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RE: Bird’s Nest Investigation: 

SAN-222-A / Felicita Park 
742 Clarence Lane 
Escondido, San Diego County, California 92029 

 
Dear Mr. Putnam: 
 
RESCOM Environmental Corp (RESCOM) contracted Jim Clifford from SWCA Environmental 
Consultants (SWCA) to complete a revised archaeological survey and limited presence/absence 
subsurface testing at the above referenced property.   
 
A revised archaeological survey and limited presence/absence subsurface testing was completed 
by SWCA and submitted to the California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) by SWCA on 
March 6, 2007.  SWCA recommended archaeological monitoring of ground disturbing 
construction activity by a qualified archaeologist and a Native American monitor.  The California 
OHP responded concurring with SWCA’s recommendations.   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide this service and we look forward to working with you in 
the future.  If you have any questions or comments, please call our office at (231) 947-4454. 
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RESCOM Environmental Corp 

 
Beth A. Gordon  
Project Manager 
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY/ABSTRACT 
Purpose and Scope: This revised report documents an archaeological survey for RESCOM 
Environmental Corp. (RESCOM) by SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA) of the proposed 
Felicita Park SAN-222-A cellular communications site in San Diego County, California. This report was 
revised to address comments provided by Anna Lowe of the County of San Diego Department of 
Planning and Land Use, Regulatory Planning Division, dated December 11, 2006 (see Appendix A).  

Dates of Investigation: The cultural resources survey and limited presence/absence subsurface testing 
were performed on April 7, 2006. The original report was completed in May 2006. This revised report 
was completed and submitted to Beth Gordon of RESCOM Environmental Corp. on February 2, 2007. 

Investigation Constraints: Surface visibility was very poor as the ground surface of the proposed project 
area was covered by landscaping bark chips, as well as granite boulders, bushes, and trees. An asphalt 
covered footpath is present between the existing cellular communications facility and the park ranger’s 
house and likely covers an area disturbed by excavation and placement of power and communications 
lines for the existing facility. 

Summary of Findings: The proposed cellular communications site lies on a northeast-facing slope 
immediately northeast of an existing Sprint cellular communications tower and equipment shed in the 
central portion of Felicita County Park. The project area appears to have been previously brushed and 
terraced possibly during the construction of the existing Sprint cellular facility and/or a nearby existing 
asphalt trail. The California Historical Resources Information System records search conducted for the 
project indicated that 11 previous cultural resources studies have been conducted within 0.5 mile of the 
project (five within Felicita Park) two of which were located immediately southwest of the project area 
(de Barros 2001; Hector 2001). Eight cultural resources were identified within 0.5 mile of the project 
area, including one (CA-SDI-570) with a bedrock milling feature locus (Locus C) that is located near the 
project area. CA-SDI-570C underwent archaeological testing during which no surface artifacts nor 
subsurface deposit were identified. SWCA’s intensive survey of the project area identified no 
archaeological resources within the project Area of Potential Effect (APE).  

Recommendations Summary: Archaeological monitoring of ground disturbing construction activity by 
a qualified archaeologist is recommended for the proposed project, as the project APE is considered 
sensitive for buried cultural resources due to its proximity to previously recorded site CA-SDI-570C. In 
addition, any features or portions of CA-SDI-570 located within 10 meters of the project APE should be 
fenced by an archaeologist prior to construction activities and remain in place until construction is 
complete to prevent impact to CA-SDI-570. In the event that cultural resources are discovered during 
construction, a qualified archaeologist should be retained to evaluate the discovery. 

Disposition of Data: Copies of this report will be filed with RESCOM, the South Coastal Information 
Center at San Diego State University, and SWCA’s office in South Pasadena, California. Original 
documentation will remain on file at SWCA. 



REVISED ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY AND L IMITED TESTING 
RESCOM – PROPOSED FELIC ITA PARK S ITE 

SWCA Env i ronmenta l  Consu l tan ts  iii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
MANAGEMENT SUMMARY/ABSTRACT ........................................................................................... ii 
INTRODUCTION....................................................................................................................................... 1 

Regulatory Setting.................................................................................................................................. 1 
State Mandates ................................................................................................................................. 1 
Federal Mandates ............................................................................................................................. 2 
San Diego County Mandates ........................................................................................................... 2 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING ............................................................................................................... 5 
Cultural History...................................................................................................................................... 6 

Prehistoric Overview ....................................................................................................................... 6 
Ethnographic Overview ................................................................................................................... 9 
Historic Overview............................................................................................................................ 9 

LITERATURE REVIEW ........................................................................................................................ 11 
California Historical Resources Information System........................................................................... 11 

