A few comments on evaluation of the Spine Canyon write up and on the writing of the final report:

1) YES: I think you should use the first person when you say that you did something (“We mapped the geology”), or when you should take responsibility for something (“I infer”).

Here is some more commentary about the use of first person from (http://sepwww.stanford.edu/sep/prof/Intro.html): 

You may use personal pronouns elsewhere in your paper, too. Generally, you should use a personal pronoun whenever you are expressing an opinion or exercising judgement. Another time to use ``I'' is whenever there is a simple matter of choice. For example, ``To test the theory I selected some data,'' or ``To examine the theory I programmed the equations,'' or ``To evaluate the theory I made some synthetic seismograms.'' 

Whether your ideas are solid as bed rock or speculative as clouds, you need first-person pronouns. Where your ideas are speculative, the pronouns signal a disclaimer. Where your ideas are solid, the pronouns signal that you may be credited for them. When your friends see your personal pronouns they will know just where they should offer their questions and suggestions. 

Good scientific papers contain wide ranging statements from ancient axioms and common knowledge to speculations and outright guesses. It is the writer's fault if a casual reader cannot distinguish these types of statements. Personal pronouns are good words to help keep the distinctions clear. Other good words for this purpose are ``should, could, would, might, may, can, is, does,...''. Use them all and pick the best for each purpose. 

Some editors of scientific papers mechanically introduce the personal pronoun ``I'' to avoid the passive voice. I don't agree with them. For example, such editors will change your words ``Substitution of equation (1) into equation (2) gives...'' into the words ``Substituting equation (1) into equation (2) I find...''. The first wording states a simple fact but the second wording hints that someone else might get a different result. 

2) Tense: 
Use the present tense to describe the rocks and structures. ("The sample contains no foraminifers." "Evidence of bioturbation is common.")

Use the past tense to discuss methods and operations. ("We measured strike and dip.")

Use the past tense to discuss what happened in the geologic past. ("The area of deposition subsided during the late Eocene.")
3) Wordiness issues

“Medium sized clasts are present ranging between 2.5 and 3 cm and are subangular”

Can be rewritten:

2.5-3 cm subangular clasts

Elaborate: 

“Occasional 2.5-3 cm subangular clasts of schist are distributed randomly through the unit.”

Also: “covered in vegetation” = “vegetated”

“less than 1 millimeter” = “< 1 mm”
4) You don’t have to use a computer to draft your graphics. If you can do it effectively, feel free to, but a hand drawn graphic can be very effective.

