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Final General Management Plan - Environmental Impact Statement

NAVAJO NATIONAL MONUMENT
NAVAJO COUNTY, ARIZONA

This Final General Management Plan/Environmental Impact
Statement describes and analyzes a proposed action and two
alternatives for managing and using Navajo National Monument.
The plan is intended to provide a foundation to help park
managers guide programs and set priorities for resource
stewardship, visitor understanding, partnerships, facilities, and
operations. The plan will guide management of the monument
for the next 1520 years.

The central questions of the plan are how resources will be
protected for future generations, how visitor understanding will
be improved, how associated American Indian tribes will be
more fully recognized and involved with the monument, and

what facilities, staff, and funding will be needed to fulfill the plan.

Alternative A: (No Action) The National Park Service would
continue existing management practices, resulting in current
resource conditions and visitor experiences and the logical
progression of known trends over time. It is required as a
baseline against which the other alternatives can be compared.

Alternative B: Focus on NPS Land The National Park Service
would focus management on the existing land base to achieve the
purposes of the monument. Primary resource protection and
visitor understanding would be accomplished on the three
federal units at Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House.
Improvements to resource protection would be made with
additional NPS ranger patrol staff and ranger stations. Visitor
understanding would be improved with a larger visitor center,
more trails and overlooks, and more outdoor exhibits and
interpretive rangers on the mesa top at Betatakin.

Alternative C-Emphasize Partnerships (Preferred) The
National Park Service would carefully manage the existing land
base and in addition would share common goals with American
Indian tribes and others to protect resources and promote visitor
understanding of the entire region. The NPS would look beyond
the boundary for accomplishing joint purposes through
cooperation and partnerships. Opportunities for more
innovative and diverse programs, education and outreach, cross
training, and broader resource management would be greatly
enhanced by a collaborative regional effort.

This document also discusses the potential consequences of each
alternative’s actions on cultural and natural resources, visitor
experience and understanding, remoteness, socio- economics,
and monument operations. Alternative A would provide
adequate protection of natural and cultural resources and
remoteness and contribute to the local economy, but would
continue to see adverse effects on visitor understanding and
monument operations. Alternative B would improve all of these
areas, with greatest benefits to visitor understanding and
monument operations. Alternative C would be similar to
Alternative B, but with stronger protection of resources and
remoteness, owing to proactive partnerships that would address
resource protection comprehensively. Alternative C also offers
the greatest opportunity for broadening visitor understanding
through partnerships with associated American Indian tribes.

For questions, concerns, or comments about this document,
contact Superintendent, Navajo National Monument, HC 71, Box
3, Tonalea, AZ 86044- 9704, phone (520) 672- 2700, or on the web
at http://planning.nps.gov/plans.cfm.



SUMMARY

PURPOSE OF THE PLAN

This Final General Management Plan/Environmental Impact
Statement describes and analyzes a proposed action and two
alternatives for managing and using Navajo National
Monument. The plan is intended to provide a foundation to
help park managers guide programs and set priorities for
resource stewardship, visitor understanding, partnerships,
facilities and operations. The alternative that is chosen as the
plan will guide management of the monument for the next 15—
20 years.

CENTRAL QUESTIONS OF THE PLAN

The central questions of the plan are:

¢ Resource Stewardship. How will resources be protected for
future generations? Unauthorized access and vandalism threaten
destruction of the cliff dwellings. Pressure for more access may
threaten resources. Artifacts in museum storage need better
protection, and there are American Indian concerns about
repatriation. Activities on adjacent land affect resources and
remoteness.

¢ Visitor Understanding. How will visitor understanding be
improved? What messages should visitors leave the monument
with? Opportunities to more broadly interpret cultures are being
missed. How much access should be provided to the cliff
dwellings? What opportunities are there for visitors who do not
go to the cliff dwellings? Opportunities for youth and for people
with disabilities are very limited at the present time.

o Partnerships. How will associated American Indian tribes be
more fully recognized and involved with the monument? Can

local interest in economic development find common goals with
the monument? How can communication with tribes be
improved?

o Facilities and Operations. What facilities, staff, and funding will
be needed to fulfill the plan? Local staff is extremely valuable and
needs to be recruited and retained. Recruitment from other tribes
is needed.

PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE C-
EMPHASIZE PARTNERSHIPS

The National Park Service would carefully manage the
existing land base and in addition would share common goals
with American Indian tribes and others to protect resources
and promote visitor understanding of the entire region. The
NPS would look beyond the boundary for accomplishing
joint purposes through cooperation and partnerships.
Opportunities for more innovative and diverse programs,
education and outreach, cross training, and broader resource
management would be greatly enhanced by a collaborative
regional effort.

Resource Stewardship
CULTURAL RESOURCES

e Protect for future generations
¢ Consult with tribes
e Repatriate appropriate artifacts through NAGPRA

e Increase NPS ranger patrol prevent vandalism, provide
interpretation, and monitor resource conditions
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Seek agreements and partnerships to prevent vandalism

Improve on-site care and storage of artifacts, provide holding
space for some tribal artifacts, and consolidate most of collection
at a regional curatorial facility

NATURAL RESOURCES

Enable natural systems, promote native species, protect
threatened and endangered species, encourage appropriate
scientific research

Increase NPS natural resource staff and partnerships to
accomplish goals

ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES

Continue access for traditional cultural use by associated tribes
within law and policy

Visitor Experience and Understanding
FRONT COUNTRY

ii

Access for traditional cultural purposes will continue through the
issuance of special use permits where necessary

Remodel visitor center, new exhibits and AV, expand rim trails,
improve opportunities for people with disabilities, expand
opportunities for youth

Involve tribes in interpretive programs, skills demonstrations,
special events

Maintain camping and picnicking, improve accessibility

BACKCOUNTRY

The NPS and the Navajo Nation Parks and Recreation
Department will work together on a joint plan following the GMP
that would go into detail about managing the visitor opportunities
and access to Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House.

Betatakin

-Offer more guided tours per day (NPS or partner)

-Extend season

-Continue access via Tsegi Point for foreseeable future; reopening Aspen
Forest Trail may be considered in the future, but will require further
study of safety and environmental analysis of potential impacts.

Keet Seel

-Extend season for permits

-Continue primitive campground outside of monument

-Continue limited access within alcove, subject to further study in the
backcountry management plan

Inscription House
-Seek agreements to allow limited tours by NPS or partners

Partnerships

Consult regularly with individual associated tribes, government to
government

Establish an American Indian consultation committee

Seek agreements with tribes and others, such as student interns
and universities, for a wide variety of activities including resource
protection, guided tours, educational outreach, research, craft
demonstrations, etc.



Facilities and Operations
FACILITIES

Remodel VC (5,000 SF), add new exhibits, and AV programs
Increase front country trails (to 4 miles)

Maintain campground, picnic area

Build a ranger station at Inscription House

Keet Seel campground remains outside boundary

Build new administration building (3,200 SF)

Build curatorial storage (2,000 SF)

Expand maintenance with fire cache, four shop bays, covered
parking

Expand NPS housing with a duplex and 4- plex, plus trailer pads
for volunteers, researchers

Rehabilitate utilities

BOUNDARY MODIFICATION

Seek transfer of headquarters unit (240 AC) from Navajo Nation
to NPS

Seek agreements or conservation easements for protection of
adjacent cultural resources, ensure access for visitors and
administration, and provide a buffer

STAFF

Continue to recruit and hire local employees and provide training

and incentives for them to remain

When filling new additional positions, seek to supplement staff
with qualified Hopi, Zuni, and San Juan Paiute tribal members
and recruit diverse student interns, partners, volunteers

SUMMARY

e Sixteen total permanent (including new law enforcement ranger,
management assistant to develop partnerships, resource manager,
preservation specialist, curator)

o Fifteen to seventeen seasonals
ESTIMATED COSTS

¢ Annual Operating Cost—$1,190,000
o Total Capital Cost—Net Construction—$6.1 million

e Land Protection Cost—purchase or exchange of headquarters
unit, conservation easements

OTHER ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
Alternative A: (No Action)

This alternative would continue existing management
practices, resulting in current resource conditions and visitor
experiences and the logical progression of known trends over
time. It is required as a baseline against which the other
alternatives can be compared.

Alternative B: Focus on NPS Land

The National Park Service would focus management on the
existing land base to achieve the purposes of the monument.
Primary resource protection and visitor understanding would
be accomplished on the three federal units at Betatakin, Keet
Seel, and Inscription House. Improvements to resource
protection would be made with additional NPS ranger patrol
staff and ranger stations. Visitor understanding would be
improved with an expanded visitor center, more access with
interpretive trails and overlooks, and more outdoor exhibits
and interpretive rangers on the mesa top at Betatakin. The
NPS would continue to work cooperatively with the Navajo

iii
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Nation for maintaining trail access from the NPS
headquarters area to Betatakin and Keet Seel.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This document also discusses the potential consequences of
each alternative’s actions on cultural resources, natural
resources, visitor experience and understanding, remoteness,
socio- economic environment, and park operations.

Impacts of Alternative A: (No Action)

In general, the overall protection of cultural resources would
be adequate from maintenance stabilization, careful
management of visitors, and ranger patrol. Moderate, long-
term impacts to cultural resources from natural rockfall,
arroyo erosion, raptors, rodents, traffic vibrations, visitors
off of trails, and grazing would continue. Most of the museum
collection would continue to be adequately protected at off-
site facilities, but moderate long- term adverse effects would
result from lack of storage and staff to protect artifacts on
site. Ongoing construction projects would have adverse
effects on archeological resources, but they would be
mitigated.

Ethnographic resources would have beneficial effects from
ongoing relationships between tribes and monument staff.
Visitors could occasionally have moderate adverse effects on
ethnographic resources.

Grazing and trampling on adjacent land would continue to
have moderate adverse effects on water quality, wetlands,
vegetation, wildlife, soils, and species of concern. Ongoing
arroyo erosion and drop in the water table would also
adversely affect these resources. Hikers have minor, short-
term adverse effects on vegetation, wildlife, and species of
concern, and can cause soil erosion when they are off of
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designated trails. Ongoing construction projects would have
localized moderate adverse effects on natural resources.

Noise from visitors, vehicles, and ongoing construction
would continue to have minor short- term adverse impacts at
the Headquarters area, and to a lesser degree in Betatakin
Canyon. Adjacent land uses would have minor, long- term
adverse effects on lightscapes and scenic vistas; future
development could intensify these effects to moderately
adverse.

Visitor experience and understanding would continue to
have moderate, long- term adverse effects from outdated
exhibits, lack of interpretation of other cultures, limited
access, and inadequate facilities for people with disabilities.

The monument does provide beneficial, moderate long- term
effects from jobs and money multiplied through the economy
from visitors, monument operations, and ongoing
construction operations.

Monument operations would continue to have moderate
adverse effects as a result of inadequate employee housing,
office space, utilities, communications systems, and fire
protection, and limited police protection.

Impacts of Alternative B: Focus on NPS Land

Overall protection of cultural resources would be similar to
what would be expected under Alternative A. Greater
construction and visitor activity on the rim would have
moderate adverse effects on archeological and natural
resources, but this would be offset by the beneficial effect of
more well- defined trails that would encourage visitors to stay
on the trails. Adverse effects on archeological resources
would be mitigated. The cliff dwellings of Betatakin and Keet
Seel would have moderate beneficial impacts as a combined



result of increased season of use and increased ranger patrol.
Inscription House cliff dwellings would have major beneficial
effects from greater ranger presence. Protection of artifacts in
the museum collection at the monument would have
moderate beneficial impacts, resulting from the addition of
an improved storage area, lab facilities, and additional staff.

Greater visitor understanding would benefit protection of
cliff dwellings, archeological sites, and ethnographic
resources. A longer season of visitor use to Betatakin and
Keet Seel and tours to Inscription House would have
moderate, short- term adverse effects on ethnographic
resources, vegetation, wildlife, and species of concern. These
could be mitigated by consultation and scheduling.

Greater communication with the Navajo Nation regarding
grazing and other activities on adjacent land through the
consultation committee would have moderate beneficial
impacts to natural and cultural resources. Additional staff
trained in natural resource management would provide
moderate beneficial impacts.

Visitors on new rim trails and more visitors into Betatakin
would cause minor, short- term adverse levels of noise on the
rim in Betatakin Canyon, but this would be offset by more
opportunities for visitors to experience remoteness.
Additional facilities on the rim would cause minor adverse
effects on scenic vistas, but would be mitigated through
design.

Visitor experience and understanding would be greatly
improved—moderate long- term benefits would be the result
of an expanded and improved visitor center, trails, increased
backcountry opportunities, and opportunities for people
with disabilities. Monument operations would similarly have
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moderate long- term benefits from having adequate staff and
facilities as well as a secure land base at headquarters.

Beneficial, moderate long- term effects from jobs and money
multiplied through the economy from visitors, monument
operations, and ongoing construction would be similar to
those expected under Alternative A, although under
Alternative B, effects would be slightly increased because
visitors would be staying longer—owing to improvements—
and spending more, there would be more jobs at the
monument, and there would be more construction activity.
There would be a moderate short- term adverse effect from
the transfer of the headquarters parcel from the Navajo
Nation to the NPS.

Impacts of Alternative C—Emphasize
Partnerships (Preferred)

Impacts would be very similar in all areas to those identified
under Alternative B, with differences largely stemming from
the emphasis on partnerships. There would be opportunities
to have greater beneficial impacts on cultural, ethnographic,
and natural resources through partnerships, consultation,
and collaborative management with tribes, conservation
easements, and expanded research and additional volunteers
from universities and elsewhere. Visitor understanding
would be greatly enhanced by involving American Indian
tribes in the development of different interpretive
perspectives and through their direct involvement in
interpretive programs. Encouragement of local guided tours
would cause moderate adverse impacts to natural and
cultural resources from horses and/or vehicles, but this
would be mitigated through consultation and coordination.
Opportunities to work toward mutual goals would provide
moderate benefits to protecting natural quiet, lightscapes,
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and scenic vistas on adjacent land. Monument operations
would realize a moderate benefit from improved police
protection resulting from cooperative agreements with
neighboring law enforcement jurisdictions as well as realizing
moderate benefits from extending the work of park staff
through the increase in numbers of volunteers.

ENVIRONMENTALLY PREFERRED—
ALTERNATIVEC

Alternative C offers the strongest protection of resources and
remoteness because it would proactively work with partners

to address resource protection comprehensively. Alternative
C also offers the greatest opportunity for broadening visitor
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understanding through partnerships with associated
American Indian tribes.

SELECTION OF ALTERNATIVE C—
EMPHASIZE PARTNERSHIPS—AS THE
PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

e Proactive, holistic, sustainable approach to resource protection
¢ Understanding through connections

e Environmentally preferred

e Best protection and scientific value for museum collection

e Local jobs

e Support by associated American Indian tribes
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INTRODUCTION

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR A GENERAL
MANAGEMENT PLAN

The purpose of the General Management Plan (GMP) is to
map out a clear direction for the management of Navajo
National Monument for the next 15 to 20 years. The GMP
will provide comprehensive and integrated guidance for the
preservation of resources, provision of visitor enjoyment,
and the organizational mechanism to accomplish the plan.
The plan will not provide specific and detailed answers to
every issue or question facing Navajo National Monument,
but the approved plan will provide a comprehensive
framework for proactive decision making. General
management plans are required for every unit of the
National Park Service and must address resource protection
measures, general development locations, timing, costs,
carrying capacity analyses, and boundary modifications. One
of the most important aspects of planning is public
involvement. Creation of the GMP is a process that involves
interaction with other government agencies, American
Indian tribes, neighbors, visitors, and the general public.

Navajo National Monument has never had a general
management plan. Visitation remained below 1,000 per year
until 1950. A master plan, developed in 1951, guided
development of the visitor center, parking, picnic area,
campground, trails, and overlooks that were constructed in
the early 1960s. Completion of these facilities, coupled with
the paving of the Kayenta—Tuba City road, led to visitation
climbing from around 1,000 per year to approximately
80,000 per year. Charged with protecting resources and

enhancing visitor understanding in the 21st century, the
National Park Service needs a comprehensive framework
that guides management decisions and lets the public know
how and why the monument is managed the way it is.

A Draft General Management Plan / Environmental Impact
Statement (GMP/EIS) was developed through public
scoping, newsletters, consultation with American Indian
tribes and government agencies, and public comments. This
Final GMP / EIS reflects changes that were made in response
to the comments on the draft document. A minimum of 30
days after this final environmental impact statement is
published, the National Park Service will select and approve
the final plan, and publish a record of decision in the Federal
Register. The plan will then be implemented.

One of the most important aspects of planning
is public involvement. The GMP is a process
that involves interaction with other
government agencies, American Indian tribes,
neighbors, visitors, and the general public.
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VISION

The images are undeniably compelling: red sandstone
canyons; amazingly large cliff dwellings; astonishingly
preserved building details and remnants that tell about this
ancient 13"- century Puebloan society; the lush forest of
Betatakin Canyon; waterfalls tumbling over sandstone near
Keet Seel; remoteness, wide blue skies, quiet; the land of the
ancestral home of the Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and
Zuni. In contrast to the busy sameness of modern urban life,
the ancient villages of Navajo National Monument are tied to
and surrounded by native cultures, including those that
descended from the village builders.

Navajo National Monument has been a remote place since
its establishment in 1909. The few early hardy visitors braved
the vast distances on horseback from the railheads at
Flagstaff, Arizona, or Dolores, Colorado. Only recently did
paved roads make the area more accessible, although access
is still difficult. Betatakin is a five- hour hike, Keet Seel is an
arduous overnight backcountry trip, and Inscription House
is so fragile and isolated it remains closed. The challenge and
commitment required to go to Betatakin and Keet Seel
rewards visitors with an unparalleled experience.
Remoteness has protected what is special about the
monument—intact cliff dwellings linked to natural settings, a
lack of modern intrusions that fosters a deep understanding
of the past, a landscape connecting past and present cultures,
and a region central to the spiritual beliefs of Hopi, Navajo,
San Juan Paiute, and Zuni Tribes.

The Navajo National Monument of the future should look a
lot like the Navajo National Monument of today. In the
spectrum of units of the national park system, this
monument should guard its unique remoteness and the
special understanding that comes from the wholeness of the

landscape. The ancient village sites and their natural settings
should be protected to evoke a strong sense of the past and
respect of cultural beliefs. The monument should provide a
quiet, insightful experience. Improvements to programs and
facilities should be made to provide greater understanding
and appreciation for those who cannot or choose not to hike
to the remote sites, but such improvements should not
interfere with the mission of the monument. As pressures of
urbanization and tourism increase, Navajo National
Monument should stand out as a window into distinct past
and present cultures. The nation will increasingly need such
places in the future.



BRIEF DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

Navajo National Monument was established to preserve
three specific outstanding 13- century cliff dwellings in
Northern Arizona. Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription
House are some of the largest, most intact pre- contact
structures in the Southwestern United States. These three
sites represent one part of a long human habitation of the
area and hold distinct meanings to different people,
particularly the Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni.
The National Park Service manages these sites to protect
their natural and cultural heritage for

present and future generations. MAVAIO

The cliff dwellings lie on three very small
tracts (360 acres total) of federal land,
separated by considerable distance and
surrounded by Navajo Nation land in
northeastern Arizona. The town of
Kayenta is about 30 miles east of the
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northeast of headquarters, and visitors must generally
backpack overnight to visit it. Inscription House, 40 acres, is
more than 30 miles by road from headquarters and has been
closed to visitors since 1968. Access requires travel through
Navajo Nation land.

Current visitation to Navajo National Monument is about
66,000 per year, and more than 95 percent of visitors stay on
the rim at the headquarters area. Remoteness has been key to
protecting the resources of these small sites set within the
Navajo Nation.
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THE HOPI, NAVAJO, SAN JUAN PAIUTE,
AND ZUNI, AND THEIR RELATIONSHIP
TO NAVAJO NATIONAL MONUMENT

Four American Indian tribes have been identified through
consultation as having cultural associations with the area of
Navajo National Monument. Each has a distinct set of beliefs
and a relationship with the sites, geography, and landscapes
of the monument.

Hopi

Ancestors of the Hopi have lived in the Southwest for
millennia. Hopi origin stories tell of their ancestors, the
Hisatsinom, coming into the present world through the
Sipapu, the center of the cosmos, from which their ancestors
emerged from the underworld and spread throughout the
Southwest.

From the 10th to 13th centuries, as trade brought seeds of
corn and other agricultural crops into the region from
present- day Mexico, Hisatsinom lifeways changed from
nomadic hunting and gathering to farming the red- rock
mesas and canyon bottomlands. Settling into farming, the
Hisatsinom replaced their temporary brush shelters with
enduring multistoried, stone and masonry houses clustered
in villages.

The Hisatsinom, people of long ago, inhabited the lands of
present- day Navajo National Monument from about A.D.
950 to A.D. 1300. They migrated from Kawestima (North
Village) to Tuuwanasavi, the Center of the Universe, in the
fulfillment of a covenant with Maasaw, the Earth Guardian.
These ancestral lands remain very important to the Hopi.
Keet Seel (also Kawestima) is a Fire Clan village. Betatakin
(Talastima) is a Flute and Deer Clan village. Inscription

House (Tsu’ovi) is a Rattlesnake, Sand, and Lizard Clan
village.

The Hopi value the archeological sites, structures,
petroglyphs, and pictographs of Navajo National
Monument, because they are a vital spiritual and physical
link between the past, the present, and the future. Possessing
arich interpretive scheme for assigning meaning to images
appearing on rock, the Hopi have identified symbols for
living clans on a site in Betatakin Canyon. These sites and
other sites are still considered sacred and active in a spiritual
sense.

Navajo

The boundaries of the traditional Navajo homeland is
symbolized by four sacred mountains: Blanca Peak (Sis
Naajinii) near Alamosa, Colorado; Mount Taylor (Tsoo Dzil)
near Grants, New Mexico; the San Francisco Peaks
(Dook’0’00sliid) near Flagstaff, Arizona; and the La Plata
Mountains (Dibe Ntasaa) near Durango, Colorado. Navajo
origin stories tell of their ancestors, the Diné (people),
emerging from a subterranean world into this world, located
within the embrace of the four sacred mountains.

Archeological and linguistic evidence suggests that the
Athabaskan- speaking Diné migrated south from the
northwestern part of the continent. Archeologists have no
consensus as to when the Diné arrived in the present- day
Southwest, but estimate sometime between the 11th to 15th
centuries. The Diné eventually diverged from hunting and
gathering lifeways and adopted an agricultural lifestyle.
Later, the Spanish introduced domesticated animals to the
Diné, and sheepherding became central to their livelihood.

In 1868 Navajo tribal leaders signed a treaty with the United
States, granting the tribe the reservation, eventually totaling



more than 16 million acres and covering parts of three
states—northeastern Arizona, northwestern New Mexico,
and southeastern Utah. The reservation encompasses Navajo
National Monument, which was created by presidential
proclamation in 1909. In 1960, the Navajo Tribal Council
Advisory Committee created Tsegi Canyon Tribal Park to
protect all lands within the Tsegi Canyon system (see
Appendix C). The Navajo Parks and Recreation Department
has the delegated authority and responsibility to manage and
operate tribal parks but due to limited funds and staff, the
department is not actively managing Tsegi Canyon Tribal
Park.

As related through their oral history, the Navajo have a long

tradition of using the monument and adjacent lands for both
sacred and personal purposes, such as the harvesting of nuts
and berries.

San Juan Paiute

Today, the San Juan Paiute live in small towns in and around
the vast Navajo Nation. Several centuries ago the San Juan
Paiute actually inhabited areas that are now managed by
Navajo National Monument. In the mid- 1850s Captain
Walker and his troop traveled through much of what we now
call the Navajo Nation. During his travels he came across a
people, the San Juan Paiute, who settled in sparse camps
along drainages in the Tsegi Canyon system. One group that
he encountered lived in what is now called Nitsin Canyon.
Most likely these people had settled some time after the
inhabitants of Inscription House had moved to other
villages. This small band of San Juan Paiute eventually gave
way to the ever- growing numbers and expansion of the
Navajo, moving closer to Navajo Mountain and other areas
where they continued their strategy of hunting and gathering
and limited agriculture to gain food and materials for

INTRODUCTION

survival. The San Juan Paiute still feel a strong connection to
Nitsin Canyon and other areas in the region.

Zuni

The Zuni have also lived in the Southwest for many
centuries. Today, their home is near Gallup, New Mexico,
however, at one time their settlements could be found in the
Four Corners region of Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and
Arizona. The Zuni consider the area in which Navajo
National Monument is located, Tsegi Canyon, to be an
essential part of their traditions. The Tsegi Canyon region is
known in their traditions as the “northern canyons,” from
which several of their clans originated and eventually
migrated to their present location at Zuni Pueblo in New
Mexico. The Zuni also see this region as important, since it
was through Tsegi Canyon that they traveled to eventually
reach what is now known as the Grand Canyon. The Zuni
traveled through this region to visit areas that they had
previously inhabited and to obtain salt from mines located
near the Grand Canyon. Today, Zuni elders still travel to
Navajo National Monument to visit Betatakin, because this
site figures prominently in their past. Navajo National
Monument still plays an important role in Zuni songs,
traditions, and lives.

HOW THE MONUMENT WAS
ESTABLISHED

The canyons branching deep into the Navajo sandstone of
the Colorado Plateau have been inhabited for thousands of
years. Among the evidence of past people are large, intact
cliff dwellings, ceramics, tools, and other artifacts. In the late
19th century, these highly visible remnants of important
cultural heritage were in danger of being looted and
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destroyed. In response to increasing public awareness of
conservation and concern to preserve prehistory, the
“Antiquities Act” became law in 1906. It established penalties
for looting archeological sites on federal lands, established a
permit system for gathering objects on federal lands, and
gave presidential authority to designate national
monuments.

In 1909, President William H. Taft set aside Navajo National
Monument (Proclamation No. 873, 36 Stat. 2491) as an area
situated on the Navajo Indian Reservation in Arizona
encompassing about 160 square miles:

“Whereas, a number of prehistoric cliff dwelling
and pueblo ruins, situated within the Navajo
Indian Reservation, Arizona, and which are new
to science and wholly unexplored, and because of
their isolation and size are of the very greatest
ethnological, scientific, and educational interest,
and it appears the public interest would be
promoted by reserving these extraordinary ruins
of an unknown people, with as much land as may
be necessary for the proper protection thereof...”

Just a few years later, President Taft reduced the size of
Navajo National Monument (Proclamation No. 1186, 37 Stat.
1733, I912) from 160 square miles to three separate units
surrounded by Navajo Nation lands:

e Betatakin—160 acres

o Keet Seel—160 acres

e Inscription House—4o0 acres

As part of the system of National Parks, Navajo National
Monument is managed to conserve scenery, natural and

historic objects, and wildlife unimpaired for the enjoyment
of present and future generations.

Note: The plateau and canyons have been and
continue to be the home of many people, not
“unknown” as worded in the 1909 proclamation.

MISSION STATEMENT

The resourcefulness and ingenuity of 13th-
century cliff dwelling builders is illustrated in
the astonishingly preserved buildings and
objects of what is now Navajo National
Monument. Remoteness has protected the
wholeness of the landscape, the continuity
of diverse cultures, and material and spiritual
links between the environment and human
societies. The monument of the future
should protect remoteness and provide a

window into past and present cultures.



PURPOSE

To protect outstanding cliff dwellings at Betatakin/Talastima,
Keet Seel/Kawestima, and Inscription House/Tsu’ ovi and their
surrounding environments for future generations.

To allow, without compromising protection, opportunities to
contribute to scientific and ethnographic knowledge.

To promote visitor understanding of the monument’s diverse
resources, including the cliff dwellings, their surrounding
environments, and their connections to cultures past and present
in the region.

The purpose tells why the monument was set
aside as a unit of the national park system. It is
based on the presidential proclamation and the
NPS Organic Act. The significance of the
monument tells what makes the area unique—
why it is important enough to our cultural
and/or natural heritage to warrant national
park designation, and how it differs from other
parts of the country.

SIGNIFICANCE

The three cliff dwellings and associated cultural resources
provide a comprehensive window into 13th- century life because
of their large size and intact condition.

Exemplary material integrity of Navajo National Monument’s
structures, architectural details, and artifacts provide specific
information about social structure of these 13th- century
inhabitants and their interaction with other cultures of the time.

INTRODUCTION

Navajo National Monument’s remoteness and lack of modern
intrusions provide visitors an unparalleled opportunity to
connect with life in this 13th- century community.

The cultural and natural resources of Navajo National
Monument are central to the distinct spiritual beliefs of Hopi,
Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni Tribes.

Betatakin/Talastima Canyon shelters an unexpected lush, relic
aspen/fir forest, providing a confluence of natural and cultural
resources that provide further opportunities to connect with the
past.

American Indian descendents of those who built and occupied
the dwellings are alive and still connected spiritually and
traditionally to the total environment.

Interpretive themes are the key stories or
concepts that every visitor to Navajo National
Monument should understand.

PRIMARY INTERPRETIVE THEMES

The cliff dwellings at Navajo National Monument illustrate the
adaptation of a people to their constantly changing environment,
the molding and shaping of a culture by natural forces, and how
people can both positively and negatively impact their
surroundings’ ability to support them.

The well- preserved cliff dwellings and associated artifacts, in a
setting largely free of modern intrusions, provide a wealth of
information about the habits, social interactions, and social
dynamics of the 13th- century inhabitants; reveal a complex and
sophisticated civic life that bears close resemblance to modern
Pueblo lifeways; and offer opportunities to explore the ideas of
cultural continuity and change.
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e Natural systems and processes operate in Navajo National
Monument to create an environment of great scenic beauty and
diverse flora and fauna, an environment that has also supported
many centuries of human occupation by diverse cultures
extending to the present day, providing opportunities to explore
both the material and spiritual links between the environment
and human societies.

¢ Navajo National Monument’s cliff dwellings, associated artifacts,
and surrounding natural resources all connect to the deeply held
and distinct beliefs of the Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and
Zuni peoples, demonstrating how each society’s natural and
cultural resources serve as physical manifestations of ancient
stories and ceremonies about origins and heritage.

RESOURCES

The mission of the National Park Service is to manage
national parks, monuments, and other units of the system:

e to conform to the fundamental purpose of these parks,
monuments, or other units;

e to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and
the wildlife therein; and

e to provide for the enjoyment of the same and in such manner
and by such means as will leave them unimpaired for the
enjoyment of future generations.

Protecting resources is the primary mission of the National
Park Service. The enjoyment of future generations can only
be guaranteed if the superb quality of park (or monument)
resources and values are left unimpaired. Care must be taken
to ensure that park resources and values are not impaired,
particularly those that are directly linked to the purpose and
significance of the park. At Navajo National Monument, the
purpose and significance were identified in the introduction
to this plan, and are used to identify “Significant Resource
Areas.”

Keet Seel/Kawestima



SIGNIFICANT RESOURCE AREAS

A significant resource area is a unit of land containing a
composition of resources that are interrelated and make up a
component of the purpose and significance of Navajo
National Monument. It is a tool to help organize the values
of the components of the monument into geographic areas,
so that management prescriptions can be developed to
protect significant resources and meet monument goals.
Values include cultural resources, geology, vegetation,
wildlife, ethnographic resources, water resources
(hydrology, wetlands, and floodplains), visitor experience
and understanding, visitor safety, scenic quality, and the
natural soundscape.

More detail about monument resources can be found in the
“Affected Environment” section of the Environmental
Impact Statement included with this plan. The
Environmental Impact Statement is used to evaluate impacts
of the plan.

