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INTRODUCTION

Gila Cliff Dwellings National Monument is administered by the USDA, Forest
Service under a cooperative agreement with the USDI, Naticnal Park Service.
The Forest Service is required to operate the monument according to N.P.S. Stand-
ards and regulaticns. Much of the data used to make rescurce manaoement de-
cisions is based on material accumulated for the adjacent Gila Wildern
Vegetative maps, aerial photographs, wildlife maps, hydrological surveys, etc.
have been developed specifically for the Gila National Forest. Resource in-

:
formation for Gila Cliff Dwellings has been extracted from this informeaticn.
g

The monument does not have a current General Management Plan--The Master
Plan dates to 1964. Manv of the priorities assigned to project statements Te-

flect the need to have them completed for GMP activities expected to occu
the coming years.

a lack of basic inventory data. Other
flect t

rhe need to inventory re

S
pe"‘la..-I in natural resourcas,

monument.
Finallv therzs are projects which identily safety nroblems and immediate
hyeats to the rasourcas in the monument and their mitization. We believe
these projects to be highest priority for funding.

By



OVERVIEW AND NEEDS CULTURAL RESOURCES

GILA CLIFF DWELLINGS NATIONAL MONUMENT

1. TJ Ruin Fencing GICL-C16

First priority is a project to survey and fence the detached unit, TJ Ruin.
This area has suffered numerous animal trespasses from the neighboring lands.
Also, not knowing location of legislated boundaries has hindered management of
the area for its cultural resources. The area borders the U.S.F.S. heliport
which becomes quite active during fire season. In addition, hunting occurs in
the general area.

Needs and Proposed Program

A complete survey of legislated boundaries and fence are needed.
The Monument will seek funding to support this project.
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Survey & Fence S

2. Study of Structural Stability of Cave Underlying Room 25 GICL-C15

bility of the
ng numbers oF
ty of the cave
the Room 25

A second priority is a study to determine the structurai sta
small cave beneath Room 25, a portion of the dwellings. Increasi
visitors pass over the area, with unknown effects on the stabili
and the dwelling. A recent safety inspection suggested closing
portion of the trail.

Needs and Proposed Program

A study to investigate the load capacity of the area before major struc-
tural damage occurs or before visitor safety is threatened is needed.
The Monument will seek funding to support such a project.

FY-89
Study $5,000

3. Carrying Capacity Study GICL-C-17

Third priority is a study to determine the carrying capacity of the cliff
dwellings. Increasing numbers of visitors affect the dwellings through traffic
vibrations, touching, leaning, and climbing. At times up to 800 people a day
view the dwellings. The carrying capacity of the area is unknown. This in-
formation is needed for GMP development.



Needs and Proposed Proaram

A carrying capacity study is needed to detarmine the numters of visitors
per hour and day the dwellings can withstand without suffering from unaccentable
deterioration.

The Monument will seek funding for such a study.

o
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Study

4. Historic Preservation Gujde GICL-C-13

a9

oric Preservation Guide. The 22
egular

Fourth priority is deveiopment of a Hist
it of reg ruins maintenance

known archeological sites are without benef
and inspections.

Needs and Proposed Proaram

to be Lra1ned in 1t> apnlwc on.
The Monument will seek funding for this project.
F7-20
Historic Preservetion Guide $15,CC8

5. Archeolocical Survey GICL-C-1

Fifth priority is an archeologicai survey of the monument. A survey con-
pletad in 1968 was not done to current standards. Recording of the sites was
inadequate, and some sites may have been missed. GMP development wiil rely

upon data from this survey.

Needs &nd Proposed Program

A full archeological survey and base map of the monument is needed.
The Monument will seek funding for this projec

FY-G0
Survey and Base Map $27,000
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sediments will fill in behind.
The Monument will seek funding to buy materials and to suppor:t manpower for

the project.

First pricrity is a project to survey bcuncaries ot
monument and fence critical arsas. lMonument Corners nav
taus leaving the locztion of the boundaries in questien.
rounded by U.S. Forzst Servics !ands, hunting, grazing,
all around the boundaries. These activities ancrcach
ing in degradaticon tc the natural and culturai rescurcas

Neecds and Prooosed-Rrocram

A suryey 07 tne covners anc T “ane
ara needed. Tne Monument wiil se urvey

o Ao Yo

survey

Fzncs SECL05T
z Erosion . Centias i On-LJCE 3ilGTCL=HZ

Second priority iz a project to-heip cur 1. érosion: ga yense 2
the loop trail thrsucn the monument. 077 trali BCTEYIEY ARG Tra L, GORST v
stzep slopes have ccntributad to vegetation erosion. In &gcciTign. the s 3
uncercut bridce succorts in the trail. and toe trzil bridges ars tareats
Gz5ions which wers installed on slopes are visually optrusive

Needs and Proposed Procram

Eroded slopes and trail borders need io be s+3hilized with & combinaticn of
seeding, transplanting vegetation, and use of Curlex blankets Supports for
bridges should be protected by constructing small rock barriers dewnstreim s
that

/-39 FY-20
Supplies & Mangower Si,3¢ §1,520

Fire Meznagemen®t Plan GICL-N-5

w

Third pricrity is a project to deve;cJ a fire management plan which sucpores
the specific needs of the monurenL and policies and standards of the NPS.
Protaction of archeclogical sites during san orassicn activities and long range
resource managemenz activities reflecting tne role of fire ars mejor concerns
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Statement of Issue or Concern
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Mcnument

