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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

As required by the City of Palmdale, Brian F. Smith and Associates, Inc. (BFSA) 
conducted an archaeological survey of the Avenue M Project (Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN] 
3170-018-081) located northeast of 30th Street East and Columbia way at 3347 East Avenue M in 
the city of Palmdale, Los Angeles County, California (Figure 1).  The project is situated within 
Section 32, Township 7 North, Range 11 West of the Lancaster East USGS 7.5-minute Quadrangle 
(Figure 2).  The archaeological survey was undertaken in order to determine if cultural resources 
exist within the 159-acre project and to assess the possible effects of the development of the project 
parcel.  BFSA conducted the archaeological survey on December 22 and 23, 2021.  No cultural 
resources were observed during the survey. 
 
II. SETTING 
 

The project setting includes both the physical and biological contexts of the proposed 
project, as well as the cultural setting of prehistoric and historic human activities in the general 
area. 
 
Natural Setting  
 The project is situated in Antelope Valley northeast of the Sierra Pelona Mountains.  
Vegetation in the project area 
is classified as inland sage 
scrub habitat, including sage 
scrub and buckwheat.  
Elevations within the project 
range from 2,452 to 2,465 feet 
above mean sea level 
(AMSL).  The project is 
located in a metamorphic 
zone associated with the San 
Andreas fault.  An overview 
of the project is provided in 
Plate 1.  
 
Cultural Setting 

The Antelope Valley 
occupies the western portion 
of the Mojave Desert and is an area with limited prehistoric subsistence resources.  However, this 
area has supported a long and occasionally dense prehistoric Native American population.   
 

Plate 1: Overview of the project, facing south. 
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Evidence of villages and camps, burials, quarries, rock features, and bedrock mortars has been 
documented at archaeological sites across the desert, some of which contain evidence of a lengthy 
prehistoric time period.  The prehistoric cultural sequence for Antelope Valley is generally 
believed to have begun at the end of the Pleistocene, represented by the fluted point tradition 
(Glennan 1971, 1987).  Although early archaeological remains are not frequently found, when they 
are, it is generally along the margins of former pluvial lakes or in areas of dune deflation.  In 
contrast, artifacts on the desert floor may be sparse, widely scattered, and mixed with the desert 
pavements.  For the region, archaeologists have reached a broad consensus regarding the general 
cultural chronology.  The identified sequence includes the Paleo Indian Period, the Pinto Period, 
the Gypsum Period, the Saratoga Springs Period, and the Ethnohistoric Period.  
 
Paleo Indian Period (12,000 to 7,000 Years Before the Present [YBP]) 
 The earliest documented evidence of human occupation in the Mojave Desert comes from 
the Paleo Indian Period, a cultural expression referred to as the Western Pluvial Lakes Tradition 
(WPLT).  The WPLT occurred in the western Great Basin and covered an area that stretched from 
the now arid lands of southern California to Oregon.  A cultural adaptation to pluvial conditions 
(e.g., lakes, marshes, and grasslands) flourished for thousands of years after approximately 9000 
B.C., but it disappeared in response to the warming and drying trends of the Altithermal climatic 
period (Moratto 1984).  One of the most well-known expressions of the WPLT is the Lake Mojave 
Complex, which is thought to have covered a vast area including parts of the southwestern Great 
Basin and the Mojave Desert, and may have reached as far south as the San Diego area.  Artifacts 
indicative of the Lake Mojave Complex include foliated points and knives, Lake Mojave points, 
Silver Lake points, and flaked-stone crescents.  Similar artifacts have been subsequently recorded 
along the shoreline of many other pluvial lakes in the Mojave Desert. 
 
