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FINAL MEETING SUMMARY 
Community Environmental Working Group 
 
“Striving for Continuous Environmental Improvements at Intel” 
 
Date: December 20, 2017 
Time: 5:15–7:00 p.m. 
Location: Corrales Senior Center 
 
 
Members Attending
 John Bartlit, NM Citizens for Clean Air &  
   Water 
Hugh Church, American Lung Association in    
   New Mexico 

Sarah Chavez, Intel 
Dennis O’Mara, Corrales resident, Corrales  
   Residents for Clean Air and Water 

 
 
Non-Members Attending
Ron Eppes, Intel    
 

Sgt. Jeremy Jackson, NM National Guard 
 

 
Facilitator 
Jessie Lawrence, Facilitator     CJ Ondek, Recorder  
 
 
HANDOUTS 

§ CEWG Draft Agenda 
§ November 2017 Draft Meeting 

Summary 
§ Action-Item Progress Report 

 

§ EHS Activity Report 
§ One-page flyer 
§ 12/3/17 John Bartlit Column in Los 

Alamos Monitor 
 

 
PROPOSED AGENDA 

§ Welcome, Introductions, and Brief 
Items 

§ New Mexico National Guard 
§ Announcements and Public 

Comment 

§ Standing Agenda Items 
§ Action Item Progress Report Review 
§ Adjourn
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WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS,  
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 comments. 
 

 
NEW MEXICO NATIONAL GUARD 
Sgt. Jeremy Jackson reported on the compatibility of the National Guard’s monitoring equipment 
and the CEWG’s request to conduct air quality monitoring using that equipment. 
 
• Sgt. Jeremy Jackson said that the NM National Guard did not have the appropriate 

equipment to measure the CEWG’s request. Their equipment was capable of conducting 
measurements to the parts per million for bag-type samples and parts per billion for actual 
solid or liquid chemical samples. The instrumentation the CEWG was looking for was 
more along the lines of what they used at FEMA, EPA or the Air Force, where they had 
actual vacuums and paper filters to test for small quantities in the air. The National Guard 
equipment—Ramen and FTIR—was used more for higher concentration spill or pool. 
Their sampling and equipment processes were not conducive for small amounts of 
particulates in vast amounts of air, but for samples in smaller, more contained spaces, such 
as the meeting room. Sgt. Jackson said they ran the data either in house or turned it over to 
a state lab. Dennis O’Mara clarified that they were less interested in particulates than in 
identifying chemicals present in the air.  

 
• John Bartlit said that these limitations were not inherent in the equipment but in how the 

equipment’s processes were set up to measure. Sgt. Jackson agreed. He said most of their 
equipment was set up to run solid or liquid samples. The two pieces of equipment they had 
could run air or vapor samples but did not run vast amounts of air. They would take a 
sample in a liter-sized bag. Mr. Bartlit asked if the analysis was done semi-automatically. 
Sgt. Jackson said the program had a built-in function, where an operator pressed a button, 
and then the machine took a best guess and added it to a library, and then downloaded a 
spectrum for comparison. He added that a lot of what the National Guard did was based off 
OSHA or short-term limits, which were measured in parts per million. Mr. Bartlit said they 
were looking at a lot longer time frame. Dennis O’Mara said the CEWG assumed that but 
did not know it absolutely. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara asked if it were possible to take an air sample and see what was in it 

regardless of concentration if it were above a certain threshold. Sgt. Jackson said yes, but 
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they couldn’t do it on Intel property, and whatever property they did it on the property 
owner would have to provide approval.   

