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MEETING SUMMARY 
Community Environmental Working Group 

 

“Striving for Continuous Environmental Improvements at Intel” 

 

Date: August 17, 2016 

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 

 

Hugh Church, American Lung Assc. in NM 

Sarah Chavez, Intel 

Dennis O’Mara, Corrales resident, Corrales      

   Residents for Clean Air and Water  

Non-Members Attending

Ron Eppes, Intel 

 

Facilitator 

Shannon Beaucaire, Facilitator    CJ Ondek, Recorder 

 

 

 

HANDOUTS 

 CEWG Draft Agenda, Aug. 17, 2016 

 Draft Meeting Summary, July 2016 

 Action-Item Progress Report, July 

2016 

 EHS Activity Report—August 

 Topic Priority List 

 Revised Ad 

 Mike Williams’ draft letters 

 Draft letter to Intel

 

 

 

PROPOSED AGENDA 

 Welcome, Introductions, 

Announcements and Brief Items

 EHS Report 

 Action Item Progress Report and 

Priorities

 Multiple Chemical Sensitivity 

Discussion

 Letter to Intel Discussion

 Adjourn
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WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND BRIEF ITEMS 

John Bartlit opened the meeting by referring to the CEWG mission, which was to make 

environmental improvements at Intel, reduce chemical emissions at Intel, and improve 

community dialogue. Introductions were made.   

 

Agenda—Revisions and Approval 

No comment. 

 

Meeting Summaries—Revisions and Approval 

No comment. 

 

Regulatory Engineering Update 

Sarah Chavez reminded about the CEWG’s efforts to tie Intel’s Internet of Things to Regulatory 

Engineering. Gabe Flores had retired, and his replacement was hired. Ms. Chavez said she had 

met with Todd Brady, Mr. Flores’ former boss at Intel, to see if Mr. Flores’ retirement changed 

the scope of work with respect to the Internet of Things. Mr. Brady confirmed that the focus 

remained the same, which was to look at existing monitors and sensors and connect their data to 

wireless or the Internet. Ms. Chavez said some of the initiatives were around smart buildings, 

which Mindy Koch mentioned at her presentation last month. Examples included LED lights that 

turned on only when humans were in a room and shut off when they left; new ways to monitor 

equipment using drones and posting the data online and making it available to the technician 

sitting at their desk. Right now there were not any projects specifically connected to Regulatory 

Engineering, but they would continue to look for opportunities. 

 

Other Announcements 

 Dennis O’Mara updated on the NMDOH ALS study. On August 2 Mr. O’Mara met for 

45 minutes with four people at NM Department of Health (NMDOH): Heidi Krapfl,  

Chief of the Environmental Health Bureau, Michael Landon,  State  Epidemiologist, Joel 

Cordova, ALS Association of New Mexico  Executive  Director, and Michelle Waters, 

ALS Association Care Services Coordinator. Discussion revolved around background 

information and the planned protocol design process for the ALS study. NMDOH staff 

said they were not going to make public a protocol description before or during the study. 

Mr. O’Mara said he had asked them if they would come to a CEWG meeting, but at this 

point there was nothing for them to talk about, so the CEWG would have to wait until the 

study was completed and results were in. Mr. O’Mara said the study was to see if there 

was a cluster of ALS cases around Corrales and southern Rio Rancho any time between 

2000 and 2015. He did not have a study implementation timeline but suggested it would 

take a “good long while” to complete the project. Mr. O’Mara said ten cases of ALS were 

reported to ATSDR during their study, and they did nothing with this information. These 

cases were in the early to mid 2000s, and he was not aware of any new cases. The 

National ALS Association  web site said if anyone believed there was a cluster of ALS 
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cases in their area they should ask the state/local health authorities or university to 

conduct a study, which Mr. O’Mara did. NMDOH agreed to undertake the study.  

 

 Mr. O’Mara said the state and local ALS associations were made aware of the study, and 

these groups were independent of the national ALS  Association and primarily focused 

on assisting with care coordination. They   are not science oriented. In New Mexico they 

have  a staff of three and an office near the airport. To delve into science, a person had to 

go to the national level,  where the emphasis  appears to be on researching treatment and 

finding a cure rather than prevention. Mr. O’Mara said he was   exploring whether any 

unit within the national organization was focused on finding a cause and prevention. Mr. 

O’Mara said he informed the NMDOH that he was a member of Corrales Citizens for 

Clean Air and Water and the CEWG.   