Pinto Period (7,000 to 4,000 YBP) 

The Pinto Period dates to the end of the Pleistocene, when the severe and dramatic 
environmental change from pluvial to arid conditions began.  Pinto Period sites are found mostly 
near ephemeral lakes and now dry streams and springs, suggesting a wetter climate than the 
present.  Projectile points associated with the Pinto Period are characterized as larger atlatl dart 
points, as opposed to arrowhead points, which were introduced later.  This period has been 
described as a highly mobile desert economy, with an emphasis upon hunting, that is supplemented 
by the use of processed seeds (Moratto 1984).  Pinto Period artifacts have been interpreted as 
indications of temporary or seasonal occupations by small groups of people.  It is during the Pinto 
Period that the familiar milling stone features begin to appear, represented by unshaped manos and 
metates (Warren and Crabtree 1986:185–187).  By approximately 2000 B.C., in conjunction with 
the onset of the “Little Pluvial” climatic episode (cf. Harrington 1957), the transition from the 
Pinto Period into the Gypsum Period is apparent and characterized by several diagnostic types of 
medium- and large-sized projectile points among assemblages that seem to reflect a far greater 
range of cultural influence from areas outside the western Mojave Desert. 
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Gypsum Period (4,000 to 1,500 YBP) 
The presence of Humboldt Concave Base, Gypsum Cave, Elko Eared, or Elko Corner-

Notched points are believed to be indicative of the Gypsum Period (radiocarbon dated from 4,000 
to 1,500 years ago).  The Gypsum Period reflects a more intensive desert occupation.  Indications 
of trade with coastal populations are evidenced by shell beads in the archaeological record.  An 
increase in milling stones and manos has been found in association with this period, which 
indicates an increased use of hard seeds (Moratto 1984).  Several scholars associate this period 
with the division of the Uto-Aztecan language, approximately 3,000 to 2,500 years ago.  The major 
language groups that emerged from this division are Numic, spoken by the Kawaiisu and Piute; 
Takic, spoken by the Kitanemuk, Serrano, Gabrielino, and other southern California Shoshonean 
speakers; Hopic, spoken in the southwest; and Tubatulabalic, spoken by the Tubatulabal in the 
southern Sierra Nevada Mountains.  A shift in settlement patterns toward a more sedentary lifestyle 
occurred during this period, characterized by the emergence of large permanent or semi-permanent 
village sites and associated cemeteries. 
 
Saratoga Springs Period (1,500 to 800 YBP) 

The Saratoga Springs Period is characterized by a transition from larger dart points to 
smaller arrow points.  This, combined with evidence from rock art motifs, leads scholars to argue 
for a shift from atlatls to use of the bow and arrow either during the end of the Gypsum Period or 
the beginning of the Saratoga Springs Period.  This period represents a significant shift in cultural 
development that demonstrates a seemingly effortless adaptive response to increasingly arid desert 
conditions in the western Mojave Desert.  Major village occupations within Antelope Valley began 
to appear just prior to the Saratoga Springs Period (cf. Sutton 1980; Robinson 1987), at which 
point bedrock milling features became a common element for the processing of acorns and other 
resources associated with mortar and pestle use.   

As a response to increasingly arid conditions, areas with fairly reliable fresh water sources 
were intensely occupied over vast lengths of time.  This adaptation is of major significance when 
addressing the prehistory of the Leona Valley and sites along the San Andreas Rift Zone adjacent 
to Ritter Ridge.  Springs and seeps are common occurrences along the San Andreas fault, and soils 
of the lowlands in the Leona Valley suggest that considerable water resources were present in the 
area until only fairly recently.  It could be expected, then, that sites exhibiting at least some 
evidence of semi-sedentary habitation would be represented in the vicinity.  This period saw an 
increase in trade with Arizona and other areas of the Southwest.  Evidence in the archaeological 
record shows that Brown and Buff wares (pottery styles) characteristic of Arizona made their way 
to the California desert by A.D. 900.  It is also believed that the Anasazi mined turquoise in the 
eastern California desert about this time.  

 
Ethnohistoric Period (800 YPB to European Contact) 

The presence of the cultures associated with the Late Prehistoric Period, or as it is 
sometimes referred to, the Shoshonean Period, can be clearly discerned through the comparison of 
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archaeological and ethnohistorical records.  Ethnographic data indicates that the Antelope Valley 
was occupied by speakers of the Takic Shoshonean languages.  The Kitanemuk resided in much 
of the valley and the western foothill areas, while the Tataviam occupied much of the north-facing 
slopes of the San Gabriel and Sierra Pelona mountains, as well as the areas around Acton, Saugus, 
and Newhall.  Prior to European contact, these cultures consisted of patrilineally organized family 
bands of advanced sociopolitical organization (Blackburn and Bean 1978:567), most likely related 
to a very well developed and maintained economic trade network wherein these groups served as 
intermediaries between coastal, desert, central valley, and southern Sierra Nevada groups 
(Robinson 1987; Sutton 1980). 

