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PART 1: DECLARATION 

1.1 SITE NAME AND LOCATION 
Site Name: University of California at San Diego (UCSD), (Camp Matthews) Munitions Response 
Site (MRS) Conceptual Site Exposure Model (CSEM) 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 
Formerly Used Defense Site (FUDS) Project Number: J09CA111001 
Federal Facility Identifier: CA99799F599800 

The UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS, located approximately 12 miles north of 
the city of San Diego, comprises 5,056 acres.  The MRS location is depicted in Figure 1 – UCSD 
(Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS Location Map and Figure 2 – UCSD (Camp 
Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS Site Layout (all referenced figures throughout this document 
are included in Attachment 1).  The MRS encompasses 14 former training ranges and the location 
of a 1945 ammunition truck explosion (all overlapping) (Ref. 1).  From 1918 to 1964, Camp 
Matthews was used by the U.S. Marine Corps as a gunnery range.  In 1962, the camp was declared 
surplus and the lease was terminated in 1964 with the City of San Diego (Ref. 2).   

In October 2019, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) delineated the UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
Range Complex No. 1 MRS into separate Military Munitions Response Program (MMRP) Projects.  
Figure 3 – UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS – CSEM Groups and Delineations 
presents the new MRS delineations.  This Decision Document addresses UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 only.  See Section 2.2.1.3 for description of the 
delineation of the site. 

1.2 STATEMENT OF BASIS AND PURPOSE 
This Decision Document presents the No Action Decision for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 
2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1, in San Diego County, California, as documented in the Formerly 
Used Defense Sites Program Proposed Plan for University of California at San Diego (UCSD) 
(Camp Matthews) Munitions Response Site Conceptual Site Exposure Model 2 through 5 at Range 
Complex No. 1 San Diego County, California Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS) Project No. 
J09CA111001 (Proposed Plan) (Ref. 3).  The No Action Decision was chosen in accordance with 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) (Ref. 4), 
as amended by the Superfund Amendment and Reauthorization Act (SARA), and the National Oil 
and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) (Ref. 5).  This decision is supported 
by the documents included in the Administrative Record for this site (Attachment 2). 

The California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) concurs with the No Action 
Decision.  Documentation of DTSC’s concurrence is included as Attachment 3 to this Decision 
Document (Ref. 6). 

1.3 DESCRIPTION OF NO ACTION DECISION 
This Decision Document records a No Action Decision in accordance with U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (USEPA) Guidance (Ref. 7).  The executing agency, USACE, Los Angeles 
District has determined that no CERCLA action is necessary to protect public health, welfare, and 
the environment at UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  
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1.4 STATUTORY DETERMINATIONS 
No remedial action is necessary to ensure protection of human health and the environment. 

1.5 AUTHORIZING SIGNATURES 
This Decision Document, prepared by the USACE, Los Angeles District, presents the No Action 
Decision for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  The U.S. 
Army is the lead agency under the Defense Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) at UCSD 
(Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 and has developed this Decision 
Document in compliance with CERCLA, as amended by SARA, and the NCP.  This Decision 
Document will be incorporated into the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 
Administrative Record file, which is available for public view at the San Diego Central Library 
located at 330 Park Boulevard, San Diego, California 92101.  This document presents the No 
Action Decision for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1, with 
no associated costs.  This document is approved by the undersigned, pursuant to Memorandum, 
CEMP-CED (200-1a), 10 August 2019, subject: Re-delegation of Assignment of Mission Execution 
Functions Associated with Department of Defense Lead Agent Responsibilities for the Formerly 
Used Defense Sites Program. 

APPROVED: 

____________________________    __________________________ 
 
Cheree D. Peterson, SES     Date Signed 
Director, Programs 
South Pacific Division 
 

11 September 2020
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PART 2: DECISION SUMMARY 
The Decision Summary identifies that no remedy is being selected, explains why no remedial action 
is necessary to ensure protection of human health and the environment, and provides a substantive 
summary of the Administrative Record file that supports the No Action Decision. 

2.1 NAME, LOCATION, AND BRIEF DESCRIPTION 

UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS is depicted in Figures 1, 2 and 3.  UCSD 
(Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS is located approximately 12 miles north of the city of 
San Diego and comprises 5,056 acres.  The UCSD campus occupies a 673.3-acre portion of UCSD 
(Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS.  The campus includes educational and research 
facilities, residential housing, athletic fields, the UCSD School of Medicine and Medical Center, 
Science Research Park, Mesa Housing, Eleanor Roosevelt College, Matthews Quad, the 
Chancellor’s Complex, and various parking lots and parking structures.  Land use in the remainder 
of the MRS includes private and public schools, residential housing, light industry, and a variety of 
retail and commercial development.  Parcel ownership includes City of San Diego, State of 
California, federal government, and private owners. 

2.2 UCSD (CAMP MATTHEWS) RANGE COMPLEX NO. 1 MUNITIONS 
RESPONSE SITE HISTORY 

In 1918, the U.S. Marine Corps established the rifle range that became Camp Matthews on land 
leased from the City of San Diego.  The original 1918 lease covered nearly 3,873 acres (Ref. 8). 

From 1918 to 1964, Camp Matthews was used by the U.S. Marine Corps as a gunnery range.  Using 
troop labor, the Marines established an eight-target, 600-yard rifle range in a large ravine.  In 1919, 
the U.S. Marine Corps also reportedly used the land for field instruction, as a campsite, and parade 
ground area.  By 1924, the main rifle range had been enlarged to 15 targets.  Various support 
buildings had been erected by this time, including a cookhouse, mess hall, police shed, armory, 
toilets, and a lavatory.  Firing of unspecified howitzers occurred sometime in the 1930s.  The 
installation also possessed other larger caliber weapons during this same timeframe, including 37 
millimeter (mm) guns, 5-inch guns, 3-Pounder guns, and Stokes mortars, but the firing of these 
weapons has not been confirmed.  By 1949, Camp Matthews had grown to include 15 active 
gunnery ranges, in addition to a number of non-firing school ranges.  The active gunnery ranges 
were reportedly used for firing small arms and rifles, machine guns, 60mm mortars, and 2.36- and 
3.5-inch practice rockets, as well as for throwing hand grenades (Ref. 9). 

In 1962, the camp was declared surplus and the lease was terminated in 1964 with the City of San 
Diego.  In 2005, Camp Matthews was declared a FUDS by the Department of Defense (DoD). 

2.2.1 Site Investigation History 

In 1986, Congress established the DERP for cleanup of active and former military sites.  Based on 
its past use as a gunnery range, UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS was 
designated a FUDS in 2005, and became eligible for cleanup funding under this program (Ref. 2).  
The UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS investigation boundary encompasses 
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5,056 acres (Ref. 9).  Previous investigations were conducted at UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range 
Complex No. 1 MRS from 1988 to 2018.  These investigations are listed below.  

USACE has completed a series of studies, following the CERCLA process, at the site as identified 
below.  This list summarizes only those investigations which included investigation of the property 
within the boundaries of UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS.   

• 1988 Camp Matthews Site, Site-wide Visit (Ref. 10); 

• 1999 Inventory Project Report (INPR) Supplement (Ref. 11); 

• 2004 Archives Search Report (ASR) Supplement (Ref. 12); 

• 2005 INPR and Supplements/2005 Preliminary Assessment (Ref. 13; Ref. 2); 

• 2006 Site-Specific Final Report for Construction Safety Support (Ref. 14); 

• 2007 Site Inspection (SI) (Ref. 9); 

• 2009 Camp Callan SI (Ref. 15); 

• 2013 Treatability Study/Technology Demonstration (TS/TD) Project (Ref. 16); 

• 2013-2018 Candidate Property Determination and Historical Aerial Photography Review 
(Ref. 1, Appendix P); and 

• 2018 RI Fieldwork (Ref. 1; Ref. 17). 

Additional information regarding the previous investigations is provided in the Remedial 
Investigation (RI) Report and the Administrative Record file (Attachment 2).  The RI Report for 
UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS was completed 7 October 2019 by USACE 
(Ref. 1).  Based on the findings and recommendations of the Final RI Report, a Proposed Plan was 
developed for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 (Ref. 3). 

2.2.1.1 Candidate Property and CSEM Group Determination 
Fifty-three candidate properties were identified as part of the RI planning phase.  Candidate 
properties were grouped together based on historical use (e.g., impact berm/area, safety fan, truck 
explosion area), munitions used (e.g., small arms, hand grenades, and/or large caliber), potential for 
encountering Munitions and Explosives of Concern (MEC) and/or Munitions Constituents (MC), 
and potential for human and ecological exposure.  As a result, five separate preliminary CSEMs 
Groups describing the potential exposure pathways were developed as well as four excluded groups 
of candidate properties that were inaccessible, recently developed, or not eligible under FUDS.  The 
detailed descriptions of CSEM groups and associated candidate properties are found in Table 2-3 
(RI Report, [Ref. 1]). 

2.2.1.2 Remedial Investigation Report, 2019 
The purpose of an RI is to locate the boundaries and amount of contamination that may be present 
at a site, evaluate pathways for exposure, and to determine if the site presents an unacceptable risk.  
In the RI for UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS, the contamination resulting 
from military use was evaluated.  The RI summarized and evaluated the available data from the 
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field investigation to make a recommendation regarding the potential explosive hazards and 
associated risks. 

The Revised CSEM Summary for UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS (Table 5-
14, RI Report [Ref. 1]) summarizes the key information obtained during the RI that has been used to 
revise CSEMs for each portion of UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS, including 
the known or suspected munitions, and whether potential exposure pathways are potentially 
complete or incomplete based on results of MEC and MC evaluations.  The Exposure Pathway 
Diagrams for the final CSEMs are included in Attachment 6.   

All modified CSEM Groups for the investigated portion of UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range 
Complex No. 1 MRS were re-evaluated using Unexploded Ordnance (UXO) Estimator to ensure 
sufficient coverage was obtained during the RI field activities.  The results of the UXO Estimator 
evaluation are summarized in Table 5-15 (RI Report, [Ref. 1]).  The Candidate Properties 
investigated within the MRS represent a significant sample of the undeveloped land within the MRS 
(29% of total undeveloped land).  Within the MRS overall, undeveloped land only accounts for 
approximately 11% of the total area of the MRS with the remaining 89% developed or in some 
stage of development.   

The following sections present a summary of the RI results for the following CSEM Groups: 

• CSEM 2/3; 

• CSEM 4; and 

• CSEM 5. 

CSEM 2/3 – MEC Analysis Summary – No items with an explosive hazard were found or 
reported in UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1, CSEM 2/3, during the RI.  The only 
military related items reported were a small quantity of Munitions Debris (MD) observed at 
Candidate Property (CP) 008 (i.e., no UXO items and 8 MD items recovered within the portion of 
CP008 that intersects the Former Camp Callan Grenade Court.  Transect pattern analysis shows a 
high probability of the traversal of target areas in the surveyed areas.  See discussion in Section 
5.2.1.7, RI Report [Ref. 1] for further analysis.  Based on this analysis, no target areas or areas of 
sustained elevated MD density were produced.  Results of RI data analysis indicate no areas on the 
site meet the criteria for classification as a Concentrated Munitions Use Area.).  Based on the 
analyses and the other lines of evidence produced in the RI, no unacceptable MEC hazards are 
expected for current or anticipated future receptors at UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 
1, CSEM 2/3. 

The developed areas of MRS Range Complex No. 1 CSEM 2/3 have an acceptable level of risk 
associated with exposure to explosive hazards based on the following lines of evidence: 

• No historical findings of UXO or MD associated with the truck explosion area (i.e., an 
ammunitions truck explosion occurred in 1945 within the current boundary of UCSD [Camp 
Matthews]). 

• All other known historical ranges in this area are not associated with High Explosives (HE).  
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• Development within the MRS (i.e., development, expansion, and maintenance of roads, 
structures, and utilities) that represent potentially millions of contact hours on the surface 
and subsurface with no reports of contact or finds of UXO. 

• Approximately 93.4% of the CSEM 2/3 portion of the MRS has been developed with 
negative UXO results (based on historical documentation and verification with the San 
Diego County Sheriff's Bomb/Arson Unit, the San Diego Fire-Rescue Department Metro 
Arson Strike Team, and the San Diego Police Department Northern Division). 

CSEM 2/3 – MC Analysis Summary – No MEC was recovered, no high density MD areas were 
observed, and no evidence of clay targets was found during the geophysical surveys, visual surveys, 
and intrusive investigation.  Therefore, per the Final Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance 
Project Plan (UFP-QAPP) (Ref. 17), no soil sampling was conducted within CSEM 2/3. 

CSEM 4 – MEC Analysis Summary – No items with an explosive hazard were found or reported 
in UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1, CSEM 4, during the RI.  No MD items were 
recovered during RI field operations.  Based on the analyses and the other lines of evidence 
produced in the RI, no unacceptable MEC hazards are expected for current or anticipated future 
receptors at UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1, CSEM 4. 

The developed areas of MRS Range Complex No. 1 CSEM 4 have an acceptable level of risk 
associated with exposure to explosive hazards based on the following lines of evidence: 

• Development within the MRS (i.e., development, expansion, and maintenance of roads, 
structures, and utilities) that represent potentially millions of contact hours on the surface 
and subsurface with no reports of contact or finds of UXO. 

• Approximately 89% of the CSEM 4 portion of the MRS has been developed with negative 
UXO results (based on historical documentation and verification with the San Diego County 
Sheriff's Bomb/Arson Unit, the San Diego Fire-Rescue Department Metro Arson Strike 
Team, and the San Diego Police Department Northern Division). 

• Majority of CSEM 4 uninvestigated portion is outside the known historical impact areas but 
still within the downrange safety fan. 

CSEM 4 – MC Analysis Summary – No MEC was recovered, no high density MD areas were 
observed, and no evidence of clay targets was found during the geophysical surveys, visual surveys, 
and intrusive investigation.  Therefore, per the Final UFP-QAPP (Ref. 17), no soil sampling was 
conducted within CSEM 4. 

CSEM 5 – MEC Analysis Summary – No items with an explosive hazard were found or reported 
in UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1, CSEM 5, during the RI.  No MD items were 
recovered during RI field operations.  Based on the analyses and the other lines of evidence 
produced in the RI, no unacceptable MEC hazards are expected for current or anticipated future 
receptors at UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1, CSEM 5. 

The developed areas of UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 CSEM 5 have an 
acceptable level of risk associated with exposure to explosive hazards based on the following lines 
of evidence: 
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• CSEM 5 is downrange from large impact berms and within the safety fan for known historic 
small arms ranges only.  

• Development within the MRS (i.e., development, expansion, and maintenance of roads, 
structures, and utilities) that represent potentially millions of contact hours on the surface 
and subsurface with no reports of contact or finds of UXO. 

• Approximately 92.3% of the CSEM 5 portion of the MRS has been developed with negative 
UXO results (based on historical documentation and verification with the San Diego County 
Sheriff's Bomb/Arson Unit, the San Diego Fire-Rescue Department Metro Arson Strike 
Team, and the San Diego Police Department Northern Division). 

CSEM 5 – MC Analysis Summary – No MEC was recovered, no high density MD areas were 
observed, and no evidence of clay targets was found during the geophysical surveys, visual surveys, 
and intrusive investigation.  Therefore, per the Final UFP-QAPP (Ref. 17), no soil sampling was 
conducted within CSEM 5. 

Conclusions and Recommendations – Based on the lines of evidence and evaluations presented 
above, no unacceptable MEC explosive hazards or MC risks  are expected for current or anticipated 
future receptors at UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS.  These conclusions and 
recommendations presented are based on historical information, previous investigation findings, RI 
investigation findings, and the extensive urban development that has occurred on this MRS from 
1965 to present.  The risk management methodology used for the baseline MEC risk assessment 
incorporates these lines of evidence, and it recognizes the extensive urban development effectively 
eliminates the exposure pathway to any potential remaining MEC.  The risk management 
methodology acknowledges the uncertainty associated in drawing these conclusions for the heavily 
developed urban area that now exists throughout this MRS.  Based on this evaluation, no 
unacceptable MEC hazards or MC risks are expected for current or anticipated future receptors at 
UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  The MRS, therefore, 
was not recommended for further evaluation in a Feasibility Study (FS) and a No Action Decision 
was recommended under MMRP.  USACE has concluded that no action is necessary to protect 
human health and the environment human health and the environment at UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 and that evaluation against the nine criteria 
described in the NCP is not necessary. 

Rationale for Exclusion of CSEM 1 – Based on the analyses and lines of evidence produced in the 
RI, (including the current baseline risk condition [Acceptable], per the Decision Logic to Assess 
Risks Associated with Explosive Hazards and to Develop Remedial Action Objectives for MRSs 
[within the risk management methodology]), no unacceptable MEC hazards are expected for current 
or anticipated future receptors at the CSEM 1 portion of MRS Range Complex No. 1 and Remedial 
Action for Department of Defense Military Munitions is not required.  Though the nature and extent 
of MC contamination was characterized within the CP001 investigation area (CSEM 1) within the 
requirements of the signed Right of Entry (ROE) (including the following limitations: no vegetation 
clearance and limited work within wetland areas), the full extent of contamination related to the 
Small Arms Berms/Impact Areas was not established in the RI.  The results of the human health and 
ecological risk-based screening assessment for CP001 indicate potentially unacceptable human 
health and ecological risks.  CSEM 1 was delineated separately from UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
Range Complex No. 1 and was not evaluated in the Proposed Plan (Ref. 18).  CSEM 1 will be 
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evaluated in a separate FUDS RI/FS project including separate RI and FS Reports, Proposed Plan, 
and Decision Document.  The basis of this recommendation includes: 

• The requirement to obtain additional ROEs upstream and downstream of CSEM 1 to 
establish the extent of contamination. 

• Concerns for conducting further sampling in ecologically sensitive habitat within CSEM 1, 
where freshwater forested/shrub wetland is a habitat for federally- and/or state-listed 
sensitive species.  

USACE will develop a separate MRS Prioritization Protocol document for this new FUDS site and 
an updated completion schedule based on the current risks and hazards associated with the site, 
present and future land use, and available funding. 

Complete details regarding the RI conclusions for UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 
MRS are contained in Section 8 of the Final RI Report (Ref. 1). 

2.2.1.3 Inventory Project Report (INPR) Amendment to Delineate FUDS Project 
During a previous delineation process, the Clinical and Translational Research Institute (CTRI) 
Construction Site (13.2 acres) FUDS Project No. J09CA111004, Project 04 was delineated from 
MRS Range Complex No. 1.  MEC is not historically associated with the CTRI portion of the MRS.  
Portions of the MRS have had soil remediation completed and remaining areas will be addressed by 
UCSD.  No additional CERCLA response actions are required.   

Following the completion of the RI fieldwork an additional delineation was necessary by USACE to 
adjust acreage based on RI findings, removal of acreage that is not eligible, and to adjust project 
names and create new MRSs from the original parent project MRS Range Complex No. 1.  The 
following provides a summary of the Project Delineation (Ref. 18) which revised the property map 
and MMRP project/MRS maps for the revised original project and each new project resulting from 
delineation. 

FUDS Project No. J09CA111001, Project 01 – Project Name CSEM 2 through 5: This MRS 
includes CSEM 2/3 (1,076.2 acres), CSEM 4 (1,843.6 acres), and CSEM 5 (1,942.5 acres).  The 
final acreage associated with this No Action remedial alternative Proposed Plan (excluding CSEM 
1, U.S. Marine Corps Air Station [MCAS] Miramar, and CTRI) is 4,862.3 acres (Figure 3). 

FUDS Project No. J09CA111003, Project 03 – Project Name CP001: The INPR Amendment 
delineates CSEM 1 (27.3 acres) which was created to be a stand-alone MRS to be evaluated in a 
future RI/FS project. 

FUDS Project No. J09CA111005 Project 05 – Project Name MCAS Miramar: The INPR 
Amendment prepared separates MCAS Miramar overlapping acreage (166.1 acres).  The MCAS 
Miramar property is not eligible for the FUDS program and was not investigated during the RI. 

2.3 COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
In accordance with CERCLA, DoD, and U.S. Army regulations, USACE, Los Angeles District, has 
kept the local community involved throughout the RI Report, Proposed Plan, and Decision 
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Document processes by hosting public meetings during the site characterization and remedial 
alternative selection process, and establishing and maintaining a publicly accessible Administrative 
Record file for the site.  While coordinating with the property owner to obtain ROEs for field 
investigations, USACE, Los Angeles District, also requested input regarding future land use at 
UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS.  Community involvement was also 
facilitated through fact sheets, media interviews, site visits, and public notices published in The San 
Diego Union Tribune and The UCSD Guardian (local newspapers) and at public meetings during 
the site characterization and remedy selection process when community members were invited to 
provide comments and recommendations.  USACE considered the public comments regarding the 
recommendation of the No Action alternative for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 
Range Complex No. 1.  USACE also prepared a Community Relations Plan in 2017 as part of its 
obligations under CERCLA to help ensure the public is informed about and involved in cleanup 
decisions at the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS project site. 

The Proposed Plan (Ref. 3) was presented during a public meeting.  Notification of the Proposed 
Plan public comment period, schedule for the Public Meeting, and availability of the Administrative 
Record File were published in The San Diego Union Tribune and The UCSD Guardian (local 
newspapers) between 23 February 2020 and 15 March 2020 (Attachment 4).  USACE, Los Angeles 
District, held the public meeting on 10 March 2020, to (1) present the recommendations of the 
Proposed Plan; (2) update community members and stakeholders about the status of the Proposed 
Plan and Decision Document for the site; and (3) accept comments on the Proposed Plan and 
Preferred Alternative for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  
The meeting was attended by representatives from DTSC and UCSD.  One member of the public 
attended.  There was one further question/comment provided by DTSC that required revisions to the 
Proposed Plan.  The transcript of the public meeting is included as Attachment 5.  The Final RI 
Report (Ref. 1) and the Proposed Plan (Ref. 3) documents were made available to the public prior 
to the comment period through the Administrative Record file located at: 

San Diego Central Library  
330 Park Boulevard 
San Diego, California 92101 
Contact: (619) 236-5800 

Comments to the Proposed Plan (Ref. 3) were accepted during a public comment period that began 
on 24 February 2020 and ended on 27 March 2020.  All stakeholder and public comments included 
in the Responsiveness Summary were reviewed and considered in preparing this Decision 
Document.  There were stakeholder comments (DTSC) provided in writing prior to the public 
meeting.  There were no public comments provided in writing nor during the public meeting; 
however, there was one further question/comment provided by DTSC that required revisions to the 
Proposed Plan. 

2.4 SCOPE AND ROLE OF RESPONSE ACTION 
Based on the findings presented in the approved RI Report, the lead agency has determined that no 
remedial action is necessary to ensure protection of human health and the environment at UCSD 
(Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 (Ref. 1). 
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2.5 UCSD (CAMP MATTHEWS) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 RANGE 
COMPLEX NO. 1 CHARACTERISTICS 

This section provides an overview of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range 
Complex No. 1 characteristics, including: surface and subsurface features, the RI MEC investigation 
strategies, and expected potential hazards related to MEC investigation results.  The No Action 
Decision presented in this Decision Document complements USACE’s overall strategy, following 
the USEPA guidance, to address MEC at the property and allow for the current use of the land to 
continue (Ref. 19). 

