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FINAL MEETING SUMMARY 
Community Environmental Working Group 
 
“Striving for Continuous Environmental Improvements at Intel” 
 
Date: October 17, 2018 
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 
 

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
Lynne Kinis, Corrales resident, Corrales    
   Residents for Clean Air and Water  

Frank Gallegos, Intel 

 
Jessie Lawrence, Facilitator       Sidni Lamb, Recorder  
 
 
HANDOUTS 

§ CEWG Draft Agenda 
§ September Draft Meeting Summary 
§ Action-Item Progress Report 

§ October EHS Activity Report 
§ Draft ALS Panel Questions 

 
 
PROPOSED AGENDA 

§ Welcome, Introductions, and Brief 
Items 

§ Standing Agenda Items 
§ NMDOH ALS Report 
§ NM National Guard 

§ CEWG Outreach to Intel Employees 
§ Plan for Discussion of Emissions 

Permit  
§ Action Item Progress Report 
§ Adjourn
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WELCOME, INTRODUCTIONS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, BRIEF ITEMS 
John Bartlit opened the meeting by stating 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 
No comments. 
 
Other Announcements  
• Jessie Lawrence brought attention to the November 21 meeting date scheduled on the eve 

of Thanksgiving. She asked if the group wanted to consider changing the date. Sarah 
Chavez said she would prefer a date change. In response to John Bartlit, Ms. Chavez said 
that Frank Gallegos would not be able to substitute for her because he would be out of 
town. Ms. Lawrence reminded that they needed to check room availability. It was agreed 
that the preferred reschedule date would be for November 14 and second choice for 
November 28. If neither of those dates were available, the November meeting would be 
cancelled. 
 

• In response to a question from Dennis O’Mara regarding posting ads, Jessie Lawrence said 
that she submitted ads to Intel approximately 20 days before each meeting date and said 
that she would attempt to edit the ad herself and ask for assistance if necessary.  

 
• After a quick poll, everyone present agreed that the scheduled December 19 meeting date 

would remain.  
 

ACTION ITEM: Jessie Lawrence will contact the Village of Corrales about room 
availability for November 14, and if unavailable for that date, will 
request Wednesday, November 28. She will communicate her 
findings to everyone via email. 

 
• Jessie Lawrence said that the CEWG received an email in response to the recent newsletter 

and presented the email via projector, as there was not time to include it in the meeting 
materials. The email stated that the sender has trapped 21 wood rats, and that the wood rats 
should not be relocated and Animal Control will take care of them. 

 
• Dennis O Mara announced that Marcy Brandenburg was unable to attend tonight’s meeting 

because of injuries due to a serious fall.  
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Public Comment 
• Dennis O’Mara asked Sarah Chavez if there was any updated information regarding new 

chemical products being employed in the recently announced Intel storage technology 
project. Ms. Chavez responded that the work had started but there was still no final 
information to share. NMED was aware of the new technology coming to New Mexico, 
and Intel had started evaluating it to see if a new permit might be required. Ms. Chavez 
said she did not know when there would be any additional information and would update 
when she could. In response to John Bartlit, she said that nothing was being manufactured 
in New Mexico yet.  
 

 
STANDING AGENDA ITEMS 
EHS Report 
Sarah Chavez reported that all submittals were standard for the year. Intel still received some 
calls on the east slope about storm water runoff and have been working on that issue. 
 
Lynne Kinis said that she would like to bring up a concern that she did not call in. On Sunday, 
October 7, there were lots of bumble bees around a blooming Vitex tree in her yard. As someone 
concerned about global warming, she was thrilled because she had never seen them there before. 
The following day, Monday, October 8, however, they were all dead or dying. Mike Williams 
commented that he also noticed a lot of bees this year but they were a native species similar to 
honey bees. Ms. Kinis commented that her observation was not only about the variety of bees, 
but that they died within a 24-hour period. 
 
Lynne Kinis asked Sarah Chavez to include her concern in the EHS report because she wondered 
if a new chemical had been used during those dates that the bees died.  
 

ACTION ITEM: Sarah Chavez will include Lynne Kinis’s concern about the dead bees  
     in the EHS report. 