10

Archeologist Don Morris conducted a survey of the

e su
roundiag area in 1968. Although he racorded 33 sites within MYonuzment
boundaries, he states that some may have been missed. Mcrris plotted
the sites on paired aerizl photographs, or upcn sheets of USGS quadrangle
Scme photos wera tzken. He did not complere scandardized site forms. Ee
alzo ¢id not merk sites wizh metal stakes. Even thouga Morris uncertock
& full survev of the wonument, the rerhcds he used wera inadscuate in man
ways. rine ‘eurrant archeslogical basze map using USGS topegraciaic quadrzang

s minimslly ad Sirzs cznnot be located accuratsly using A

n

.

v
140

(10

1. No Action Management COmnE
inadequate survey data. Executlive Grd

2. Re-Survey the Monument anc Produce an Archeclocical Base Mep Standar-
dized site forms and photo documentztion would be completed. An zrcheclog
ical base map, using either a photogrzmetric CT orthocontcour map, would be
procduced using data from beth surveys.. Mznagement will have zdequate datz
upon which to base decisions. Executive Order 11593 will be met.

Recommended Course of Action

The recommended action is categorically ex
prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix
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4.4

GICL - C4 Historic Structure Report

Statement of Issue or Concern

During five different times, various people have stabilized and altered
walls in 42 rooms of the Gila Cliff Dwellings. The history of stab-
ilization on outlying structures within the monument is obscure. The
methods and materials used by the original builders and the people who
have stabilized the ruins recently have not been well documented. An
historic structure report (HSR) would clarify the details of past stab-
ilization work, evaluate cther archeological and a chitectural findings
on the various structures, and recommend treatment for each structure.

The recent publication of The Archeologv of Gila Cliff Dwellings.
(Anderson et al. 1986), helped to provide some of the information which
would be included in this report, but it does not fulfill all the require-
ments of an HSR as described in NPS-28.

Current Management Action

Management depends on and other
stabilization reports A compre-
hensive evaluation of commencaticns
for treatment are not

Alternative Actions and Their Prcbable

1. No Action Future stabilization work on the structures in the mejor
1iff Dwellings and the outlying units will be based on inadequate back
ground knowledge. The interpretive program will lack information.

2. Write An Historic Structure Report The report would fulfill the re-
quirements of such reports outlined in NPS 28. Structures addressed would
include not only the 42 room Cliff Dwellings, but also outlying structures
within the Monument. Future stabilization work would have a sound basis.
The interpretive program would also benefit bv the expanded informatiomn.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. The various data regarding the structures
within the Monument need to be gathered and evaluated. reatments of
structures need to be determined. Future stabilization work will have a
sound basis of research.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the requirement
to prepare an EIS or Ea. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(&4).
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Statement of Issue or Concern

Archeclosist Keith Anderson and other
1iff Dwellings in

hif 1686. It summarz:z

m w
mn

the 1963 archeclogical survey of the arsa
analyzes the collection. Thcugh this doc
regarding the archeology of the Dwellings
which would help in making weil-inrormed
improving our interprative program. AR A

PR S

Assessment would compleca the informatcicn
not cover. GMP development, which i
couple years, would depend
a dccument.

Currant Mznagement Action
Management uses the informaticn ccnctained in the abcve reieranca. ¢
efforts are being made to complate the Zmformactzon not addrassec 1o It

2. Prener
would neat
in NPS-28.
cf the res
having mor .

should be evaluated for ics
Chapters can be

The Archeologv of Gila C1if: Dwellings
adequacy in fulfilling parts of this document.

reviewed and/or expanded as necessary. Particular attention would be
given to placing the Monument's resources within a regional contex:,
in addition to recommending future archeclogical research needed.
Recommended Course o Action

Alternative 2 is the recommended action. The need for adequate and
complete information of the rescurce for management decisions and
interpretive programs is well-recognized.

The reccrmended acticn is categerically excluded from
to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7 '
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no grounc contT
of photogrammet
possible cnly 1
Photogrammetric
monitoring eros

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the reguirement to
prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.%4 B(&4).
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This projects includes actions requiring further review to assure that
satisfaction with NEPA and related compliance requirements are completed
prior to requesting funding or implementation.
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The TJ Ruin site is cne of the few remaining lerge Mogollon sites
which has not been sicnificantly demaged by vandzlism or excavation.
Presently there is & Tence cn One sida of the sita which prevenis LS
Forest Servics stock animels from arazing on it. Tne ot her sides are
not fenced, which allcws the New Mexico Demeriment of Ccme end Fis

ctock (this agency's land borders ine TJ Ruins) to ¢r he arez.

The ares has & history of grazing pricY to jts eddi™t the
Monumen: in 1262, in acditicn 1o exzeriencing grazing cceazces in
recznt yezrs. Bracforc znc McXanna's 1638 craft re n the 7J
Ruin notss thet the "sits's use GSturS SSEmS reztly rzsocen-
cible for a gsneral rzduction in cz sherd size tinued graIing
trespasses wiil cause Turther cz 'f cz cu!l gtzrizis,
gncourzce erosion on exccsed m== CramC i€ VeiIs An. - In acci-
tion, Monument boundar1es are not clear]v defined because of 1

fencing.