Inscription House/Tsu’Ovi

Betatakin/Talastima

INTRODUCTION
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Betatakin/Talastima: Significant Resource Areas

General Description

Plateau

Canyon Walls

Canyon Bottom

Undulating land on top of the mesas,
pifion-juniper, elevation 7,300 feet

Sandstone walls, mostly vertical, firs and
other plant life growing on canyon wall
overhangs

The relic aspen-fir forest at the bottom of
Betatakin Canyon, springs and seeps;
canyon can be seen from overlooks and
trails

Cultural Resources

Archeological sites, historic sites

Cliff dwellings, petroglyph, hand-hold trails,
need to complete archeological surveys

Archeological sites, historic sites

Natural Resources

Sandstone, crypto-biotic soils, pifion-
juniper, yucca, roundleaf buffalo berry, cliff
rose, Gambel oak, mountain mahogany,
deer, coyote, bear, birds, mountain lion,
Threatened and endangered species (T&E)
habitat (bats, raptors, lizards, owls);
precipitation collects in low points, which
are biologically diverse

Navajo sandstone walls, alcoves,
associated with seeps-riparian hanging
gardens; T&E; seeps and springs are
associated with riparian vegetation,
hanging garden

Relatively stable canyon bottom because
of sandstone under soil, vegetative cover,
less, moving water resists erosion, "Relic"
aspen-fir forest, T&E, may have endemics;
invasive tamerisk and Russian olive
approaching upper canyon, deer, birds;
T&E (raptors, bats, owls, willow flycatcher,
black-capped chickadee); USFWS notes
high integrity and diversity of flora/fauna;
intermittent stream, springs, diverse
riparian vegetation, water table

Ethnographic Resources

Many trees, plants, and herbs

Seep/spring areas, petroglyph, cliff
dwellings; shrines

Plants, springs, and places important to
many people; shrines

Scenic Resources

Expansive vistas, sandstone formations,
pifion-juniper

Vertical grandeur, vibrant colors, alcoves

Enclosed canyon, lush forest, pristine
landscape, shady and cool

Natural Soundscape

Intrusions from vehicle and aircraft noise,
people; wind carries sound; sandstone
transmits vibrations of vehicles (road and
cattle guard); future road development; and
Peabody explosions might transmit through
sandstone as well

Alcoves reflect every small noise (natural
and human-caused); cliff dwellings
sensitive to vibration

Alcoves reflect every small noise (natural
and human-caused); cliff dwellings
sensitive to vibration

Lightscapes

Intrusions from monument headquarters,
employee residence, local residents;
community growth from road development

Intrusions from monument headquarters,
employee residence, local residents;
community growth from road development

Intrusions from monument headquarters,
employee residence, local residents;
community growth from road development

Opportunities for Visitor
Experience and
Understanding

Expansive, distant views of canyon country
provide context of region and environment;
direct view of Betatakin/Talastima links
people to cliff dwellings; plants, wildlife,
and cultural resources provide direct
learning opportunities; visitor center
provides off-resource learning

Sensitive resources, vertical walls, rockfall
hazard keeps visitors from direct
experience; proximate views of cliff
dwellings, petroglyph connects people
directly to past

Remote, enclosed canyon with welcome
vegetation contrast and links environment
with cliff dwellings, access to view cliff
dwellings, petroglyph provides deep visitor
understanding

Visitor Safety

Falling hazard at rim of canyon

Significant rockfall hazard on some north-
facing walls and within alcoves; heat
exhaustion when hiking out of canyon

Potential forest fire danger and rockfall
from above canyon floor
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Keet Seel/Kawestima: Significant Resource Areas

General Description

Plateau

Canyon Walls/Talus Slopes

Canyon Bottom/Arroyo

Undulating land on top of the mesas,
pifion-juniper, elevation 6,600-7,500 feet,
heavily grazed

Sandstone walls, stepped mesas and
vertical, pifion-juniper-oak, other plant life
growing on canyon wall overhangs and
alcoves

Heavily grazed and trampled area, large
arroyo cuts, sand dunes, livestock

Cultural Resources

Archeological sites, historic sites

Cliff dwellings, petroglyph, hand-hold trails,
alcoves contain prehistoric ruins mostly
and a petroglyph

Archeological sites, historic sites, open
sites

Natural Resources

Sandstone, crypto-biotic soils, pifion-
juniper, yucca, roundleaf buffalo berry, cliff
rose, Gambel oak, mountain mahogany,
deer, coyote, bear, birds, mountain lion,
Threatened and endangered species (T&E)
habitat (bats, raptors, lizards); precipitation
collects in low points, which are biologically
diverse

Navajo sandstone walls, alcoves; possible
T&E; yucca, pifion-juniper, Gambel oak;
invasive tamarisk and plum; springs

Very unstable canyon bottom because of
lowering water table and overgrazing
(arroyo cutting); deer, birds, mountain lion;
T&E (raptors, bats, willow flycatcher); Keet
Seel creek, mesa top water runoff, springs

Ethnographic Resources

Pifion-juniper area not as heavily grazed as
Inscription House area

Petroglyph, cliff dwellings, springs

Historic and archeological sites important
to many people, springs

Scenic Resources

Expansive vistas, sandstone formations,
pifion-juniper, sand dunes, Skeleton Mesa

Vertical grandeur, vibrant colors, alcoves

Many side canyons, sand dunes, Laguna
Creek, waterfalls

Natural Soundscape

Quiet most of the time, noise from small all-
terrain vehicles and air traffic, potential for
road development on Skeleton Mesa

Small quiet alcoves, canyon walls create
echoes, potential for intrusions from road
development on Skeleton Mesa

Birds, rustling leaves, flowing Laguna
Creek, waterfalls, potential for intrusions
from road development on Skeleton Mesa

Lightscapes

Intrusions from local residents; Skeleton
Mesa

Intrusions from local residents; Skeleton
Mesa

Intrusions from local residents; Skeleton
Mesa

Opportunities for Visitor
Experience and
Understanding

Remote mesa environment; plants and
wildlife; Navajo culture

Sensitive resources, vertical walls, rockfall
hazard keeps visitors from direct
experience; proximate views of cliff
dwellings, petroglyph connect people
directly to past

Remote canyon environment, plants and
wildlife, Navajo culture, access to view cliff
dwellings, petroglyph

Visitor Safety

Falling hazard at rim of canyon not as
significant as it is at Betatakin

Some rockfall hazard along trail and in
alcoves; heat exhaustion when hiking out
of canyon

Potential rockfall from above canyon floor;
serious flash flooding; overheating;
moderate to difficult hiking; sand dunes

12
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Inscription House/Tsu’ Ovi

. Significant Resource Areas

General Description

Plateau

Canyon Walls/Talus Slopes

Canyon Bottom/Arroyo

Undulating land on top of the mesas,
pifion-juniper, elevation 4,500-6,000 feet,
heavily grazed

Sandstone walls, mostly vertical, pifion-
juniper-oak; other plant life growing on
canyon wall overhangs and alcoves

Heavily grazed and trampled area, large
arroyo cuts, sand dunes, livestock

Cultural Resources

Archeological sites, historic sites

Cliff dwellings, petroglyph, hand-hold trails,
every alcove has a historic and/or
prehistoric component

Archeological sites, historic sites, open
sites

Natural Resources

Sandstone, crypto-biotic soils, pifion-
juniper, yucca, roundleaf buffalo berry, cliff
rose, Gambel oak, mountain mahogany,
deer, coyote, bear, birds, mountain lion,
Threatened and endangered species (T&E)
habitat (bats, raptors, lizards); precipitation
collects in low points, which are biologically
diverse

Cliff dwellings, petroglyph, hand-hold trails,
every alcove has a historic and/or
prehistoric component

Very unstable canyon bottom because of
lowering water table and overgrazing
(arroyo cutting); deer, birds, mountain lion,
rattlesnakes other reptiles; T&E (raptors,
bats, willow flycatcher); intermittent stream,
mesa top water runoff

Ethnographic Resources

Pifion-juniper, very little grass, overgrazing

Petroglyph, cliff dwellings

Historic and archeological sites important
to many people

Scenic Resources

Expansive vistas, sandstone formations,
pifion-juniper, sand dunes

Vertical grandeur, vibrant colors, alcoves,
arches

Many side canyons, sand dunes

Natural Soundscape

Quiet most of the time, noise from small
vehicles and air traffic

Small quiet alcoves, canyon walls create
echoes

Birds, rustling leaves, flowing Navajo Creek

Lightscapes

Minimal intrusion from local residents,
Inscription House Trading Post

Minimal intrusion from local residents,
Inscription House Trading Post

Minimal intrusion from local residents,
Inscription House Trading Post

Opportunities for Visitor
Experience and
Understanding

Remote mesa environment; plants and
wildlife; Navajo culture

Sensitive resources, vertical walls, rockfall
hazard keeps visitors from direct
experience; proximate views of cliff
dwellings, petroglyph connects people
directly to past

Remote canyon environment; plants and
wildlife; Navajo culture; access to view cliff
dwellings, petroglyph

Visitor Safety

Falling hazard at rim of canyon not as
significant as at Betatakin

Some rockfall hazard along trail and in
alcoves; heat exhaustion when hiking out
of canyon; Snake House significant rockfall

Potential rockfall from above canyon floor;
flash flooding; unstable soils

14
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INTRODUCTION

MISSION GOALS

What are the ideal conditions that the National Park Service
should try to attain?

Resource Stewardship

A. Stewardship for cliff dwellings and all other

cultural resources balances National Park
Service laws and policies with American
Indian concerns.

Natural resources (processes, systems, and
values) are allowed to continue in balance
with stewardship of archeological resources
and the greater ethnographic landscape.

Water quality and quantity, good air quality,
species that are threatened, endangered, or of
concern, scenic vistas, and natural
soundscapes and lightscapes are protected.

Museum collection of artifacts and archives
are properly inventoried, catalogued, stored,
and secured, and through consultation with
affiliated American Indian tribes, appropriate
items are repatriated.

Visitor Understanding

16

E. Visitors understand and appreciate native and

F.

other cultures of this region through time.

A range of experiences are provided that
promote visitor understanding of the
resourcefulness of the 13th- century cliff
dwelling builders, the wholeness of the
environment, connections to other cultures,
and spiritual values.

G. The remoteness that has kept the ancient
dwellings in such pristine condition and that
fosters within visitors an element of mystique
and desire to explore is protected, as is an
understanding of the wholeness of the
landscape and peoples.

H. Opportunities for people with disabilities are
expanded and improved.

I.  Opportunities for youth to gain understanding
about the monument as well as participate in
its management are expanded and improved.

Partnerships

J. Good relationships with all associated
American Indian groups are developed and
maintained.

K. American Indian tribes are involved in the
interpretation and management of resources.

Facilities And Operations

L. Safe, quality, sustainable facilities fulfill
desired visitor experience and support
maintenance and administration.

M. An adequate land base and agreements ensure
visitor access and administration.

N. Local American Indian employees are
recruited and retained to provide broader
perspectives on management and enrich
visitor understanding.



MAIN ISSUES OF THE GMP

These issues were uncovered during public scoping and
tribal consultations regarding the general management plan.

Resource Stewardship

Unauthorized access and vandalism threaten destruction of cliff
dwellings.

Pressure for more visitor access (visitors and economic
development for Navajo Nation) threatens sensitive resources,
including species that are threatened, endangered, or of concern.

Artifacts—The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation
Act (NAGPRA) needs to be addressed; need proper storage and
cataloging.

NPS policies and American Indian concerns may conflict.

Adjacent land—uses have effects on air, water, natural quiet, views,
dark night sky.

Scenic aircraft overflights impair natural quiet and visitor
understanding.

Visitor use may disrupt ethnographic use.

Navajo Nation and Natural Heritage Program are interested in
collaborative management of natural resources.

Visitor Understanding

What is the main message to visitors from Navajo National
Monument?

Opportunities to more broadly interpret cultures are missed.

Most visitors will not visit ancient dwellings. How do they
understand the story and significance?

The monument does not offer much for children; little outreach.

Some visitors want more access to cliff dwellings.

INTRODUCTION

The alcove over Betatakin cliff dwelling is not safe for visitors to
enter during certain times of the year.

Opportunities for people with disabilities are limited.

A third of visitors are from foreign countries, and there are language
barriers to providing information and understanding.

The name “Navajo National Monument” is often confused with
“Monument Valley” and does not fully represent associated
American Indian tribes.

Partnerships

The NPS is dependent on the Navajo Nation to fulfill its mission,
such as public access to remote cliff dwellings. Existing
agreements may not be adequate for the future.

The Navajo Nation and its local subdivisions (such as chapters,
local residents) are interested in economic development from
tourism, some of which may differ from the NPS mission.

Other associated American Indian tribes want more involvement in
Navajo National Monument.

Better communication is needed with all associated American
Indian tribes.

Facilities And Operations

Existing facilities and infrastructure are almost 50 years old and
inadequate.

Aspen Forest trail has some rock hazard below the overlook.

Local staff is extremely valuable, and needs to continue to be
recruited and retained.

Recruitment of members of other associated tribes is needed.

More staff may be needed to implement the plan. The lack of
employee housing is a significant obstacle to hiring nonlocal staff.

7
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Based on the purpose and significance of the
monument, the mission of the National Park
Service, and the comments received from the
public and through tribal consultation, these
are the central questions to be answered by the
general management plan.

Core Questions of the GMP

RESOURCE STEWARDSHIP—How will resources be
protected for future generations?

VISITOR UNDERSTANDING—How will visitor
understanding be improved?

PARTNERSHIPS—How will associated American
Indian tribes, scientists, and others be more fully
involved with the monument?

FACILITIES AND OPERATIONS—What facilities, staff,
and funding will be needed to fulfill the plan?




PLAN AND ALTERNATIVES
INCLUDING THE PREFERRED

INTRODUCTION
Organization Of The Plan And Alternatives

The plan consists of a variety of actions that will be taken in
all alternatives to meet the mandates, policies, and practices
of the National Park Service, and actions to which there are
alternatives. To give a coherent picture of how the park will
be managed for the core questions of the plan (resource
stewardship, visitor understanding, partnerships, and
facilities and operations), each will be addressed for
common elements and alternatives. Alternative C has been
identified as the preferred alternative by the National Park
Service. The Alternatives section is organized in the
following manner:

o Philosophy of Alternatives—the general overview of the intent
of the alternative.

e Management Prescriptions—how the units of Navajo National
Monument would be managed under the alternatives to achieve
goals.

¢ Resource Stewardship—How will resources be protected for
future generations?

=  Mission Goals

= Actions Common to All Alternatives
= Alternatives

e Visitor Understanding—How will visitor understanding be
improved?
= Mission Goals

= Actions Common to All Alternatives
= Alternatives

o Partnerships—How will associated American Indian tribes,
scientists, and others be more fully involved with the monument?
= Mission Goals

= Actions Common to All Alternatives
= Alternatives

o Facilities and Operations—What facilities, staff, and funding
will be needed to fulfill the plan?
=  Mission Goals

= Actions Common to All Alternatives
= Alternatives

PHILOSOPHY OF THE ALTERNATIVES
Alternative A (No Action)

This alternative would continue existing management
practices, resulting in current resource conditions and
visitor experiences and the logical progression of known
trends over time. It is required as a baseline against which
the other alternatives can be compared.

Alternative B Focus on NPS Land

The National Park Service would focus management on the
existing land base to achieve the purposes of the monument.
Primary resource protection and visitor understanding
would be accomplished on the three federal units at
Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House. Improvements
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to resource protection would be made with additional NPS
ranger patrol staff and ranger stations. Visitor understanding
would be improved with a remodeled or enlarged visitor
center, more trails and overlooks, and more outdoor
exhibits and interpretive rangers on the mesa top at
Betatakin. The NPS would continue to work cooperatively
with the Navajo Nation for maintaining trail access to
Betatakin and Keet Seel.

Alternative C Emphasize Partnerships
(Preferred)

The National Park Service would continue to manage the
existing land base (similar to Alternative B), and in addition
would share common goals with American Indian tribes and
others to protect resources and promote visitor
understanding of the entire region. The NPS would look
beyond the boundary for accomplishing joint purposes
through cooperation and partnerships. Opportunities for
more innovative and diverse programs, education and
outreach, science and research, cross training, and broader
resource management would be greatly enhanced by a
collaborative regional effort.

MANAGEMENT PRESCRIPTIONS

Management prescriptions are an important part of a general
management plan. They are based on the broad analysis of
primary resource values, developed in this plan as
“significant resource areas,” as well as on the mission goals
for the monument. Prescriptions are defined and applied to
each particular area of the monument and have two
components:

e Description of the desired resource conditions and visitor
experiences to be achieved and maintained over time
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o Identification of the kind and levels of visitor use, management
activities, and development that are appropriate for maintaining
the desired conditions

For Navajo National Monument, management prescriptions
have been developed for the following management areas:

¢ Conservation Backcountry

e Low- Use Backcountry

e Backcountry Service and Support
e Front Country Trail

e Developed Front Country

The general characteristics of these management
prescriptions are described below. They are then applied to
each unit, and tailored slightly to the unique characteristics
of the unit, and not all prescriptions are used in every unit.
The configuration of how they are applied varies with
Alternatives B and C, to fit the philosophy of those
alternatives. The prescriptions are not applied to Alternative
A, which is the “no action” alternative. Tables and maps on
the following pages illustrate the management that is
proposed for the units under the alternatives.

Conservation Backcountry

e General: Land within this prescription contains very sensitive
resources and is off limits to visitors.

¢ Resource Condition: Resources, systems, and processes are
generally unimpaired by human influences. Access for traditional
cultural purposes will continue through the issuance of special
use permits when necessary. While grazing is not allowed on
NPS land, there are areas affected by livestock that trespass, and
they are managed to mitigate those impacts.



Remoteness: The setting is natural, without man- made
intrusions in the landscape such as buildings or roads. The area
is quiet, with only natural sounds. At night the sky is generally
dark.

Visitor Understanding and Experience: Visitors view the area
from a distance and learn from off site, because they are not
allowed in this area.

Facilities: None.

NPS Management Activities: To manage the unit, the National
Park Service will conduct research, patrols, mitigation, and
maintenance. Horses or vehicles will not be used.

Low- Use Backcountry

General: The area within this prescription also contains very
sensitive resources, and visitor opportunities to experience these
resources are guided.

Resource Condition: Resources, systems, and processes have a
very high integrity. There may be a slight disturbance in the
travel corridor, but the area is otherwise undisturbed by human
influences. Access for traditional cultural purposes will continue
through the issuance of special use permits when necessary.
While grazing is not allowed on NPS land, there are areas
affected by livestock that trespass, and they are managed to
mitigate those impacts.

Remoteness: Natural setting has few man- made intrusions. The
natural soundscape would dominate, with occasional noise from
other visitors or activities of neighbors. At night the sky is
generally dark.

Visitor Understanding and Experience: Visitors can
experience canyon views and remoteness and undertake
moderate to strenuous guided hikes to cliff dwellings and other
remarkable resources. The effort required and limited times and
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sizes of tours make this experience available to only a small
percentage of visitors. Horses, bicycles, or vehicles are not
allowed.

Facilities: Facilities include unpaved trails, signs, fences,
composting toilets, supply caches, and radio repeaters.

NPS Management Activities: To manage the unit, the National
Park Service will conduct patrols, research, mitigation, and
maintenance. Horses or vehicles will not be used.

Backcountry Service and Support

General: This prescription area, used only at the Keet Seel unit,
is largely natural but slightly modified to support visitor and
management activities.

Resource Condition: Resources, systems, and processes have
good integrity. There may be disturbances from visitors,
management, and trespass grazing. Efforts will be made to
eliminate trespass grazing and trampling and to mitigate impacts.
Access for traditional cultural purposes will continue through
the issuance of special use permits when necessary.

Remoteness: The setting is largely natural, with some sound and
light intrusions from lanterns, campers, pack stock, and
occasional management use of a helicopter or ATV for resupply.

Visitor Understanding and Experience: A variety of
experiences are available for visitors, including backcountry
camping, picnicking, and ranger programs. Visitor use of vehicles
or pack stock will not be allowed on NPS land, however, may be
allowed outside of the boundary at a designated staging area if
such an area is agreed on through partnerships.

NPS Management Activities: To manage the unit, the National
Park Service will conduct patrols, research, mitigation, and
maintenance, and may use occasional pack stock, helicopters, or
vehicles (ATV’s) to resupply the ranger station.
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Front Country Trail

General: This prescription area, used only at the headquarters
area on the rim, is largely natural but contains a network of easy
to moderate trails and minor facilities for many visitors to
experience resources of Navajo National Monument.

Resource Condition: The integrity of resources, systems, and
processes is good, but modifications have been made for trails
and associated minor facilities and there are some effects
resulting from the large number of visitors in this prescription
area.

Remoteness: The character is rural, but busy with people and
nearby development that interrupts the natural soundscape with
vehicle noise and talking and pierces the darkness with some
light from employee housing.

Visitor Understanding and Experience: A variety and network
of trails and overlooks offer a great number of visitors the
opportunity to hike on their own and learn independently from
wayside exhibits. There are also opportunities for ranger- led
walks and a variety of opportunities for people with disabilities.
Vehicles, horses, and bicycles are not allowed

Facilities: This prescription area includes paved and unpaved
trails, viewpoints, wayside exhibits, signs, composting or vault
toilets, benches, and shade structures.

NPS Management Activities: To manage the unit, the NPS will
conduct research, patrols, mitigation, and maintenance, and may
use occasional vehicles (ATV’s) or pack stock to support
maintenance.

Developed Front Country
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General: This prescription area contains most of the visitor and
administrative facilities of the monument and is only used at the
headquarters unit.

Resource Condition: A natural appearance is maintained, but
disturbances will occur to allow facilities needed for visitors and
administration. Impacts of grazing and trampling on agreement
land are minimized. Access for traditional cultural purposes will
continue through the issuance of special use permits when
necessary.

Remoteness: Rural character, but definitely developed with
buildings, utilities, parking lots, and roads. Natural soundscapes
and lightscapes are affected by noise and light from vehicles,
visitors, and maintenance and staff activities. Occasional odors
from the sewage lagoon affect campers.

Visitor Understanding and Experience: A wide variety of
activities, programs, and facilities provide visitors opportunities
to learn about and enjoy the monument. They include the visitor
center, audio- visual programs, exhibits, a bookstore, short
walks, ranger programs, camping, driving and bicycling on roads,
and opportunities for people with disabilities. With most visitors
staying only a short time, this is the primary area for visitors to
experience Navajo National Monument.

Facilities: Structures include the visitor center, administration
space, storage buildings, NPS maintenance buildings, NPS
employee residences, and a well house. Other facilities include a
campground, picnic area, amphitheater, parking, roads,
overlooks, and utilities.

NPS Management Activities: This prescription area contains
most of the NPS management activities, including motor vehicles
on roads, patrols, maintenance, mitigation, and development of
new facilities.
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Betatakin/Talastima Management Prescriptions

Resource Condition

Conservation
Backcountry

Low-Use
Backcountry

Front Country
Trail

Developed
Front Country

Resources, systems, and
processes are preserved
unimpaired; access for traditional
cultural purposes will continue
through the issuance of special
use permits when necessary;
grazing and trampling impacts
minimized on agreement land.

High integrity of resources,
systems, and processes; access
for traditional cultural purposes
will continue through the issuance
of special use permits when
necessary; grazing and trampling
impacts minimized on agreement
land.

Good integrity of resources,
systems, and processes; access
for traditional cultural purposes
will continue through the issuance
of special use permits when
necessary; grazing and trampling
impacts minimized on agreement
land.

Natural appearance is
maintained, but disturbances will
occur to develop/maintain
facilities; access for traditional
cultural purposes will continue
through the issuance of special
use permits when necessary;
grazing and trampling impacts
minimized on agreement land.

Remoteness

Natural landscape, natural
soundscapes and lightscapes.

Natural setting with a few man-
made intrusions, minimal sound
intrusion, lightscapes.

Rural setting affected by sight,
sound, and light from
development, visitors, staff,
vehicles, lights, and by odors from
sewer lagoon.

Developed area with
development, visitors, staff
activities, vehicles, lights, and
odor from sewer lagoon.

Visitor Understanding
and Experience

View and learn from off site; no
visitors allowed in area.

Canyon views, moderate to
strenuous guided hiking tours,
remote experience,; no bicycles,
horses, or vehicles.

Distant landscape vistas; easy to
moderate self-guided hiking;
independent learning from
waysides, ranger-led walks;
opportunities for people with
disabilities; no bicycles, horses, or
vehicles.

Visitor Center, AV programs,
exhibits, short walks, picnicking,
bookstore, ranger programs,
camping, driving and bicycling on
roads; opportunities for people
with disabilities.

Facilities

None.

Unpaved trails, signs, fences,
composting toilets, supply
caches, radio repeaters.

Paved and unpaved trails,
viewpoints, wayside exhibits,
signs, composting or vault toilets,
benches, shade structures.

Structures, roads, trails, signs,
power and water lines,
maintenance and administrative
buildings.

NPS Management
Activities

Research, patrols, mitigation,
maintenance; no motor vehicle
use or pack stock use.

Patrols, research, tours,
mitigation, maintenance; no motor
vehicle use or pack stock use.

Motor vehicle (ATV) use, pack
stock, research, patrols,
mitigation, maintenance.

Maximum NPS activity: motor
vehicles on roads, patrols,
maintenance, facility
development.
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Keet Seel / Kawestima Management Prescriptions

Conservation
Backcountry

Low-Use
Backcountry

Backcountry
Service and Support

Resource Condition

Resources, systems, and processes are
preserved unimpaired; access for
traditional cultural purposes will continue
through the issuance of special use
permits when necessary.

High integrity of resources, systems, and
processes; access for traditional cultural
purposes will continue through the
issuance of special use permits when
necessary.

Good integrity of resources, systems, and
processes; access for traditional cultural
purposes will continue through the issuance of
special use permits when necessary; grazing
and trampling impacts minimized.

Remoteness

Natural landscape, natural soundscapes
and lightscapes.

Natural setting with a few man-made
intrusions, minimal sound intrusion,
lightscapes.

Natural setting, some sound/light intrusions
from ATV's, lanterns, pack stock, helicopter,
etc.

Visitor Understanding and

View and learn from off site, no visitors

Canyon views, moderate to strenuous
guided hiking tours, remote experience;

Canyon views, picnicking, camping, guided
hiking, ranger programs; visitor pack stock or

Experience allowed on site. no bicycles, horses, or vehicles. vehicles only outside of boundary.
Unpaved trails, signs, fences, Trails, ATV parking area, ranger station,
Facilities None. composting toilets, supply caches, radio composting toilets, helicopter landing zone,

repeaters.

picnic area, wayside exhibits.

NPS Management Activities

Research, patrols, mitigation,
maintenance; no motor vehicle use or
pack stock use.

Patrols, research, tours, mitigation,
maintenance; no motor vehicle use or
pack stock use.

Research, patrols, mitigation, maintenance,
occasional motor vehicle use (ATV), helicopter
use, pack stock (except not within federal unit
under Alternative C).
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Inscription House/Tsu’ Ovi Management Prescriptions

Resource Condition

Conservation
Backcountry

Low-Use
Backcountry

Resources, systems, and processes are
preserved unimpaired; access for
traditional cultural purposes will continue
through the issuance of special use permits
when necessary; grazing and trampling
impacts minimized.

High integrity of resources, systems, and
processes; access for traditional cultural
purposes will continue through the
issuance of special use permits when
necessary; grazing and trampling impacts.

Remoteness

Natural landscape, natural soundscapes
and lightscapes.

Natural setting with a few man-made
intrusions, minimal sound intrusion,
lightscapes.

Visitor Understanding and
Experience

View and learn from off site, no visitors
allowed on site.

Canyon and expansive views, guided
tours, remote experience; no vehicles,
bicycles, or horses.

Facilities

None.

Trails, fences, ranger station, supply
cache, composting toilet, radio repeater.

NPS Management Activities

Research, patrols, mitigation, maintenance;
no motor vehicle use or pack stock use.

Patrols, research, tours, mitigation,
maintenance; no motor vehicle use or pack
stock use.




Ched Howss
L Niff D elling

o Snake Housa
) C liff Duwelling

x Radio
o, Repeaier

hsr:l‘ip&lanﬂpr:?..rm
" Chri
s CiffDwelling

L|

Alternative B

Low-Use Backcountry
Comsan dion Backs oumtry

NFE Bourdary
T il
SpringSteam

PLAN AND ALTERNATIVES

Orvd Housa
C Irf Dwe alling

) Snake Houss
) C litf Dvwalling

by Radio
'- Repeater

=

o

Inscription Houss
Tad D .
_:J L Iif Dwielling |

Altemative C - Prefermred

Hﬂ'ﬂ'ﬂ‘jﬂ MNatonal M anument

INSCRIFTION RHOUSE/TSUrOVI

Management Prescriptiors

Haiand Fak Sarwos
LU Dl tmart of S irmaor

IADE HEEP 01 J 3420 B0

29






THE PLAN

RESOURCES STEWARDSHIP—NATURAL
AND CULTURAL RESOURCES,
ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES—ALL
ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

A. Stewardship of cliff dwellings and all other cultural resources
balances National Park Service laws and policies with American
Indian concerns.

Cultural Resources

Navajo National Monument is listed in the National Register
of Historic Places because the monument preserves and
interprets nationally significant cultural resources. The
monument is also designated a “Vanishing Treasures” park
(an initiative designed to address the ongoing loss of
architectural resources in the arid west). Cultural resources
include the well known villages of Betatakin, Inscription
House, and Keet Seel, which represent some of the best
preserved examples of pre- contact communities, as well as
the lesser known pre- contact structures of Turkey Cave,
Snake House, Owl House, and Kiva Cave. The monument also
has various examples of petroglyphs and pictographs; a
multitude of small, open pre- contact sites that reflect
seasonal occupation and use; and a variety of Navajo sites
related to domestic, ceremonial, and livestock management
activities.

There are also historic structures from the Wetherill era, and
potentially historic structures from the early development of
the monument during the 1930s and 1940s. The long
interaction between man and the land and the influence of

human beliefs and actions over time upon the natural
landscape have shaped it, forming a cultural landscape. Any
potentially significant ethnographic or historic landscapes
have yet to be evaluated for National Register eligibility.

Stewardship is the responsible care of the cultural resources
entrusted by the people of the United States to the National
Park Service. As with all units of the national park system,
management of Navajo National Monument’s cultural
resources is guided by the Organic Act (1916) creating the
National Park Service; as well as other federal laws and
regulations and National Park Service policies, guidelines,
and standards. Any action that affects cultural resources
would be undertaken only if it is consistent with the
monument’s purposes, as well as applicable laws,
regulations, policies, guidelines, standards, and this plan.
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Major Laws, Regulations, Policies,
and Standards

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16
USC 470)

Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16 USC 470)
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s implementing
regulations regarding the “Protection of Historic Properties”
(36 CFR 800)

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(1990)

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties (1995)

Chapter V of the National Park Service’s Management
Policies (1988)

National Park Service’s Cultural Resources Management
Guideline (Director’s Order 28, 1998)

National Park Service Management Policies (2001)

One of the important provisions of the National Historic
Preservation Act is that for any action that affects cultural
resources either listed on the National Register of Historic
Places or eligible to be listed, there must be consultation with
the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO), who is
from the Historic Preservation Office of the Navajo Nation,
associated tribes including Hopi, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni,
and as necessary, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation and the public.
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Actions

For all actions that would affect cultural resources, the
THPO and associated tribes would be consulted.

Develop programmatic agreements between NPS and:

= THPO (Historic Preservation Office of the Navajo Nation), Hopi,
San Juan Paiute, and Zuni regarding the management of cultural
resources.

= Affiliated tribes regarding the Native American Graves
Repatriation Act. Agreements will be sought with American
Indians linked by ties of kinship or culture to ethnically
identifiable sacred objects, objects of cultural patrimony,
unassociated funerary objects, or human remains and associated
funerary objects, when such objects or remains may be disturbed
or are encountered on monument lands in accordance with law
and policy.

Complete surveys and studies:

= Survey for archeological resources on the headquarters unit.
= Conduct ethnographic resources inventory.
*  Conduct cultural landscape inventory.

Evaluate and document the significance of known archeological
resources, structures, and landscapes (with consultation with all
associated tribes and determination by the THPO) for listing in
the National Register of Historic Places; update the list of
classified structures as needed.

Provide stewardship of cultural resources:

=  Protect and preserve archeological resources, structures, and
landscapes, unless it is determined through appropriate
environmental analysis and consultations with the THPO
(Historic Preservation Office of the Navajo Nation), Hopi, San
Juan Paiute, and Zuni that either natural deterioration is
appropriate or disturbance is unavoidable.



Record and document sites and structures if natural deterioration
of resources is permitted, or if disturbance of the resources is
unavoidable.

Prepare historic structure reports, as necessary, to guide future
maintenance and/or rehabilitation of historic structures.
Undertake preservation, rehabilitation, and restoration, as well as
the daily, cyclical, and seasonal maintenance of cultural resources
in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties.

Avoid known archeological resources during construction and
take appropriate mitigation steps if resources are discovered.
Develop a current resources management plan to prioritize and
guide research, monitoring, and management.

American Indians linked by ties of kinship or culture to
ethnically identifiable human remains would be consulted when
remains may be disturbed or are encountered on monument
lands.

Mission Goals:

B. Natural resources (processes, systems, and values) are
allowed to continue in balance with stewardship of archeological
resources and the greater ethnographic landscape.

C. Water quality and quantity, good air quality, species that are
threatened, endangered, or of concern, scenic vistas, and natural
soundscapes and lightscapes are protected.

Natural Resources

The natural resources of Navajo National Monument
include the geology, soils, plants, animals, springs, seeps,
streams, and air. While all of these elements are important,
the integrity of their interaction as a natural system is vital.
The natural resources on the isolated federal tracts of land
are surrounded and affected by the management of Navajo
Nation land. There are several threatened or endangered
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species or species of concern in and around the monument.
Other key resources include scenic vistas, and natural
soundscape and lightscape. Natural resources are also
important to the cultural and spiritual lives of associated
American Indians (see discussion on “Ethnographic
Resources”).

As with all units of the national park system, management of
Navajo National Monument’s natural resources is guided by
the Organic Act (1916) creating the National Park Service as
well as other
federal laws and
regulations and
National Park
Service policies,
guidelines, and
standards. Any
action that
affects natural
resources
would be
undertaken
only if it is
consistent with
the monument’s
purposes, as
well as with
applicable laws,
regulations,
policies,
guidelines, and
this plan.
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Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies

NPS Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1)

National Environmental Policy Act of 1970 (42 USC 4321)
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 USC 1531-
1543)

Bald and Golden Eagles Protection Act, as amended (16 USC
668- 668d)

Executive Order 11987: Exotic Organisms

Federal Water Pollution Control Act (Clean Water Act), as
amended (33 USC 1251)

Safe Drinking Water Act (42 USC 201)
Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act
Executive Order 11988: Floodplain Management
EO 11990: Protection of Wetlands

Clean Air Act, as amended (42 USC 7401)

National Park Service Management Policies (2001)

EO 13112: Invasive Species

36 CFR 2.1 Preservation of Natural, Cultural, and
Archeological Resources

Actions

The general direction of NPS natural resource management
is to perpetuate natural systems. Many aspects of natural
resource management must be done in consultation with
others, including the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the
Arizona Fish and Game Department, the Navajo Nation
Department of Natural Resources, and associated tribes.
Recognizing American Indian people’s traditional and
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cultural relationship to natural environmental resources,
Navajo National Monument will consult regularly to
incorporate Indian values, ideals, and uses in management of
natural resources and environmental awareness programs.

e Continue inventory, monitoring, and research of vegetation and wildlife
(including traditional knowledge), develop vital signs research to detect
changes.

e  Manage for native ecosystem processes

®  Minimize human impacts on native plants, animals, and ecosystems and
the processes that sustain them.

= Use only weed- free feed for pack stock.

= Remove exotic species using integrated pest management practices

= Restore native vegetation to federal tracts impacted by livestock and pack
stock grazing and trampling.

®  Minimize disturbances and introduction of exotic plants by visitors.

®  Work cooperatively with neighbors and other agencies to control weeds
and minimize invasion.

o Identify and protect threatened and endangered species, species of
concern, and their habitats in consultation with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, the Arizona Fish and Game Department, the Navajo
Nation Department of Natural Resources, and other tribes.

e  Study the role of fire in the natural and cultural landscape, and develop
a fire management plan in consultation with appropriate neighbors,
tribes, and agencies.

e  Monitor water quality, groundwater quality and quantity, air quality,
natural soundscape, scenic beauty, and lightscapes; seek to protect
through consultation and agreements.

¢ Continue to study and monitor rockfall hazard (which affects visitor
safety, cliff dwellings, and other cultural resources) and arroyo erosion,
develop strategies to mitigate the impacts of these inevitable events,
such as closures for visitor safety or documentation of eroding
archeological sites.

e Develop a current resources management plan to identify and prioritize
needs for inventory, monitoring, research, and management, in
consultation with the public, associated tribes, and agencies.



¢ Continue and expand cooperative relationships with the NPS
Water Resources Division, Glen Canyon National Recreation
Area resource management staff, and others in addressing water
resource issues.