The project area for this study is located in what is traditionally the homeland of the 
Kitanemuk, a small tribe principally located on the southern and western flanks of the Tahachapi 
Mountains (Blackburn and Bean 1978).  The general ecological adaptation and subsistence 
technology of the Kitanemuk differed little from that of their neighbors to the north or west, such 
as the Southern Valley Yokuts.  Linguistic evidence suggests the presence of some form of the 
patrilineal system found elsewhere in southern California, but the lineages were not totemic, nor 
was there evidence of moieties.  Precise data on the demographic characteristics and political 
organization of the Kitanemuk can no longer be obtained.  The Kitanemuk may have had contact 
with the Spanish colonies as early as the 1770s, but little historical information is available today 
on this small tribe, which had no more than 500 to 1,000 members at the peak of its population.  
The tribe was apparently represented at the San Fernando, San Gabriel, and San Buenaventura 
missions.  Some Kitanemuks were found on the Tejon Reservation in the 1850s, and later at the 
Tule River Reservation, where some of their descendants still reside. 
 
History of the Antelope Valley Area 
 The historic period around Antelope Valley began with the Spanish passing through around 
1806.  In 1842, Placerita Canyon became one of the first important gold mines in southern 
California (Greenwood and McIntyre 1998), but it was not until Don Alexander and Phineas 
Banning established a stage line through the southern edge of the valley from Los Angeles that the 
area became better known.  Homesteading along the surface water deposits in the 1870s and the 
construction of the Southern Pacific Railroad line through Antelope Valley in 1876 led to 
residential development.  By 1877, the nearby cities of Palmdale, Acton, and Lancaster had 
established rail stations (Palmdale City Library 2004).  Today, the Antelope Valley is experiencing 
further development as a suburban outgrowth of the Los Angeles metropolitan area. 
 
III. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 

This archaeological review encompasses APN 3170-018-081, located northeast of 30th 
Street East and Columbia Way at 3347 East Avenue M in the city of Palmdale, Los Angeles 
County, California.  The project proposes development of the 159-acre property (Figure 3).  In 
addition, the project would improve all bordering roadways, and also includes the extension of a 
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water line within the Avenue M right of way, approximately 17,400 feet to the west at the 
intersection of 4th Street West and Avenue M. 
 
IV. STUDY METHODS 
 
 The archaeological assessment included a reconnaissance of the property and an 
institutional records search review of the project and a one-mile radius.  The archaeological records 
search was requested from the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California 
State University, Fullerton (CSU Fullerton) on December 21, 2021 and results were received on 
February 7, 2022.  The records search results indicated that a total of 32 cultural resources have 
been recorded within a one-mile radius of the project, none of which are located within the subject 
property (Table 1).  The majority of the resources (N=28) are historic and include one historic 
irrigation system, 19 historic trash scatters/deposits, one historic Air Force gunnery range, and 
seven historic Air Force production/manufacturing facility buildings.  The four remaining 
resources are prehistoric and include a prehistoric artifact scatter, two prehistoric lithic scatters, 
and one prehistoric lithic scatter with hearth features.   
 

Table 1 
Cultural Resources Recorded Within One Mile of the Project 

 

Site(s) Description 

LAN-1427 Prehistoric artifact scatter 
P-19-002692 and P-19-002698 Prehistoric lithic scatter 

P-19-002692 Prehistoric lithic scatter and hearth features 
LAN-2192H Historic irrigation system 