CA-SDI-570................................................................................................................................... 11 
Native American Consultation ............................................................................................................. 12 

FIELD METHODS................................................................................................................................... 14 
FINDINGS................................................................................................................................................. 17 
RECOMMENDATIONS.......................................................................................................................... 17 
CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER (SHPO) 

CONSULTATION ....................................................................................................................... 17 
REFERENCES.......................................................................................................................................... 18 
 

LIST OF FIGURES 
Figure 1. Project Location Map .................................................................................................................... 4 
Figure 2. Map of Proposed Project in relation to CA-SDI-570 (See Confidential Appendix C)................ 13 
Figure 3. Test Excavations in Relation to Project Components.................................................................. 15 
 

LIST OF PHOTOGRAPHS 
Photograph 1. Overview of the project area facing southwest ................................................................... 5 
Photograph 2. Overview of the project area facing east............................................................................. 6 
Photograph 3. Overview of STP excavation and project (STP 3 in the foreground), facing south.......... 16 
Photograph 4. Example of STP excavation (STP 1) ................................................................................ 16 
 

APPENDICES 
 
Appendix A Department of San Diego Department of Planning and Land Use Comments dated 

December 11, 2006 
Appendix B South Coastal Information Center Records Search Results Letter  
Appendix C CONFIDENTIAL Figure 2: Map of Proposed Project in relation to CA-SDI-570 
Appendix D Native American Consultation including Results of the Sacred Lands File Search 
 



REVISED ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY AND L IMITED TESTING 
RESCOM – PROPOSED FELIC ITA PARK S ITE 

SWCA Env i ronmenta l  Consu l tan ts  1 

INTRODUCTION 
SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA) was retained by RESCOM Environmental Corp (RESCOM) 
to conduct an archaeological survey of the proposed project area for a Cricket Communications wireless 
communications site (number SAN-222-A). The project site is known as “Felicita Park.” 

The proposed project area (Figure 1) lies within Felicita County Park, which is located within a rural 
residential portion of San Diego County, California, within unsectioned former Rancho San Bernardo 
lands of Township 12 South, Range 2 West, San Bernardino Base and Meridian; as depicted on the USGS 
7.5-Minute Quadrangle Escondido, California 1968 (Photorevised 1975). 

The street address of the project area is 742 Clarence Lane, Escondido, California. The proposed cellular 
communications tower and modular radio equipment shelter would be located on Assessors Parcel 
Number 238-380-06. The proposed 50-foot monocypress-style cellular communications tower will be 
located northeast of the existing Sprint cellular facility, while the proposed equipment shelters will be 
located north of the proposed tower.  

REGULATORY SETTING 
The format of this report is based on Archaeological Resource Management Reports (ARMR): 
Recommended Contents and Format (California Department of Parks and Recreation 1988). This study 
was conducted under the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
mandates of the County of San Diego including the Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO). California 
Public Resources Code SS5024.1, Section 15064.5 of the Guidelines and Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1 
of the Statutes of CEQA were used as the basic guidelines for the cultural resources study (Governor’s 
Office of Planning and Research 1998). Public Resources Code SS5024.1 requires evaluation of historical 
resources to determine their eligibility for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources 
(CRHR or California Register). The purposes of the register are to maintain listings of the state’s 
historical resources and to indicate which properties are to be protected from substantial adverse change 
(California Department of Parks and Recreation 1995). The criteria for listing resources on the California 
Register were expressly developed to be in accordance with previously established criteria developed for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), enumerated below. 

State Mandates 
Generally, under CEQA, a cultural resource is considered a significant “historical resource” if it meets the 
criteria for listing on the CRHR. Criteria for inclusion on the CRHR are set forth in CEQA, Section 
15064.5 and are defined as follows: 

a. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
California’s history and cultural heritage; 

b. Is associated with lives of persons important in our past; 
c. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or 

represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or 
d. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

In order to be considered a “unique archaeological resource” as described under California Public 
Resources Code 21083.2, it must be demonstrated that, without merely adding to the current body of 
knowledge, there is a high probability that the resource satisfies at least one of the following criteria: 
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Contains information needed to answer important scientific questions and there is a demonstrable public 
interest in that information; 
Has a special and particular quality, such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of its 
type; 
Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person. 
 
A nonunique archaeological resource means an archaeological artifact, object, or site that does not meet 
one of the above criteria. 

Federal Mandates 
As set forth at 36 Code of Federal Regulations 60.4, in order for a cultural resource to be considered a 
significant “historic property” under NRHP criteria (i.e., eligible for inclusion on the NRHP), it must be 
demonstrated that the resource possesses integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 
feeling, and association, and: 

a. That it be associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history;  

b. That it be associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 
c. That it embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or that 

represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant 
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or 

d. That it has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

San Diego County Mandates  
The following section is taken directly from DPLU comments provided in Appendix A.  