 
• Sarah Chavez said if the detections were set up in parts per million, they could only detect 

chemicals below parts per million. Sgt. Jackson said their equipment looked at what was 
immediately threatening to health and life, more HAZMAT, first responder set up rather 
than a research or scientific set up. Ms. Chavez said these kinds of results wouldn’t show 
the long-term effects that the CEWG was concerned with. She added that Intel’s stack 
heights were in the lower parts per billion range. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said he recognized the equipment was not set up to do the kinds of 

measurements an outdoor FTIR would do over a lengthy amount of time, but he was 
curious to know what was out there. Sgt. Jackson emphasized that the equipment would 
not capture what was there in parts per billion but in parts per million. Sarah Chavez said 
city and state monitoring would show similar data for general urban areas. Sgt. Jackson 
said their system was set up to accommodate the volume of air moving in and moving out 
and to get a real time analysis, which equipment capturing parts per billion did not do. 
John Bartlit said the key to the National Guard’s work was real time analysis, since they 
were concerned with immediate public safety rather than environmental matters long term. 
Sgt. Jackson agreed. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said if they collected a sample, analyzed it, and found nothing because 

everything was below detect, then that was an interesting outcome to him. Or, if the 
analysis showed that certain chemicals were at parts per million, that was an interesting 
outcome as well. He said the community was being told, “this is the way it is,” but there 
was no independent way to verify it. They were always looking for independent 
verification. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara asked how long it took to collect a sample. Sgt. Jackson said 30 seconds, 

depending on whether they used a syringe or vacuum. Mr. O’Mara said they could stop on 
the side of the road and collect a sample. Both Rio Rancho and Corrales had right of way 
on their roads. John Bartlit asked if they had to get permission. Sgt. Jackson said if it was 
private land they needed permission but not for public or city land. Sarah Chavez asked 
where he would analyze the sample. Sgt. Jackson said he would most likely take it back to 
their lab so as not to be so conspicuous, although he could analyze it on the spot.  

 
• John Bartlit said the goal was to do it in the village of Corrales rather than on Intel 

property, since that’s were the population was located. Dennis O’Mara said he was sure he 
could find someone to give permission to take a sample on their land. He asked if it would 
be helpful to the National Guard to collect this sample as a way to test their equipment and 
capabilities. Sgt. Jackson said they tested their equipment regularly in the parts per million, 
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and they were always interested in testing their equipment. He said he didn’t think it would 
be a problem collecting a sample on public land, analyzing it, and sharing the data. If the 
CEWG showed him on a map where they wanted the sample taken, then he would order 
the task and it would be accomplished in his absence, since he was moving on from this 
position. Also, it wouldn’t cost anything to take the sample. 

 
• Sgt. Jackson said the FTIR would find anything above 20 molecular weight; GPMS above 

10 and 15. The only thing they would have a hard time identifying was noble gases 
because of their inherent characteristic to not interact with technology.  

 
• Sarah Chavez asked if they had a library of what their equipment could detect. Sgt. 

Jackson said yes, they had a library, and the gas identification range was 30,000 to 40,000, 
and the GPMS was about 250,000. If something detected was not in the library, they would 
search for what it was. He said the GPMS analysis took about 10 minutes, and the Raman 
about 1 minute. Also, he said that some of the larger fire departments had similar 
equipment.  

 
• Sarah Chavez asked about handling information and the process for this sampling event. 

John Bartlit said they would have to figure out what they wanted to do ahead of time. Sgt. 
Jackson said he would prefer to follow the CEWG’s process.  

 
• Dennis O’Mara asked if Sgt. Jackson had a preference on where to sample, private or 

public property. Sgt. Jackson said he would prefer city. Mr. O’Mara said he would find out 
about the village’s prescribed right of way. Meadowlark had wide parameters and might be 
ideal. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Dennis O’Mara will investigate the Village of Corrales’ prescribed  

      right of way on its roads. 
 
• Sarah Chavez said that these were the kinds of issues that needed to be discussed and 

agreed upon beforehand so that everyone understood the process. They should document 
each step of the way so that everyone knew what was going to happen, which was the 
Citizen’s Protocol. She suggested that several locations might be interesting to test. Sgt. 
Jackson agreed that it would be better to take different samples at different locations at 
different times. John Bartlit said that concentration levels also changed depending on time 
of day and which way the wind was blowing. Ms. Chavez added that perhaps they wanted 
to test in the same location four days in a row. These details needed to be worked out in 
advance. Mr. Bartlit suggested having CEWG members knowledgeable about weather and 
modeling to contribute to sorting out location and timing details. Sgt. Jackson said they 
could set a location and wind direction and then take samples when the conditions were 
good. 
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• John Bartlit said that many complaints came a night, when the air was still, and asked Sgt. 

