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DRAFT MEETING SUMMARY 
Community Environmental Working Group 
 
“Striving for Continuous Environmental Improvements at Intel” 
 
Date: October 18, 2017 
Time: 5:15–7:00 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 
Hugh Church, American Lung Association in    
   New Mexico 

 
 
Non-Members Attending
Lynne Kinis, Corrales Resident, CRCAW 
Brenda Stamper, Rio Rancho Resident 
 

Peggy Keilman, Corrales Resident  
Ron Epps, Intel 
 

 
Facilitator 
Shannon Beaucaire, Facilitator    CJ Ondek, Recorder  
 
 
HANDOUTS 

§ CEWG Draft Agenda 
§ Draft Meeting Summary, August 2017 

 
 

§ Action-Item Progress Report 
§ EHS Activity Report 
§ Two articles on drones 

 
PROPOSED AGENDA 

§ Welcome, Introductions, 
Announcements and Brief Items 

§ Standing Agenda Items 
§ Collaboration with the National 

Guard  

§ Action Item Progress Report  
§ Mike’s Interesting Questions Update 
§ Additional Business 
§ 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 comments. 
 
Meeting Summary—Revisions and Approval 
Lynne Kinis asked about Intel’s lessons learned. Sarah Chavez said she had read through them at 
the September meeting so they should be captured in the Meeting Summary. 
 
Other Announcements  
Sarah Chavez said Intel had selected two candidates out of five applicants as finalists for the 
CEWG facilitator position. Next CEWG members—John Bartlit, Hugh Church, Mike Williams, 
and Dennis O’Mara—would interview both candidates. After this interview process the team 
would review comments and choose the new facilitator by end of October. The new facilitator 
would take over at the November meeting. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
• Brenda Stamper said she had been living in the Buena Vista Apartments in Rio Rancho on 

the third floor for two years. She had noticed the air quality was different in the daytime 
versus the nighttime. She said she was extremely sensitive to smell. In the evening her 
sinuses and the back of her throat tended to burn. During the recent wildfires, she had 
smelled smoke during day. In the evenings, when she stepped out on to her balcony, her 
sinuses were on fire even more so than during the day from the wildfires. She said she had 
never had allergies until she moved to New Mexico a couple of years ago. At night she 
used to keep her windows opened but couldn’t do that anymore because the evening air 
quality began to bother her. Sarah Chavez asked about time of night when difficulty 
breathing was most prevalent. Ms. Stamper said around 9:30 to 10:00 pm was when she 
experienced the burning sensation. It occurred almost every day. She said many people 
living in her apartment complex were on oxygen. 

 
• John Bartlit said the emissions did not have to be different between day and night for the 

air quality to be different. Air quality depended both on emissions and air movement. Air 
dispersion had been a regular major topic for the CEWG. Air dispersion changed from day 
to night, driven by the sun, which spurred the air movement. At night it was quieter 
because the sun had set. Mike Williams said what was emitted at night tended to stay near 
the ground, while during the day it was dispersed over a wider area. 
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• Brenda Stamper said that she had planted several cherry tomato plants on her balcony. And 

she noticed other people also had plants on their balcony. After two to three months these 
plants began to die. She had never seen a plant die from the bottom up. She said this was 
not just on her balcony but on all balcony levels. She could see the wind swirling on her 
balcony. Mike Williams said there was a possibility that moisture played a role. Peggy 
Keilman said plants in Mexico City often died from the air pollution. Brenda Stamper said 
her cherry tomato plants did not grow tall and only had three flowers, while in the 
communal vegetable gardens below they flourished. Ms. Stamper said a woman had 
tomato plants on the ground floor that had grown 4 feet, then all of a sudden they started to 
die from the bottom up. John Bartlit said the CEWG had been around for years and this 
was the first time they had ever heard about tomato plants dying. Ms. Stamper said it was 
odd because the plants in the community garden did well, but the plants on the balcony did 
not. John Bartlit suggested Ms. Stamper talk with an agriculture extension agent about the 
issue. Mike Williams asked if there was anything in Burning Frogs about plants. Lynne 
Kinis said Dennis O’Mara had studied the book at length and might know. 