Local Register of Historical Resources (Local Register) 
The County of San Diego requires that resource importance be assessed not only at the State level as 
required by CEQA, but at the local level as well. If a resource meets any one of the following criteria as 
outlined in the Local Register, it will be considered an important resource. 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of San 
Diego County’s history and cultural heritage; 

2. Is associated with lives of persons important to the history of San Diego County or its 
communities; 

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, San Diego County region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic 
values; or 

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
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San Diego County Resource Protection Ordinance (RPO) 
The County of San Diego’s RPO protects significant cultural resources. The RPO defines “Significant 
Prehistoric or Historic Sites” as follows: 

Location of past intense human occupation where buried deposits can provide information regarding 
important scientific research questions about prehistoric or historic activities that have scientific, 
religious, or other ethnic value of local, regional, State, or Federal importance. Such locations shall 
include, but not be limited to: any prehistoric or historic district, site, interrelated collection of features or 
artifacts, building, structure, or object included in or eligible for inclusion in the NRHP or State 
Landmark Register; or included or eligible for inclusion, but not previously rejected, for the San Diego 
County Historical Site Board List; any area of past human occupation located on public or private land 
where important prehistoric or historic activities and/or events occurred; and any location of past or 
current sacred religious or ceremonial observances protected under Public Law 95-341, the American 
Indian Religious Freedom Act or Public Resources Code Section 5097.9, such as burial(s), pictographs, 
petroglyphs, solstice observatory sites, sacred shrines, religious ground figures, and natural rocks or 
places which are of ritual, ceremonial, or sacred value to any prehistoric or historic ethnic group. 

The RPO does not allow non-exempt activities or uses damaging to significant prehistoric or historic 
lands on properties under County jurisdiction. The only exempt activity is scientific investigation. All 
discretionary projects are required to be in conformance with applicable County standards related to 
cultural resources, including the noted RPO criteria on prehistoric and historic sites. Non-compliance 
would result in a project that is inconsistent with County standards. 
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Figure 1. Project Location Map 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
The study area is located in the foothills of the Peninsular Mountain Range, immediately southwest of the 
city of Escondido in San Diego County, California. The proposed project area is located at an elevation of 
approximately 182 m (600 feet) above mean sea level (amsl), approximately 2 miles north of the Lake 
Hodges (San Dieguito River), and is approximately 0.9 mile east of Interstate 15.  

The climate of the study area vicinity can be described as warm and semi-arid. Temperatures rarely 
exceed 35 degrees Celsius (95º Fahrenheit) or drop below 0 degrees Celsius (32º Fahrenheit). Rainfall 
primarily occurs between November and April and averages between 36 and 45 cm (14 and 18 inches). 
Rain can also occur in the form of thundershowers in the summer months. Presently the general vicinity is 
chiefly composed of annual grasses, coastal sage scrub, and intermittent areas of riparian vegetation along 
drainages. The environment within Felicita Park consists primarily of oak woodland and coastal sage 
scrub with many granite bedrock outcrops. The project area appears to have been previously brushed and 
terraced and is covered primarily by landscaping bark chips with some low grasses and weeds, although 
the vegetation along the periphery of the project area consists of oak woodland and coastal sage scrub 
species (Photograph 1 and Photograph 2). 

 

 
Photograph 1. Overview of the project area facing southwest 
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Photograph 2. Overview of the project area facing east 

 

CULTURAL HISTORY 
The archaeological record of southern California is traditionally divided into temporal units based largely 
on changes in artifact types, styles, and frequencies of occurrence. This record reflects a progressive 
complexity in native cultures’ economic and technological modes of subsisting within the context of 
California’s notably diverse environments. Along the Pacific Coast, native cultures developed maritime 
economies augmented by terrestrial plants and animals, while further inland they adapted to a series of 
altitude-sensitive biotic zones, including the coastal sage scrub, chaparral, riparian, oak woodland, and 
pine forest communities. Settlement patterns, population movement, trade, and other modes of social 
culture provided behavioral matrices for the use of material cultural to obtain and process natural 
resources. 