Ethnographic Resources

Navajo National Monument is within the Navajo Indian
Reservation. The associated Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute,
and Zuni cultures are inextricably bound to the monument
lands, which were occupied by their ancestors. Associated
tribes view the park landscape as spiritually active,
containing places vital to the continuity of their cultural
identity. Navajo National Monument will continue to
recognize the past and present existence of peoples in the
region and the traces of their use as an important part of the
cultural environment to be preserved and interpreted.

Navajo National Monument will continue to provide access
to ethnographic resources for traditional cultural purposes
through the issuance of special use permits when necessary.
Decisions to grant special use permits for access to
ethnographic resources will be based on appropriate
anthropological studies and consultation.

Actions

o Continue to recognize the past and present existence of peoples in the
region and the traces of their use as an important part of the cultural
environment to be preserved and interpreted.

e  Consult with associated American Indian tribes to develop and
accomplish the programs of Navajo National Monument in a way that
respects the beliefs, traditions, and other cultural values of the

American Indian tribes who have ancestral ties to the monument lands.

e Maintain government- to- government relations with associated
American Indian tribes, to ensure a collaborative working relationship
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prior to taking actions that would affect natural and cultural resources
that are of interest and concern to them.

Accommodate access to Indian sacred sites by Indian religious
practitioners in a manner that is consistent with monument purposes
and does not interfere with Indian use of traditional areas or sacred
resources. Avoid adversely affecting the physical integrity of these sites
and resources.

Conduct appropriate cultural anthropological research in cooperation
with (or conducted by) monument- associated Indian tribes.

Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Indian Self- Determination and Education Assistance Act of
1975 (25 USC 450- 4510, 455- 458¢)

American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978 (42 USC 1996)
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of
1990 (25 USC 3001-3013)

Presidential Memorandum of April 29, 1994, Government- to-
Government Relations with Native American Tribal
Governments

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 USC
470)
Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16 USC 470)

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s implementing
regulations regarding the “Protection of Historic Properties”
(36 CFR 800)

Executive Order 13007, May 24, 1996, Indian Sacred Sites

National Park Service’s Cultural Resources Management
Guideline (Director’s Order 28, 1998)

NPS Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1)
National Environmental Policy Act of 1970 (42 USC 4321)
National Park Service Management Policies (2001)
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Resource Stewardship—Natural And Cultural Resources—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Protect Cliff Dwellings and Environment
from Vandalism.

e  Conduct intermittent year-round NPS
patrols at Betatakin, Keet Seel, Inscription
House, and all known archeological sites;
observation of Betatakin from rim, ranger
stationed at Keet Seel in summer.

e Maintain cooperative relationships with
neighboring grazing permit holders to assist
in preventing unauthorized people from
entering park units.

Inventory, Monitoring, Implementation

Plans, and Management.

e Continue to inventory, monitor, develop
implementation plans, and manage natural
and cultural resources in consultation with
associated American Indian tribes and as
funds and staff are available.

Prevent Exotic Weeds from
Contaminating Pack Stock.

e Use only weed-free feed for NPS pack
stock supplying backcountry.

Protect Cliff Dwellings and Environment
from Vandalism. Continue as in Alternative
A, plus increase NPS vigilance:

e Establish a ranger station at Inscription
House, remote surveillance equipment
installed at Betatakin, Keet Seel, and
Inscription House

e Hire an additional NPS ranger to extend
patrol all three sites to year-round
protection.

Inventory, Monitoring,

Implementation Plans, and

Management.

e Hire additional NPS staff to ensure
inventory, monitoring, developing
implementation plans and management of
natural and cultural resources in
consultation with associated American
Indian tribes.

Prevent Exotic Weeds from
Contaminating Pack Stock. Same
as Alternative A, plus:

e Improve barriers to livestock on federal
units.

Protect Cliff Dwellings and Environment
from Vandalism. Same as Alternative B, plus:

e Seek cooperative agreements or hire local
people to patrol sites.

e In cooperation with the Navajo Nation, who
has jurisdiction over adjacent lands, establish
a guide association to manage appropriate
visitor use, develop memorandum of
understanding to coordinate permits and
manage access.

e Seek cooperation from publishers to respect
and protect the sensitivity of these sites.

Inventory, Monitoring,
Implementation Plans, and
Management. Same as Alternative B,
plus:

e Seek cooperative agreements with
associated tribes, scientists, and others to
develop programs for youth training and
internships for stewardship of archeological
resources, structures, and cultural
landscapes.

e Explore agreements with Navajo Nation for
collaborative management of natural
resources.

Prevent Exotic Weeds from

Contaminating Pack Stock. Same

as Alternative B, plus:

e Exclude pack stock from the federal
backcountry tracts

e  Encourage partnerships that require future
guide services to use weed-free feed for pack
stock.



RESOURCE STEWARDSHIP—-MUSEUM
COLLECTION—ALL ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

D. Museum collection of artifacts and archives are properly
inventoried, cataloged, stored, and secured, and through
consultation with affiliated American Indian tribes, appropriate
items are repatriated.

Artifacts and Archives in Museum Collection

Thousands of objects, artifacts, and natural history specimens,
as well as archival and manuscript material, make up the Navajo
National Monument museum collection and are among the
monument resources to be preserved and protected. Much of
the collection was amassed from the early era of the monument
when excavations occurred. Current policies direct that
archeological artifacts be protected in place, unless disturbance
can be clearly justified. New artifacts may come into the
collection from erosion, construction disturbance, natural
history specimens, or archives.

Nearly 50 percent of the collection has yet to be cataloged, and
significant portions of the collection are housed in various
facilities, including Navajo National Monument, the National
Park Service’s Western Archeological Conservation Center, the
Museum of Northern Arizona, and 15 other known institutions.

Many of the artifacts collected were treated with toxic
chemicals to preserve them and are hazardous to NPS
employees as well as to tribal members who are interested in
repatriation.

Actions

e Inventory and catalog all museum collections in accordance with
standards in the National Park Service’s Museum Handbook.

THE PLAN

Consult with affiliated Indians, regarding each acquisition that
involves American Indian human remains, associated or
unassociated funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony, and facilitate appropriate repatriation.

Prepare and implement a collection management program,
according to National Park Service standards, to guide protection,
conservation, and use of museum objects.

Accession and catalog all objects. Survey, accession, catalog,
arrange, and describe archival and manuscript material and produce
finding aids.

Ensure that objects housed in repositories/institutions outside the
monument are preserved, protected, and documented according to
National Park Service standards and procedures.

Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies

NPS Organic Act of 1916 (16 USC 1)

Antiquities Act of 1906 (16 USC 431- 433)

Museum Properties Act of 1955

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 USC 470)
Archeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16 USC 470)

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s implementing
regulations regarding the “Protection of Historic Properties” (36
CFR 800)

National Park Service’s Cultural Resources Management Guideline
(DO- 28, 1996)

National Park Service’s Museum Handbook
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (1990)

Presidential Memorandum of April 29, 1994, entitled “Government-
to- Government Relations with Native American Tribal
Governments”

National Park Service Management Policies (2001)
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THE PLAN

Resource Stewardship—Museum Collection—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A:
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Location of Collection.

Continue to leave majority of collection at Western
Archeological Conservation Center (WACC in
Tucson) and several other known institutions.

Storage/Workspace at Monument.
Continue limited, scattered storage that does not
meet NPS standards.

Visitor Center Exhibits.

Continue to display limited number of objects and
artifacts in the existing visitor center facility, which
does not meet NPS standards for protection.

Curatorial Staff.

Continue as an extra duty assigned to a seasonal
employee.

Location of Collection.
Same as Alternative A.

Storage/Workspace at Monument.

Develop a curatorial workspace and small,
secure climate-controlled storage facility in the
monument to catalog, treat, and store a select
number of objects, artifacts, natural history
specimens, and archives. The purpose of this
small repository would be to store items for
rotation into displays in the visitor center and
storage of natural history specimens. Most items
would eventually be sent to currently used
institutions for permanent storage.

Visitor Center Exhibits.

Develop secure and climate-controlled display
area for selected artifacts in the expanded visitor
center space.

Curatorial Staff.

Add a professional curator to NPS staff.

Location of Collection.

Pursue the consolidation of the collections at
Western Archeological Conservation Center
(WACC in Tucson) and several other known
institutions to either WACC or another regional
NPS curatorial facility serving several parks.
Factors to determine the best location include
secure protection of items, American Indian
concerns, accessibility to researchers and park
staff, and cost.

Storage/Workspace at Monument.

Same as Alternative B, except most items would
eventually be sent on to permanent storage at
the consolidated location selected.

In addition, some extra curatorial storage space
would be constructed for holding tribal items in
transition to repatriation.

Visitor Center Exhibits.
Same as Alternative B.

Curatorial Staff.
Same as Alternative B.



VISITOR UNDERSTANDING—
INTERPRETATION—ALL ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

E. Visitors understand and appreciate native and other
cultures of this region through time.

Broaden Interpretive Stories

Strong interest in ancient cliff dwellings draws people to the
monument, providing an opportunity to introduce visitors to
an expansive perspective. People will have opportunities to
learn about the entire rich tapestry of cultures that have been
woven into the canyon environments for more than a
thousand years. Whether people are visiting for a short time
on the mesa and rim or spending more time to camp and
hike to Betatakin or Keet Seel, interpretation will be
broadened to offer more diverse viewpoints. Themes would
include the adaptation of people to their environment, the
complex culture reflected by the details of the cliff dwellings,
natural systems and processes and the interaction of
humans, and the connections of the cliff dwellings to other
cultures and other times.

One- third of all visitors to Navajo National Monument are
from foreign countries. Additionally, many local people
speak primarily native languages, which are not commonly
written. There is a need for multiple translations in order to
have meaningful interpretation as well as to communicate
important messages concerning resource protection and
safety.

Actions

¢ Consult with Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni tribal
members to strengthen the content of programs, wayside signs,

THE PLAN

brochures, video, and exhibits. In some cases, multiple and
overlapping interpretations will be provided side- by- side,
without attempts to combine or judge them.

Strive to involve American Indian tribes and groups in the park’s
interpretation program to promote the accuracy of information
presented regarding American Indian cultural values and to
enhance public appreciation of those values.

Seek to participate as partners with associated Indian tribes, in
planning for and conducting projects and initiatives that enhance
the quality of the experiences of visitors to the monument or that
enhance the levels of public appreciation of the monument’s
resources and values.

Expand the availability of translations of publications, exhibits,
and programs into other languages.

- The mission of interpretation is to increase
visitor understanding and appreciation of the
significance of park resources.

- Interpretive services provide opportunities for
people to forge their own intellectual and
emotional connections to the meanings
inherent in the resources of the park.

MAJOR LAWS, REGULATIONS,
AND POLICIES

e NPS Director’s Order 6 (DO- 6), Interpretation
e National Park Service Management Policies (2001)
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THE PLAN

VISITOR UNDERSTANDING—FRONT
COUNTRY EXPERIENCE—ALL
ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal

F. A range of experiences are provided to promote
visitor understanding of the resourcefulness of the
13th- century cliff dwelling builders, the wholeness of
the environment, connections to other cultures, and
spiritual values.

Visitor Understanding on the Mesa

How will most visitors, who only stay a short time on top of
the mesa, understand what is important about Navajo
National Monument? Most visitors are on their way to
another destination and stay less than three hours. They go
to the visitor center and hike the short Sandal Trail to view
Betatakin across the canyon. At the visitor center, they can
view exhibits, watch an audio- visual program, talk with staff
and volunteers, pick up interpretive brochures, and
purchase books. Western National Parks Association
continues to be an integral partner in providing interpretive
publications and volunteers serving visitors in the
monument.

Distance and time deter most visitors from Betatakin and
Keet Seel tours. Even if many more were convinced to
commit to the hike, fragile resources are unable to withstand
too much visitation. The mesa top and canyon rim will
continue to provide the main opportunity for visitor
understanding. The alternatives vary in how those
opportunities are provided.
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THE PLAN

Visitor Understanding—Front Country Experience—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Visitor Center.

Continue to maintain existing visitor center;
update exhibits and audio-visual programs as
funds allow.

Trails, Overlooks, and Outdoor Exhibits.

Continue to maintain existing trails; make minor
improvements as funds allow.

Visitor Center.

Expand existing visitor center to provide
improved audio-visual programs and exhibits that
would emphasize cultures and broader themes
outlined in the introduction. Real-time videos of
tours at cliff dwellings would bring the resource
closer.

Trails, Overlooks, and Outdoor Exhibits.

Expand and improve outdoor exhibits to more
completely illustrate Navajo life past and present.
Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni Tribes
would be consulted during the development of
these improvements.

Develop extensive additional trails, wayside
exhibits, and overlooks. Vistas and high points
would be used to interpret broader themes
identified in the introduction.

Interpretive Staff.

Provide additional NPS permanent interpreter to
inform visitors at the visitor center and provide
roving programs on the expanded trails. Provide
comprehensive training for interpretive staff.

Visitor Center

Remodel existing visitor center, similar to
Alternative B, but with an emphasis on fostering
interaction between visitors, interpreters, and
partners. In addition:

e Increase the direct involvement of the Hopi,
Navajo, San Juan Pauite, and Zuni in
developing interpretive materials, exhibits,
waysides, and programs, as well as
providing programs in the monument.

e Re-establish American Indian craft
demonstrations, skills, and other special
events on the patio. A funding source would
be sought to support this activity and not
compete with the established arts and crafts
shop.

e Develop a comprehensive interpretive plan

Trails, Overlooks, and Outdoor Exhibits.

Develop additional trails, waysides, and
overlooks as in Alternative B, but not quite as
extensive.

Interpretive Staff.

Emphasize recruitment of associated American
Indian tribal members for seasonal interpreter
jobs and support with necessary housing.
Provide comprehensive interpretive training for
expanded interpretive staff (including associated
tribes)
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THE PLAN

VISITOR UNDERSTANDING—
BACKCOUNTRY EXPERIENCE—ALL
ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

G. Protect the remoteness that has kept the ancient
dwellings in such pristine condition and that fosters
within visitors an element of mystique and desire to
explore and understand the wholeness of the
landscape and peoples.

Access to Betatakin, Keet Seel, and
Inscription House

One of the special qualities of Navajo National Monument
identified by visitors and public response to this plan is the
remoteness that has protected the outstanding condition of
the cliff dwellings, offers a quiet setting evoking the past, and
is unlike many drive- up tourist attractions. The guided tour
by an NPS ranger, often a young local Navajo, offers
unparalleled opportunities to discuss the ancient villages,
cultures, migrations, flowers, wildlife, and Navajo life today.
This unforgettable experience fosters deep understanding.

While remoteness has been identified as an inherent value to
protect at Navajo National Monument, the area does not
meet criteria for inclusion in the National Wilderness
Preservation System because the units are significantly
smaller than the 5,000 acres considered to be of sufficient
size, and adjacent land is non- federal.

The ancient village sites are very fragile and cannot
withstand much foot traffic. Inscription House was closed to
the general public in 1968 because it was determined to be
too delicate to host visitors. Individuals may apply to the
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Superintendent for a special
use permit to enter NPS
land (but not the town site
or structures) for specific
activities that are not
injurious to park resources.
Anyone not enrolled in the
Navajo Tribe of Indians is
required to also get a permit
from the Navajo Nation to
cross Navajo lands to get to
the federal unit. The
current Backcountry
Management Plan (1995) for
Navajo National Monument
is hereby incorporated into
: this document by reference.
It sets a maximum capaCIty of 1,500 visitors per year for Keet
Seel and limits Betatakin to a maximum of 25 people per day
on one guided hike.

The hike to Betatakin is 2}2 miles each way over Tsegi Point
and into the canyon. Currently, there is one guided tour per
day for up to 25 people during the summer months, and it
takes about five hours. Keet Seel is 8/2 miles each way, and
people usually backpack and stay overnight. Up to 20
permits per day are issued in the summer months, and a
ranger stationed at the sites gives guided tours. Most of trails
to these sites are situated upon Navajo Nation lands and
cross private areas of land held under individual grazing
permits.

The Aspen Forest trail to Betatkin has been closed since 1983
because of significant rockfalls in 1982 and 1983. During the
planning process, the re- opening of the Aspen Forest trail



was raised but not considered safe or practical because of
several studies (Lachel Hansen and Associates, 1985,
Wieczorek and Harp, 2000, and NPS 2000b). If new
information and risk analysis in the future indicates that
there are routes or times of the year visitors could safely go
down the head of the canyon, it would be considered for re-
opening in an environmental assessment which would
include opportunities for public involvement, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service consultation, and tribal consultation.

Actions

¢ Continue to guide all visitors who go to the ancient villages to

provide firsthand understanding and to protect fragile resources.

e Continue access to Betatakin via the Tsegi Point route with
guided tours.

e The National Park Service has an obligation to protect the
sensitive resources on the proclamation lands*, and will manage
within the existing maximum capacities set in the existing
Backcountry Management Plan until further detailed study and
planning is completed.

o The National Park Service does not allow mountain bikes, pack
stock, motorized vehicles, or other wheeled conveyances on the
backcountry areas of the proclamation lands because of the
fragility of natural and cultural resources.

e The National Park Service will collect additional data to identify
the types and levels of use that will protect cultural and natural
resources and visitor experience, and to identify indicators to
monitor impacts.

THE PLAN

The NPS and the Navajo Nation Parks and Recreation
Department will work together on a joint plan following the
GMP that will discuss managing the visitor opportunities at and
access to Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House. It will
address protection of natural and cultural resources, providing
unique visitor opportunities, public access routes on tribal land,
methods of access, tourism interests of the tribe, guiding,
concerns of adjacent residents, and other related issues and
opportunities. The NPS and Navajo Nation Parks and Recreation
Department will work with the various levels of tribal
government and local residents in the development of this plan
and provide opportunities for public comment.

Commercial services to provide access, such as horseback tours,
would be subject to permits and regulations from the land
interests involved, including the NPS, BIA, and Navajo Nation.

*Proclamation lands are the three non- contiguous tracts set aside in
the Presidential Proclamation of 1912 as Navajo National Monument.

MAJOR LAWS, REGULATIONS, AND
POLICIES

National Parks and Recreation Act, November 1978, 16
USC1

Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regulations

National Park Service Management Policies (2001)
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THE PLAN

Visitor Understanding—Backcountry Experience—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Visitor season.
May 31 through September 1.

Carrying Capacity.

Keep levels of use to within existing
Backcountry Management Plan, pending new
carrying capacity studies and a hew
backcountry management plan.

Betatakin.

One tour per day, up to 25 people, first-come,
first-served, ranger-led hike.

Keet Seel.

Up to 20 people per day by reservation and
permit, primarily overnight backpack, ranger-led
tour. Visitors allowed in limited area of village
with guide.

Inscription House.

Remains closed to the general public. Other
activities require a special use permit and
permit from Navajo Nation.

Off-Site Interpretation.

For visitors who do not go to the backcountry,
there is limited interpretation of the remote sites
at the visitor center.
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Visitor Season.

Extend season to March 1 through October 31,
pending available staff and demand.

Carrying Capacity.
Same as Alternative A.

Betatakin

Change to a permit system, allow hikers (within
carrying capacity) to go independently into
canyon over Tsegi Point, monitored by an NPS
ranger patrol. Guided tour by NPS ranger from
boundary to Betatakin.

Keet Seel.

Same as Alternative A, plus move campsite
within NPS boundary. Visitors not allowed
within alcove.

Inscription House.

Establish limited guided tours to base of (but
not inside) Inscription House, pending access
agreements with adjacent grazing permit
holders. Other uses as in Alternative A.

Off-Site Interpretation.

Improve interpretation at enlarged visitor center
for Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House,
such as real-time cameras.

Visitor Season.
Same as Alternative B.

Carrying Capacity.
Same as Alternative A.

Betatakin.

Continue guided tour in groups no larger than
25, but increase number of tours per day (up to
four, pending available staff and demand).

Keet Seel.

Same as Alternative A, except closely monitor
potential impacts of guided visitors within
limited area of village and limit further or close if
necessary. The backcountry campsite would
preferably remain at its current location, but
may be moved within the NPS boundary if
current agreements on tribal lands change.

Inscription House.
Same as Alternative B.

Off-Site Interpretation.

Improve interpretation at remodeled visitor
center for Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription
House, such as real-time cameras.



Tour Guides.

Multiple perspectives provided by seasonal
NPS employees, many of whom are local
Navajo young people.

Alternative Access.

As proposals are made by the Navajo Nation
for motorized or pack stock tours over tribal
lands to the remote NPS sites, work with the
tribe to minimize impacts.

Tour Guides.
Same as Alternative A.

Alternative Access.
Same as Alternative A.

THE PLAN

Tour Guides.

Recruit Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and
Zuni tour guides, to further enhance multiple
perspectives.

Alternative Access.

Work proactively with neighbors and the Navajo
Nation to determine appropriate potential
alternative visitor access over tribal land to
Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House,
which will protect resources and promote visitor
understanding.

The name “Navajo National Monument” is considered by some to obscure the significance of the resources and cause
misunderstanding. While the monument is located within the Navajo Nation and surrounded by Navajo people, the area is also
associated with the Hopi, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni (discussed in the introduction). Further, there is often visitor confusion from
the similarly named “Monument Valley Navajo Tribal Park,” owned and managed by the Navajo Nation.

The name “Navajo National Monument” was assigned under the presidential proclamation of 1909 that designated the
monument, administered by the National Park Service. It would require an act of Congress or another Presidential Proclamation
to change the name. Such an act usually begins as a bill sponsored by the local U.S. representatives and/or U.S. senators in response
to a proposal widely supported by constituents.

Visitor Understanding—Name Of The Monument—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C:. PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Keep the name “Navajo National Monument.”

Work with formal consultation committee of
associated American Indian Tribes to determine
and agree on a hame that:

e Reflects the cultural affiliation of the builders
and inhabitants of the cliff dwellings

e Reflects the broader themes of native
cultures through time

If associated tribes agree on a new name, support
them in seeking legislation to change.

Same as Alternative B.
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THE PLAN

PROMOTE VISITOR UNDERSTANDING—
OPPORTUNITIES FOR PEOPLE WITH
DISABILITIES—ALL ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

H. Opportunities for people with disabilities are expanded
and improved.

Accessibility for Disabled Persons

Every reasonable effort will be made to make facilities, programs,
and services of the National Park Service accessible to and usable
by all people (visitors and employees), including those who have
disabilities. Major visitor facilities such as the visitor center,
terrace, picnic sites, and two campsites are handicapped
accessible. The video program in the visitor center is captioned.
The maintenance area and housing are not accessible.

Actions

e Continue to improve interpretive programs with opportunities for a
full spectrum of disabilities, including mobility, hearing, sight, and
mental impairments.

¢ All rehabilitation of existing and construction of new facilities will
provide reasonable accommodation for people with disabilities.

Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies

e Americans with Disabilities Act (42 USC § 12101)

e Architectural Barriers Act (42 USC 4151 et seq.)
o Rehabilitation Act (29 USC 701 et seq.)




THE PLAN

Promote Visitor Understanding—Opportunities For People With Disabilities—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Visitor Center.

Accessible facilities include the visitor center
and rest rooms, the outdoor patio and
adjacent exhibits. The movie is close-
captioned for the hearing impaired.

Campground and Picnic Area.
One picnic site and one campsite are
accessible; the campground rest room is not.

Front Country Trails.

The Aspen Forest Overlook and Sandal Trail
have many grades in excess of 12%, not
much below the 5% considered accessible to
most people with mobility impairments.

Operations and Administration.
Offices at headquarters, employee housing,

and the maintenance area are not accessible.

Other.

As funding allows, improvements would
continue to be made, such as the
campground rest room or more picnic sites.

Visitor Center.

A remodeled and expanded visitor center and
outdoor exhibits would meet requirements for access
for people with disabilities. Programs, exhibits,
audio-visual program, and wayside signs would be
developed to address the needs of people with
mobility, hearing, vision, and mental impairments.
Real-time camera would bring cliff dwelling tours to
the mesa top.

Campground and Picnic Area.
More picnic sites, campsites, and the campground
rest room would be made accessible.

Front Country Trails.

Many of the new front country overlooks and trails
would meet or exceed requirements for access for
people with disabilities.

Operations and Administration.

Remodeled and new administrative space, new
employee housing, and new maintenance facilities
would be accessible.

Other.
Improvements would continue to be made as
facilities are rehabilitated.

Visitor Center.
Same as Alternative B.

Campground and Picnic Area.
Same as Alternative B.

Front Country Trails.
Same as Alternative B.

Operations and Administration.
Same as Alternative B.

Other.

Partnerships may be able to provide opportunities
for the disabled into the backcountry through
guides, horseback, or compatible vehicles.

47



THE PLAN

PROMOTE VISITOR UNDERSTANDING
OPPORTUNITIES FOR YOUTH—ALL

ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

I. Opportunities for youth to gain understanding
about the monument as well as participate in its
management are expanded and improved.

Promote Visitor Understanding—Opportunities for Youth—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Visitor Center.
There are no special accommodations for

youth. About 13 percent of visitors are youth.

Programs.

There is no school outreach program at the
present time. Programs may be developed if
there is interest or if funds allow.

Visitor Center.

Design new exhibits, indoors and out, with youth and
classrooms in mind.

Programs.

Develop programs and materials to travel to schools.
Consult with Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and
Zuni and others, regarding appropriate content and
type of programs and materials. Strive to develop
format that will help schools fulfill standards.

Visitor Center.
Same as Alternative B.

Programs.

Develop partnerships with associated tribes and
others to design programs and materials for youth
for use at the monument, schools, or other
locations. Use the expanded staff and partnerships
to host school programs at the monument and
travel to schools.

Establish a youth intern program and support
system (facilities and staff) to attract Hopi, Navajo,
San Juan Paiute, and Zuni young people to train in
interpretation, resource management, maintenance,
and park management.

Seek grants and partnerships to support programs.



THE PLAN

PARTNERSHIPS—ALL ALTERNATIVES
Mission Goals:

Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies

Indian Self- Determination and Education Assistance Act
of 1975 (25 USC 450- 4510, 455- 458¢)

American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978 (42 USC
1996)

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
of 1990 (25 USC 3001- 3013)

J. Good relationships with all associated American Indian
groups are developed and maintained.

K. American Indian tribes are involved in the
interpretation and management of resources.

Presidential Memorandum of April 29, 1994, Government-
to- Government Relations with Native American Tribal
Governments

Partnerships - Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE B: ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Continue Existing Management Focus on NPS Land Emphasize Partnerships
Government-to-Government Relations. Government-to-Government Relations. Government-to-Government Relations.
Continue to consult with individual associated Continue to consult with individual associated Same as Alternative B.
American Indian tribes when the need arises. American Indian tribes on a regular basis.
Consultation Committee Consultation Committee.
Establish a formal inter-tribal American Indian Establish formal consultation group, same as
consultation group for the monument that is Alternative B.

consistent with "Government-to-Government" federal
policy. The inter-tribal group would be representative
of four local tribes who have a historical and direct
interest in the three units of the monument, including
the Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni. The
Navajo representation would include Navajo Nation
departments, local chapters listed elsewhere in the
GMP, tribal townships, and tribal enterprises. The
consultation committee would meet at regular
intervals, at least annually, to strengthen
communication and partnerships between tribes and
the NPS. The group would discuss issues and
concerns such as the following:
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THE PLAN

Partnerships - Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships
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e Organization and administration of the inter-
tribal partnership

¢ Implementation of the GMP

e  Protection and management cultural, natural,
ethnographic resources in the monument

e Law enforcement

e NAGPRA

e Interpretive programs for visitors

e Visitor access

e  School outreach and programs for youth
e Park management and operations

e  Employment and training opportunities
e Information and technology

o Identification of complementary resources
and skills, such as the use of native methods
for rehabilitation of archeological sites

e Improvement of communication, such as
establishing listening posts

e Identification of common approaches and
vocabulary

e |dentification of common stakeholders,
customers

Consideration of special projects, such as the
Monument Centennial celebration in 2009,
participation in regional recycling programs to
protect the park, or community service.

Partnerships.

The National Park Service will seek additional
agreements and partnerships to achieve common
goals of Navajo National Monument and
associated tribes, agencies, universities,
organizations, and volunteers. The National Park
Service recognizes that any partnership
agreements or arrangements entered into with



Partnerships - Alternatives

THE PLAN

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

other entities identified in this plan which involve
Navajo tribal lands must include consultation with
the Navajo Nation.

e  Sustain and strengthen the partnership with
the Western National Parks Association, a
non-profit cooperating association that
develops, publishes, and sells books as well
as contributing to education and research.

e Involve local people in patrol of sites to
prevent vandalism.

e Establish a guide association.

e Develop internship program for American
Indian youth.

e  Tribal management of a component of the
monument, such as interpretation, resource
management, or maintenance.

e Seek funding sources, establish foundation or
trust.

e Develop and provide educational programs
on and off site.

e Seek universities and organizations for
research opportunities.

e Improve road signs in region.
e VIP campground host.

e Collect fees and reinvest in resource
protection or visitor facilities and services.

e  Work with regional tourism groups to motivate
people to explore region.

e Reinstate craft demonstrations.

e Develop cross-jurisdiction for law
enforcement.

e Seek alternatives to provide housing for
additional staff, interns, and volunteers.

e Seek variety of funding sources for facilities
needed for visitors, administration, or other
needs identified in this plan.
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THE PLAN

Partnerships - Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

52

Seek partnership with Arizona Highway
Department and Navajo Nation to protect
outstanding vistas on entrance road to
monument.

Continue and expand cooperative
relationships with the NPS Water Resources
Division, Glen Canyon National Recreation
Area resource management staff, and others
in addressing water resource issues.

The NPS and the Navajo Nation Parks and
Recreation Department will work together on
a joint plan following the GMP that would go
into detail about managing visitor experience
and access in the adjoining canyons (see
section entitled “Visitor Understanding —
Backcountry Experience” for more
information)

The Navajo Nation is seeking a rest area with
ADOT within the right-of-way at Tsegi,
featuring exhibits. The NPS is interested in
participating in project planning to provide
complementary services at this new facility
and the NPS visitor center.

This list is not all-inclusive. Additional
opportunities for partnerships will be
sought.



FACILITIES AND OPERATIONS—
FACILITIES—ALL ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

L. Safe, quality, sustainable facilities fulfill desired
visitor experience and support maintenance and
administration.

Navajo National Monument would strive to incorporate the
principles of sustainable design and development into all
facilities. Sustainable practices minimize the short- and
long- term environmental impacts of developments and
other activities through resource conservation, recycling,
waste minimization, and the use of energy efficient and
ecologically responsible materials and techniques.

The National Park Service’s Guiding Principles of Sustainable
Design (1993) provides a basis for achieving sustainability in
facility planning and design, emphasizes the importance of
bio- diversity, and encourages responsible decisions. The
guidebook articulates principles to be used in the design and
management of visitor facilities that emphasize
environmental sensitivity in construction, use of nontoxic
materials, resource conservation, recycling, and integration
of visitors with natural and cultural settings. The National
Park Service also reduces energy costs, eliminates waste, and
conserves energy resources by using energy efficient and
cost effective technology. Energy efficiency is incorporated
into the decision- making process during the design or
acquisition of structures.

In response to public concern about the cost of government
employee housing and the ongoing critical need to provide
housing at remote locations such as Navajo National
Monument, the Department of Interior has a service- wide

THE PLAN

process in place, The National Parks Housing Needs
Assessment. This process provides service- wide consistency
in analyzing the number of housing units needed based on
the local market for housing, remoteness, the need to have
employee residents to provide resource protection and
service, condition of existing housing, and potential business
partnerships.

Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies

National Park Service Management Policies (2001)
Guiding Principles of Sustainable Design (1993)
Federal Employees and Facilities Act (5 USC 5911)

Office of Management and Budget Circulars A-18, A- 25, and
A-45

Department of Interior regulations

Government Furnished Housing Guidelines (DO- 36)

Actions:

¢ Navajo National Monument would work with appropriate
experts to make the monument’s facilities and programs
sustainable. Value analysis and value engineering, including life
cycle cost analysis, would be performed to examine energy,
environmental, and economic implications of proposed
development. In addition, facilities would be harmonious with
monument resources, compatible with natural process,
aesthetically pleasing, functional, and as accessible as possible to
all segments of the population.
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e Develop architectural character guidelines for remodeled and .

new structures.

e Support and encourage suppliers, permittees, and contractors to

follow sustainable practices.

e Address sustainable park and out of park practices (such as °

recycling) in interpretive programs.

Continue to work through the National Park Housing Needs

Assessment Process to ensure safe, quality, cost- effective

objectives.

housing is provided when essential for accomplishment of park

Identify specific needs to accomplish GMP in

“Alternatives” section of this plan.

Facilities And Operations—Facilities—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Visitor Center.

Maintain existing visitor center (5,000 SF),
improve exhibits and audio-visual programs as
possible.

Front Country Trails.

Maintain existing Sandal and Aspen Forest
Overlook trails (1.5 miles).

Campground and Picnic Area.
Maintain existing facilities.

Backcountry Facilities.
Maintain existing facilities:

e Keet Seel ranger station, composting toilet,
picnic area, campground (outside boundary)

e Betatakin composting toilet

Administrative Offices.

Maintain existing inadequate space at visitor
center and miscellaneous structures.
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Visitor Center.

Remodel or expand visitor center (5,000-6,000
SF), new exhibit and audio-visual program,
expand outdoor exhibits.

Front Country Trails.

Maintain existing trails, plus increase front country
trails (to 5 or 6 miles), add overlooks, wayside
exhibits, benches, shade structures, and rest
rooms.

Campground and Picnic Area.

Maintain and improve existing facilities for
accessibility.

Backcountry Facilities.

Maintain existing facilities as in Alternative A, plus:

e Keet Seel—move campground inside
boundary

e Betatakin—add ranger cache
e Inscription House—add ranger station

Administrative Offices.

Reduce office space at headquarters for enlarged
visitor area, construct new administration building
(3,000 SF).

Visitor Center.

Remodel visitor center (5,000 SF) with an
emphasis on fostering interaction between
visitors, interpreters, and partners, new exhibit
and audio-visual program.

Front Country Trails.

Maintain existing trails, plus increase front
country trails (to 4 miles), add overlooks,
wayside exhibits, benches, shade structures,
and rest rooms.

Campground and Picnic Area.

Same as Alternative B.

Backcountry Facilities.