P-19-002686, P-19-002688, P-19-002691, 
 P-19-002693, P-19-002695, P-19-002696,  
P-19-002697, P-19-002699, P-19-002700,  
P-49-002713, P-19-002714, P-19-002715,  
P-19-002717, P-19-002718, P-19-002719,  
P-19-002720, P-19-002721, P-19-003699,  

and P-19-004308 

Historic trash scatter/deposit 

P-19-002716 Historic Air Force gunnery range 
P-19-180681, P-19-180682, P-19-180683,  
P-19-190779, P-19-190780, P-19-190781,  

and P-19-190782 

Historic Air Force production/manufacturing 
building(s)  
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The records search also indicated that 21 previous studies were conducted within one mile 
of the project, one of which (DeGiovine and Wilson 2008) overlaps the subject property.  This 
study was conducted by ICF Jones & Stokes for the 355-acre (14.6 linear miles) Southern 
California Edison 66kV Antelope Bus Split Project.  Only a very small portion of the subject 
property along Avenue M was included within this study; therefore, the ICF Jones & Stokes survey 
did not directly address the subject property.  No resources have ever been located within the 
current project boundaries.  The complete records search results can be found within Appendix B. 

BFSA reviewed the following sources to help facilitate a better understanding of the 
historic use of the property: 
 

• The National Register of Historic Places index 
• Historic USGS data 
• Historic aerial photographs (1948, 1953, 1956, 1959, 1965, 1971, 1974, 1994, 2005, 

2009, and 2010) 
 

These sources did not indicate the presence of archaeological resources within the project.  Prior 
to the arrival of homesteaders in the Antelope Valley, the foothills of the Palmdale area were 
occupied by Native American and Spanish families, but the review of historic aerial photographs 
indicates that no historic structures or homesteads have ever existed within the project boundaries.  
However, for background research, the absence of positive results does not necessarily indicate 
the absence of historic resources.  Given the historic settlement of the region, there is a low to 
moderate potential for archaeological discoveries.   
 BFSA also requested a Sacred Lands File search from the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) to determine if any recorded Native American sacred sites or locations of 
religious or ceremonial importance are present within one mile of the project.  The NAHC SLF 
search was returned with negative results.  Original correspondence is provided in Appendix C. 
 
V. RESULTS OF THE STUDY 

 
 On December 22 and 23, 2021, Principal Investigator Brian F. Smith directed the field 
survey of the property with the assistance of field archaeologist Allison Reynolds.  During the 
survey, BFSA staff carefully inspected exposed ground surfaces within the landscaping (eroded 
slopes, disturbed ground, and rodent burrows).  While visibility was good on the south side of the 
property (as it had been recently plowed), the north side was covered in dense vegetation, including 
the remnants of an onion harvest, impairing visual inspection of this part of the property (Plates 2 
to 4).  No artifacts, cultural ecofacts, prehistoric milling surfaces, or other materials related to 
prehistoric or historic land use were observed within the project boundaries.  No midden soils or 
cultural resources were observed during the survey.    
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Plate 2: Overview of the project, facing northeast. 

Plate 3: Overview of the project showing the onion plant remnants, facing west. 
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VI. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

No cultural resources were identified within the project during the current survey.  While 
visibility was good on the south side of the property, it was impaired on the north side due to dense 
vegetation.  The archaeological records search did not identify the presence of any sites within the 
property boundaries.  However, it is possible, given the moderate ground surface visibility of the 
parcel, that unidentified cultural resources are present within the project.  A Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program that addresses archaeological resources and the presence of a full-time 
archaeological monitor during all grading activities is recommended.  If cultural resources are 
identified during grading, work would stop in the vicinity of the find until the material can be 
assessed and recorded by the archaeologist.  If the find is prehistoric in nature, a Native American 
representative would also be called to assess the find.  

 
  

Plate 4: Overview of the project, facing west. 
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VII. SOURCES CONSULTED   DATE 
 

National Register of Historic Places       Month and Year: December 2021 

California Register of Historical Resources     Month and Year: December 2021 

Archaeological/Historical Site Records: 
South Central Coastal Information Center     

Month and Year: December 2021 

Other Sources Consulted: NAHC SLF search (Appendix C) 

 
VIII. CERTIFICATION 
 
 I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the 
data and information required for this archaeological report, and that the facts, statements, and 
information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and have been 
compiled in accordance with CEQA criteria as defined in Section 15064.5 and the City of 
Palmdale.   
 