 
• Lynne Kinis asked if the EHS item involving Rio Rancho Fire/Rescue and other agencies 

meant that they had a meeting with Intel on October 5.  Sarah Chavez responded that Intel 
submitted the Tier II report to all of the listed agencies on that date. Ms Kinis asked if 
these were the same agencies that were contacted with regards to the power shutdown. Ms. 
Chavez answered these were not all the same agencies. She explained that there was a 
request from CEWG to put into place a notification plan with the Sandoval County 
Emergency Manager, the Rio Rancho County Emergency Manager and the Village of 
Corrales Fire Department, as Corrales does not have an Emergency Manager. These 
agencies were contacted when the power went off. 

 



P a g e  | 4 
 

 
 
Filename:  2018-10-17 CEWG Final Meeting Summary.docx. Approved:  [not approved] 
Prepared or presented by:  Sidni Lamb & Jessie Lawrence 
Prepared for:  CEWG 
Date prepared or presented: October 24, 2018 
 
 

• Ms. Kinis asked why those agencies were contacted if they did not make 
recommendations or were asked for advice about when the plant should start up in full 
force again. Sarah Chavez explained that the request from this group was based on the 
concern that those agencies should have the information needed from Intel when 
something happened so they could ask questions and make their decisions for follow up on 
activating the Code Red system. She said the agencies had their own criteria about when 
to activate the Code Red system, and it would be the responsibility of the Emergency 
Managers and the Fire Department, not Intel, to determine how they wanted to respond. 

 
• Lynne Kinis replied that her point was that she questioned the value of their report based 

on information from Intel if the community was not informed. If people were called to 
Intel about a problem and not included in the next step as to when the factory would start 
up again, as was the recent case that occurred for a nine-hour period, that meant the 
community was affected by nine hours of unabated emissions. The whole purpose of 
contacting the emergency people in the first place was for the community to be involved. 

 
• Sarah Chavez said that the issue was that these agencies had their own criteria about when 

they would activate the Code Red system. She understood the concern being raised about 
the community being affected, but that did not mean that having thermal oxidizers offline 
for that period of time met their criteria to activate a Code Red system. The Code Red 
system was for an emergency, so it was likely that the amount of equipment downtime did 
not meet their requirements for activating a Code Red system 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said the question that could be raised was whether or not they were 

informed that production restarted again without some of the abatement equipment being 
online. If they did know that, then that would have been another piece of information they 
could have factored into a Code Red decision. 

 
• Sarah Chavez said that as part of risk assessment, either way Intel was allowed to have 

equipment downtime and it did not pose an immediate risk to the community in the sense 
that they would need to activate the Code Red system. John Bartlit said in response to 
Sarah Chavez, that any meaningful discussion on the topic would need to include the 
people from the emergency responders. Ms. Kinis commented that if emergency 
responders were not given the information, they could not operate.  

 
• Jessie Lawrence asked if the group would like to include this topic for further discussion 

in the future as they were a bit off topic in the discussion around the EHS report.  
 
• Sarah Chavez reminded everyone that though it had not happened recently, Intel routinely 

had downtime of the thermal oxidizers; this was not a new event or scenario.  It was part 
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of equipment operation and accounted for and allowed in the permit. Lynne Kinis said that 
did not make it right. 

 
• Sarah Chavez said she did not discount the concern. Redundancy did not mean that there 

would never be downtime for equipment whether it was for maintenance or malfunction, 
which was what happened in this case and why the units were down. Mr. O’Mara said that 
his assumption was that redundancy was added with the intention to prevent downtime. 
Ms. Chavez clarified that it was to minimize the event of downtime. Dennis O’Mara said a 
contingency or something unanticipated could happen, but to do it on purpose did not keep 
in line with the original intent of redundancy. It was not the right thing to do and was not 
justified. 

 
Regulatory Engineering   
John Bartlit commented on an initiative he took in response to the Intel sponsorship for a 
NMSU science project related to drones for environmental measurements around stacks. He 
recently learned that his alma mater, Purdue University, had a project with Intel related to 
digital security in all facets, which would include regulatory engineering and use of drones.  
This information prompted Mr. Bartlit to share the link about the Intel-NMSU project and the 
possible opportunity it might offer for joint projects. He received an encouraging response from 
the Dean of Engineering, who expressed interest and indicated that he would distribute it where 
appropriate.  
 