Curyzn® Mznzcemen®

Mznazcement tzkes

Ccczsicnaliy the

contacisg to enc

Altsrnetive Acti

1. Mo Acticn. With no zdcitional fencing, enimei trespéss will continue

to be a probiem, czusing demece t2 surtacs cultural rzsourcas. Lack ot
ezrly defined bouncaries will hamper menacement C7 the arss

2. Survey end Fence the TJ Ruin Unit. Survey the area for 1egisia:sd

boundaries and tence the entire arez. Tnis will insurs prevention C7

animal trespass and further damage to surtace festurss and artitacts.

An identifieble boundary will aid in future menagement CeCisions and resourcs

planning.

Recormended Ceurse cf Action

ed. A survey of the bounczry &and complete
ctect the unit.

ion is categoricaily exclud 4
i T

The recommenced act c 2
A, (516 D¥6, Appendix

3
ment to prepare an b




CICL--C-15
GICL-Stugy of Structural Stabjiity of Cave lndsrlvine Room 28
Statsment of I3sue or Concern

Increasing numbers of visitors are visiting the clit7 dwellings
gvery vear. Both larze groups and individual visitors use the trai
which passes cver an area near room 25 which is uncercut by &
smaller cave. A study of the structural stability cf this area
has never been done. A recent satsty inspection suggested clesing
a portion of the trail which passes over the arsa.

Current Management Aciion

Management has consjdersd and rejected the icdez of closing 2
significant portion cf the trail which passas over the area.

A limit of 25 indijviduals per visiting organiced group &t one time
in the caves is enTorcad.

Altarnative Actions and Their ?robabie Imoecis:

1. No Acticn. 7The arsa will contiinue t0 be impected ov visiicors
With the efTects on the stability and safety o7 the trzil unknown
Tha integrity of the cave above the undercut may be adversaiy
grrected by continued visitor-traisic in toe 3rss.

2. “Clgca the Trail 4o the Arss. £ho: raspes ng the

the area, this would <d=nv the visitorn gagncs Lo.view

and sionificant portions of the ruins.. This 2ari of th

comprises neariy a third of the seli-cuid cur-throuc

The decision would be based on insufficie 3 SUD

an extveme action.

3. Conduct a Study to Investigats the Structural Charactsristics
cf the Area. A controlled scientific study cesicned by a guzlitied
structural engineer and/or geologist should cetermine the load
capacity o7 the area before major struciurai cdamage occurs or
visitor safety is threatened.

Recommended Course ¢f Action:

Alternative 3, providing for a controlied study of the area, is
recommended. Once the study and recommendaticns are completed,
manacement can make a decision based on resesarch as to whether to
close the trail, provide rzinforcement to the arez, limit

numbers of visitors, or continue current menagement policy.

The recormended action is categorically excluded from the require
ment to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4).

—
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GICL--C-17

GICL--Carrving Capacitv Studv

Statement of Issue or Concern:

Everv year increasing numbers of people visit the Dwellings. Both large
and small groups visit at cne time, cometimes resulting in crowdingz of
limited spaces. Up to 800 visitors have come on a loliday weekend day.
Vicitor traffic affects the wzlls throuza vibration, climbing, touching,
and leaning. All these actions hasten the weakening and ccllapse oI thes
fragile structure

Current Mznagement Action

A limit cf 25 individuzls per visiting crzznized group at cne tize in the
caves is enforced. Ranger patrols ia the caves help detar leaning and
climbiag on the walls.

Alrszraative Actions anc Their Prsbable I=zpacts:

Management would set an

2. Restrict Numbers of Visitors to Caves.
arbitrary limit on the numbers of visitors which could be
any one time. This would proaaoly reduce the severity cof vibratioms to
the walls from traffic, and reduce overcrowding which would probably less
the chances of leaning and climbing on walls. Rahgcrs could watch the
arez better with fewer numbers of visitors at a time Eowever, this
decision would involve-an arbitrary lirmit instead of beﬂ'no supported by
ccientific data. The public mey cbj
to support it. Solid data on how visitor traffic affects the area would

be lacking.

in the caves at

3. Conduct a Carxying Capacity Studv. A controlled s cientific study woul
determine the carrying capacity of the cave area in terms of numcers oZ
visitors per day and hour it could withstand without the walls sufferin
unacceptable detericration. then will set a iimit, if nec-
essary, on numbers of visitors allowed The

public would more likely support this deci

(o3
C
ne
o
F

- Mznagement
i daily based on the stucy.

sion and comply.

Recommended Course cf

e

Action:

. . - iy . soa L2 Ia
Alternative 3 is recommended. Management will have sounc scientific data
vpon which to base its decisions for restricting visitor traffic.

The recommande
to n

nrecsa
prerar

<

en

ect to such a policy and mnot be willing

1
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Statement of Issue or Concern

There are 33 known archeological sites in the Monuzent which include

cliff shelters, rock art, plthouses, checkdams, and surface masonry.

Archeologist Larry Nordby in his stabilization inspection of 1979

provided several suggestions for ruins maintenance and inspecticns

for the Cliff Dwellings only. Other than this, no written guide exists

which programs maintenamnce, Nor is the Monument stafi traine ed.dn. this
gt £ 1987 eas =

arez. The last hP stabilization work was dome in Mazchwo

result of the Exhibit Specialist visiting on his own tize and taxing

in the Dwellings' maintenance.