2.5.1 Conceptual Site Exposure Model 
The final CSEMs for UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS, which were created 
based on the results of the RI, are provided as an attachment to this Decision Document (Attachment 
6).  The CSEMs represent the relationships between the former military use of the UCSD (Camp 
Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS, current and future land use, the potential for people to 
encounter MEC, and any environmental features that may have an impact on proposed UCSD 
(Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS activities and/or decisions.  The CSEMs, created 
during the planning phase of the RI and then revised based on the results of the RI, were developed 
in accordance with USACE’s Conceptual Site Models - Engineer Manual 200-1-12 (Ref. 20) to 
communicate UCSD (Camp Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS conditions, at the time of 
development, to project team members and stakeholders and to identify data gaps.  Accordingly, the 
CSEMs provide the basis for identifying and evaluating potential MEC exposure hazards to the 
public.  The CSEM and exposure pathways for MEC described above have been reviewed and 
revised to incorporate new information concerning MEC presence, potential receptors, and site 
accessibility. 

There are no complete or potentially complete exposure pathways for MCs at UCSD (Camp 
Matthews) Range Complex No. 1 MRS as illustrated in the CSEMs (Attachment 6).   

2.5.2 UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 Features 

UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 is located approximately 
12 miles north of the city of San Diego (Figure 1).  Access to the MRS is via a variety of developed 
roadways (Figures 2 and 3). 

The topography at UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 ranges 
from mean sea level (msl) along the northwest boundary of the site to approximately 400 feet above 
msl near the eastern boundary of the site.  The area is characterized by relatively flat to gently rolling 
terraces incised by steep canyons and ravines (Ref. 9).  During a non-intrusive site visit (in June 
2013) and during the RI fieldwork, erosion was observed in undeveloped areas with steep banks and 
hillsides.   

The UCSD campus occupies a portion of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range 
Complex No. 1.  The campus includes educational and research facilities, residential housing, 
athletic fields, the UCSD School of Medicine and Medical Center, Science Research Park, Mesa 
Housing, Eleanor Roosevelt College, Matthews Quad, the Chancellor’s Complex, and various 
parking lots and parking structures.  Land use in the remainder of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS 
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CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 includes private and public schools, residential housing, 
light industry, and a variety of retail and commercial development. 

2.5.3 Soil 

The soil associated with UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 is 
generally clayey sand with gravel.  In a representative profile, the surface layer (extending to a depth 
of approximately 15 inches), typically consists of a yellowish-brown to light brown, mild to strongly 
acidic gravelly-silty-sandy clay.  The subsurface soil typically consists of a yellowish-red to red, very 
strongly acidic gravelly-silty-sandy clay extending to a depth of approximately 30 inches.  Below 
this soil horizon is an iron-silica cemented hardpan, which is not uniform or continuous.  In some 
areas, the soil consists of cobble-sized gravels (Ref. 9).  

During a 2013 TS/TD completed within the central area of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 
through 5 Range Complex No. 1, 20 soil borings were collected that reached a maximum depth of 28 
feet below ground surface (bgs).  Within the top zero to six feet, soils were consistently identified as 
silty-sand.  Below six feet, soils were silty-sand mixed with silty-sandstone and silty-clay (Ref. 16).   

UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 lies within the coastal 
zone of the Peninsular Ranges geologic province.  This province is marked by a basement complex 
of late Cretaceous intrusive igneous rocks of intermediate composition, and Jurassic metamorphosed 
(generally to the greenschist facies) volcanoclastic rocks of intermediate to basic composition.  The 
basement complex is non-conformably overlain by a sedimentary succession of marine and non-
marine rocks derived from the weathering of the basement rocks and deposited within the San Diego 
embayment.  These rocks range in age from Late Cretaceous to recent.  The most abundant deposits 
of the embayment are the gently folded and faulted Eocene marine, lagoonal, and non-marine rocks 
that form an easterly thinning, northwest-trending exposure.  In the vicinity of UCSD (Camp 
Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1, the Eocene deposits include both the 
Poway and La Jolla Groups of sedimentary rocks.  These rocks are primarily overlain in the subject 
area by the Pleistocene Linda Vista and Bay Point Formations (Ref. 9).   

Although there are no documented background geophysical variations at this site other than the 
potential for the dynamic effects associated with earthquake activity, there may be localized 
variations of the iron content within the soils and rocks that may be detectible with geophysical 
equipment, thus creating false-positives from the naturally occurring geologic materials. 

2.5.4 Sampling Strategy 
2.5.4.1 Munitions and Explosives of Concern Investigation 
USACE, Los Angeles District, performed the RI field investigation from 1 May through 5 July 2018.  
The tasks conducted during the MEC characterization effort at UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS 
CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 during the RI included the following: Digital Geophysical 
Mapping with man-portable equipment, analog geophysical surveys (also known as real-time mag 
and dig), and intrusive anomaly investigations. 
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2.5.4.2 Media Sampling 
No MC samples were collected within the site because no areas of elevated MD density were 
identified other than those in areas sampled during the SI, and no demolition shots were performed.  
Without a potential source of HE in soil, all human health and ecological exposure pathways for 
MC at UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 are considered 
incomplete. 

2.5.4.3 Contaminants of Potential Concern 
No surface soil sampling was conducted within UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 
Range Complex No. 1.  There are no Contaminants of Potential Concern retained for UCSD (Camp 
Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1. 

2.6 CURRENT AND POTENTIAL FUTURE LAND AND RESOURCE 
USES 

Current and future land use are presented below. 

2.6.1 Current Land Use 
The UCSD campus occupies a portion of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range 
Complex No. 1.  The campus includes educational and research facilities, residential housing, 
athletic fields, the UCSD School of Medicine and Medical Center, Science Research Park, Mesa 
Housing, Eleanor Roosevelt College, Matthews Quad, the Chancellor’s Complex, and various 
parking lots and parking structures.  Land use in the remainder of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS 
CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 includes private and public schools, residential housing, 
light industry, and a variety of retail and commercial development. 

Small pockets of undeveloped land remain in UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 
Range Complex No. 1 and are generally located on the slopes of and at the bottom of local canyons 
and ravines.  Running, hiking, and biking trails run through portions of the undeveloped land.   

2.6.2 Future Land Use 

It is anticipated that future land use in the undeveloped areas will remain the same, based on their 
determination as parks/open space and based on the steepness of the terrain.  There is currently 
extensive construction related to the development of new campus facilities and related to the light 
rail train system. 

2.6.3 Surface Water and Groundwater Use 

On top of the mesas or terraces in this area, groundwater typically reaches a depth of 150 feet bgs or 
more.  At the bottom of the canyons located within the MRS, groundwater can be found at depths of 
less than 50 feet bgs.  The MRS lies within the Carroll Canyon stream watershed, located in the 
northeast portion of the site, and the Rose Canyon and San Clemente Canyon stream watersheds, 
located in the south to southeast portions of the site.  The climate in San Diego is semi-arid, with an 
average rate of precipitation of less than 12 inches per year.  As a result, Carroll, Rose, and San 
Clemente Canyons have ephemeral streams that are typically dry, except after precipitation.  When 
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precipitation does occur, a majority of the surface water at the MRS flows directly into Rose 
Canyon and San Clemente Canyon, where it continues to flow west and then south toward Fiesta 
Bay, which is located approximately six miles south of the site.  Some of the surface water runoff 
from the MRS also flows into Carroll Canyon where it continues to flow northwest toward Torrey 
Pines State Beach, which is located approximately two miles northwest of the site. 

There are no reported water supply wells located on UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 
through 5 Range Complex No. 1; however, twenty-nine water wells are known to exist within a 
four-mile radius of the site.  According to the 2007 SI Report, an environmental specialist with the 
San Diego County Department of Environmental Health, Land and Water Division provided 
information that drinking water for the site and the site vicinity is supplied by city or county 
sources.  No groundwater wells are used (including those wells discussed above) to obtain 
groundwater for a drinking water source.  Groundwater suitable for use as a drinking water source 
can be found at a minimum of 45 miles east of the site (Ref. 9). 

2.7 SUMMARY OF SITE POTENTIAL RISKS/HAZARDS 
Based on USACE’s evaluation of the historical information, previous investigations and the results 
of the RI, as well as the lines of evidence presented in the RI report, a response action is not 
necessary to ensure protection of human health and the environment at UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  The final CSEMs for UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 are included as an attachment to this Decision 
Document (Attachment 6). 

2.7.1 Human Health Risks/Hazards 

Evaluation of historical information, previous investigations, and the results of the RI, as well as the 
lines of evidence presented in the Final RI Report resulted in the conclusion that no unacceptable 
MEC hazards or MC risks are expected for current or reasonably anticipated future receptors at 
UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 (see Section 2.2.1.2 for a 
detailed summary of the RI results and conclusions).  The evaluation acknowledges and considers 
the uncertainty associated in drawing conclusions for the heavily developed urban area that now 
exists throughout the MRS, and recognizes that the extensive urban development effectively 
eliminates the exposure pathway to any potential remaining MEC.  
2.7.2 Biological Resource Analysis 

There are 19 federally- and/or state-listed species that occur or have the potential to occur within the 
MRS.  The California gnatcatcher (threatened), San Diego button-celery (Eryngium aristulatum var. 
parishii) (endangered), willowy monardella (Monardella viminea) (endangered), spreading 
navarretia (Navarretia fossalis), and the San Diego fairy shrimp (Branchinecta sandiegonensis) 
(endangered) are the only federally-listed species with potential to occur within the MRS.  Three 
species are also state-listed: short-leaved dudeya (Dudleya brevifolia) (endangered), willowy 
monardella (endangered), and San Diego button-celery (endangered).  However, the reasonably 
anticipated current and future land use of UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range 
Complex No. 1 indicates a heavily developed urban area exists and human exposures are more 
relevant than ecological exposures as a basis for remediation.  Detailed information on analytical 
results and risk assessment are provided in the Final RI Report (Ref. 1).   
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2.8 DOCUMENTATION OF SIGNIFICANT CHANGES 
The Proposed Plan was released for public comment on 24 February 2020 and the public comment 
period ended on 27 March 2020.  It identified the No Action Decision as the Preferred Alternative 
for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  USACE, Los 
Angeles District, received stakeholder comments (DTSC) during the comment review period and at 
the Public Meeting; however, no significant changes to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan are necessary.  There were no public comments provided in writing nor during the 
public meeting. 
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PART 3: RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY 
This Responsiveness Summary presents all comments on the Proposed Plan that were received from 
stakeholders (i.e., DTSC) regarding the No Action Decision as well as any general concerns that 
were expressed related to UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1.  

3.1 STAKEHOLDER COMMENTS AND LEAD AGENCY RESPONSES 
USACE, Los Angeles District, provided information to the local community on the No Action 
Decision for UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 at a public 
meeting held on 10 March 2020.  A comment period began on 24 February 2020 and ended on 27 
March 2020, which allowed the public an opportunity to convey any questions and/or concerns about 
UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 through 5 Range Complex No. 1 to the lead agency for 
consideration in the No Action Decision process.  USACE, Los Angeles District, received 
stakeholder comments (DTSC) during the comment review period and at the Public Meeting; 
however, no significant changes to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan are 
necessary.  There were no public comments provided in writing nor during the public meeting. 

3.1.1 DTSC Comments 

The following DTSC comments were provided for the Proposed Plan in December 2019 and were 
responded to by USACE. 

DTSC Comment No. 1: Page 1: 1st Column, lines 8 & 9: Suggest providing a reference to the RI 
being referred here and subsequently discovered elsewhere. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  A reference to the RI Report has been added to 
the text on Line 9. 

DTSC Comment No. 2: Page 1: 1st Colum[n], last sentence parenthetical (Fig 3):  The sentence 
says, …based on recommendations noted below (Figure 3). Prominently presented below, is Figure 
1. with Figure 3 two full pages (pgs) away.  

a. Suggest revising last sentence to read …based on recommendations presented in the 
following pages…regarding areas identified in Figure 3 on Pg 4. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  Text has been revised to include reference to 
Page 4 as follows: 

“This decision excludes CSEM 1, Candidate Property 001 (CP001), which will be 
delineated as a separate FUDS project and a new stand-alone RI/Feasibility Study (FS) 
project based on the recommendations noted below presented in (Figure 3) on Page 4.” 

DTSC Comment No. 3: Page 2: 3rd Paragraph, beginning with An RI:  
a. Suggest the referenced RI, 2018 to be included in the Previous Investigations section, Page 

5, and or also? in the References section, Pg 11. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  A reference to the RI Report has been added to 
the text at the end of the sentence that starts with “An RI” on page 2.  In addition, a bullet 
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has been added under Previous Investigations for the “RI Fieldwork (USACE, 2018 and 
2019b)” which now includes a reference to the UFP-QAPP and the RI Report.   

DTSC Comment No. 4: Page 4: Figure 3: Figure 3 does not appropriately identify parcels and does 
not align with the Legend or visa-versa regarding FUDS Projects; CSEM 1 is also missing clear 
delineation in Legend. 

a. Suggest revising Figure 3 to include appropriate labels and align with Legend. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  Figure 3 has been revised to arrange the legend 
to better clarify each FUDS Project.  See Proposed Plan for revised figure. 

DTSC Comment No. 5: Page 5: 1st Column, Previous Investigations, last sentence:  Provide 
reference for RI Report. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  Figure 3 has been revised to arrange the legend 
to better clarify each FUDS Project.  See Proposed Plan for revised figure. 

DTSC Comment No. 6: Page 5: 1st Column, last paragraph, 1st sentence: Reference to Table 5-14, 
RI Report [USACE, 2019b]. 

a. See comment #2. Suggest including the Referenced RI Report 2019b to be included above 
in the Previous Investigations section. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  See responses to Comments 1, 3 and 5. 

DTSC Comment No. 7: Page 6: 2nd Column beginning CSEM 2/3, last sentence: Suggest including 
Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance Project Plan in the References section on Pg 11. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  The UFP-QAPP has been added to the 
References on Page 11 and “(USACE, 2018)” has been added to the text on Page 6. 

DTSC Comment No. 8: Page 8: 1st Column, line 9: See Comment #1.   
a. Suggest providing a reference for the RI. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  A reference to the RI Report has been added to 
the text on Page 8. 

DTSC Comment No. 9: Page 11: 1st Column, 3rd paragraph: See Comment # 1. 

USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  A reference to the RI Report has been added to 
the text on Page 11. 

The following DTSC comment was provided for the Proposed Plan on 10 March 2020 (at the 
Proposed Plan Public Meeting) and was responded to by USACE. 

DTSC Public Meeting Comment No. 1: Page 12: 2nd Column, Munitions Constituent Definition: 
Munitions Constituents – include metals: lead, copper, antimony… 
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USACE Response: A – Accepted/Concur.  The definition has been revised as follows: 
“...including explosive and non-explosive materials (e.g., metals, such as lead, copper, 
antimony), and emission…” 

3.2 TECHNICAL AND LEGAL ISSUES 
There were no significant technical or legal issues raised in the process of developing this Decision 
Document.   
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0512_a.pdf

Comments on the Draft 
Technical Project Planning 
Memorandum and Associated 
Documentation

Patrick, Omoruyi 

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

11/7/2005 3 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0519_a.pdf Comments on the Draft 
Preliminary Assessment Report Lowe, Shelia

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

5/6/2005 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0520_a.pdf
Comments on the Draft Site 
Specific Work Plan Addendum 
to the Programmatic Work Plan

Patrick, Omoruyi 

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/12/2006 3 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0529_a.pdf

Comments on the Draft Final 
Site Inspection and 
Concurrence with the Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study 
Recommendation with Attached 
Response to Comments

Lowe, Shelia

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Godard, Lloyd (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

8/24/2007 5 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0531_a.pdf

Additional Comments to the 
Programmatic Sampling and 
Analysis Plan for MMRP Site 
Inspections at Multiple Sites 
and the Draft Site Specific 
Work Plan for Former Camp 
Matthews (with USACE 
Response to Comments)

Gimeno-O'Brien, Alice

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/18/2006 6 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0534_a.pdf

Verbal Confirmation from Omo 
Patrick (Department of Toxic 
Substances Control) That There 
are No Comments on the Draft 
Addendum to the Preliminary 
Assessment Report

Tran, Tawny
USACE, LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT 
(CESPL)

Various, (VARIOUS) 9/19/2005 2 No

Administrative Record Document Index
UCSD (Camp Matthews) (Project No. J09CA111001

01 - Site Management Records
01 - Correspondence

Attachment 2 - Administrative Record Index USCS (Camp Matthews)

July 2020 A2-1 Contract No. W912PL-16-C-0021



ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0562_a.pdf

Comments on the Draft Final 
Site Specific Munitions and 
Explosives of Concern 
Construction Support Report

Lowe, Shelia

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

4/6/2006 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0566_a.pdf
Notification of No Comments 
on the Draft Construction 
Support Work Plan

Cordero, Daniel 

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/5/2005 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0582_a.pdf Clarification of Document 
Submittals Tran, Tawny

USACE, LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT 
(CESPL)

Cordero, Daniel 
(CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC 
SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL)

5/3/2005 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0606_a.pdf
Safety Awareness Briefings and 
Construction Support Necessary 
as a Result of UXO Discoveries

Scandura, John 

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Castens, Debra (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

3/19/2003 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0617_a.pdf

Department of Toxic Control 
Substances Concurs with 
Technical Approach and 
Munitions Constituent 
Sampling Strategy

Patrick, Omoruyi 

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

1/25/2006 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0622_a.pdf Forwarding of Work Plan 
Responses Tran, Tawny

USACE, LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT 
(CESPL)

Patrick, Omoruyi 
(DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC 
SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL)

10/17/2006 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0623_a.pdf Camp Matthews Extra Sample 
Taken as Suggested Nitschke, Ivie

PARSONS 
ENGINEERING 
SCIENCE, INC.

Patrick, Omoruyi 
(DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC 
SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL)

11/8/2006 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.01_0635_a.pdf

Final Site Specific Munitions 
and Explosives of Concern 
Construction Report 
Concurrence

Lowe, Shelia 

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

10/25/2006 1 No

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_01.08_0538_a.pdf Inventory Project Report 

Package (1st Revision) Commander
USACE - SOUTH 
PACIFIC DIVISION 
(CESPD)

Unknown 9/22/1999 11 No

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_01.08_0540_a.pdf Inventory Project Report 

Package (2nd Revision) Commander
USACE - SOUTH 
PACIFIC DIVISION 
(CESPD)

Unknown 11/9/2005 16 No

08 - Inventory Project Reports (INPR)
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

1200C 
PERM J09CA1110--_01.08_003_a.pdf

Defense Environmental 
Restoration Program - Formerly 
Used Defense Sites (DERP-
FUDS) Inventory Project 
Report (INPR) Amendment to 
Delineate FUDS Project 
Number J09CA111001 on 
UCSD (CAMP MATTHEWS), 
J09CA1110, San Diego, 
California

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 10/28/2019 31 No

200-1e J09CA111001_01.09_0001_a.pdf Final Site Inspection Report USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 9/10/2007 87 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_01.09_0500_a.pdf
Final Preliminary Assessment 
for UCSD (CAMP 
MATTHEWS)

USACE, (ST. LOUIS 
DISTRICT)

USACE, (ST. LOUIS 
DISTRICT) Unknown 6/17/2005 731 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_01.09_0507_a.pdf
Final Aerial Photo Analysis 
Addendum to the Preliminary 
Assessment

USACE, (ST. LOUIS 
DISTRICT)

USACE, (ST. LOUIS 
DISTRICT) Unknown 9/15/2005 68 No

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_01.09_0525_a.pdf

Final Site Specific Report 
Munitions and Explosives of 
Concern Construction Safety 
Support for the UCSD Student 
Housing Complex Site

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 5/1/2006 187 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_01.12_0500_a.pdf

Final Technical Project 
Planning Memorandum & 
Associated Documentation for 
Camp Calvin B. Matthews 
(J09CA111001)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 12/28/2005 124 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_01.14_0001_a.pdf Final Site Specific Work Plan 
Addendum

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 10/13/2006 134 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_01.14_0012_a.pdf

Final Work Plan for Munitions 
and Explosives of Concern 
Construction Safety Support for 
the UCSD Student Housing 
Complex Site

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 7/22/2005 280 Yes

09 - Abbreviated PAs (APA), Preliminary Assessments (PA), and Site Inspection (SI) Reports [and any other report done prior to RI, FS, PP, DD, and 
removal or remedial activities]

12 - Meeting Documents

14 - Site Assessment Work Plans
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

200-1e J09CA111001_03.01_0500_a.pdf

Department of Toxic 
Substances Control (DTSC) 
Review of Draft Final Soil 
Characterization Work Plan for 
the Clinical and Translational 
Research Institute Construction 
Site-UCSD

Patrick, Omoruyi

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Firouzi, Forough Fran 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

5/14/2012 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.01_0501_a.pdf

DTSC Design Review 
Comments on Draft Work Plan 
for Clinical and Translational 
Research Institute Construction 
Site-UCSD

Patrick, Omoruyi

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Unknown, (USACE) 5/16/2012 4 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.01_0502_a.pdf

DTSC Review of Response to 
Comments on Draft Final Work 
Plan for Clinical and 
Translational Research 
Institutute Construction Site-
UCSD

Patrick, Omoruyi

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Firouzi, Forough Fran 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

6/5/2012 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.01_0503_a.pdf

DTSC Design Review 
Comments on the Draft Work 
Plan for Clinical and 
Translational Research Institute 
Construction Site-UCSD

Patrick, Omoruyi

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Firouzi, Forough Fran 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

6/11/2012 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.01_0506_a.pdf

DTSC Concurs with the Draft 
Final Treatability 
Study/Technology 
Demonstration Completion 
Report Based on Soil Results

Patrick, Omoruyi

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Firouzi, Forough Fran 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

6/17/2013 4 No

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_03.01_0507_a.pdf

Transmittal of the Final 
Remedial Investigation Report 
to the Department of Toxic 
Substances Control

Fran Firouzi USACE, LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT

Michael, Sara 
(CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC 
SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL)

12/3/2019 1 No

03 - Remedial Investigation (RI) Records
01 - Correspondence

04 – Work Plans
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_03.04_0501_a.pdf

Final Work Plan for Soil 
Characterization at UCSD 
Clinical and Translational 
Research Institute Construction 
Site

USACE, 
ALBUQUERQUE 
DISTRICT

USACE, 
ALBUQUERQUE 
DISTRICT

Unknown 6/20/2012 1196 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_03.10_0503_a.pdf

Final Completion Report for the 
Treatability Study/Technology 
Demonstration Project at the 
Clinical and Translational 
Research Institute Construction 
Site 

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 7/--/2013 1336 Yes

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_03.10_0504_a.pdf

Final Remedial Investigation 
Report for UCSD (Camp 
Matthews) Range Complex No. 
1

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 12/2/2019 1788 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.12_0500_a.pdf

Technical Project Planning 
Read-Ahead Package for the 
Clinical and Translational 
Research Institute Construction 
Site