Maintain existing facilities as in Alternative A,
plus:

e Betatakin—add ranger cache
e Inscription House—add ranger station

Administrative Offices.

Reduce office space at headquarters for
enlarged visitor area; construct new
administration building (3,500SF).
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Facilities And Operations—Facilities—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Curatorial Workspace and
Storage.

Continue inadequate storage at visitor center
closet.

Maintenance and Utilities.
Maintain existing facilities.

NPS Employee Housing.

Maintain existing housing (seven units); pursue
additional housing through NPS Housing
Initiative.

Estimated Design and
Construction Costs.

Ongoing repair/rehabilitation projects:
$2,250,000

No new major construction.

Curatorial Workspace and Storage.

Construct curatorial storage and workspace (1,000
SF) in conjunction with new administration
building.

Maintenance and Utilities.

e  Fire truck storage (2,500 SF).
e  Shop bays (four).

e Vehicle storage shelter (eight).
e  Back-up well.

¢ Rehabilitate sewage system.

NPS Employee Housing.

Maintain existing housing, plus one new duplex
and one new 4-plex structure.

Estimated Design and
Construction Costs.
Remodel/expand visitor center

$800,000 — 1,300,000

New visitor center exhibits/audio-visual
$1,100,000 - 1,600,000

New trails, front country and backcountry
$800,000 - $1,100,000

New wayside exhibits
$140,000 - $190,000

New administration/curatorial building
$1,000,000 - $1,500,000

Employee housing
$700,000

Curatorial Workspace and

Storage.

Construct curatorial storage (including temporary
holding for some tribal repatriation items) and
workspace (1,500SF) in conjunction with new
administration building.

Maintenance Facilities.
Same as Alternative B.

NPS Employee Housing.

Same as Alternative B, plus trailer pads for
volunteer campground hosts, researchers, or
other partners. Also pursue agreements with
Shonto or Kayenta for shared housing for
volunteers, interns, and partners.

Estimated Design and
Construction Costs.
Remodel/expand visitor center

$800,000

New visitor center exhibits/audio-visual
$1,000,000 - $1,100,000

New trails, front country and backcountry
$500,000 - $700,000

New wayside exhibits
$110,000 - $140,000

New administration/curatorial building
$1,200,000 - $1,450,000

Employee housing
$700,000

55



THE PLAN

Facilities And Operations—Facilities—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE B: ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Continue Existing Management Focus on NPS Land Emphasize Partnerships

Additional maintenance facilities Additional maintenance facilities

$900,000 $900,000

Utility improvements Utility improvements

$350,000 - $900,000 $350,000 - $900,000
TOTAL NET: $2,250,000 TOTAL NET (average) $6,900,000 TOTAL NET (average) $6,100,000

How Development Costs Were Calculated For GMP

NET CONSTRUCTION FOR FACILITIES (buildings, roads, NET CONSTRUCTION FOR INTERPRETIVE MEDIA (Exhibits,
utilities, trails, etc.) waysides, audio-visual programs and equipment)
Unit cost based on the National Park Service Cost Estimating Guide  Estimated by National Park Service Harpers Ferry Center, 2001
with Class C cost Data for New Construction, 2001
e Location factors used
= |ntermountain Region X 1.0
= Navajo National Monument X 1.05
e General Conditions 5%
e Contingencies 15%

Net costs of development are shown in this plan and are inclusive of the factors above. For implementation, there are additional costs for
construction supervision, construction contingencies, and various design services shown below.

Additional Costs for Implementing Construction in the National Park
Service (for facilities and interpretive media)

GROSS CONSTRUCTION COST

Construction Supervision 8% (net)

Construction Contingencies 10% (net)
TOTAL PROJECT COST

Pre-Design Services 5% (net)

Supplemental Services 2% (net)

Design Services 10% (net)
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FACILITIES AND OPERATIONS— Major Laws, Regulations, and Policies
BOUNDARY MODIFICATIONS—ALL National Parks and Recreation Act, November 1978, 16 USC 1.
ALTERNATIVES Public Law 101- 628, Section 1216 (1990)

National Park Service Management Policies (2001)
25 USC (Indians)

Mission Goal:

M. An adequate land base and agreements ensure
visitor access and administration.

Special Legislation

Facilities and Operations—Boundary Modifications—Alternatives

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE B: ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Continue Existing Management Focus on NPS Land Emphasize Partnerships
Headquarters Unit. Headquarters Unit. _ _ Headquarters Unit.

Review and revise Memorandum of See_k transfer of headquarters unit from Navajo Same as Alternative B.

Understanding with Navajo Nation regarding Nation to NPS by purchase or exchange only with

land at headquarters to reflect current agreement and endorsement by Navajo Nation.

interests and concerns.

Access over Tribal Land. Access over Tribal Land. Access over Tribal Land.

Develop agreements with Navajo Nation Develop agreements similar to Alternative A: Develop agreements or conservation easements:
and/or local governments to ensure visitor o  Betatakin—routes for visitors and o  Betatakin—routes for visitors and

and administrative access to backcountry administration. administration.

sites while minimizing intrusion to local
grazing permit holders, other archeological
sites, and allowing NPS maintenance.

e Betatakin—routes for visitors and
administration.

e Keet Seel—routes for visitors and
administration, primitive campground.

e Inscription House—routes for
administration.

e Keet Seel—routes for visitors and e Keet Seel—routes for visitors and
administration. administration, primitive campground, guided

e Inscription House—routes for visitors and visitor staging area.

administration. e Inscription House—routes for visitors and
administration, explore partnership with Navajo
Park and Recreation Department to develop
parking and access to Inscription House.

Resource Protection.

Seek agreements or conservation easements for
protection of cultural resources on adjacent tribal
lands and to provide a buffer to sensitive monument
resources.

Proposed addition of headquarters unit. The proposed addition of the headquarters unit in Alternatives B and C is considered a boundary
adjustment, and subject to specific criteria are used by the National Park Service found in Appendix E: Proposed Boundary Adjustment. While
transferring this 240-acre unit to the NPS is recommended, it would only be sought if it was endorsed by the Navajo Nation. If agreed to, legislation
would be required for authorizing the addition. If it is not transferred, Alternatives B or C could still be implemented.
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FACILITIES AND OPERATIONS—STAFF—

ALL ALTERNATIVES

Mission Goal:

N. Recruit and retain local American Indian
employees to provide broader perspectives on
management and enrich visitor understanding.

Facilities And Operations—Staff—ALL ALTERNATIVES

ALTERNATIVE A: NO ACTION
Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS Land

ALTERNATIVE C: PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

Recruitment.

Continue to recruit local employees and provide

training and incentives to remain.

Staff Size.
e 11 permanent jobs
e 11 seasonal jobs

Estimated Annual Operating Cost.

e $750,000
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Recruitment.

Same as Alternative A, plus when filling new
additional positions, seek to supplement staff with
Hopi, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni tribal members.

Staff Size.

e 16 permanent jobs

e 14-16 seasonal jobs
Additional Staff Positions.

e Law enforcement ranger

e  Administrative clerk

e Seasonal interpretive rangers
e  Seasonal resource technicians
e Seasonal maintenance worker
New Staff Positions.

e Interpretive ranger

e Park resource manager

e Natural resource specialist

e Preservation specialist

e  Curator (shared position)

Estimated Annual Operating Cost.

e $1,140,000

Recruitment.

Same as Alternative B, plus recruit diverse
student interns, partners, volunteers.

Staff Size.

e 16 permanent jobs

e 15-17 seasonal jobs
Additional Staff Positions.

e Law enforcement ranger

e Administrative clerk

e Seasonal interpretive rangers
e Seasonal resource technicians
e  Seasonal maintenance worker
New Staff Positions.

e Management assistant to develop
partnerships

e Park resource manager

e Natural resource specialist
e Preservation specialist

e  Curator (shared position)

Estimated Annual Operating Cost.
e $1,190,000



Summary of Alternatives

THE PLAN

ALTERNATIVE A: ALTERNATIVE B: ALTERNATIVE C:
Topic NO ACTION i PREFERRED
. L Focus on NPS LAND . .
Continue Existing Management Emphasize Partnerships
e Protect for future generations Same as Alternative A, plus Same as Alternative A, plus
e  Consult with tribes additional NPS ranger patrol to additional NPS ranger patrol to
. . prevent vandalism prevent vandalism
e Repatriate artifacts through ) ) )
CULTURAL NAGPRA Improve on-site care of artifacts Seek agreements and partnerships
RESOURCES to prevent vandalism
Improve on-site care of artifacts,
provide holding space for tribes,
and consolidate most of collection
at WACC or MNA
e Enable natural systems, promote Same as Alternative A, with Same as Alternative A, plus
NATURAL native species, protect threatened additional NPS natural resource additional NPS natural resource
RESOURCES and endangered species, encourage staff to accomplish goals staff and partnerships to

appropriate scientific research

accomplish goals

ETHNOGRAPHIC

Same as for cultural and natural
resources above

Access for traditional cultural

Same as Alternative A

Same as Alternative A

RESOURCES purposes will continue through the

issuance of special use permits
when necessary

e Broaden interpretive stories, consult Broaden interpretive stories, Broaden interpretive stories, consult
tribes consult tribes tribes

e  Maintain visitor center and rim trails Remodel or expand visitor center, Remodel visitor center, new

e Maintain camping and picnicking new exhibits and AV, greatly exhibits and AV, expand rim trails,

FRONT COUNTRY expand rim trails, improve improve opportunities for people
VISITOR opportunities for people with with disabilities, expand

EXPERIENCE AND
UNDERSTANDING

disabilities, expand opportunities
for youth

Additional NPS interpretive staff
Maintain camping and picnicking,
improve accessibility

opportunities for youth

Involve tribes in interpretive
programs, skills demonstrations,
special events

Maintain camping and picnicking,
improve accessibility
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Topic

ALTERNATIVE A:
NO ACTION

Continue Existing Management

ALTERNATIVE B:
Focus on NPS LAND

ALTERNATIVE C:
PREFERRED
Emphasize Partnerships

BACKCOUNTRY
VISITOR
EXPERIENCE AND
UNDERSTANDING

Protect remoteness with
Backcountry Management Plan
Continue limited guided NPS tours to
Betatakin via Tsegi Point (cross-
canyon trail remains closed because
of rockfall hazard)

Continue limited Keet Seel permits
Inscription House remains closed

Protect remoteness with
Backcountry Management Plan

More flexible Betatakin tours,
more per day, extend season.
Access via Tsegi Point (cross-
canyon trail remains closed
because of rockfall hazard)

Extend season for Keet Seel
permits, close alcove to visitors to
protect ancient village

Begin limited Inscription House
tours by NPS

Protect remoteness with
Backcountry Management Plan,
pursue joint visitor opportunities
and access plan with the Navajo
Parks and Recreation Department,
and by developing partnerships

More guided tours to Betatakin per
day (NPS or partner), extend
season. Access via Tsegi Point
(cross-canyon trail remains closed
because of rockfall hazard)
Extend season for Keet Seel
permits, continue limited guided
tours within alcove

Begin limited Inscription House
tours by NPS or partners

PARTNERSHIPS

Consult with associated tribes as
needed, government to government

Consult regularly with individual
associated tribes, government to
government

Establish American Indian
consultation committee

Consult regularly with individual
associated tribes, government to
government

Establish a formal American Indian
consultation committee

Seek agreements for a wide variety
of activities, including student
interns, resource protection, guided
tours, educational outreach,
universities, research, craft
demonstrations, etc.
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ALTERNATIVE A: ALTERNATIVE B: ALTERNATIVE C:
Topic NO ACTION i PREFERRED
. - Focus on NPS LAND . .
Continue Existing Management Emphasize Partnerships
e Maintain existing visitor center Remodel or expand VC (5,000— Remodel VC (5,000 SF), new
(5,000 SF) 6,000 SF), new exhibits and AV exhibits and AV programs
e Maintain front country trails (1.5 programs Increase front country trails (to four
miles) Increase front country trails (to 5 miles)
e Maintain campground, picnic area or 6 miles) Maintain campground, picnic area
e Maintain limited administrative space Maintain campground, picnic area Build a ranger station at Inscription
and inadequate curatorial space in Build a ranger station at Inscription House
visitor center House Keet Seel campground remains
e Maintain maintenance area Relocate Keet Seel campground outside boundary
FACILITIES e Maintain seven housing structures into NPS boundary Build new administration building
(for seven employees) Build new administration building 3,000 SF
e  Maintain utilities 3,500 SF Build curatorial storage 1,500 SF
Build curatorial storage 1,000 SF Expand maintenance with fire
Expand maintenance with fire cache, four shop bays, covered
cache, four shop bays, covered parking
parking Expand NPS housing to nine
Expand NPS housing to nine structures (for thirteen employees)
structures (for thirteen employees) plus trailer pads for volunteers and
Rehabilitate utilities researchers
Rehabilitate utilities
e Review and revise headquarters Seek transfer of headquarters unit Seek transfer of headquarters unit
land agreement with Navajo Nation from Navajo Nation to NPS from Navajo Nation to NPS
BOUNDARY e Seek agreements for access to Seek agreements for access to Seek agreements or conservation

MODIFICATIONS

remote sites

remote sites

easements for protection of
adjacent cultural resource, ensure
access for visitors and
administration, and provide a buffer

STAFF

Eleven permanent
Eleven seasonal

Sixteen permanent (including new
law enforcement ranger,
interpretive ranger, preservation
specialist, curator)

Fourteen to sixteen seasonal

Sixteen permanent (including new
law enforcement ranger,
management assistant to develop
partnerships, preservation
specialist, curator)

Fifteen to seventeen seasonal
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ANNUAL OPERATING $750,000 $1,140,000 $1,190,000
COST
TOTAL AVERAGE $2,250,000 $7.0 million $6.1 million
CONSTRUCTION
COST (NET)
LAND PROTECTION None HQ unit—purchase or exchange HQ unit—purchase or exchange
COST Conservation easements
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED AND
DISMISSED

During scoping and consultation with the Navajo Nation,
the idea of returning all lands to the Navajo Nation for
protection and management by appropriate tribal agencies
was brought up. In the 1900s when the Monument was set
aside, the Navajo Tribe did not have the capability to do so;
today, the Navajo Nation does. De- authorization would
require an act of Congress, and the first steps include a

detailed feasibility study and a tribal resolution. During the
planning period and consultations, no detailed proposals or
resolutions came forward from the tribe. The NPS does not
think this is likely to happen within the 15- 20 year time
frame of the plan. The NPS will proceed to manage the
monument with the guidance of this plan. In the meantime,
the Navajo Nation could pursue the feasibility and other
steps to move in this direction if their interest is strong in
this idea.






AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

INTRODUCTION

The “Affected Environment” describes the existing
environment in and around Navajo National Monument.
The focus of this section is the key park resources, uses, and
socioeconomic conditions that have the potential to be
affected by the alternatives should they be implemented.
Some topics must be considered in environmental impact
statements, such as threatened and endangered species.

IMPACT TOPICS CONSIDERED IN THIS
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Cultural Resources

The 1966 National Historic Preservation Act, as amended,
and 36 CFR 800 require federal agencies to consider the
effect of their undertakings on properties listed or eligible
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. The
National Environmental Policy Act also requires evaluation
of project effects on the human environment. Navajo
National Monument is listed on the national register.
Significant archeological resources may exist within the
monument. Cultural resources are addressed as an impact
topic in this document. Cultural resource topics analyzed
include:

e Historic Structures
e Archeological Resources
o Ethnographic Resources
e Museum Collection

NATURAL RESOURCES

WATER RESOURCES, WETLANDS, AND
FLOODPLAINS.

National Park Service policies require protection of water
quality consistent with the Clean Water Act (1948 and as
amended in 1956, 1972, and 1977), a national policy to restore
and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity
of the nation’s waters and to prevent, control, and abate
water pollution. Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
authorizes the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to prohibit or
regulate, through a permitting process, discharge of dredged
or fill material into U.S. waters.

Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, requires
federal agencies to avoid, where possible, impacts on wetlands.
Proposed actions that have the potential to adversely impact
wetlands must be addressed in a statement of findings.
Jurisdictional wetlands occur in and nearby all three units of
Navajo National Monument.

Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, requires all
federal agencies to avoid construction within the 100- year
floodplain unless no other practical alternative exists. Certain
construction within a 100- year floodplain requires
preparation of a statement of findings. Floodplains exist
within and nearby all three units of Navajo National
Monument.

Because water resources, wetlands, and floodplains could be
affected by implementation of any of the action alternatives,
water resources will be addressed as an impact topic.



AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

BIOTIC COMMUNITIES (VEGETATION, SOILS, AND
WILDLIFE)

The National Environmental Policy Act (1969) calls for an
examination of the impacts on all components of affected
ecosystems. National Park Service policy is to maintain all
the components and processes of naturally evolving
ecosystems, including the natural abundance, diversity, and
ecological integrity of plants and animals (National Park
Service Management Policies, 2001). Because biotic
communities could be affected by implementation of any of
the action alternatives, biotic communities will be addressed
as an impact topic.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

The Endangered Species Act (1973) requires an examination
of impacts on all federally listed threatened or endangered
species. National Park Service policy also requires
examination of the impacts on federal candidate species, as
well as state- listed threatened, endangered, candidate, rare,
declining, and sensitive species.

Because threatened, endangered, candidate, rare, declining,
and sensitive species could be affected by any of the action
alternatives, listed species and other species of concern will be
addressed as an impact topic.

Visitor Understanding And Experience

Providing visitor experiences for understanding the
resources is a key mission of the National Park Service. The
alternatives could appreciably affect the experiences of the
visitors and the interpretation of resources, and therefore
the impacts will be analyzed.
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Remoteness

Remoteness is an important value at Navajo National
Monument, identified in the mission statement, significance
of the monument, and mission goals. Because the
alternatives vary in how they would affect remoteness, the
impacts will be analyzed. The components include:

e Natural Soundscapes
e Lightscapes
e Scenic Vistas

Socioeconomic Environment

The monument is an important part of the local economy.
There are direct and indirect effects of employment,
construction, and visitor spending. The alternatives vary in
their potential effects on the local economy and jobs, and
these impacts will be analyzed.

Monument Operations

The alternatives have various effects on the infrastructure
and staff of Navajo National Monument, and these impacts
will be analyzed.

IMPACT TOPICS CONSIDERED BUT NOT
ANALYZED IN DETAIL

Natural Resources

AIR QUALITY

Section 118 of the 1963 Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401 et seq.)
requires a National Park Service unit to meet all federal,
state, and local air pollution standards. Navajo National
Monument is designated as a Class II air quality area under



the Clean Air Act, as amended. A Class II designation allows
moderate deterioration of air quality within national
ambient air quality standards. The Clean Air Act also
provides that the federal land manager has an affirmative
responsibility to protect air quality- related values (including
visibility, plants, animals, soils, water quality, cultural
resources, and visitor health) from adverse pollution
impacts.

Air quality in Navajo National Monument is affected by a
variety of internal and external air pollution sources.
Internal air pollution primarily originates from such sources
as vehicle emissions, furnaces, boilers, woodstoves, and
campfires, and is influenced by a variety of factors such as
humidity, precipitation, and temperature inversions.
Because air pollution generated by such sources would exist
into the future with anticipated emission levels remaining
relatively similar to existing levels, implementation of any of
the proposed alternatives is anticipated to have negligible,
long- term, direct, indirect or cumulative impacts on the
monument’s overall air quality.

Local air quality would be temporarily affected by dust and
construction vehicle emissions during construction. Hauling
material and operating equipment during the construction
period would result in increased vehicle exhaust and
emissions. Emissions—CO, NO_, and SO,—would generally
disperse fairly quickly from the project area(s) because air
flow is good and air stagnation seldom occurs. To mitigate
the impacts of increased vehicle emissions, idling of
construction vehicles would be limited. Fugitive dust plumes
from construction equipment would also intermittently
increase airborne particulates near the project site. To
partially mitigate these effects, dust suppressant materials,
chemical stabilizing agents, or other reasonably available
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control measures would be applied. Overall, construction
related impacts upon air quality would be adverse, but
short- term and negligible.

External pollution sources are primarily sulfates, which
contribute foremost to the haze at the monument. The haze
is particularly noticeable during the summer months, before
the onset of the monsoon season in August. Sulfates are
carried into the monument from major industrial and mining
centers to the south and west, from power plants to the east
and west, as well as from metropolitan southern California
and Arizona. The long distance transport of pollutants,
which would be unaffected by any of the alternatives and any
reasonably foreseeable future actions, would exist into the
future with anticipated emission levels remaining relatively
similar to existing levels. The National Park Service has very
little direct control over air quality within the airshed
encompassing the monument, but will cooperate with the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) and
the Environmental Protection Agency, as necessary, to
monitor air quality and ensure that the monument’s overall
air quality and visibility conditions remain good.

Because (1) degradation of local air quality due to
construction activities and emissions would be short term,
lasting only as long as construction, and negligible; and (2)
any long- term, adverse impacts that implementation of any
of the alternatives would have on the air quality of either
Navajo National Monument or the region, are negligible, air
quality was dismissed as an impact topic.

GEOLOGY

Navajo National Monument is on a portion of the Colorado
Plateau where uplift and erosion have carved deeply incised
canyons into layers of sandstone. The monument is found
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within Tsegi Canyon and Shonto Plateau (or Navajo
Mountain Drainage), and is located on the Organ Rock
Monocline. This is an uplift that follows Highway 160, which
is in a long valley between the Shonto Plateau and Black
Mesa. The three units of the monument incorporate six
geologic layers. The top layers are Navajo Sandstone and the
Kayenta Formation; this is where the alcoves are formed.
The other four layers include Wingate Sandstone,
Churchrock Member, Owl Rock Member, and Petrified
Forest Member. There are three layers of alluvial deposition
in Tsegi Canyon; the oldest being Jeddito Formation, Tsegi
Formation, and the youngest is the Naha Formation (1450—
1880).

The first detailed report on the geology of Tsegi Canyon
drainage was written in 1945. This report incorporated a
discussion of the episodes of alluvial deposition and erosion
and their relationship to the pre- Columbian and historic
occupations. Other studies over the years have looked at
geomorphology of the region, in particular, the acceleration
of arroyo cutting. There is controversy over the reason for
the deposition and erosion cycles, but climate change and
human activities are two known contributors. A small
collection of geological (ten specimens) and two
paleontological specimens are housed in the monument's
museum collection. A dinosaur footprint was brought in
from a quarry and placed on a trail near the visitor center for
interpretive purposes. No other paleontological research has
been done within the monument boundaries.

Sandstone and shale compose most of the local geologic
bedrock at the monument. The canyons, cliffs, and alcoves
can be unpredictable with regards to rockfall. Sandstone can
become very fragile, depending on precipitation, infiltration,
and freeze/thaw cycles. Whether rockfall is related to other
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human causes is still not understood. The geology has not
been appreciably altered as a result of past monument
activities, and because none of the action alternatives would
appreciably impact underlying geological formations and
would not involve direct impacts to unique or important
geological resources, adverse effects would be negligible.
Thus, the topic of geology will not be addressed as an impact
topic in this document.

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLAND

In August 1980, the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) directed that federal agencies must assess the effects
of their actions on farmland soils classified by the U.S.
Department of Agriculture's Natural Resource Conservation
Service as prime or unique. Prime or unique farmland is
defined as soil that particularly produces general crops such
as common foods, forage, fiber, and oil seed; unique
farmland produces specialty crops such as fruits, vegetables,
and nuts. According to the Natural Resource Conservation
Service, the soils predominantly composing Navajo National
Monument are useful primarily for rangeland and wildlife
habitat and are not classified as prime or unique farmland.
Thus, the topic of prime and unique farmland will not be
addressed as an impact topic in this document.

Socioeconomic Environment
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

According to the Environmental Protection Agency,
environmental justice is the fair treatment and meaningful
involvement of all people, regardless of race, color, national
origin, or income, with respect to the development,
implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws,
regulations, and policies. Fair treatment means that no group
of people, including a racial, ethnic, or socioeconomic



group, should bear a disproportionate share of the negative
environmental consequences resulting from industrial,
municipal, and commercial operations or the execution of
federal, state, local, and tribal programs and policies.

Presidential Executive Order 12898, "General Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low- Income Populations," requires all federal agencies to
incorporate environmental justice into their missions by
identifying and addressing the disproportionately high
and/or adverse human health or environmental effects of
their programs and policies on minorities and low- income
populations and communities. Because the proposed action
would not have health or environmental effects on
minorities or low- income populations or communities as
defined in the Environmental Protection Agency's Draft
Environmental Justice Guidance (July 1996), and Navajo
National Monument will continue to regularly consult with
traditionally affiliated American Indians to ensure that this
remains the case, environmental justice was dismissed as an
impact topic.
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Cultural Resources

ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES, STRUCTURES, AND
CULTURAL LANDSCAPES

The three units of Navajo National Monument—Betatakin,
Inscription House, and Keet Seel—were surveyed for
archeological resources during 1988. A total of 53 sites and 88
isolated finds were recorded and are listed on Table 2.1:
Archeological Resources.

The range of recorded archeological resources includes the
well- known villages of Betatakin, Inscription House, and
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Keet Seel, which represent some of the best preserved
examples of pre- contact Pueblo communities, as well as the
lesser known pre- contact structures of Turkey Cave, Snake
House, Owl House, and Kiva Cave; various petroglyphs,
pictographs, and inscriptions; a multitude of small, open
pre- contact sites that reflect seasonal occupation and use;
and a variety of Navajo sites related to domestic, ceremonial,
and livestock management activities.

The Navajo Nation land, about 245 acres on the mesa top
above Betatakin, was set aside in 1962 for Navajo National
Monument’s administrative and residential needs. This
parcel, which contains the visitor center, the campground,
the maintenance facility, and the residential area, has more
than 30 pre- contact and historic sites. Though many of these
sites have been impacted by the construction of buildings,
roads, parking areas, and the installation of utility lines, most
retain at least some archeological value. As this area
continues to be developed, there is a high potential for the
discovery of additional sites. In pre- Columbian times, the
area was likely the scene of seasonal subsistence activities,
such as the gathering of wood, hunting small game, and
foraging of plants such as the pifion nut, a high bulk food
that could have been stored for several years. Historically,
the area was the scene of early NPS development and
activities.

Several of the sites recorded during the survey are also listed
on Navajo National Monument’s List of Classified Structures
(LCS), as shown on Table 2.2: List of Classified Structures.

Three other historic structures—a ramada and ranger station
and the maintenance headquarters, which date from the
early development of the monument during the 1930s and
1940s—also appear on the List of Classified Structures. None
of the aforementioned structures have been evaluated
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individually for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places, however, the pre- contact structures on the List of
Classified Structures were identified as contributing
elements in the National Register nomination prepared in
1988 for Navajo National Monument (Betatakin, Inscription
House, and Keet Seel).

Navajo National Monument’s visitor center and
campground comfort station, which are not on the List
of Classified Structures, were constructed during the
National Park Service’s Mission 66 era (1956-1966), a
design and construction program intended to revitalize
the nation’s national parks through a ten- year program
of capital investment. The Mission 66 Review Board for
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the National Park Service’s Intermountain Region has
determined that the visitor center, comfort station, and
four Mission 66 houses lack the significance and
integrity to be listed in the National Register.

Table 2.1: Archeological Resources

Unit Sites Isolated Finds
Headquarters 30 3
Betatakin 10 67
Inscription House 6 5
Keet Seel 7 13
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Table 2.2: List of Classified Structures

SITE NAME LCS # DESCRIPTION ERA

Multistory pueblo of more than 70 rooms, exhibiting stone masonry,
Inscription House 01162 | adobe brick, and jacal construction. Site consists of living rooms, storage Pre-contact
rooms, ceremonial rooms (kivas), and courtyards.

Multistory pueblo of more than 130 rooms, exhibiting stone masonry,
Betatakin 01161 adobe brick, and jacal construction. Site consists of living rooms, storage Pre-contact
rooms, ceremonial rooms (kivas), and courtyards.

Multistory pueblo of more than 150 rooms, exhibiting stone masonry,
Keet Seel 01163 | adobe brick, and jacal construction. Site consists of living rooms, storage Pre-contact
rooms, ceremonial rooms (kivas), and courtyards.

Alcove containing remnants of two groups of structures and variety of

Turkey Cave 09511 1 hictographs, petroglyphs, and inscriptions.

Pre-contact

Kiva Cave 12116 Semi-subterranean kiva with small associated ceremonial annex. Pre-contact

Dual alcoves containing remnants of two structures and associated

Owl House 09512 : . - Pre-contact
pictographs, petroglyphs, and inscriptions.
Snake House 09513 Single-story, Ime_ar puet_)Io composed of four structur_es, vv_|th_ as many as Pre-contact
19 rooms. Associated pictographs, petroglyphs, and inscriptions.
Navajo Hogan 65599 Remnants of axe-cut leaners from conical, fork-sticked structure. Historic
Navajo Conical, fork-sticked structure with earthen veneer, two stacks of L
65595 : Historic
Sweathouse limestone slabs, and wood chop area.
Probably associated with the first visitor contact station and residence,
Ramada 65596 | which were the first permanent buildings in the Monument. Historic
Representative of Navajo pole-type ramada construction.
One of the first permanent historic buildings in the Monument. It
Ranger Station 65597 represents New Deal era federal relief programs and was constructed by Historic
Navajo Civilian Conservation Corps members.
Maintenance Built at the same time as the first ranger station, and thus one of the first L
65598 - o Historic
Headquarters permanent buildings within the Monument.

71



AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

These structures and others, including roads and trails, may
be contributing elements of cultural landscapes. According to
the National Park Service’s Cultural Resource Management
Guideline (DO- 28), a cultural landscape is

... areflection of human adaptation and use of natural
resources and is often expressed in the way land is
organized and divided, patterns of settlement, land use,
systems of circulation, and the types of structures that are
built. The character of a cultural landscape is defined
both by physical materials, such as roads, buildings,
walls, and vegetation, and by use reflecting cultural
values and traditions.

Thus, cultural landscapes are the result of the long
interaction between man and the land, the influence of
human beliefs and actions over time upon the natural
landscape. Shaped through time by historical land use and
management practices, as well as by politics and property
laws, levels of technology, and economic conditions, cultural
landscapes provide a living record of an area’s past, a visual
chronicle of its history. The dynamic nature of modern
human life, however, contributes to the continual reshaping
of cultural landscapes; making them a good source of
information about specific times and places, but at the same
time rendering their long- term preservation a challenge.

None of the landscapes at Navajo National Monument have
been formally evaluated for listing in the National Register.
However, landscapes associated with Betatakin, Inscription
House, and Keet Seel fit the definition of ethnographic
landscapes—landscapes associated with contemporary
groups that are typically used or valued in traditional ways.
The monument may also contain historic vernacular
landscapes, which illustrate peoples’ values and attitudes
toward the land and reflect patterns of settlement, use, and

72

development over time. In addition, the headquarters unit,
consisting of administrative and residential areas, visitor
center, and campground, may fit the criteria of a historic
designed landscape.

ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES

National Park Service guidelines define ethnographic
resources as “...variations of natural and standard cultural
resource types. They are subsistence and ceremonial locales
and sites, structures, objects, and rural and urban landscapes
assigned cultural significance by traditional users. The
decision to call resources ‘ethnographic’ depends on
whether associated peoples perceive them as traditionally
meaningful to their identity and as a group and the survival
of their lifeways. When natural resources acquire meaning
according to the different cultural constructs of a particular
group, they become ethnographic and thus cultural
resources as well” (Cultural Resource Management Guideline
Director’s Order 28, 1998).

National Park Service guidelines and policies outline the
agency’s commitment to the culturally informed
management of ethnographic resources. National Park
Service policies require that planning efforts include
consultation with the communities traditionally associated
with park lands and resources in an effort to identify
ethnographic resources and the appropriate management
strategies for them (see National Park Service Management
Policies, 2001, 5.1.3.2, 5.3.5.2.6, 5.3.5.3, and Cultural Resource
Management Guideline Director’s Order 28, 1998).

In addition to National Park Service policies, the National
Environmental Policy Act requires analysis of effects of
those agency activities requiring an environmental impact
statement on all aspects of the human environment,



including its cultural aspects (Council on Environmental
Quality’s NEPA regulations, Sections 1508.8 and 1508.14).
When those cultural aspects of the human environment are
“properties of religious and cultural importance to an Indian
tribe ... that may be determined to be eligible for inclusion
on the National Register” the National Historic Preservation
Act also requires tribal consultation to identify such
properties (National Historic Preservation Act (1966) as
amended, Section 101 (d) (6) (A). Executive Order No. 13175,
65 Fed. Reg. 67249 (2000) (Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments) requires each executive
agency to “have an accountable process to ensure
meaningful and timely input by tribal officials in the
development of regulatory policies that have tribal
implications.”

While no specific efforts have yet been initiated to identify
ethnographic resources at Navajo National Monument, an
ethnographic study of the traditional history of the
monument and one of the cultural affiliations between
contemporary communities and the monument are under
way. When completed, these studies will contribute to an
understanding of the specific resources to which
traditionally associated communities attach particular
cultural significance. “Traditionally associated”
communities are considered those to whom park lands and
resources play an integral role in the ongoing cultural
identity of the group, who have been associated with park
lands and resources for at least two generations, and whose
relationship to park lands and resources predate the
establishment of the park unit (see National Park Service
Management Policies, 2001, §.3.5.3). In addition to
ethnographic studies, the park has undertaken numerous
consultations with many of these associated American
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Indian communities, including specifically for the purposes
of this General Management Plan.

Through these consultations, the general management plan
planning process has included consideration of
ethnographic resources and has designed alternatives so as
to avoid negative effects to them. In addition, future
consultations for the purposes of identifying traditional
cultural properties in the process of National Historic
Preservation Act (36 CFR Part 800) compliance for
individual undertakings, even after finalization of the
general management plan, will help to ensure that negative
effects to ethnographic resources are avoided.