0
rt

a2 perscnal intere

1 inspections of

Monument stafi do visua
a more infrequent basis, the TJ Ruins.
to look for preservation &nd meintenance nesds.

e ne
nd«s r 211 the known s
addition, Monument stail would be
reas. Adeguate preservation of the s
cabilization work would more llkel ‘b

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended beczuse of the need to increazse our
Q

vigilance in preserving the site

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the requi
ment to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(2).
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The Gila Cliff Dwelling cional Mcnument has had a varied histor;
since its establishment in 1907 Several legislative acticns have
added or retractasd acreage. The U.S. forest Service became invelved
in administering the area in 19653. Since 1975 this agency has hac
full responsibility in administering the area, an agreement wiich is
unique in the National Park Systaad.

1. No Ac+ion. An impcrtant aspec:t 0I the Monumen:t wi__~ rsmeln
- - T . T Y | - £ ~ = %~ ] -7 = D L S e
cbscure. Inazceguate 1nIormatlcn wWo-— ce for GiiY gevellCd:E

2. Compile zn Administrative Hisicry.
research on the politics and persomalit
history of the Mcnument, the perscnalit
its administration, and an analysis of
administration and the cooperative agre
Service and NPS. The history will aid

interpretive program, and in other management decisions.

Recommended Course of Action

ternative 2 is recommenced. Given the unique cooperative agency
minist o né GMP development in the near future, an administrative
v desirzble for the are=z.

om the reguirement

fr
B(L).

The recormended action is categorica

to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 D6, pendi:

11y excluded
Ap 7.4
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ICL-C-20 Ethnograpnic Assessment

Statzment of Issue or Concern

The Apache are historically known to have usedthe area around the
Monument. There is a possible Apache burial site within its
boundaries. Other sites linked specifically with the Apache

may also exist. It is not known whether there is a current
relationship between this ethnic group and the monument. Other
ethnic groups, such as the Zuni, may also claim a connection

to the area. An ethnographic assessment would evaluate and for-
mally clarify the current connection between these groups and

the Meonument.

Current Management Action

There is currently no formal statement of ethnographic concerns
within the Monument. As this issue is not well-defined, problems
may occur if these groups ara not taken Into account in futurs
planning efforts, or if they claim access to the resources.

Al=ernarive Acticns and Their Probable Impaccts

1. No Action. The issue will remain obscurs. TIuture plannin
will noC take these groups inzo account. Confusion may resu-c
should theyv claim futurs access to resources.

2. Write an Ethnogravhic Assessment. This document would
identify possible sites within and near the Monument to establish
broad patterns of Apache use ci the area. It would define the
current relationship between the Apache and other ethnic groups
and the Monument.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. In anticipation of GMP activities
in the near future and lack of clearly defined policy in this
area, it is importatnt to develop this document.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from tée re-
quirement to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4).
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21.

Statement ot Issue or Concern

Gila C1iff Dwellings is situated in the vast Gila Wilderness--an

area with a rich and varied human history. Early miners, trappers,
military men, explorers, settlers, and Apaches have a connection

with the area. Some research has uenn done on its history, but
information is scatiarad and incompiete. Historic events and cuitural
properties within and outside the Mcnument lack documentation.

Paople who have knowledge of the early histery stiil Tive in

the area, but mos: are getting on in years and their information wil
soon be iost.

Current Management Action

Management rzlies on scattiered inform 1
avents and structuras in the ar=z Xpandc
this informaticn.

1. No Action. Manacement will continue to raly on scattierad and
incomplete informaticn ©r planning and rasourcs decisions. The
intzroretive program will be incompleta.
2. (Conduct a Historic Resource Studv and ccmoiie an Historica:
Resource Base Mapb. The study would identiTy historic events and
prominent perso onalities associated with the Monument and the regicn.
Historic sites and structures would be identified and placed on an
historical resource base map. Sites of ethnographic significance would
also be identified. Information would be used in GMP development.
management decisions, and in the interpretive program.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. The rich historical setting of
Gila C1iff Dwellings should be researched and a base map of the
area prepared.

The reccmmended action is categeorically exucluded frem the requirement
to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DMA, Appendix 7.4 B(4).
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E1CL SW NM NATURAL X CULTURAL b e L racel or !
PARK / AREA REGION ST DATE
PRT RMP  PKG FY 87 TY 88 vY 89 IY 90 FY 91
ORL REF  NO. T PROJECT TITLE A NPS COST  NPS COSI  NPS COST  NPS COST  NPS COST REMARKS
Y NO. MY / 1000 MY / 1000 MY / 1000 MY / 1000 MY / 1000
1 C-15 T.J. Ruin Fencing 7 Tunded FY '88
2 C-16 Study of Cultural Stability 5
of Cave Underlying Room 25
3 c-17 Carrying Capacity Study 25
4 Cc-18 Historic Preservation Guide 15
5 Cc-1 Archeological Survey 27
6 Cc-19 Administrative History 15 15
7 C-20 FEthnographic Assessment 7
8 C-6 Archeological Overview/ 7
Assessment AT .
9 C-4 Historic Structure Report 30
10 c-7 Remote Sensing 8
1% Cc-21 Historic Resource Study 30
12 c-13 Limited Testing and 30 30 30
Surface Collection 4 N B 3
13 Cc-11 Document FExternal 15
Collections R .
L4 c-9 Fcological and Paleo- 10

environmental Studies
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Erosicn Control on Loop Trail
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Statement of Issue or Concern

(%]

Past work on trail re-routing and construction have lett ar
near the trail which are subject to erosion. Gabicns using 4 in
wire mesh, which is currentiy rusting, wers piaced in ceriai
pravent erosicn of slopes and to support the traii. The cebions
visualiy obtrusive and are likely to present probisms in the Tutl

when the retzining wire rusts through and the rocxs are not heid

Other sloping arezs are devoid of vegetztion, and water run-ofi
cnow melt or thunderstorms takes more soil awaY. Visitors also

' ~

have created paths free of vegetation by leaving the mein traii.
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Some of the concreta suppor:is for the fcotbridges which wers built
in 1585 and 1386 ars being undercut by water action. Given time anc merz
water aciion, the bridgs supports may become compietely undercut.