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 11/--/2011 3 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.12_0501_a.pdf

Technical Project Planning 
Meeting #1 for the Soil 
Characterization at the Clinical 
and Translational Research 
Institute Construction Site

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 11/16/2011 76 No

200-1e J09CA111001_03.12_0502_a.pdf

Final Technical Project 
Planning Memorandum - 
Meeting #1 for Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study 
for MRS Range Complex No. 1

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 3/--/2014 96 Yes

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_04.01_0003_a.pdf

Department of Toxic 
Substances Control Concurs 
with Final Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study 
Report

Patrick, Omoruyi

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Hendler, Harry (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

4/17/2018 2 No

01 - Correspondence

04 – Work Plans, QAPPs, and other Plans

10 - RI Reports (and other RI related reports)

12 - Meeting Documents

04 - Feasibility Study (FS) Records
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

1200C 
PERM J09CA111001_04.04_0003_a

Final Uniform Federal Policy 
for Quality Assurance Project 
Plan (QAPP)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT) Unknown 4/--2018 1714 Yes

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0507_a.pdf
Comments on the Draft Site 
Specific Work Plan Addendum 
to the Programmatic Work Plan

Blake, Martha CITY OF SAN DIEGO, 
CA

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/14/2006 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0513_a.pdf

Comments on the Draft Site 
Specific Work Plan Addendum 
to the Programmatic Work Plan 
with Responses

Oberti, Larry
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/7/2006 3 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0514_a.pdf

Comments on the Draft Final 
Site Inspection Report with 
Attached Response to 
Comments

Benedict, Stephen
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Godard, Lloyd (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

8/29/2007 5 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0522_a.pdf

Request to Become a 
Stakeholder Reviewer for 
Future Reports Produced in 
Support of Remediation 
Activities at the University of 
California, San Diego

Benedict, Stephen
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

10/26/2004 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0528_a.pdf Comments on the Draft 
Preliminary Assessment Report Curtis, Randal USACE, (ST. LOUIS 

DISTRICT)

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL)); 
Oberti, Larry 
(UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO)

5/3/2005 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0531_a.pdf

Comments on the Draft Final 
Munitions and Explosives of 
Concern Construction Safety 
Support Work Plan

Keochekian, Erin 
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/12/2005 4 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0533_a.pdf Notice of Preparation - Draft 
Environmental Impact Report Steindorf, Jeffrey

UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

11/8/2004 10 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0534_a.pdf Notice of Preparation - Draft 
Environmental Impact Report Steindorf, Jeffrey 

UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Godard, Lloyd (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

4/29/2008 6 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0537_a.pdf
Comments on the Notification 
Memorandum Dated December 
8, 2004

Hellmann, M. Boone 
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

1/19/2005 12 No

08 - Public Affairs/Community Relations Records
01 - Correspondence

Attachment 2 - Administrative Record Index USCS (Camp Matthews)

July 2020 A2-6 Contract No. W912PL-16-C-0021



ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0539_a.pdf February 10th Meeting 
Summary Steindorf, Jeffrey  

UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL)); 
Gimeno-O'brien, Alice 
(CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC 
SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL)

2/18/2005 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0540_a.pdf

Understanding that No Time 
Critical Removal Action is 
Necessary and Appreciation for 
Offer of Construction Safety 
Support 

Hellmann, M. Boone 
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

11/18/2004 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0544_a.pdf Notice of Completion - Draft 
Environmental Impact Report Steindorf, Jeffrey 

UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

6/22/2005 5 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0561_a.pdf

Request for Meeting to Discuss 
Camp Matthews FUDS and 
University of California San 
Diego Graduate Student 
Housing Project

Oberti, Larry
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

10/18/2004 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0563_a.pdf

Unexploded Ordnances 
Discovered During 
Development and Construction 
Activities

Scandura, John

CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF 
TOXIC SUBSTANCES 
CONTROL

Goldberg, Gail (CITY 
OF SAN DIEGO 
PLANNING 
DEPARTMENT); 
Williford, Douglas 
(SANTEE 
DEPARTMENT OF 
DEVELOPMENT 
SERVICES); Pryor, 
Gary (SAN DIEGO 
COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING AND 
LAND USE)

4/2/2003 4 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0568_a.pdf
Comments on Draft Site 
Specific Work Plan Addendum 
to the Programmatic Work Plan

Oberti, Larry
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

7/7/2006 3 No
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0570_a.pdf

Concurrence with Final 
Technical Project Planning 
Memorandum Technical 
Approach

Oberti, Larry
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Tran, Tawny (LOS 
ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

3/2/2006 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0571_a.pdf
Why CEQA Does Not Apply 
Under Formerly Used Defense 
Site Program

Tran, Tawny USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

Richmond, Charles 
(CITY OF SAN 
DIEGO, CA)

9/13/2006 7 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0586_a.pdf

Request to Remediate Lead-
Contaminated Soil Associated 
with Firing Ranges from the 
Former Camp Matthews

Macpherson, Garry 
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Armentrout, Jeffery 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

6/8/2011 1 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0588_a.pdf Debris Found Near UCSD East 
Campus Housing Project Godard, Lloyd USACE, (LOS 

ANGELES DISTRICT)

Hampel, Julie 
(UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO)

1/28/2010 3 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0589_a.pdf

UCSD Requesting Unexploded 
Ordnance (UXO) Avoidance 
Support for Upcoming Projects 
in Areas Identified as Having 
Known or Suspected Munitions 
and Explosives of Concern

Benedict, Stephen 
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Armentrout, Jeffery 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

2/19/2010 4 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0591_a.pdf

University of California, San 
Diego Suggest Further Revision 
of Work Plan for Clinical & 
Translational Research Institute 
Construction Site with 
Enclosure from County of San 
Diego to UCSD 

King, William Joel 
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Armentrout, Jeffery 
(LOS ANGELES 
DISTRICT (CESPL))

5/22/2012 8 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0592_a.pdf

USACE and UCSD Agreement 
not to Remediate Areas 4 and 5 
for Clinical Translational 
Research Institute Construction 
Site

Armentrout, Jeffery USACE, (LOS 
ANGELES DISTRICT)

Kaminski, Charles 
(UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO)

5/14/2013 2 No

200-1e J09CA111001_08.01_0593_a.pdf

UCSD Permits USACE to 
Remove Vegetation and Other 
Items Obstructing Completion 
of Remediation and Haul Road 
Project 

King, Joel
UNIVERSITY OF 
CALIFORNIA, SAN 
DIEGO

Simpler, Trent 
(USACE - 
ALBUQUERQUE 
DISTRICT)

8/16/2012 4 No

11 - Fact Sheets/Newsletters
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ARIMS File Name Document Title/ 
Description Author(s) Author Affiliation Recipient(s) Date

Approx 
No. of 
Pages

Redacted

200-1e J09CA111001_08.11_0500_a.pdf Former Camp Matthews Fact 
Sheet

USACE, (LOS 
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June 19, 2020 
 
 
Ms. Fran Firouzi  
USACE, Los Angeles District  
915 Wilshire Boulevard (Blvd.), Suite 930  
Los Angeles, California 90017 
 
Subject: UCSD (Camp Matthews) Proposed Plan for Munitions Response Site 
Conceptual Site Exposure Model 2 through 5 at Range Complex 1, San Diego, 
California. 
 
Dear Ms. Firouzi, 
 
The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has completed its review of the 
University of California San Diego (UCSD, Camp Matthews) Proposed Plan presented 
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The Camp Matthews site was the 
location of a former United States Marine Corps gunnery range from 1918 to 1964. In 
1964, all training at Camp Matthews ceased and the United States Navy transferred the 
property to the University of California San Diego. The Proposed Plan includes the 
Preferred Alternative for UCSD (Camp Matthews) Munitions Response Site (MRS) 
Conceptual Site Exposure Model (CSEM) 2 through 5 at Range Complex No. 1, located 
in the City of San Diego, in San Diego County, California. Based on the results of the 
Remedial Investigation (RI) Report (USACE, 2019b), USACE has recommended a No 
Action Decision under the Military Munitions Response Program (MMRP) and identified 
No Action as the Preferred Alternative because UCSD (Camp Matthews) MRS CSEM 2 
through 5 at Range Complex No. 1 do not present a current or future unacceptable risk 
to human health or the environment. This decision excludes CSEM 1, Candidate 
Property 001 (CP001), which will be delineated as a separate Formerly Used Defense 
Site (FUDS) project and under a new stand-alone RI/Feasibility Study (FS). 
 
The DTSC concurs with the recommendations stated in the Proposed Plan.   
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B3THE SAN DIEGO UNION-TRIBUNE SUNDAY • MARCH 8, 2020

Thursday, March 19, 6:30 p.m.
USD Joan B. Kroc Institute for Peace and Justice Theatre

Theworld’smost complex problems
require newways of thinking.

What if therewas a plan for reducing urban violence
by fifty percent, using a series of smart-on-crime
strategies that don’t conform to the political talking
points of either the right or left?

The Joan B. Kroc School of Peace Studies
presents an Event Series,
Unexpected Solutions.

FEATURING
THOMAS ABT
Thomas Abt is a Senior Fellow
with the Council on Criminal Justice.

tinyurl.com/thomasabt

Sponsored by:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers announces the availability for public review files
comprising the Administrative Record for the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Formerly
Used Defense Site in the communities of La Jolla and University City in San Diego,
California. The Administrative Record is located at the San Diego Public Library,
Central Branch, and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District office.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers encourages community members to comment
on documents in the Administrative Record.

The Administrative Record contains documents which form the basis for the
selection of a response action. Documents now in the Administrative Record include
a determination of eligibility, validated sampling data, remedial investigation and
feasibility study report, and proposed plan. Other documents will be added to the
Administrative Record as the project work progresses. Future additions may include,
but are not limited to, the Decision Document, other technical reports, comments,
and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ responses to significant comments.

The Administrative Record will be available for review on Monday-Thursday from
9:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Friday and Saturday from 9:30 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., and Sunday
from 12:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. at:

San Diego Public Library, Central Branch
330 Park Blvd.

San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619-236-5800

It is also available for review at the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles
District office Monday through Friday from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m.:

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District
915 Wilshire Blvd., 13th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017
Telephone: 213-452-3921

Written comments on the Administrative Record files should be sent to the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers at the address listed above.

Public Notice
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS ANNOUNCES

The availability of the Administrative Record for
UCSD (Camp Matthews)
in San Diego, California

Westmont of La Mesa

www.westmontoflamesa.com

DR. VICTORIA SHARMA PRESENTS:

The Importance of Sleep
and Your Health

Having trouble sleeping? Do you have any questions
about inconsistencies inyoursleep?Dr.VictoriaSharma,
Board Certified in Neurology and Sleep Medicine, will
discuss sleep disorders and the importance of a good
night’s rest.

Free Educational Classes
Come join us every month for our speaker series presented

by our partners at Sharp Grossmont Hospital!

Next Class:
Monday, March 16th

2:00 - 3:00 PM

Space is Limited!
Please RSVP by March
15th at (858) 257-4861

9000 Murray Drive, La Mesa, CA 91942

Summercrest Apartments
Located at 2615 E Plaza Blvd,

National City, CA 91950
Waiting List will be opened and

accepting applications for the Senior
62 andOlder Studio floor plan

ONLY. Opening for LIMITED TIME.
StartingMonday, March 9, 2020
through Friday, March 13, 2020.
During office hours of 10:00AM-
12:00 PM and 1:00 PM- 4:00 PM
On a first come first serve basis.
Located at 2615 E Plaza Blvd,

National City, CA 91950

LOWINCOMEPROJECT
BASEDSECTION8

LA JOLLA
The Visioning Commit-

tee of the La Jolla Recre-
ation Center Advisory
Group presented plans for a
complete transformation of
the Rec Center at its
monthly meeting Feb. 26.
The proposal, which encom-
passes four years of work,
would cost about $6 million
and has an estimated com-
pletion timeline of three to
four years, once plans would
be finalized.

What originally began as
a quest to renovate the Rec
Center’s old, non-ADA com-
pliant playground, quickly
grew to include a rehabilita-
tion of the entire Rec Center
grounds, including its his-
toric building.

“We want to beautify the
RecCenter,wewant tobring
in more programming, we
want tomake it the center of
the La Jolla Village,” said Vi-
sioning Committeemember
LizzetFitzCluster.

Committee co-chair Jill
Peters explained the plans
reflect “years of research, in-
cluding current trends in
playgrounds, how to keep
kids active, and what green-
ing up the area would look
like. Then, we realized our
building needs updates and
it’s really not used to its ca-
pacity.”

FitzClustersaidthemas-
terplanhas“lookedatallan-
gles,” considering input
fromall Rec Center immedi-
ate neighbors — The Bish-
op’s School, the San Diego
Museum of Contemporary
Art, condo buildings, La Jol-
la Presbyterian Church, La
Jolla Woman’s Club and
more.

These neighbors were in-
vited to provide feedback re-
garding how the Rec Center
upgrades would affect them
andwhat theywould like the
RecCenter todo.

The committee also held
a three-day community-
widedesigncharrette inMay
2018, a brainstormingmeet-
ing to gather ideas that in-
fluenced the current plans.
The feedback revealed the

need for “shade, better play-
ground equipment, seating
and bathrooms,” shared
committee co-chair Alexis
McCandless.

The building itself is his-
toric, commissioned by
Ellen Browning Scripps and
designed by renowned Ir-
ving Gill. Built in 1915, the
Rec Center building and its
playground were “one of the
first of their kind west of the
Mississippi,” said commit-
tee member Trace Wilson,
an architect and urbanist
who added that he grew up
in La Jolla and attended
Gillispie School, La Jolla El-
ementary, Muirlands Mid-
dleSchool andBishop’s.

Following Scripps’ vision
to give citizens a clean, safe
place to congregate and
speak freely, Gill designed
the building tomirror the lo-
cal missions and haciendas
with arches and other fea-
tures but, true to his mod-
ernist leanings, kept the
building simple and prog-
ressive. Wilson, in drawing
up the proposed Rec Center
changes, said he wanted
verymuchto“bringbackthe
history” of thebuilding.

At theFebruarymeeting,
Wilson showed the board
and audience members his-
torical photos of the Rec
Center, along with photos of
the current state of the
buildingandgrounds,asevi-
dence for theneed for a com-
plete rehabilitation. He ex-
plained the new plans will
update and expand theCen-
ter, and seek to unify the
grounds.

In the past, the Rec Cen-
ter underwent changes “in-
crementally patched to-
gether,” he continued,
“which resulted in play-
grounds bifurcated by
basketball courts and very
little shade.”

Wilson then ran through
previously considered sce-
narios for upgrades, which
were dismissed for various
reasons, such asmoving the
basketball courts next to
Draper Avenue, which
would “cut off pedestrianac-
cess from the Village,” he ex-
plained.

Addressing the requests
for an underground parking
garage, another discarded
idea, Wilson stated: “Ulti-
mately, we wanted the Rec
Center to be for the people,

not cars.”
The committee then pre-

sented three images of the
currentproposal, theunveil-
ing of which provokedmuch
applause fromtheaudience.

The newRec Center, Wil-
son shared, would feature
movement of the play-
grounds close together,
movement of the basketball
courts back toward the ten-
nis courts, the renovation of
the building, and a taking
over of a portion of Cuvier
Street to open it up to the
people, he stated.

“Currently, Cuvier is in-
terrupted and vacated by
Bishop’s,” Wilson explained.
It’s owned half by Bishop’s
and half by the Rec Center.
The proposed plans would
close thepartofCuvieradja-
cent theRecCenter tovehic-
ular traffic, sharing the
street with Bishop’s and us-
ing much of it for a park, a
move supported byBishop’s
andcommunityplannerand
civil engineer Joe LaCava of
BirdRock.

Theparkingdisplacedby
the Cuvier space would not
be lost, Wilson continued,
gesturing to the images
where the plans include

changing the current park-
ing along Prospect Street
fromparallel todiagonal.

This move would make
the street safer, as it would

slow down traffic and add
morespots, increasingavail-
able parking overwhat pres-
ently stands around theRec
Center by 30percent.

The plans also layer in
community desires, like new
bocce ball and squash
courts, and incorporate
shade in a “natural way,
which aligns with the green-
ing of La Jolla, helping peo-
ple have that connection to
nature which is so healing
and rejuvenating,” Phelps
said.

Thenewplaygroundswill
feature custom equipment
by Danish company Mon-
strum, which committee co-
chairMcCandless explained
would include ocean- and
coastal-themed play struc-
tures very specific to La Jol-
la, with plenty of educa-

tional, whimsical and inter-
esting points for all ages,
while still being age-appro-
priate.

The tennis courts would
remainuntouched,basedon
feedback from court users
that no changes are really
needed.

As for the Rec Center
building, “the historic fabric
of the building will be left to-
tally in place,” Wilson said.
There would, however, be
renovations that connect
the front to the back and
make the building more
openand see-through.
The Rec Center Advisory

Board meets 5 p.m. the third
Wednesday of the month at
thecenter, 615ProspectSt.

Elisabeth Frausto writes for the U-T
Community Press.

GROUP UNVEILS PLANS TO REVAMP LA JOLLA REC CENTER
Project envisions
building as center
of community
BY ELISABETH FRAUSTO

The proposed transformation of the La Jolla Rec
Center (middle) is shown in an aerial rendering.
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1039 Garnet Ave. • San Diego, CA 92109 • 858-352-6600

FREE REGULAR FRIES
w/ purchase of a Cheesesteak. Expires 03/21/20

www.sandiegoblindandshade.com

Custom Window Covering
at a price you can afford

Call for free shop at home appointment
Sales & Service 858-272-7810

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to review and 
comment on a Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
Formerly Used Defense Site located in San Diego, California. 
The former camp was used for military training from 1918 
until 1964.  The Proposed Plan presents the findings of 
environmental investigations and the preferred response action 
based on those findings for the former camp. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers encourages you to comment 
on the Proposed Plan during the 30-day public comment 
period between February 24 and March 27, 2020. The report is 
available as part of the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Administrative 
Record at the San Diego Public Library, Central Branch, 
located at 330 Park Blvd., San Diego, CA 92101, and on the 
website listed below. Comments will also be accepted during a 
public meeting on March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m. at the Hyatt House 
Sorrento Mesa, 10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA  92121.

Fran Firouzi
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
915 Wilshire Blvd., 13th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401
Email: FUDS.SPL@usace.army.mil 

Over 600 pounds of trash picked up in Village 

BY DAVE SCHWAB

Enhance La Jolla’s district manag-
er told La Jolla Village Merchants 
Association in February that the 
new Maintenance Assessment 
District has completely cleaned 
the Village, while addressing most 
deferred maintenance issues there.

“We have completed one itera-
tion of  sidewalk power-washing, 
increasing the frequency of  the 
process hopefully to every other 
month for six a year,” Enhance La 
Jolla District Manager John Unbe-
wust told merchants. “We have 
picked up a significant amount of  
trash since we began Oct. 1 of  last 
year.”

Unbewust said the weekly trash 
“haul” totaling about 600 pounds 
includes a substantial amount of  
trimmed palm fronds.

“That is supplemental to what 
the city does,” said LJVMA Execu-
tive Director Jodi Rudick.

Unbewust said sponsors are now 
being sought to provide doggie sta-
tions around town to help people 
pick up after their pets. He added 
the MAD is also looking into tak-
ing on repair and refurbishment 
of  community benches located 
throughout town.

Also being considered by the new 
MAD are privately funded capital 
improvement projects, that Unbe-
wust said will focus on streetscape.

“We’re meeting with a number 
of  local architects on March 5 to 
focus on improvements to land-
scape, fencing and lighting,” he 
said. “We want to provide street 
side planter boxes uniformly, mak-
ing them look cleaner.”

Unbewust said the ultimate goal 
is to make the Village of  La Jolla 
“not only cleaner but more walk-
able, safer and pedestrian-friendly. 
We want to make a big impact in 
improving the look and feel of  the 
Village.”

ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
SINCE OCT. 1, 2019: 

• Completed deferred mainte-
nance for tree and bush trimming, 
sidewalk washing, and litter/trash 
collection. 

• Trimmed all trees up to 10 feet.
• Removed all damaged  

planters.
• Cleaned tree wells.
• Removed damaged benches.
• Painted 15 trash receptacles. 

Twenty-one more are scheduled.
• Worked with city to remove 

unsafe tree limbs (two locations).
• Worked with city to address 

water leaks (three locations).
• Weekly clean of  pedestrian 

ramps and dog droppings.
• Weekly removal of  600 

pounds of  trash and palm fronds.
• Regularly clean sidewalks 

around benches and trash recep-
tacles.

• Weekly water hanging  
planters. 

La Jolla wrongful death suit trial set for April 10
A motion was recently approved 

by a judge adding new claims to an 
April 2018 wrongful death law-
suit in the case of  Mikaela Jones, 
22, who was fatally struck by an 
armored truck driver on April 17, 
2018, in the parking lot of  La Jolla 
Village Square shopping center.

It was Jones’ birthday and she was 
crossing the street in La Jolla Village 
Square when her dog got away from 
her, according to San Diego Police.

The lawsuit against Garda CL 
West and its truck driver employee 
Kevin Barber, alleges the company 
knew Barber was unfit and inexpe-

rienced to drive armored trucks, yet 
continued to employ him up to the 
day Jones was fatally struck.

The shopping center was also 
named as a defendant.

“The case is currently on track to 
go to trial on April 10 in downtown 
San Diego,” said the plaintiff ’s attor-
ney Robert S. Glassman, of  the law 
firm of  Panish Shea & Boyle. “While 
much of  the evidence has already 
been uncovered, there are still some 
witnesses we need to speak with 
whose testimony will shed light on 
just how and why a tragic event like 
this could happen.”

The complaint also alleges Barber 
sped up, rather than slowed down, 
when he came around a curve in the 
parking lot and struck Jones.

Added Glassman, “Based on what 
we know so far, though, we have re-
cently included allegations against 
Garda for negligently entrusting the 
armored truck to the driver who we 
believe should have never been oper-
ating this type of  vehicle in the first 
place. Mikaela’s parents are still 
grieving and will never get over the 
unimaginable loss of  their beloved 
daughter who brought so much joy 
and light to their lives.”

La Jolla women’s golf legend 
Mickey Wright dead at 85

Golf  lost another legend with 
the recent death of  13-time major 
champion, Mickey Wright.

Born Feb. 14, 1935, in San Die-
go, Wright began to hit balls with 
her father, Arthur, a 15 handi-
capper and San Diego attorney, 
at age 4. At age 11, she received 
her first lesson at La Jolla Country 
Club. Within a year, she had bro-
ken 100.

Wright died after suffering a 
heart attack in Fort Lauderdale, 
Florida, where she had been hos-
pitalized the last few weeks. 

In her book, “Play Golf  the 
Wright Way,” Wright tried to ex-
plain the fascination that golf  had 
for her. “Something happened to 
me when I swung a golf  club,” she 
said. “I felt free and graceful like 
somebody. I still do. Golf  to me is 
not only a way of  life, it’s a creative 
outlet, a constant, never ending 
challenge; frustrating but never 
dull; infuriating, but satisfying.”

