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Riverside Agricultural Park Background Information 

• U.S. Army Constructed Camp Anza, 1942 
(1,200 Acre) 

• Built a Industrial sewage treatment plant 
on site 

• Listed as Formerly Used Defense Site 
• Never been characterized by lead 

agencies  

• 66 Acre property - part of Camp Anza 
• The Sewage Treatment Plant was on this site 
• Between 1947 – 1954  the plant continued to accept waste 
     from Industry Like ROHR – operations stopped in 1965 
• 2003 site was slated for redevelopment 
• Developer broke into digester – 40,000 gallons of liquid  
      flowed out containing high levels of PCB sludge 
       
      



The hazardous spill took place in 2003 – which lead to DTSC providing  
oversight for the clean up beginning in 2005.  

The spill contained the following: 

• High levels of PCBs 
• Heavy Metals 
• VOCs 

We believe the 
Developer had diluted 
the PCBS by initially 
spreading it over the 66 
acres before notifying 
the City of Riverside or 
DTSC or any other 
agencies 



Clean up took place over several years – DTSC provided a certification letter 
dated April 1, 2014 stating the 66 acres was safe to develop residential homes 



The residents who live around or near the  Ag Park believed that contamination still 
existed – and has been for many years since 2003, exposing their families and homes 
particularly during the clean up phases.  They began to complain to various agencies 
including DTSC … that people were sick from the Ag Park activities. 



Residents developed a measle map – identifying the various health impacts coming 
From the AG Park Clean up  - there is number of elevated cancers which could indicate 
Cancer cluster.  There are many more not identified on this map 
 

RED 
 

Autoimmune disorders 
Cardiac 
Chemical sensitivity 
COPD 
Thoracic pain 
Shortness of breath 
High Blood Pressure 
Kidney Edema 
Thyroid 
Tremors 
Swollen Lymph Glands 
Persistent Dermatitis 

GREEN 
 

Allergies 
Headaches 
Skin Dryness 
Rashes 
Sore Throat 
Sinusitis 
Asthma 
 

BROWN 
 

Pet Deaths 
Cancer 
Tumors 
 

 
Cysts 
Cough 
Arthritis 
 

YELLOW 
 

Bone Pain 
Joint Pain 
Kidney Pain 
Muscle Pain 
Urinary Pain 
Vision 
Abdominal Pain 
Wounds that won’t      
       Heal 

 

BLUE 
 

Brain Fog 
Chronic Fatigue 
Depression 
Dizziness 
Facial Swelling 
Hair Loss 
Hives 
Loss of Coordination 
Lumps on body/neck 
Memory loss 
Mental disturbance 
(ADD) 
 

 Impaired reproduction 
Muscle Twitching 
Nail thinning  
Nose bleeding 
Impeded speech 
Skin lesions 
Skin blisters 
Birth defects 
Developmental Delay 
 

PINK 
Cancer 
 

BLACK 
Death 



DTSC Staff provided oversight by reviewing reports – of what was done; sampling results from tests; and some input— 
DTSC staff believed the developer completed the clean up and deemed this site to be clean and safe even though DTSC did 
not do the following: 
 
•Take split sampling – and tested the soil to confirm 
      that proper testing took place. 
 
•Did not take the Dust Monitoring seriously – 
     there were 131 days when the dust was over the 
     safety threshold.  And yet not one note was written 
     regarding the data of those 131 days.  And even AQMD 
     was unable to confirm the integrity of the data since  
     samples were not collected simultaneously.  We believe  
     since 2003, the residents have been exposed for years  
     of grading, removal, and moving of the soil on the  
     66 acres. 
 
•Even though they may have known the history of the site 
     did not explore with Army Corp – other possible hazard 
     materials….toxics from underground storage tanks  **After Residents, CCAEJ Staff, and local scientists have 
       reviewed the lab analysis reports; emailcorrespondence 
•Should have considered this site to be in violation of  between decision-makers, developers and DTSC – we 
       were able to convince DTSC along with EPA to  
     TSCA regulations due to high levels of PCBs and than the reconsider retesting Ag Park and to also test the 
     mixing the PCBs in the dirt     residents homes. 

      “The action level 
of 7 micrograms 
per cubic meter 
(ug/m3) was 
established…”   

 
       “Exceedances of 

this level 
indicated 
potentially 
elevated levels of 
PCBs.”   
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15 locations  
Out of 39 
Indicated higher 
PCB Levels 
Than the 
Threshold of .22 

This is the initial 
Sampling done in 
September,2015. 
 