 
        April 10, 2024 
 Brian F. Smith      Date 
 Principal Investigator 
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Brian F. Smith, MA 

Owner, Principal Investigator 
Brian F. Smith and Associates, Inc. 
14010 Poway Road � Suite A �  
Phone: (858) 679-8218 � Fax: (858) 679-9896 � E-Mail: bsmith@bfsa-ca.com  

 
 

Education 

Master of Arts, History, University of San Diego, California      1982 

Bachelor of Arts, History, and Anthropology, University of San Diego, California   1975 

Professional Memberships 

Society for California Archaeology  

Experience 

Principal Investigator                                                                                                              1977–Present 
Brian F. Smith and Associates, Inc.                                                                                Poway, California  

Brian F. Smith is the owner and principal historical and archaeological consultant for Brian F. Smith and 
Associates.  Over the past 32 years, he has conducted over 2,500 cultural resource studies in California, 
Arizona, Nevada, Montana, and Texas.  These studies include every possible aspect of archaeology 
from literature searches and large-scale surveys to intensive data recovery excavations.  Reports 
prepared by Mr. Smith have been submitted to all facets of local, state, and federal review agencies, 
including the US Army Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau of 
Reclamation, the Department of Defense, and the Department of Homeland Security.  In addition, Mr. 
Smith has conducted studies for utility companies (Sempra Energy) and state highway departments 
(CalTrans).  

Professional Accomplishments 

These selected major professional accomplishments represent research efforts that have added 
significantly to the body of knowledge concerning the prehistoric life ways of cultures once present in 
the Southern California area and historic settlement since the late 18th century. Mr. Smith has been 
principal investigator on the following select projects, except where noted. 

Downtown San Diego Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Programs: Large numbers of downtown San 
Diego mitigation and monitoring projects, some of which included Broadway Block (2019), 915 Grape 
Street (2019), 1919 Pacific Highway (2018), Moxy Hotel (2018), Makers Quarter Block D (2017), Ballpark 
Village (2017), 460 16th Street (2017), Kettner and Ash (2017), Bayside Fire Station (2017), Pinnacle on the 
Park (2017), IDEA1 (2016), Blue Sky San Diego (2016), Pacific Gate (2016), Pendry Hotel (2015), Cisterra 
Sempra Office Tower (2014), 15th and Island (2014), Park and G (2014), Comm 22 (2014), 7th and F Street 
Parking (2013), Ariel Suites (2013), 13th and Marker (2012), Strata (2008), Hotel Indigo (2008), Lofts at 707 
10th Avenue Project (2007), Breeza (2007), Bayside at the Embarcadero (2007), Aria (2007), Icon (2007), 
Vantage Pointe (2007), Aperture (2007), Sapphire Tower (2007), Lofts at 655 Sixth Avenue (2007), 
Metrowork (2007), The Legend (2006), The Mark (2006), Smart Corner (2006), Lofts at 677 7th Avenue 
(2005), Aloft on Cortez Hill (2005), Front and Beech Apartments (2003), Bella Via Condominiums (2003), 
Acqua Vista Residential Tower (2003), Northblock Lofts (2003), Westin Park Place Hotel (2001), Parkloft 
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Apartment Complex (2001), Renaissance Park (2001), and Laurel Bay Apartments (2001). 

1900 and 1912 Spindrift Drive: An extensive data recovery and mitigation monitoring program at the 
Spindrift Site, an important prehistoric archaeological habitation site stretching across the La Jolla 
area.  The project resulted in the discovery of over 20,000 artifacts and nearly 100,000 grams of bulk 
faunal remains and marine shell, indicating a substantial occupation area (2013-2014). 

San Diego Airport Development Project: An extensive historic assessment of multiple buildings at the 
San Diego International Airport and included the preparation of Historic American Buildings Survey 
documentation to preserve significant elements of the airport prior to demolition (2017-2018).  

Citracado Parkway Extension: A still-ongoing project in the city of Escondido to mitigate impacts to an 
important archaeological occupation site.  Various archaeological studies have been conducted by 
BFSA resulting in the identification of a significant cultural deposit within the project area.   