LEPC Update 
• Dennis O’Mara reported on the recent LEPC meeting. Seth Muller was recently hired as 

the new Sandoval County Emergency Manager. His immediate focus in that role was to 
ensure the continuation of federal funding by meeting the FEMA submission deadline of 
an all-hazard mitigation plan for disaster response. LEPC agreed that it was not necessary 
to develop a separate LEPC plan apart from the Sandoval County All Hazards Emergency 
Operations Plan. Instead, the committee would amend and update the existing Sandoval 
County All Hazards Emergency Operations Plan to include whatever additional elements 
were needed to meet LEPC requirements. Some of the documents and information from an 
EPA Region 6 LEPC workshop held in August will be helpful in guiding decisions about 
what additional content should be incorporated into the Sandoval County plan. Work on 
the LEPC plan would start in January at their next meeting. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara informed the CEWG that over the past three months, there had been no 

new reports from Sandoval County Emergency Operations, Corrales Fire Department or 
the Rio Rancho Emergency Operations Center about any chemical incidents in the county.   
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UNM Cancer Study 
Dennis O’Mara reported that UNM’s internal Cancer Concerns Committee informed Dr. Chuck 
Wiggins that the proposed changes to the UNM cancer study report had been incorporated and 
should be ready by Friday this week. Mr. O’Mara reminded the group that it had been three years 
since they asked for the study and the preliminary data of the report did not reveal any smoking 
guns. Dr. Wiggins agreed to come to a CEWG meeting, most likely after January, to present the 
study and answer questions.  
 
 
NMDOH ALS REPORT 
Jessie Lawrence reminded the group that suggested changes to potential list of questions to 
explore the ALS study with a panel of experts had been sent to everyone via email and presented 
the current status of the edited questions. In response to her question, Dennis O’Mara confirmed 
that he agreed to the changes made to Question 2 with the underlined language, but is not in 
agreement with proposed changes to Question 5. 
 
• John Bartlit confirmed that everyone agreed with questions # 1 – #4 as they stood. 

 
• Jessie Lawrence proposed that the group focus discussion on proposed changes to question 

#5 and asked for suggestions about the language. Dennis O’Mara said that he was opposed 
to the change for #5 as written because it was not possible to say that the prevalence rate in 
any one year in Corrales was not elevated because of the way prevalence calculations in 
the study were done. Comparison in the study of a prevalence rate for the entire 16-year 
period of the study with the estimated national annual rate masked any possible 
assessment. He would strike the proposed change all the way through.  

 
• John Bartlit said they should be able to resolve the language in the question since there was 

agreement that the intent was not to question if the rates were elevated. The point instead 
was about the latter part of the question. Dennis O’Mara stated that he did not read it that 
way. 

 
• John Bartlit proposed a possible re-wording as follows “If the prevalence rate is or is not 

elevated in Corrales, is there any reason to believe that it would be higher elsewhere?”  
 
• Dennis O’Mara said there was still ambiguity in responding to the question as formed 

because no one had looked for cases in the six census tracts that were requested for 
northwestern Albuquerque and the four in Rio Rancho. He said that the state study 
identified nine cases of ALS in Corrales according to documentation via death certificates 
but Corrales Residents for Clean Air and Water knew of four other cases in Rio Rancho 
around 2004, but there had been no official investigation to determine if there were others 
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in Rio Rancho or Northwest Albuquerque at that time or if additional cases had occurred 
after that date. 

• John Bartlit said that to say they did not look at anything was incorrect, because they did 
carry out a study. Dennis O’Mara emphasized again that the study only included the two 
census tracts that comprise Corrales and no investigation was done to determine if more 
cases had occurred in Rio Rancho or if any had occurred in Northwest Albuquerque. 

 
• Jessie Lawrence asked if there was agreement with the change that read: “What do you see 

as the advantages or disadvantages to add any additional census tracts to the….” 
 