Jackson if time of day mattered for his operations. Sgt. Jackson responded that time of day 
didn’t matter, and that the middle of the night might be better because the sample would be 
cleaner due to reduced traffic. He asked the CEWG to decide on time, weather conditions, 
locations, and dates.   

 
• Dennis O’Mara suggested asking Sgt. Jackson’s colleague to attend the next meeting to 

help nail down details. Sgt. Jackson said his colleague would be relocating from Las 
Cruces to take over his position. Sarah Chavez suggested dedicating the January meeting 
to the CEWG’s finalizing details, how much information to document on testing, setting 
parameters, and then inviting the National Guard to the February meeting. John Bartlit said 
they wanted to make sure that they didn’t do testing when the California wildfire winds 
were blowing toward New Mexico.  

 
• Sarah Chavez said they could get information on what kind of chemicals might be in the 

atmosphere beforehand that were not common to Intel’s manufacturing, for example, the 
typical chemicals found in a forest fire or vehicle emissions. Sgt. Jackson said that was a 
good idea, and he would also like to get a control sample at a distance away from Intel to 
be decided by the CEWG. John Bartlit said the CEWG had done modeling in the past, and 
that they could also use this modeling information as a comparison. Dennis O’Mara said he 
lived two miles due north of Intel and offered his property as a location to take a sample. 
John Bartlit added that the highest emission levels were on the Corrales side as compared 
to Rio Rancho side. Sarah Chavez said it was useful to identify collection points all the 
way around to accommodate changes in wind direction. Dennis O’Mara said, on a practical 
level, he would communicate with the Corrales police chief to let him know that they 
would be doing sampling in off hours. 

 
• John Bartlit asked about the possibility of waiting for a complaint call to collect sampling 

at that location immediately after the complaint was made. Sarah Chavez said that 
typically, the wind direction changed by the time the sampling crew arrived. Sgt. Jackson 
said their arrival would take a bit longer since the unit members would have to report to the 
National Guard headquarters first to collect the equipment and vehicle, and then to 
Corrales. He said it would take about an hour and a half to get to Corrales. Sgt. Jackson 
reiterated that he would need times, collection locations, and weather conditions.  

 
• Dennis O’Mara said the CEWG would anticipate inviting Sgt. Jackson’s colleague to the 

February meeting. He asked Sgt. Jackson to ask his colleague to connect with Jessie 
Lawrence once he got situated in his new position. John Bartlit asked Sgt. Jackson to 
inform his colleague that he was invited to the CEWG’s January meeting to hear their 
discussion if he thought this would be helpful. 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS, BRIEF ITEMS AND PUBLIC COMMENT 
Meeting Summary—Revisions and Approval 
No comments. 
 
Other Announcements  
Sarah Chavez said Dr. Fisher received the ALS prevalence report from Heidi Krapfl at the New 
Mexico Department of Health, and this plan was available to the public. Dennis O’Mara said he 
would be commenting on this report in the future. John Bartlit said this report should be an 
agenda item for January. Mr. O’Mara said he had many questions and concerns about the report, 
which was 11 pages. Heidi Krapfl did not offer him the courtesy of briefing him on the results. 
 

ACTION ITEM: Sarah Chavez will send this report to the CEWG via email. 
 
Public Comment. 
• Dennis O’Mara said when Mindy Koch attended last month’s meeting, he had asked her if 

Intel used any new and different toxic chemicals in producing their new product, and she 
said no. A Corrales Comment article cited that the manufacturing process for the new 
product used Indium Phosphide, which was new and different. He said he didn’t know why 
he was told there weren’t any new chemicals used, when Indium Phosphide was key to the 
process. He researched safety issues around Indium Phosphide, and found that it was an 
unstable, highly hazardous material, especially on contact with moisture or water. When it 
decomposed it produced phosphine and was considered a dangerous carcinogen. He also 
read through the symptoms of contact, such as convulsions, coma, pulmonary edema, 
nausea, vomiting, diarrhea, etc. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Dennis O’Mara will send links on the web to the group to learn more  

      information on Indium Phosphide. 
 