Prehistoric Overview 
Early archaeological researchers in southern California generally worked in isolation and gave localized 
names to the various archaeological periods they were studying. The result was a plethora of names for 
each segment of the archaeological sequence, even though the same broad characteristics could be found 
over a large region. One of the early researchers in southern California was Malcolm Rogers, who 
recorded a large number of sites, completed many excavations and defined cultural periods and 
characteristics. His work, beginning in the late 1920s, formed the basis for later archaeological research in 
the region. In an early paper, Rogers (1929) defined two early cultures in the coastal region, identified as 
the Shell Midden People and the Scraper-Maker Culture, and decided they had appeared in that order. 
Later, Rogers (1939, 1945) reversed the order of these manifestations and changed the names to San 
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Dieguito for the older and La Jollan for the younger.1 Cultures similar to the San Dieguito were 
concurrently being defined in the areas to the east. Later researchers, seeing the similarities, subsumed all 
these early cultures into the San Dieguito Complex and, later, the Western Pluvial Lakes Tradition 
(Wallace 1962, Warren 1968, Bedwell 1970). 

Regardless of the terminology, these early sites share certain characteristics. As defined by Moratto 
(1984:93) these characteristics are: 

1. A tendency for sites to be located on or near the shores of former pluvial lakes and marshes or 
along old stream channels. 

2. Dependence on hunting various animals, fowling, collecting and gathering vegetal products. 
3. An absence of ground stone artifacts such as milling stones, hence a presumed lack of hard seeds 

in the diet. 
4. A developed flaked stone industry, marked especially by percussion flaked foliate (leaf shaped) 

knives or points, Silver Lake and Lake Mojave points, lanceolate bifaces, and points similar to the 
long stemmed variety from Lind Coulee (Hester 1973). 

5. A tool kit commonly including chipped stone crescents, large flake and core scrapers, choppers, 
scraper planes, hammerstones, several types of cores, drills, gravers, and diverse flakes. 

The local type site for definition of the San Dieguito is CA-SDI-149, the C. W. Harris site, located on the 
San Dieguito River some 9 miles from the current coast. Rogers first investigated the site in 1938 and 
additional excavations were accomplished by Warren and True in 1961. The San Dieguito component of 
the deposit was interpreted as a series of campsites on gravel bars within the broad river floodplain. 
Radiocarbon dates established that the occupation occurred between 7430 B.C. and 6140 B.C. Artifacts 
recovered from the San Dieguito component included ovoid bifaces that may be knife blanks, two forms 
of leaf shaped knives, a crescent, leaf shaped points, short bladed shouldered points, gravers, choppers, 
core and pebble hammerstones, cores, and a variety of scrapers. The San Dieguito suite of identifying 
characteristics, listed above, was originally derived from this data (Warren 1968). 

A site revealing another facet of San Dieguito adaptation was excavated by Ezell and Kaldenberg in 1974. 
This site, SDM-W-49, also referred to as Rancho Park North, Site A, is located near Batiquitos Lagoon. 
The San Dieguito tool kit at SDM-W-49 was quite similar to that from CA-SDI-149, and radiocarbon 
dates established that occupation occurred between 6410 B.C. and 5970 B.C. The major difference in the 
two deposits was the presence of large quantities of shellfish remains at SDM-W-49, while very few such 
remains were present at CA-SDI-149. It is clear that the people near the coast relied heavily on marine 
resources. The shell midden associated with the San Dieguito component at SDM-W-49 is 1 meter in 
depth and was accumulated in only a few hundred years, clearly demonstrating a heavy reliance on 
marine resources (Kaldenberg 1976).  

Both CA-SDI-149 and SDM-W-49 had components related to the next period of the archaeological 
sequence, known today as the La Jollan. At CA-SDI-149 the San Dieguito component was separated from 
the La Jollan component by nearly a meter of sterile riverine deposits, but at SDM-W-49 the two 
                                                 
1 During the last 20 years, the relationship between San Dieguito and later La Jolla sites has been the subject of 
considerable debate (Bull 1983, 1987; Gallegos et al. 1987; Moriarty 1969; Warren 1985, 1987; Warren et al. 1993). 
The key issues concern whether San Dieguito sites are chronologically earlier than La Jolla (Archaic) sites; whether 
early sites really do lack ground stone artifacts; and whether subsequent Archaic sites have a strong bifacial tool 
characteristic. An alternative interpretation considers San Dieguito and La Jollan sites as simply functional variants 
of a single culture, with so-called San Dieguito sites representing specialized quarrying or hunting activities (Bull 
1987; Gallegos et al. 1987). Many archaeologists now combine the two “traditions” into an Archaic culture, with 
regional and environmental variants. 
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components were in direct contact. Radiocarbon dates for the two deposits establish occupation between 
roughly 4600 B.C. and 2600 B.C. Dating efforts at other sites have extended the La Jollan period from 
about 5500 B.C. to perhaps as late as 500 B.C. The major change from San Dieguito to La Jollan times 
was the addition of seed-grinding implements to the suite of tools. Such tools indicate that hard seeds 
were a major part of the diet by La Jollan times. The decreasing emphasis on hunting is seen in the poorer 
quality and decreased frequency of La Jollan projectile points and other tools related to that activity, in 
comparison to the earlier San Dieguito. 