Although not all ethnographic resources in Navajo National
Monument have been identified, consultation, preliminary
results of ethnographic studies, and a great deal of
ethnographic literature suggest certain categories of
resources to which associated tribes attach cultural
significance. It should be noted that ethnographic research
and consultations have focused primarily on Hopi, Navajo,
and Zuni associations with the monument area. While
various Paiute tribes also have historical associations with
the area, the resources to which they attach cultural
significance are less well known than for the other three
tribes. It should also be noted that although the GMP is
concerned with planning for and management of resources
within park boundaries, in general, Navajo National
Monument can be considered a part of a much larger
cultural landscape to which all associated tribes ascribe
historical and ceremonial significance. In that sense, Navajo
National Monument lands and resources as a whole can be
said to have “ethnographic value” in relation to the larger
region of which they are a part (see Norcini et al., 2001).
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Ethnographic research and consultations undertaken to date
have indicated that all archeological sites and pre- contact
structures, especially the large cliff dwellings of Betatakin,
Keet Seel, and Inscription House, as well as Turkey Cave,
Owl House, and Snake House, and any sites containing
human remains, are ethnographic resources and require
special management considerations. Additional
ethnographic resources identified through studies and
consultations include various plant and animal species,
springs, such as the one in Betatakin Canyon, and possibly
other physiographic features. Additional historic cultural
resources, such as the hogan, sweathouse and ramada, and
trails, may also have ethnographic value to the residents of
the Navajo community that has been part of the Navajo
National Monument landscape since before the monument’s
designation. Identification of specific ethnographic
resources and the larger context of which they are a part will
have to wait for the completion of ongoing ethnographic
studies based on reviews of ethnographic literature and
consultations with knowledgeable tribal representatives. In
the meantime, however, continued formal consultations
with park- associated tribes throughout the completion and
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implementation of this GMP and during the planning of
future management activities will help ensure the culturally
appropriate management of the monument’s ethnographic
resources.

MUSEUM COLLECTIONS

Museum collections (pre- contact and historic objects,
natural history specimens, artifacts, works of art, and
archival and manuscript material) are important not only in
their own right but also for the information they provide
about processes, events, and interactions among people and
the environment. More than 100,000 objects and articles
make up the Navajo National Monument museum
collection, and about 50 percent of the collection has been
cataloged. The collection is classified by the categories
shown on Table 2.3: Museum Collections.

Navajo National Monument does not have an appropriate
museum collection storage facility. Significant portions of
the collection are housed in various facilities, including the
closet of the monument’s administrative building, the
National Park Service’s Western Archeological Conservation
Center, and several other known institutions.
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Table 2.3: Museum Collections

CATEGORY | # OF OBJECTS | # CATALOGED GENERAL DESCRIPTION
Primarily objects excavated from Keet Seel, Inscription House, and Betatakin during the
Archeology 78,072 46,792 1930s and 19605,
Ethnology 277 277 Navajo rugs, weaving implements, jewelry, and pottery.
History 374 374 Historic artifacts; saddle, wagon, and metal pot.
. Historic photographs and negatives, correspondence, documents, memos,
Archives 34,685 7,966 photographs, and field notes.
Biology 1,437 37 Herbarium (vascular plants, mosses, etc.), insects, and animal bones.
Paleontology 0 0 Fossil specimens
Geology 1 Rock and mineral specimens

=2z
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Natural Resources

WATER RESOURCES, WETLANDS, AND
FLOODPLAINS

Water resources at Navajo National Monument are not well
studied or documented. A water resources report briefly
described the local hydrology and possible groundwater
problems at the monument due to water withdrawal by coal
mining operations on nearby Black Mesa. Despite this lack
of information, the monument can be described as part of
the Colorado Plateau Region, where water, despite its rarity,
is the mainstay of life and the center of activity for humans,
wildlife, and diverse plant species. At Navajo National
Monument, water is found mostly as an ephemeral,
intermittent, or year- round seep, spring, or stream, either in
the sandstone walls and alcoves or in the riparian valleys and
arroyos.

Itis believed that historically the water table was much
higher all over the Southwest region. Some researchers
believe that the drop in groundwater levels is somehow
connected to the overall increase in erosion and arroyo
cutting throughout the region. Many factors most likely
affected water levels, including climatic changes, extensive
grazing, farming, and increased human occupation.
Presently, the ability to measure the hydrology of seeps and
springs accurately over the long term is a complex, if not
impossible task. Hydrologic models for measuring stream
flows and groundwater levels are much more dependable,
but have not been implemented at the monument. Only
qualitative observations by maintenance personnel suggest
that water depth in the monument's well continues to get
lower, and at this point in time, the causes are unknown.

Both the Keet Seel and Inscription House units are located
alongside a year- round stream within an active floodplain.
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Both stream channels are experiencing active arroyo cutting
and erosion, and stream bank instability. Betatakin does not
have any aboveground water flowing along the old
floodplain, but the water table is not too far removed from
the surface. All three units, however, can experience flood
events due to monsoonal rain events. These events are
usually minor and short lived, but could affect visitor safety.
Although there are no floodplain maps available for the
monument, it is assumed that some portion the stream
arroyos near Keet Seel and Inscription House in which
visitor would hike would be in the regulatory floodplain and
subject to the NPS Floodplain Management Guideline (1993).
Betatakin visitors never actually cross or get close to the
stream bed and are not likely to be hiking within the
regulatory floodplain. Other nearby facilities such as
composting toilets at Keet Seel and Betatakin, and the Keet
Seel ranger station, picinic area, and backcountry camping
area substantially higher that the arroyo and not likely to be
within the regulatory floodplain.

BIOTIC COMMUNITIES (VEGETATION, SOILS, AND
WILDLIFE)

Navajo National Monument is located in the Colorado
Plateau region, which lies in the zone of arid- temperate
climates in North America. This type of climate is
characterized by periods of drought and irregular
precipitation, relatively warm to hot growing seasons, and
long winters with sustained periods of freezing
temperatures. Winters are dominated by Pacific region
storm patterns, while summers are dominated on the
southern portions of the plateau by monsoonal moisture
from the Gulf of Mexico. Orographic effects control local
climates on the central portions of the Colorado Plateau.
Evapotranspiration rates are extremely high for a temperate



region, resulting from hot summers and extremely low
precipitation (100—250 mm/yr in most locations).

Vegetation

The vegetation is characterized by low, open woodlands of
drought- adapted conifers at higher elevations and extensive
areas of drought- tolerant shrubs and grasses at lower
elevations. At the highest elevations, significant communities
of Ponderosa Pine, mixed conifer, and subalpine forests
occur. Due to freezing temperatures in the winter, large
succulents that characterize subtropical and warm-
temperate regions are lacking. The most widespread
alliances are pifion- juniper woodlands; big sagebrush,
blackbrush, four- wing saltbush, and sand- shrub
shrublands; Fremont Cottonwood, tamarisk, and coyote
willow riparian forests and shrublands; and galleta and blue
grama grasslands. Scattered throughout, there are areas of
local unusual or in some cases unique vegetation, including
hanging gardens (lush natural plant communities clinging to
alcoves and seeps), spring- supported deciduous woodlands,
and mat shrub and forb- dominated vegetation on badlands
of clay and gypsum.

Checklists along with information on plant communities,
microhabitat relationships, and population dynamics have
been published for the overall region. Relatively little is
known about indigenous annual plants, microbiotic crust
communities, and exotic plants at the monument. Floristic
and vegetation work has been conducted since the 1930s in
Betatakin Canyon. The monument's herbarium, with plant
specimens collected mainly in the 1930s and 1960s, contains
more than 500 specimens. The natural resources of the
Betatakin unit include deeply incised canyon walls of Navajo
sandstone, enormous alcoves and rock shelters, the relict
forest community with its micro- and macro- habitats,
plants utilized for traditional American Indian cultural

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

practices, slick rock soil islands, hanging gardens, pack rat
middens, natural seeps and springs, and the greatest
biological diversity within Navajo National Monument.

The unique "relic aspen forest" of Betatakin Canyon, and its
associated natural springs constitute one of most significant
natural resources at Navajo National Monument. This relic
forest is composed of aspen, Douglas- fir, white fire, red-
osier dogwood, water birch, chokecherry, box elder,
horsetail, and others. Betatakin Canyon exhibits more than
twice as many plant species when compared with the rest of
the monument lands. Scholars believe that Betatakin
Canyon, the cliffs, cave, seeps and springs, upper forest,
riparian area, and the associated flora and fauna were
essentially the same then (A.D. 1200) as now, except for
minor changes wrought by the natural processes of erosion,
biotic modifications, and human activities.

The flora of Keet Seel and Inscription House units is not well
known. The natural resources of the Keet Seel Unit include
pinon, juniper, and oak communities, springs and seeps,
riparian habitats, severely eroded alluvial terraces, deeply
incised canyon walls of Navajo sandstone, slick rock soil
islands, and alcoves. The natural resources of the Inscription
House unit include pifion, juniper communities, planted
cottonwoods, springs and seeps, riparian habitats, severely
eroded alluvial terraces, canyon walls of Navajo sandstone,
and alcoves.

Soils

Soil surveys have not been completed for Navajo National
Monument, but the surrounding Navajo Nation lands are
classified as Sheppard- Rock outcrop association. The
Sheppard soils have textures ranging from loamy fine sand to
sand and are found predominantly on 2 to 5 percent slopes
and at depths up to 60 inches. These soils are subject to
severe wind erosion if vegetation is disturbed. Throughout
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the Colorado Plateau, including the monument, there are
extensive sections of fragile microbiotic crusts. These crusts
are composed of an intricate network of cyanobacteria,
green algae, lichens, mosses, microfungi, and bacteria. They
play an important role in the Colorado Plateau ecosystems
where they are extraordinarily well developed and may
represent 70 to 8o percent of the living ground cover. All
three units of the monument have soil crusts within their
boundaries. Most of them are apparent only in areas where
no disturbance has occurred. They are very susceptible to
breakage and wind dispersal after even minor disturbances
such as walking and hiking. Larger and less fragile crust and
sandstone formations are sometimes referred to as "desert
pavement" in the plateau region and are found in the
monument mostly on the mesa tops.

The National Science Foundation in cooperation with the
National Park Service is investigating the microbiotic crust
communities at the monument and in the surrounding
Colorado Plateau. Researchers are surveying and identifying
the microflora of these soil crusts to determine whether
healthy functioning systems still exist where disturbance has
occurred versus where it has not. It appears that the ability to
predict resistance and resilience of soil crust to disturbance
(such as recreation) may depend on the specific microflora
present. The soil binding action of these crusts over time and
over large expanses is considered one of the major factors in
maintaining soil stability throughout the Southwest region.

Wildlife

Little current literature is available on birds of the Navajo
National Monument; many of the existing papers were
completed decades ago. Otherwise, most of the available
documentation is from early work, which covered a larger
area and provides primarily suggestions of species that may
occur. Bird species found to be migrants of the monument
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during these surveys included northern goshawks, kestrels,
ferruginous hawks, peregrine falcons, golden eagles, and
bald eagles. Birds typically seen in the Betatakin area include
the American robin, plain titmouse, common bushtit, black-
throated gray warbler, and the gray- headed junco.

Relatively little is known about mammals in the monument,
particularly small mammals and bats. Some larger mammals
periodically observed on the mesa include gray foxes,
coyotes, mountain lions, bobcat, black bear, mule deer,
black- tailed jackrabbits and desert cottontails, rock and
spotted ground squirrels, and a variety of mice. Recent
surveys documented sightings of five bat species at the
monument including the long- eared bat, long- legged gat,
Yuma myotis bat, Townsend’s big- eared bat, and the spotted
bat.

Little specific survey work for amphibians, reptiles, or
invertebrates has been conducted at Navajo National
Monument. A number of older, broad- scale surveys of
Navajo Reservation lands include some notes on the units of
Navajo National Monument. Reptiles occasionally observed
in the monument include the northern plateau lizard,
northern sagebrush lizard, side- blotched lizard, short-
horned lizard, plateau whiptail, Great Basin gopher snake,
garter snake, and Hopi rattlesnake. Amphibians sighted in
the monument include western spadefoot toad, woodhouse
toad, canyon tree frog, and the northern leopard frog.
Invertebrates commonly found at the monument include
orthopterans (Jerusalem crickets, grasshoppers, etc.) and
snails.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, State of
Arizona, and Navajo Nation’s Fish and Wildlife Department,
the following threatened, endangered, and candidate species
and species of special concern are inhabitants or potential



inhabitants of Navajo County (see table 2.4). Species updates
are available from all of these agencies.

An intensive survey of threatened, endangered, and other
special status species was undertaken from 1995 to 1997, which
documented species at Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription
House units, plus the administrative area on Navajo Nation
land. The general approach was to compile a preliminary list of
target species to survey based on current lists of threatened and
endangered species and species of concern and information on
distribution and habitat of those species (table 2.4).

There are no watercourses within the monument boundaries
that can presently support the Apache (Arizona) trout, little
Colorado spinedace, and loach minnow. Chiricahua leopard
frog has not been sighted yet within the monument. The
reintroduced populations of the black- footed ferret are not
known to be nearby the monument. The peebles Navajo cactus
has not been found at the monument. The bald eagle, California
condor, peregrine falcon, ferruginous hawk, goshawk, the
golden eagle, and black- crowned night heron range over large
areas and are potential transients in the monument, but there
are no known nesting sites at any of the three units. Habitat for
the southwestern willow flycatcher is present on the floor of
Betatakin Canyon, but the species has not been observed in the
monument.

Field biologists and botanists documented the presence of the
Mexican spotted owl; Townsend's big- eared, long- eared,
long- legged, Yuma myotis, and spotted bats; northern
sagebrush lizard, alcove bog orchid, and Betatakin nama.
Although Navajo sedge was found near the NPS boundaryj, it
has not yet been found within the monument. The northern
leopard frog was recorded near Inscription House in 2001. The
peregrine falcon, bald eagle, ferruginous hawk, -goshawk, and
golden eagle are considered transient at Navajo National
Monument. The Southwestern willow flycatcher was surveyed
for and not found even though potential habitat exists in
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Betatakin Canyon. The alcove bog orchid was found at
Betatakin. Mexican spotted owls were found near Betatakin
and Keet Seel units. The final survey report indicated that the
Mexican spotted owl and the alcove bog orchid represented the
most significant management concerns due to their restricted
range and limited habitat, despite the fact that they are
presently well protected within monument boundaries.
Mexican spotted owls (MSO) were documented in Navajo
National Monument from 1989 to 1998. Navajo Nation Fish and
Wildlife biologists delineated a protected activity center (PAC)
for the MSO, which included Betatakin Canyon. The U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service designated Mexican spotted owl critical
habitat on February 1, 2001, and monument lands (Betatakin
and Keet Seel) were included in this designation. The MSO
Recovery Plan (1995), authored by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, provides detailed mitigation measures for agencies to
consider prior to project implementation. Mitigation includes
avoiding disruptive activities during the critical breeding
season of the owl, which is March 1 to August 30.

There is also a U.S. Fish and Wildlife Recovery Plan for Navajo
sedge (from 1987). One of the two known populations occurs
near Inscription House unit. Members of the Inscription House
Chapter of the Navajo Nation know this plant as "yellow hay"
or "food for animals." They say that the species was once
widespread, even in lowlands, wherever water was abundant.
Now any other undiscovered populations may only occur in
inaccessible cliff walls with seeps. Since these populations are
only on Navajo Nation lands, mitigation efforts have
concentrated on removing livestock grazing to protect existing
populations.

An Inventory and Monitoring program for the National Park
Service beginning in 2001 would continue efforts to confirm
sightings of listed species and species of concern or any new
species occurrences. This long- term program would also assist
the monument in monitoring efforts on prioritized species of
concern.
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8o

Potential Threatened, Endangered, Candidate Species and Species of Special Concern

COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS
California Condor Gymnops californianus Endangered
Peebles Navajo Cactus Pediocactus peeblesianus var peeblesianus Endangered

Black-Footed Ferret

Mustela nigripes

Experimental in AZ

Southwestern Willow Flycatcher Empidonax traillii extimus Endangered
Apache (Arizona) Trout Oncorhynchus Apache Threatened
Little Colorado Spinedace Lepidomeda vittata Threatened
Loach Minnow Tiaroga cobitis Threatened
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus Threatened
?(/ljg)sdi;igtigol\t;gdooc\:i/tlical habitat) Strix occidentalis lucida Threatened
Navajo Sedge Carex specuicola Threatened
Chiricahua Leopard Frog Rana chiricahuensis Threatened

Northern Leopard Frog

Rana pipiens

Species of Concern

American Peregrine Falcon

Falco peregrinus

Delisted/Monitor

Black-Crowned Night Heron

Nycticorax nycticorax

Species of Concern

Long-legged Myotis Bat

Myotis volans

Species of Concern

Pale Townsend's Big-eared Bat

Plecotus townsendii pallescens

Species of Concern

Yuma Myotis Bat

Myotis yumanensis

Species of Concern

Spotted Bat

Euderma maculatum

Species of Concern

Long-eared Myotis Bat

Myotis evotis

Species of Concern

Northern Sagebrush Lizard

Sceloporus graciosus graciosus

Species of Concern

Alcove Bog Orchid

Platanthera zothecina (Habenaria zothecina)

Species of Concern

Northern Goshawk

Accipiter gentiles

Species of Concern

Ferruginous Hawk

Buteo regalis

Species of Concern

Betatakin Nama

Nama retrorsum

Species of Concern

Navajo Jerusalem Cricket

Stenopelmatus fuscus ssp.

Species of Concern

Golden Eagle

Aquila chrysaetos

Species of Concern




Visitor Understanding And Experience
VISITOR USE AND TRENDS

Annual visitation to Navajo National Monument was at
around 100,000 people in 1997, and visitation has seen a
decline in recent years to about 66,000 in 2000. In the early
years of this remote national monument visitation was very
low and stayed below 2,500 people per year through 1960.
After the paving of Indian Highway 1 (now US 160) in the
early sixties, a new nine- mile paved access road (AZ 564)
reached the monument, beginning a steady increase in
visitation that culminated around 1970 at 40,000 visitors per
year. Visitation stayed around this level until around 1984,
when it began another climb, reaching 80,000 by 1988 and
topping at around 100,000
by 1992. The general
pattern of growth,
leveling, and decline from
1979 to the present is very
similar to the visitation
pattern of Grand Canyon
National Park, cited in a
recent survey as the most
common primary trip
destination of visitors to
Navajo National
Monument.

There is no verifiable
cause for the drop in
visitation in recent years,
but some events may have
had an effect. In 1998, the
campground was closed
for rehabilitation, which
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may have deterred some visitors and kept them away the
following years.

Visitation at Navajo National Monument appears to be
affected by limited facilities and programs as well as by the
general trend of visitation at Grand Canyon National Park,
which has also experienced a leveling of visitation in recent
years.

Plans are underway by the Bureau of Indian Affairs to
complete a bypass to Shonto, which will reduce the traffic of
local people passing through the headquarters area and
enhance the visitor experience at the visitor center,
campground, and improve safety at the NPS housing area.
Future extension of this road may bring visitors from Page
more directly to the monument.

VISITOR PROFILE

A visitor survey was conducted at the monument for one
calendar year during 1999—2000. The data provided a profile
of the average visitor to the monument. Nearly one- third of
the visitors are from foreign (primarily European) countries.
People from Arizona and California make up another third,
with the remainder representing most other states. More
than 59 percent of visitors were between the ages of 17 and
55, with another 30 percent age 55 or older and only 10
percent under the age of 16. The average group size is 3.1, but
visitors generally either come in a small group of 2 or with a
bus tour. Some 8o percent of visitors were at Navajo
National Monument for the first time, and 73 percent stay
less than three hours (18 percent stay less than 1 hour).

The 1999—2000 survey collected information about the
activities that visitors engaged in while at the monument.
According to the survey, almost all visitors stop at the visitor
center, and 8o percent hike the Sandal Trail to view
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Betatakin. More than half stop at the arts and crafts shop.
Less than 20 percent stay to camp, picnic, or hike to the
Aspen Forest overlook, and 10 percent take the Betatakin
tour. A very small number visit Keet Seel.

The 1999—2000 survey also revealed data about visitor
expectations and background. Visitors come to Navajo
National Monument because of a general or specific interest
in ancient pre- contact structures and to learn about Navajo
culture. They are also primarily interested in hiking and
finding solitude, and many come to camp. Visitors find out
about the monument primarily from books and maps, as well
as from the recommendation of others and seeing the sign on
the road. Anecdotally, NPS rangers find many visitors highly
knowledgeable regarding studies and theories of pre-
contact culture.

In summary, foreign visitors make up a large percentage of
visitors to Navajo National Monument. Most visitors are
adults and are visiting for the first time, arriving in small
groups of two or with a bus tour and usually staying fewer
than three hours. Finally, very few visitors get to experience
the guided tours to Betatakin and Keet Seel.

VISITOR UNDERSTANDING AND EXPERIENCE

Most visitors stay on top of the canyon rim. Year- round
opportunities for visitors on the rim include the visitor
center, the Sandal Trail (paved trail 1- mile round trip to a
view of Betatakin structures), the Aspen Forest Overlook
Trail (0.8- mile round trip trail to a view of the aspen forest
in Betatakin Canyon), picnicking, and camping. The visitor
center has an information counter staffed to answer
questions and provide brochures and information about the
Navajo people in both English and German translation.
There is a small museum area with artifacts and a replica of a
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Betatakin room block, an auditorium with two video
programs, and a book sales area. Outside is a Navajo
homestead exhibit featuring a wagon, Navajo hogan, and
sweat lodge. The trails are self- guided and have signs
interpreting local plants and American Indian uses of those
plants. Picnic tables are available near the visitor center, and
the campground features 31 sites and has a rest room and
water. A small amphitheater is used for evening programs
when staff is available.

A small percentage of visitors head into the canyon for a
closer experience with Keet Seel and Betatakin. From
Memorial Day to Labor Day, there are opportunities to visit
Betatakin and Keet Seel. The hike to Betatakin is 5 miles
round trip and is available only as a guided tour. One tour
per day is offered with space for 25 people; tickets are
handed out on a first- come first- served basis at 8:00 a.m.
Visitors on the tour spend five hours with an NPS ranger and
learn not only about Betatakin and pre- contact culture but
also about Navajo viewpoints and culture. To go to Keet
Seel, visitors must obtain a permit in advance and attend a
trail orientation program. The hike is 8/% miles each way,
with most people camping overnight near Keet Seel. A
ranger stationed at Keet Seel provides guided tours of the
ancient town for up to 20 people per day.

Visitors have little opportunity to learn about Inscription
House. This third ancient village has been closed to the
public since 1968, when roads in the vicinity were improved
and increasing visitation led to damage of the site. There is
no mention of it in the park brochure, and it is little
mentioned in publications or interpretation to protect the
sites from unauthorized entry, and because most visitors are
frustrated to learn about a place they cannot visit.



Visitors do have many opportunities to learn about
American Indian culture. Because the federal land units of
the monument are set within the Navajo Nation, visitors
must pass through hundreds of miles of the Navajo Indian
reservation. There are opportunities to learn about Navajo
culture through firsthand experience, the nearby Monument
Valley Tribal Park, Kayenta visitor center, and the staff of
Navajo National Monument. Information is available
through publications and staff about the ancestral ties and
significance of these lands to associated tribes.

For most visitors, the experiences of the visitor center and
Sandal Trail during their brief visit provide the opportunity
for a basic understanding of the ancient structures and
theories of their origin and inhabitants. A small minority of
visitors who are informed and plan ahead have the
opportunity for the most in- depth experience and
understanding by participation in Keet Seel and Betatakin
Canyon tours. No fees are currently charged.

ACCESS FOR DISABLED VISITORS

The visitor center, outdoor patio and adjacent exhibits, and
visitor center rest rooms are accessible for mobility impaired
visitors. One picnic site and one campsite are also accessible,
although the campground rest room is not. The Sandal Trail
is 72 mile each way and paved but has few grades with lower
than a 5- percent slope, with most of the trail being on a 10-
to 15- percent slope. There are rest benches along the route.
The Aspen Forest Overlook Trail is 0.8 mile, steep, has steps,
and is not paved. There is no means of backcountry access
for the mobility impaired, although regional air tour
operators do provide overflights of the ruins.

There are few opportunities for people with visual, auditory,
or mental impairments. There are several “touch” exhibits in
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the visitor center, and the two video programs are closed-
captioned.

Remoteness

Navajo National Monument has a special quality of
remoteness that makes it possible for visitors to understand
the ancient environment of the cliff dwelling inhabitants.
Remoteness is a value to protect here and is defined for this
plan as a lack of modern intrusions such as noise, vehicles,
buildings, parking lots, and bright lights obstructing the
night sky. Natural soundscapes, lightscapes, and scenic vistas
contribute to remoteness.

NATURAL SOUNDSCAPES

The natural background sounds of Navajo National
Monument include periods of quiet, wind, birds, stream
flow, and waterfalls. The relative absence of intrusive
human- made sounds is a value to be protected. There has
been no measure of the natural ambient sound environment
of the monument, but it can be assumed that the decibel
reading would be similar to that of other rural settings, about
30—40 decibels (dBA). As points of reference, a whisper at
five feet is about 20 dBA, a normal conversation is about 60
dBA, and heavy traffic or a noisy restaurant is about 85 dBA.
The relative quiet of the monument can be disrupted by
traffic, vehicles, maintenance activities, and aircraft
overflights. The sandstone canyon walls can echo and
amplify sounds. Visitors within in Betatakin Canyon can
hear the conversations of visitors standing on the rim at the
Sandal Trail overlook.

LIGHTSCAPES

Lack of and distance from development near Navajo
National Monument allows for opportunities to see stars,
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planets, and the moon with minimal interference from
artificial light, much as the ancient cliff dwellers would have
seen the night sky. There is some artificial light from NPS
residences, the settlements of Shonto, Inscription House,
and Cow Springs, local traffic through the monument on the
Shonto road, and from the campground. On cloudy nights,
some light is reflected from Kayenta.

SCENIC VISTAS

The high plateau of the entrance road and headquarters unit
offers expansive vistas of a colorful landscape inhabited for
centuries but little altered. Hikers to Betatakin experience
rugged sandstone walls and a lush, cool canyon. Hikers to
Keet Seel are treated to a winding maze of canyons, rock,
streams, and waterfalls. They may experience local people
grazing their animals, but the general lack of modern
intrusions provides visitors a strong sense of the ancient
times. National Park Service facilities at headquarters make
up most human- made, modern structures in the area—
visitor center, roads, campground, maintenance, and
residences. In the backcountry, visitors may encounter an
occasional structure or vehicle.

Socioeconomic Environment
POPULATION

The population of Arizona in 1999 was 4,924,350, averaging
about 40 people per square mile. The population of the
Navajo Nation in 2000 was 171,631, spread over 25,351 square
miles (about the size of West Virginia), resulting in 6.7
people per square mile. The population of the nearby
community of Kayenta in 1999 was 5,268 people. Arizona has
experienced a rate of population growth of 33 percent over
the last ten years, while the Navajo Nation population is
estimated to have grown by about 21 percent during the same
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time period. Kayenta had an unemployment rate of 12.2
percent in 1999 but has recently undergone a construction
boom of new housing. The population of the Navajo Nation
is 96 percent American Indian. While population growth on
the Navajo Nation has not been quite as rapid as that in the
rest of Arizona, its growth reflects a nationwide trend of
American Indians returning to reservations to rekindle their
heritage and return to family, familiar surroundings, and
cultural ties.

ECONOMY

Within the Navajo Nation, some 44 percent of jobs are
government jobs and 48 percent are in the private sector.
The major industries providing employment are educational
services (19 percent), retail trade (14 percent), other
professional and related services (11 percent), public
administration (1o percent), construction (9 percent), and
health services (7 percent). About 57 percent of families fall
below the poverty level in income. The Black Mesa coal mine
provides some local jobs.

REGIONAL TOURISM

Highway 160 is a major route between the Four Corners area
and the Grand Canyon. A number of attractions in the
region draw tourists, including Monument Valley Tribal
Park, Canyon De Chelly National Monument, Glen Canyon
National Recreation Area (which includes Lake Powell, Glen
Canyon Dam, and Rainbow Bridge), and Navajo National
Monument. Kayenta has several major chain hotels and
restaurants catering to tourists. Scattered trading posts
supply tourists with food, gasoline, and other needs. The
Navajo Nation does not have gaming casinos, as many other
tribes do.



REGIONAL LANDOWNERSHIP AND USE

The three units of Navajo National Monument (Betatakin-
160 acres, Keet Seel- 160 acres, Inscription House- 40 acres)
are surrounded by Navajo Nation lands. The headquarters
unit adjacent to Betatakin, 240 acres, is Navajo Nation land
used by the National Park Service through an agreement.
The Navajo Nation tribal government headquarters are
located in Window Rock, but many political decisions are
delegated to the local chapters. The chapters surrounding
Navajo National Monument include Shonto, Kayenta,
Navajo Mountain, and Inscription House. Grazing of
livestock by permit holders is the primary land use around
the monument. While there are many changes going on in
and around the Navajo Nation, the traditional rural lifestyle
is still highly valued by many local people.

Monument Operations

Until the early 1960s, the monument operated its visitor
services and administrative affairs from a small contact
station. The small facility seemed adequate to meet the daily
operations of the era. As the number of requests for tours
and services gradually increased, the momentum forced the
National Park Service (NPS) to seek an expansion of existing
facilities. The signing of the Memorandum of Agreement in
1962 allowed the NPS to occupy an additional 240 acres
providing the geographic space to develop amenities. The
access to additional land and a series of capital
improvements occurred at the same time as the paving of
highway 564, connecting the monument via highway 160 to
major destinations such as Grand Canyon, Albuquerque,
Kayenta, and Flagstaff.
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When completed in 1964, the visitor center offered 4,800
square feet for displays, offices, curatorial activities, and a
research library. Completed in the same year, the
maintenance yard was constructed to house government
vehicles, a sign shop, metal shop, storage space, and various
tool rooms within 2,530 square feet of space. Modern houses
were also funded by Mission 66, providing accommodations
with four, three- bedroom, 1,700- square foot units. By 1985,
the park added two small hogans and a modular home with
three rooms, for a total of seven residences. Most visitors
spent their time in the front country, placing importance on
the interpretative programs and facilities available.

Currently the monument infrastructure and staff face a
severe shortage of office and workspace. The visitor center,
where the public interacts with staff and receives
information on the resources and surrounding area, shares
the floor space with displays, audiovisual equipment, the
front desk, and the gift shop, all in about 1,200 square feet.
The remainder is used for employees’ office space, curation
of artifacts and records, and a research library.

Housing faces the same lack of available space. Currently all
park housing is occupied except a small one- room hogan-
style cabin. Two trailers were condemned and removed due
to rodent infestations, worsening the housing situation. In
addition, management also needs to provide housing for six
to eight seasonal rangers who become an integral part of the
summer workforce, as the local communities offer few rental
opportunities.






ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

INTRODUCTION

The National Environmental Policy Act mandates that
environmental impact statements disclose the impacts of a
proposed federal action. In this case, the proposed federal
action is the implementation of the general management
plan for Navajo National Monument.

This section of the document analyzes the potential effects of
the three alternatives on the impact topics identified in the
previous “Affected Environment” section:

e  Cultural Resources

e Natural Resources

e Visitor Understanding and Experience
o Remoteness

e Socioeconomic Environment

e Monument Operations

The alternatives in this document provide broad
management directions. Because of the general conceptual
nature of their potential consequences, the alternatives can
only be analyzed in general terms. Prior to undertaking
specific developments or other actions as a result of the
general management plan, park managers would need to
decide whether or not they would need to prepare more
detailed environmental documents.

This section begins with a discussion of the methodology
used to identify impacts and includes definitions of terms.
The impact analysis is organized by alternative, with the
impacts for each topic discussed within those alternatives.

Each impact topic includes an analysis of beneficial and
adverse effects of the alternative, cumulative impacts, if any,
and a conclusion statement. The conclusion statement
includes an assessment of impairment. An impact to any
park resource or value may constitute an impairment. An
impact would be more likely to constitute an impairment to
the extent is affects a resource or value whose conservation
is:

e Necessary to fulfill specific purposes identified in the
establishing legislation or proclamation of the park;

e Key to the natural or cultural integrity of the park or to
opportunities for enjoyment of the park; or

o Identified as a goal in the park’s general management plan or
other relevant NPS planning documents.

Any mitigation discussed with the alternatives would be
undertaken.

At the end of the discussion for each alternative, there is a
brief discussion of unavoidable adverse effects, effects from
short- term and long- term productivity, and irreversible and
irretrievable commitments of resources.

METHODOLOGY

Cultural Resources

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
requires that federal agencies consider the effect of their
undertakings on resources either listed in or eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places and afford
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the Navajo Nation’s tribal historic preservation officer,
associated tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation opportunities to comment. The National Park
Service would continue to work with the aforementioned
entities to meet the requirements of Section 106. The Navajo
Nation’s tribal historic preservation office, as well as other
associated tribes and the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, were invited to participate in the planning
process and each also had an opportunity to review and
comment on the draft document.

The methodology for assessing impacts to cultural resources
followed a five- step process: (1) identifying the areas that
could be impacted; (2) comparing that location with those of
resources listed, eligible, or potentially eligible for listing in
the National Register of Historic Places; (3) identifying the
extent and type of effect; (4) assessing those effects
according to procedures established in the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation regulations (36 CFR Part 800.5,
Assessment of Adverse Effects); and (5) considering ways to
avoid, reduce, or mitigate adverse effects. Determination of
potential impacts are based on the best professional judgment
and have been developed through discussions with staff from
the National Park Service, the Navajo Nation’s tribal historic
preservation office, representatives of associated American
Indian tribes, and representatives of other state and local
agencies and organizations.

CEQ regulations require that impacts of alternatives and
their component actions be disclosed. Impacts are described
in terms of type (are the effects beneficial or adverse?),
duration (are the effects short or long term?), and intensity
(are the effects negligible, minor, moderate, or major?).
Duration of impacts to cultural resources is defined as
follows:
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Short- term: An impact that within a short period of time
(generally one or two years but no more than five years)
would no longer be detectable as the resource returns to
its pre- disturbance condition.

Long- term: A change in a resource or its condition that
does not return to pre- disturbance conditions and for all
practical purposes is considered permanent.

The intensity of impacts in the cultural resource analysis is
defined as:

e Negligible: Impact is at the lowest levels of detection—barely
perceptible and not measurable.

e Minor: The impact does not alter a character- defining feature of
a National Register eligible structure, archeological site,
landscape, or district. Impact affects an archeological site(s) with
low data potential.

e Moderate: Impact is readily apparent and sufficient to cause a
change in a character- defining feature(s) of a National Register
eligible structure, archeological site, landscape, or district, but
not to the extent that the property is no longer eligible to be
listed in the National Register of Historic Places. Impact affects
an archeological site(s) with modest to high data potential.
Adverse impacts to archeological sites could be mitigated
through stabilization and/or data collection.