 

Oregon Update 

Dennis O’Mara said that Dale Feak’s effort to get a judicial review of Intel permit was denied by 

the courts. Also, Mr. Feak told him that the revision of the permit writing process for the State of 

Oregon which would include emphasis on health was ongoing.   

 

Cancer Study 

Dennis O’Mara said he had no update. 

 

Public Comment 

 Dennis O’Mara commented on Mindy Koch’s Intel Corporate Social Responsibility 

presentation last month. Previously, he had been critical of the initiative’s broad goals 

and lack of interim measures or objectives. He said these goals were worldwide goals, 

and he didn’t care about worldwide corporate goals. He said Intel New Mexico should 

have its own set of goals and objectives. He asked the Intel folks present to take this 

request back to Mindy Koch at Intel. He said that whatever Intel NM was doing here to 

contribute to corporate goals allowed for poor performance here be sublimated within 

overall company effort.   

 

 Sarah Chavez responded that she understood his concern and would take it back to Ms. 

Koch. Also, data for each of Intel’s sites were available on Explore Intel Web site and 

included VOCs and NOx emissions, water use, etc.  This data showed how Intel NM was 

performing in comparison to corporate-wide goals. Mr. O’Mara reiterated that there 

should be Intel NM site objectives or goals separate from corporate. 

 

 Hugh Church wanted to know what “HEE” stood for, but no one seemed to know. CJ 

Ondek said she did an Internet search for “HEE” but nothing came up. Shannon 

Beaucaire said they were an Intel contractor. Sarah Chavez said HEE might actually be 

their name. 
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EHS REPORT AND EPA 114, AUGUST 

Sarah Chavez said there were no calls, no site events, no inspections or meetings. 

 

 

ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT 

 Sarah Chavez said Carolyn O’Mara updated the ad for the Corrales Comment and asked 

for members to approve the new ad design. Shannon Beaucaire said Ms. O’Mara had to 

move around the graphics so wanted to make sure everyone was okay with the new 

design. Once it was approved, Sarah Chavez would pass the new ad design to Liz 

Shipley, who will send it on to Intel Corporate for approval. Everyone approved the new 

ad design. The CEWG approved the new ad. 

 

ACTION ITEM: Sarah Chavez will pass the new ad design to Liz Shipley, who will  

      send it on to Intel Corporate for approval. 

 

 Sarah Chavez gave an update on item #9. She drafted a short letter for Shannon 

Beaucaire to send to Steve Dickens along with the Internet link to the NMED Web site 

for him to access the Darko Koracin report. The report itself was over 30 megabytes so 

she could not send it in an email. So the best option was to send him the link to access it 

himself. Her letter explained the report and described the path to find it on the Web site. 

The group agreed to send the letter to Mr. Dickens via Shannon Beaucaire. Sarah Chavez 

said this report was on a CD she gave to the CEWG with other studies. It’s in the 

Corrales Air Quality Task Force folder, in two files: 1) a word PDF version of the 

narrative report and 2) the appendices. 

 

ACTION ITEM: Shannon Beaucaire will send the letter with the link to download  

      Darko Koracin’s report to Steve Dickens. 

 

 John Bartlit said items #15 and #16 were completed. He said Mr. Kowalski responded to 

his email with links to more information, which he had distributed. 

 

 Mike Williams updated item #10. He drafted the following letters to experts with his list 

of “Interesting Questions” attached:  2 letters to toxicology experts— Jonathan Samet 

(that Hugh Church will sign and send) and Jong-Song Lee; 4 letters to photochemical 

experts at the EPA—Shawn Roselle, Rohit Mathur, Ann Brown and Jon Pleim; one letter 

to Intel contractor at HEE that Sarah Chavez will sign and send; and one letter to Peter 

Kowalski. John Bartlit will sign the letters (except for Mr. Samet and HEE) and Shannon 

Beaucaire will send these letters and use her address. Everyone agreed with sending the 

letters. Hugh Church said he might revise the language in the letter to Mr. Samet, and he 

would send the revised letter to Mr. Williams to approve.  

 

ACTION ITEMS:  
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 Sarah Chavez will send the letter to HEE. Shannon Beaucaire will organize 

sending the remaining letters, as discussed.

 Hugh Church will review and possibly revise the letter to Jonathan Samet and 

send to Mike Williams to approve the final version. 