The La Jolla Complex is recognized by the numerous milling tools found in coastal shell middens and at 
inland sites with little or no shell. La Jollan sites typically have metates with deep basins, unshaped 
manos (handheld milling stones), many flaked cobble tools, a few Pinto-style projectile points and 
infrequent perforated stones. Burials tend to be flexed, head northward and under cairns that frequently 
contain many broken tools. Some researchers have divided the La Jollan into phases, based on perceived 
developmental factors. For example, Moriarty (1966) sees three phases:  

• La Jolla I (5500–3500 B.C.), first appearance of milling stones, flexed burials, crude scrapers. 
• La Jolla II (3500–2000 B.C.), true cemeteries, discoidals, expanded projectile point type 

inventory. 
• La Jolla III (2000–1000 B.C.), arrival of Yuman cultural influence from the east. 

Regardless of such divisions, it is clear that La Jollan adaptations were quite successful, since the basic 
culture persisted for an extremely long period of time (roughly 5,000 years). 

One major question related to the change from San Dieguito cultural adaptations to La Jollan is whether 
the changes resulted from internal development in response to changing environmental conditions or from 
external influences related to migration into the area from the east. Data related to this question are 
important to our clear understanding of a critical archaeological period. 

The time from the end of the La Jollan period to the appearance of Europeans was a time of complex and 
ongoing change. Many important cultural traits reached the San Diego region through diffusion from the 
north and east. It is clear that major migrations of people also had substantial effect on area cultures. 
Local people also changed their lifestyles, apparently in response to changing environmental conditions.  

Probably the most important infused trait was mortar and pestle technology. This technology probably 
arrived in the San Diego area from the north. The mortar and pestle (when coupled with knowledge of 
how to leach tannic acid from acorn meal) allowed exploitation of the acorn as a food resource. Since 
large quantities of acorns were available, and since they could be stored for long periods of time, the 
impact on local cultures was substantial. The emphasis shifted from the immediate coastal regions to 
upland areas to the east containing the most favored oak species. This shift in emphasis may have been 
driven in part by changing environmental conditions. The rate of sea level increase had slowed 
dramatically, and as a result of these stable levels, lagoons and estuaries began to silt up. The silting 
seriously degraded resources previously exploited. Thus, the change in emphasis from coastal to inland 
regions was probably driven not only by the appearance of a new technology, but also by natural 
degradation of what had been staple resources. 

The major intrusion of people into the region is now commonly referred to as the Shoshonean Migration, 
which extended over at least several centuries. People from the Great Basin area moved into coastal 
California and either replaced or absorbed the indigenous people. The Shoshoneans did not replace all of 
the coastal people. Their influence extends northward to about the Los Angeles/Ventura County line 
(excluding the Chumash) and southward to approximately Agua Hedionda Lagoon. 
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The late prehistoric people in the current study area are today identified as the San Luis Rey Complex. 
San Luis Rey people practiced cremation of the dead and used milling stones, bedrock mortars, small 
triangular points (indicating use of bow and arrow), bone awls, and bone and shell ornaments. Most 
researchers divide the San Luis Rey into two phases, with the latter phase having pottery, cremation urns, 
and rock painting (pictographs). 

In inland San Diego County cultures now known as the Cuyamaca Complex developed during late 
prehistoric times. These cultures shared many similarities with the San Luis Rey people, but there were 
also major differences. A few of these differences are: cemeteries apart from living areas, grave markers, 
cremations placed in urns, purposely produced mortuary goods, abundant and quite varied ceramics, and a 
steatite industry. It is thought that the Cuyamaca Complex developed from La Jollan precursors that 
occupied the area. Clearly, there was influence from areas to the east, and the traits shared with the San 
Luis Rey Complex probably indicate Shoshonean influence from the north as well. The Cuyamaca 
Complex people are the apparent precursors of the people living in the San Diego area at the time of 
arrival of the Spanish.  

Ethnographic Overview 
The study area is within the realm of the Native American group known colloquially as the Luiseño (Bean 
and Shipek 1978, Kroeber 1925), a name denoting people who were “administered” during Spanish 
Colonial times by Mission San Luis Rey.  