• Dennis O’Mara responded that the question was too vague, as they had requested 12 

specific census tracts that were directly next to or near Intel. Sarah Chavez responded the 
number was irrelevant because the question was asking what were the advantages and 
disadvantages. It was important to leave it open ended as the members of the panel were 
the experts and would know how many tracts could work out. 

 
• Dennis O’Mara said leaving the possibility of selectively adding any tracts could lessen or 

dilute the sample. He reminded everyone of the results of the study presented a few years 
ago by Steve Dickens showing that people living closer the plant had more unexplained 
illnesses like headaches, unexplained rashes and sore throats than those sampled living 
farther away. This information justified the request to sample the census tracts closest to 
the plant. 

 
• John Bartlit proposed the following wording: What do you see as the advantages and/or 

disadvantages of adding some or all of these 10 census tracts to the study? Dennis O’Mara 
expressed hesitation because they had asked for 12 specific tracts, but agreed to consider it 
and work with Sarah Chavez on the wording via email. John Bartlit offered to be available 
as needed. 

 
ACTION ITEM:  Dennis O’Mara, Sarah Chavez, and any other interested CEWG  

members will communicate via email about  
      the wording for Question #5. 

 
 
NEW MEXICO NATIONAL GUARD 
Jessie Lawrence informed the group that in spite of numerous attempts, she had not been 
successful in reaching the National Guard and shared a timeline of the various attempts made. 
She asked the group how they would like to proceed since there had been no response. 
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• Dennis O’Mara commented that no one from the National Guard was at the LEPC meeting 
today and was told that the whole unit had been heavily involved with activities related to 
the Balloon Fiesta. He suggested they could put the issue aside or wait to see if someone 
showed up at the next LEPC meeting in January so that he could approach him, her or 
them directly. 

 
• Jessie Lawrence said that it was possible to set it aside without abandoning it as an effort, 

and the group might consider using their time to focus on other items. Dennis O’Mara 
pointed out that Mike Williams and Sarah Chavez had put together a draft protocol and 
possibly not much more was needed if they could get the National Guard’s commitment. 

 
• Sarah Chavez replied that there was still much to do because the information the National 

Guard would provide would help them decide what to do. For her part, she had not pursued 
this any further with Mike Williams because she questioned putting in the effort when 
there is no response. 

 
• John Bartlit said people were interested but they were not showing up. He agreed to wait 

on a CEWG decision about whether to proceed until after the January LEPC meeting to see 
if Mr. O’Mara was able to speak with someone from the Unit. 

 
• Mike Williams commented that part of the problem might be that this was more 

complicated than what the National Guard thought it was going to be.  
 

ACTION ITEM:  Dennis O’Mara will talk with the National Guard at the LEPC 
   January meeting, if someone attends. 

      
 

CEWG OUTREACH TO INTEL EMPLOYEES 
• John Bartlit prepared draft text of some preliminary ideas about the CEWG’s work to be 

used to create posters, flyers, emails, etc. to Intel employees. He asked if there was support 
and interest for this idea from the group and from Intel.  

 
• Sarah Chavez said that the language for announcements would need to come from the 

CEWG, and Intel could suggest the options available for communication channels with 
employees. She gave the example that a shortened version of the draft text might be used 
for some of the announcements they posted in the restrooms.  

 
• Dennis O’Mara noted that the text includes an invitation to Intel employees to attend 

CEWG meetings and suggested that CEWG draft agendas might be shared with them in 
some of the periodic channels of communication. 
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ACTION  ITEM:  Sarah Chavez will take the idea and draft text to the  

relevant people at Intel and ask for feedback, including 
possible communication channels.  

 
ACTION  ITEM: Jessie Lawrence will email the draft text to everyone for  

further editing and discussion. 
 

 
PLAN FOR DISCUSSION OF EMISSIONS PERMIT 
Jessie Lawrence presented a draft outline of future agenda items discussion for the evening topic 
of Emissions Permit.   
 
• Sarah Chavez suggested that the approval process not be a separate bullet point but be 

listed as a step of the NMED permit process. Also, EPA regulations would likely be a 
request by NMED staff who managed the overall process and suggested Permitting and 
Regulatory Process be the first bullet point under Intel’s NMED Emission Permit. 