We recalculated 
The results to  
Include the total 
Result of the  
PCBs identified 
Rather than take 
An average 



Location C5    
DTSC 
Aroclor 1248       Aroclor1260 
      .29    .019              =    .31    
EPA   
Aroclor 1248       Aroclor1260 
      .95    .04                 =    .99 
    

Location C5 

However, what DTSC does is average the 
results so the Results look like: 
 

DTSC for Location C5 .31/2 =  .15 
EPA for Location C5 .99/2  = .49 
 



DTSC has agreed to do 
additional testing along with 
EPA – taking split samples 
here are the results of those 
Locations identified to be 
over the .22 threshold: 
 
 

 DTSC 
Results         

EPA 
Results       

Sample 
Location Aroclor 1248 

Aroclor126
0 

Aroclor 
1254 

Total of all 
PCBs   Aroclor 1248 

Aroclor126
0 Aroclor 1254 

Total of all 
PCBs 

1 B4 17 1.2   18.2   No  Sample Taken   
2 C5 0.29 0.019   0.31   0.95 0.04   0.99 
3 C55 0.35 0.022   0.37   1.2 0.043   1.24 
4 C6 0.062 0.0052   0.0672   0.14 7.7   7.84 
5 C6a5 0.45 0.022   0.472   No  Sample Taken   
6 D3 0.13   0.011 0.13 0.29 0.015   0.305 
7 D4 0.81 0.071   0.881   1.9 0.1   2 
8 D5 0.13 0.1   0.23   No  Sample Taken   
9 D6 0.17 0.017   0.187   0.41 0.026   0.436 

10 E2 0 0   0   68.8 72.2 Matrix  Spike 
11 E6 0.42 0.024   0.444   0.84 0.037   0.877 
12 F3 1.8 0.13   1.93   3.7 0.17   3.87 
13 F5 0.12 0.014   0.134   0.42 0.026   0.446 
14 F6 0.19 0.013   0.203   No  Sample  taken   
15 F7 0.057 0.0054   0.0624   0.16 8.6   8.76 
16 F8 0.17   0.18 0.35   0.46 0.027   0.487 
17 G6 0.043 0.0051   0.0481   0.11 8.4   8.51 
18 G7 0.23 0.022   0.252   No Sample Taken   
19 H2 0.37 0.022   0.392   No  Sample Taken   
20 MW6R2 0.83 0.04   0.87   No Sample Taken   
21 MW6R5 0.61 0.032   0.642           
22 MW6R8 0.88 0.082   0.962           
23 MW6R10 0.39 0.03   0.42           
24 MW7R2 0.63 0.055   0.685   No  Sample Taken   
25 MW7R5 4.8 0.2   5           
26 MW7R8 11 0.43   11.43           
27 MWR710 0.28 0.016   0.296           

DTSC has averaged out 
All the results (where now 
The results have lower  
Readings and therefore  
the property is declared to 
Be safe… 

Since the human body can’t 
Distinguish the congeners 
Separately – therefore the 
total rather than separate 
should be the result 



“Sampling activities  
were completed in  
September, And  
DTSC confirmed the  
property remains safe”. 

We wonder how DTSC can declare 
the property to be safe given the 
analysis and the need for further 
testing.  The residents 
believe that DTSC is reckless and 
negligent – and their communication 
is unreliable. 
 



Based on the findings 
Of the first sampling set. 
This is the next set 
Of soil samplings taken in 
December, 2015. 
 
There will be 144 
additional soil samples 
including water 
well samples to be 
further analyzed for PCB 
and PCB Congeners.  
Why only Congeners?  
Dioxins and Furans were 
found in sampling 
Sets taken in the past. 
 
If DTSC declares this 
property To be safe – 
Why the need for 
additional testing? 
 
 



In April, 2014, DTSC gave the developer 
A certificate of completion deeming the 
Property safe and clean…than you must 
Ask yourself the following questions 
 
• Why in this Recent sampling you still 
Find high levels of PCB at the surface level? 
 
•This property has been graded – ready for 
Housing construction – if it wasn’t for the 
Residents asking for more testing – we  
Wonder how  many new residents will get  
sick? 
 
And what about the residents who have for 
Over 13 years been exposed to high levels of 
PCBs during the clean up; grading etc. 
 
This is a separate issue –       DTSC along with EPA 
Needs to do a full health assessment and testing 
Of resident who live around the AG Park…you do not 
Want to have another Exide experience! 
   



We come today to ask the Panel to support our requests that: 
 
 1.  Full scale testing and health assessment be done for residents living around the AG Park who have 
 been exposed over a 13 year period.  And that this decision not be based on the recent results or  
 prior testing results since…we are unsure of the integrity of the past testing and assessment done by 
 the developer. 
 
 2.  Testing be done by EPA and not by the developer or DTSC.  And that new EPA people will 
 be assigned not the personnel who have been involved during the past clean up. 
 
 3.   The results not be averaged out…but readings show a total result of all the PCBS identified and to 
 
 4.   The residents who are of Latino, Asian, African-American, White be treated with respect and 
dignity. 
 and that they be involved in the planning of the health assessment and testing/sampling plan.  The 
 residents were eyewitnesses to the past and present activities at the AG Park and should be asked 
for  their opinion and recommendations. 
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