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FINAL MEETING SUMMARY 
Community Environmental Working Group 
 
“Striving for Continuous Environmental Improvements at Intel” 
 
Date: November 18, 2015 
Time: 5:00–7:00 p.m. 
Location: Corrales Senior Center 
 
Members Attending
 John Bartlit, NM Citizens for Clean Air &  
   Water 
Mike Williams, NM Citizens for Clean Air 
&  

   Water 
Sarah Chavez, Intel 
Dennis O’Mara, Corrales resident 
 

 
Non-Members Attending 
Lynne Kinis, Corrales resident 
Ron Eppes, Intel 
Pat Clauser, Corrales Village Councilor 
 

Shannon Beaucaire, Observer 
Jay Stimmel, Concerned Citizen 
 
  

 
Facilitator 
Mark Bennett, Facilitator     CJ Ondek, Recorder 
 
 
HANDOUTS 

! CEWG Draft Agenda November 18, 2015 
! Draft Meeting Summary, October 2015 
! Action-Item Progress Report, November 2015 
! EHS Activity Report November 2015 

 
 
PROPOSED AGENDA 

! Welcome, Introductions, 
Announcements and Brief Items 

! EHS Report and EPA 114 Update 
! Review Action Item Progress Report 

! Discuss Possible CEWG Activities 
in 2016 

! New Business 
! Adjourn

 
WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND BRIEF ITEMS 
John Bartlit opened the meeting by stating the CEWG mission, which is to work towards 
continuous environmental improvements at Intel and improved community dialogue.  
Introductions were made.   
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Agenda—Revisions and Approval 
No comments. 
 
Meeting Summaries—Revisions and Approval 
Lynne Kinis asked if the NMED report results have come in, and if there was any update on 
Intel’s sending a community letter correcting the ATSDR press release and initiating an ALS 
registry. Sarah Chavez said no for the report results, and that she would ask Mindy Koch about 
the second inquiry. 
 
Regulatory Engineering Update 

• John Bartlit said he went to California Lutheran University to give a talk on regulatory 
engineering on October 28 and wrote a column about the trip and talk, which he sent to 
CEWG members via email. Lynne Kinis said she did not get it and asked for a hard copy.  
 
ACTION ITEM:  Mark Bennett will send Lynne Kinis a hard copy version of John  

       Bartlit’s column on his talk at California Lutheran University. 
 

• John Bartlit mentioned that he had attempted to contact the Vice President of “The 
Internet of Things” group at Intel, which was the appropriate department with which to 
discuss regulatory engineering. Intel had asked him to write a one-page summary about 
regulatory engineering to introduce the idea to the Vice President. Mr. Bartlit said he 
wrote the draft and sent it to Frank Gallegos this past Monday. Sarah Chavez said the 
Vice President was located in Oregon. 

 
Other Announcements 
Lynne Kinis announced that Roberta King had passed away about three weeks ago in a nursing 
home. John Bartlit said that Roberta King was a dedicated attendee of CEWG meetings for about 
10 years, having had attended all the CEWG meetings beginning in August 2004 to about 2013 – 
2014. 
 
Public Comment 

• Dennis O’Mara discussed the CEWG meeting advertisement in the latest edition of the 
Corrales Comment. The graphics of the current ad were bland and did not capture 
attention (it appeared on page 8 in the most recent edition). Mr. O’Mara passed around 
the newspaper for the group to see. He mentioned that his wife was a graphic designer 
who had designed a couple of ads in the same newspaper edition. These ads were more 
interesting graphically and “popped” on the page. He said his wife volunteered to design 
a more graphically interesting ad for CEWG meetings at no charge. Mark Bennett and 
Sarah Chavez both said they did not remember ever discussing design for ads, only 
content, so the Corrales Comment staff must have designed the ad in the most basic of 
ways. Sarah Chavez said that Intel handled ads for other papers, and Mark Bennett 
handled it for the Corrales Comment. John Bartlit said to add an agenda item on the issue 
to the next meeting. Sarah Chavez said it was important to figure out any cost 
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differentials to incorporate into the Purchase Order for the new facilitator. Lynne Kinis 
said the Corrales Comment comes out every other Friday. 

 
ACTION ITEM:  Mark Bennett will add an agenda discussion item on CEWG ad  

      design for the next meeting.   
 

• Pat Clauser said she was at the ATSDR meeting in the Old Church and was quite 
concerned and frustrated with that meeting. She intends to attend more CEWG meetings 
because of it, and said if the CEWG ever needed her assistance to please contact her. 