• Dennis O’Mara said that he didn’t know if it was an oversight or if Mindy Koch misspoke. 

He asked Sarah Chavez to make sure the local emergency responders were aware of Intel’s 
using this chemical. Ms. Chavez said she would check on it, but there was a threshold for 
notifying authorities on each chemical. She wasn’t sure what the onsite quantity was over 
time. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Sarah Chavez will find out how much Indium Phosphide was stored  

      onsite at Intel and what the reporting levels were. 
 
• Sarah Chavez said that Jeff Radford most likely based his article in the Corrales Comment 

on previously published articles in other publications, and as far as she knew he didn’t 



P a g e  | 7 
 

 
 
Filename:  2017-12-20 CEWG_Final_Meeting_Summary.docx. Approved:  January 17, 2018 
Prepared or presented by:  CJ Ondek & Jessie Lawrence 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented: December 27, 2017 
 
 

interview anyone at Intel directly. Dennis O’Mara read parts of the article and confirmed 
that the comments were based on a previous presentation in San Francisco by an Intel 
employee. 

 
 
STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 
EHS Report 
Sarah Chavez said the EHS report was short this month, and there were no complaint calls. No 
one had any questions or comments. 
 
Regulatory Engineering 
• Sarah Chavez said she included a case study on using drones for oil and gas inspections. 

The drones took photos that could be analyzed later and not in real time, and they could get 
to places more easily than humans. Drones sense heat using infrared technology. 

 
• John Bartlit discussed his article that looked at both the technical and political aspects of 

regulatory engineering. He said that he sent a letter with copies of his booklet to a new 
startup company in Chicago that was doing software for industry.  

 
LEPC Updates 
Dennis O’Mara said that he met with Chief Dave Bervin to talk about the existing all hazards 
emergency operations plan. He had volunteered to review it to see the extent that it covered the 
four basic LEPC requirements. He said this issue would be on the January LEPC meeting 
agenda, where they would decide how to move forward with making sure the all hazards plan 
was in alignment with the LEPC plan.  
 
UNM Cancer Study: No Update 
 
 
REVIEW ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT 
• Item # 11: Jessie Lawrence said she had both called and emailed Edward Pineda and Lane 

Kirkpatrick and did not get through to either of them. Sarah Chavez suggested talking with 
Lynne Kinis to see if she had heard from Mr. Pineda lately. Ms. Lawrence said she would 
do that. John Bartlit suggested taking them off the list if they could not reach them.  

 
• Item #12: Jessie Lawrence said she had not reached out to Corrales mayor and council 

members but would after the holidays. 
 
• Item #6: John Bartlit said he finally contacted Dr. Kessler, who said she was over-

committed and could not present to the CEWG on chemical sensitivities. Mr. Bartlit said 
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he didn’t have any other ideas on the matter and asked the group to communicate any 
thoughts they might have on how to proceed next.  

 
• Item #9: Jessie Lawrence asked how to proceed with the one-page flyer, and there were a 

few changes. Sarah Chavez suggested she check in with Lynne Kinis on how to move 
forward and whether she had communicated with Marcy Brandenberg. 

 
• Item #10: John Bartlit said to leave this item as is.   

 
• John Bartlit raised the CEWG 2017 Annual Report issue. He suggested adding the ALS 

report to the annual report, and he and Ms. Chavez suggested adding in guest speakers 
such as Sgt. Jackson, Dr. Smolinske and others to the report. Sarah Chavez suggested 
looking at Mike William’s interesting questions. She asked Mr. Bartlit if he wanted her to 
do a first cut on the annual report. Mr. Bartlit said yes. 

 
ACTION ITEMS: Sarah Chavez will review the Action Item Progress Report  

        and take a first cut on what to include in the annual report. 
 
• John Bartlit asked what they should do about the ALS report. Sarah Chavez said they 

should discuss this report at the January meeting. Ms. Chavez suggested looking for an 
independent person who could look at the report and give a second opinion.  

 
ADJOURN 
 
NEXT MEETING:  January 17, 2018, 5:15 to 7 pm, Corrales Senior Center.   
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