Westin Hotel and Timeshare (Grand Pacific Resorts): Data recovery and mitigation monitoring program 
in the city of Carlsbad consisted of the excavation of 176 one-square-meter archaeological data 
recovery units which produced thousands of prehistoric artifacts and ecofacts, and resulted in the 
preservation of a significant prehistoric habitation site.  The artifacts recovered from the site presented 
important new data about the prehistory of the region and Native American occupation in the area 
(2017).   

The Everly Subdivision Project: Data recovery and mitigation monitoring program in the city of El Cajon 
resulted in the identification of a significant prehistoric occupation site from both the Late Prehistoric 
and Archaic Periods, as well as producing historic artifacts that correspond to the use of the property 
since 1886.  The project produced an unprecedented quantity of artifacts in comparison to the area 
encompassed by the site, but lacked characteristics that typically reflect intense occupation, indicating 
that the site was used intensively for food processing (2014-2015).   

Ballpark Village: A mitigation and monitoring program within three city blocks in the East Village area of 
San Diego resulting in the discovery of a significant historic deposit.  Nearly 5,000 historic artifacts and 
over 500,000 grams of bulk historic building fragments, food waste, and other materials representing an 
occupation period between 1880 and 1917 were recovered (2015-2017).  

Archaeology at the Padres Ballpark: Involved the analysis of historic resources within a seven-block area 
of the “East Village” area of San Diego, where occupation spanned a period from the 1870s to the 
1940s. Over a period of two years, BFSA recovered over 200,000 artifacts and hundreds of pounds of 
metal, construction debris, unidentified broken glass, and wood. Collectively, the Ballpark Project and 
the other downtown mitigation and monitoring projects represent the largest historical archaeological 
program anywhere in the country in the past decade (2000-2007). 

4S Ranch Archaeological and Historical Cultural Resources Study: Data recovery program consisted of 
the excavation of over 2,000 square meters of archaeological deposits that produced over one million 
artifacts, containing primarily prehistoric materials. The archaeological program at 4S Ranch is the 
largest archaeological study ever undertaken in the San Diego County area and has produced data 
that has exceeded expectations regarding the resolution of long-standing research questions and 
regional prehistoric settlement patterns. 

Charles H. Brown Site: Attracted international attention to the discovery of evidence of the antiquity of 
man in North America. Site located in Mission Valley, in the city of San Diego. 

Del Mar Man Site: Study of the now famous Early Man Site in Del Mar, California, for the San Diego 
Science Foundation and the San Diego Museum of Man, under the direction of Dr. Spencer Rogers and 
Dr. James R. Moriarty. 
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Old Town State Park Projects: Consulting Historical Archaeologist. Projects completed in the Old Town 
State Park involved development of individual lots for commercial enterprises.  The projects completed 
in Old Town include Archaeological and Historical Site Assessment for the Great Wall Cafe (1992), 
Archaeological Study for the Old Town Commercial Project (1991), and Cultural Resources Site Survey at 
the Old San Diego Inn (1988). 

Site W-20, Del Mar, California: A two-year-long investigation of a major prehistoric site in the Del Mar 
area of the city of San Diego. This research effort documented the earliest practice of 
religious/ceremonial activities in San Diego County (circa 6,000 years ago), facilitated the projection of 
major non-material aspects of the La Jolla Complex, and revealed the pattern of civilization at this site 
over a continuous period of 5,000 years. The report for the investigation included over 600 pages, with 
nearly 500,000 words of text, illustrations, maps, and photographs documenting this major study. 

City of San Diego Reclaimed Water Distribution System: A cultural resource study of nearly 400 miles of 
pipeline in the city and county of San Diego. 

Master Environmental Assessment Project, City of Poway: Conducted for the City of Poway to produce 
a complete inventory of all recorded historic and prehistoric properties within the city. The information 
was used in conjunction with the City’s General Plan Update to produce a map matrix of the city 
showing areas of high, moderate, and low potential for the presence of cultural resources. The effort 
also included the development of the City’s Cultural Resource Guidelines, which were adopted as City 
policy. 

Draft of the City of Carlsbad Historical and Archaeological Guidelines: Contracted by the City of 
Carlsbad to produce the draft of the City’s historical and archaeological guidelines for use by the 
Planning Department of the City. 

