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In February of 2010, Camp Pendleton completed initial removal efforts on the
final 120 acres of arundo (Arundo donax) infestations on the Santa Margarita
River. Since treatments began in 1995, the methods used to remove arundo
have been changed or moditied over the years to account for a range of issues,
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In an effort to assess habitat recovery following arundo removal, a monitoring
plan incorporating the California Rapid Assessment Method (CRAM) for
wetlands was implemented in 2009. Although data only currently exists for
one year, there are indications that the chosen removal method may impact
the future recovery trajectory of the treated site.
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