Currsnt Menagement AcIion

Gzbione were ins:alled to prevent fioccing and ercsicn &t the
mouzh of Cii7< Dwellers Canven. Brush and rock barriers are placsd
es nesced in paths created by visitors going ciT U ils to aliow
vegetaticn to rs-establish. The Dwellings staf? piaced Curiex piankets
in ona portion of an eroding sicpe &nd planted it with winter rye.
However, it wes improperly instzlled in places, anc incorrect vege-
tation was planted. Scme erosion still occurs &t this place.

Cther points on the trail which present erosion protlems are not
bteing trezted.

The staf? built a shori rock barrier downstrzzm of cne bridge whese
support was being undercut by water. During the next flash flood,
sediments filled in behind, thus reducing the threat to the bridge
support.

2.3 Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action. Slopes near the trail will continue to erode and
thus tnreaten the condition and safety of the trail. Continuing
to place brush over unauthorized trails will help prevent further
trampling, but re-vegetation is & slow and ovien unsuccesstul
project. Tne visual intrusion and future safsty concern of the
wire and rock gabions will nct be resolved. Bridge supports
may eventually be undercut by water.
2. Develop and Implement Methods to Revegetat
Prevent Future Erosion. Management would detzrmine the best
vegetaticn and methods to control erosion on off-trail paths anc
slopes. Those methods would then be implemented. Curlex blenkets
with appropriate vegetation could be used in some of these problem
areas. A determination would be made of whether to replace, remove,
repair, or cover the rusting gabions and then revegetate over them.
The method of building & small rock dam downsiream from threztened
foot bridges would be used to prevent uncercutting of water.
Tnese actions would prevent further erosicn, thereby re

Problem Areas and
=

2
2
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g
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potential loss of the trail and resources, and preventing safety
hazards.

2.4 Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Alternative 1 does not address nor
solve all the erosion problems. Taking preventative action to reduce
erosion is the only acceptable soiution.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the re-

quirement to prepare an EIS or EA. 516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 C (12),
C (17, E(4), E(8), €(18), €(19).
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GICL = N2

GICL - Y2 Monument Boundrv Survev anc rencing

Statement of Issue or Concern

Exac:t Monument boundaries and corners have never been establiished. The
Mcnument remzins unfenced. There is a fence which designates the north
boundary of the Monument along the West Fork Trail. However, the fence

is inaccuratelv placed. Backcountrv users camp near cultural resources
within the monument, perhaps thinking they are outrside monument bouncaries.
Campers leave fire rings, and they and tue;- stock trample cultural re-
sources and vegetation. Grazing of stock from outiitzers cccur all a-
round the monument. Hunting occurs all around and probably inside the
Monument.

Current Manazgement Action

gement has posted signs at the West Fork Trailhead and
cundary prohibiting camping within the meonument

. - A -
cutsice the mon
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separate projecct and fancing
tached TJ unit.
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Altarnative Actions and Their Probabiz Impac:ts

2 Survev Monument Boundaries and Fence Criticzl Porticns Corners and

becundaries would be established. C ical areas needed to be fenced for
resource protection would be determined and fenced. 01d fencing would be
removed.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Establishing boundaries will enable better
management of cultural and natural resources. Fencing will help prevent
damage from livestock, backcountry uszers, and hunters.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the requirement
to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 A (2), C(20).
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GICL--N=5

GICL Fire Management Plan

Statement of Issue or Concern

(W]

-~

Although there is a Fire Prevention Plan and Fire Management Plan for
the Wilderness Ranger District (which includes the Monument), it does
not address the specific needs of the Monument itself. Cultural re-
sources and NPS policies and standards are not adequately treated.
There are no long-range resource management strategies which reflect

the role of fire.

Current Management Action

Management uses the fire plans developed for The Wildernmess District

of The Gila National Forest. These plans do not refiect the philosophyv,
standards, and policies of fire management plans develorved for NPS areas.
Specifically, attention to cultural resources during suppression eforts
is not addressed. Long range rescurce management within the monument
does not consider fire management.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Actiocn Damage to archeologiczl sites might ©
suppression be necessary within the Monument. Long-
management will not take fire managezment into accoun

4

Writa Fire Management Plan This would identifv the use of £
o

4
-

a
management in long-range resource mznagement objectives. The role of
the fire organization on the Wilderaess District would be clearly de-
fined. Attention to cultural resources during suppraession activities
s

would be addressed.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Defined policies as described in this
alternative will help set long range goals, minimize confusion, and
avoid possible damage to archeological resources should fire occur
within the Monument.

This project includes actions requiring further review to assure that
satisfaction with NEPA and related compliance requirements are completed
prior to requesting funding or implementation.