The Mid-Bayfront Project for the City of Chula Vista: Involved a large expanse of undeveloped 
agricultural land situated between the railroad and San Diego Bay in the northwestern portion of the 
city. The study included the analysis of some potentially historic features and numerous prehistoric 
 
Cultural Resources Survey and Test of Sites Within the Proposed Development of the Audie Murphy  
Ranch, Riverside  County, California:  Project manager/director of the  investigation  of 1,113.4  acres 
and 43 sites, both prehistoric and historic—included project coordination; direction of field crews; 
evaluation of sites for significance based on County of Riverside and CEQA guidelines; assessment of 
cupule, pictograph, and rock shelter sites, co-authoring  of  cultural  resources  project  report.  
February- September 2002. 

Cultural Resources Evaluation of Sites Within the Proposed Development of the Otay Ranch Village 13 
Project, San Diego County, California:  Project manager/director of the  investigation  of 1,947  acres 
and  76 sites, both prehistoric and historic—included project coordination and budgeting; direction  of  
field crews; assessment of sites for significance based on County of San Diego and CEQA guidelines; co- 
authoring of cultural resources project report. May-November 2002. 

Cultural Resources Survey for the Remote Video Surveillance Project, El Centro Sector, Imperial County: 
Project manager/director for a survey of 29 individual sites near the U.S./Mexico Border for proposed 
video surveillance camera locations associated with the San Diego Border barrier Project—project 
coordination and budgeting; direction of field crews; site identification and recordation; assessment of 
potential impacts to cultural resources; meeting and coordinating with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
U.S. Border Patrol, and other government agencies involved; co-authoring of cultural resources project 
report. January, February, and July 2002. 

Cultural Resources Survey and Test of Sites Within the Proposed Development of the Menifee West GPA, 
Riverside County, California:  Project manager/director of the investigation of nine sites, both prehistoric  
and historic—included project coordination and budgeting; direction of field crews; assessment of sites    
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for significance based on County of Riverside and CEQA guidelines; historic research; co-authoring of 
cultural resources project report. January-March 2002. 

Cultural Resources Survey and Test of Sites Within the Proposed French Valley Specific Plan/EIR, Riverside 
County, California: Project manager/director of the investigation of two prehistoric and three historic 
sites—included project coordination and budgeting; survey of project area; Native American 
consultation; direction of field crews; assessment of sites for significance based on CEQA guidelines; 
cultural resources project report in prep. July-August 2000. 

Cultural Resources Survey and Test of Sites Within the Proposed Development of the Menifee Ranch, 
Riverside County, California: Project manager/director of the investigation of one prehistoric and five  
historic sites—included project coordination and budgeting;  direction  of  field  crews;  feature 
recordation; historic structure assessments; assessment of sites for significance based on CEQA 
guidelines; historic research; co-authoring of cultural resources project report. February-June 2000. 

Salvage Mitigation of a Portion of the San Diego Presidio Identified During Water Pipe Construction for 
the City of San Diego, California:  Project archaeologist/director—included direction of field crews; 
development and completion of data recovery program;  management  of  artifact  collections 
cataloging and curation; data synthesis and authoring of cultural resources project report in prep. April 
2000. 

Enhanced Cultural Resource Survey and Evaluation for the Tyrian 3 Project, La Jolla, California: Project 
manager/director of the investigation of a single-dwelling parcel—included project coordination; 
assessment of parcel for potentially buried cultural deposits; authoring of cultural resources project 
report. April 2000. 

Enhanced Cultural Resource Survey and Evaluation for the Lamont 5 Project, Pacific Beach, California: 
Project manager/director of the investigation of a single-dwelling parcel—included project 
coordination; assessment of parcel for potentially buried cultural deposits; authoring of cultural 
resources project report. April 2000. 

Enhanced Cultural Resource Survey and Evaluation for the Reiss Residence Project, La Jolla, California: 
Project manager/director of the investigation of a single-dwelling parcel—included project 
coordination; assessment of parcel for potentially buried cultural deposits; authoring of cultural 
resources project report. March-April 2000. 

Salvage Mitigation of a Portion of Site SDM-W-95 (CA-SDI-211) for the Poinsettia Shores Santalina 
Development Project and Caltrans, Carlsbad, California: Project archaeologist/ director—included 
direction of field crews; development and completion of data recovery program; management of 
artifact collections cataloging and curation; data synthesis and authoring of cultural resources project 
report in prep. December 1999-January 2000. 