Her strong, graceful swing 
would guide Wright to 13 major 
championships and 82 victories 
total (second most all-time), with 
many coming while carrying the 
Ladies Professional Golf  Associ-
ation (LPGA) Tour on her shoul-
ders. 

She won the U.S. Women’s Open 
and the LPGA Championship four 
times each. She won the Vare 

 Trophy five times, was the lead-
ing money winner four times, 
and twice had winning streaks 
of  four straight tournaments.

Wright retired from full-time 
competition in 1969, at the age 
of  34. Citing an adverse reaction 
to sunlight, an aversion to fly-
ing and foot problems, Wright 
settled for a quiet life in Port St. 
Lucie, Florida. 

Mickey Wright  
PHOTO COURTESY OF WIKI COMMONS

do about the growing homelessness 
problem.

“Homelessness could be any one 
of  us,” said Applebaum Singh, a 
nurse practitioner. “It is someone 
who is one paycheck away from be-
ing on the street. I propose creating 
a team to go out and address the 
root cause of  homelessness.”

“We need to focus on the root 
causes of  homelessness, which 

include mental health and sub-
stance-abuse issues,” Bry said. “If  
we don’t address those … just giving 
someone a place to live will not be a 
long-term solution.”

Candidate Riel, who has been em-
ployed with the San Diego City Hous-
ing Commission said, “Homeless 
should be in mental health facilities, 
not jail. That’s a mistake. They need 
special treatment for addiction.”

Gloria, 78th District Assembly mem-
ber representing La Jolla said, “We need 
to break with the status quo. Ending 

chronic homelessness starts with lead-
ership from the mayor’s office making 
it the top priority in the city. We need to 
spend money on what actually works.”

“We’ve been doing some things 
at the city that have been working 
— homeless shelters, permanent 
supportive housing,” said Sherman. 
“We also need to focus more on the 
enforcement side. Crimes committed 
by people who are homeless are still 
crimes and need to be enforced.”

“Look around the room, see who’s 
not here,” answered Williamson, a 
community activist working with 
families who’ve lost members to 
police violence. “People of  color are 
disproportionately impacted.”

Regarding short-term vacation 
rentals (STVRs), a hot-button issue 
especially along the coast, candidates 
were asked if  they would enforce exist-
ing municipal codes forbidding rent-
als in single-family neighborhoods.

“I would enforce the law,” said 
Gloria. “If  you don’t like the law — 
change it.”

“I’ve advocated regulating STVRs 
to allow primary homes and one 
other,” said Sherman.

“I don’t want strangers in our 
neighborhoods,” answered Apple-
baum Singh.

“We need to bring people to the 
table,” said Williamson. “The city is 
failing to do that.”

CANDIDATES >>

CONT. FROM PG. 1
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27 FAST & EASY TIPS TO GET THE BEST PRICE FOR YOUR HOME
SAN DIEGO. Because your home

may well be your largest asset, sell-
ing it is probably one of  the most
important decisions you will make
in your life. And once you have
made that decision, you'll want to
sell your home for the highest price
in the shortest time possible with-
out compromising your sanity.

To assist home sellers, a new
industry report has just been
released called "27 Valuable Tips
That You Should Know to Get Your
Home Sold Fast and for Top 
Dollar."

In this report you'll discover how
to avoid financial disaster when

selling your home. Using a com-
mon-sense approach you will get
straight facts about what can
make or break the sale of  your
home.

You owe it to yourself  to learn
how these important tips will give
you the competitive edge to get
your home sold fast and for the
most amount of  money.

To hear a brief  recorded mes-
sage about how to order your FREE
copy of  this report, call toll-free 1-
800-276-0763 and enter 1023.
You can call any time, 24 hours a
day, 7 days a week. Get your free
special report NOW.

Courtesy of Dennis DeSouza  Coldwell Banker Lic. 01220680

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to review and 
comment on a Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews) 
Formerly Used Defense Site located in San Diego, California. 
The former camp was used for military training from 1918 
until 1964.  The Proposed Plan presents the findings of 
environmental investigations and the preferred response action 
based on those findings for the former camp. 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers encourages you to comment 
on the Proposed Plan during the 30-day public comment 
period between February 24 and March 27, 2020. The report is 
available as part of the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Administrative 
Record at the San Diego Public Library, Central Branch, 
located at 330 Park Blvd., San Diego, CA 92101, and on the 
website listed below. Comments will also be accepted during a 
public meeting on March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m. at the Hyatt House 
Sorrento Mesa, 10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA  92121.

Fran Firouzi
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
915 Wilshire Blvd., 13th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401
Email: FUDS.SPL@usace.army.mil 

MyNabes app unites La Jolla communities, helps the planet and promotes government transparency
BY VICTORIA DAVIS

Four years ago, entrepreneur and 
mother Elodie Bottine moved from 
France to the Bay Area in San Fran-
cisco. After two years of  struggling 
to connect her and her family with 
the West Coast community, Bot-
tine came up with an idea for an 
app that’s all about neighbor-help-
ing-neighbor: MyNabes.

“We all are so busy in our daily lives, 
rushing around to do the next thing 
and we do not notice the people we’re 
next to in coffee shops or at the gro-
cery store,” said Bottine. “MyNabes 
is an app that connects people face-
to-face, not just behind a screen like 
social media. This is more personal.”

MyNabes, launched this Octo-
ber by Bottine and her co-founder 
Raluca Perkins, another Bay Area 
mom, is a free app that allows us-
ers to engage with their neighbors 
through making requests in one 
of  19 categories. The categories 
range from teaching and coach-
ing, giving advice and helping 
with groceries to scheduling kid 
playdates, babysitting pets, and 
finding buddies for sports activ-
ities. The app also discourages 
neighbors from offering each oth-
er money. Instead, they can choose 
from six “rewards,” including of-
fering homemade cooking, going 
out for a drink, a simple thank 
you, and more.

“MyNabes isn’t about making 
money, it’s about meeting peo-
ple,” said Bottine, who uses the 
app with Perkins to ask neigh-
bors to join in their weekly Friday 
hikes. “When I was in France, I 
met this 92-year-old woman who 
lived in the same neighborhood 
for 70 years, but she didn’t have 

any connections. No one was 
taking care of  her, so I started to 
help her with groceries and the 
pharmacy and she became like 
my grandmother. That’s what I 
want this app to do for people.”

Currently, MyNabes is being used 
by roughly 600 people and in six San 
Diego neighborhoods, including La 
Jolla.

“I have a lot of  friends in La Jolla, 
so I’m sure that was part of  why it’s 
done so well there,” said Perkins, who 
is originally from Romania and moved 
to the Bay Area 10 years ago.

She added, “In Europe, everyone 
watches those American movies 
when someone moves into a new 
neighborhood and one of  the neigh-
bors comes with a pie and welcomes 
them to the area. I’ve lived in three or 
four different neighborhoods and that 
is really not a natural American thing 
to do. We thought that, by using the 
app, people would be more willing to 
connect to their neighbor without 
feeling that they have to go knock on 
their door and break the cultural, so-
cial barrier.”

But not only is MyNabes a source 
for helping communities, it’s also 
an app focused on aiding the planet 
through encouraging neighbors to 
carpool, share appliances and tools 
and donate goods they no longer need.

“Instead of  buying something new, 
you can borrow it,” said Bottine. “In-
stead of  trashing everything, you can 
donate. We too often overconsume 
and buy so many things we don’t re-
ally need.”

MyNabes is also lending a hand in 
promoting government transparency. 
Bottine and Perkins just signed a con-
tract with San Francisco’s City Hall to 
create a special category in the app this 
spring where users can engage directly 

with City Hall and share their ideas 
and suggestions. City Hall will also 
have a dedicated interface so they can 
respond to people directly. Perkins and 
Bottine also hope to implement this 
app feature with San Diego’s City Hall.

“A lot of  people complain about the 
lack of  transparency with administra-
tion, so we want to break that barrier 
and get these conversations going by 
joining the whole community to-
gether,” said Perkins. “We’re encour-
aged to see so many people drawn to 
this app.”

MyNabes is available nationwide, 
currently used most prominently in 
San Diego, Miami and New York. For 
more information about MyNabes, 
visit mynabes.com.

Founder of MyNabes Elodie Bottine introducing the app at an event in Palo Alto. COURTESY PHOTO

BUSINESS BRIEFS
 'FROZEN' TO TAKE 
OVER VILLAGE

To celebrate Broadway San Die-
go’s upcoming production of  Dis-
ney’s hit musical “Frozen,” the La 
Jolla Village will host an afternoon 
of  free Frozen-themed activities 
from 12-3 p.m., March 14 near 
Prospect and Girard.

Activities include a happy hour, 
spa treatments, games, challeng-
es, entertainment and a scavenger 
hunt where kids of  all ages can 
search the Village for Elsa, Anna, 
and their magical friends while 
earning prizes along the way. 
Event maps can be picked up at 
National Geographic Fine Art Gal-
leries, 1205 Prospect St. Guests 
who dress in Frozen-themed at-
tire will have a chance to win free 
tickets to the show, which runs 
from March 26 through April 12 
at San Diego Civic Theatre, 1100 
Third Ave.

Space for FROZEN Day in La Jol-
la Village is limited. Register in ad-
vance by visiting lajollabythesea.
com. To purchase tickets for the 
upcoming show of  “Frozen,” visit 
broadwaysd.com.

ROY’S HAWAIIAN FUSION 
CLOSES IN UTC

After nearly two decades in busi-
ness, celebrity chef  Roy Yamaguchi's 
namesake Roy's Hawaiian Fusion res-
taurant in UTC at 8670 Genesee Ave. 
will close Feb. 29, just short of  its 20th 
anniversary. Roy’s downtown San Die-
go location will remain open inside 
Marriott Marquis San Diego Marina.

Known for its its Pacific rim cui-
sine, Roy's is the creation of  James 
Beard Award-winner and To-
kyo-born celebrity chef  Roy Yama-
guchi. He opened the first Roy's 
Restaurant in Honolulu, Hawaii in 
1988. There were once 31 Roy’s 
throughout the world, but the num-
ber has dwindled.

In 2000, Yamaguchi sold his in-
terest in the mainland U.S. locations 
of  Roy’s to Bloomin' Brands, parent 
company behind Outback Steak-
house and other eateries. Yamaguchi 
retained control and ownership of  all 
Hawaii-based locations.

In 2015, Bloomin' Brands sold the 
mainland U.S. Roy's operations to 
Texas-based United Ohana for $10 
million citing lack of  strategic focus 
for development as a reason.

Roy's La Jolla opened in April 
2001.

For more information visit roysre-
staurant.com.

ROCK BOTTOM LA JOLLA 
CLOSES AFTER 22 YEARS

Rock Bottom Restaurant & Brew-
ery, which has been operating at 
8980 La Jolla Village Drive across 
from the UC San Diego campus since 
1998, has shuttered.

The brewpub was owned by 
CraftWorks Holdings Inc. of  Nash-
ville, Tenn., which operates several 
casual-dining restaurant chains in-
cluding Gordon Biersch Brewery Res-
taurants. Gordon Biersch’s Mission 
Valley site closed last summer.

CraftWorks Holdings operates near-
ly 400 restaurants, brewpubs and en-
tertainment venues in 40 states.

The Wallstreet Journal recently 
reported that CraftWorks Holdings 
Inc. was on the verge of  bankrupt-
cy, which likely led to the closure of  
Rock Bottom’s La Jolla location.

Reasons recently provided to Rock 
Bottom La Jolla employees by man-
agement for the brewpub closure 
included lack of  sufficient revenue 
generation and lease issues. The 
company operated a second Rock 
Bottom location in downtown’s 
Gaslamp Quarter from 1999 until 
2013.
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Public Comment Period
Proposed Plan for UCSD (Camp Matthews)

A Formerly Used Defense Site
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to review and
comment on a Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews)
Formerly Used Defense Site located in San Diego, California.
The former camp was used for military training from 1918 until
1964. The Proposed Plan presents the findings of environmental
investigations and the preferred response action based on those
findings for the former camp.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers encourages you to comment
on the Proposed Plan during the 30-day public comment period
between February 24 and March 27, 2020. The report is available as
part of the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Administrative Record at the
San Diego Public Library, Central Branch, located at 330 Park Blvd.,
San Diego, CA 92101, and on the website listed below.

Fran Firouzi
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, LA District
915 Wilshire Blvd., 13th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401
Email: FUDS.SPL@usace.army.mil

Comments received during this period will be considered in the final decision
process for the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Formerly Used Defense Site.

https://www.spl.usace.army.mil/Missions/Formerly-Used-Defense-Sites/UCSD-Camp-
Matthews-Range-Complex-No-1/

Comments must be submitted by March 27

www.westmontliving.com

Westmont of La Mesa
9000 Murray Drive
La Mesa, CA 91942
(858) 257-4861

Westmont at San Miguel Ranch
2325 Proctor Valley Road
Chula Vista, CA 91914

(619) 271-4385

Westmont Town Court
500 E. Valley Parkway
Escondido, CA 92025

(760) 737-5110

Westmont of La Mesa

S E N I O R L I V I N G

ENJOY WHAT YOU WANT,
WHEN YOU WANT.

Westmont of La Mesa provides
welcoming amenities to give you
many opportunities to enjoy
your new life!

Community Amenities:
Courtyards, Dining Venues, Wellness
Center, Movie Theater, Bistro, Artist’s
Studio, Library, Salon and more!

Call us at (858) 257-4861
to schedule a tour!

CALL TODAY! MOVE IN
BY MARCH 31ST TO RECEIVE
A SAVINGS OF UP TO

$3,500*
*Terms and Conditions apply

They’reback,butmigrat-
inghoodedorioleshardly
got thewelcomemat last
weekas theyarrivedamid
cold temperatures, rainand
generallymiserableweather.

Thesebeautiful song-
birdsmaybewonderingwhy
theybotheredto leave the
comfortofmore tropical
conditions inMexico.

But they’reback,having
starteddribbling into the
county late lastmonth,and
nowshowingup inmost
areas.

Theearliest reportswere
about threeweeksagowhen
thecolorfulbirdswere re-
ported inBorregoSprings
andata fewscattered loca-
tionsalongthecoast.

It’sanannualhomecom-
ing Ianxiouslyawait, and
thethrill of seeing the first
hoodedorioleof theseason
ishardtodescribe.

I’dhave tosay it’sabout
asexciting formeasWinnie
thePooh findingahoney
tree.

Sure,wehave flocksof
white-crownedsparrows
andyellow-rumpedwarblers

whobrightenupbouncing
around inourgardensall
winter,but thearrivalof the
orioles isnothing less than
magical.

Theneon-yellowand
orangealongwith jet-black
colorationmakethehooded
orioleoneofourmostcol-
orful summervisitors.Like
clockworktheyarrive in
numbersaroundthe first
weekofMarchandwith
equalpunctualitydepart
about the firstweek inSep-
tember.

Over the last several
years Ihaverecordedthe
firstmalearrivaloneither
March7, 8or9.

Males return first, fol-
lowedbythe lesscolorful
femalesabout10days two
weeks later.

For thenext fewmonths
theorioleswill beginnest
building,generally inpalms,
andbymid-summertheir
populationwillnoticeably
increaseas fledglingsbegin
feedingtobuildstrength
andenergy for the fallmigra-
tion.

Keepaneyeon fanpalms

orbroad leafplantssuchas
bananatreesor rubber
trees.Theoriolesuse the
fiber strands frompalms for
bothnestconstructionand
tosewthepouchnest into
thebroad leaveswhereeggs
andchickswill beprotected
fromrain.

Oriolesaddbothcolor
andanimationtoyourbird
feedersandwill keepyou
busyproviding freshnectar,
grape jellyor slicesofor-
ange.

Residentswhowant to
attract thebirdscandoso
easilybyofferingseveral
typesoforiole feedersavail-
ableat localbirdsupply
outlets.

Mostpopulararenectar
feeders,because theywill
provide food forseveral
days.Thenectar isamixture
ofone-part sugarand four
partswater,mixed inboiling

waterandallowedtocool.
Clean feederswellwhen
refilling.

Hoodedoriolesarealso
justplaincrazyaboutgrape
jelly.That’sabitmoreex-
pensive thannectar, and
theyaren’t veryneatabout
eating it, often flinging it
about. It’sagood ideatoput
jelly feedersout in thegar-
denaway frompatiosor
walkways.

Orangescut inhalf or
quarterscanbeplacedona
trayoronaspikeandthe
birdswill alsoenjoy that,
however, try tokeepthem
outofhotsunlight.

In thenatural environ-
ment,hoodedoriolesalso
feedon insectsbyhanging
upsidedowntoexaminethe
undersideof leaves.

Oneof themostappeal-
ing thingsabout thesesum-
mervisitorsare theirantics.
Theyare theclownsof the
birdworld,alsohanging
upsidedownfromyour
feeders, slidingdownthe

stringorwireholdinga
feeder, chatteringandbick-
eringwitheachother.

Theyarenervousand
animatedbirds,dashing in
andoutof feedersandex-
ploding ina flurryof flying
feathersat theappearance
ofahuman. I’ve foundthe
bestwaytowatchthemis
fromawindow.Youmight
getaview if sittingperfectly
still neara feeder,butgener-
ally theyseemtorecognize
thehumanshapeandbolt
immediately.

Ihavenectar feederson
mypatiobythekitchen
window, rightat thewindow
ofmyoffice, andbymybed-
roomwindow.Thisgivesme
agoodviewastheycometo
feed.

Hoodedoriolesarea
beautiful additiontoany
landscape.Witha little
effort, youshouldbeable to
attract themtoyourhome.

Email ernie@packtrain.com or visit
erniesoutdoors.blogspot.com.

ERNIE COWAN Outdoors

Attracting the colorful hooded oriole to your yard this summer

The yellow, orange and black coloration make the
hooded oriole one of our most colorful visitors.

ERNIE COWAN

OCEANSIDE
Oceanside rejected apro-

posal last week to eliminate
the use of chemical pesti-
cides in city parks because it
would increasemaintenance
costsby $250,000 ormoreper
year.

The chemical-free plan
would include hiring a full-
time crew of four people to
pull weeds by hand and cap-
ture gophers and ground
squirrels in live traps, said
Nathan Mertz, public works
divisionmanager.

About nine residents
spokeinfavoroftheidea,say-
ing it would safeguard the
health of children and boost
the city’s reputation as a
steward of the environment.
But City Council members
balkedat the idea, saying the
increased expense could be
usedtocoverothercityneeds
suchstreetmaintenanceand
public safety.

“We are essentially trad-
ing two police officers ... or
youname it ... for apestman-
agement policy” if the plan is

approved, said Mayor Peter
Weiss.

Hesuggestedthecitycon-
tinue with its present pest
management policies until
November, then take anoth-
er look at the budget andde-
cide whether to adopt the
non-toxic approach. A ma-
jorityof thecouncil agreed.

“We can’t afford it at this
time,” said Councilman
ChristopherRodriguez.

Gophers and ground
squirrels dig holes in playing
fields that can trip or injure
children playing sports,
CouncilmanJackFeller said;
that could be a greater dan-
gerthantheoccasionaluseof
conventional traps or pesti-
cides.

Councilwoman Esther
Sanchezwas the only one on
thedais tosupport theplan.

“This is the cost of main-
taining thehealth of our chil-
dren,” Sanchez said. “It is a
priority tome.”

The policy would be part
of Oceanside’s “integrated
pestmanagementprogram,”
which covers landscape
maintenance at the city’s 45

parks, recreation centers
andcommunity facilities.

Only a handful of South-
ern California cities have
adopted non-toxic mainte-
nance plans. Most of those
are aimed at reducing or
eliminating theuse of chemi-
cals such as glyphosate,
which is found inwidelyused
weed-killers such as Round-
up.

Encinitas adopted a pest
management policy that
stopped the use of
glyphosates in city parks in
2015.

Carlsbad, Oceanside’s
neighbor to the south,
adopted a policy in 2017 that
stresses the use of organic,
non-toxic pesticides inmost
cases.

Organic pesticides and
herbicides generally use
plant-based ingredients or
some other naturally occur-
ring material. They are gen-
erally more expensive and
need to be applied more fre-
quently than the chemical
versions.

philip.diehl@sduniontribune.com

OCEANSIDE COUNCIL NIXES
PESTICIDE-FREE PARKS PLAN
BY PHIL DIEHL
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Public Comment Period
Proposed Plan for UCSD (Camp Matthews)

A Formerly Used Defense Site
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to review and comment on
a Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Formerly Used Defense
Site located in San Diego, California. The former camp was used for
military training from 1918 until 1964. The Proposed Plan presents the
findings of environmental investigations and the preferred response action
based on those findings for the former camp.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers encourages you to comment on
the Proposed Plan during the 30-day public comment period between
February 24 and March 27, 2020. The report is available as part of the
UCSD (Camp Matthews) Administrative Record at the San Diego Public
Library, Central Branch, located at 330 Park Blvd., San Diego, CA 92101,
and on the website listed below. Comments will also be accepted during a
public meeting on March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m. at the Hyatt House Sorrento
Mesa, 10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA 92121.

Fran Firouzi
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, LA District
915 Wilshire Blvd., 13th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90017-3401
Email: FUDS.SPL@usace.army.mil

Comments received during this period will be considered in the final decision
process for the UCSD (Camp Matthews) Formerly Used Defense Site.

https://www.spl.usace.army.mil/Missions/Formerly-Used-Defense-Sites/UCSD-Camp-
Matthews-Range-Complex-No-1/

Comments must be submitted by March 27

NURSERY GOING
OUT OF BUSINESS
30-70% OFF

1500 N Coast Hwy 101
Leucadia, CA 92024
760-840-0270

I’measilydistracted, especially
when it comes to thebeautiesof
nature.

Therewasstill a chill to the
morningair, butwarmth in the
early sunlightas Ibegantopre-
pare for thearrival ofmigrating
orioles later thismonth.

Iwascleaningandreplacing
hummingbird feederswithoriole
feeders, but soonmyattentionwas
diverted to theactivityof the resi-
denthummingbirds.

I’ll getback to theorioles, but
thebeautyandanticsof the
hummingbirdsdemandedmy full
attention.

Itwasalsoagoodexcuse to just
sit andsee forawhile.

Last fall IwroteaboutMorning
Joe, anAllen’shummingbirdwho
maderegularmorningvisits,
sharingmypatiowhile I enjoyed
coffee. Joeownedthedelicate tipof
anagavewherehewouldperch
belowthenectar feeders.

Hewasveryprotective, fre-
quently flyinguptochaseaway
otherhummingbirdswhocameto
drink,buthedidn’t seemtomind
mypresence, sitting less than6
feetaway.

Seasonshavechanged, andJoe
hasmovedon fornow, replacedby
abuzzingscrumofAnna’s
hummingbirds, themostcommon
specieshere inSanDiego.

Andthere isoneAnna’swho
hasalso takenonthe roleasde-
fenderof the feeder,perchingon

theagave tipor inanearbysumac
bushthendartingup,while scold-
ing, tochallengeotherhumming-
birdsas theycometodrink.

Heactuallydroveotherbirds
away,until Iplacedasecond feeder
nearby,making itquite challeng-
ing forhimtoprotectbothplaces.