 
 
EHS REPORT AND EPA 114 UPDATE 

• Sarah Chavez said OSHA was onsite at Intel this week, and this was not listed on the 
EHS Report. Intel was being audited for their safety performance. There were 5 OSHA 
auditors onsite; OSHA came every three years to look at facilities, processes, chemical 
handling, etc., with the end result being a certification for onsite occupational health and 
safety.  

 
• Dennis O’Mara asked Sarah Chavez to talk about EPA revision to the 2014 Greenhouse 

Gas Report. Ms. Chavez said Intel revised their submittal and therefore had to resubmit 
the report. 

 
• Lynne Kinis commented that, on complaint calls, the response “action taken” was a 

rubber stamp answer, and this “scared the bejesus” out of her. If the community was 
experiencing odors that gave a physical reaction, that meant they were being poisoned on 
some level, and it also meant that Intel believed it was normal to be poisoned.  

 
• Mike Williams said that it was a variable meteorological issue that brought the odors to 

certain neighborhoods. Ms. Kinis said if all Intel systems were working normally during 
odor incidents, then something was wrong with the systems. Sarah Chavez said strong 
odors did not necessarily indicate that chemical emissions were high or that there was a 
problem. Some dangerous chemicals had no odors, while some chemicals had a very low 
threshold for odor. She said “normal” referred to Intel criteria for operating normally, and 
there was not any other activity happening onsite.  

 
• Lynne Kinis reminded that the complaint was not just odor but also headache, nausea, 

and burning eyes. Sarah Chavez said the agreement on odor complaints was for Intel to 
call first responders who walked the site to see if anything was amiss, and for Ms. Chavez 
to follow up the next day with the caller. Many times they did not find anything at the site 
that correlated with the complaint. She reminded that they had discussed and agreed upon 
this process at many CEWG meetings. Mike Williams added that because Intel kept track 
of time and dates, he could go back and model. Sarah Chavez said that sometimes the 
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meteorology didn’t always match. So far, Intel had not been able to correlate anything 
happening onsite with the odor complaints. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said he did not trust Intel’s meteorological analysis because they could be 

missing something, and that there might be some kind of swirl or wind shear. Also, he 
dared anyone to come before the group and tell them it was fine and normal to be 
breathing these odors on a regular basis. He said he wanted Intel to prove a positive and 
say it was safe. And so far Intel had not been able to do that. 

 
• Lynne Kinis said her point was that someone could start out walking at the beginning of 

Intel’s perimeter path and not smell anything, and then smell something later on the path. 
She said the first responder walked the fence line, which was higher, and the odors 
tended to drop to lower elevations in the community.  

 
• John Bartlit suggested that Mike Williams and Hugh Church look at weather data. 

Weather stations were at Intel, the Sunport, and around Second Street in Albuquerque. 
Mr. Williams said it might be useful to revisit what the CEWG had looked at so far on 
the issue and see where the uncertainties existed. 

 
• John Bartlit said that the CEWG had looked at odors in the past, and they could revisit it 

again and compare to EPA’s roster of chemicals and odor descriptions, for example. He 
pointed out the discrepancy between odors and toxins. Ms. Kinis said that the only thing 
common citizens had to offer was to describe the odor and how it affected them. Also, 
Intel often asked what the odor smelled like, so they also put the focus on odor, and there 
were many chemicals that did not have an odor. John Bartlit said this was why the 
CEWG cycled through this issue time and again.  

 
• Mike Williams said that in his view they had resolved the crystalline silica problem, but 

he did not feel as strongly about his HF modeling. He said some people could be 
extremely sensitive to certain pollutants, and as a modeler he felt confident if his 
modeling fell within a factor of two. When he modeled, he did it for the worst-case 
scenario, and the challenge was modeling for different reactions. He mentioned a study 
about short-term exposure in Denmark. Lynne Kinis said the community was getting 
long-term exposure, and that someone had already died in her condominium, Pat 
Stribling, who was extremely sensitive to chemicals. Sometimes she had to leave her unit 
to get away from the chemicals. 

 
• Mike Williams suggested talking about some of these issues and measured levels of 

pollutants in the air beyond the Texas screening levels. With HF, they would not find 
anyone in the area other than Intel as an emitter. But for other chemicals, there could be 
other emission sources, and they hadn’t looked at these. If the person experiencing an 
odor or physical reaction was in an area that was measured at the time, then most likely it 
was an area seeing harmful effects. 