 

 Shannon Beaucaire asked the group where they thought updates should be listed on the 

meeting agenda.  Specifically, should Oregon and the Cancer Study update be moved to 

their own agenda items. John Bartlit said they worked ok where they were. Dennis 

O’Mara agreed. Sarah Chavez suggested having “Standing Agenda Items” as a section in 

the 5:20 time slot and include under it: Oregon Community Activities and Proposed 

Permitting, UNM Cancer Study, ALS Study, Regulatory Engineering, and EHS Report. 

She reminded that the CEWG had agreed a few years back to have the Public Comment 

come up early in the agenda. This change kept the meeting process items separate from 

the more technical topics. Also, this change could be adjusted for more or less substantial 

discussions on these topics. Ms. Chavez said order didn’t matter and to remove the word 

“update.” The group agreed to the changes, including the new name “Oregon Community 

Activities and Proposed Permitting,” and suggested listing topics alphabetically. 

 

 Shannon Beaucaire said she had been using the CEWG Topic Rankings document as a 

way to keep track of topics discussed. She asked if there should be more of a 

standardized process around the topics lists. Sarah Chavez said they used the Action Item 

Progress Report as a way to keep track of what people did, and then cross working that 

with the Topic Ranking list to capture discussion items seemed confusing. There had to 

be a better way to keep track of work being done. Dennis O’Mara said the Topic 

Rankings was a process as a way to get the group to think about what to focus on for the 

year. CJ Ondek reminded that Topics Ranking was only discussed once a year and used 

to help drive the agenda if there was a gap. The Action Item Progress Report came about 

as a way to monitor actions members had committed to. She said she did not see how the 

two merged, since they were entirely different documents with different purposes. John 

Bartlit said agreed that the Topics Ranking was not a tracking document, and it should 

only be reviewed once a year. Dennis O’Mara said if multiple chemical sensitivities were 

on the Topic Rankings list, it would read “Review or explore the topic of multiple 

chemical sensitivities,” and as it as currently written it read “have Ann McCampbell 

speak at a meeting.” The latter was more of an action item, and action items were used to 

highlight steps to move forward on a topic. Sarah Chavez summarized that they would 

review the Topic Rankings document once a year with the group, and the agenda 

committee would draw topics from it to work on throughout the year, and the Action Item 

Progress Report would be the working document to track progress made toward a 

specific topic as well as the Meeting Summary. All agreed. 

 

 

MULTIPLE CHEMICAL SENSITIVITIES DISCUSSION  
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Shannon Beaucaire passed out Dr. Ann McCampbell’s booklet on multiple chemical 

sensitivities. John Bartlit thanked Intel for paying for the booklets. 

 

 John Bartlit said they had sent out links to information on the topic as well as links 

recommended by Peter Kowalski. John Bartlit said Dr. McCampbell recommended the 

group read her booklet in advance and use it to formulate questions to her ahead of her 

presentation. He also suggested asking questions about the topic that came up from the 

Internet research. Sarah Chavez asked if the group felt they had enough information or 

did they need more information and if so how much. Also, how should they proceed after 

reviewing all the information. John Bartlit said he had enough of a feel for the field and 

the controversies and where things stood. Framing question in advance, as they did for 

Steve Dickens and Peter Kowalski seemed to work well.  

 

 Shannon Beaucaire asked if they wanted to pursue the topic. Dennis O’Mara said it 

would be helpful to read Dr. McCampbell’s book, and he already had material that 

offered a different perspective. He asked if the group was still inclined to have her come 

and speak, and if so, at the very least, show or play something from the Internet that 

discussed a different perspective. John Bartlit said the question was whether it was a 

disease or not, and he suggested bringing in an additional person in to speak. Sarah 

Chavez suggested asking Dr. McCampbell to recommend other people to speak, and to 

have something similar to a panel discussion to gather information.  

 

 John Bartlit said the symptoms he read sounded very similar to some of the complaints 

made by people in the community. Dennis O’Mara said having a panel discussion would 

be a good idea. John Bartlit agreed. Shannon Beaucaire asked if the group had enough 

information exchanged. Mr. Bartlit and Mr. O’Mara said they did not need any more 

Internet links. Mike Williams asked how they could tell if it was a multiple chemical 

sensitivity situation or not. Mr. Bartlit said they couldn’t tell because the experts couldn’t 

agree on what it was. Sarah Chavez said WHO did not recognize it because epidemiology 

studies couldn’t link it specifically to a chemical or cause. The WHO also recommended 

it be called Idiopathic Environmental Intolerance. Mr. Bartlit added that the CDC didn’t 

consider it a disease for the same reason, but there was no question that people 

experienced symptoms. 