Idecided tosetupacamera
andtripodandsettle inwitha
morningbeverageandsee if I
couldcapture thebeautybefore
me.

As themaleAnna’sdarted
about, thedark feathersonthe
headandneckwouldcatch the

sunlight, exploding intoabrilliant,
iridescentmagenta.

Hewoulddashbetweenthe
feederandhisneedle-likeagave
perch, tiny feet reachingout to
graspashe landed.

Suchdelicatebeauty,with
intricate, layered feathersonhis
headandthroat, like sequinson
the finest eveninggown.

Seeminglyweightlessmove-
ments.Blindingspeedonemo-
ment,hovering inplace thenext,
backward,up,down,andthen
again jet-likeaccelerationwith
colors flashingashe twistsand

turns,moving throughpatchesof
sunlight.

Andthe joyousmiracleof this
tinycreature isall packaged intoa
bundleof energy thatweighs
aboutasmuchas twopennies.

Ibegantonoticeapattern.
Whileonhisneedle, he’dcranehis
neckupwardasanotherbirdap-
proached, thenbegin toslightly
bounce. I’dbeginshooting,with
hopesofgetting the liftoff.

After chasingotherbirdsaway,
he’d return, andI’dbeginshooting
again.

The resultwassomeexcellent
photographsandabout twohours
of timethat seemedtoevaporate
while Iwasenthralledby this
wonderofnature.

Ihighly recommend it, even if
youare just sittingandenjoying
thehummingbirdactivity.

Back to theorioles.
As Imentionedearlier,migrat-

inghoodedorioleswill beginarriv-
inghereanydaynow.Byearly
March theywill beaddingcolor
andtheir comical antics for those
whohaveputoutorangeslices,
grape jelly feedersor,morecom-
monly, oriole feeders filledwith the
samenectar that thehumming-
birdsenjoy.

The feeders fororiolesand
hummingbirdsareessentially the
same,butoriole feedershave
largerholes toaccommodate their
biggerbeaks.Hummingbirdswill
alsouse these feeders.

Several commercial oriole
feedersareavailableat localpet
shopsandbirdsupply stores, but
my favorite is theFirstNature,
32-ounceoriole feeder.

Iprefer these for their lowcost,
durabilityandmostlybecauseof
their ease incleaning. It is impor-
tant topreventharmfulmold that
will develop if feedersarenotkept
clean.

Nectar isamixtureofone-part
sugarand fourpartswater.Feed-
ers shouldbecleanedwell then
filledwith freshnectarafter itwas
mixed inboilingwaterandallowed
tocool.

Plant walks
Wildflower season is justbegin-

ning tobloominSanDiego’sdes-
erts, andAnza-BorregoFounda-
tionhas launchedweeklySpring
PlantWalks tosomeof thebest
wildflowerareas inAnza-Borrego
DesertStatePark.

Walkswill beconductedevery
Fridaymorning throughMarch27
andregistration is required.

Participantswillmeetat 9a.m.
at theStateParkStore in theMall,
587PalmCanyonDrive,Borrego
Springs, andcarpool to thewalk
location.Walkswill concludebe-
forenoon.

Toregister for theevent, call
ABFat (760)767-0446, ext. 1002.

Email ernie@packtrain.com or visit
erniesoutdoors.blogspot.com.

ERNIE COWAN Outdoors

Anna’s hummingbird defending feeder is quite the sight to see

An Anna’s hummingbird landing on an agave plant.
ERNIE COWAN

the overall cost of the proj-
ect, which has already risen
from $3 billion tomore than
$5 billion since 2015, because
of unanticipated costs for
the project’s treatment
plants andpipelines.

The city passes those
cost increaseson to itswater
and sewer ratepayers, who
would benefit from the
greater water independence
Pure Water would create by
giving drought-vulnerable
San Diego its own reliable,
localwater supply.

City officials say they are
doing everything possible to
minimize delays by making
thorough preparations for
whatever legal outcome the

city endsup facing.
That includes hiring con-

sultants to work out the de-
tails of what would be San
Diego’s first project labor
agreement, which would be
required if the state legisla-
tion stands.

In project labor agree-
ments, unions guarantee a
steady supply of trained
workers, while employers
agree to hire union workers
or union-trained appren-
tices.

“We know there are these
ancillary things out there
with some of the lawsuits,
but our job in operations is
tocontinuetomovetheproj-
ect forward,” said Johnnie
Perkins, the city’s deputy

chief operating officer for
public utilities and public
works.

“Once these ancillary ac-
tivities are settled, I want to
be ready Day One tomove a
contract forward,” he said.
“If it’s a PLA, great. If not,
fine. But I’m going to be
ready to go with the bid
specs and a request for pro-
posals that I can get on the
street rather quickly, so we
can start getting back to our
schedule for having Pure
Water completed.”

City officials have also
continued work securing
state and federal contrib-
utions to the project. And
they are scheduled in April
to seek approval from the
Regional Water Quality
Control Board to store recy-
cled water in the Miramar
Reservoir.

Meanwhile, attorneys for
the city say they can’t com-
ment on the litigation be-
cause it involves the state
and contractors who use
nonunion workers, the San
Diego chapter of the Associ-
atedGeneralContractors.

The city’s lead attorney
for Pure Water, Deputy City
AttorneyTravisPhelps, said
it would be difficult to esti-
mate how long the legal
wranglingmight last.

“Wedonot know,” he said
by email. “It couldbe years.”

When asked whether it
could take as long as the le-
gal dispute over the 2012

pension cuts, Phelps said
“we can’t speculate.”

Eddie Sprecco, chief exe-
cutive of the local chapter of
the Associated General
Contractors, said by phone
thathisgroupwouldprefera
settlement over years of le-
gal disputes.

“We obviously want
thingsbuilt,” he said.

Sprecco said his group
has made offers, but he de-
clined to reveal specifics.

“We’ll leave that for the
lawyers to talk about,” he
said. “It takes two to settle,
and we’ve definitely offered
those on-ramps.”

Sprecco said the city’s
best opportunity to settle
was last summer, shortly af-

ter Superior Court Judge
John Meyer issued an in-
junction based on the dis-
pute over the use of union-
ized workers to construct
thePureWaterSystem.

The dispute arose when
thecity tried in2018tocrafta
compromise requiring
unionworkers on somePure
Water projects and allowing
union and nonunion work-
ers onothers.

The Associated General
Contractors sued to block
the compromise, contend-
ing it violates a successful
2012 city ballotmeasure that
regulates the use of union
workers onprojects.

Judge Meyer ruled in fa-
vorof thecontractorsand is-

suing the injunction, which
forced city officials to halt
soliciting bids for Pure Wa-
ter projects. Sprecco said a
settlement could have been
reached after that ruling.
But instead state Assembly
members Todd Gloria and
Toni Atkins, both of SanDi-
ego, proposed a legislative
solutionat the state level.

AB 1290, which was ap-
provedbybothhousesof the
stateLegislature and signed
by Gov. Gavin Newsom last
fall, says that all parts of
Pure Water that get state
funding must use a project
labor agreement.

The lawwas initially her-
alded as a solution to the le-
gal mess, but the lawsuit
filed by the Associate Gen-
eral Contractors says it’s il-
legal for legislation to single
out a specific geographic
area at the state funding lev-
el.

“The state law is really
justaway tobypass the local
injunction,” Sprecco said
this week. “It’s the state in-
tervening on a local issue in
violation of the state consti-
tution.”

State officials have ar-
gued that geographic-spe-
cific legislation was neces-
sary because San Diego ur-
gently needs to move for-
wardwithPureWater.

The city’s Point Loma
Wastewater Treatment
Plant is violating the federal
CleanWaterAct.PureWater
would solve that by allowing
the city to recycle its sewage.

When lawmakers invoke
urgency as a rationale, they
typically base their argu-
ment on threats to public
safety, such as earthquakes
or wildfires. This case may
come down to whether vio-
lating the Clean Water Act
qualifies asurgent.

The city also is facing
separate litigation from a
group of University City
homeowners over Pure Wa-
ter and its pipelines, which
would travel through the
area. That litigation is close
tobeing settled.

david.garrick@sduniontribune.com

WATER • Contractors sue over blocking use of nonunion labor
FROM B1

Water is pumped through microfiltration membrane filtration modules at the
Advanced Water Purification Facility in University City.

HOWARD LIPIN U-T
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www.westmontliving.com

Westmont of La Mesa
9000 Murray Drive
La Mesa, CA 91942
(858) 257-4861

Westmont at San Miguel Ranch
2325 Proctor Valley Road
Chula Vista, CA 91914

(619) 271-4385

Westmont Town Court
500 E. Valley Parkway
Escondido, CA 92025

(760) 737-5110

Westmont of La Mesa

S E N I O R L I V I N G

ENJOY WHAT YOU WANT,
WHEN YOU WANT.

Westmont of La Mesa provides
welcoming amenities to give you
many opportunities to enjoy
your new life!

Community Amenities:
Courtyards, Dining Venues, Wellness
Center, Movie Theater, Bistro, Artist’s
Studio, Library, Salon and more!

Call us at (858) 257-4861
to schedule a tour!

CALL TODAY! MOVE IN
BY MARCH 31ST TO RECEIVE
A SAVINGS OF UP TO

$3,500*
*Terms and Conditions apply

Yavorsky Properties, Inc.Yavorsky Properties, Inc.
(619) 267-7900 BonitaRE@aol.com(619) 267-7900 BonitaRE@aol.com

PROPERTY MANAGEMENT SERVICES, DRE #01896308

Call or e-mail Suzanne to sell or manage your home today!C ll il S ll h d !

FOR RENT
1 BD, 1 BA –Available NOW!
2920 Briarwood, 91902
BONITA ................................................................. $1,450
3 BD, 2 BA –AvailableMarch 7th
6333 College GroveWay #12203, 92115
SAN DIEGO .............................................................$2,100
3 BD, 2.5 BA –Available April 4th
1983 ManzanaWay, 92139
SAN DIEGO ............................................................$2,400
4 BD, 3.5 BA –Available NOW!
1450 Santa Diana #4, 91902
BONITA .................................................................. $2,695
4 BD, 2 BA –AvailableMarch 7th
495 Skyhill Ct., 91910
SAN DIEGO ............................................................ $2,995
5 BD, 3 BA –AvailableMarch 28th
1887 Gamay Terrace, 91913
BONITA ...................................................................$3,100

Public Meeting
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to a
public meeting regarding the environmental studies
and Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews)
Formerly Used Defense Site located in the communities
of La Jolla and University City. The meeting will be:

March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m.
Hyatt House Sorrento Mesa

10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA 92121
The Army Corps of Engineers will also be accepting
community comments on the Proposed Plan for the site.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Public Affairs Office at 213-452-3921
or online at www.spl.usace.army.mil.

Additional Information

SAN DIEGO
619.583.1542
VISTA
760.758.5956

Changing Vision
Changing Lives

LowVision Aids to help
with your Changing Vision
Handheld, Portable and

Desktop Magnifiers

LowVisiooo
with your C
Handhelddd

Deskk

LOW VISION
EVALUATION

Call for
more

information
619.255.9741

SAN DIEGO
Councilwoman Barbara

Bry requested that the San
Diego Auditor’s Office ex-
pand its pending review into
the handling of the high rise
at 101 Ash St., citing a law-
suit accusing the building’s
former owner ofwithholding
key information from the
city.

Bry’s two-page memo in-
cludes a pair of declarations
from former building owner
Sandor Shapery and a for-
mer employee who sug-
gested that his boss did not
alert city officials to hazard-
ous-material contamina-
tions throughout the prop-
erty,which the city agreed to
purchase through a lease-

to-own deal.
“These documents, cou-

pled with the ‘first page’ dis-
closures in the lease/ sale
agreement suggest that
someone may have known a
great deal more than was
publicly disclosed at the
time of (council) approval,”
Bry wrote on Thursday.

“In fact, despite the clear
‘first page’ disclosures, the
propertywas described dur-
ing the council hearing as in
‘unusually good condition.’ I
want to know the basis of
that statement,” said Bry,
who was not on the City
Council when the trans-
action was approved in Oc-
tober 2016.

Interim City Auditor
Kyle Elser did not immedi-
ately respond Thursday to a
request for comment.

A spokesman for Coun-
cilman Scott Sherman, who
chairs the audit committee,
said Sherman has the ut-
most confidence in the inde-

pendent City Auditor’s Of-
fice to investigate what hap-
pened with the building.

“The audit committee
has already voted unani-
mously to approve an audit
of 101 Ash and will consult
with the Auditor’s Office re-
garding this request,”
spokesman Jeff Powell said.

A spokesman for Mayor
Kevin Faulconer did not re-
spond to questions about
the request.

The Ash Street property,
a 19-story tower acquired
early in 2017 under a 20-year
lease-to-own arrangement,
was supposed to help solve
the city’s need for additional
downtown office space.

But a series of setbacks
prevented employees from
moving into the property in
July 2017, asoriginally antici-
pated, and the city is none-
theless paying $535,000 a
month for the vacant prop-
erty.

At the audit committee

meeting lastweek, Elserwas
directed to review the lease-
to-own deal and a spate of
asbestos contaminations
that led city officials in Jan-
uary to evacuate the build-
ing a few weeks after hun-
dreds of workers hadmoved
in.

The special audit is sepa-
rate from a “forensic review”
the Mayor’s Office an-
nounced in January, days af-
ter asbestos violations is-
sued by county regulators
forced the building to be va-
cated.

According to documents
related to litigation between
Shapery and a former em-
ployee named Adam Attia,
Attia saidShapery kept spe-
cific information about the
condition of the building to
himself before the city
agreed to enter the 20-year
lease-to-own agreement.

Attia also said in a sworn
statement that the former
building owner misrepre-

sented the status of the
property, claiming it was
subject to an eminent do-
main proceeding in order to
savemoney on taxes.

Eminent domain refers
to a government taking pri-
vate property for public use
under certain circum-
stances.

“I am informed and be-
lieve there was no threat of
condemnation,” Attia
stated in a court filing last
month.

Shapery rejected those
assertions inhis sworn testi-
mony and asserted Attia
waspressuringhim formon-
ey.

“Mr. Attia stated he was
going to tell themayor that I
defrauded the city and the
IRS on the sale of the Sem-
pra high rise to the city un-
less I paid him a large
amount of money,” Shapery
wrote.

Bry concluded her re-
quest to the city auditor

Thursday by asking to see
the full range of options fac-
ing the city at this time, in-
cluding the ability to termi-
nate the lease.

Even if the scope of the
audit is expanded, the audi-
tor’s review likelywill not be-
gin until July, because Elser
saidhis staff is committed to
existing projects. There was
no timeline provided by the
Mayor’s Office for when its
“forensic review” might be
completed.

The Ash Street trans-
action has become a signifi-
cant campaign issue be-
tween Bry, Sherman and
state Assemblyman Todd
Gloria, who are all seeking
to succeed Faulconer as San
Diegomayor.

Gloria and Sherman
were on the City Council in
2016 and made the motion
and offered a second to ap-
proved the lease.

jeff.mcdonald@sduniontribune.com

BRY SEEKS EXPANDED AUDIT INTO HIGH RISE KNOWLEDGE
Was former owner
aware of Ash Street
site’s contamination?
BY JEFF MCDONALD

SAN DIEGO
A baby hippopotamus

born at the San Diego Zoo
has a name.

The zoo says the river
hippo calf will be called
Amahle (pronounced ah-
MA-shay), which means
“beautiful one” in Zulu.

The name was an-
nounced Friday on ABC’s
“Good Morning America,”
which held an online poll
asking television viewers
to choose among three Af-
rican names.

Amahle, born Feb. 8,

weighs about 100 pounds
and is “active and heal-
thy,” a zoo statement
said.

Amahle is the ninth
hippo calf born at the zoo
and the 13th to her
mother, Funani.

Amahle’s father, Otis,
is an East African hippo
who arrived at the zoo in
2009 specifically to breed
with Funani, zoo officials
said.

Zoo visitors can see
Amahle and her mother
in the hippo habitat on
Tuesdays, Thursdays and
weekends, officials said.

BABY HIPPO AT S.D. ZOO GETS A NAME
ASSOCIATED PRESS

A poll decided the name of the hippo calf born Feb. 8
at the San Diego Zoo.

KEN BOHN SAN DIEGO ZOO

Today is Sunday, March 1, the
61st day of 2020.

On this date

In 1932, Charles A. Lindbergh
Jr., the 20-month-old son of
Charles and Anne Lindbergh,
was kidnapped from the family
home near Hopewell, N.J. (The
child’s remains were found the
following May.)

In 1957, “The Cat in the Hat”
by Dr. Seuss was released to

bookstores by Random House.

Today’s birthdays
Actor Robert Clary is 94. Harry
Belafonte is 93. Roger Daltrey
is 76. Actor Dirk Benedict is
75. Ron Howard is 66. Actress
Catherine Bach is 65. Actor
Tim Daly is 64. Javier Bardem
is 51. Singer Kesha (formerly
Ke$ha) is 33. Justin Bieber is
26.

ASSOCIATED PRESS

TODAY IN HISTORY
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ATTRACTIVE FINANCING
LIFETIME WARRANTY
MADE IN THE U.S.A.
YOUR FAMILY NAME IN CONSTRUCTION

or visit www.bestoffers.news

Transform your bath
in one day

Call for a FREE Consultation
(619) 472-7012
CLSB# 1060677

Our bath and shower systems provide style and durability. Choose
from a wide selection of colors and patterns. Featuring the look of
luxurious marble, granite and tile - without the hassle or the price.

TUBS | SHOWER SYSTEMS |WALL SURROUNDS

ACCESSIBLITY SOLUTIONS

FREE
IN-HOME
ESTIMATE!

LI
FE

TIM
E WARRANTY

CARLSBAD | DELMAR/SOLANABEACH | LA JOLLA | MISSIONVALLEY | RANCHOBERNARDO

OURBEST
OFFEREVER!

FOR A LIMITED TIME ONLY!

BEFORE AFTER

RESHAPE
YOURBODY

INONLY 20

MINUTES!™

TRY ITTODAY!
(858)276-0240

1 FREE
INTRO SESSION

(Normally$75)

GETALEAN, FIRM&HEALTHY
BODY INJUST20MINUTES
TWICE-A-WEEK WITHOUR
DOCTORDESIGNEDMETHOD

Get your FREE 1-on- 1
Personal Training Session
today and turnwasted
hours at the gym into

more time doing
what you love!

• Increase bone density

• Increase strength &muscle

• Increase fat loss

• Reduce arthritic pain

• Improve cholesterol levels

• Lower blood pressure

• Reduce lower back pain

• Better quality sleep

• Decrease stress levels

100%GuaranteedResults

or visit www.bestoffers.news

Public Meeting
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to a
public meeting regarding the environmental studies
and Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews)
Formerly Used Defense Site located in the communities
of La Jolla and University City. The meeting will be:

March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m.
Hyatt House Sorrento Mesa

10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA 92121
The Army Corps of Engineers will also be accepting
community comments on the Proposed Plan for the site.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Public Affairs Office at 213-452-3921
or online at www.spl.usace.army.mil.

Additional Information

$87
CA Lic.
#513115

Drain Clean
SPECIAL

Must have proper access, first 75ft;
excludes yard and storm drains. Expires

3/27/20. Cannot be combined
with any other offers.

TheWhiteGloveGuys.com • 858-492-0777

STARTING AT

$495

GARAGE
DOORS

INSTALLED &
TAX INCLUDED!

GARAGEDOORTUNE-UP
Spring Replacement (very reasonable)

TSD Garage Door Co Lic#
532833

Call for aFREE estimate
760-945-3778 or 951-239-0236

Licensed - Insured - H.I .C Locally owned & operated 30 years

SAN DIEGO
San Diego police on

Tuesday said the 70-year-
old man shot by officers at
an Otay Mesa homeless en-
campment last week had

been carrying a replica gun.
The department re-

leased the names of the two
officers involved in the
shooting and the man who
waswounded during the en-
counter.

Officer Jeremy Huff has
been with the department
for eight years, and Officer
FilipPerryhasbeenwith the
department for nine
months, homicideLt. Andra
Brown said in a news re-

lease.
Brown identified the

man they shot as Carlos
Santos. He is expected to
survive his injuries.

The confrontation hap-
pened about 6 a.m. Thurs-
day, when the officers were
on hand for cleanup of an
encampment at Otay Valley
Regional Park, near Beyer
Way and PalmAvenue.

Police were working with
city Park and Environmen-

tal Service Division employ-
ees, offering services and re-
sources to people living in
the camp as city workers
cleaned up the site.

Homicide Capt. Rich
Freedman told reporters at
the scene that the man
“kind of delayed coming
out” of a structure at the
camp, and when he did
emerge, he was carrying a
gun.

Brown said the officers

ordered the man to get
down on the ground, but the
man reached for the gun.
The officers pulled out their
weapons and opened fire.

The officers provided
first aid and helped get him
out of the canyon so he
could be taken to a hospital.

Brown said both officers
had their body-worn cam-
eras on. The cameras re-
corded the incident.

The shooting is being in-

vestigated by the city’s ho-
micide detectives, standard
practice for all shootings by
police, regardlessofwhether
the incident results in a fa-
tality. The two officers, who
were not hurt, were placed
on administrative leave.

The District Attorney’s
Office will review the shoot-
ing, as will local police
boards.

teri.figueroa@sduniontribune.com

POLICE: MAN SHOT AT ENCAMPMENT HAD REPLICA GUN
Officers named in
incident Thursday
in Otay Mesa park
BY TERI FIGUEROA

SAN DIEGO
A San Diego attorney

who admitted to paying for
travel and sex with a wom-
an hemet on an online “sug-
ar daddy” dating site was
sentenced Monday to
nearly four years in federal
prison.

William David Turley, a
61-year-old San Diego resi-
dent whose law license was
suspended last month,
pleaded guilty inOctober to

a charge of persuading or
coercing a person to travel
to engage in prostitution.

U.S. District Judge An-
thony Battaglia sentenced
Turley on Monday to three
years and 10 months in fed-
eral prison. In keeping with
Turley’s plea deal, he was
not ordered to register as a
sex offender.

According to the plea
agreement, Turley met a fe-
male adult on a “sugar
daddy” dating site, which
connects wealthy oldermen
with younger women. Tur-
ley and the woman agreed
to enter into a “mutually
beneficial relationship” in
which Turley “would pro-
vide (her) with financial

support and (she) would
provide companionship for
and engage in sexual acts
with (him).”

A key component of the
crime, according to prose-
cutors, is that Turley “per-
suaded, induced and en-
ticed” thewoman to fly from
California to Las Vegas in
May 2018 so he could pay
her for sex.

Prosecutors dropped a
sex trafficking charge relat-
ing to a separate accusation
involving a 16-year-old girl.
However, Turley admitted
in his plea agreement that
the government could prove
“beyond a reasonable
doubt” that he’d had sexual
contact with her.

Turley also admitted to
twice meeting up with a 16-
year-old girl, who claimed
on the dating site to be 18
years old, according to the
plea agreement. During the
second meeting, he and the
girl briefly engaged in a sex-
ual act, and he then paid
her $300.