6.3

6.4

GICL--N-6

GICL Soils Survev and Base Map

Statement of Issue or Concern

The Monument has no baseline data on soils specific to the monument.
General soils maps are available for the entire Gila National Forest,

but are not detailed enough to provide meaningful information for the
monument. A soils survey would provide information necessary to under-
standing the prehistoric agriculture of the area and also help define
prehistoric agricultural and underground features. Soils information
would help identify possible areas for sensitive plant communities, there-
by contributing towards their management.

Current Management Action Management is without benefit of soils data
and is doing nothing to collect it. Information which could contribute
towards increasing the archeological information and managing vegetation
will remain absent.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action The status quo will be maintained. Information which could
help understand the archeology of the area and manage sensitive vegetation
will remain unavailable.

.
w2
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. Conduct Scils Survevy and Compile Base Map The survey would concentra
on areas witn known archeological sites and areas identified by archeologis
as likelv places for prehistoric agriculture . Special emphasis would al

be given to identifying soils which could support sensitive plant communities

that migzht need special management attention. A base map would provide the
information in a more useable form for managers and researchers.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. A soils survey and base map would add to
our knowledge of prehistoric agriculture and the location of archeological
sites. It would also help in managing sensitive plant communities.

The recommencded action is categorically excluded from the requirement to
prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(%).



GICL--XN-7

7.1 Vegetation Survey and Base Map

7.2 Statement of Issue or Concern

The monument has 1ittle baseline data on vegetation within the
monument. A plant 1ist and herbarijum exist. However, the plant 1ist
is for the entire Gila River-Lake Roberts area, and the herbarium
needs updating. A study of the vegetation of the monument was initiated
in 1978 by Sherman Lambert, a teaching assistant under William H. Reid,
PhQ., Department of Biological Sciences, University of Texas at ET1 Paso.
This study is incomplete and no base map was prepared. It is unknown
whether there are rare, threatened, or endangered species within the
monument. Vegetation data would also supplement our understanding
of the environment of the prehistoric inhabitants.

Current Management Action

Management bases its decisions on inadequate data rsgarding vege-
tation. Pas:t actions such as trail re-routing and foctbridge consiruc-
tion did not have vegetation data to consider. Possible rare, threatened,
and endangered species are not getting proper attention as mandated
by law. Information which could be useful in uncerstanding the pre-
historic environment is missing.

7 .3 Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action. Management will continue to rely on unavailable data.
Rare, endangered, and threatened species will remain unidentified.
Information relating to the archeology of the area will be
lacking.

2. Conduct Vegetation Survey and Compile Base Map. Plant communities
would be identified with special emphasis on exotic, rare,
threatened, and endangered species. Special attention would
be given to known archeological sites, such as TJ ruins, in
order to delineate possible underground or agricultural
features. A vegetative base map would be prepared showing
plants to the community level. The herbarium would be
updated, a complete plant slide file prepared, and a plant list
completed. The last three items are invaluable for aiding staff

with identification.

7 .4 Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Management needs a vegetation data
base not only to help manage these resources properly, but also to
supplement the archeological record and interpretive story.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the requirement toO
prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4).



8.1

8.2

8.3

GICL Geological Feature survev and Base Map

Statement of Issue of Concern

The Gila Conglomererate is the predominant formation within the Monument.
The alcoves that formed naturally in this formation are what ~ many of

the prehistoric Mogollon and Archaic peoples used for their shelter. The
Monument does not have baseline data regarding various geologic features.
The process by which the alcoves formed is not clearly understood.

Current Management Action

Management is doing nothing to add to the information about the geoclogic
features, thereby expanding the information which could be useful in
understanding the prehistoric presence in this area.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action Management will continue to be deficient in baseline d

regarding the locations of geologic features of the area, and informa
which could be useful to the understanding of the prehistoric peoples.
2. Conduct Geclogical Feature Survev and Compi
would be given to locations cf alcoves and in
formation. Other features such as locaticns o Cks,
e map would give a visual means of us
rchers. Information gained would hel
i t

i a
formati
I T
fossils would be noted. The bas
of data for management and resea
support archeological understand
of scientific interest.

£
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Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Information gained by this action will con-
tribute towards understanding prehistoric use of the area and special
management of areas displaying features of scientific interest.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the regquirement
to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4L).



9.3

9.4

GICL--N-9 Bird Survev

Statement of Issue or Concern

A wide variety of birds use the Monument area as a permanent
or temporary home. A bird list for the general area exists,
but it is not specific to the Monument and is not current nor
comprehensive. It is unknown whether endangered or threatened
species live in the area.

Current Management Acticn

Management uses a bird list which is outdated and not compre-
hensive. Endangered and/or threatened species have not besn
identified.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action. Management will continue to use an outdated
ird 1ist. Interpretation will not have full information

on the bird population. Pocssible threatsned or endangered
species will not be identified and given prcver management as

mandated by law.

2. Conduct Bird Survev. The survey would give special emphasis
to locating rare, threatened, and endangered species. Other
species would be identified as to frequency and time of year

of occurence. A revised bird checklist would be produced

form the survey to aid in the interpretive program.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Management will have knowledge
of possible rare, threatened, or endangered species which would
require further management. Current information will add to
interpretive program.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the require-
ment to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 D6, Aprendix 7.4 B(4).



10.1

10.2

10.3

10.4

GICL--N-10 Mammal Survev

Statement of Issue or Concern

A variety of mammals use the Monument as a temporary or
permanent home. A mammal list for the entire Gila National
Forest exists, but it is not specific to the small area of
the Monument. It is unknown whether endangered or threatened
species live in the area.