Survey and Testing of Two Prehistoric Cultural Resources for the Airway Truck Parking Project, Otay Mesa, 
California:  Project archaeologist/director—included direction of field crews; development and 
completion of testing recovery program; assessment of site for significance based on CEQA guidelines; 
authoring of cultural resources project report, in prep. December 1999-January 2000. 

Cultural Resources Phase I and II Investigations for the Tin Can Hill Segment of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Services Triple Fence Project Along the International Border, San Diego County, California: 
Project manager/director for a survey and testing of a prehistoric quarry site along the border—NRHP 
eligibility assessment; project coordination and budgeting; direction of field crews; feature recordation; 
meeting and coordinating with U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; co-authoring of cultural resources project 
report. December 1999-January 2000. 
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Mitigation of a Prehistoric Cultural Resource for the Westview High School Project for the City of San 
Diego, California:  Project archaeologist/ director—included direction of field crews; development and 
completion of data recovery program including collection of material for specialized faunal and 
botanical analyses; assessment of sites for significance based on CEQA guidelines; management of 
artifact collections cataloging and curation; data synthesis; co-authoring of cultural resources project 
report, in prep. October 1999-January 2000. 

Mitigation of a Prehistoric Cultural Resource for the Otay Ranch SPA-One West Project for the City of 
Chula Vista, California:  Project archaeologist/director—included direction of field crews; development 
of data recovery program; management of artifact collections cataloging and curation; assessment of 
site for significance based on CEQA guidelines; data synthesis; authoring of cultural resources project 
report, in prep. September 1999-January 2000. 

Monitoring of Grading for the Herschel Place Project, La Jolla, California:  Project archaeologist/ monitor—
included monitoring of grading activities associated with the development of a single- dwelling parcel. 
September 1999. 

Survey and Testing of a Historic Resource for the Osterkamp Development Project, Valley Center, 
California:  Project archaeologist/ director—included direction of field crews; development and 
completion of data recovery program; budget development; assessment of site for significance based 
on CEQA guidelines; management of artifact collections cataloging and curation; data synthesis; 
authoring of cultural resources project report. July-August 1999. 

Survey and Testing of a Prehistoric Cultural Resource for the Proposed College Boulevard Alignment 
Project, Carlsbad, California: Project manager/director —included direction of  field  crews; 
development and completion of testing recovery program; assessment of site for significance based on 
CEQA guidelines; management of artifact collections cataloging and curation; data synthesis;   
authoring of cultural resources project report, in prep. July-August 1999. 

Survey and Evaluation of Cultural Resources for the Palomar Christian Conference Center Project, 
Palomar Mountain, California: Project archaeologist—included direction of field crews; assessment of 
sites for significance based on CEQA guidelines; management of artifact collections cataloging and 
curation; data synthesis; authoring of cultural resources project report. July-August 1999. 

Survey and Evaluation of Cultural Resources at the Village 2 High School Site, Otay Ranch, City of Chula 
Vista, California: Project manager/director —management of artifact collections cataloging and 
curation; assessment of site for significance based on CEQA guidelines; data synthesis; authoring of 
cultural resources project report. July 1999. 

Cultural Resources Phase I, II, and III Investigations for the Immigration and Naturalization Services Triple 
Fence Project Along  the  International Border, San  Diego  County, California:  Project 
manager/director for the survey, testing, and mitigation of sites along border—supervision of multiple 
field crews, NRHP eligibility assessments, Native American consultation, contribution to Environmental 
Assessment document, lithic and marine shell analysis, authoring of cultural resources project report. 
August 1997- January 2000. 

Phase I, II, and II Investigations for the Scripps Poway Parkway East Project, Poway California: Project 
archaeologist/project director—included recordation and assessment of multicomponent prehistoric 
and historic sites; direction of Phase II and III investigations; direction of laboratory analyses including 
prehistoric and historic collections; curation of collections; data synthesis; coauthorship of final cultural 
resources report. February 1994; March-September 1994; September-December 1995. 
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