The Luiseño language, as well as those of the Juaneño and Gabrielino to the north, was derived from the 
Takic family, part of the Uto-Aztecan linguistic stock. By contrast, the Chumash language, from north of 
the Gabrielino, is not related to any other known Native American language family or stock, representing 
an origin quite different from that of the Luiseño (Mithun 1999). North of the Chumash and south of the 
Luiseño are languages considered part of the Hokan linguistic stock, namely the Salinan language to the 
north and the Yuman family of languages to the south. 

The Yuman family of languages is derived from the American southwest while the Takic family can be 
traced to the Great Basin area (Driver 1969). Linguistic analysis has established that the Hokan speakers 
of San Diego County and those found north of the Chumash were separated some time after 500 B.C. The 
implication is that most of the southern California coastal region (excepting Chumash) was once filled 
with Hokan speakers, who were separated and displaced by Takic-speaking immigrants from the Great 
Basin area. The timing, extent, and impact on local societies of this putative migration are not well 
understood, and any data related to it represent a contribution to the understanding of local prehistory and 
history. 

According to Bean and Shipek (1978), the Luiseño settlement pattern was centered on autonomous 
village groups, each with specific hunting, collecting, and fishing areas that collectively formed the 
village territory. Places within the village territory could be owned by an individual, several individuals, 
or a family, or might be held in common by the entire group. The people hunted various game animals 
and gathered tubers, roots, leaves, fruits, berries, and seeds for food, as well as raw materials for the 
production of tools, shelters, and clothing. Staple foods were obtained from oaks (acorns), chia (seeds), 
and possibly red maiden (seeds). Most inland groups had fishing and gathering sites on the coast that they 
visited annually when tides where low or when inland foods were especially scarce, typically from 
January through March (Bean and Shipek 1978). 

Historic Overview 
The first European presence in the region occurred when Juan Rodríguez Cabrillo, on September 28, 
1542, entered the bay that would become San Diego Harbor. Cabrillo, a Portuguese explorer serving 
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Spain, named the bay “San Miguel.” In 1602, Sebastián Vizcaíno, exploring areas for settlement, renamed 
the bay “San Diego de Alcalá de Hernares.” In 1769 San Diego Harbor was chosen as the base for further 
exploration of northern California. Gaspar de Portola established a presidio, and on 16 July 1769 Father 
Junipero Serra dedicated Mission San Diego de Alcalá, the first of the Alta California Missions. Unrest 
among the local Native Americans, the threat of foreign invasion, and political dissatisfaction kept growth 
to a minimum until Mexico gained freedom from Spain in 1822. Only then did development occur 
beyond the walls of the presidio in the area now known as Old Town. The Mexican Period (1822–1848) 
is largely identified with the ranchos acquired by individuals through the land grant system. San Diego 
was organized as a pueblo in 1834. As a result of the Mexican American War in 1846–1848, California 
officially became a part of the United States at the signing of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848. 
California gained statehood in 1850, the same year San Diego was incorporated. 

The first large permanent Spanish settlement in northern San Diego County came when the Mission San 
Luis Rey de Francia (Mission San Luis Rey) was founded in 1798 by Father Fermin Francisco de Lasuen 
(Engstrand and Ward 1995). Large tracts of land, including the ranchos of Guajome, San Juan, Santa 
Margarita, San Jacinto, and Las Flores as well as the asistencia of San Antonio de Pala, were designated 
to the mission. Mexico gained independence from Spain in 1822 and on July 25, 1826, Governor Jose 
Maria Echeandía issued a decree beginning the secularization of the California missions (Engstrand and 
Ward 1995). However, because many Native Americans failed to leave the missions, Echeandía issued a 
second decree on January 6, 1831 encouraging the Native Americans to leave the missions. In August 
1834, secularization became official under Governor Jose Figueroa. The loss of labor caused by 
secularization forced the mission into a period of neglect and decline. This decline accelerated with the 
transition to American control during the 1840s. 

The Mission San Luis Rey was later restored by intermittent bursts of both public and private action 
beginning in the 1940s and continuing today. The mission is somewhat unusual in that it retains a 
considerable portion of the property in and around the mission proper. Mission San Luis Rey is likely to 
remain intact due to its historic designation, the relatively good condition of its grounds, and its continued 
function as a church and Franciscan monastery. 

When the Act of Secularization was passed in 1832, it broke up the large holdings of the missions. Thirty 
ranchos were distributed in San Diego County. One of these, Rincon del Diablo, was granted in 1843 to 
Juan Bautista Alvarado, who had been regidor of tiny Los Angeles pueblo and of San Diego. This grant, 
consisting of 12,633 acres encompassing Escondido Valley, was called Rincon del Diablo, meaning 
“Corner of the Devil.” The origin of the name is not definitely known but a suggested explanation is that 
during the Mission period, this section was not under the jurisdiction of either San Luis Rey or San Diego 
Missions. Anything not held by the church belonged to the devil, thus this Spanish grant became Rincon 
del Diablo (Whetstone 1963). 

