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Air Quality Advisory Committee 

Minutes: November 16th, 2016 Meeting 

Next Meeting:  February 15, 2017.  Location to be confirmed after library room scheduling 
opens (expected to be in the Brookwood Library, 2850 NE Brookwood Pkwy, Hillsboro, OR 
97124) 
 
Attendees: 
     Members present: 

Robert Bailey 
Spencer Ehrman 
Deke Gundersen 
Andrew Hawley 
Julie Layshock 
Mark Mueller 
Carly Riter 
Stephanie Shanley 
John Williams 
Tom Wood 
 

     Facilitator 
John Harland 

 
Notes 

1. Introductions: Members of the AQAC introduced themselves – members in attendance 
listed above.  Julie Layshock, Professor at Pacific University joined the group.  Her focus 
is environmental toxicology and analytic chemistry 

2. Opens items for members of the AQAC 

 Question to Intel about why Intel has only committed to install particulate filters 
on two emergency generators when this appears to be low hanging fruit for 
diesel emissions reductions.  Stephanie Shanley explained that the two pilot 
units are to make sure the installation is optimized and make sure the filters 
work appropriately before making a larger commitment.  Intel has about 40 
emergency generators on site that are each tested monthly.  Intel will keep the 
AQAC updated on the project.  

 Question and follow up about the fire in a scrubber fan motor reported last 
meeting.  The fire was in the D1C factory and water was used on the fire.  Foam 
is used for fire suppression in solvent storage rooms where water would be 
much less effective.  

 John Harland reviewed the proposed dates for AQAC quarterly meetings in 2017.  
The AQAC agreed to meet on the following dates (Third Wednesday of the 
second month in each quarter) 

o February 15 



 

2 
 

o May 17 
o August 16 
o November 15 

 
3.  Good Neighbor Agreement Specified Agenda Items 

Stephanie Shanley, Intel, reviewed the items that are identified in the meeting 
materials: 
a. Stack emissions testing of D1D rotary concentrator thermal oxidizer (RCTO) 

systems for volatile organic compound (VOC) control showed 99.8% removal 
efficiency and that combustion emission levels (oxides of nitrogen (NOx) and 
Carbon monoxide (CO)) from the burners on the units were less than half the 
permitted levels.  
 
There are no controls on the combustion emissions, but the results show that 
the burners are well tuned. 

  
There are 4 units on this factory, three are required for compliance, but all 4 
units are operated so there will not be a bypass event if one unit is shut down for 
maintenance or other reason. 
 
Results have been reported to DEQ and to Neighbors for Clean Air (NCA) and 
Northwest Environmental Defense Center (NEDC).   
 

b. Continuous Emissions Monitoring Report indicated a minor issue with flow on 
one of the acid gas scrubbers where the recirculating flow fell slightly below the 
prescribed level.   Stephanie was asked why there have been so many problems 
with scrubbers in recent reports and what the expectation is.  She indicated the 
expectation is 100% uptime and that Intel has completed improvement projects 
to minimize the number of minor issues.  Monitoring recirculation flow is an 
early indicator of scrubber operation so that the operators know there might be 
a problem. This does not mean excess emissions or a bypass but could mean this 
if the condition isn’t addressed.  
 
Intel agreed to graph the hours of incidents per quarter over time 

 
c. No updates on Attachment A projects 

 
d. One source of emissions in the Health Risk Assessment assumptions was the air 

emissions from waste tanks.  As tanks are filled, contaminated gases are 
displaced out of the tank vent.  Intel has done a more detailed evaluation of 
these emissions using the US Environmental Protection Agency’s calculation 
methodology.  There are approximately 170 waste tanks of various sizes of which 
approximately 75% already discharge to emission control equipment such as 
scrubbers or RCTOs.  The HRA estimate of emissions was 1.5 tons per year, but 
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the more detailed estimate using the EPA methodology is that emissions are 
0.42 tons per year or less than one third of the original estimate 

 

e. Ambient Air Quality Monitoring program update:  Additional materials have 
been forwarded to Dr Sahu, as he requested. He is preparing the request for 
proposals (RFP) from prospective vendors and will provide to the AQAC for 
review. 

 

4. AQAC Outreach:  Andrew outlined proposed issues and plans for public outreach.  
Below is a brief summary of key points, Andrew’s presentation which includes more 
detail is included in the meeting materials.  Andrew reviewed the goals of the good 
neighbor agreement (GNA) and the reasons for the AQAC.   

 
Andrew feels the main reason for the public outreach by the AQAC are to get 
information from Intel out to the public and to foster discussion between Intel and the 
public – members of the public must know how they can engage in the process and 
what they should expect from the process 
 
Several proposals were made on how to improve the outreach especially some simpler 
summaries of the HRA, AQAC purpose/focus and improvements to the web site to make 
information easier to find.  This could include summaries of primary documents, such as 
the HRA, and discussion about the history and purpose of the AQAC.  It is important that 
the AQAC as a body review any summaries 
 
There was considerable discussion within the AQAC members and by members of the 
public who attended the meeting.  There were several proposals to improve public 
access and participation at AQAC meetings.  The importance of AQAC members getting 
out into the community to talk with their constituents was stressed and the AQAC may 
be able to help by developing presentation materials.  It was stated that people 
members of the public need to know the reason they should come to meetings and see 
they are making a difference 
 
Some of the key actionable suggestions: 

 Small sub-committee to use Andrew’s presentation to come up with a plan for 
the year for outreach (Spencer, Julie, Carly and Robert or John W) 

 Facilitator to summarize the last meeting and explain the purpose of the AQAC 
at the introduction to each meeting 

 Develop brief summary handouts that explain such items as the health risk 
assessment, good neighbor agreement, purpose of the AQAC etc 

 Develop community newsletter 

 Develop ideas to make the AQAC website easier to find information for people 
who do not attend every meeting 
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Further discussion will be included in the agenda for next meeting 
 

5. Next meeting agenda:  
a. February 15 meeting 

i. Good Neighbor Agreement specified information from Intel 
ii. Update on Ambient Air Quality Monitoring request for proposals by Dr 

Sahu 
iii. Continue the discussion on outreach 

 
6. Meeting schedule for 2017 

a. February 15 
b. May 17 
c. August 16 
d. November 15 

 