Turley’s lawyers did not
respond Monday to mes-
sages seeking comment.

In multiple court filings,
the defense team argued
that their client did not
know the girl was underage.
The attorneys noted that on
Turley’s dating profile on
the site, he sought women
between 18 and 26 years old.

“There is not a single al-

legation Mr. Turley inten-
tionally had inappropriate
communications with any
minor,” his lawyers wrote in
court documents. “To the
contrary, the alleged victim
in this case professed —
both online and in person—
to be an 18-year-old high
school senior.”

Turley also admitted to
buying the girl a cellphone,
which her guardians found
later, prompting them to
call the police, according to
the plea agreement.

On Monday, Battaglia
ordered Turley to pay
$50,000 into a trust for the
underage victim, which will
be used to pay for therapy
and her education, accord-

ing to a restitution order.
Court documents

showed that Turley contin-
ued practicing law between
the time he was indicted, in
October 2018, until at least
the time he pleaded guilty
last October. On his web-
site, he described himself as
a prominent attorney in la-
bor and employment mat-
ters and the Defense Base
Act, which provides work-
ers’ compensation for em-
ployees of U.S. government
contractors working on
overseas military sites.

The state bar of Califor-
nia suspended Turley’s li-
cense on Feb. 18.

alex.riggins@sduniontribune.com

ATTORNEY SENTENCED TO PRISON IN PROSTITUTION CASE
Nearly 4-year term;
2nd charge involving
minor, 16, is dropped
BY ALEX RIGGINS

Aformer ImperialCounty
high school teacher accused
of providing marijuana and
alcohol tounderage students
during a school-sanctioned
camping trip in the Laguna
Mountains pleaded not

guilty Tuesday to felony and
misdemeanorcharges.

Monique Garcia, 50, who
had worked at Southwest
High School in El Centro, is
accused of buyingmarijuana
and alcohol and giving them
to 16 Southwest High stu-
dents in theOutdoorAdven-
tureClub,acampingandhik-
inggroupattheschool.

Prosecutors say the of-
fensesoccurredduringaFeb-
ruary 2019weekend trip, dur-
ing which Garcia acted as a

supervisor for the students,
manyofwhomwereminors.

She faces eight years and
fourmonths in state prison if
convicted of all charges,
which include felony counts
of furnishing minors with
cannabis and using a minor
to transport cannabis, and
misdemeanor counts of pro-
viding alcohol to minors, en-
dangering children and con-
tributing to the delinquency
ofminors.

Her attorney declined to

comment on the case after
Garcia’s arraignment in San
DiegoSuperiorCourt.

Deputy District Attorney
Stephen Marquardt said af-
ter the arraignment that
Garcia had a 17-year-old stu-
dent drive her to a grocery
store to purchase alcohol,
then to a dispensary to pur-
chasemarijuana,whichwere
later provided to the stu-
dents.

“Whenwe take our kids to
school, when we drop them

offatschool,whenweentrust
a teacher or a coach or who-
ever it may be in an educa-
tional setting with our chil-
dren, we are expecting that
our children are in safe
hands,thatthey’rebeingpro-
tected and they’re beingnur-
tured,”Marquardt said. “She
violated that trust. She en-
dangeredthosechildren.”

Central Union High
School District officials is-
sued a statement in which

they saidGarciawasno long-
er employedwith the school.
Garcia remains free on
$100,000 bail and is due back
incourtMay11forareadiness
conference.

Thecase is the firstprose-
cuted after the inception of
the District Attorney’s Stu-
dent Safety in School Sys-
tems Task Force, which re-
viewsreportsofphysical,sex-
ual and other types of abuse
towardstudents.

EX-TEACHER CHARGED WITH GIVING MINORS POT, ALCOHOL
Imperial County
woman accused of
giving to students
CITY NEWS SERVICE
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DigitalAccessAs a subscriber, your
article limit is unlimited

Your subscription provides you with
unlimited digital access. All you need
to do is activate your account at
SanDiegoUnionTribune.com/activate

Yavorsky Properties, Inc.Yavorsky Properties, Inc.
(619) 267-7900 BonitaRE@aol.com(619) 267-7900 BonitaRE@aol.com

PROPERTY MANAGEMENT SERVICES, DRE #01896308

Call or e-mail Suzanne to sell or manage your home today!C ll il S ll h d !

FOR RENT
1 BD, 1 BA Ground Level, Single Story – Available NOW!
2920 Briarwood, 91902
BONITA ...................................................... $1,450

3 BD, 2 BA, Close to Pool
6333 College GroveWay #12203, 92115
SAN DIEGO .................................................$2,100

3 BD, 2 BA, Small Yard
1983ManzanaWay, 92139
SAN DIEGO ................................................$2,400

4 BD, 2 BA, Large Home with Family Room
495 Skyhill Court, 91910
CHULA VISTA .............................................$2,995

Public Meeting
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to a
public meeting regarding the environmental studies
and Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews)
Formerly Used Defense Site located in the communities
of La Jolla and University City. The meeting will be:

March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m.
Hyatt House Sorrento Mesa

10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA 92121
The Army Corps of Engineers will also be accepting
community comments on the Proposed Plan for the site.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Public Affairs Office at 213-452-3921
or online at www.spl.usace.army.mil.

Additional Information

SAN DIEGO
619.583.1542
VISTA
760.758.5956

Changing Vision
Changing Lives

LowVision Aids to help
with your Changing Vision
Handheld, Portable and

Desktop Magnifiers

LowVisiooo
with your C
Handhelddd

Deskk

LOW VISION
EVALUATION

Call for
more

information
619.255.9741

was rejected from Amazon
for “being too offensive.” The
staff says its crude sense of
humor is reflective of a large
portion of the military —
whether civilians would
understand itornot.

“Don’t expect anything
here to be politically correct,
professional, or honorable,”
Vet Tv’s 2016 Kickstarter
campaign page stated.
“Don’texpectustorepresent
theU.S.military theway the
commercials want us to, or
theway you thinkwe should.
We made our sacrifice; we
don’t owe anyone ... (ex-
pletive).” The campaign
took in almost $300,000 —
$50,000 more than its tar-
getedgoal.

“Two years ago, I was
Googling ‘free locations to
film,’ and Riverside popped
up,” says John Acevedo, Vet
Tv’sCOOandCMO.

DIY production
While the Marine Corps

ball shoot continues back in
thewarehouse, he’s showing
off the rest of the company’s
DIY production studio — a
substantial commute from
the San Diego area, where
most of the employees live,
nearCampPendleton. Pass-
ing through an unoccupied
“DevilDocs”set, remnantsof
a recent shoot linger, with
prop syringes and fakeblood
strewnacross thecounters.

“It looks like trash be-
cause that’s literally what a
battalion aid station in the
military looks like,” Acevedo
says. “It’s like, is this Third
World? Doesn’t the military
have [15] percent of our
budget?Why is this theclinic
that theyhave?”

After he was discharged
from the Marine Corps in
2016 — “this long ago,” he
says, pointing to his shoul-
der-length hair — Acevedo
cold-emailed to see if he
could get involved with
O’Malley’s nonprofit, Irrev-
erentWarriors, which organ-
izesveteranhikesaroundthe
country with the goal of
“healingwithhumor.”Aceve-
do’s contact coincided with
the launch of Vet Tv, and he
became one of the network’s
first employees. “I would say
there’s twopeople that actu-
ally have formal education in
anyjobwehave,”heexplains.
“We basically learned
through Google and
YouTube while working in
thecompany.”

Production coordinator
Turner Fair, who was one of
the few full-time staff mem-
bers who didn’t serve in the
military andwhowould later
be seen in costume as a rap-
per, joined because of those
DIY ideals.

“I’ve always wanted to be
a part of renegade filmmak-
ing, and topush thebounda-
ries of things,” he says.
“There is still a senseofunity

in trying to do something
that we don’t necessarily
understand but know needs
to be done.” (Fair has since
leftVetTv.)

What needs to be done is
at the center of Vet Tv pro-
gramming. War-related
movies and series are ever-
green inHollywood, but they
are almost universally pro-
ducedwith civilian audienc-
es in mind — audiences
whose understanding of the
military is largely based on
other movies and series
they’vealreadyseen.

Waiting market
O’Malley’smini-empire is

based on the idea that there
is a veteranmarket yet to be
fully captured. Andwith vet-
eran suicide at an epidemic
rateofat least17aday,VetTv
is also built on the belief that
thereisgoodtobedoneinthe
process of capturing this
specificaudience.

“IfVetTvtendedtoevery-
body, itwouldn’t beVetTv—
itwouldbeTV,”saysZachery
Laning, a digital media pro-
ducer and Marine vet. “And
you can say, ‘That’s not for
me,’ but it helps people! It’s
insane: The first weekend I
worked,wedid an Irreverent
Warriors hike in Texas, and
you don’t know how many
people came up to Donny
and were just like, ‘Man, Vet
Tv literally saved my life,
’cause I got out and I didn’t
have friends, I didn’t have
anybody to talk to, but I
could sit down and feel like I
wasbackatworkandback in
the military. And I was
laughing like I haven’t

laughedinalong, longtime.’”
DonnyO’Malley isastage

name.BornDanielMaherJr.
in 1983 in Queens, N.Y., to a
military family (his father
was a Marine officer, before
he went to medical school
and became a physician in
theNavy), O’Malley grew up
enraptured bywar epics like
“Born on theFourth of July,”
“Hamburger Hill” and “Pla-
toon.”

“These are all atrocious
Vietnam movies,” he laughs
fromacouch inabreak room
— adjacent to what clearly
used to be a kennel — while
the production takes lunch.
“And some of ’em are Oliver
Stone,who’s super antiwar. I
remember watching those
moviesand thinking”—here
he adopts an amped-up lit-
tle-kid voice — “‘I gotta be a
Marine!’”

After going to San Diego
State, O’Malley, against his
father’s protests, became a
Marine officer himself, even-
tuallydeploying in twotours,
one of them in Afghanistan.
The mission there, as re-
cently detailed in the Wash-
ington Post’s “Afghanistan
Papers” report, was per-
ceived bymany of those pre-
sent to be almost entirely
pointless.

“We get there and we’re
training with the Afghan
army, and their level of pa-
thetic-nesswasbeyondcom-
prehension,” says O’Malley,
who served as an officer for
almostsixyears.

He describes the experi-
ence of fighting to establish
bases in Helmand province
only to watch the bases im-
mediately be retaken by the
Taliban as soon as the U.S.
triedtohandthemofftolocal
forces: “As we’re still there,

[the Taliban are] taking
over!” he says. “I talk about
thisa lotwithotherveterans,
because I want to improve
mental health, and talk
through the frustration of
knowing thatmy buddy just
blew his legs off, and my
other buddies just got shot,
and my other buddies just
died, forwhat? It’swild.”

O’Malley insists that his
own reentry into society
wasn’t particularly fraught
(“I never killed a civilian, so
my conscience is clean,” he
says), but after a vet friend
who was a veteran commit-
ted suicide, he redirected his
writing career to focus on
military mental health. He
then decided to start a pro-
ductioncompany in the spir-
it of AdamSandler’s “Happy
Madison,” a content hub
creatively fueled largely by
Sandler’s friends. Butwith a
comedic voice that could be
described as Sandler via
Pauly Shore, O’Malley has
also amassed a substantial
numberof critics.

There are Vet Tv skits
thataredeeplymisogynistic:
One particularly egregious
skit makes fun of PTSD by
advertising a “Night Terror
NeckBrace” for abusedmili-
tary spouses. Others are
deeply racist: In several
skits,O’Malleywearsbrown-
facemakeupwhile imitating
Middle Eastern caricatures.
And objections to the mate-
rial are not just coming from
civilians who don’t “get” the
“humor.”

On military message
boards there is vocal disap-
proval from those who label
it as “boot,” or immature (“I
thought Iwould like it, but it
just comes off as a little
cringytobehonest,”saysone

user in the “Veterans” sub-
reddit). And for certain sen-
ior figures in themilitary, it’s
a pain and counter to the on-
going work to make all
Americans feel welcome in
uniform— not just straight,
whitemen.

“I get what he’s trying to
do, but it’s hard to watch it
and not think of it as being
anythingotherthanreallyof-
fensive,”saysCol.DonChris-
tensen, former chief prose-
cutor of the Air Force and
president of ProtectOurDe-
fenders, an organization
dedicated to eradicating
rape and sexual assault in
the military. “A lot of the
problem within the military
is gettingpeople to think like
adults versus frat boys. This
just feeds into those who
[want to make] fun of wom-
en, the LGBTQ community,
orwhatever it is.”

‘Unhelpful’ stereotype
Brynn Tannehill, a Navy

veteranwhopilotedaircrafts
in three deployments be-
tween 2000 and 2004 and an
activist in the transgender
community, responded di-
rectly to the character of
DonnaBrunswick. “The idea
that trans people are simply
men in dresses is a stereo-
type that is unhelpful,” she
says. “If you are othering
people, that makes things
moredifficult.”

Asked about the mi-
sogyny in past Vet Tv skits,
O’Malley, who has respond-
ed defiantly to such ques-
tions in the past, now ex-
presses remorse: “That’s all
my mistake,” he sighs. “Be-
causemy only thoughtwhen
starting the business was,
‘Ouraudience is [90percent]
men. We are not going to ex-

pect a single woman to give
us a dollar, and without dol-
larswedon’thaveabusiness.
...’ I didn’t think about a big-
gerpicture.”

He also regrets the
brownface: “The problem I
learned afterwardswas peo-
ple didn’t just perceive it as
us parodying terrorists — it
was us parodying Middle
Easterners, and that puts us
in a whole other bucket,” he
says. “So are we going to do
[brownface] again? No. I
would absolutely do the skit
again, just not do the brown-
face.Iwouldn’tplaytherole.”

O’Malley says he is trying
to learn and improve — and
he does seem earnest about
that. As for the Brunswick
character, however — the
one he played that very day
— O’Malley doesn’t believe
he’s doing anything wrong.
“My goal is to develop the
ability to continue playing
that character in a manner
thattransgenderpeoplewho
have felt that pain [of dis-
crimination] can appreci-
ate,”hesays.

Tannehill doesn’t think
that’s possible. “I don’t know
that there is anything that
canbedonewith the charac-
ter, because the character is
a caricature and being
playedbyacisgenderperson
and in and of itself is prob-
lematic,”shesays.“Iappreci-
ate [O’Malley’s] desire to try
to do better. But sometimes
a particular character or a
particular situation is not
salvageable, right?”

Back in the warehouse,
an older man arrives late in
the day, dressed neatly, with
impeccable posture and tot-
ing a friendly golden doodle
named Bella. This is O’Mal-
ley’s father,DanielMaherSr.

“Heaskedmenotto,”Ma-
her laughs, when asked if he
calls his son Donny on set.
“But everybody does, and
since I’m Dan, I call him
Donny when I’m around his
staff.”

Usinghisdecadesofexpe-
rience in multiple branches
of themilitary,Maher serves
as a senior adviser to Vet Tv.
But he notes a difference be-
tweenhis experience andhis
son’s. “His generation has
served in combat — that’s a
wholedifferentballgame,”he
says. “There is no under-
standing of how somebody
feels with the stresses they
went through,andwhat they
wereaskedtodo.”

He’s accepting of how his
son, and his son’s fans, are
processing the experience of
being inuniform—even if it’s
hard to imagine him
laughing at Vet Tv skit-
s.“[Early on] I would talk to
my chief, my HM1, all these
senior enlisted,” Maher re-
members, “and say, ‘Check
this out,my son is doing this
stuff, does that make sense
to you?’ And they would go,
‘Oh my God, he’s barely
touchingthesurface.’ ”

Rogers writes for the Los Angeles
Times.

VET TV • Amazon rejected platform’s movie as ‘too offensive
FROM B1

Filming of a Vet Tv episode of Devil Docs” continues in Riverside. A Kickstarter campaign got the service
rolling in 2016, topping campaign goals. Vet Tv has 15 full-time employees, including nine veterans.

GINA FERAZZI LOS ANGELES TIMES

cities use artificial turf, and
that Oceanside should con-
sider it at some locations.

“There’s environmental
positives to moving forward
on synthetic fields,” Rodri-
guez said. “There’s a lot of
opportunity here ... technol-
ogy in synthetic fields has
changed.”

Both of Oceanside’s high

schools have artificial turf at
their football stadiums,
though none of the city
parks have it.

Artificial turf uses much
less water than natural
grass, which requires irriga-
tion. Also, real grass must
be fertilized and treated
with pesticides and fungi-
cides that can be hazardous
and require closures. And
the real thing doesn’t bear
up to the heavy foot traffic
supported by synthetics.

Still, a large contingent of
parents say real grass is su-
perior to artificial turf.

Temperatures on the
surface of the fake grass can
reach 200 degrees or more
on a sunny day, said Dianne

Woelke, a retired public
health nurse, who showed
photos of blistered feet and
legs to the commissionMon-
day.

“Synthetic turf is always
hotter than natural grass,”
she said.

The plastic leaches toxic
chemicals into the ground
and groundwater, Woelke
said. The rubber “crumb”
used to support andcushion
the plastic leaves of grass
aremade of ground-up used
tires, which contain numer-
ous toxic chemicals. The
crumb accumulates on the
fields, where children fall on
it, roll in it and inhale it.

About 16 residents spoke
to thecommissionabout the

idea, and only one person
supported it.

“I feel like theLoneRang-
er up here,” said Frank Zim-
merman, an Oceanside na-
tive and Oceanside High
School soccer coach. “We
need some (artificial) turf
fields. There’s just not
enough fields here inOcean-
side.”

More soccer fields would
help keep kids off the streets
and out of trouble, he said,
and because of that the ben-
efits of artificial turf out-
weigh the negatives.

Synthetic fields can be
used almost twice as much
as natural grass because
they are not closed for rain
ormaintenance.

City staffers analyzed the
feasibility of installing syn-
thetic grass at two parks,
Mance Buchanon and Mar-
tin Luther King Jr.

Installation costs were
estimated at $2.5 million to
$2.9 million to install two
fields at Mance Buchanon,
which is on College Boule-
vard along the San Luis Rey
River, and $4.1million to $4.7
million for two fields atMar-
tin Luther King Jr. on Mesa
Drive.

The staff report also con-
siders the possibility of in-
stalling lights on the fields
at Mance Buchanon for
about $1 million that would
add up to 700 hours of use
annually.

Carlsbad has seven arti-
ficial turf fields used for soc-
cer, football and other
sports at cityparks.Theold-
est was installed 15 years
ago.

When Carlsbad replaced
the worn-out turf at Stage-
coach Community Park last
year, the city upgraded to a
type that uses a coated rub-
ber crumb that reduces ex-
posure to the granules and
lowers the surface tempera-
ture.

Vista has had artificial
turf on playing fields at
three parks since 2006, all
using the recycled rubber in-
fill.

philip.diehl@sduniontribune.com

TURF
Parents voice
support for
real grass
FROM B1
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TheUnion-Tribune’sAdopt aPet pages featuremore than 100 sponsoredphotos
of animals from local shelters and rescues published in theClassified section.
By sponsoring a pet, you are ensuring a shelter animal publicity that could lead to
an adoption and a second chance!

Brought to you by

Help find
a home

Frankie, Terrier, M, 2yrs 4mths, #623691
San Diego Humane Society – San Diego Campus

619.299.7012 sdhumane.org

...for a pet like
Frankie

Sponsor a pet in the monthly
Adopt a Pet feature

Next publication Friday, Feb. 28, 2020
Deadline to sponsor by phone is Thursday, Feb 27, 2020

Call 866.411.4140To sponsor
a pet

select
option 4

1 Sponsor for $33.50
or$25.00 each for 2ormore

Your sponsorship caption
will appear under the pet's

photo and info.

$20OFF

AFFORDABLE
PLUMBING/DRAINS

RLS

RLS PLUMBING SERVICE

619-572-4917
LIC # 420608

FOR ALL YOUR
PLUMBING NEEDS

FREE ESTIMATES
Over 40 years experience

BBBMEMBER

NEVER
EXPIRES

Public Meeting
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers invites you to a
public meeting regarding the environmental studies
and Proposed Plan for the UCSD (Camp Matthews)
Formerly Used Defense Site located in the communities
of La Jolla and University City. The meeting will be:

March 10, 2020 at 5 p.m.
Hyatt House Sorrento Mesa

10044 Pacific Mesa Blvd., San Diego, CA 92121
The Army Corps of Engineers will also be accepting
community comments on the Proposed Plan for the site.

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Public Affairs Office at 213-452-3921
or online at www.spl.usace.army.mil.

Additional Information

Fusion Academy is inviting all
parents and educators in our
community to join us for our annual
parenting conference. We will be
hosting 10 guest speakers who are
experts in their field to present on
the following topics:

• Teen Anxiety
• Executive Functioning
• ADHD
• Teen Depression
• Social Media
• Learning Differences
• IEP vs 504 Plans
• Substance Use and Recovery

Tickets are $40 and include
breakfast and lunch.
Tickets are limited!

EmpowerED
Parenting Conference

March 6
8:30am-2:30pm

Buy Tickets Today: FusionRSVP.com | 760-525-8789

@Farmer & The Seahorse
Restaurant in San Diego

Fusion Academy Campuses: Solana Beach | San Diego
Futures Academy Campuses: San Diego | Carlsbad

Think ofBaroquemusic, and
what composers come tomind?
The averageAmerican concertgo-
erwill probably summonJ.S.
Bach,Handel andVivaldi.

Dig a little deeper, and there’s
Purcell, Telemann,Monteverdi
and theunavoidablePachelbel
(whose “Canon” is the bane of
classicalmusicians for hire every-
where).

These composerswereGer-
man, Italian andEnglish.Wedon’t
hearFrenchBaroquemusic very
oftenhere, whichmadeSaturday
evening’s concert byBachCol-
legiumSanDiego, “ThePleasures
of Versailles,” all themoredear.

Five vocalists andnine instru-
mentalists, in varying configura-
tions, playedworks byMarc-An-
toineCharpentier, FrançoisCou-
perin, Jean-PhilippeRameauand
other 17th and 18th century
French composers.

Whydon’twehearFrench
Baroquemusicmore often?The
contributions of French compos-
ers during that erawere substan-
tial.

Out of France came the instru-
mental suite based onFrench
dances, successfully adoptedby

Bach,Handel andTelemann.
Balletwas originally an Italian
creation, but it flourishedunder
LouisXIV’s patronage. TheParis
OperaBallet became the first
professional ballet company in the
world.Rameau’s 1722 “Treatise on
Harmony” explainedwhat gave a
G-major chord itsG-major-ness
and laid out the rules of tonal

harmony that composers have
followed ever since.

Part of the reason is that
FrenchBaroque composers val-
ued tunes andmusical repetition
less than theGermans, Italians
andEnglish. Thereweren’tmany
earworms inSaturday’s concert
at theSts. Constantine andHelen
GreekOrthodoxChurch.

Understand that “tune” and
“melody” are twodifferent things.
Melody is a sequence of notes that
carry you along from thebegin-
ning to the endof a phrase,maybe
even the entire piece. A tune is a
specific type ofmelody that has an
extremelymemorable contour, so
much that you gohomewhistling
it—or at least hearing it in your
head.