 
• John Bartlit observed that there was a significant and relevant history of regulating by 

chemical categories because it was unreasonable to have different chemicals treated alike, 
and suggested that it be bulleted under EPA Regulations with 3 different categories: 
criteria pollutants, VOCs and HAPs.  

 
• Sarah Chavez said in response to Jessie Lawrence that theoretically this document could be 

given to anyone at NMED to let them know the topics of interest. Dennis O’Mara agreed 
that the list of proposed draft agenda items would clearly describe to NMED what our 
interests are. 

 
• Sarah Chavez commented that the last three items listed under Intel Operations with 

Respect to Chemical Emissions were not necessarily regulated by the NMED emissions 
permit. They could be a separate category of general topics to report to the LEPC. John 
Bartlit added that in general the discussion needed to be how things were done, how they 
should best be done or why couldn’t they be done. VOCs and HAPs were an example; they 
should be done separately, but they couldn’t be done separately because the time required 
to do each one alone would delay any regulating for most of them for decades.  

 
• Sarah Chavez said the question for the agenda with NMED was whether the last set of 

bullet points should stay listed under Intel NMED Emissions Permit. It did not address 
monitoring for all chemicals and perhaps was more general. Ms. Chavez gave the example 
of acetone, which had been delisted as a VOC and was no longer associated with NMED 
from a permit standpoint.  
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• Jessie Lawrence asked the group if it made sense to remove those bullet points. Sarah 

Chavez replied that if these were topics that people wanted to discuss, they could be kept 
on the agenda but as a separate numbered item, as they are not specifically related to 
NMED permitting.  

 
• Frank Gallegos asked if NMED had already agreed to attend a CEWG meeting. Sarah 

Chavez replied that they had not yet been asked. John Bartlit said that in the past an 
NMED engineer attended CEWG meetings on a regular basis not in an official capacity, 
but as a concerned citizen. Sarah Chavez said that they had also come in the past to address 
specific permit issues but not to give general information.  

 
• Jessie Lawrence asked if outreach to NMED should be the next step. The group agreed. 

 
ACTION ITEM: Sarah Chavez would send an initial introduction email to the NMED  

Bureau Chief and to Ted Schooley, the permits program manager, to 
let them know that Jessie Lawrence would be contacting them about 
permitting questions from CEWG. 

 
 
REVIEW ACTION ITEM PROGRESS REPORT  
• Jessie Lawrence noted that Items # 11-14 were communication tasks that had been 

completed.  
 
• Ms. Lawrence asked how to proceed for Items # 3 and 7 relating to the National Guard. 

The group agreed to hold them on the action list until after the LEPC meeting in January 
when Dennis O’Mara would try to talk with their representative. Mr. O’Mara and Mr. 
Bartlit expressed their disappointment that the conversation with the National Guard had 
seemed promising in the beginning but had not resulted in any progress. If there was no 
movement in January, then they agreed to remove this item from the list. 

 
• Sarah Chavez said that regarding Item # 10, she wanted to wait until they had a complete 

updated list for the new process in order to provide one single list.  
 
• Sarah Chavez suggested that Item # 8 become part of a larger discussion around 

emergencies once there was room to include it a future agenda.  
 
• Mike Williams updated Item # 5 by stating that he was unable to find any of the people to 

contact since they no longer worked at the Lab. He corrected the acronym as it read on the 
Action Item List from “FTIR” to “LIDAR.”  
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• Jessie Lawrence asked when Item # 1 was put on the Action Item List and if the group 

wanted to keep it ongoing. It was agreed that the item was from several years ago and 
could be struck from the list. 

 
• Sarah Chavez suggested removing Item #2 from the list because it had become a Standing 

Agenda Item. It was agreed to remove it from the Action Item List. 
 
 
OTHER   
Lynne Kinis proposed that the group begin thinking of questions to include on a survey for the 
Buena Vista apartment complex, because she was informed by a resident that things were getting 
worse for people on oxygen. The person who originally presented the concern was unable to 
attend tonight’s CEWG meeting. 
 
 
ADJOURN 
 
 
NEXT MEETING:  November 14, 2018, 5:15 to 7 pm, Corrales Senior Center.   
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