P a g e  | 5 

 
 
Filename:  CEWG_Final Meeting_Summary_Nov 18 v2.doc. Approved:  [not approved] 
Prepared or presented by:  CJ Ondek & Mark Bennett 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented: November 24, 2015 
 

 
• John Bartlit asked if Mike Williams would be willing to sketch out an air quality project 

that combined meteorology. Mr. Williams said he would like to discuss more about what 
the CEWG had done to date and then investigate interesting possibilities around 
modeling, for example, to look at the crematorium and do some modeling to eliminate it 
as a pollutant source.  Lynne Kinis reminded that the crematorium cremated two bodies 
at most during the day, and most odor complaints were at nights. Mr. Williams said the 
odor complaints tended to fall in low dispersion times. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Mark Bennett will give Mike Williams an agenda item on potential air  

      quality projects for the next meeting. 
 
REVIEW ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT 

• Sarah Chavez discussed Action Item 7. She wanted to show mathematically how having a 
second abasement unit would not improve removal efficiency with Intel’s current units. 
She showed a slide on “Removal Efficiency,” and explained it as follows. If the inlet 
concentration was 20, and the current removal efficiency of abatement unit was 98% 
(Munters units), the emissions out the stack was .4. But if another abatement unit was 
added with 50% removal efficiency for an inlet of 20, which then reduced the inlet to 10 
for Munters, then they did not know how the current Munters units would handle reduced 
concentrations; their removal efficiency would most likely drop, thereby increasing 
emissions out the stack. This was because the Munters units were designed to handle a 
certain (higher) loading, and might not be able to keep the 98% removal efficiency for 
lower inlet concentrations. Therefore, adding another unit would not mean lower 
emissions. She stressed that some numbers on the slide were theoretical. 

 
• Mike Williams questioned some of the numbers used for this calculation and said it was 

“hand waving” and not necessarily based on engineering principles. Ms. Chavez 
disagreed and said that Intel’s units were designed to handle higher inlet loading, and 
dropping the loading amount would not guarantee removal efficiency stayed at 98%. 
They just did not know. Mr. Williams agreed with that rationale but had doubts about the 
last three rows of information on the slide. John Bartlit said all they were saying was that 
no one knew. Mr. Williams said he agreed that they knew it would not be significantly 
better, but beyond that was pointless speculation. Ms. Chavez said her point was that 
adding another unit could impact the number coming out the stack. Mr. Williams said he 
agreed with that point. John Bartlit said there was no guarantee that the results would be 
better. Ms. Chavez said it might be possible to purchase units that handled lower 
concentrations, but these were not the units Intel had now. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara asked what category of abatement technology Intel NM had in place: 

lowest achievable control technology, best available control technology, or reasonably  
available control technology. Sarah Chavez said Intel’s abatement technology met all 
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three requirements, and thermal oxidizers were still the most efficient they could buy for 
the type of stream Intel had, as were the scrubbers.   

 
• Dennis O’Mara asked Ms. Chavez to describe terminology for the type of permit Intel 

had. Ms. Chavez said Intel had a construction permit, new source review permit, which 
was an air contaminant discharge permit. Mr. O’Mara asked if Intel had a prevention of 
significant deterioration (PSD) permit. Ms. Chavez said no because Intel’s emissions 
were not high enough to require getting a PSD permit. Mr. O’Mara asked what if Intel 
NM pursued that level of abatement. Ms. Chavez said that Intel’s units already met the 
PSD permit abatement requirements. She said regulations were set up to correlate permit 
type with a facilities’ emissions, and these levels were set by federal regulations. Mr. 
O’Mara expressed concern over Intel Oregon changing their mind about pursuing a PSD 
permit. Ms. Chavez said Intel NM had the same equipment as Intel Oregon, but Oregon’s 
facility was significantly larger and the state’s regulations were different from New 
Mexico. The Oregon facility was considered a major source because of the greenhouse 
gases. Ms. Chavez said that Intel still used the best control technology available. 

 
• Sarah Chavez next addressed Action Item #8, on Intel’s stack testing data. She referred to 

a slide that showed stack testing data for 2012 and 2015. The data were taken directly 
from test reports sent to NMED. The slide showed the three main categories of chemicals 
tested every year:  HF, hydrochloric acid (HCl), chlorine (Cl2). Also, the VOC numbers 
were tested from thermal oxidizers using a Flame Ionization Detector (FID). Ms. Chavez 
said variations per year occurred most likely because of changes in production levels and 
mix of products that ran through the factory. John Bartlit noted that both HCl and Cl2 
levels dropped in 2015, and asked if there was anyway to find out why. Ms. Chavez said 
she could not speak to the production level because it was proprietary and did not know 
of any changes. 