Current Management Acticn

Management uses a mammal list which is too general for the area.
Rare, threatened, and endangered species have not been identified.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action. Management will continue to use an inadequate
mammal list. Possible threatzned or endangered species will
not be identified and given proper management as mandated by
law. Information abcut mammals will be inadequate for inter-
preters.

2. Conduct Mammal Survev. The survey would give special
emphasis tc locating rare, threatened, and endangered species.
A revised mammzl list specific to the Monument would be
produced from the survey to aid in the interpretive program.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Management will have knowledze
of possible rare, threatened, or endangered species which
would require further management. Information will add to the
interpretive program.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the re-

quirement to prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4).
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GICL--N-11

GICL Repntiles and Amphibians Survev and Base Map

Statement of Issue or Concern

Although there is a reptile and amphibian list for the entire Gila National
Forest, it is not specific to the small area of the monument and is also
not up to date. Several species of rattlesnakes are known to exist in

the area which sometime suffer from actions of visitors. It is unknown
whether we have rare, threatened, or endangered species which would need
special management. Various species are known to have been used by the
prehistoric inhabitants. Information relating to their range and dis-
tribution in the monument today would help understand their use in pre-
historic times.

Current Management Action

Management relies on an outdated and very general reptile and amphibian
list. When the staff finds visitors harassing rattlesnakes, the animals
are gently herded off the trail. Management ramains ignorant regarding
the praesence of rare, threatened or endangered species.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. Yo Acticn Management will continue to use an inadequate animal list
and will have no information regarding the distribution of them. Possible
rare, threatened, and endangered species would have nc management attent-
ion as mandated by law.

2. Conduct Reptile and Amphibian Survey and Base Map The survey would
give special emphasis to locating rare, threatened, and endangered species.
Special attention would be given to the range and distribution of rattle-
snakes, data which would help management determine whether a trail re-
routing is justified. A base map would indicate range and distribution

of various species and provide a useable form of data for management. A
reptile and amphibian list would also be prepared to aid in the inter-
pretive program.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Management will be able to provide special
attention to rare, threatened, and endangered species. Rattlesnake manage-
ment will be based on firm data. Information will be used also in helping
to understand the prehistoric use of reptiles and amphibians.

The recommended action is categorically excluded from the requirement tc
prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4).



12.4

GICL--N-12 1Inventcry of Variocus Resources

Statement of Issue or Concern

A variety of creatures and plants exist in the Monument which
have not been identified in other project statements. These
organisms include fish, invertebrates, and non-flowering plants.
Although they may represent a small part of the overall resources
within the Monument, they nonetheless should be inventoried so
that management can make informed decisions regarding their
management. Sensitive, rare, threatened, and endangered species
could exist which would require further management consideration.

Current Management Action

Management has little data specific to the above organisms in
the Monument. Is is unknown whether semsitive, rare, threatened,
and endangered species exist. A lack of information hampers

the interpretive program.

Alternative Actions and Their Probable Impacts

1. No Action. Management will remain ignorant regarding
sensitive, rare, threatened, and endangered species ameong fish,
invertebrates, and non-flowering plants. Kncwledge of the
varieties of species and their ranges will remain non-existent.
The interpretive program will be hampered for lack of informa-
tion.

2. Conduct Inventories. Identify and inventory species among
fish, invertebrates, and non-flowering plants. Special attention
would be given to sensitive, rare, threatened, and endangered
species. Plant and animal lists in these groups would be
developed for interpretive use. Base maps would be prepared

for sensitive species which might need special management.

Recommended Course of Action

Alternative 2 is recommended. Management will have the informa-
tion it needs for special management of sensitive, rare,
threatened, and endangered species. Interpretation will have
needed information for its program.

The reccmmended action is categorically excluded from the re-
quirement tc prepare an EIS or EA. (516 DM6, Appendix 7.4 B(4).
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Resources

ok . M . NATURAL CULTURAL HPREDER PAGE 1 or .
PARK / AREA REG LON ST DATE
PRI RMP PKRG FY 87 FY 88 Y 89 Y 90 FY 91
ORT REF NO. T  PROJECT TITLE A NPS COST NPS COST NPS  COST NPS COST NPS COST REMARKS
TY NO. MY / 1000 MY /1000 MY / 1000 MY /1000 MY / 1000
1 N-3 Monument Boundry 5 30
Survey and TFencing
2 N-2 Erosion Control On <l 1.5 ol 1.5
T.oop Trail
3 N-5 Fire Management Plan % 3
4 N-6 Soils Survey and 3
Base Map
5 N-7 Vegetation Survey 3.5 3.5
and Base Map
6 N-8 Geological Feature 2.5 2.5
Survey and Base Map
7 N-9 Bird Survey 2.5 2.5
8 N-10 Mammal Survey 2L05 2.5
9 N-11 Reptiles and Amphibians 2.5 2.5
Survey and Base Maps
10 N-12 Inventory of Various 2.5 2.5




Information Base Checksheet

Master Plan, Gila Cliff Dwellings National Monument 1964
Statement for Management, Draft, 1986

Statement for Interpretation, 1980

Interpretive Prospectus, 1981

Scope of Collectioms, 1985

Bibliography in The Archeolcgy of Gila Cliff Dwellings, Anderson et al, 1986




Climate. Uezther in‘ormation, including tsmperaturs red
es by month and year, is availzble at Monument heacauar

-

oY)
<
(D]
% |
n
w0 ek

Socic-econcmic Znvironmant. No information aveileble.