 

 Sarah Chavez suggested having Shannon Beaucaire contact Dr. McCampbell with the 

request to recommend local experts who might talk to the CEWG, and then having John 

Bartlit contact Peter Kowalski for his recommendations on local experts or someone at 

ATSDR who might be willing to do a phone presentation. Dennis O’Mara said it was 

important to find speakers with different perspectives. Mr. Bartlit said he would email 

Peter Kowalski. Sarah Chavez suggested asking Peter Kowalski if he knew anyone who 

could give an objective perspective and an entire overview of the current situation around 

the topic. 
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 Shannon Beaucaire asked if they wanted to start generating questions for any speaker by 

next meeting, and then combine them in one document. John Bartlit said that it could end 

up that the questions are posed to a panel, even if it’s a two-person panel. He asked what 

they wanted to do with the extra copy and if it should be donated to the library or any 

other ideas. 

  

ACTION ITEMS:   

 John Bartlit will contact Peter Kowalski for speaker recommendations, especially 

those with different perspectives on the topic as well as someone who could give 

an objective overview.  

 Shannon Beaucaire will contact Ann McCampbell for recommendations on local 

speakers.

 The entire group will begin to read Dr. McCampbell’s booklet and then begin 

generating questions.

 

 

LETTER TO INTEL DISCUSSION 

John Bartlit said this topic was the third highest priority topic on the list, and that was to write a 

letter to Intel as to why the CEWG was interested in further reducing VOCs and HAPs. He 

thought about what the letter might say. He started with language from a column he had written 

in the past and then adjusted it for this purpose, which was to convince Intel that the CEWG 

knew how the regulatory system worked, knew there were problems with it, and were fair 

people, and therefore, the CEWG believed that Intel emissions should be reduced. That was his 

intention with drafting the letter. He asked the group to take the letter home to read and then 

discuss and agree to a draft to send to Intel that states the mission and why they believed it 

should be done. He wanted to say to Intel that the CEWG knew there were substantive technical 

reasons and regulation was not perfect, which the CEWG saw clearly and fairly. He believed this 

approach made the CEWG’s case the strongest it could possibly be.  

 

 Dennis O’Mara said he would like to read the draft letter and offer suggestions. Mr. 

Bartlit said that this letter was not meant to duplicate Mr. O’Mara’s Intel letter sent 

previously but offer a different perspective to ask for the same thing. Shannon Beaucaire 

said she would send an electronic version of the letter to the group for them to read and 

comment on by email and perhaps agree to a final version by the next meeting.

 

ACTION ITEMS:  

 Shannon Beaucaire will send an electronic version of the letter with the 

Meeting Summary.

 Group members will read Mr. Bartlit’s letter and offer feedback by email.

 

 Dennis O’Mara said before the letter is sent, CEWG members need to consider how Intel 

interprets the HAPs acronym. John Bartlit said he used the EPA’s definition. Sarah 
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Chavez said HAPs came out of scrubbers, boilers, thermal oxidizers, etc. and was a list of 

187 chemicals.   

 

 John Bartlit said they had learned from Mindy Koch about groups of suppliers working 

with Intel on green chemistry.  He suggested that they recommend to Intel to forward 

letter to their suppliers as well. 

 

 

ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION 

Dennis O’Mara said he learned in the last couple of days that ATSDR would not help them with 

the ALS investigation in that they would not provide information on cases. For example, he 

asked to search the database by the Corrales zip code on how many cases of ALS were listed 

from years 2000 to 2015. But they would not do it because somehow names or identifiers would 

be revealed. It was a confidentiality issue. He said it was ridiculous that they went through all 

this trouble to create an unuseful database. John Bartlit said this issue would always be a huge, 

almost fatal barrier and was universally encountered. Sarah Chavez asked who would collect the 

data on the ALS study. Mr. O’Mara replied NMDOH. Dennis O’Mara said there was no known 

cause or trigger to ALS, but what was known was the medical process at the cellular level. There 

were some theories on potential cause but no clear understanding. He said it was a very complex 

disease. 

 

[ CJ, I suggest moving this last segment to the subsection “Other Announcements” even 

though this discussion occurred at the end of our meeting. I meant to share it earlier, and I 

think it would work much better that way for continuity’s sake.] 

 

ADJOURN 

 

 

NEXT MEETING:  September 21, 2016, 5 to 7 pm, Corrales Senior Center.   
  