 
• Sarah Chavez reported that items #13 and #15 were completed. On #14, Ms. Chavez said 

she spoke to a lady at NMED who logged phone calls for the spill recovery hotline, and 
who said that they forwarded all incoming call information to the appropriate agency. 
Also, on #10, Ms. Chavez said there were not any reported cases of ALS among Intel-Rio 
Rancho employees.   

 
• Lynne Kinis said for years the community had been pressing Intel to get a major source 

permit, and it would be absolutely mind blowing and encouraging to the community if 
Intel initiated getting that permit. It would mean less chemicals to the neighborhood.   

 
• Sarah Chavez said for a short period of time Intel did have a major source permit, and the 

way the state worked, Intel kept both the major source and minor construction permit. 
Intel spent almost two years working with NMED to see what requirements the major 
source permit would have, and then included them in the minor source permit. Thus, Intel 
made changes in the minor source permit and around monitoring and reporting 



P a g e  | 7 

 
 
Filename:  CEWG_Final Meeting_Summary_Nov 18 v2.doc. Approved:  [not approved] 
Prepared or presented by:  CJ Ondek & Mark Bennett 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented: November 24, 2015 
 

requirements that were consistent with a major source permit. Ms. Chavez said that Mr. 
O’Mara had asked about control devices, and the permit type would not drive the type of 
control device Intel was required to have. Thus, having a different permit would not 
change the amount of emissions coming out the stack, because the control devices were 
already very efficient. 

 
• Lynne Kinis said wanted Intel to change their attitude from “following the permit” to 

“we’re going to do this because it is best for the community.” Sarah Chavez said Intel 
had the best control devices available and had lowered emissions but there was still room 
for improvement, and Intel worked as an organization to continually find ways to 
improve. Ms. Kinis said that if Intel did that all the time, then why were people still 
getting sick and dying. Ms. Chavez said she did not know.  

 
• John Bartlit reported on #16, and that he had suggested language to send to Intel Oregon 

around CEWG’s pursuits being consistent with Intel’s environmental goals. He drafted 
language and sent it to CEWG members for comment. No one responded. He asked the 
group if they wanted him to pursue this relationship. Sarah Chavez said Intel Oregon was 
designing the next generation of technology, which was why Mr. Bartlit wanted to share 
information with Oregon. The group said yes, it was worth a try. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said Intel had the financial and intellectual capability to do more research 

to reduce emissions. He asked how Intel could pursue this effort more vigorously, not 
only in 2020 but also in the short term. He challenged Intel to create a plan to lead not 
only to long-term emissions reductions but also to reductions in the short term and mid-
range. He also  reminded the group that he had stated to Mindy Koch during the previous 
meeting that Intel’s 2020 goals were good but because they were long-term, were not 
good enough. 

 
• Sarah Chavez discussed the last slide of Mindy Koch’s presentation in October, which 

showed Intel’s three environmental goals tied to CEWG’s interest in emissions reduction: 
green chemistry, greenhouse gas reductions, and energy conservation. John Bartlit 
suggested sending this slide with wording that showed the relationship between Intel’s 
2020 goals and CEWG’s work. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said the perfect example of green chemistry was changing the biocide to 

salt. He said he told Mindy Koch that he hoped the person who came up with that idea 
got a raise, a promotion and an award. He said he wanted Intel to prompt more Intel staff 
to think along these lines, for Intel’s corporate culture to change so that cost and price 
wasn’t an absolute bottom line, and for Intel to think more about reducing emissions 
rather than how much it cost. Sarah Chavez said Intel was spending money to reduce 
emissions, but their focus was on adding control devices to reduce greenhouse gases. 
John Bartlit added that with greenhouse gases, they were talking about VOC emissions. 
Dennis O’Mara said he disagreed with Intel’s approach and that  Intel needs to focus on 



P a g e  | 8 

 
 
Filename:  CEWG_Final Meeting_Summary_Nov 18 v2.doc. Approved:  [not approved] 
Prepared or presented by:  CJ Ondek & Mark Bennett 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented: November 24, 2015 
 

reducing emissions from scrubbers and thermal oxidizers that were making people sick. 
Sarah Chavez said greenhouse gases were emitted from scrubbers, so Intel was reducing 
emissions from scrubbers, but the chemical focus was different.  

 
• The group agreed for Mr. Bartlit to move forward with sending information to Intel 

Oregon. 
 

ACTION ITEM: John Bartlit will send a note to Intel Oregon that showed the  
      relationship between Intel’s environmental goals and the CEWG’s  

          efforts.  
 