The land boom of the 1880s affected Rincon del Diablo, and the first American settlement within the 
rancho boundaries was made near the present site of the McDougall ranch, where a post office called 
Apex was opened with Mr. McDougall as postmaster. He was succeeded by Thomas W. Adams on June 
28, 1883, and the name was changed to Escondido on April 24, 1884. On October 8, 1888, Escondido 
was incorporated as a city with a simple form of government consisting of five trustees elected by the 
people. These trustees in turn elected one of the five to be president or mayor; A. K. Crovath was the first 
president (Whetstone 1963).  
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LITERATURE REVIEW 

CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION SYSTEM  
A cultural resources records search for the proposed project area was performed for RESCOM at the 
California Historical Resources Information System’s (CHRIS) South Coastal Information Center (SCIC) 
on March 8, 2006 (see Appendix B). The review of mapped data indicated that 11 cultural resources 
studies had been conducted within 0.5 mile of the project area. Eight cultural resources were identified 
within 0.5 mile of the project area, including one (CA-SDI-570) that is located adjacent to the project area 
within Felicita Regional Park (see Table 1 and confidential Appendix C). Other sources of information 
consulted include the SCIC’s GeoFinder file (now incorporated into the SCIC’s Historic Address 
Database), which includes recorded cultural resources from the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP); the Office of Historic Preservation, Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility; and the Office 
of Historic Preservation, Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File.  

CA-SDI-570 
This prehistoric habitation or village site was originally recorded in the southeast portion of Felicita Park 
by D.L. True at a date estimated by de Barros in the late 1950s (de Barros 2001a2). In 1976, Park Ranger 
Joseph Thesken conducted a surface collection of artifacts within Felicita Park and produced a report that 
expanded the boundaries of CA-SDI-570 to include the entire park and also recorded the site as SDM-W-
1028 at the San Diego Museum of Man (Thesken 1976). Gary Fink (1984) recorded a bedrock milling 
station as CA-SDI-9868 in the northwest portion of the park. In 1990, Kathie Joyner (1990) updated site 
CA-SDI-570 to include a historic component. Joyner also described the prehistoric component of the site 
as approximately 1.6 acres in the location described by True, unaware and/or contrary to the expanded 
boundaries established by Thesken.  

On March 3, 2001, Philip de Barros (2001a; 2001b) produced a report and site record update for CA-SDI-
570 that addressed the past discrepancies in site boundaries. De Barros proposed True’s/Joyner’s site be 
listed as Locus A (CA-SDI-570A); Fink’s CA-SDI-9868 as Locus B (CA-SDI-570B); and three new (at 
that time) bedrock milling features be assigned Locus C (CA-SDI-570C). Locus C underwent subsurface 
testing in 2000 and at that time, no surface or subsurface artifacts/features were identified beyond the 
three milling features (de Barros 2001a). De Barros assessed that the (at that time) proposed cellular 
communications project (now existing), would not impact CA-SDI-570 but that archaeological 
monitoring of utility trench excavation be undertaken by Felicita Park staff. No report of such monitoring 
was identified during the records search. 

Table 1. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 0.5 Mile of the Project Area 

Trinomial and/or 
Primary Number Resource Description Recorded and/or Updated by / Date 

CA-SDI-321 Prehistoric lithic artifact scatter 
(destroyed) D. True/no date 

CA-SDI-569 Prehistoric lithic artifact scatter D. True/no date 

CA-SDI-570 

Prehistoric village site and historic 
home site and wells. Prehistoric 
component includes three loci (A, B, C) 
within Felicita Park 

D. True/no date; J. Thesken/1976; K. 
Joyner/1990; P. de Barros/2001 

                                                 
2 The de Barros report was not presented in the SCIC bibliography, but was included as part of the site record for 
CA-SDI-570. 
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Table 1. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 0.5 Mile of the Project Area 

Trinomial and/or 
Primary Number Resource Description Recorded and/or Updated by / Date 

CA-SDI-8463 Prehistoric temporary camp or ancillary 
site to CA-SDI-570 Don Laylander/1981; Brian Smith/1999 

CA-SDI-9868 Prehistoric bedrock milling feature—
a.k.a. CA-570B Gary Fink/1984 

CA-SDI-12525/H Prehistoric habitation site and historic 
home site (foundations, etc.) Del James et al./1991 

P-37-016547 Historic farmhouse Larry Pierson/1998 

P-37-016548 / 
CA-SDI-14995 Prehistoric bedrock milling feature Jim Clifford/1998 

