill smelled.  Ms. Hemphill said the discharge had been very bad the 
last two weeks, and there were two smells.  One was a burning smell, and the other was 
acidic, heavy and burned the throat.  Frank Gallegos asked her if the two smells 
correlated and to further describe the heavy smell.  Ms. Hemphill said she felt its effects 
in her throat, which had become sore, before she actually smelled it.  

 
• Mike Williams asked her where she lived.  Ms. Hemphill explained she lived about three 

streets up from Loma Larga, and the smell came straight downhill.  Mr. Williams said if 
it were from the scrubbers, the smell wouldn’t be rising much.  Hydrogen fluoride came 
from the scrubbers, and it would burn but it wouldn’t smell.   
 

 
• Judy Hemphill said that the smell movement might depend on weather inversions.  If 

there was a weather inversion in the evening, she could not sleep with her window open.  
Mr. Williams explained that an inversion happened when the ground cooled faster than 
the air; a relatively calm night might affect the inversion. 

 
• Stephen Littlejohn said he had heard a couple of problems voiced so far.  The first 

problem was that the first call was never returned, and someone at Intel needed to make 
sure the process was always followed.  Carrie Freeman confirmed that she worked with 
security on the matter and the person who did not respond appropriately was trained on 
the proper response process.  Mr. Littlejohn said the second difficulty was that Ms. 
Hemphill perceived a discharge, but by the time someone came to her property the smell 
had dissipated.  Ms. Hemphill explained that her calls were mostly in the evening, and 
security could not send someone down immediately but had to call Ms. Freeman or Mr. 
Gallegos, who in turn travelled to the site from their homes, which were at a further 
distance.  By the time they would arrive, the smell would dissipate.   

 
• Stephen Littlejohn also said that Ms. Hemphill had a very clear suggestion:  for Intel to 

send “folks to come down and camp out for a while,” so they could detect the smell over 
a period of time.  If the smell happened fairly often, they wouldn’t need to camp out for 
long in that area.  Mr. Littlejohn asked the group if they would like to endorse or suggest 
this action, and the details could be worked out.  Ms. Freeman said she ran the trail often 
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and drove around the area but did not smell it.  That did not mean the smell wasn’t there.  
She was unsure whether she would be able to find the resources to have someone “camp 
out.”  Ms. Hemphill said most of the events were in the evening.  Ms. Freeman said not 
according to Susan Weiss, who had been calling in with complaints as well, and walking 
during the day.   

 
• John Bartlit said that the impacts of the smells seem to be individual-specific, which 

could be a factor and pose a challenge.  Ms. Hemphill suggested someone teach her how 
to use the sampling canisters.  Ms. Freeman said that would be more scientific.  Ms. 
Hemphill said she had an extremely sensitive system, although her neighbor also 
commented on the smell.  Sarah Chavez said that one of the issues with canister sampling 
was that the person using them had to know what to look for.  It was a little more 
complicated and there were limitations. 

 
• Stephen Littlejohn reiterated that canister sampling was a possibility but there were 

methodological questions to consider.  Roberta King asked if Intel was adding anything 
to improve the smell, since she was told that they had done that in the past.  Frank 
Gallegos said Intel was not doing that currently.  Sarah Chavez said it had not been done 
since 1993, when she started working with Intel.  If it had happened in the past, it was 
prior to 1993 and it had not happened since.   

 
 
Non-facilitated Meetings 

• Stephen Littlejohn reminded the group that he and CJ Ondek would be “off duty” the 
month of June.  He asked the group how they would like to proceed with non-facilitated 
meetings.   

• Mike Williams suggested using the time for informational presentations and background 
material.  Suggestions included Harry Hunsacker’s presentation, cooling tower emissions 
status and fine particles, and an update on rain caps and fine particles.   

• Stephen Littlejohn said Mike Williams had written a draft on the beneficial effects of 
removing the rain caps that was being reviewed by Intel.  He asked Sarah Chavez if that 
were something that could be covered in June.  Ms. Chavez replied yes and asked that the 
cooling towers topic be left as a future item, since there was too little information 
available.   

 
• Mike Williams said examining phone company equipment and connections might give an 

indication on nitric acid and hydrofluoric acid (HF) emissions.  He didn’t know whether 
or not this was still true, but suggested insight on monitoring might be gained this way.  
Sarah Chavez said that Intel had been testing for HF as part of their annual compliance 
over the last 8 years.  It was possible to review that data for insights, as well. 

 
• Stephen Littlejohn said that the group appeared enthusiastic on the idea of presenting 

information on a variety of topics for the non-facilitated June meeting.  He proposed 
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looking through the Meeting Summary, developing a list of suggested topics, and sending 
the list to the group.  The group in turn could send their input or additional topics. He also 
would compile a list of reports to gather for the June meeting.  The group agreed.  He 
reminded the group that the Corrales Senior Center was reserved for the year.   

 
ACTION ITEMS: Stephen Littlejohn will develop a list of suggested topics for the June  

        meeting and send to the group for their feedback.  He also will  
        compile a list of reports to gather for the meeting. 