» Major: Impact results in substantial and highly noticeable
change in the character- defining features of a National Register
eligible structure, archeological site landscape, or district, to the
extent that the property is no longer eligible to be listed in the
National Register of Historic Places. Impact affects an
archeological site(s) with exceptional data potential.

Ethnographic resources are considered eligible for inclusion
in the National Register as Traditional Cultural Properties
when they are rooted in a community’s history and are



important in maintaining the continuing cultural identity of
the community and meet criteria for significance and
integrity. Intensity of impacts to ethnographic resources may
relate to access and use of, as well as changes to, traditionally
important places. Because impacts to ethnographic
resources impact cultural identity and ways of life, adverse
impacts to such resources would be considered moderate to
major.

CEQ, moreover, calls for a discussion of the
“appropriateness” of mitigation and DO- 12, “Conservation
Planning, Environmental Impact Analysis, and Decision-
Making,” requires an analysis of the “effect” of mitigation.
The “resultant” reduction in intensity as a result of
mitigation is an estimate of the effectiveness of mitigation
under NEPA. It does not suggest that the level of effect as
comprehended by Section 106 would be similarly reduced.
Although adverse effects under Section 106 may be
mitigated, the effect remains adverse.

The cultural resources sections of the environmental
consequences include an analysis, conclusion, and summary.
The analysis section provides a detailed analysis of impacts
that would result from implementation of the actions
composing each alternative. The conclusion section
summarizes the key points or results of the analysis.

CEQ regulations also require an assessment of
cumulative impacts in the decision- making process for
federal projects. Cumulative impacts are defined as "the
impact on the environment which results from the
incremental impact of the action when added to other
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions
regardless of what agency (federal or non- federal) or
person undertakes such other actions" (40 CFR 1508.7).
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Cumulative impacts are considered for both the no-
action and proposed action alternatives.

Cumulative impacts were determined by combining the
impacts of the proposed alternatives with other past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.
Therefore it was necessary to identify other ongoing or
reasonably foreseeable future actions within Navajo
National Monument and, if applicable, the surrounding
region.

Natural Resources

All available information on the natural resources for Navajo
National Monument was compiled, specifically on water
resources, biotic communities, and threatened and
endangered species, to analyze and determine potential
impacts. In addition, biological research from similar and
nearby ecosystems was included in the analysis of impacts
for each of the proposed alternatives.

Potential impacts were based on the best professional
judgment and have been developed through discussions with
staff from the National Park Service, the Navajo Nation, the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, State of Arizona Department of
Fish and Wildlife, representatives of associated American
Indian tribes, and representatives of other state and local
agencies and organizations.

Impacts were described in terms of type (are the effects
beneficial or adverse?), context (are the effects site- specific,
local, or even regional?), duration (short- or long- term?),
and intensity (negligible, minor, moderate, or major?). The
thresholds of change for the intensity of an impact are
defined as follows:
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Negligible: The impact is at the lowest levels of detection

measurable.
Minor: The impact is slight, but detectable.
Moderate: The impact is readily apparent.
Major: The impact is a severe or adverse impact or of
exceptional benefit.

CEQ regulations also require an assessment of cumulative
impacts in the decision- making process for federal projects.
Cumulative impacts are defined as "the impact on the
environment which results from the incremental impact of
the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (federal
or non- federal) or person undertakes such other actions"
(40 CFR 1508.7). Cumulative impacts are considered for both
the no- action and proposed action alternatives.

Cumulative impacts were determined by combining the
impacts of the proposed alternatives with other past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions.
Therefore it was necessary to identify other ongoing or
reasonably foreseeable future actions within Navajo
National Monument and, if applicable, the surrounding
region.

WATER RESOURCES

Negligible: An action that could result in a change to water
quality, quantity, wetland, floodplain, or watershed function
or structure, but the change would be so small that it would
not be of any measurable or perceptible consequence.

Minor: An action that could result in a change to water
quality, quantity, wetland, floodplain or watershed function
or structure. The change would be measurable and of
consequence to the water resources, but more localized.
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Moderate: An action that would result in some change to
water quality, quantity, wetland, floodplain or watershed
function or structure. The change would be measurable and
of consequence to the water resources, but more localized.

Major: An action that would have a noticeable change to
water quality, quantity, wetland, floodplain or watershed
function or structure. The change would be measurable and
result in a severely adverse or major beneficial impact and
possible permanent consequence upon the water resources.

BIOTIC COMMUNITIES

Negligible: An action that could result in a change to a
population or individuals of a species or a resource, but the
change would be so small that it would not be of any
measurable or perceptible consequence.

Minor: An action that could result in a change to a
population or individuals of a species or resource. The
change would be measurable and of consequence to the
species or resource, but more localized.

Moderate: An action that would result in some change to a
population or individuals of a species or resource. The
change would be measurable and of consequence to the
species or resource, but more localized.

Major: An action that would have a noticeable change to a
population or individuals of a species or resource. The
change would be measurable and result in a severely adverse
or major beneficial impact, and possible permanent
consequence, upon the species or resource.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

In accordance with 50 CFR § 402(a), federal agencies are
required to review all actions to determine whether an action
may affect listed species or critical habitat. If such a



determination is made, formal consultation is required,
unless the federal agency determines, with the written
concurrence of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, that the
proposed action is not likely to adversely affect any listed

species or critical habitat. The NPS will consult with the U.S.

Fish and Wildlife Service and seek concurrence from the
Navajo Nation Natural Resources Division on any action
that have minor, moderate, or major effects on species.

Negligible: An action that could result in a change to a
population or individuals of a species or designated critical
habitat, but the change would be so small that it would not
be of any measurable or perceptible consequence.

Minor: An action that could result in a change to a
population or individuals of a species or designated critical
habitat. The change would be measurable, but small and
localized and of little consequence.

Moderate: An action that would result in some change to a
population or individuals of a species or designated critical
habitat. The change would be measurable and of
consequence.

Major: An action that would result in a noticeable change to
a population or individuals of a species or resource or
designated critical habitat. The change would be measurable
and either result in a major beneficial impact upon a
population, individuals of a species, or designated critical
habitat.

Visitor Understanding And Experience

Visitor surveys, including the yearly visitor survey card, and
observation of visitation patterns combined with assessment
of what is available to visitors under current management

were used to estimate the effects of the actions in the various
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alternatives. The impact on the ability of the visitor to
experience a full range of monument resources was analyzed
by examining resources mentioned in the monument
significance statement.

Impacts are described in terms of type (are the effects
beneficial or adverse?), context (are the effects site- specific,
local, or even regional?), duration (are the effects short- or
long- term?), and intensity (are the effects negligible, minor,
moderate, or major?). The thresholds of change for the
intensity of an impact are defined as follows:

Negligible: The impact is barely detectable, and/or would
affect few visitors.

Minor: The impact is slight but detectable, and/or would
affect some visitors.

Moderate: The impact is readily apparent and/or would
affect many visitors.

Major: The impact is severely adverse or exceptionally
beneficial and/or would affect the majority of visitors.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations,
which implement the National Environmental Policy Act,
require assessment of cumulative impacts in the decision-
making process for federal projects. Cumulative impacts are
defined as "the impact on the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the action when added to
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions regardless of what agency (federal or nonfederal) or
person undertakes such other actions" (40 CFR 1508.7).
Cumulative impacts are considered for all alternatives.

Cumulative impacts were determined by combining the
impacts of the alternatives with other past, present, and
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reasonably foreseeable future actions. Therefore, it was
necessary to identify other ongoing or reasonably
foreseeable future projects within the monument and, if
applicable, the surrounding region.

Remoteness: Natural Soundscapes, Dark
Lightscapes, and Scenic Vistas

Proposed actions and management prescriptions were
evaluated in terms of the context, intensity, and duration of
the impacts, as defined below, and whether the impacts were
considered beneficial or adverse to remoteness. Remoteness
is a value to be protected at Navajo National Monument.
This section analyzes three components of remoteness:
natural soundscapes, lightscapes, and scenic vistas.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The natural soundscapes component analyzes the expected
effects of actions in the alternatives on the relative absence
of intrusive human- made sounds. Benchmark levels of
sounds are identified in decibels (dBA), and the analysis is
qualitative relative to the benchmarks. The lightscapes
component analyzes the expected effects of actions in
alternatives on the relative absence of artificial light.
Assessment is based on the descriptive observations of park
staff who reside within the monument. The scenic vistas
component analyzes the expected effects of actions in the
alternatives on the relative absence of human- made
structures on the landscape and is qualitative. Professional
judgment was applied to reach reasonable conclusions as to
the context, intensity, and duration of potential impacts to
remoteness.
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CONTEXT

The context of the impact area was local to monument lands,
adjacent trails over tribal lands, and lands immediately
adjacent to these areas.

INTENSITY

The intensity of the impact considers whether the impact
would be negligible, minor, moderate, or major. Negligible
impacts were effects considered not detectable and ones that
would have no discernable effect on remoteness. Minor
impacts were effects on remoteness that would be slightly
detectable but not expected to have an overall effect.
Moderate impacts would be clearly detectable to visitors and
could have an appreciable effect. Major impacts would have
a highly noticeable impact on remoteness and could
permanently alter the special character of Navajo National
Monument.

DURATION

The duration of the impacts considered whether the impacts
would be short term or long term. A short- term impact
would be temporary. A long- term impact would have a
permanent effect.

TYPES OF IMPACT

Impacts were evaluated in terms of whether they would be
beneficial or adverse to remoteness. Beneficial impacts
would enhance or improve the remoteness. Adverse impacts
would make the monument less remote.

Socioeconomic Environment

The impact analysis evaluated the effect on the local
economy. Some of the analysis of effects was quantitative, to
determine the effects of visitor spending as well as



government spending on monument operations and
construction. Some of the analysis of the effects was
qualitative.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The quantitative analysis used the Money Generation Model
2, May 2000, developed by Michigan State University, to
estimate National Park visitor spending and economic
impacts. This analysis looks at the direct effects of spending,
secondary or multiplier effects that result from the
recirculation of the money, indirect effects, induced effects,
and total effects. The information put into the model came
from the 1999 Visitor Use Survey of Navajo National
Monument and professional judgment, such as assumptions
about visitors staying longer under certain alternatives. The
principal measures of economic activity generated by the
model were sales, jobs, personal income, and value- added
factors. Another part of the model calculated the economic
activity generated by monument operations and by the
construction proposed in the alternatives.

Qualitative analysis applied professional judgment to
evaluate the effects of the economic activity on the
socioeconomic environment (based on data from data from
the Navajo Nation, US Census Bureau, and Arizona
Department of Commerce) and to reach reasonable
conclusions as to the context, intensity, and duration of
potential impacts.

CONTEXT

The context of the impacts was local economic effects,
defined by the Money Generation Model 2 as an area from
30-120 miles around the monument.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

INTENSITY

The intensity of the impact considers whether the impact
would be negligible, minor, moderate, or major. Negligible
impacts were effects considered not detectable and ones that
would have no discernable effect on the socioeconomic
environment. Minor impacts were effects on the
socioeconomic environment that would be slightly
detectable, but that were not expected to have an overall
effect. Moderate impacts would be clearly detectable to local
people and could have an appreciable effect. Major impacts
would have a highly noticeable impact on the socioeconomic
environment and could permanently alter the
socioeconomic environment.

DURATION

The duration of the impacts considered whether the impacts
would be short term or long term. A short- term impact
would be temporary. A long- term impact would have a
permanent effect.

TYPES OF IMPACT

Impacts were evaluated in terms of whether they would be
beneficial or adverse to the socioeconomic environment.
Beneficial impacts would improve the socioeconomic
conditions in the affected area. Adverse impacts would
worsen the socioeconomic conditions.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

To determine potential cumulative impacts to the
socioeconomic environment, actions within the region
surrounding Navajo National Monument were identified.
The region, or assessment area, was within a radius of about
100 miles around the monument. Potential projects,
identified as “cumulative actions,” included any planning or
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development activity that was currently being implemented
or would be implemented in the near future.

Monument Operations

The impacts on monument operations consider the effects of
no action and of the alternatives on the ability of park
infrastructure and staff to operate safely and efficiently. The
existing infrastructure, residences, visitor center, and so on,
have been in place since the mid- 1960s. Growth in
infrastructure has come to the monument slowly and
incrementally. Several small “hogan” style houses have been
added to the residential housing area, accommodating two
additional employees. Often, employees are sought who can
bring their own housing in the form of trailers and RVs. The
space in the visitor center, maintenance shop, and staff
offices has remained largely unchanged. Additional
employees have been moved into fixed office and shop space
and a constant number of houses. Annual visitation has
increased, along with demand for more and varied
educational programs. Staff numbers have risen substantially
since the 1960s, increasing the demand on the limited
housing situation for nonlocal monument employees. An
analysis of monument operations presents the fact that
public visitation and public user days have increased, but the
ability to accommodate public demands, safety, and interests
has remained constant at the 1960s level. Actions proposed
in the alternatives would have additional impacts on
monument operations. Analysis was based on the
professional judgment of park staff.
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CONTEXT
The context of the impact area is local to the monument.
INTENSITY

Determination of the intensity of the impact considers
whether it would be negligible, minor, moderate, or major.
Negligible impacts would be effects considered not
detectable and would have no discernable effect on
monument operations. Minor impacts would be effects on
park operations that would be slightly detectable but that
would not be expected to have an overall effect. Moderate
impacts would be clearly detectable to visitors and could
have an appreciable effect on monument operations. Major
impacts would have a highly noticeable impact on park
operations and could permanently change service and safety
at Navajo National Monument.

DURATION

The duration of the impacts considered whether the impacts
would be short term or long term. A short- term impact
would be temporary. A long- term impact would have a
permanent effect.

TYPES OF IMPACT

Impacts were evaluated in terms of whether they would be
beneficial or adverse to monument operations. Beneficial
impacts would improve monument operations. Adverse
impacts would worsen monument operations.



IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE A (NO
ACTION): CONTINUE EXISTING
MANAGEMENT

Cultural Resources

ARCHEOLOGY, STRUCTURES, AND CULTURAL
LANDSCAPES

Archeological resources on the mesa top could be at risk
from continued maintenance of facilities, including roads,
trails, and structures. Known archeological resources would
be avoided to the greatest extent possible. If such resources
could not be avoided, impacts would be mitigated through
data recovery. Impacts would be adverse and range in
intensity from minor to major, depending upon the number,
significance, and integrity of the archeological resource(s).

The necessity of monitoring construction activities to ensure
the protection of archeological resources would be
determined on a case- by- case basis by Navajo National
Monument's archeologist. If during construction, previously
unknown archeological resources were discovered, all work
in the immediate vicinity of the discovery would be halted
until the resources could be identified and documented and
an appropriate mitigation strategy developed in consultation
with the Navajo Nation's tribal historic preservation officer.
In the event that human remains, funerary objects, sacred
objects, or objects of cultural patrimony are discovered,
provisions outlined in the Native American Graves
Protection and Repatriation Act (25 USC 3001) of 1990 would
be followed.

Stabilization, preservation maintenance, and rehabilitation
of the dwellings at Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

House, as well as the other pre- contact and historic
structures listed on the monument's list of classified
structures, would continue as needed to mitigate to the
extent possible wear and deterioration of the structures
without significantly altering either their present form or
character. To ensure that any adverse impacts resulting from
such work are only of minor to moderate intensity, all
preservation and rehabilitation efforts, as well as daily,
cyclical, and seasonal maintenance, would be undertaken in
accordance with the National Park Service's Management
Policies, 2001 and DO- 28, Cultural Resource Management
Guideline, and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties, with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings.

Stabilization has occurred at all of the cliff dwellings in the
monument and would continue as needed or prescribed as a
means of maintaining the integrity of the structures. Cliff
dwellings at the monument have for the most part been
maintained to preserve the intactness of the structures
through the use of local building materials and limits placed
on using inappropriate construction materials like cement.
Through consultation with American Indian Tribes it has
been noted that some archeological sites should not be
stabilized, thus, work already completed at these sites has
resulted in a minor to moderate adverse impact given their
statements.

At Keet Seel visitation would be limited to two assigned areas
within the alcove to view the exterior of dwellings.
Continued visitation in the Keet Seel alcove would result in
minor to moderate adverse impacts to the dwelling.
Furthermore, impacts may occur as a result of vibration
from visitor traffic in the alcove. This would resultin a
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moderate impact to the dwelling. Continued use of the
campsite outside the boundary would have minor to
moderate adverse impacts on potential archeological sites.
Overall vibration from vehicle traffic near the visitor center
could result in impacts of moderate intensity to Betatakin.

Inscription House is currently closed to the public. The
result of the closure has been a beneficial impact with major
intensity because there is no public visitation in the alcove to
disturb the structure.

Researchers would continue to be permitted in archeological
sites at the monument to conduct studies that would
contribute to a further understanding of the human activity
in the region. Researchers working in archeological sites
would result in both beneficial and adverse impacts.
Moderate beneficial effects would result from the
researchers’ contributions to a better understanding of the
regional history. Minor to moderate adverse impacts would
result from direct and indirect impacts to the pre- contact
dwellings and open archeological sites during the research.

A survey within the boundaries of monument headquarters
area has been conducted to identify and evaluate cultural
resources. More than 30 pre- contact and historic sites have
been identified within the area. This has resulted in a long-
term moderate benefit by providing monument staff better
understanding of the wide range of past human activities in
the area as well as information to better evaluate effects of
management and planning activities on cultural resources.

Vandalism could potentially occur at any of the
archeological sites in the monument. Keet Seel and Betatakin
are more regularly patrolled and visited by staff than other
sites. From Memorial Day to Labor Day, interpretive staff
visit these two sites daily through interpretive programs.
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This results in better protection and monitoring of these
sites and a beneficial impact with moderate intensity.
Inscription House, however, is visited less frequently and is
more prone to vandalism, which could result in adverse
impacts of moderate to major intensity.

Natural occurrences would also continue to impact
dwellings and open archeological sites at the monument.
The most common forms of natural impacts are rockfall and
animal activity. Rockfall is a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet
Seel, Inscription House, and other cliff dwellings. The
alcoves in the monument vary in terms of stability. Betatakin
and Snake House's alcoves are the most unstable, with the
potential for rockfall damage to have a moderate to major
adverse impact to structures within the cliff dwellings. Keet
Seel and Inscription House's alcoves are more stable and are
more likely to suffer less damage.

Moisture that moves through the alcoves and canyon
bottoms in the form of runoff or seeps also impacts the
monument’s archeological sites. In Betatakin seeps have the
potential to cause moderate adverse impacts to structures in
the alcove as well as to buried archeological deposits located
below Betatakin. At Keet Seel and Inscription House runoff
has the potential to cause moderate adverse impacts to
structures roofs, walls, and buried archeological deposits
located in the canyon bottoms. There are also impacts to
archeological middens related to cliff dwellings and open
archeological sites that are being impacted by arroyo cutting
in the canyon bottoms. This is most noticeable at Keet Seel
and Inscription House, where archeological middens are
being destabilized by arroyo cutting, and the potential for
adverse impacts is major.

Animal activity, such as nesting and burrowing, results in
impacts to the cliff dwellings and open archeological sites.



Currently, raptors are constructing large nests in Betatakin,
adversely impacting roofs and walls with moderate intensity.
At Keet Seel and Inscription House rodents burrowing and
constructing nests in structures have undermined walls and
floors resulting in adverse impacts with moderate intensity.
Limited controls have been put in place to remove rodents
from archeological sites to other locations, resulting in a
beneficial effect with minor intensity. At Keet Seel and
Inscription House it is difficult to construct or maintain a
fence to ensure that no livestock grazing or trampling would
occur within park boundaries. Livestock grazing and
trampling near Keet Seel and Inscription House have
contributed to the growth of arroyos that have adversely
impacted open archeological sites on the canyon bottoms,
with intensities of impact ranging from moderate to major.
Measures such as round- ups and fencing have been taken to
mitigate livestock grazing and trampling and further
destruction of cultural resources.

Pollutants and acid rain contribute to the deterioration of
pictographs, petroglyphs, and historic inscriptions in each of
the monument's units, resulting in minor adverse impacts.
With further study the monument might be able to mitigate
some of the impact to the pictographs, petroglyphs, and
historic inscriptions through treatment (including
documentation) and working with businesses in nearby
communities. This would provide at least an overall benefit
of minor intensity.

Fuel reduction is a part of recurring maintenance at the
monument. After completion of an environmental
assessment, staff reduced fuels recently at Betatakin to
further protect the resource from potential damage caused
by fire. Staff would continue to reduce fuels near alcoves
with dwellings, resulting in a beneficial effect of moderate
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intensity. Appropriate site- specific compliance would be
undertaken prior to any fuel reduction.

Historic structures located in the administrative area might
be adaptively rehabilitated for use in interpretive programs.
All work would be done in accordance with the Secretary of
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines, which would result in
long- term, adverse impacts of moderate intensity.

ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES

Consultation with associated tribes indicates that pre-
contact cliff dwellings, structures, and pictographs and
petroglyphs are sacred. The surrounding ethnographic
landscape, of which the monument’s resources are an
integral part, also has significant cultural value to all
associated tribes. Under the No- Action Alternative,
conditions would remain as they are at the present time, with
the exception of the actions common to all alternatives. With
the continuation of present conditions, any adverse impacts
to ethnographic resources that currently occur would
continue to be moderate to major in intensity, long- term in
duration, and regional in scope. These effects, such as those
from the routine stabilization and maintenance of ancestral
sites (adverse to some Hopi), present visitor facilities, visitor
access to the dwellings, intrusion on traditional uses of
culturally important places or resources, and uncontrolled
visitor access or vandalism to archeological sites, would
continue. The inability of tribal members to engage in
traditional cultural practices due to scheduling conflicts with
visitor presence would also constitute an impact that would
require development of mitigation measures in consultation
with affected tribes.

Any backcountry closures in effect under the No- Action
Alternative could have a major to moderate beneficial impact
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on ethnographic resources by protecting them from the
effects of uncontrolled visitation, provided that requests for
access to these resources for traditional cultural purposes are
considered through the special use permit process. Tribal
access to ethnographic resources would also have a
beneficial, minor to moderate long- term impact on
relationships between tribes and the park, and a better
mutual understanding of resources and their management.

Improved visitor understanding of the tribal values ascribed
to ethnographic resources as a result of the planning for this
GMP would have a moderate beneficial impact if it leads to
tribal involvement in planning and design of new
interpretive messages under this alternative. Without new
interpretive messages, the No- Action Alternative would
have a moderate adverse effect on the ways in which
information about tribal connections to park resources are
presented to the public, especially American Indian youth
learning about their own histories.

MUSEUM COLLECTIONS

Currently, at Navajo National Monument there is a small
collection of artifacts and archived materials. These items
are stored at the monument in a small collection area. Staff is
currently improving the condition of storage and collection
space. Most collection items have been transferred to the
Western Archeological and Conservation Center. This has
resulted in a beneficial moderate effect, since those
transferred items are being stored in a safe and maintained
area, managed by a professional curatorial staff. With the
continued practice of caring for collections at the monument
with limited staff, space, and resources, there would be a
moderate adverse effect on museum collections.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative impacts have affected cultural resources both
within and outside of monument boundaries. These have
included seasonal traffic through and around the
monument, contributing to pollution that has impacted
pictographs, petroglyphs, and historic inscriptions; visitors
hiking to Keet Seel and Betatakin, impacting archeological
sites outside of the boundary; traditional cultural practices
by local people; collecting in and around the monument; a
reduction in the water table that has resulted in the
weakening of the alcoves' geologic structure and the growth
of arroyos; and the development and cyclic maintenance of
the monument. The cumulative impacts have resulted in
adverse effects, ranging from minor to major intensity.

With the establishment of Navajo National Monument and
the implementation of land use regulations, traditional tribal
uses and treatment of resources have been altered over the
years. Increased visitor use has interfered with ceremonial
activities at certain places within monument lands.
Stabilization of archeological sites and opening them to
public visitation has violated cultural values about the
treatment of ancestral remains. Interpretive messages told
stories of the past that differ from tribal knowledge of their
own histories.

The cumulative impacts of monument operations on
ethnographic resources and the tribes associated with them
in the past have been major and long term. Under this
alternative, some impacts to ethnographic resources would
continue into the future, such as the effects of stabilization
and visitor use, but some impacts would be avoided or
mitigated by the development of long- term consulting
relationships and agreements between the NPS and the
tribes. Adverse cumulative impacts would also be reduced by



the understanding of tribal cultural values and traditional
histories about Navajo National Monument brought about
by this planning process, especially if it leads to updated
interpretive stories that incorporate tribal versions of their
own histories and connections to monument lands and
resources.

CONCLUSION

Under Alternative A (no action), there would not be any
important changes to current management of cultural
resources in the monument. Present staff would continue to
implement measures to limit impacts to cultural resources,
and long- term management plans would be instituted to
better protect and monitor cultural resources. Staff would
also work with local residents and businesses to ensure
continued protection of cultural resources and to lessen any
impacts caused by outside agents like pollution and livestock
grazing and trampling. There would be no impairment of
Navajo National Monument’s resources and values.

SECTION 106 SUMMARY

In meeting the requirements of Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, monument staff would continue
to consult with the Navajo Nation Tribal Historic
Preservation Office (THPO) and associated tribes. There
would be no important changes under Alternative A in
consulting with American Indian Tribes and the THPO.
Currently, monument staff consult with the Hopi Tribe,
Navajo Nation, San Juan Paiute Tribe, and Zuni Tribe on all
projects that occur at the monument. There is a good
relationship with cultural resource specialists of each tribe,
and the NPS would strive to maintain these relationships, in
order to avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse impacts to
cultural resources.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Prior to implementing any of the actions described in the
No- Action Alternative, Navajo National Monument’s
cultural resource staff would identify National Register
eligible or listed cultural resources that could potentially be
affected by the proposed action and apply the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation’s criteria of adverse effects
(36 CFR Part 800.5, Assessment of Adverse Effects), all in
consultation with Hopi Tribe, Navajo Nation, San Juan
Paiute Tribe, and Zuni Tribe, to determine whether or not
the proposed action would adversely impact cultural
resources. If it is determined that the proposed action would
adversely impact National Register eligible or listed cultural
resources, monument staff would prepare an environmental
assessment to analyze the impacts of the action on the
monument’s cultural and natural resources, as well as
negotiate and execute a memorandum of agreement with the
Navajo Nation’s tribal historic preservation office, in
accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.6[c], Resolution of Adverse
Effects—Memorandum of Agreement, to stipulate how the
adverse effects would be minimized or mitigated. Depending
on the cultural resources affected, other associated tribes
could also be signatories to the memorandum of agreement.

If it is determined that the proposed action would have no
adverse effect on National Register eligible or listed cultural
resources, monument staff would document this
determination on an assessment of effect form and forward
the form to the Navajo Nation’s tribal historic preservation
office and associated tribes for review and comment, as well
as inform the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office.
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Natural Resources

WATER RESOURCES, WETLANDS, AND
FLOODPLAINS

The status of water quality within and around Navajo
National Monument is not well studied or documented.
Livestock grazing, mostly outside the monument's
boundaries, does occur within the watershed environment
of both Keet Seel and Inscription House. At the local and
regional level, grazing and trampling has long- term,
moderate to major adverse effects on water quality by
increasing erosion within stream corridors, which then
increases sedimentation. Increased sedimentation with
accumulations of urine and fecal matter changes water
chemistry. Changes in water chemistry with stream
trampling (livestock, hikers, and motorized vehicles) over a
long period of time can destroy the micro- and macrobiotic
communities that help define a healthy riparian system.

Keet Seel appears to be the most affected by all of these
outside impacts (especially grazing and trampling) based on
qualitative observations of algae blooms throughout the
stream system and continued instability of stream banks.
Local and regional adverse effects on water resources are
moderate and long term. Remediation of water quality might
be possible were all of the outside impacts removed. It is
questionable, however, if stream bank stability could be
returned to its previous state. In addition, the regional
groundwater levels appear to be dropping. If the water table
were to drop below ground level, this would have moderate,
long- term adverse effects.

Inscription House experiences less visitation and somewhat
less grazing and trampling, but the site may be adversely
affected by a continued drop in the water table. The impact
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of the regional water table drop, especially if it disappeared
completely underground, would have a moderate to major,
long- term adverse effect on wildlife and the native
vegetation. Reduced wildlife habitat would result in reduced
wildlife populations, and exotic vegetation would continue
to invade while the native vegetation that is dependent on
moisture would die off. Since the arroyo is so close to
Inscription House, this continued excessive erosion could
possibly destabilize the entire cliff. This excessive erosion is
causing a moderate to major long- term adverse effect.

The reasons for this water table decline are unknown but
may be more a result of a regional climatic phenomenon
than of introduced factors. Despite the distance between the
three units, water table declines appear to be having long-
term, moderate, adverse effects on all three sites based on
observations of long- term arroyo cutting and historic
vegetation changes. There is potential for a minor to
moderate long- term adverse effects to the monument's
water resources if the coalmine continues or expands its
water withdrawals, if local communities grow, and if
visitation and numbers of monument personnel increase.

Betatakin may be adversely affected by rain and runoff
events where pollutants from the parking lot may be washed
down into the groundwater table. Mesa top runoff would
result in minor, short- term adverse effects on the water
resources. Betatakin's relict forest, particularly the
cottonwoods and aspen, could be impacted by an overall
groundwater drop. This adverse effect would be local,
moderate to major, and long- term because many of the
canyon bottom plant species are dependent on water for
survival, and the wildlife is dependent on those plant species
for forage and nesting. In addition, exotic plants would



invade and dominate the site once the native species
declined.

Seeps and springs, usually associated with alcoves and
sandstone walls, are found in all three units and appear to be
in good condition. Normal moisture fluctuations within
seeps, and less so with springs, occur based on rainfall
infiltration and temperatures. Betatakin has one spring that
crosses over a guided trail that did sustain minor trampling
during the past summer seasons, resulting in minor, short-
term adverse affects locally. That portion of the trail is now
closed to the public because of dangerous rockfall
conditions, and the spring and associated vegetation has
recovered. Closure of the trail resulted in a moderate, long-
term beneficial impact on the spring locally and its
associated wetland vegetation.

Floodplain degradation is occurring with the above-
described conditions involving grazing, trampling, water
quality, and increased erosion and sedimentation. This
results in local and regionally moderate, long- term adverse
effects to the entire watershed system.

The buildings, campground, picnic, housing, maintenance,
and parking areas at the headquarters area are not subject to
major arroyo flooding. Flooding on the mesa tops, while a
nuisance, is not hazardous and is accommodated by site
designs, storm drains, etc. The effects would be local, minor,
adverse, and short- term. Flood hazard to hikers to Keet
Seel would be moderately adverse and short- term, and
would be mitigated by warnings issued to visitors regarding
flash floods, quicksand, and unsanitary water conditions
when they get a permit to go there. The relocated
campground is near the ranger station and substantially
above the arroyo, and not likely within the regulatory
floodplain.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the past decades, water resources and their condition
have been adversely affected almost solely by external
entities, whether it be Navajo Nation or corporate businesses
such as the Black Mesa Coal Company, and natural
processes therein such as increased erosion. Past and present
uses (hiking, camping, grazing, trampling, and motorized
vehicles) by outside entities for both Keet Seel and
Inscription House have resulted in long- term, moderate to
major losses of native riparian vegetation, increased erosion
rates, and decreased water quality.

Owing to the small landownership in three isolated locations
with minimal access to water, Navajo National Monument
has short- term, minimal adverse impacts to the water
resources as a result of hiking, camping, maintenance
activities, and the use of motorized vehicles. Past and present
visitation and associated use of the existing parking facility at
Betatakin has resulted in the potential for runoff of
petroleum- based products. These adverse effects have been
minor and short term. Erosion associated with new trails,
maintenance, and construction projects at all three units
would increase sediment runoff, but adverse effects would
be minor and short term.

The potential exists for the establishment of new
populations of exotic plant species as a result of disturbance
to all riparian and wetland areas within and around the
monument. This threat would range from minor to
moderate over the long term, depending on the level of
disturbance and whether exotic species seed sources are
already nearby. Two exotic species closely associated with
riparian areas, tamarisk and Russian olive, are currently
within or nearby each monument unit.

101



ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

CONCLUSION

Overall, continuation of the present monument activities on
water resources would result in locally short- term, minor
adverse impacts. However, the activities of external
landowners would continue to result in regionally long-
term, moderate to major adverse impacts on water
resources. There would be no impairment of Navajo
National Monument’s resources or values.

BIOTIC COMMUNITIES (VEGETATION, WILDLIFE,
AND SOILS)

Vegetation and Wildlife

Due to their remote locations, limited access, and low
visitation, the three units of the monument probably receive
fewer human impacts (hiking, maintenance, and
construction) overall to their natural resources than do
many other types of National Park Service units. Adverse
human impacts to the natural resources tend to be minor and
local in the monument, including ethnographic plant
collecting and aircraft overflight effects on wildlife.
However, grazing and vehicle use at both Keet Seel and
Inscription House do have moderate, long- term, adverse
effects on the natural resources locally and regionally.
Grazing, trampling, and vehicle impacts have disturbed the
landscape so much in certain areas that only exotic plant
species are able to survive and the native seed sources are
disappearing. Erosion and stream bank collapse would be
aggravated by grazing, trampling, hiking, and vehicle use,
since all of these activities remove native ground cover. This
ongoing erosion and compaction does increase exotic plant
invasions (mainly cheatgrass, tamarisk, and Russian olive).
Native grasses have already been lost in many of these
disturbed areas. Wildlife that may have frequented these
areas would have moved into new areas where less vehicle
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noise, better forage (native plants), and cleaner water can be
found.

The natural resources at Betatakin have remained well
protected for more than 60 years due to the installation of a
boundary fence that effectively sealed off the effects of
livestock grazing and trampling from adjacent Navajo
Nation land. Adverse human impacts (hiking, maintenance,
and construction) are very minor at the present time. Yet, a
century of fire suppression has led to a high accumulation of
combustible fuels in Betatakin Canyon, so the monument did
recently implement a mechanical fuels reduction project to
reduce the chance of wildland fire damage to archeological
structures. Fuel reduction in the monument is a maintenance
activity that would have a moderate, long- term beneficial
effect. There would be only short- term, minor, adverse
effects on the vegetation and wildlife while the cutting took
place, but the oak forest resprouts rapidly and wildlife would
be only temporarily displaced. Otherwise, the native plant
and animal communities, particularly within the relict forest,
are largely self- sustaining and naturally regenerating, a rare
find in the semiarid Southwest. Exotics (tamarisk, Russian
olive, and cheatgrass) do threaten Betatakin right outside of
the fenced boundary, but the potential for adverse impacts is
minor at this time, because exotics rarely get established
unless an open, disturbed site becomes available.