Geoloay. Narrative trsatmenis of the geclogy of the Mcnument 2rez
may be icund in Scenic Trios 10 +he Geclocic Past, Ne.10, Reviszd

by Rusceil E. Clamons, Feige W onristiinsan, =nd H. L. ajgmas, hew
Maxico Bursau of Mines and Minaral Resources, @ Division of MNzw
Mexico Inszituta of Mining end Tecanology, Sccorro, 1930, and
Guidebook of Southwestavn New Mexico 11, by J. Peul Fitzsimmons znd
FAris<ine Locnman-Salk, New Mexico Goological Society, 1382 Both
cuides are available at the Gila Centar Library.

A third geologizal study, &lso avzilable &t Monument neadquariers,
includas narrative matsrial on geoiogical faztures, "Mineral Rescurcss
0f the 2ila Primitive Arsz and Gila Miidsrness, MNew Mexico," Geclegice
Survev Bullezin 1431, U.S.E.P.0., Wasi:ingten,: 1878,

! and Ownership and Usa. In addition 10 *he mzps praviocusly citsd,
=orme=ion cealing wizh Monumant bouncary changes is on Tilg at
Monument headgquartars.

Soils. Gznsrel information ac Monument hezdouartsers. Sse previous
raterance

Hvdrologv. See previous rsference

Vegetation. MNarrative :nformation is not gsnerally evailabie.
HWijdlife. See previous rsierence,

Racrez=ion, Develoomant and Support cacilities. MNarrative information
can be found in ine Mascar Fian, Gila Ci-77 Cwailings Hationel Monumers,
Daveloped Arsz Narrative, 19¢3



cul:ural. A saries of five schematic maps which detzil archeslogicel

sites and groups is avaiiable at Monu ;ment headauartars. The survsy

consists of two parts. The first is Ar WEO]Ou1”a] Bzse Ha , CT1f
Monu

Dweilings Section, Gila Clii+ Dwz111incs ha orcl
~9

:oﬂc/ 0,000, scale 1" = 6'. The otins
cf the G la Netional Forest immediataly a d acant to *a ‘onument,
Gila Cli :

is entitled Archeological Base Map, 11?f D:s.?ﬁngs Ka-‘cwal
Monument, drawing {340/60 000, scale 1" = 580'. Both map sections
were cocmp’ied by USDI, & a"cnc] Park Servicz, Park Support Servics,
SWRO, 1971 Thase bass meps have never besn updztsd. Sse RIMP,
Project Cl.

Recireation, Cevelepment, and Sugpoit racilities. o zpecific maps
ars eveilable.



Topography. Twe USES quadr=nc e maps, Series Y382, scale 1:24,000,
cataed 1955, are zvailable at the Gila Visitor Center. The "Little
Turkey Park" qued contzins the o=tacﬁed T.J. Ruins sa2ction of the
Monumant. The “"Gila Hot Springs" quad encompezsses the main Gila

Cliff Dwellings ccmplex.

Gaologv. A saries of geclogicz] maps is contained in a study
entitied "Minsral Rescurces of tke 3ila Primitive Arsa and Gila
liildsrness, tew Mexico," GEﬁiogfca1 Survey Bulletin 1451, U.S.G.P.O.,
llashington, 1972. The mep portion of the bulletin, mn1ch ancompasses
Ggila Ciiff Dvellines Netionz] Monument, includes thrse paris:
1) Geochemical Sample Locality 43p of the Gile Study Arsza (Eastern
Par-), Plate 3, 2) Residuzl Gravity and Asromagnetic Maps of the Gila
Study Area, Plzie 2, and 3) Cansralized Geslocic and U. S. Burszu oF
Mines Sample Localities Maps, Plate 1. These maps are gveileble et
Monument headguarters.
'and Use and OJwnarship. Land siatuz and use rasiriction maps, which
Include status 07 1ands within the Monumsnt bouncaries as well as
acdjacant Gile Nztionazl Forest land, are on Fiie at the Giia Visitor
enter
Soils. Generzl soils mans are available and titled "Reconnaissance
So11 Survey Tor iia il ational Forzst." Ccompiled by the USDA, rorsst
Service, Southwesiern Region, 19c8, tne maps incorporate the entire
Cila Ma=ionmz] Fores:t and are on file at ths Gija Visiter Center.
Hvdrologv. Hvdrolegical featurss may be Joczted on maps compiled by
Ln° S<ata of New Mexico, Office of State Enginser, 1265. The stucdy
is eniitled "Hydrographic Survey, Giia Piver Svstem, Upper Gilz Arsz.”
Inform ation on watershed may be found in “"Inveniory of liztershed,”
assemb ]nd by USDA, Forest Service, Southwesiern Rsgion, 1968. Both
maps are on Tiie at Monument hsadquariers.
yegatation. A veg on map hes not been compiled for Gila Ciivr.
1ii1d1if=e. Ne wildlite meps are cu1r=rb1y avaiizhble. The USDA Forsst
Sarvice, Gila National Forsst, 1s in the process of coileciing informa-
tion *0 be ussd on wildiife maps for the entire Gile National Forest.
The propcsad maps, which include -6ila Cii<F, wiil be completed in 1922,
anc will calineate the habitats of threatenad anc endangerad species,
mejor gams spacies, riparian species, etc.