 
• Brenda Stamper mentioned a woman in her apartment complex who passed away at age 

70. She initially had asthma, but had to be placed on oxygen and her breathing deteriorated 
very rapidly; she passed away a year later. Many residents did not have breathing problems 
when they moved in, but ended up with breathing problems after living there. Ms. Stamper 
said she never had outdoor environmental allergies before, and now she was allergic to 
plum blossoms. 

 
• Lynne Kinis said that Ms. Stamper’s community was a senior community. She suggested it 

was worth making some kind of survey asking about people’s breathing, and then asking 
how long it took them to go on oxygen, and what degree they were on it, etc. It was also 
worth looking into plants. Mike Williams said it would be helpful to know if they were 
related. He didn’t think they should be considered separate issues. 

 
• Shannon Beaucaire said she noted this topic as a future agenda item for further discussion.  

 
ACTION ITEM: Topics for a future agenda item: a survey asking about people’s  
         breathing, how long it took them to go on oxygen, and what degree  

      they were on it, etc 
 
STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 
EHS Report 
• Sarah Chavez said there was little activity the past month onsite at Intel. She reviewed the 

neighbor complaint call process for all present. She reminded that Intel had a security 
number—505-893-990, and Intel staff manned the phones 24/7. After receiving a call, Intel 
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staff walked the perimeter to check and report if anything was amiss. Sometimes Intel staff 
found things and sometimes they didn’t. Calls were organized and reported by location 
zones. All calls were reported at CEWG meetings. Sarah Chavez said Intel had a weather 
station in south end of property so they could record things like wind direction.   

 
• Lynne Kinis said she was the person who called in the complaints listed on the EHS report. 

She said she had inherited a little dog, and when she let that little dog outside, it smelled 
the air and sometimes turned around and ran back into the house. She said she thought the 
dog was identifying smells. One morning she called Sarah Chavez about a chemical smell 
in the air. That day the dog would not go outside until 2 in the afternoon. After she spoke 
with Ms. Chavez she called the Intel command center. She said she encountered the same 
old thing: Intel staff saying all systems were normal, which was akin to telling her that she 
had to live with these toxins. Mike Williams said he did not agree with that interpretation, 
because the same emissions could have different concentrations. The fact that things were 
operating normally did not affect the concentrations, which depended on what the 
atmosphere was doing. Ms. Kinis said she could agree with Mr. Williams on that point, but 
the fact was that Intel did not have a method for measuring what was coming out of the 
stacks. She reminded that the phosgene occurred because of synergistic effects. Ms. Kinis 
said she grabbed the dog and left the Corrales and Rio Rancho area for that day, and she 
shouldn’t have to do that. Ms. Kinis said this had been going on for 22 years, and when she 
saw “all systems operating normally,” that said to her that she had to get used to the 
gassing she was getting. John Bartlit reminded that the CEWG had successfully reduced 
emissions over the years and pressed for taller stacks. Ms Chavez said the community had 
been a big part behind Intel’s working to reduce emissions. 

 
• Mike Williams said a number of chemicals had been well studied, but the health effects of 

others were not known. Sarah Chavez said there had been numerous studies on health 
effects and Intel emissions with the data they had—looking at air dispersion, time of day, 
different pollutants—and none of the studies had found anything in particular. Mr. 
Williams reminded that epidemiological studies were limited in how far down and precise 
they could go and pick up individual differences from one person to another. 

 
• Peggy Keilman said she was concerned about the water quality from pesticides, fungicides, 

etc., and their effects on frogs, who had very sensitive skin, and other animals. Animals, 
including humans, didn’t last long without water. 