FrenchBaroquemusic ismelo-
dic, but it revels in the sensuous-
ness of the present. That phrase
we just heardwas lovely, but hey,
listen to this newphrase— isn’t it
also delightful? Instead of pushing
onward,whydon’twe stophere
and enjoy this ornamentation?

Akey to enjoying suchmusic is
to have beautiful voices and in-
struments to perform it. Artistic
DirectorRubenValenzuela found
fabulous singers in sopranoAlice
Teyssier,mezzo-sopranoVirginia
Warnken, tenorAaronSheehan,
baritone JohnBuffett andbass
EnricoLagasca.

Theprogramwasbuilt around
the vocalmusic of Charpentier.
The concert began and endedwith
excerpts fromCharpentier’s alle-
gorical opera “TheFlourishing
Arts,” involving the characters
War, Peace,Music, Poetry, Paint-

ing andArchitecture. Thepure
sweet tones ofTeyssierwere ap-
propriately assigned toMusic.

TenorSheehan soloed in two
secular songs byCharpentier,
where hedisplayed a lovely lyrical
tone andoutstandingphrasing.
Here and elsewhere, his highest
registerwas amarvel of purity and
beauty.

Themost delightful part of the
concertwas aCharpentier song
fromMoliere’s “TheForcedMar-
riage,” inwhichSheehan,Buffett
andLagasca sang ahilariously
perky song involving stupid
rhymes and imitations of dogs,
cats anddonkeys.

CatharinaMeints, a specialist
on the viola da gamba, joined
BachCollegium’s gambist
HeatherVorwerck in happily
playedduets bySainte-Colombe
andMarais.

The supporting instrumental-
ists elsewhere on theprogram
were all thoroughly versed in
authentic performancepractices,
carefully led byValenzuela or
Michael Sponseller fromboth
organandharpsichord, once again
delighting local earlymusic fans in
splendid performances fromall.

Hertzog is a freelance writer.

CLASSICAL MUSIC REVIEW

BACH COLLEGIUM VISITS FRANCE IN DELIGHTFUL CONCERT
BY CHRISTIAN HERTZOG

Bach Collegium San Diego performs “The Pleasures of Ver-
sailles,” this past Friday at All Souls Point Loma.

GARY PAYNE PHOTOGRAPHY

Only a tiny fractionof
Farrow’s followers, if that,
are likely to live in the 53rd
District, buther endorse-
mentputGoldbeckon the
radar of somepotential
far-flung contributors in the
stretch run toTuesday’s
primary.

The relationshipbe-
tweenFarrowandGoldbeck
datesbackmore thana
decadeandwas forgedby
crisis. Bothbecame in-
volved in the international
effort to save lives andhelp
refugees inwar-tornDarfur.

MuchofGoldbeck’s
campaign focuses onher
career in theMarines,where
she servednearly seven
yearsuntil leaving last
summerat the rankof cap-
tain.Before then, shewas
involved inadvocacy and
media campaigns aimedat
preventing atrocities in
places likeSudan,Demo-
craticRepublic of theCongo
andMyanmar.

Goldbeckworked to rally
public pressure to fund
peacekeeping efforts in such
places. In 2012, shewas
namedoneof the “Top99
ForeignPolicyProfessionals
Under 33” byDiplomatic
Couriermagazine.

FarrowwasaUNICEF
goodwill ambassadorwho
had repeatedly visitedDar-
fur and the surrounding
region to shed light on the
need for international aid.
At onepoint, she stageda
hunger strike for the cause.

Sheandher son,Ronan
Farrow,wrote a column in
TheWall Street Journal in
2007 that is creditedwith
helping to shameChina, a
defender of Sudan, into
pressuring theSudanese
government to allowUnited
Nationspeacekeepers.

“Imet Janessaduring
theDarfur genocide,” Far-
row tweetedonFeb. 19. “As a
human rights advocate she
stood strongagainst a geno-
cidal regime.Then, asU.S
Marine she fought for
America andour rights.
Nowshe’s running to stand
up for us inWashington. I’m
proud to support@jgold-
beck forCongress in
#CA53!”

Goldbeck’s history and
knowledgehave gainedher
lots of notice (includingan
endorsement fromTheSan
DiegoUnion-Tribune’s
editorial board).

But she stillmaybe the
thirdwheel in the large
Democratic field.Ahandful
ofRepublicans are running,
but Jacobs,Gómezand
Goldbeckhave received
virtually all the attention in
recentweeks.There’s not a
lot of daylight between them
onmost issues, though they

each emphasizedifferent
things.However, only
Gómez supports “Medicare
forAll,”while Jacobsbacks
universal coverage asdoes
Goldbeck,whowants to
includeaMedicare option.

Anearly poll showed
Jacobswith abig lead fol-
lowedbyRepublicanChris
Stoddard,whohas aweb-
site andhas given some
interviewsbuthasn’t
mountedmuchof a cam-
paign.ThatUnion-Trib-
une/10Newspollwas con-
ductedbeforemost of the
candidateshad rampedup
their campaigns.The excep-
tionwas Jacobs,whohas
benefited fromthewealth
and longtimeDemocratic
fundingof her grandfather,
Qualcommco-founder
Irwin Jacobs.Her adshave
beenon television for
months.

Still, it serves as a re-
minder that even in apri-
marywhere the top two
vote-getters advance re-
gardless of party affiliation,
partisanpoliticsmatters.

Of thedistrict’s regis-

tered voters, nearly 45per-
cent areDemocrats, 24
percent areRepublicans
and26percent chose “no
partypreference.”

GivenDemocratic domi-
nance of thedistrict, and
thebig three campaigns, it
is verypossible,maybe
likely, that twoDemocrats
will advance.

The 53rdDistrict
stretches east fromLinda
Vista andMissionHills to
includeSanDiego commu-
nities just northand south
of Interstate 8, alongwith
LaMesa, LemonGrove,
SpringValley andparts ofEl
CajonandChulaVista.

Thismaybe theSanders
hotbed inSanDiego
County. In 2016, he lost there
toHillaryClinton, 51per-
cent to 48percentbut re-
ceivednearly 57,000 votes.
His next highest total
amongSanDiegoCounty’s
five congressional districts
was in the 52nd just to the
west,wherehehadnearly
50,000 votes.

In this primary, the
Vermont senatorhas

broader,morepolitically
diverse opposition, includ-
ing competition fromboth
moderates and liberals.

Still, Sanders is the clear
Democratic front-runner at
themoment, building
strength since Iowaand
winning impressively in
NevadaonSaturday—with
notableLatino support.All
that’s significant, particu-
larly the latter. The 53rd
District’s population is 32
percentHispanic.

Sanders andOcasio-
Cortez arehugely popular
amongDemocratic progres-
sives. Somemoderate
Democrats say if Sanders is
at the topof the ticket it
couldhurt theparty’s candi-
dates inhotly contested
swingdistricts. Youdon’t
hear that in the 53rd,where
Gómezandher supporters
were ecstatic about the
endorsements.

Farrow’s tweet, helpful
though itmaybe,won’t
bring that kindof heat.

michael.smolens@
sduniontribune.com

SMOLENS
Jacobs tops
in recent poll
FROM B1

Today is Wednesday, Feb. 26,
the 57th day of 2020. There
are 309 days left in the year.

Today’s highlight
in history
On Feb. 26, 1993, a truck
bomb built by Islamic extrem-
ists exploded in the parking
garage of the North Tower of
New York’s World Trade Center,
killing six people and injuring
more than 1,000 others.

On this date
In 1904, the United States and
Panama proclaimed a treaty
under which the U.S. agreed to
undertake efforts to build a
ship canal across the Panama
isthmus.

Today’s birthdays
Country-rock musician Paul
Cotton (Poco) is 77. Sen. Tim
Kaine, D-Va., is 62. Singer
Erykah Badu is 49. Rhythm-
and-blues singer Kyle Norman
(Jagged Edge) is 45. Rock
musician Chris Culos (O.A.R.)
is 41. Rhythm-and-blues singer
Corinne Bailey Rae is 41.
Country singer Rodney Hayden
is 40.

ASSOCIATED PRESS

TODAY IN
HISTORY

Pu
bl

ic
at

io
n 

D
at

e:
 0

2/
26

/2
02

0

Ad
 N

um
be

r: 
76

76
96

5-
1

In
se

rti
on

 N
um

be
r: 

Si
ze

:
2 

x 
3

C
ol

or
 T

yp
e:

 
B

&
W

C
lie

nt
 N

am
e:

Ad
ve

rti
se

r:
B

R
IS

TO
L 

EN
VI

R
O

N
M

EN
TA

L 
R

EM
ED

IA
TI

O
N

 S
...

Se
ct

io
n/

Pa
ge

/Z
on

e:
Lo

ca
l N

ew
s/

B
00

6/
M

E
D

es
cr

ip
tio

n:
2x

3 
N

ot
ic

e 
- P

ub
lic

 M
ee

tin
g

Th
is

 E
-S

he
et

(r
) i

s 
pr

ov
id

ed
 a

s 
co

nc
lu

si
ve

 e
vi

de
nc

e 
th

at
 th

e 
ad

 a
pp

ea
re

d 
in

 T
he

 S
an

 D
ie

go
 U

ni
on

-T
rib

un
e 

on
 th

e 
da

te
 a

nd
 p

ag
e 

in
di

ca
te

d.
 Y

ou
 m

ay
 n

ot
 c

re
at

e 
de

riv
at

iv
e 

w
or

ks
, o

r i
n 

an
y 

w
ay

 e
xp

lo
it 

or
 re

pu
rp

os
e 

an
y 

co
nt

en
t.

RDAB
N

SSOSSOCCIATED

Attachment 4 - Advertisements UCSD (Camp Matthews)

July 2020 A4-9 Contract No. W912PL-16-C-0021



(Intentionally blank) 

Attachment 4 - Advertisements UCSD (Camp Matthews)

July 2020 A4-10 Contract No. W912PL-16-C-0021



 
 
 

 

ATTACHMENT 5 

Public Meeting Transcript 

  



 
 
 

 

(Intentionally blank) 

  



2

   UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AT SAN DIEGO (CAMP MATTHEWS)

 MUNITIONS RESPONSE SITE CONCEPTUAL SITE EXPOSURE MODEL 2

          THROUGH 5 RANGE COMPLEX NO. 1 REMEDIAL

              INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY

               PROPOSED PLAN PUBLIC MEETING

     FORMERLY USED DEFENSE SITES PROJECT # J09CA111001

            TUESDAY, MARCH 10, 2020 - 5:00 P.M.

            HYATT HOUSE SAN DIEGO/SORRENTO MESA

               10044 PACIFIC MESA BOULEVARD

                SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA 92121

REPORTED BY:  CATHERINE EBBERT, CSR 14122

Attachment 5 - Public Meeting Transcript UCSD (Camp Matthews)

July 2020 A5-1 Contract No. W912PL-16-C-0021



PROPOSED PLAN PUBLIC MEETING    MARCH 10, 2020

BARRETT REPORTING, INC. (888) 740-1100 www.barrettreporting.com

3

1 APPEARANCES:

2

3 Fran Firouzi, Project Manager USACE

4 Heather Pfeiffer, Bristol Environmental Remediation

5 Services

6 Tod Ferguson, UCSD

7 Sara Michael, California DTSC

8 Brooks Hubbard, USACE

9 Mark Jones, USACE

10 Michelle Allen, USACE

11 Meg McDonald, USACE

12 Andy Biaggi, Bristol Environmental Remediation Services

13 Gary Fouel

14 Charles Welk, InDepth

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1 SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA; TUESDAY, MARCH 10, 2020; 6:12 P.M.

2                             ***

3           MS. FIROUZI:  Good afternoon, everybody.  My

4 name is Fran Firouzi.  I'm the project manager for UC San

5 Diego Camp Matthews Munition Response Site for MRS 5 here

6 in San Diego, California.  This is a formerly used defense

7 site.  That means that the plan has been used by the

8 Department of Defense long ago.  It was owned or leased or

9 under jurisdiction of the Department of Defense.

10           The agenda today, it's myself along with my team

11 from Army Corps.  We are going to go over the remediation

12 investigation/feasibility study process under the FUDS

13 program.  We're going to talk about the munitions response

14 site number one summary and location of the site here in

15 San Diego; layout and historical subrange location;

16 summary, what we have done as far as remedial

17 investigation elements; and candidate property development

18 and investigation area summary; remedial investigation

19 fieldwork overview, MRS project delineation and conceptual

20 site model; proposed plan/decision document status;

21 administrative summary; and safety reminder for the team.

22           There are some acronyms here that we use in the

23 Department of Defense specifically in the Corps and FUDS

24 program.  Project team including myself, UXO Safety

25 Specialist is Jim Hug and our COR.  Our environmental
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1 engineer is Jim Lukasko up in Sacramento; our

2 geophysicist, Kyle Lindsay, again, up in Sacramento this

3 week; risk assessor, Mr. Mark Jones, who is present here;

4 biologist, Robin Rosenau; archeologist, Meg McDonald, who

5 is present here; public affairs Mr. Brooks Hubbard, who is

6 present here; quality assurance/quality control chemist

7 Jonathan Whipple, who is up in the Sacramento district.

8           The main stakeholder for this project is UC San

9 Diego and the City of San Diego and the State of

10 California, DTSC, California Department of Toxic Substance

11 Control, whose representative is here, Ms. Sara Michael,

12 if you have any further questions.

13           University of California, San Diego,

14 environmental program manager Mr. Tod is here,

15 Tod Ferguson, if you have any further questions regarding

16 UC San Diego, everybody is more than welcome to answer all

17 of your questions.

18           Bristol Environmental Remediation Services are

19 our primary contractor along with their subcontractors.

20 Our RI/FS or remedial investigation feasibility study has

21 been done for this site after the site inspection has been

22 done.  Under the FUDS -- under law -- or this process, we

23 have to do -- identify the hazard here, and then we have

24 to do further investigation.

25           Inventory project report has been done in the
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1 past.  We did the preliminary assessment and site

2 inspection.  And it's been decided there's some hazard and

3 threat to human health and environment.  That's why we are

4 doing the remedial investigation and feasibility study.

5           As a result of this remedial

6 investigation/feasibility study, you have the proposed

7 plan in your hand that you can study.  And we are

8 conducting public review.  After that we are going to make

9 a decision, a decision document, on what we're going to do

10 with this proposed plan and feasibility study.

11           If we are going to do further activity for this

12 site, we are going to go for remedial design and remedial

13 action.  And further it's going to go to the response

14 complete.

15           This site for this FUDS property is located in

16 San Diego, California, in La Jolla comprised of 5,000

17 acres of the site.  It encompasses 14 training ranges and

18 the location of the 1945 ammunition truck explosion.  It's

19 been used between 1918 and 1964 for various munition

20 activities.  And it's been ceased by 1964.

21           That's the location.  As you see, it's around

22 the UCSD area.  And that's all the ranges that has been

23 used in the center of the MRS and all the subranges.  As

24 you see, it's a really huge area.  The summary of

25 historical MEC and MD, munition debris and munition -- MEC
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1 stands for munition --

2           MR. FERGUSON:  Explosives of concern.

3           MS. FIROUZI:  Okay.  Explosive of concern.

4 Thanks.

5           What we have done here regarding this in 1988,

6 there was one 37 millimeter has been found.  And after

7 that from 1999 to 2005, all shows what has been found

8 here.

9           What we are going to do -- what we have done in

10 our RI, remedial investigation, we gather sufficient

11 information to determine the nature and extent of the

12 potential MEC and munitions constituents.  Then we assess

13 the potential risk and hazard to human health and

14 environment, evaluate remedial investigation findings to

15 determine no further action, or we have to do further

16 action.

17           The fieldwork has been conducted from April

18 through July 2018, and the report is already out.  Then we

19 have developed the proposed plan, which is finalized, and

20 we are going to develop the decision document.  Right now

21 it's in draft, and it's under review.

22           For candidate property development, the

23 completed -- the review of the historical maps and aerial

24 photographs have been completed.  And we analyzed the

25 accessibility of each candidate properties.  There's some
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1 terrains, vegetation that we had to develop the safety and

2 development of a --

3           We have done numerous site visits of the

4 potential candidate properties prior to RI field report.

5           We have done numerous -- or five -- CSM,

6 conceptual site models.  That's candidates' properties for

7 investigation area summaries.  That's the whole MRS.  And

8 these are the candidates.

9           Remedial investigation fieldwork overview for

10 MEC characterization, we used whatever -- I mean, whatever

11 we did, we didn't find any MEC.  Within all the visual

12 surveys, there was no MEC identified.  Munition debris

13 only identified at property number eight or candidate

14 property number eight.  No other features of interests

15 identified.

16           We did approximately 43.6 line miles of the

17 completed qualitative reconnaissance.  For this survey we

18 did metal detectors.

19           So for MEC characterization geophysical survey,

20 analytical geophysical survey was done.  There was no MEC

21 identified.  And MD only identified at CP001 and CP008.

22 No other features of interest identified.  We did almost

23 30.5 miles of the qualitative reconnaissance.  But due to

24 the munition debris found on the surface of CP008,

25 additional analog investigation was performed under
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1 UFP-QAPP or Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance

2 Policy Project Plan.

3           We did DGM survey, and it resorted in no MEC.

4 We didn't find any MEC or munition explosive of concern or

5 no MD or no munition debris.  EM61-MK2 DGM was used.  And

6 approximately 29 miles we did -- completed the DGM.

7           These are some candidates -- that they are not

8 candidate properties area investigated, and some of them

9 are not investigated.  They're all delineated which one

10 has been investigated, which one has not been

11 investigated.

12           The summary of fieldwork, there were some

13 explosive -- UXO, MDs, and MRDs for all these categories,

14 and it shows the numbers and the percentage of anomalies.

15 They are all available.  If you're willing to have a copy

16 of that, they are available for your information.

17           Summary of the RI remedial investigation

18 fieldwork, there was no MEC or munition explosive of

19 concern identified, and there is no munition debris only

20 identified CP001 or candidate property number one and

21 number eight.  And it shows the type of munitions that we

22 found.

23           Some mortars, we had grenades and consolidated

24 pile of expended and fired rockets.

25           The result of the MD, munition debris, result
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1 for remedial investigation -- and remedial investigation

2 is here.

3           For summary of the munitions constituents

4 result, since the RI fieldwork didn't identify any

5 potential for munition of concern source in accordance

6 with the UFP-QAPP, no MEC, no MC -- munition

7 constituent -- sampling was performed.

8           So the conceptual site modeling group and

9 post-investigation grouping, we grouped these candidate

10 properties to make sure that based on the historical use

11 and presented in the UFP-QAPP.  The exposure pathway

12 diagrams for the revised conceptual site models is

13 included in the RI report.  The RI report is available for

14 you if you are willing to, and we put it in the library

15 here in San Diego, so it's for public use.

16           Conceptual site model groups by candidate

17 properties, as you see there, are here.  Conceptual site

18 model one, two, four and five -- two, three, four, and

19 five and under different categories and different colors.

20           The conclusion for the remedial investigation

21 fieldwork is based on the information and previous

22 investigation finding, remedial investigation findings,

23 and extensive urban development.  Because here is well

24 developed.  And this MRS from 1965, basically, there is no

25 risk, or there is least risk here in the area.
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1           The risk management methodology used for the

2 baseline munitions -- baseline of munitions explosive of

3 concern risk assessment.  And then the entire MRS

4 conceptual site model number two through five, portions of

5 range complex number one were not recommended for further

6 evaluation because it's highly developed.  And no further

7 action or no action is decision is recommended for this

8 site.

9           Whatever we do here with the site, the State of

10 California or DTSC is agreeing and concurring with our

11 investigation.  There was some delineation here, the

12 Clinical and Translational Research Institute Construction

13 Site for project number four was delineated from MRS

14 number four.

15            Following the completion of the RI fieldwork,

16 additional delineation that separated that portion of the

17 site from the MRS, or munition response site, necessary to

18 adjust acreage just based on the remedial investigation

19 findings and created new MRS from the original parent

20 project, MRS number one.

21           So FUDS project number one under conceptual site

22 model two through five, the final acreage associated with

23 no action remedial alternative proposed plan is

24 4,862 acres.  And the other one is 27 acres.  So FUDS

25 project number five or project number five under this MRS,
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1 this project is the U.S. Marine Corps Air Station Miramar.

2 The INPR amendment separates Marine Corps Air Station

3 Miramar's overlapping acreage which is not eligible for

4 the FUDS program because it's an active military base.

5           So conceptual site model groups and delineation

6 is under two, three, four, and five.  And there's small

7 conceptual site models here within conceptual site model

8 number four.

9           In the proposed plan that we are proposing, the

10 preferred alternative concluded in RI -- or remedial

11 investigations concluded, there is no unacceptable risk to

12 the human health or environment; therefore, we decided or

13 we determined that a remedial action is not necessary

14 here, only the no action remedial alternative is presented

15 in the proposed plan because it's highly developed, and

16 there is no threat to human health and environment.

17           Under the no action remedial alternative, the

18 current candidates at the MRS would remain unchanged, and

19 Army Corps would take no further action at this site.  If

20 the no action alternative is selected by USACE after

21 consideration of all public comments received, no

22 additional environmental investigation or remediation will

23 be performed here.  And the reason is because it's a

24 highly developed area.

25           The proposed plan has been prepared based on the
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1 evaluation that's been done during the RI.  The public

2 comments -- I'm sure you have seen them -- is they are

3 between 24 -- February 24th through March 27th is open for

4 public.  If you have any comments regarding this project,

5 we will take all those comments.  Today is the public

6 meeting.

7           If there is any comments based on this meeting

8 and public comment period, we're going to revise to

9 incorporate all those comments to the proposed plan.

10 After we get all those comments and we incorporate the

11 comments, we finalize the proposed plan, and we prepare

12 the decision documents based on the RI and proposed plan

13 to identify the final selected remedy.

14           In the library -- in San Diego Central Library,

15 there is a portion for us that we put all this stuff,

16 final document.  If you are interested more to take a look

17 at those documents, you can find it in the San Diego

18 Central Library at 330 Park Boulevard, San Diego,

19 California.

20           And besides that, if you have any questions or

21 concerns and you cannot find this library or you cannot

22 find it in the library, you're more than welcome to e-mail

23 me since you have my e-mail address.  I will provide all

24 those documents to you via e-mail, or we will mail it to

25 you.
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1           That administrative summary, after considering

2 all stakeholders and public comments, we will determine

3 the final selected remedy for this site.  The preferred

4 alternative for MRS -- oh, I just did that, right?

5           The preferred alternative for MRS may be

6 modified based on the comments.  The final selected remedy

7 will be described in the decision document.  And we will

8 respond to all the comments.  And we will record it in the

9 decision document.

10           Just the brief schedule for this project, from

11 now on, we are still collecting the public comments until

12 27 March.  Today is the public meeting.  From 31st March

13 to April 16th, we are going to respond to all public

14 comments on the proposed plan.  You have a copy of the

15 proposed plan.