 
 
ADDITIONAL BUSINESS 
 
EHS Report 

• Sarah Chavez reported on the main EHS points.  She said that second quarter testing 
started April 14 and would continue through June 17.  The testing would be on scrubbers 
(annually) and thermal oxidizers (quarterly).  On April 6 about 13 NMED personnel 
conducted an Intel site tour and looked at chemical areas, abatement equipment and went 
inside the cleaners.  On March 25/26, NMED’s Hazardous Waste Bureau conducted a 
spontaneous, surprise inspection to check for hazardous waste.  A report was expected in 
about 30 days.  John Bartlit asked if the report could be included as a CEWG handout.  
Andrew Moen said he didn’t know what form it would be in; he expected it to be a letter.  
Sarah Chavez said it would be public information so it could be included as a handout.  
The letter would probably be sent to Andrew Moen, and he agreed to send a copy to 
Stephen Littlejohn for distribution at a CEWG meeting.  Ms. Chavez continued that it 
was a surprise inspection that happened every three years.  They were on site for two 
days and on the third day held a meeting to discuss hazardous waste.  Hazardous waste 
included things collected on site and then shipped out.   

 
• Sarah Chavez said the EHS report included the VOC emissions and two planned 

maintenances on the Durrs units.   Carrie Freeman said Intel received 11 calls or e-mails, 
in total from the community.  The calls were all odor related.   

 
ACTION ITEM:  Andrew Moen will send Stephen Littlejohn a copy of the NMED  

       surprise-visit report for distribution at a CEWG meeting. 
 

• Ms. Hemphill asked that the EHS report not include anything about fire hydrants and 
landscaping.  Ms. Freeman responded that other people in the community wanted to 
know that kind of information.  

• Stephen Littlejohn said he would send the correct EHS report out immediately. 
 

 
NMED Meeting 

• John Bartlit asked who attended the NMED meeting.  Roberta King, Sarah Chavez and 
Carrie Freeman responded affirmatively.  John Bartlit asked Ms. King her impressions.  
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Ms. King said she was delighted the mayor of Corrales, Philip Gasteyer, was present and 
asking questions, as was Councilor Alsobrook.  She described that NMED staff addressed 
the permit and chemical emissions and appeared to want to impress that they were 
knowledgeable about what was going on.  Ms. King  said she does not fault the intention 
of people who work for entities in  corporate America or the regulatory agencies, but we 
do not have enough regulations to take care of what the problems are. She also believes  
that employees of NMED are under the influence of the powers that be above them just 
like Intel employees speak under the power of employees that are above them.  Judy 
Hemphill concurred and said there was something wrong with the process if she had to 
go directly to the corporation to complain about that corporation.  Where was the state?   

 
• Stephen Littlejohn asked the group to talk about the monitoring station.  There was a 

NMED monitoring station in Rio Rancho, off Meadowlark and route 528, that they 
wanted to move to Corrales. The mayor suggested some sites.  NMED will go out and 
look at the sites to see which ones fit the criteria.   They wanted to find a better location 
than the one they have now, and the hope was to do the move after July 1.  The station 
will monitor NOX, ozone, and be a meteorological station.  It will monitor fine particles.   

 
• Roberta King said she volunteered her property but because the station would have been 

10 meters high, zoning ordinances would not allow it.  It would have to be on municipal 
or water conservancy property.   
 

• Sarah Chavez asked if this issue would be available for an official informational 
presentation at the June meeting.  Stephen Littlejohn said he would put it on the list.   

 
• Carrie Freeman asked if there was a role for CEWG helping with the priorities and input 

on feasible sites.  NMED wanted everyone to be involved and aware of it. 
 

• Mike Williams said a useful thing to do would be to look at modeling to see where the 
highest concentrations were and get as near to it as possible.  Hugh Church said looking 
at the contour map would be helpful; it combined modeling, contours and emission 
direction correlated with weather and reports of illness.  This map would allow everyone 
to see the relationship between contour and modeling.  John Bartlit asked if NMED’s 
modeling could be added to this map.  Lynne Kinis said no because the map was created 
at a certain time and had a specific date and time on it.  Mike Williams pointed out that 
the stacks had moved since and the numbers were different.   The source configuration 
would be different.   

 
• Hugh Church said the monitoring site was on NMED’s Web site along with current and 

historical data.  You could also get the meteorological data.  Currently, monitoring was 
not set up for fine particle, but it will be once it is moved.    
 

Other Business: 
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• Sarah Chavez said that PNM would start working on a new power line for Rio Rancho 
beginning in late April and continuing until June 2009.  The line would be 1.5 miles long 
and run from Southern, cross 528, and parallel Stephanie down to the Intel property.  This 
meant there would be more equipment around.  She would write up a detailed summary 
and send to Mr. Littlejohn to distribute.  John Bartlit asked what Intel’s power 
requirements were.  Ms. Chavez said this work had nothing to do with Intel’s power 
requirements but to accommodate growth in northwest Albuquerque and southwest 
Sandoval county.  Frank Gallegos said Intel’s power use had actually decreased because 
they weren’t using all the buildings.  Ms.  Chavez said Intel had energy conservation 
goals and had been working hard to reduce consumption because it was a cost savings.  
Carrie Freeman said she could bring Intel’s carbon footprint reduction goals to the next 
CEWG meeting.   

 
ACTION ITEM:  Carrie Freeman will bring Intel’s carbon footprint reduction goals to  

       the next CEWG meeting. 
 
MEETING ADJOURNED 
 
 
NEXT MEETING 
May 20, 2009, 5 p.m. at the Corrales Senior Center in Corrales. 
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