 
Regulatory Engineering: No Update 
 
LEPC Updates: No Update 
 
UNM Cancer Study: No Update 
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REVIEW ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT 
• Sarah Chavez gave an update on item #7—Intel’s internal environmental excellence award 

that involved their offices worldwide. She described the three winners: 1. This project was 
an air quality monitoring system. They worked with Bosch to design an environmental 
monitor that had sensors and software to measure EPA criteria pollutants and make the 
data available online in real time. The New Mexico site worked to pilot this project. It was 
a small air quality monitor to more quickly check criteria pollutants, analyze data and place 
the information online. It was a more affordable process and targeted to smart cities. 2. 
Another project that won focused on creating bio-diverse habitats around Intel campuses. 
3. The third project that won was an energy conservation project that came from a site in 
Asia. This project saved 43.3 million kilowatts of electricity. The New Mexico site 
submitted an application but did not win. The project worked with sanitary facilities and a 
vendor to change a cleaning process done at the vendor’s facility that replaced nitric oxide 
and sodium hydroxide with a cleaner chemistry that reduced toxic chemicals and emissions 
being use at the vendor’s site. This project was piloted and approved at the New Mexico 
site and was now ready to launch at other sites. John Bartlit said the notion of a large buyer 
exerting pressure on a supplier was an environmental principle that people try to promote. 

 
• John Bartlit asked if anyone could get the small air quality monitoring system in New 

Mexico. Peggy Keilman said a small air quality monitoring system, which looked like a 
small box, could be purchased online for under $100. Ms. Keilman said she would send 
information on finding this box online to distribute to the CEWG. Sarah Chavez said that 
wasn’t the same system Intel had, which cost from $10,000 to $15,000. Ms. Chavez 
suggested this as a future agenda item, since the CEWG was not typically concerned with 
criteria pollutants. 

 
ACTION ITEMS:  

1. Peggy Keilman will send information about a small air quality monitoring  
system that can be purchased online to Shannon Beaucaire. 

2. Sarah Chavez suggested this as a future agenda item, since the CEWG was not  
typically concerned with criteria pollutants. 

 
• Sarah Chavez gave an update on item #8—locating the original document that established 

the CEWG to use for potential wording for the one-page CEWG flyer. Ms. Chavez said the 
language was fairly generic and called for Intel to continue the meetings that were already 
happening. This wording was a little bit different than what Marcy Brandenburg seemed to 
remember, and Ms. Chavez said Ms. Brandenburg might not appreciate the way it was 
written. John Bartlit reminded about his comment “there were meetings and then there 
were meetings.” He said the CEWG was born with a level of formality that included highly 
structured meetings, meeting guidelines, methods of operations, an agreed up agenda, a 
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meeting summary, a facilitator, and a recorder. The CEWG had a consensus process, 
where everything was done in agreement. Someone could block consensus, or say they 
disagreed with a point without blocking consensus. Mr. Bartlit said the CEWG followed a 
process developed over many years, and he believed this process was connected to the 
progress the CEWG had made over the years.  

 
• Sarah Chavez added that the CEWG had a difficult time reaching consensus over 

controversial issues because there were so many different opinions. The public document 
about CEWG’s funding did not align with what Marcy Brandenburg had said in a recent 
CEWG meeting. Ms. Chavez asked if the wording “established in 2004 at the request of 
CRCAW,” might be sufficient without saying why the CEWG was established. Ms. 
Brandenburg wanted the CEWG to give credit to the citizens for its formation, and would 
this wording meet Ms. Brandenburg’s intent. Mr. Bartlit agreed that it was fine to say that 
the CEWG was formed at the recommendation of the citizens and CRCAW. He suggested 
adding a sentence that said “and after formation it evolved meeting guidelines.”  

 
• Sarah Chavez read task force document, which was the only public document to establish 

the CEWG: 
Observation: Intel’s community meetings and the Task Force meetings have provided a 
forum for dialog between members of the community and Intel. Community members 
have expressed interest in continuing to have a forum to discuss environmental topics. 
 