16           By April 30th, we are going to finalize the

17 proposed plan.  From April to December, the decision

18 document is going to be circulated for comments internally

19 within the government and outside of the government with

20 the State to be able to finalize the document.

21           In January, we are planning to finalize the

22 document.

23           Yes, Sara?

24           MS. MICHAEL:  That's April 2020 to

25 December 2020.
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1           MS. FIROUZI:  Yeah.  Correct.  Good catch.  So

2 this one is going to be 2020 -- typo.

3           So, I mean, we know there is no threat to the

4 human health and environment here, but always we encourage

5 the public to follow the safety reminder.

6           If you see something, retreat, and report it.

7 Don't kick it.  Don't pick it up.  If you are not dropping

8 it, don't pick it up.  Just follow the safety reminder.

9           And, again, my name is Fran Firouzi.  I'm the

10 project manager.  You have my e-mail address, my contact

11 information.  We have a representative from the State.  We

12 have a representative from UC San Diego.  The document is

13 in the library.  We are open to every single comment from

14 the public to make sure the project is done the right way,

15 and we are concluding the projects in a diligent manner.

16           If you have any questions, we're more than

17 welcome to take your question.  Other than that, thanks

18 for coming.

19           MS. PFEIFFER:  And I will ask if there are

20 questions, since we are -- we do have a person here taking

21 a transcript for the meeting, please provide your name so

22 that it can be recorded in the transcript.

23           My name is Heather Pfeiffer with Bristol.

24           And speak loud enough so that she can hear your

25 questions.
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1   MS. MICHAEL:  Sara Michael with the Department

2 of Toxic Substances Control.  Please go back to slide 28.

3  MS. FIROUZI:  Sure.

4  MS. MICHAEL:  This is for benefit of the people

5 who have taken time out of their day to come here.  I

6 just -- as a member of the California Environmental

7 Protection Agency, I just want you to know that the Army

8 Corps works with us on approving these documents.  So they

9 say they're going to make a determination of no action.

10 They communicate with us, and we all agree on that.  It

11 isn't just they take it and run with it.  So there's

12 always -- the State is always involved, and I just want to

13 let you know that.

14   MS. FIROUZI:  The State is representing

15 everybody basically.  And we appreciate all your effort.

16  MS. MICHAEL:  And along with that, I do have a

17 comment on the proposed plan page 12, for those of you who

18 are following.  Under the definitions, you have munitions

19 constituents.  And I have made a note of it because

20 munitions constituents also includes metals as part of the

21 breakdown of these munitions.  It could be lead, antimony,

22 copper, and, I think --

23  MR. FERGUSON:  Zinc.

24  MS. FIROUZI:  Zinc.

25  MS. MICHAEL:  And so my comment is to please
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1 include that in a parenthetical under munitions

2 constituents because you have under RF -- under munitions

3 and explosives of concern, you have RDX and TNT.  And we

4 don't know the time lapse, off the top of my head, how

5 long those chemicals stay in the soil as an active entity.

6 And I don't know -- I don't think it's very long.

7   On the other hand, lead and copper and zinc,

8 they will stay for long periods time.  And so they do soil

9 samples to make sure that there is not elevated levels of

10 munitions constituents, parenthetical, metals involved.

11 That's all.  Thank you.

12   MS. FIROUZI:  Okay.  If there is not any further

13 questions or concerns, thank you everybody for taking the

14 time.  We appreciate your time out of all this news,

15 taking your time, coming over and listening to our news.

16 Thanks.

17  (Proceedings concluded at 5:37 p.m.)

18

19

20

21

22

23

24
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1 STATE OF CALIFORNIA)

2 COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO)

3

4   I, Catherine Ebbert, Certified Shorthand

5 Reporter for the State of California, do hereby certify

6 that the statements made at the time of the public hearing

7 were recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter

8 transcribed.

9   I further certify that I am not a relative or

10 employee of any of the parties, nor financially interested

11 in the transactions.

12   I declared under penalty of perjury under the

13 laws of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

14

15  _________________________________

16   Catherine Ebbert, CSR 14122

17  March 12, 2020
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Conceptual Site Exposure Model Summary for MRS Range Complex No. 1, Groups 2 through 5 

MRS Range Complex No. 1 has been split into groupings of property based on historical use, potential for munitions and explosives of concern (MEC) and/or munitions constituents (MC) to be present, and current land use 
(potential for receptors to encounter MEC and/or MC).  The preliminary Conceptual Site Exposure Models (CSEM) developed for each group of properties have been revised based on the Remedial Investigation (RI) results.  
The preliminary CSEM presented the Candidate Properties.  The revised CSEM presents all the acreage within the CSEM acreage not only the Candidate Properties.  This was completed by using the results of the RI Report 
and the lines of evidence as presented in Section 8.1 in the RI Report.  Figure 8-1 in the RI Report presents the Final CSEM Groupings. 

Group 2/3 [1,076.2 acres] 

RI Report Revised Description: Buffer or Safety Zone.  No MEC was recovered during the RI.  A very low density of MD was observed in CP008 during the RI field activities.  MD (identified in CP008) included fragments from MK II Hand 
Grenades (2018 RI Report, Section 8.1.2 and Figure 4-8).  Results of RI data analysis appear to show the presence of a low density target area at a low density of 3 MD per acre.  No target areas or areas of sustained elevated MD density 
were produced from VSP analysis.  Results of RI data analysis indicate no areas on the site meet the criteria for classification as a CMUA. 

Candidate Properties: 005, 006, 007, 008, 011, 012, and 013 (See Figure 8-1 of the RI Report, Proposed CSEM based sub-areas) (Previously included Candidate Properties: CP015 and CP017 were not investigated.  Area disturbed and 
developed by train system pilings and construction laydown area (no findings reported during development).  Parking lot and retaining wall built over the berm area and pilings and rail line built on top of CP015 (no findings reported during 
development). 

Suspect Past DoD 
Activities 

Potential MD/MEC 
Presence MD/MEC Found Since Closure 

Previous 
Investigation/Clearance 

Action/Development 
Post-DoD Land Use 

and Current Land Use Potential Receptors 
Potential Sources of 

Receptor Interaction (MC 
and MEC)  

RI Findings 

Small Arms Range 
Impact Areas 

1945 Truck 
Explosion Area 

Sub-Range Potential 
Munitions - Small arms 
including shotgun shells. 

1945 Truck Explosion 
Potential Munitions – 3-inch 
HE projectiles; 20mm 
projectiles; 40mm projectiles; 
and 7.2-inch rockets with 
motors. 

No MD/MEC has been identified in 
this area since the closure of Camp 
Matthews.  

Following the truck explosion in 
1945, a clearance was 
conducted by the Navy.  
Recovered items included 7.2-
inch rockets, 3-inch projectiles, 
and fragments from 20mm and 
40mm projectiles. 
Approximately 10 tons of scrap 
metal and ¾ ton of unexploded 
ordnance were recovered. 

June 2013 and November 
2016 non-intrusive site visit to 
assess site conditions (terrain, 
vegetation, and potential 
receptors) for Candidate 
Properties.   

Densely developed 
area in center of UCSD 
campus including 
Veteran’s 
Administration medical 
center, student 
housing, interstate, and 
commercial 
development.  Also 
includes private 
residential 
development. 

Campus staff and 
students, medical 
center visitors, 
commercial or 
industrial users, 
residents, and site 
visitors, and ecological. 

Potential for MC – MC 
associated with HE rounds 
(from truck explosion) and 
small arms.  Previous 
investigation identified high 
levels of lead in historical 
small arms berm (Sub-Range 
D).  

Potential for MEC – MEC/MD 
associated with large caliber 
munitions may be present as 
a result of the truck 
explosion; however, no 
MEC/MD has been found to 
date.   

Site access is unrestricted 
due to absence of fences 
except along highway right of 
way.   

During the 2018 RI, no MEC 
identified during RI in areas 
investigated.  No receptor 
pathway in developed areas 
(not investigated).  MD 
associated with the MK II 
hand grenade (fragments) 
was identified at CP008 only. 
No other MD, small arms, or 
clay target debris was 
identified.  No MEC was 
recovered, no high-density 
MD areas were observed, 
and no evidence of clay 
targets was found during the 
geophysical surveys, visual 
surveys, and intrusive 
investigation.  Therefore, per 
the Final Uniform Federal 
Policy Quality Assurance 
Project Plan (UFP-QAPP) 
(USACE, 2018), no soil 
sampling was conducted 
within CSEM 2/3. 
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Group 4 [1,843.6 acres] 

RI Report Revised Description: Buffer or Safety Zone.  No MEC was recovered during the RI.  No MD or small arms were observed during the RI (2018 RI Report, Section 8.1.3 and Figures 4-12 through 4-19). 

Candidate Properties: 038, 039, 040, 043, 044, 048, 049, and 050 (See Figure 8-1 of the RI Report, Proposed CSEM based sub-areas) (Previously included Candidate Properties: CP036, CP048, CP050, and CP051 were not investigated. 
CP036 (no signed Rights of Entry [ROE]) area is developed with irrigation system, landscaping and sod.  CP048 and CP050 not completely investigated due to ROEs.  Portions investigated with ROEs discussed in RI Report.  Terrain very 
steep and heavily vegetated.  CP051 (No signed ROE) terrain very steep with pockets of dense vegetation.  Additionally, CP020 and CP035 (previously included in CSEM Group 1) moved to Group 4 based on RI results. 

Suspect Past DoD 
Activities 

Potential MD/MEC 
Presence MD/MEC Found Since Closure 

Previous 
Investigation/Clearance 

Action/Development 
Post-DoD Land Use 

and Current Land Use Potential Receptors 
Potential Sources of 

Receptor Interaction (MC 
and MEC)  

RI Findings 

Large Caliber 
Range Safety Fans 

Small Arms Range 
Safety Fans 

Sub-Range Potential 
Munitions - Small arms, 
general; 37mm shells; 3.5-
inch practice rocket, M29; 
2.36-inch practice rockets, 
M7; Vivien and Bessières 
rifle grenades; rifle 
grenades, M9; 60mm 
mortars, charge 1. 

No MD/MEC has been identified in 
this area since the closure of Camp 
Matthews.  

October 31 through November 
3, 2006 QR and soil sampling 
in support of 2007 SI Report. 

June 2013 and November 
2016 non-intrusive site visit to 
assess site conditions (terrain, 
vegetation, and potential 
receptors) for Candidate 
Properties.   

Mixed density of 
development ranging 
from developed areas 
including residential 
housing, parks, and 
commercial 
development, to 
undeveloped open 
space areas.   

Residents, commercial 
or industrial users, site 
visitors, and ecological. 

Potential for MC – MC 
associated with HE rounds 
and small arms.   

Potential for MEC – MEC/MD 
associated with large caliber 
munitions may be present as 
a result of Sub-Range H; 
however, no MEC/MD has 
been found to date.   

Site access is generally 
unrestricted due to absence 
of fences; however, access to 
some areas is limited due to 
dense vegetation, steep 
terrain and fences along 
interstate right of way and 
private property.   

During the 2018 RI, no MEC 
identified during RI in areas 
investigated.  No receptor 
pathway in developed areas 
(not investigated).  No MD, 
small arms, or clay target 
debris was identified.  No 
MEC was recovered, no high-
density MD areas were 
observed, and no evidence of 
clay targets was found during 
the geophysical surveys, 
visual surveys, and intrusive 
investigation.  Therefore, per 
the Final UFP-QAPP 
(USACE, 2018), no soil 
sampling was conducted 
within CSEM 4. 
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Group 5 [1,942.5 acres] 

RI Report Revised Description: Buffer or Safety Zone.  No MEC was recovered during the RI.  No MD or small arms were observed during the RI (2018 RI Report, Section 8.1.4 and Figures 4-20 through 4-22). 

Candidate Properties: 029, 030, and 046 (See Figure 8-1 of the RI Report, Proposed CSEM based sub-areas) (Previously included Candidate Properties: CP027 and CP047 were not investigated.  CP027 (no signed ROEs).  CP047 (no 
signed ROEs) terrain very steep and heavily vegetated. 

Suspect Past DoD 
Activities 

Potential MD/MEC 
Presence MD/MEC Found Since Closure 

Previous 
Investigation/Clearance 

Action/Development 
Post-DoD Land Use and 

Current Land Use Potential Receptors 
Potential Sources of 

Receptor Interaction (MC 
and MEC)  

RI Findings 

Small Arms Range 
Safety Fan 

Sub-Range Potential 
Munitions - Small arms, 
general. 

No MD/MEC has been identified 
in this area since the closure of 
Camp Matthews.  

June 2013 and November 2016 
non-intrusive site visit to assess 
site conditions (terrain, 
vegetation, and potential 
receptors) for Candidate 
Properties.   

Mixed density of 
development ranging from 
developed areas including 
residential housing, parks, 
and commercial 
development, to 
undeveloped open space 
areas.   

Residents, commercial 
or industrial users, site 
visitors, and ecological. 

Potential for MC – MC 
associated with small arms. 
Potential for MEC – No MEC 
anticipated as only small 
arms were associated with 
related Sub-Ranges. 
Site access is generally 
unrestricted due to absence 
of fences; however, access to 
some areas is limited due to 
dense vegetation, steep 
terrain and fences along 
interstate right of way and 
private property.   

During the 2018 RI, no MEC 
identified during RI in areas 
investigated.  No receptor 
pathway in developed areas 
(not investigated).  No MD, 
small arms, or clay target 
debris was identified.  No 
MEC was recovered, no high-
density MD areas were 
observed, and no evidence of 
clay targets was found during 
the geophysical surveys, 
visual surveys, and intrusive 
investigation.  Therefore, per 
the Final UFP-QAPP 
(USACE, 2018), no soil 
sampling was conducted 
within CSEM 5. 

Acronyms: 
CMUA = Concentrated Munitions Use Area 
CP = Candidate Properties 
CSEM =-Conceptual Site Exposure Model 
DoD = Department of Defense 
HE = High Explosive 
INPR = Inventory Project Report 
MC = Munitions Constituent 
MD = Munitions debris 
MEC = Munitions and explosives of concern 
MK = Mark 
mm = millimeter 
PA = Preliminary Assessment 
QR = Qualitative Reconnaissance 
RI = Remedial Investigation 
ROE = Rights of Entry 
SI = Site Inspection 
UCSD = University of California, San Diego 
UFP-QAPP = Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance Project Plan 
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Conceptual Site Exposure Model - Munitions Response Site Range Complex No. 1
Group 2/3

MRS Name:    

Group 2/3:
[1,076.2 acres]

Candidate Properties: 005, 006, 007, 008, 011, 012, and 013  (2) (See Figure 8-1 in the RI Report, Proposed CSEM based sub-areas)

Completed By:

Residential 
and

Commercial 
Landowners

Construction 
Workers

UCSD 
employees 

and students

Visitors or 
Recreational 

Users

Ecological 
Receptors

(3)

(3)

(4)

(5)

NOTE:
(1) Final CSEM based on RI results.

(2)

(3) No Surface Water or Sediments present; therefore, no direct release.

(4) Due to the depth to groundwater and the lack of  beneficial use of groundwater within the MRS, pathway is not present.

(5)

(6)

DEFINITIONS:

Range Complex No. 1, La Jolla, California 

 Andy Biaggi, Bristol; Checked by Ralph Perona, Neptune Inc. Date Revised:  18 February 2020

Buffer or Safety Zone.  No MEC was recovered during the RI.  A very low density of MD was observed in CP008 during the RI field activities.  MD (identified in CP008) 
included fragments from MK II Hand Grenades (2018 RI Report, Section 8.1.2 and Figure 4-8).  Results of RI data analysis appear to show the presence of a low 
density target area at a low density of 3 MD per acre.  No target areas or areas of sustained elevated MD density were produced from VSP analysis.  Results of RI 
data analysis indicate no areas on the site meet the criteria for classification as a CMUA.

Incomplete Pathway (no expected exposure) - Based on historical information, previous investigations, and RI results, data indicates that this pathway does not exist because MEC and/or MC are not present. 

Previously included Candidate Properties: CP015 and CP017 were not investigated because these areas are disturbed and developed by train system pilings and construction laydown area (no MEC findings reported during development).  Parking lot and retaining 
wall built over the berm area and pilings and rail line built on top of CP015 (no MEC findings reported during development).

No MEC identified in historical documents or previous investigations; however, potential source present (1945 Ammunition Truck Explosion). No MEC identified during RI in areas investigated.  No receptor pathway in developed areas (not investigated). 

No MEC was recovered, no high-density MD areas were observed, and no evidence of clay targets was found during the geophysical surveys, visual surveys, and intrusive investigation.  Therefore, per the Final Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance Project 
Plan (UFP-QAPP) (USACE, 2018), no soil sampling for MC was conducted within CSEM 2/3. 

SOURCE INTERACTION HUMAN AND ECOLOGICAL RECEPTORS

Surface Water / 
Sediments

CURRENT / REASONABLY ANTICITPATED FUTURE LAND USE (1)Release 
Mechanism

Exposure
Media

Exposure
Routes

Surface Soil
(0-6 inches)

Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Inhalation

Ingestion of Biota

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact
Inhalation (Dust)

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Inhalation (Dust)

Ingestion

Primary
Source

Secondary 
Source/ Media

Munitions 
Constituents (6)

Soil

Surface Water / 
Sediments

Uptake by Biota

Groundwater

Subsurface Soil (6-
18 inches)

Erosion / Runoff

Leaching

Surface

Subsurface

Intrusive
Activity

Non-Intrusive
Activity

Non-Intrusive
Activity (Erosion)

Direct Contact

Direct Contact

Direct Contact

Munitions and 
Explosives of 

Concern
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Conceptual Site Exposure Model - Munitions Response Site Range Complex No. 1
Group 4

MRS Name:    

Group 4:

Candidate Properties: 038, 039, 040, 043, 044, 048, 049, and 050 (2) (See Figure 8-1 in the RI Report, Proposed CSEM based sub-areas)

Completed By:

Residential 
and

Commercial 
Landowners

Construction 
Workers

UCSD 
employees 

and students

Visitors or 
Recreational 

Users

Ecological 
Receptors

(3)

(3)

(4)

(5)

NOTE:
(1) Final CSEM based on RI results.

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5) No MEC identified in historical documentation; however, Potential Source Present (Sub-Range H).  No MEC identified during RI in areas investigated.  No receptor pathway in developed areas (not investigated).

(6)

DEFINITIONS:

Previously included Candidate Properties: CP036, CP048, CP050, and CP051 were not investigated.  CP036 (no signed ROEs) area is developed with irrigation system, landscaping and sod.  CP048 and CP050 not completely investigated due to ROEs.  Portions 
investigated with ROEs discussed in RI Report.  Terrain very steep and heavily vegetated.    CP051 (No signed ROE)  terrain very steep with pockets of dense vegetation.  Additionally, CP020 and CP035 (previously included in CSEM Group 1) moved to Group 4 
based on RI results.

Incomplete Pathway (no expected exposure) - Based on historical information, previous investigations, and RI results, data indicates that this pathway does not exist because MEC and/or MC are not present. 

No MEC was recovered, no high-density MD areas were observed, and no evidence of clay targets was found during the geophysical surveys, visual surveys, and intrusive investigation.  Therefore, per the Final Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance Project 
Plan (UFP-QAPP) (USACE, 2018), no soil sampling for MC was conducted within CSEM 4. 

Range Complex No. 1, La Jolla, California 

 Andy Biaggi, Bristol; Checked by Ralph Perona, Neptune Inc. Date Revised:  18 February 2020

Buffer or Safety Zone.  No MEC was recovered during the RI.  No MD was observed during the RI (2018 RI Report, Section 8.1.3 and Figures 4-12 through 4-19).[1,843.6 acres]

SOURCE INTERACTION HUMAN AND ECOLOGICAL RECEPTORS

Surface Water / 
Sediments

CURRENT / REASONABLY ANTICITPATED FUTURE LAND USE (1)Release 
Mechanism

Exposure
Media

Exposure
Routes

Surface Soil
(0-6 inches)

Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Inhalation

Ingestion of Biota

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact
Inhalation (Dust)

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Inhalation (Dust)

Ingestion

Primary
Source

Secondary 
Source/ Media

Munitions 
Constituents (6)

Soil

Surface Water / 
Sediments

Uptake by Biota

Groundwater

Subsurface Soil (6-
18 inches)

Erosion / Runoff

Leaching

Surface

Subsurface

Intrusive
Activity

Non-Intrusive
Activity

Non-Intrusive
Activity (Erosion)

Direct Contact

Direct Contact

Direct Contact

Munitions and 
Explosives of 

Concern
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Conceptual Site Exposure Model - Munitions Response Site Range Complex No. 1
Group 5

MRS Name:    

Group 5:

Candidate Properties: 029, 030, and 046 (2) (See Figure 8-1 in the RI Report, Proposed CSEM based sub-areas)

Completed By:

Residential 
and

Commercial 
Landowners

Construction 
Workers

UCSD 
employees 

and students

Visitors or 
Recreational 

Users

Ecological 
Receptors

(3)

(3)

(4)

(5)

NOTE:
(1) Final CSEM based on RI results.

(2)

(3) No direct release.

(4) Due to the depth to groundwater and the lack of  beneficial use of groundwater within the MRS, pathway is not present.

(5)

(6)

DEFINITIONS:

[1,942.5 acres]

Previously included Candidate Properties: CP027 and CP047 were not investigated.  CP027 (no signed ROEs).  CP047 (no signed ROEs) terrain very steep and heavily vegetated.

Incomplete Pathway (no expected exposure) - Based on historical information, previous investigations, and RI results, data indicates that this pathway does not exist because MEC and/or MC are not present. 

No MEC was recovered, no high-density MD areas were observed, and no evidence of clay targets was found during the geophysical surveys, visual surveys, and intrusive investigation.  Therefore, per the Final Uniform Federal Policy Quality Assurance Project Plan 
(UFP-QAPP) (USACE, 2018), no soil sampling for MC was conducted within CSEM 5. 

Range Complex No. 1, La Jolla, California 

 Andy Biaggi, Bristol; Checked by Ralph Perona, Neptune Inc. Date Revised: 18 February 2020

Buffer or Safety Zone.  No MEC was recovered during the RI.  No MD was observed during the RI (2018 RI Report, Section 8.1.4 and Figures 4-20 through 4-22).

SOURCE INTERACTION HUMAN AND ECOLOGICAL RECEPTORS

Surface Water / 
Sediments

CURRENT / REASONABLY ANTICITPATED FUTURE LAND USE (1)Release 
Mechanism

Exposure
Media

Exposure
Routes

Surface Soil
(0-6 inches)

Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Inhalation

Ingestion of Biota

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact
Inhalation (Dust)

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Incidental Ingestion
Dermal Contact

Inhalation (Dust)

Ingestion

Primary
Source

Secondary 
Source/ Media

Munitions 
Constituents (6)

Soil

Surface Water / 
Sediments

Uptake by Biota

Groundwater

Subsurface Soil (6-
18 inches)

Erosion / Runoff

Leaching

Surface

Subsurface

Intrusive
Activity

Non-Intrusive
Activity

Non-Intrusive
Activity (Erosion)

Direct Contact

Direct Contact

Direct Contact

Munitions and 
Explosives of 

Concern
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