DISCUSS POSSIBLE ACTIVITIES BY CEWG IN 2016 
• Dennis O’Mara asked Mr. Bartlit to indicate in his message to Intel Oregon that the 

CEWG was interested in knowing how the message was received and would appreciate 
feedback about what they think could be done in the short, medium and long-term. Lynne 
Kinis seconded this request. 

 
• John Bartlit said he would continue to work on regulatory engineering with vigor and 

continue to report on progress. He asked if it was worthwhile to get representatives from 
NMDOH and the ALS Association-NM Chapter to come to a meeting to discuss what 
they did and how and vice versa. Dennis O’Mara said he was in touch with both 
organizations and trying to make something happen. He said didn’t want to say anything 
yet until he knew  whether any actions would be possible , but he was working on it and 
hoped to know something by the next meeting. Lynne Kinis said she wanted these groups 
not just to talk but also to actually do something. 

 
 
CLARIFY ROLE OF CEWG MEMBERS WHEN SPEAKING IN ALL OTHER 
FORUMS 

• John Bartlit asked how to clarify the roles of CEWG members when speaking in a public 
forum. When he spoke at California Lutheran about regulatory engineering, he said he 
did not mention the CEWG, but when he communicated to Tony Graves, The Internet of 
Things Vice President, he communicated as a CEWG member. 

 
• Sarah Chavez said it was important to distinguish in different public forums if someone 

was representing CEWG or attending as an individual. She mentioned Dennis O’Mara’s 
attending the LAPC County Emergency meetings, and that he was listed as a 
representative of the CEWG in the minutes. Mr. O’Mara said that on that specific 
example,he  was  representing the CEWG as per group consensus at a prior CEWG 
meeting. John Bartlit said that Mr. O’Mara was correct. In another example, Mr. O’Mara 
said he wrote a letter to the Corrales Comment trying to correct the public record on an 
inadequate and erroneous ATSDR press release, and indicated in the letter that he was a 
member of the CEWG without stating that he was writing on his own and not 



P a g e  | 9 

 
 
Filename:  CEWG_Final Meeting_Summary_Nov 18 v2.doc. Approved:  [not approved] 
Prepared or presented by:  CJ Ondek & Mark Bennett 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented: November 24, 2015 
 

representing the views of CEWG, and that this was a violation of policy. But since that 
point he has been faithful to not represent CEWG at public forums unless otherwise 
agreed upon. He said he recognized the intent, agreed with it, and would try to stay 
within the bounds. 

 
• John Bartlit asked if he talked to Tony Graves at Intel about regulatory engineering, 

could he do so as a representative of the CEWG? Dennis O’Mara and Mike Williams said 
yes. 

 
INTRODUCTION OF NEW FACILITATOR AND PROCESS 
Sarah Chavez introduced Shannon Beaucaire, the new CEWG facilitator who will start in 
January.  She said the CEWG interviewed the top two candidates and there was consensus 
around selecting Shannon. Intel would create a new Purchase Order for 2016 that encompassed 
her work as a facilitator. Mark Bennett said that the next meeting would be his last, and he would 
work with Shannon to facilitate a good transition. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 

• Sarah Chavez said that Intel NM had worked hard to get regulatory documents on the 
Explora Web site. Now Intel corporate was going through an effort to get other sites in 
line with Intel NM. But, they wanted to make sure that the type of information was 
consistent across all sites, and asked Intel NM to remove some of those regulatory 
submittal documents. She asked if people were interested in her moving those regulatory 
documents in question to the CEWG Web site. She said they could also migrate historical 
documents and relevant studies to the CEWG Web site so they would be available in one 
place. The group said yes to both.   
 

• Lynne Kinis said she did not understand why Intel NM wanted to delete those documents 
because of Oregon and Chandler. Ms. Chavez said it wasn’t her choice but a corporate 
decision, and she would keep pushing for transparency. Corporate wanted all sites to look 
consistent. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara suggested that Intel NM again recommend to Intel Oregon to make the 

biocidechange to NaCl and eliminate bromine emissions from their pending permit. Ms. 
Chavez said she would make that suggestion again. 

 
• Mark Bennett asked Pat Clauser to contact Jim Tritten to remind him to turn over silica 

testing materials in December. Pat Clauser agreed, and said she looked forward to 
attending more CEWG meetings. 

 
MEETING ADJOURNED 
 
NEXT MEETING:  December 16, 2015, 5 to 7 pm, Corrales Senior Center.  
  