Recommendation: Intel should formalize the monthly meetings it has been holding into a 
Community Environmental Working Group with membership from a cross-section of the 
community, including our strongest critics, to: 1) provide visibility into facility 
operations; 2) disseminate information on Intel environmental performance; and 3) 
enable members to have an effective voice in shaping environmental decisions. 

 
• Lynne Kinis said she would check with Marcy Brandenburg on the wording. Ms. Kinis 

said, in her opinion, the CEWG was formed to shut up the community and “throw the 
community a bone” to look like something would be happening with Intel’s emissions and 
take the pressure off. But the idea was to have an avenue for the community to express 
themselves and register dissent. John Bartlit said a diversity of voices was important to get 
things done. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Lynne Kinis will discuss wording with Marcy Brandenburg.   

 
• Lynne Kinis said her point was that the community started a process to try to get Intel to 

do the right thing, and unfortunately it had to advance to the task force. Since they didn’t 
feel they were heard, they needed another avenue to be heard through. They still didn’t 
think they were being heard. People were still dying. It was nice to not have to live this 
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community and to go home and think about this stuff without having to ingest any of the 
emissions.  

 
• John Bartlit said he spent a lot of time on the phone trying to convince Barbara Rockwell, 

Steve Martinez, and Jim Shively to get them to join the CEWG. They all said separately 
that they would let him know, and a few days later they called back and declined. Mr. 
Bartlit said Ms. Kinis didn’t join the group but made efforts to attend the meetings, give 
her opinion and contribute, and he was grateful for that. Ms. Kinis said you couldn’t please 
everyone all the time, but the balance wasn’t even. The community should be high on the 
list to satisfy. Ms. Kinis said the CEWG’s efforts were too slow. She learned that you had 
to accentuate an issue to be heard. She called the EPA, and they listened to her because she 
raised her voice and said people were dying. Peggy Keilman said NMED didn’t do their 
job to protect their citizens. NMED was lenient on Intel. Mike Williams said he liked 
working with the CEWG because when he looked at the legal structure, he saw a huge gap 
in laws, and communities were suffering the most because of it, and he wanted to do 
something about it.  

 
• John Bartlit reported on item #15. He did not call Dr. Kesler last month. 

 
 
Intel’s Second Request to NMED from June EHS Report 
• Sarah Chavez said that in June Intel sent a letter to the Hazardous Waste Bureau regarding 

a satellite accumulation area, which would allow Intel to accumulate up to two, 55-gallon 
drums of hazardous waste at or near the point of generation under control of an operator 
for longer than 90 days. Typically, Intel couldn’t store hazardous waste onsite past 90 
days. In May 2017, NMED released guidance on satellite accumulation areas (which were 
a federal regulation), specifically calling out clean room situations, which were special 
considerations for establishing satellite accumulation areas not near the generation area. 
For example, if waste was generated on the second floor, it could be piped to a storage unit 
on the floor below, where it could be stored for longer than 90 days. In April 2017 NMED 
conducted a site inspection at Intel and viewed their clean room area. In May 2017 Intel 
submitted a request for the satellite accumulation area, and NMED agreed with this request 
in June. 

 
• Sarah Chavez showed a photo of the area, which included two 55-gallon drums, the second 

of which was to hold any spillover. Ms. Chavez said it took almost one year for one 
container to fill up, so it was a slow process. This rule was for efficiency, since it was more 
efficient to ship a full container, which took longer than 90 days to accrue. Within a 90-day 
period, only a few gallons might accrue. Ms. Chavez said an alarm went off to alert that a 
container was full, and then Intel had a certain number of days to remove the filled 
container and ship off to a waste site. EPA had criteria on how to ship different wastes. 
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Ms. Chavez said Intel accrued a solvent waste, which was flammable. Intel’s waste was 
shipped off in trucks to Colorado to a treatment and disposable facility. These facilities had 
operating permits and a set of regulations from the EPA. 

