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Air Quality Advisory Committee 

Minutes: February 6, 2019 Meeting 

 

Next meeting 

April 10, 2019 from 6:00-8:00 PM  

Community Room, Hillsboro Brookwood Library 

2850 NE Brookwood Pkwy 

Hillsboro, OR 97124 

 

Attendees 

 Members present: 

Allen Amabisca 

 Carly Riter 

Julie Layshock 

 Mark Mueller 

Robert Bailey 

Stephanie Shanley 

Tom Wood 

Tori Cole 

 Facilitator: 

  John Harland 

Notes 

 

1. Introductions  

a. Members of the AQAC introduced themselves. Members in attendance listed above.  

b. All attendees are encouraged to attend the next meeting on April 10, 2019. 

c. AQAC information is available at www.oraqac.com.    

2. Open items for members of the Community 

a. A community member indicated he was disappointed in the terms of the Good Neighbor 

Agreement regarding the amount of funding that was designated for Ambient Air 

Monitoring. 

b. A community member encouraged all in attendance to research the work of Greta 

Thunberg, a Swedish climate activist. 

3. Open items for members of the AQAC 

a. Mark Mueller noted neighbor meetings recently held where Dr. Ron Sahu shared his 

interpretations of the recent Ambient Monitoring Program. Neighbors at these meetings 

requested an executive summary from Dr. Sahu regarding his interpretations. While 

Intel funded Dr. Sahu’s attendance, Tori Cole noted Dr. Sahu was not representing Intel 

at these meetings. Dr. Sahu was in his official capacity as an expert for Neighbors for 

Clean Air. 

i. Tom Wood noted there is an agreement in place for Intel to reimburse costs 

incurred by Neighbor for Clean Air for Dr. Sahu’s services.  

b.  Allen Amabisca indicated disappointment that at this time there are no plans for 
additional ambient air monitoring and suggested the AQAC reconsider moving forward. 

http://www.oraqac.com/
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Intel indicated that stack testing will continue as required by DEQ in the Intel Air Permit, 
as well as required testing in the GNA, and the results are reported to the AQAC and 
DEQ. 

i. Intel also indicated there is a provision in the Good Neighbor Agreement, 
Attachment A that Intel will compare the actual 2020 emissions inventory in 
2021 with the inventory used in the Health Risk Assessment. 

ii. Julie Layshock indicated that ambient air monitoring was limited in scope 
regarding which pollutants it sampled for.  Tom Wood replied that the intent 
was to make sure the model was correct, so certain key chemicals were the 
focus of the testing. 

iii. Stephanie Shanley indicated that DEQ has a monitoring station at Hare Field and 
they plan to add toxics monitoring to this station.   

c. Stephanie Shanley noted Intel is the early planning phase for a site expansion at Ronler 

Acres.  

i. Intel has submitted a permit application to the City of Hillsboro.  

ii. Intel hosted a neighbor meeting on Monday, February 4, to share the expansion 

plans.  

iii. Intel will not be asking for increases to its air permit limits, but there may be 

changes to equipment lists, which could include additional abatement 

equipment.  

iv. The expansion will not impact wetlands but may have some impact on the 

vegetative corridor which will be mitigated.  

v. Intel continues to build a water recycling facility, which will also support the site 

expansion. 

d. Robert Bailey noted the DEQ monitors at Hare Field are outside of the wind range from 

Intel. 

e. Allen Amabisca noted concern regarding the placement of the Ambient Air Monitor 

location at Liberty High school, in relation to wind directions. He also noted that if air 

testing does occur again in the future at a school site it would be very good to work with 

the school’s science program to incorporate the effort into a science project  

i. Robert Bailey noted he expressed concern to Dr. Sahu regarding the placement 

of the Liberty High School monitor. 

4. Good Neighbor Agreement Specified Agenda Topics 

a. Rafe Christopherson, Intel, reviewed the information in the meeting presentation 

materials, which can be found on the AQAC web site at www.oraqac.com. He indicated 

that Intel will continue to conduct stack testing. Stack testing is open for any AQAC 

members to observe. 

i. A community member asked how long stack testing is conducted for and 

requested more information on the cleaning process of wet electrostatic 

precipitators. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted the stack testing runs for the Wet 

Electrostatic Precipitator (WESPs) are 8 hours. WESPs go through a 30 

minutes wash cycle once a week. 

ii. Tori Cole asked Rafe Christopherson to explain the difference between a WESP 

and a rotor concentrator thermal oxidizer (RCTO). 

http://www.oraqac.com/materials
http://www.oraqac.com/
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1. Rafe Christopherson noted the RCTO includes the concentrator section 

that is essentially a stone called Zeolite that absorbs VOCs that is later 

rotated to the desorb section where hot air pushes the VOCs out of the 

Zeolite into the thermal oxidizer (TO) to burn/destroy the VOCs. The 

WESP is after the TO and first cools the exhaust with a water spray 

(quench) and then sends the exhaust by electrically charged metal rods 

where the particles that are generated in the TO are attracted to and 

controlled. 

iii. A community member asked how the 8 hour testing duration aligns with 

production times. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted Intel’s facilities run on a 24 hours, 7 day a 

week schedule and testing is representative. 

iv. A community member asked if the maintenance of WESP abatement equipment 

is automated. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted this process is automated and that each 

WESP is taken down for maintenance one at a time. Any downtimes of 

the WESPs are tracked and no control efficiency is taken credit for 

during downtime. 

v. A community member asked if graywater is, or could be, used for abatement 

equipment cleaning. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted the water does recirculate within the 

cleaning system. 

vi. A community member asked if Intel monitors water leaving its facility. 