Soils

Sandstone and shale soils as well as the microbiotic crusts
are affected locally in minor, adverse ways at Betatakin by
hikers (soil compaction and broken microbiotic crusts) and
vehicle vibrations (rockfall). The monument's trail and road
maintenance program can result in rockfall, soils, and
microbiotic crust disturbance. Generally, these cause minor,
short- term adverse effects. Specific construction projects,



however, can result in long- term, adverse impacts by
destroying the integrity of the microbiotic crusts, which
takes years to regenerate and reform. Impacts would be
adverse, ranging in intensity from minor to moderate,
depending on location and magnitude of the activity
(maintenance, construction, or recreational). The duration
would range from short- to long- term, depending on the
size and intensity of the project. Also, any loss of vegetation
during construction projects would result in increased wind
dispersal of soils, especially on the mesa tops. This loss of
vegetation and subsequent loss of soils would be a moderate,
long- term adverse effect, because of the difficulty of
restoring these soils and their nutrients. Without these
nutrients, revegetation would be less successful.

Mitigation measures used by the monument during
maintenance and construction projects include using
previously disturbed sites for staging and stockpiling,
returning the disturbed site to its previous grade, salvaging of
local plants, and revegetating with native species
immediately after a project is finished.

Currently hiking, grazing and trampling, and the use of
motorized vehicles at Keet Seel and Inscription House have
adverse effects on soils around and inside of the riparian
areas. Trampling and compaction due to these uses,
especially in wet areas, result in long- term, moderate
adverse impacts to soils, both locally and regionally. Soil
instability leads to increased erosion in both dry and wet
environments. Recovery of stability in sandstone
environments is a difficult, if not an impossible outcome,
and becomes more difficult the larger the disturbed area
becomes.

There may be some minor effects from aircraft noise on
stability and rockfall at the monument, but these have not
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been measured. Impacts from such aircraft noise would be
anticipated to be adverse, but minor.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the past decades, the conditions of biotic communities
(vegetation, wildlife, and soils) within the monument have
actually improved at Betatakin, owing to the installation of
the boundary fence. The elimination of grazing in this
canyon has provided a long- term, major beneficial impact
on the biotic communities. However, Keet Seel and
Inscription House have been less successful in keeping out
external activities, mainly grazing.

Past and present uses (hiking, camping, grazing, trampling,
and motorized vehicles) by external entities in both Keet Seel
and Inscription House have resulted in long- term, moderate
losses of native riparian vegetation, loss of wildlife habitat,
increased exotic invasions, and increased erosion rates.
These external activities result in regional long- term,
moderate to major adverse effects on biotic communities.

CONCLUSION

The overall impact on biotic communities of continuing
current monument activities would be local, short term,
minor, and adverse. However, the external landowners and
their activities would continue to have a regional, long- term,
moderate to major adverse impacts on biotic communities.
There would be no impairment of Navajo National
Monument’s resources or values.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

Navajo sedge has been located on Navajo Nation Lands near
the federal unit and monument activities do not directly
affect this population. Navajo sedge would continue to
experience local, moderate, long- term adverse effects
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because of grazing and trampling outside the monument.
Inventory and monitoring of Navajo sedge is an ongoing
activity of the Navajo Nation botanist. The alcove bog orchid
was found at Betatakin, but most monument activities do not
directly affect these populations because of trail closures.
These orchids were protected during the fuel reduction
project undertaken in 2000, even though they are relatively
resilient to trampling, light grazing, and light- intensity fires.
The impacts from fuel reduction were local, minor, and
short term. Mitigation would include rerouting maintenance
activities so they avoid direct contact with the orchid
populations. Initial inventory and monitoring was completed
on these orchid populations during 1999 and 2000, and
monitoring continues to be an ongoing process.

The Navajo sedge, alcove bog orchid, and northern leopard
frog are species dependent on moisture, thus natural
changes in moisture, which are out of the monument's
control, could have a moderate and long- term adverse effect
on these populations. Exotic invasions around Inscription
House, but not within the monument boundaries, could
slowly out- compete the Navajo sedge population, leading to
its demise. Mitigation measures would include fencing off
the population from grazing and trampling and controlling
exotics nearby.

Currently the monument has guided tours and performs
routine maintenance activities at Betatakin and Keet Seel,
where there is Mexican spotted owl (MSO habitat).
Development of trails and facilities as well as grazing and
trampling does impact this species, depending on the time of
year. These impacts vary from locally minor to moderate,
and short to long term, depending on the activity. Mexican
spotted owls were documented in Navajo National
Monument from 1989 to 1998, and Navajo Fish and Wildlife
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designated Betatakin Canyon a protected activity center
(PAC) for Mexican spotted owls. Due to the recent
designation of critical habitat for the MSO at the monument
(February 1, 2001) and the MSO Recovery Plan (1995), the
monument would consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Navajo Nation prior to implementing any
trail maintenance, construction, fuel reduction projects, or
recreational activities. Mitigation efforts would include
implementing projects outside the MSO breeding season
(September 1 through February 28). Continued multiagency
(NPS, Navajo Nation, and USFWS) monitoring for the MSO
at the monument has been recommended, particularly after
any mechanical fuel reduction projects.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the past decades and currently, threatened and
endangered species have been fairly well protected in all
three units at Navajo National Monument, because of the
units’ inaccessibility to the public. Present day activities at
the monument would result in local, short- term, minor
adverse impacts to such species. However, many of the listed
species and species of concern in the vicinity of the
monument are either bats or birds, which tend to be
migratory during certain times of the year, so the park has no
control over any external adverse impacts.

Past and present uses (hiking, camping, grazing, trampling,
and motorized vehicles) by various entities in and around the
monument are assumed to have regional, long- term,
moderate adverse impacts to the Mexican spotted owl,
owing to loss of habitat for the owl, loss of habitat for their
prey, and loss of solitude during critical periods, such as
nesting. The Navajo sedge is at a critical stage on Navajo
Nation land, owing to overgrazing and trampling. The alcove
bog orchid is assumed to be doing better in the protected



fenced canyon of Betatakin than elsewhere on the Navajo
Nation lands where grazing and trampling occur.

CONCLUSION

The overall impacts of current monument activities on
threatened and endangered species are local, short term,
minor and adverse. For any proposed or on- going projects
that may have minor adverse effects on listed species or
critical habitat, the NPS will consult with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. However, activities of external landowners
would continue to have regional, long- term, minor to
moderate adverse impacts on threatened and endangered
species. There would be no impairment of Navajo National
Monument’s resources or values.

Visitor Understanding And Experience

Visitor understanding and experience would undergo
moderate, adverse, long- term impacts from the dated,
inaccurate exhibits, lack of interpretation of American
Indian culture, limited access to Betatakin, and structures
and trails that do not meet ADA standards. There would also
be minor to moderate, long- term, adverse effects from
limited access to Keet Seel, and no access to Inscription
House. Foreign visitors would suffer long- term minor
adverse effects from the lack of foreign language
translations, and all visitors would endure short- term,
minor, adverse effects from construction projects.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the long term, visitor experience and understanding
would enjoy a minor- to- moderate beneficial impact from
the realignment of the Shonto Road, which would reduce
traffic and congestion in the visitor center parking lot. Also,
as a result of the paving and realignment of the highway,
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more visitors might be induced to use the AZ 564- BIA 221
“shortcut” to Page, possibly increasing visitation over the
long term.

CONCLUSION

Visitor understanding and experience would suffer
moderate, adverse, long- term impacts under Alternative A.
There would be no impairment of Navajo National
Monument’s resources or values.

Remoteness

Remoteness at the headquarters unit would continue to have
local, minor, adverse impacts from existing National Park
Service development, traffic in the parking lot, visitors on
the trails, maintenance activities, aircraft overflights, and
local residents in the form of noise, artificial light, and
modern human- made structures. NPS maintenance
activities that generate noise could be scheduled so as to
reduce adverse effects on the natural soundscape at peak
visitor periods. There would be local, moderate, short- term,
adverse effects on natural soundscapes during future repair
or construction projects, such as replacing the waterline.

Remoteness in the backcountry would continue to have
local, minor, adverse effects from aircraft overflight noise,
occasional local resident vehicle noise, and artificial light
from NPS and local residences. Artificial light from NPS
residences could be mitigated with directed lighting fixtures
to reduce the adverse effects on natural lightscapes.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

One foreseeable action adjacent to the monument affecting
remoteness is the planned relocation of the Shonto Road by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs. There would be short- term,

moderate, adverse effects to the natural soundscape during
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construction. Upon completion of the Shonto Road cutoff,
there would be a beneficial, minor, long- term effect of
reducing noise and artificial light within the monument,
because local traffic now going through the parking lot
would be diverted.

Under this alternative, there would continue to be only
limited consultation with tribes and others, and there would
be little National Park Service influence in protecting the
natural soundscape, lightscapes, and scenic vistas from
activities on adjacent lands. If aircraft overflights and vehicle
tours increase, the cumulative effect on the natural
soundscape would be local and moderate. New vendors or
businesses on the boundary and access road could have a
cumulative moderate to major adverse effect on scenic vistas,
natural soundscape, and lightscapes, depending on what
would be developed.

CONCLUSION

Under Alternative A, ongoing NPS activities would have a
minor, long- term, adverse effect on remoteness. Moderate
to major long- term, adverse effects to remoteness could
occur from new development or activities on adjacent land.
There would be no impairment of Navajo National
Monument’s resources or values.

Socioeconomic Environment

To calculate the total economic effects of visitor spending on
the local economy, visitor data and assumptions were put
into the money generation model. All dollar amounts reflect
FY2oo1 dollars.

Visitation is steady at around 66,000 per year, about 30
percent of visitors stay in motels in the local area, and 17
percent camp (the rest are either local visitors or visitors
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who stay overnight outside of the local area). The overnight
visitors spend about 1.5 days in the area, while the day users
spend about one day. The money generation model projects
that the economic effects of visitor spending multiplied
through the local economy would be $2,400,000 in sales,
$800,000 in personal income, 68 jobs, and $1,300,000 in
value added.

There would also be effects from monument operation and
ongoing minor construction projects under this alternative.
The staff of 11 permanent and 11 seasonal employees, along
with spending on utilities, supplies, and services, all
contribute to the local economy. Ongoing repair and
rehabilitation projects, totaling some $2,250,000 over the
next fifteen years would also create some temporary jobs and
cycle money into the local economy. The total effect of
operations and construction when multiplied through the
money generation model under this alternative would be
$2,500,000 in sales, 46 jobs, $1,400,000 in personal income,
and $1,600,000 in total value added. The majority of this
local, moderate, benefit on the local economy would be
short term and would last through the period of
construction of new facilities.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Construction of the Shonto Road bypass by the BIA would
have minor, short- term, beneficial impacts by creating
temporary jobs during construction. The potential local
operation of a campground adjacent to headquarters unit
would have minor, long- term, beneficial impacts by creating
jobs and from campground fees that would eventually be
rolled over into the local economy.



CONCLUSION

Under Alternative A, visitors and park operations would
have a moderate, beneficial, long- term effect on the
socioeconomic environment. There would be no
impairment of monument resources.

Monument Operations

Under Alternative A, not building or remodeling the current
facilities greatly limits opportunities for outreach and visitor
education. Office space is also inadequate, and employees
are forced to share areas for projects and general work
activities. This creates a safety and fire hazard as employees
begin to stack boxes and files where space is available. The
adverse impact would be moderate and long term and would
affect both public relations and monument operations.

Housing remains an extremely important issue for the park
and staff. Two of the trailers have been condemned and
removed. Existing, habitable structures are deteriorating and
have ongoing problems with rodents. Each available house is
occupied, leaving only a one- room cabin for park
volunteers, a seasonal workforce of six to ten rangers, and
guests. The local communities of Shonto and Kayenta offer
little housing for rent or lease for non- Navajo people. This
lack of housing would have a profound stifling effect on
hiring and retaining employees and attracting volunteers.
This could result in the use of nearby hotels at great expense
or in not hiring seasonals, curtailing visitor operations. Lack
of adequate housing would result in a long- term, moderate
to major adverse impact on park operations.

Park housing and office space do not meet ADA
standards. The visitor center has been retrofitted with
automatic doors, but other operational facilities and
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houses have not. Inaccessible facilities would continue
to result in adverse long- term, moderate impacts on
visitors and staff with disabilities.

Fire protection is inadequate. In 1965 the visitor center
building was constructed without internal fire suppression
systems. As a result, the building is protected only by
handheld fire extinguishers and low- pressured fire
hydrants. Fire protection is limited, because the park
hydrants don’t meet pressure standards and a fire vehicle is
not available. Kayenta offers the closest structural fire truck
at a response time of one hour. Replacement of the
monument’s main waterlines, which is scheduled for the fall
and winter of 2001, would remedy inadequate water
pressure, but inadequate fire preparedness would continue
to have a moderate, long- term adverse impact on the
monument’s ability to protect visitors, staff, irreplaceable
museum collection items, and government property from
fire.

Police protection is limited because of limited jurisdiction.
The monument has commissioned law enforcement rangers,
but their authority only extends to monument lands. Tribal
police have authority on tribal lands (such as access to
Betatakin and Keet Seel ) and are located hours away from
the monument area. Jusrisdiction at the headquarters unit
remains unclear. The continuation of this situation would
have moderate, long- term adverse effects on monument
operations. A revised Memorandum of Understanding for
the headquarters unit may mitigate jurisdiction issues.

Communication systems are slow and out of date, and other
equipment is outdated, preventing employees from
performing their jobs as efficiently as possible. This would
continue to have a long- term, moderate, adverse impact on
monument operations.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The present infrastructure is inadequate in meeting the
program needs of the current staff. As public expectations
grow for educational and community outreach services, the
lack of office space and maintenance facilities would
constrain what the monument is able to provide. Lack of
available housing limits the number of employees who can
be housed in the area. At present, the staff is constrained in
hiring and is limited in what it can offer the public.

CONCLUSION

The current conditions and limited amount of office space
and housing leaves the monument unable to accommodate
people with disabilities and unable to accommodate more
staff in the future and compromises safety. Inadequate
numbers of housing units limits the monument’s ability to
recruit and retain staff and attract volunteers, thereby
limiting the number of programs and projects undertaken
during the year. The water wells that provide drinking water
for the entire park are antiquated and offer no backup in
case of pump failure. Communications systems are
inadequate and inefficient, and jurisdictional issues limit law
enforcement. The visitor center and residential area have no
fire suppression system to protect visitors, museum
collections, monument employees, and the equipment and
office supplies. The No- Action Alternative would
perpetuate inefficient and inadequate monument
operations.

A moderate adverse long term impact on the monument
would occur because it would remain difficult for the
monument to make needed improvements to infrastructure
and visitor facilities at the headquarters unit. One reason is
that it is a little more difficult to secure NPS funds for
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improvements on lands not held in federal ownership.
Another reason is that the monument is unable to participate
in fully the fee demonstration program, a source of
improvements to visitor facilities to many NPS units, because
of the inability to collect fees on non- federal land.

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

Under the No- Action Alternative, the continued use of
existing trails to Betatakin and Keet Seel, as well as visitor
access to areas of Keet Seel, would adversely affect, both
directly and indirectly, archeological resources associated
with the sites. In addition, archeological resources adjacent
to, or easily accessible from, public access areas could be
vulnerable to surface disturbance, inadvertent damage, and
possible vandalism.

Erosion and livestock grazing and trampling would continue
to result in moderate to major adverse impacts on
archeological resources.

Rockfall is a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet Seel,
Inscription House, and other cliff dwellings. The alcoves in
the monument vary in their stability, but Betatakin’s and
Snake House's alcoves are especially unstable, with the
potential for major, adverse impacts to structures within the
cliff dwellings.

Moderate to major adverse impacts to ethnographic
resources would result from the lack of updated and
culturally appropriate interpretive messages about the tribal
histories and values to which the ethnographic resources are
related.

Lack of adequate curatorial facilities and staff appropriately
trained in curation would continue to have long- term,
moderate, adverse impacts upon museum collections.



The Mexican spotted owl, a federally threatened species,
nests in Betatakin and Keet Seel Canyons. Human activity in
Betatakin Canyon, for example, trail maintenance, fuel
reduction activities, or visitor use, would have minor to
moderate adverse impacts on the spotted owl; however,
nesting has been successful during the years monitored. For
any proposed or on- going projects that may have minor or
moderate adverse effects on listed species or critical habitat,
the NPS will consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Dated, inaccurate exhibits and the lack of proper
interpretation of American Indian cultures would continue
to have moderate, adverse impacts upon visitor
understanding and experience. Visitors with disabilities
would experience moderate adverse impacts caused by
continued inaccessibility of trails and structures.

Loss in Long- Term Availability or
Productivity of the Resource to Achieve
Short- Term Gain

Potential short- term effects caused by construction
activities on archeological resources would be mitigated by
data recovery, resulting in no long- term loss of the site
information. The lack of adequate monitoring of cultural
resources, especially at Inscription House and Keet Seel,
could somewhat reduce the availability of cultural resources
for future research, education, and possible interpretation.

As described under “Unavoidable Adverse Impacts,” rockfall
is a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet Seel, Inscription House,
and other cliff dwellings, with the potential for major,
adverse impacts to structures within the cliff dwellings.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

The lack of a cultural landscape inventory could lead to
long- term loss in the integrity of contributing elements to
the landscape(s).

Irreversible/Irretrievable Commitments of
Resources

Irreversible commitments of resources are those that cannot
be reversed, except perhaps in the extreme long- term. This
would include, for example, the consumption or destruction
of nonrenewable resources such as minerals or the
extinction of a species.

Irretrievable commitments of resources are those that are
lost for a period of time, as a resource is devoted to a use that
simultaneously precludes other uses. For example, if
facilities are developed in a forest, the timber productivity of
the developed land is lost for as long as the facilities remain.

Archeological resources associated with the sites of
Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House, as well as
archeological resources adjacent to or easily accessible from
trails and other public access areas, would continue to be
vulnerable to surface disturbance, inadvertent damage, and
possible vandalism. The loss of surface archeological
materials, alteration of artifact distribution, and a reduction
of contextual evidence could result. Because archeological
resources are nonrenewable resources, there would be an
irreversible/irretrievable loss of these resources.
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IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE B—FOCUS
ON NPS LAND

Cultural Resources

ARCHEOLOGY, STRUCTURES, AND CULTURAL
LANDSCAPES

Preservation maintenance of the dwellings at Betatakin, Keet
Seel, and Inscription House, as well as the other pre- contact
and historic structures listed on the monument's list of
classified structures, would continue as needed, to mitigate
wear and deterioration of the structures without
significantly altering either their present form or character.
All preservation and rehabilitation efforts, as well as daily,
cyclical, and seasonal maintenance, would be undertaken in
accordance with the National Park Service's Management
Policies, 2001 and DO- 28, Cultural Resource Management
Guideline, as well as the Secretary of the Interior's Standards
for the Treatment of Historic Properties, With Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing
Historic Buildings.

Archeological resources on the mesa top could be at risk
from proposed construction. Known archeological
resources would be avoided to the greatest extent possible. If
such resources could not be avoided, impacts would be
mitigated through data recovery. Impacts would be adverse
and range in intensity from minor to major, depending upon
the number, importance, and integrity of the resource(s).

The necessity of monitoring construction activities to ensure
the protection of archeological resources would be
determined on a case- by- case basis by Navajo National
Monument's archeologist. If during construction previously
unknown archeological resources are discovered, all work in
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the immediate vicinity of the discovery would be halted until
the resources could be identified and documented and an
appropriate mitigation strategy developed in consultation
with the Navajo Nation's tribal historic preservation officer
and other associated tribes. In the event that human remains,
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are discovered, provisions outlined in the Native
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (25 USC
3001) of 1990 would be followed.

Although expansion of the visitor center would alter the
historic and design integrity of the structure, this would
result in only a minor impact to monument resources, as the
visitor center was determined ineligible for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. The minor impacts
would be mitigated by historical and architectural
documentation of the existing visitor center prior to
expansion.

There would be no impacts to the historic structures listed
on monument's list of classified structures (See Table 2.2:
List of Classified Structures).

Though potentially important cultural landscapes would be
identified, protected, and preserved, increased visitor use,
resulting from enhanced interpretation of the monument's
resources or the expansion or construction of the visitor
center, amphitheater, and parking areas; outdoor exhibits;
trailheads, trails, and overlooks; and picnicking and camping
sites could result in the overuse and degradation of such
contributing landscape features as roads and trails, buildings
and structures, and vegetation. Such impacts would be
adverse and long- term, ranging in intensity from minor to
moderate. However, the monument's enhanced interpretive
and educational programs would also increase visitor
appreciation of cultural resources and how they are



preserved and managed, as well as provide an understanding
of how to experience such resources without inadvertently
damaging them.

Trails and trailheads would be sited to avoid adversely
impacting known cultural resources, including potential
cultural landscapes. In addition, the use of appropriate
materials and colors for all permanent signs erected would
allow the signs to meld as much as possible into the natural
surroundings.

Increased and/or unauthorized visitation at Keet Seel,
Betatakin, and Inscription House, guided tours of the
dwelling interiors at Keet Seel, and overnight camping at
Keet Seel, could result in increased deterioration of the
ancient dwellings through wear and tear and vandalism—a
long- term, adverse impact ranging in intensity from minor
to moderate. However, the monument's enhanced
interpretive and educational programs would instill an
understanding and appreciation of the value of the
monument's cultural resources and how they are preserved,
as well as provide an understanding of how to experience
such resources without inadvertently damaging them. At
Keet Seel there would be less impact to the cliff dwelling
under Alternative B since visitors would not be permitted in
the alcove. This would result in a long- term benefit with
moderate intensity. In addition, further studies would occur
to determine the carrying capacity of the resources that
could result in the imposition of visitation levels or
constraints that would contribute to the stability or integrity
of the resources without unduly restricting their use or
interpretation. Also, through an increase in the number of
staff at the monument there would be more regular patrols at
each of the units, resulting in a long- term benefit of
moderate intensity.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Visitor impacts would range from minor to moderate
intensity under this alternative. Unescorted hikers traveling
from the visitor center to Betatakin could potentially impact
cultural resources. This would occur both on the monument
and in nearby areas of Navajo Nation land that the hiker
would be traversing. Impacts like leaving the trail to look at
archeological remains and removing archeological materials
from sites located near the trail would occur since hikers
would not be guided by a park ranger. These activities would
have the potential to produce moderate, long- term, adverse
effects. This could be mitigated to some degree through
better signage and relocation of trails away from
archeological sites. Another visitor impact would be the
relocation of the campground at Keet Seel to inside the
monument boundaries. Due to the presence of archeological
materials in the Keet Seel unit, construction of a
campground would have an impact of moderate adverse
effect. This impact could be mitigated to some degree
through consultation with tribes and data recovery of
archeological sites that might be located within construction
boundaries. With the opening of Inscription House to
limited guided hikes, there would be the potential for minor
to moderate long- term adverse effects to cultural resources
due to increased activity in areas where there are open
archeological sites. This could be mitigated with the
relocation of trails away from archeological sites and the
presence of a park ranger to guide visitors to Inscription
House.

Natural occurrences would also continue to impact
dwellings and open archeological sites at the monument.
The most common forms of natural impacts are rockfall and
animal activity. Rockfall is a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet
Seel, Inscription House, and other cliff dwellings. The
alcoves in the monument vary in terms of stability.
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Betatakin’s and Snake House's alcoves are unstable, with the
potential for major impacts to structures within the cliff
dwellings. Keet Seel’s and Inscription House's alcoves are
more stable and are more likely to suffer moderate impacts.
Moisture that moves through the alcoves and canyon
bottoms in the form of runoff or seeps also impacts
archeological sites in the monument. In Betatakin seeps have
the potential to cause moderate to major impacts to
structures in the alcove as well as to buried archeological
deposits located below Betatakin. At Keet Seel and
Inscription House runoff has the potential to cause moderate
impacts to structures roofs, walls, and buried archeological
deposits located in the canyon bottoms. There are also major
impacts to archeological middens related to cliff dwellings
and open archeological sites that are being severely impacted
by arroyo cutting in the canyon bottoms. This is most
noticeable at Keet Seel and Inscription House, where the
potential for adverse impacts is greater. Currently, the
archeological middens related to both Keet Seel and
Inscription House are being destabilized by arroyo cutting.

Animal activity results in impacts to the cliff dwellings and
open archeological sites through nesting and burrowing.
Currently, raptors are constructing large nests in Betatakin,
impacting roofs and walls with moderate intensity. At Keet
Seel and Inscription House rodents burrowing and bats
constructing nests in structures have undermined walls and
floors, resulting in adverse impacts with moderate intensity.
Limited controls have been put in place to remove rodents
from archeological sites to other locations, resulting in a
beneficial affect with minor intensity. At Keet Seel and
Inscription House it is difficult to construct or maintain a
fence to ensure that no livestock grazing would occur within
park boundaries. Livestock grazing and trampling near Keet
Seel and Inscription House has contributed to the growth of
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arroyos that have adversely impacted open archeological
sites on the canyon bottoms with moderate intensity.
Measures have been taken to curb livestock grazing and
trampling and further destruction of cultural resources,
resulting in a minor beneficial effect.

Pollutants and acid rain deteriorate pictograph:s,
petroglyphs, and historic inscriptions in each of the
monument's units with minor impacts. With further study,
the monument might be able to mitigate some of the impact
to the pictographs, petroglyphs, and historic inscriptions
through treatment (including documentation) and working
with businesses in nearby communities. Overall, this would
provide a long- term benefit of minor to moderate intensity.

Development adjacent to Navajo National Monument could
result in long- term, minor to moderate adverse impacts on
cultural resources. Navajo National Monument would work
with neighboring jurisdictions to ensure that adjacent land
management practices do not impair the monument's
cultural resources, viewsheds, or distant vistas.

ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES

Consultation with associated tribes indicates that pre-
contact cliff dwellings, structures, and pictographs and
petroglyphs are sacred. The surrounding ethnographic
landscape, of which the monument’s resources are an
integral part, also has significant cultural value to all
associated tribes. Alternative B would include some of the
same moderate adverse impacts to ethnographic resources as
would be realized under Alternative A. Existing impacts,
such as the routine stabilization and maintenance of
ancestral sites, present visitor facilities, visitor access to the
dwellings, and intrusion on traditional uses of culturally
important places or resources, would continue as described



in Alternative A. Navajo National Monument would
continue to consult with associated tribes and other
concerned individuals to mitigate the intensity of such long-
term, adverse impacts.

Beneficial impacts from backcountry closures and continued
access to traditional use would be similar to those expected
under Alternative A. There would be a moderate, beneficial,
long- term impacts from the establishment of the tribal
consultation committee, which would mitigate many of the
ongoing adverse impacts by improving communication
between associated tribes and the National Park Service and
resulting in deeper understanding, collaborative solutions,
and more sensitive management of traditional uses. There
would also be moderate, beneficial, long- term impacts from
increased staff and patrol to prevent vandalism to culturally
important places or resources.

There would be moderate, short- term adverse impacts to
traditional use activities at Betatakin as a result of extending
the visitor season and allowing visitors to hike all day long to
Betatakin, provided that requests for access to these
resources for traditional cultural purposes, are considered
through the special use permit process. There would also be
moderate, short- term adverse effects to traditional activities
on the mesa top as a result of more trails and visitors on the
rim (Alternative B proposes the most extensive trails).
Navajo National Monument would continue to consult with
associated tribes to mitigate the intensity of such long- term,
adverse impacts through appropriate scheduling of visitor
activities that would take traditional activities into
consideration, and the increased tribal consultation in
Alternative B would facilitate timely and effective mitigation.

Alternative B would have a moderate beneficial long- term
effect on ethnographic resources from expanded
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interpretation of contemporary tribal associations with park
lands and resources and resulting greater visitor
understanding of ethnographic issues. Facilitating greater
American Indian participation in the interpretation of
ethnographic resources would result in a long- term,
beneficial impact to the monument’s ethnographic
resources. Such actions would support the protection,
enhancement, and preservation of ethnographic resources
and the continuation of traditional cultural practices, as well
as increase non- Indian knowledge and appreciation of
American Indian cultures.

MUSEUM COLLECTIONS

Museum collections under this alternative would realize the
same beneficial impacts as they would under Alternative A,
because of transferring collections to the Western
Archeological and Conservation Center. In addition to those
benefits identified under Alternative A, Alternative B would
provide other benefits in the form of an onsite storage and
lab facility for collections and staff dedicated to caring for
collections. This would result in a beneficial effect of
moderate long- term intensity.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative impacts would be similar to those identified for
Alternative A. However, with the possible increase in
visitation to Keet Seel, Betatakin, and Inscription House,
there would be an increased impact and the potential for
vandalism and deterioration of archeological sites in and
outside of monument boundaries. Further development of
the monument would also mean an increase in maintenance
activity and the use of vehicles that might potentially have
adverse effects on archeological sites. These impacts would
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have an intensity ranging from minor to moderate, long
term, given the increase in visitation and development.

CONCLUSION

Cultural resources at Navajo National Monument would
benefit in the long term from comprehensive planning,
because actions and priorities would be established to clarify
management goals, reduce conflict between natural and
cultural resources management, and accommodate
interpretation, visitor use, and traditional uses with
minimum damage to both cultural and natural resources.
Greater visitor understanding and appreciation of the
resources associated with the monument would also
contribute to their protection and preservation. There
would be no impairment of Navajo National Monument’s
resources or values.

SECTION 106 SUMMARY

As in Alternative A, monument staff would continue to meet
the guidelines of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act. Given that there would be more
development and visitation at the site, there would be
increased consultation and more comprehensive planning in
coordination with the tribes.

Prior to implementing any of the actions described in
Alternative B, Navajo National Monument’s cultural
resource staff would identify National Register eligible or
listed cultural resources that could be potentially affected by
the proposed actions and apply the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation’s criteria of adverse effects (36 CFR
Part 800.5, Assessment of Adverse Effects), all in consultation
with the Hopi Tribe, Navajo Nation, San Juan Paiute Tribe,
and the Zuni Tribe, to determine whether or not the
proposed action would adversely impact cultural resources.
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If it is determined that the proposed action would adversely
impact National Register eligible or listed cultural resources,
monument staff would prepare an environmental assessment
to analyze the impacts of the action on the monument’s
cultural and natural resources and would negotiate and
execute a memorandum of agreement with the Navajo
Nation’s tribal historic preservation office, in accordance
with 36 CFR Part 800.6(c], Resolution of Adverse Effects—
Memorandum of Agreement, to stipulate how the adverse
effects would be minimized or mitigated. Depending on the
cultural resources affected, other associated tribes could also
be signatories to the memorandum of agreement.

If it is determined that the proposed action would have no
adverse effect on National Register eligible or listed cultural
resources, monument staff would document this
determination on an assessment of effect form, forward the
form to the Navajo Nation’s tribal historic preservation
office and associated tribes for review and comment, and
inform the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office.

Natural Resources

WATER RESOURCES, WETLANDS, AND
FLOODPLAINS

In addition to the impacts already discussed in Alternative A,
Alternative B proposes more construction at Betatakin and
increased visitation over a longer period of time. Since there
are no natural or artificial watercourses, including springs,
seeps, or arroyos, on the mesa top of Betatakin where the
proposed construction and most of the increased visitor use
would take place, adverse effects on water resources would
be negligible. However tinajas, or temporary postholes, do
exist on the mesa top, but there would be negative impacts.
In addition, groundwater does not occur near the surface of



the mesa and most likely would not be encountered during
any construction projects. There could be local short- term,
minor adverse effects on water quality due to increased
sedimentation spilling down into Betatakin Canyon if a
major rain event were to occur while the area was under
construction. There would be no Section 404 permitting
requirements for the construction included in Alternative B
as long as materials are not dredged out of or placed into an
arroyo or watercourse during construction.

Increased visitors into Betatakin Canyon could lead to more
trail erosion, and that would have locally long- term, minor
adverse effects on water quality. Increased vehicle use of the
parking lot could increase chemical runoff from the
pavement into Betatakin Canyon, but eventual dissolution
into the water table would result in local, short- term, minor
adverse effects. Increased visitor use at Keet Seel (hiking and
camping) could increase the rate of erosion especially
around the campground, but this would be minor when
compared with the disturbance that already occurs there
from continual grazing and trampling. More tours into
Inscription House would have local, long- term, minor adverse
effects on the already eroded stream banks. Proposed fencing
and protective barriers around both Keet Seel and Inscription
House would have long- term, moderate beneficial impacts to
water quality by eliminating grazing, trampling, and increased
erosion within the monument boundaries.

The Storm Water Rule (40 CFR, Parts 122, 123, 124) requires
an Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Notice of
Intent be submitted to the EPA, with a copy sent to the
Arizona Department of Environmental Quality—Water
Quality Division, on construction activities, including
clearing and grading, that occur on land in excess of five
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acres. If fewer than five total acres of land would be
disturbed in Alternative B, a NPDES notice of intent would
not be submitted to the EPA and the Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality—Water Quality Division and a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan would not be prepared.

The buildings, campground, picnic area, housing,
maintenance, and parking areas at the headquarters area are
not subject to major arroyo flooding. Flooding on the mesa
tops, while a nuisance, is not hazardous and is
accommodated by site designs, storm drains, etc. The effects
would be local, minor, adverse, and short- term. Flood
hazard to hikers to Keet Seel and Inscription House would
be moderately adverse and short- term, and would be
mitigated by warnings issued to visitors regarding flash
floods, quicksand, and unsanitary water conditions by their
guide or when they get a permit to go there. The relocated
campground is near the ranger station and substantially
above the arroyo, and not likely within the regulatory
floodplain.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the past decades, water resources have basically stayed
the same since the monument has little control over
groundwater or watershed waters that flow into these three
distinct units, thus the adverse impacts, as mentioned in
Alternative A, are local, short term, and minor within the
monument boundaries.