 
 
Promoting Regulatory Engineering to NMED, Intel and the Community 
• John Bartlit said the origin of this agenda item was action item #11, in which he would 

draft a few paragraphs on regulatory engineering for Dennis O’Mara to include with his 
letter to NMED. Mr. O’Mara didn’t think it was appropriate to include any of this language 
in his letter.  

 
• John Bartlit said regulatory engineering was going to happen in the future, and a CEWG 

goal was to help it move faster. Mr. Bartlit then went through six paragraphs in his 
document. In paragraph one he discussed “smart tools,” which was the name given to 21st 
century tools that inspect, analyze and report by means of capabilities in their computer 
chips. Mr. Bartlit said that although smart tools were widespread and have continued to 
find applications in regulation, such uses have come notably slower than are seen in most 
other fields. 

 
• Paragraph 2 was about Intel’s new line of business that featured using industrial drones to 

make regulatory safety inspections of aircraft better, faster and cheaper. Airlines were 
looking at automated ways to inspect, and they had to show regulators how they were 
saving time and efficiency. John Bartlit said paragraph 3 stated that the CEWG had 
adopted the term "regulatory engineering" for the many aspects of applying smart tools to 
regulation and was working to help spread the concept. 

 
• Mr. Bartlit said his point in paragraph 4 was that the methods of regulatory engineering 

reduce risks in toto. He said both people and machines made mistakes, but smart tools 
captured more data and analyzed it quickly in real time and reported it continuously, 
reducing the possibility that something would go wrong more so than using weekly, 
biannual or annual inspections. 

 
• Paragraph 5 addressed the challenges of promoting regulatory engineering. Mr. Bartlit said 

that in his 50 years as an environmental advocate, he has seen that the idea of better, faster 
and cheaper regulation sounded good to most everyone. Many environmental advocates 
thought regulations would get cheaper but not better and faster, and industry thought it 
would get better and faster but not cheaper. Each side feared the part the other side wanted 
most to happen, and the part their side wanted most would not happen. Politics had a role 
in perpetuating this gridlock, with the end result of nothing happening. This factor needed 
to be considered in promoting regulatory engineering. 
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• Mr. Bartlit addressed regulatory engineering next steps in paragraph 6 and considered the 
technical, financial and political factors that inhibited its spread. Hugh Church commented 
that Mr. Bartlit’s primer of regulatory engineering suggested universities set up a 
Department of Regulatory Engineering, and he thought that was an original idea. Mr. 
Bartlit said he also suggested working with companies. There was a lot of money to be 
made by developing these smart tools. Young people and the new crop of engineers were 
going to usher in regulatory engineering because they could see its earning potential. Mr. 
Bartlit asked if there was anything the CEWG could do to further promote regulatory 
engineering.  

 
• Peggy Keilman suggested putting small air quality monitoring systems in the hands of 

regular citizens, making them environmental activists and getting them involved. John 
Bartlit said the quality of and credibility of data coming from untrained operators was an 
issue. There were regulatory settings, industrial settings, newspaper settings and citizen 
settings. Data had to be regulatory relevant. The CEWG could look at the interface 
between data quality and these different settings. This was a potential future agenda item. 
Peggy Keilman said getting people involved was really important.  

 
• John Bartlit said if anyone had any ideas on how he could revise the document please send 

to him. 
 

ACTION ITEMS:  
1. The group will send any revision ideas on the regulatory engineering 

document to John Bartlit. 
2. John Bartlit will revise the regulatory engineering document. 
3. Add looking at the interface between data quality and different settings as a 

future agenda item. 
 
 
ADDITIONAL BUSINESS 
 
 
ADJOURN 
 
 
NEXT MEETING:  November 15, 2017, 5:15 to 7 pm, Corrales Senior Center.   
  