1. Stephanie Shanley noted Intel is required by Clean Water Services to 

continuously monitor and report any issues immediately. 

vii. A community member asked how Intel responds when an emission monitoring 

alarm goes off. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted the response is based on the type of alarm, 

but there are protocols to respond to all alarms.  

viii. Allen Amabisca asked for more information on alarms in Q4 of 2018. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted this was a low temperature alarm. The unit 

in question was taken down and fixed. 

2. Allen Amabisca noted he was impressed with the overall downward 

trend regarding alarms. 

ix. A community member asked if Intel practices safety drills. 

1. Rafe Christopherson noted Intel does conduct safety drills. Drills, 

including fire and earthquake drills, are primarily conducted through the 

Emergency Response Team.  

5. Topics for next meeting agenda were discussed 

a. Standing agenda items:  

i. DEQ Submittals 

ii. Stack Testing Update 

iii. Project Update 
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b. Tori Cole requested at the next AQAC meeting that members evaluate protocol for 

holding meeting when there are a limited number of agenda items. 

i. The committee agreed to take up at the next meeting. 

6. Closing comments were made by the community 

a. A community member asked how the AQAC meetings were captured to share with the 

community. 

i. John Harland noted meeting minutes are posted to the AQAC website. 

ii. Carly Riter noted some CPO leaders are on the email distribution list for the 

AQAC and receive meeting reminders via email. 

iii. Tori Cole noted the Executive Summary the AQAC will request from Dr. Sahu 

could be shared with CPOs as well. 

iv. Tom Wood noted there is a “Frequently Asked Questions” document regarding 

the AQAC on the AQAC website.   

b. A community member requested that the committee consider promoting upcoming 

AQAC meeting in the City of Hillsboro newsletter.  

c. A community member noted he lives in Orenco Station, and he has concerns regarding 

Intel funding the Ambient Air Monitoring program and he believes more Ambient Air 

Monitoring should be conducted. He also noted that no other parties offered to fund, so 

he commends Intel for funding. He also noted he hopes more parties get involved in the 

AQAC. 

i. Tori Cole noted she was glad Intel agreed to fund this work because there was 

no other available funding. She noted DEQ did not have interest in going beyond 

its official role.  With the funding provided by Intel, Neighbors for Clean Air was 

able to hire an independent expert to interpret the findings. Air Sciences, the 

group that conducted the monitoring, has no connection with Intel.  

ii. Robert Bailey noted he has invited the manager of the Washington County 

Wood Stove Exchange Program to prior AQAC meetings. 

iii. Peter Brandom with the City of Hillsboro noted he was in attendance in the 

audience. He noted the city has provided $225,000 to fund the Wood Stove 

Exchange Program.  

d. A community member asked if Intel operates differently during air inversions and how 

much water Intel uses per day. 

i. Stephanie Shanley noted Intel does not run emergency generators for 

preventative maintenance on air inversion days.  

e. A community member noted he would like to see the mayor and city managers attend 

the AQAC meetings. 

i. Robert Bailey noted he is concerned with the City of Hillsboro’s business plans 

regarding unused air-shed and industrial development. 

f. A community member asked what Intel’s interest was in helping to fund the Wood 

Stove Exchange Program. 

i. Stephanie Shanley noted it was a good faith gesture and is not related to Intel’s 

emissions. 

g. A community member asked if any groups are looking at the cumulative impact of all 

emission in the air. 
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i. Tom Wood noted Cleaner Air Oregon will consider the cumulative impact. He 

also noted there are existing Ambient Air Monitors at Hare Field that are run by 

DEQ.  

ii. Patty Jacobs from DEQ was in the audience and noted DEQ looks at competing 

sources with dispersion modeling. 

h. A community member noted all businesses should go through testing, modeling, and 

monitoring and encouraged others in the audience to talk to legislators about funding. 

i. Robert Bailey noted the laws in Southern California were used to direct the Health Risk 

Assessment process. 

i. Tom Wood noted that this was not the law in Oregon at the time of the Health 

Risk Assessment, but Oregon’s law is now similar to Southern California law. 

j. A community member asked if Dr. Sahu’s executive summary will be shared with the 

community. 

i. Mark Mueller noted the request will be made of Dr. Sahu, the AQAC members 

will have the opportunity to review and provide feedback. The final version can 

be shared with the community.  

ii. Julie Layshock requested Dr. Sahu include the limitation of interpretations 

within the Executive Summary.  

7. Meeting adjourned  

 

#   #   # 