 

NATIVE AMERICAN CONSULTATION 
The DPLU contacted the California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) requesting a Sacred 
Lands File search and list of Native American contacts. The NAHC responded on December 14, 2006, 
stating that their records search indicated the presence of a site at or near the project Area of Potential 
Effect (APE). The NAHC recommended contacting two individuals (Mark and Carmen Mojado) who 
possess specific information about the “sacred site” as well individuals listed on an attached list who may 
be aware of other cultural resources such as sacred lands or traditional cultural properties within the 
project vicinity. On December 18, 2006, the DPLU sent letters to each of the contacts identified by the 
NAHC. All Native American consultation correspondence provided by DPLU is presented in 
Appendix D. 
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Figure 2. Map of Proposed Project in relation to CA-SDI-570 
(See Confidential Appendix C) 
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FIELD METHODS 
The Area of Potential Effect (APE) for this survey was defined to include the construction footprint 
(tower location, equipment shelter, lease area, trench alignments for power and telecommunication lines, 
and/or proposed access road) and an approximately 10-meter radius around the proposed footprint. This 
area comprises the maximum physical footprint of potential ground-disturbing activities associated with 
the proposed action. 

SWCA archaeologist Jim Clifford conducted a pedestrian survey of the APE on April 7, 2006, utilizing 
transect intervals no greater than 5 meters apart. In addition, three shovel test pits (STPs) were excavated 
in or adjacent to the project area of direct impact as indicated on Figure 3. The STPs were spaced 
approximately 5 meters apart within the footprint area and were excavated to a maximum depth of 30 cm 
(Photograph 3 and Photograph 4). All three STPs were negative for cultural material. 
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Figure 3. Test Excavations in Relation to Project Components 
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Photograph 3. Overview of STP excavation and project (STP 3 in the foreground),  

facing south 

 
Photograph 4. Example of STP excavation (STP 1) 
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FINDINGS 
No cultural resources were identified during the survey. The project area has been previously disturbed by 
brushing, terracing, and landscaping possibly associated with construction of the existing asphalt trail 
and/or the Sprint cellular facility. Ground visibility was very poor, including the area within the proposed 
footprint of the modular radio equipment shelter and monocypress locations, and no surface artifacts or 
features were identified within the APE. Additionally, no subsurface deposits were identified within the 
STPs. Outside of the project APE, archaeologist Jim Clifford identified the bedrock milling feature 
identified as CA-SDI-570 Locus C, as well as a Cottonwood type (Late Prehistoric) projectile point on the 
ground surface, approximately 2 meters east of the milling feature. Mr. Clifford assessed that these 
elements of CA-SDI-570 would not be impacted by the project as currently proposed. This assessment is 
supported by de Barros’ (2001a) findings that construction of the existing cellular communications 
facility would not impact CA-SDI-570. The existing tower is located between the currently proposed 
tower location and CA-SDI-570C and the power and telecommunications lines will apparently be located 
parallel and adjacent to the lines of the existing facility. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
No cultural resources were identified within the proposed project APE either through the records search 
or the intensive field survey. In addition, the project appears to have been previously brushed and 
terraced. However, because of the project’s location immediately northeast of a previously recorded site 
(CA-SDI-570c), the potential for buried historical resources within the proposed APE is considered 
moderate to high. Archaeological monitoring of ground disturbing construction activity by a qualified 
archaeologist is recommended for the proposed project, as the project APE is considered sensitive for 
buried cultural resources. In addition, any features or portions of CA-SDI-570 located within 10 meters of 
the project APE should be fenced by an archaeologist prior to construction activities and remain in place 
until construction is complete to prevent impact to CA-SDI-570. In the event that cultural resources are 
discovered during construction, work should be diverted from the location and a qualified archaeologist 
should be retained to evaluate the discovery. 

CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER (SHPO) 
CONSULTATION 
SWCA initiated SHPO consultation on February 2, 2007. SWCA has contacted the SHPO and submitted 
a copy of this report for concurrence or comments. Any SHPO comments or concurrence received by 
SWCA will be forwarded to the County of San Diego DPLU.  
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Appendix A: 
 

County of San Diego Department of Planning and Land Use Comments  
dated December 11, 2006 
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Appendix B: 

 
South Coastal Information Center Records Search Results Letter 

 





 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This report contains information on sensitive cultural resources and thus is 
confidential and not for public distribution. The legal authority to restrict cultural 
resources is pursuant with California Government Code 6254. 
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Appendix D: 

 
Native American Consultation including  
Results of the Sacred Lands File Search 
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