Reasonable foreseeable future actions associated with
Alternative B, such as expanding existing facilities, would
result in slightly more potential for increased localized
sedimentation and erosion as a result of the proposed
development on the mesa top at Betatakin. Increased visitor
use of new and existing trails at all three units of the
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monument would also result in slightly more potential for
increased sedimentation and erosion, which could
temporarily adversely affect water quality (both
development and recreation). Fencing improvements around
Keet Seel and Inscription House to eliminate grazing would
have long- term, moderate beneficial impacts to water quality.

CONCLUSION

The overall effect of the proposed increase in monument
activities, both construction and visitation, would result in
local, short- term, minor adverse impacts on water
resources, while protective fencing would have a long- term,
moderate beneficial impact. There would be no impairment
of Navajo National Monument’s resources or values.

BIOTIC COMMUNITIES (VEGETATION, WILDLIFE,
AND SOILS)

Vegetation and Wildlife

In addition to the impacts already discussed in Alternative A,
because of increased visitation and construction proposed in
Alternative B, particularly around Betatakin, there would be
long- term, minor to moderate adverse effects on the natural
resources. Increased visitation would result in more noise
and disturbance to wildlife on top and inside the canyon.
This could result in a locally minor adverse effect by
displacing some mammals, particularly small mammals.
There would be locally moderate adverse effects on birds
that might roost and nest in the canyon, displacing them
farther away from the monument. There would be a minor,
short- term, adverse effect from trails and other construction
projects, which would destroy the native vegetation.
Mitigation would include revegetating immediately after
project completion, utilizing native species. Immediate
revegetation minimizes the chance of exotics invading these
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disturbed sites. On the other hand, more hardened trails
would provide a long- term moderate benefit to the visitors
and the monument by allowing them more choices for hiking
on the mesa top and keeping them off the native vegetation.

The relocated campground for Keet Seel would open up a
new site temporarily to invasion of exotics, causing locally
short- term, moderate adverse effects. The monument would
mitigate by both hardening the new site and revegetating the
old site immediately with native vegetation. It would be a
very labor- intensive (multi- year) project to succeed in
establishing natives in this isolated location that is already
surrounded by exotics.

Increased visitation at Keet Seel and Inscription House
would have local, long- term, minor adverse effects on the
already disturbed natural resources both outside and inside
the monument boundaries. On the other hand, there would
be long- term, moderate benefits to the public who may not
otherwise have had the opportunity to visit these two sites.
Proposed fencing improvements around both Keet Seel and
Inscription House to keep grazing out would have long- term,
moderate beneficial impacts to the biotic communities. Less
livestock would decrease the entry of exotic plants into
monument lands.

More park staff would result in a long- term, moderate to
major beneficial impact on the natural resources program at
the monument. There would be increased educational
opportunities and contacts with visitors informing them of
the unique ecological quality of these canyons, including the
natural soundscape experience found at these remote
locations. Increased resource staff would allow for the
monument to be proactive in initiating research, inventory,
and monitoring of all park resources (water, air, flora, and
fauna).



Soils

Locally in Alternative B, there would be short- term,
moderate adverse effects on soil stability because of new
trails and buildings and more visitors at Betatakin. On the
other hand, more hardened and maintained trails could
reduce the number of "social" trails (and broken microbiotic
crusts), which develop as visitors wander around the open
mesa environment, resulting in a long- term, moderate
beneficial impact to both soils and visitors.

An increase of visitors at both Inscription House and Keet
Seel would have long- term, minor adverse effects on soil
stability because more visitors would have the opportunity to
go off trail. However, the tours would be guided and more
staff would be available to patrol trails, providing a long-
term, moderate beneficial impact to both soils and visitors.
Proposed fencing improvements around both Keet Seel and
Inscription House to keep grazing out would have long- term,
moderate beneficial impacts to soils by reducing soil
compaction and erosion.

A relocated campground at Keet Seel would have a short-
term, minor adverse effect on soil stability around the
construction site. Mitigation for both the old and new sites
would include salvaging of local native plants, hardening of
specific tent sites, and immediate revegetation. As with all
soil disturbance that is not revegetated immediately, exotic
vegetation has the potential to invade and dominate the
native plants. The impacts of exotics invading this remote
location would be short term and minor at the new site,
provided appropriate mitigation during and after
construction is performed.

Mitigation using restoration and native plant revegetation
for development projects and trails proposed for all three
sites would have short- term, minor adverse effects on the
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soils locally. On the other hand, mitigation done
immediately and correctly would provide a long- term,
major benefit to soil stabilization and health.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Reasonable foreseeable future actions associated with
Alternative B, such as expanding existing facilities, would
result in more potential for trampling of vegetation and
microbiotic crusts, particularly at Betatakin. Increased
visitor use of new and existing trails and construction
activities would result in local, short- term, minor adverse
impacts to the biotic communities by increased trampling
and disturbance of vegetation and microbiotic crusts.
Increased visitor use and construction activities would also
result in local, short- term, minor adverse impacts to
wildlife, owing to loud noises temporarily displacing certain
species. It is possible that continued increased visitation
would result in long- term, moderate impact by permanently
displacing wildlife, but some species may become habituated
rather than displaced. Protective fencing around Keet Seel
and Inscription House would have long- term, moderate
beneficial impacts to biotic communities, soils, and wildlife by
eliminating livestock grazing, trampling, and disturbance to
natural systems.

CONCLUSION

The overall effect of the proposed increase in monument
activities on biotic communities would result in local, short-
term, minor to moderate adverse impacts, while fencing
would result in long- term, moderate beneficial impacts to
the resources. There would be no impairment of Navajo
National Monument’s resources or values.
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THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

In addition to the impacts already discussed in Alternative A,
increased human presence and noise (hiking, trail
maintenance, and construction) in the Mexican spotted owl
(MSO) critical habitat which also includes Keet Seel, where
grazing and trampling occurs, would have a long- term,
moderate adverse effect. These owls have been known not to
nest or breed when under stress during certain times of the
year. In addition, MSOs can only survive in an area where
prey is abundant, thus the smaller rodents are also important
to the long- term recovery of the owl. Rodents may also be
affected by these disturbances (see Wildlife section).
Mitigation would include scheduling all monument activities
to occur outside of the MSO breeding season (September 1
through February 28) and monitoring MSO populations to
determine if the monument's activities are having any
adverse affects.

Increased human presence and noise would have long- term,
minor adverse effects on other listed species and species of
concern, including all of the transient raptors (bald eagle,
peregrine falcon, northern goshawk, ferruginous hawk, and
California condor) and potential inhabitants (southwestern
willow flycatcher and the black- crowned night heron). All
of these birds may want to establish themselves in the
monument, however, even present use levels might prohibit
them from doing so. It is unknown at this time if the present
or increased levels of visitor use adversely affect the
establishment of these birds, but the potential exists.
Increased activities would also cause short- term, minor
adverse effects to all the bat species.

Fencing improvements around Keet Seel and Inscription
House to eliminate grazing would have long- term, moderate
beneficial impacts to endangered plants and animals. The
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relocated campground for Keet Seel would increase the
proximity of visitors to the Mexican Spotted owl during
sensitive breeding season, resulting in long- term, minor to
moderate adverse impacts.

Additional park staff would result in a long- term, moderate
to major beneficial impact on the natural resources program
at the monument, including addressing threatened and
endangered species concerns. Consultation and compliance
needs would be better served with a staff person dedicated to
the task. Increased staffing would increase educational
opportunities to discuss endangered species at the
monument. Additional resource staff would allow for the
monument to be proactive in initiating research, inventory,
and monitoring of not only listed species but of all species of
concern.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Reasonable foreseeable future actions associated with the
planning for Navajo National Monument’s general
management plan that could affect threatened and
endangered species, such as construction and increased
visitation, would result in local short- term, minor to
moderate adverse impacts. More visitation would mean
more potential for trampling of plants, while noise from
both visitation and construction would disrupt certain
wildlife species, particularly if they are nesting in the vicinity.
Protective fencing around Keet Seel and Inscription House
would have long- term, moderate beneficial impacts to
threatened or endangered species by eliminating livestock
grazing, trampling, and disturbance to natural systems.

CONCLUSION

The overall effect of the proposed increase in monument
activities on threatened and endangered species would result



in local, short- term, minor to moderate adverse impacts,
while fencing would have long- term, moderate beneficial
impacts to the resources. For any proposed or on- going
projects or changes in visitor use patterns that may have
minor or moderate adverse effects on listed species or
critical habitat, the NPS will consult with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. There would be no impairment of Navajo
National Monument’s resources or values.

Visitor Understanding And Experience

Visitor understanding and experience would undergo
moderate, long- term, beneficial effects from a longer tour
season to Betatakin and Keet Seel, improved access to
Betatakin, limited tours to Inscription House, and enhanced
exhibits and interpretation of Navajo and Hopi culture.

Visitor understanding and experience would undergo
moderate, long- term, beneficial effects for visitors with
disabilities because of the greater access and interpretive
opportunities that would be provided by expanded
interpretive media, enhanced exhibits, and additional staff.

Understanding and experiences for youth would undergo
moderate, long- term beneficial effects as a result of

improved exhibits and expanded programs on- and off- site.

All visitors would endure short- term, moderate, adverse
effects from construction, expansion, and exhibit
rehabilitation activities.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the long term, visitor experience and understanding
would experience a minor- to- moderate beneficial impact
from the realignment of the Shonto Road, which would
reduce traffic and congestion in the visitor center parking
lot. Also, as a result of the paving and realignment of the
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highway, more visitors may be induced to use the AZ 564-
BIA 221 “shortcut” to Page, possibly increasing visitation
over the long term.

CONCLUSION

Moderate, long- term, beneficial impacts to visitor
experience and understanding would result from
implementation of Alternative B. There would be no
impairment of Navajo National Monument’s resources or
values.

Remoteness

Existing development and ongoing activities would continue
to have minor, local, adverse effects on remoteness, as
described under Alternative A. Alternative B proposes more
construction than Alternative A, including remodeling or
expanding the visitor center from 5,000 to 6,000 square feet,
up to 4.5 miles of new trails on the mesa top, up to four shade
structures, two composting toilets, additional NPS
residences (increase from seven to nine structures), adding a
3,500 square foot administration building and a 1,000 square
foot curatorial building near existing structures, expanded
maintenance facilities, and utility upgrades at the
headquarters area. Alternative B also proposes construction
of a ranger station at Inscription House, a ranger cache at
Betatakin, and a campground at Keet Seel. The new
construction would cause additional periods of human-
caused noise at these locations, but the effects of
construction on the natural soundscape would be local,
minor, and short term.

The addition of these new structures into the landscape
would have a minor, long- term, adverse effect on scenic
vistas and lightscapes. This would be mitigated by carefully
locating new structures out of important views, selection of
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materials and colors that blend with the environment, using
outdoor lights only where absolutely necessary, and
selecting fixtures for necessary lights that direct light
downward.

Alternative B proposes the extension of trails of the mesa top
by 4.5 miles, which would extend the area where human
conversation would interrupt the natural soundscape and
would increase the likelihood of visitors in Betatakin Canyon
hearing voices from above. In this alternative, more people
would be on the Betatakin trail (increase from one tour of 25
people per day to perhaps 100 people per day hiking down
independently, and extending the season from three months
to five or six months). People would be more dispersed and
in the area a greater portion of the year, further affecting the
natural soundscape in the backcountry. The numbers to
Keet Seel would be kept to 20 per day, but the season would
be extended from three months to five or six months.
Establishing tours at Inscription House (small guided tours
of about 15 people up to two times per week) would
introduce human conversation to a very quiet area. These
adverse effects would be local and minor. A beneficial,
minor effect would be that more visitors would be able to get
away from the headquarters area and into the backcountry
to have the opportunity to experience the natural
soundscape.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The future relocation of the Shonto Road would have the
same impacts as described in Alternative A. Potential adverse
effects on remoteness of future development and activities
on adjacent land would be somewhat less than expected
under Alternative A, because the establishment of a tribal
consultation committee would provide an opportunity for
the NPS to work with tribes toward mutually compatible
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activities. New development or activities could have minor
or moderate long- term effects on the natural soundscape,
lightscape, and scenic vistas.

CONCLUSION

Similar to Alternative A, under Alternative B, existing NPS
facilities and ongoing NPS activities would continue to have
minor adverse effects on remoteness. In addition, under
Alternative B, there would be minor adverse impacts of new
construction on remoteness, and they would primarily be
short term. A minor beneficial effect is that more visitors
would be in the backcountry to experience remoteness.
Minor to moderate long- term, adverse effects to remoteness
could occur from new development or activities on adjacent
land. There would be no impairment of Navajo National
Monument’s resources and values.

Socioeconomic Environment

To calculate the total economic effects of visitor spending on
the local economy, visitor data and assumptions were put
into the money generation model. Total visitation under
Alternative B would stay at around 66,000 per year, but it is
expected that the overnight visitors would stay longer than
they would under Alternative A, because of more
opportunities on the rim and more opportunities to get to
Betatakin, for an average stay of 1.8 days. The money
generation model projects that the economic effects of
visitor spending multiplied through the local economy
would be $2,800,000 in sales, $1,000,000 in personal
income, 79 jobs, and total value added of $1,500,000. These
effects on the local socio- economy would be beneficial,
moderate, local, and long term.

There would also be effects from the monument operation
and construction proposed in this alternative. Staff would



increase to 16 permanent and 15 seasonal employees, and the
gross construction costs of structures and trails at the
monument (design costs and fabrication of interpretive
materials would not affect the local economy and were not
counted) would be $7,750,000. The total effect when
multiplied through the money generation model under this
alternative would be $8,000,000 in sales, 118 jobs, $3,700,000
in personal income, and $4,400,000 in total value added.
The majority of this local, moderate benefit on the economy
would be short term, lasting through the period of
construction of new facilities.

NPS ownership of the land at headquarters under this
alternative would cause a moderate adverse effect from the
loss, because any loss of tribal land is unacceptable to many
tribal people. Because of the relatively small size of the
parcel, 240 acres out of 16,224,896 acres (.0016%) of the
Nation land and because it is very localized, the adverse
effect from lack of acceptance would be short term.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

As expected under Alternative A, construction of the Shonto
Road bypass by the BIA would have minor, short- term
beneficial impacts by creating temporary jobs during
construction. The potential local operation of the
campground adjacent to headquarters unit would have
minor, long- term beneficial impacts by creating jobs and as
a result of money from potential fees entering the local
economy.

In Alternative B, previous loss of Navajo Nation land over
decades for various governmental and private uses make the
loss of any additional tribal lands highly unacceptable to the
tribe, so NPS ownership of this small parcel may have a
moderate, long- term, adverse effect.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

CONCLUSION

Under Alternative B, visitors and park operations would
have a moderate, beneficial, long- term effect on the
socioeconomic environment and moderate short- term
benefits from new construction.

Monument Operations

This alternative would provide for increased staff and
facilities, including the development employee housing,
remodeling of the visitor center to increase floor space for
visitor areas and offices, a new administrative office
building, new curatorial workspace and storage, and
additional maintenance facilities. There would also be
improvements to utilities, fire suppression, and
communications systems. These impacts would be
beneficial, long term, and major.

The park would build new efficiency apartments and family
style housing units, providing for increased employee
residency, relieving the monument of its housing burden.
Housing would also be designed to meet ADA criteria that no
current units meet. An adequate supply of housing units
would greatly improve the ability of the monument to recruit
and retain employees and to attract volunteers. The impact
on monument employees would be beneficial, long term,
and major in intensity.

Office space would also be increased, allowing for more
work and research space. Storage space would also be
included for the monument's artifacts and on- site
collections. Remodeling the visitor center would allow the
opportunity to install updated computer and inter- and
intranet networks in addition to modernizing the phone and
fire systems. Fire protection would be greatly improved by
rehabilitation of utilities, installation of fire suppression
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systems in existing buildings, and construction of new offices
and housing that fully meets codes. In addition, the park
would hire specialized staff to provide for greater resource
protection, law enforcement, resource management, and
curation of artifacts. Collectively, such improvements would
result in long- term, moderate to major, beneficial impact on
monument operations.

There would be moderate to major beneficial long- term
effects from obtaining the land base of the monument
headquarters, because it would be easier for the monument
to get funding for the identified needed facilities with NPS
ownership of the land. It would also clarify jurisdiction and
improve police protection at the headquarters unit.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Improvements in the amount and quality of housing and
office space would allow the staff to increase services and
programs offered to the public. Increased staffing would
allow for greater preservation of vital resources and
enhanced educational and outreach opportunities in the
future.

CONCLUSION

Under this alternative, the monument would experience
long- term, moderate and major benefits due to improved
housing and new office space, both of which would meet the
increased size of the staff and all ADA mandates. Fire codes
would also be met in residential housing and the modernized
office infrastructure. Computers and communication
systems would be updated to meet demands of the modern
workplace. This alternative would improve the efficiency
and effectiveness of monument operations.
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Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

Increased visitor use of existing trails to Betatakin and Keet
Seel and moving the campground at Keet Seel inside of the
monument’s boundary would adversely affect archeological
resources associated with the sites, as well as archeological
resources on adjacent Navajo Nation lands. Archeological
resources adjacent to, or easily accessible from, public access
areas could be vulnerable to surface disturbance, inadvertent
damage, and possible vandalism. Disturbance of
archeological resources associated with increased visitor
access, especially involving potential disturbance of human
remains, would constitute a major adverse effect to
ethnographic resources and their associated cultural values.

Adverse impacts associated with increased visitation to
Betatakin and Keet Seel would be somewhat offset by the
beneficial effects resulting from visitors receiving more
education and a greater appreciation of monument
resources from enhanced interpretation and participation in
guided tours. However, the net effect would be an increase
in adverse impacts to archeological resources, owing to
damage from construction, routine maintenance, increased
visitor access and impacts, management actions, and future
modifications of roads, trails, and other facilities.

Erosion would continue to have moderate to major adverse
impacts on archeological resources, but adverse impacts to
archeological resources resulting from livestock grazing and
trampling would be less under this alternative than under the
No- Action Alternative.

Rockfall is a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet Seel,
Inscription House, and other alcove dwellings. The alcoves
in the monument vary in terms of their stability, but
Betatakin’s and Snake House's alcoves are especially



unstable, with the potential for major, adverse impacts to
structures within the cliff dwellings.

The Mexican spotted owl, a federally threatened species,
nests in Betatakin and Keet Seel Canyons. Trail maintenance
and fuel reduction activities in Betatakin Canyon would have
minor to moderate adverse impacts on the spotted owl.
Increased visitor use of Betatakin Canyon, associated with
both the increase in the daily amount of time visitors are in
the canyon and the longer visitation season at Betatakin,
could have a long- term, moderate adverse impact on the
spotted owl. However, much of the extended visitation
period would occur when nesting activity is absent or
completed for the season. For any proposed or on- going
projects or changes in visitor use patterns that may have
minor or moderate adverse effects on listed species or
critical habitat, the NPS will consult with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Loss in Long- Term Availability or
Productivity of the Resource to Achieve
Short- Term Gain

Potential short- term effects caused by construction
activities on archeological resources would be mitigated by
data recovery, resulting in no long- term loss of the site
information.

As described under Unavoidable Adverse Impacts, rockfall is
a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet Seel, Inscription House,
and other cliff dwellings, with the potential for major,
adverse impacts to structures within the cliff dwellings.

Some soils, vegetation, and wildlife habitat would be
permanently removed and unavailable for other purposes,
due to the construction of trails and facilities. Wildlife
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habitat or vegetation could also be degraded by providing
increased access to undisturbed areas.

Irreversible/Irretrievable Commitments of
Resources

Irreversible commitments of resources are those that cannot
be reversed, except perhaps in the extreme long term. This
would include, for example, the consumption or destruction
of nonrenewable resources such as minerals or the
extinction of a species.

Irretrievable commitments of resources are those that are
lost for a period of time, as a resource is devoted to a use that
simultaneously precludes other uses. For example, if
facilities are developed in a forest, the timber productivity of
the developed land is lost for as long as the facilities remain.

Archeological resources associated especially with the sites
of Betatakin , Keet Seel, and Inscription House as well as
archeological resources adjacent to or easily accessible from
trails and other public access areas would continue to be
vulnerable to surface disturbance, inadvertent damage, and
possible vandalism. The loss of surface archeological
materials, alteration of artifact distribution, and a reduction
of contextual evidence could result. Because archeological
resources are nonrenewable resources, there would be an
irreversible/irretrievable loss of these resources.

Some soils, vegetation, and wildlife habitat would be
permanently removed to build trails or visitor facilities This
would be an irreversible commitment of such resources
because it is unlikely that the trails and facilities constructed
would ever be abandoned and reclaimed.

The construction of trails and facilities would require
considerable amounts of fossil fuels, labor, and construction

123



ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

materials such as wood, aggregate, and bituminous materials.
However, these materials are not in short supply, and their
use would not have an adverse effect on the continued

IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE C
(PREFERRED): EMPHASIZE
PARTNERSHIPS

Cultural Resources

ARCHEOLOGY, STRUCTURES AND CULTURAL
LANDSCAPES

Preservation maintenance of the dwellings at Betatakin, Keet
Seel, and Inscription House, as well as the other pre- contact
and historic structures listed on the monument's list of
classified structures, would continue as needed, to mitigate
to the extent possible wear and deterioration of the
structures without significantly altering either their present
form or character. All preservation and rehabilitation
efforts, as well as daily, cyclical, and seasonal maintenance,
would be undertaken in accordance with the National Park
Service's Management Policies, 2001 and DO- 28, Cultural
Resource Management Guideline, as well as the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties, with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating,
Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings.

Archeological resources on the mesa top could be at risk
from proposed construction. Known archeological
resources would be avoided to the greatest extent possible. If
such resources could not be avoided, impacts would be
mitigated through data recovery. Impacts would be adverse
and range in intensity from minor to major, depending on
the number, significance, and integrity of the resource(s).
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availability of these resources. Proposed construction would
also result in an irreversible commitment, or expenditure, of
funds.

The necessity of monitoring construction activities to ensure
the protection of archeological resources would be
determined on a case- by- case basis by Navajo National
Monument's archeologist. If during construction previously
unknown archeological resources are discovered, all work in
the immediate vicinity of the discovery would be halted until
the resources could be identified and documented and an
appropriate mitigation strategy developed in consultation
with the Navajo Nation's tribal historic preservation officer
and other associated tribes. In the event that human remains,
funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are discovered, provisions outlined in the Native
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (25 USC
3001) of 1990 would be followed.

Although remodeling of the visitor center would alter the
historic and design integrity of the structure, this would
result in only a minor impact to monument resources, as the
visitor center was determined ineligible for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. The minor impacts
would be mitigated by historical and architectural
documentation of the existing visitor center prior to
expansion.

There would be no impacts to the historic structures listed
on the monument's list of classified structures (see Table 2.2:
List of Classified Structures).

Though important cultural landscapes would be protected
and preserved, increased visitor use resulting from enhanced
interpretation of the monument's resources or the expansion
or construction of outdoor exhibits; trailheads, trails, and
overlooks; and picnicking and camping sites could result in



the overuse, deterioration, and degradation of such
contributing landscape features as roads and trails, buildings
and structures, and vegetation. Such impacts would be
adverse and long term, ranging in intensity from minor to
moderate, depending on the resource(s) affected and their
significance. However, the monument's enhanced
interpretive and educational programs would also have a
long- term, beneficial impact on cultural resources, by
increasing visitor appreciation of cultural resources and how
they are preserved and managed, as well as providing an
understanding of how to experience such resources without
inadvertently damaging them.

Animal activity results in impacts to the cliff dwellings and
open archeological sites through nesting and burrowing.
Currently, raptors are constructing large nests in Betatakin,
impacting roofs and walls with moderate intensity. At Keet
Seel and Inscription House rodents burrowing and bats
building nests in structures have undermined walls and
floors, resulting in impacts of moderate intensity. Limited
controls have been put in place to remove rodents from
archeological sites to other locations, resulting in a beneficial
effect with minor intensity. At Keet Seel and Inscription
House it is difficult to construct or maintain a fence to
ensure that no livestock grazing would occur within park
boundaries. Livestock grazing and trampling near Keet Seel
and Inscription House have contributed to the growth of
arroyos that have adversely impacted open archeological
sites on the canyon bottoms with moderate to major
intensity. Measures have been taken to curb livestock
grazing and trampling and further destruction of cultural
resources, resulting in a minor beneficial affect. In
Alternative C, however, through greater cooperation with
American Indian tribes and local communities, livestock
grazing and trampling might be limited or removed from
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areas affecting Keet Seel and Inscription House units,
resulting in a long- term beneficial effect with moderate to
major intensity.

Pollutants and acid rain deteriorate pictographes,
petroglyphs, and historic inscriptions in each of the
monument's units with minor impacts. With further study,
the monument might be able to mitigate some of the impact
to the pictographs, petroglyphs, and historic inscriptions
through treatment (including documentation) and working
with businesses in nearby communities. Through greater
cooperation with local communities and businesses these
resulting beneficial effects could be long term with moderate
intensity.

Increased and/or unauthorized visitation at Keet Seel and
Betatakin, as well as overnight camping at Keet Seel, could
result in increased deterioration of the ancient dwellings—a
long- term, moderate adverse impact. Under Alternative C,
this could be mitigated to some degree through strong
cooperative agreements with American Indian tribes, local
communities, other law enforcement agencies, and local
families assisting the monument in monitoring and
patrolling Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House units.
This would result in a long- term beneficial effect of
moderate intensity. There would also be guided tours to
Betatakin, thus, limiting any adverse effect to archeological
sites on the trail or at Betatakin. In addition, the monument's
enhanced interpretive and educational programs would
instill an understanding and appreciation of the value of the
monument's cultural resources and how they are preserved,
as well as provide an understanding of how to experience
such resources without inadvertently damaging them.
Determining and monitoring the carrying capacity of the
resources could result in the imposition of visitation levels or
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constraints that would contribute to the stability or integrity
of the resources without unduly restricting their use or
interpretation. By having more hikers going to Betatakin
there would be the potential for moderate long- term
adverse effects to archeological sites located along the trail.
Relocating trail segments so that visitors were no longer
traversing across archeological sites could mitigate this. The
same is true of Inscription House unit with increased
visitation and use of the area. This could result in a moderate
long- term adverse effect. However, relocating trail segments
so that visitors are no longer traversing on or near
archeological sites could mitigate this effect. Also, as a result
of an increase in the number of staff at the monument there
would be more regular patrols at each of the units, resulting
in a long- term benefit of moderate intensity.

Increased activities from partnerships with American
Indians would result in adverse effects to archeological
resources in and out of the monument boundaries. Horses
and vehicles would be kept outside of the monument
boundaries, negating any impact. It is preferred that the
campground at Keet Seel remain outside the boundary, but
may be relocated within. Either location would have minor
to moderate long- term adverse effects on archeological
resources. At Inscription House there would be more
protection through the partnerships in the form of patrols
and monitoring of cultural resources, resulting in a long-
term benefit of moderate intensity. Also, there would be
guided visits by local people to Inscription House, increasing
the visitation with some impact to cultural resources outside
of the monument boundary and benefiting the cultural
resources through increased understanding by local people
for the need to protect cultural resources in the area.
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Both adverse impacts and beneficial-effects associated with
increased visitation to Inscription House would be minor.
Development adjacent to Navajo National Monument could
result in long- term, minor to moderate impacts on cultural
resources. Navajo National Monument would work with
neighboring jurisdictions to minimize the impact of adjacent
land management practices on the monument's cultural
resources, viewsheds, or distant vistas.

Partnerships with universities and other institutions that
facilitate research and monitoring of the monument’s
cultural resources in line with management objectives would
provide long- term moderate beneficial impacts by
establishing baseline as well as long- term data on various
aspects of theses resources for both interpretive and
management goals.

ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES

Consultation with associated tribes indicates that pre-
contact cliff dwellings, structures, and pictographs and
petroglyphs are sacred. The surrounding ethnographic
landscape, of which the monument’s resources are an
integral part, also has significant cultural value to all
associated tribes. Alternative C would include some of the
same beneficial and negligible impacts to ethnographic
resources as identified under Alternative A. Existing
impacts, such as the routine stabilization and maintenance of
ancestral sites, present visitor facilities, visitor access to the
dwellings, and intrusion on traditional uses of culturally
important places or resources, would continue as they would
under Alternative A.

Beneficial impacts from backcountry closures and continued
access to traditional use would be similar to those described
under Alternative A. There would be moderate, beneficial,



long- term impacts from the establishment of the tribal
consultation committee and from increased staff and patrol,
the same as under Alternative B.

There would be moderate, short- term adverse impacts to
traditional use activities at Betatakin as a result of extending
the visitor season and providing more guided hikes to
Betatakin provided that access to these resources for
traditional cultural purposes are considered through the
special use permit process. There would also be moderate,
short- term adverse effects to traditional activities on the
mesa top as a result of more trails and visitors on the rim
(under this alternative, trails would be expanded more than
under Alternative A, but less than under Alternative B).
Navajo National Monument would continue to consult with
associated tribes to mitigate the intensity of such long- term,
adverse impacts through appropriate scheduling of visitor
activities to take traditional activities into consideration, and
the increased tribal consultation proposed in Alternative C
would facilitate timely and effective mitigation.

Alternative C would have a moderate to major beneficial
long- term effect on ethnographic resources from expanded
interpretation of contemporary tribal associations with park
lands and resources and resulting greater visitor
understanding of ethnographic issues. Facilitating direct
American Indian participation and involvement in the
interpretation of ethnographic resources would result in a
long- term, beneficial impact to the monument’s
ethnographic resources. Such actions would support the
protection, enhancement, and preservation of ethnographic
resources and the continuation of traditional cultural
practices, as well as increase non- Indian knowledge and
appreciation of American Indian cultures.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

MUSEUM COLLECTIONS

Alternative C would provide the greatest protection and care
for the museum collections. This would occur since most of
the museum collections would be transferred to the Western
Archeological and Conservation Center. This would result in
a long- term beneficial effect of major intensity. Also, in
Alternative C there would be a small facility at the
monument to house collections that need to be stored on site
as a result of the request of the monument’s archeologist and
affiliated American Indian tribes or collections that are in
transition from being in the field to being stored at the
Western Archeological and Conservation Center. This
would result in a long- term beneficial effect with moderate
intensity.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Cumulative Impacts would be similar to those identified for
both Alternative A and Alternative B. However, under
Alternative C, there would be greater impact to cultural
resources outside of the monument because of an increase in
visitation through the use of horses and vehicles. This would
also add to the pollution in the canyons. The impact would
be minor to moderate, given the increase in visitation and
use of horses or vehicles.

CONCLUSION

Cultural resources at Navajo National Monument would
benefit in the long term from comprehensive planning
because actions and priorities would be established to clarify
management goals, reduce conflict between natural and
cultural resources management, and accommodate
interpretation, visitor use, and traditional uses with
minimum damage to both cultural and natural resources.
Greater visitor understanding and appreciation of the
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resources associated with the monument would also
contribute to their protection and preservation. There
would be no impairment of Navajo National Monument’s
resources or values.

SECTION 106 SUMMARY

In meeting the guidelines of Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, Alternative C would be similar to
Alternative B, except that under Alternative C, monument
staff would be working more closely with the tribes with
regard to cultural resources off of the monument, given that
NPS activity would be contributing to the adverse effect in
the form of horse concessions to Keet Seel.

Prior to implementing any of the actions described in
Alternative C, Navajo National Monument’s cultural
resource staff would identify National Register eligible or
listed cultural resources potentially affected by the proposed
actions and apply the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation’s criteria of adverse effects (36 CFR Part 8o0.5,
Assessment of Adverse Effects), all in consultation with the
Hopi Tribe, Navajo Nation, San Juan Paiute Tribe, and Zuni
Tribe, to determine whether or not the proposed action
would adversely impact cultural resources. If it is determined
that the proposed action would adversely impact National
Register eligible or listed cultural resources, monument staff
would prepare an environmental assessment to analyze the
impacts of the action on the monument’s cultural and
natural resources, as well as negotiate and execute a
memorandum of agreement with the Navajo Nation’s tribal
historic preservation office, in accordance with 36 CFR Part
800.6[c], Resolution of Adverse Effects—Memorandum of
Agreement, to stipulate how the adverse effects would be
minimized or mitigated. Depending on the cultural
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resources affected, other associated tribes could also be
signatories to the memorandum of agreement.

If it is determined that the proposed action would have no
adverse effect on National Register eligible or listed cultural
resources, monument staff would document this
determination on an assessment of effect form and forward
the form to the Navajo Nation’s tribal historic preservation
office and associated tribes for review and comment and
inform the Arizona State Historic Preservation Office.

Natural Resources

WATER RESOURCES, WETLANDS, AND
FLOODPLAINS

In addition to the impacts already discussed in Alternatives A
and B, Alternative C would have an additional long- term,
major beneficial impact to water resources. Through
partnerships and various cooperative agreements, the park
staff could increase educational awareness of water quality
issues and work with the local community and landowners
to minimize and mitigate potential short- and long- term
sources of pollution. This is not just an ecological or
aesthetic concern, a healthy watershed is essential to the
continued survival of the local families and their community
businesses.

The backcountry campground at Keet Seel would remain
where it is, substantially above the arroyo and likely out of
the regulatory floodplain.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the past decades water resources (and their present
condition) have almost solely been affected by external
entities, whether it be Navajo Nation or corporate
businesses, such as the Black Mesa Coal Company, and



natural processes such as increased erosion. Because of the
small areas of landownership in three isolated locations, the
activities occurring on Navajo National Monument, such as
hiking, camping, maintenance activities, and the use of
motorized vehicles, have had and continue to have short-
term, minimal impacts to the water resources.

Reasonable foreseeable future actions associated with the
planning for Navajo National Monument’s general
management plan that could affect water resources, such as
expanding existing facilities, would have short- term, minor
adverse impacts to water resources.

Water pollution issues occurring external to the park would
be addressed through cooperative efforts among the
National Park Service, associated landowners, State of
Arizona, Department of Environmental Quality, and the
Navajo Nation. The Water Resources Division of the
National Park Service would be implementing a baseline
survey on water quality for the monument in the year 2001.

The minor adverse impacts of the preferred alternative, in
conjunction with the adverse impacts of other reasonably
foreseeable future actions, would result in adverse
cumulative impacts to water resources, ranging in intensity
from minor to moderate, depending on the scope of the
potential actions and their locations. However, the adverse
impacts of the preferred alternative would be a relatively
minor component of the overall cumulative impact, because
of its limited scope.

CONCLUSION

The overall effect of monument activities on water resources
would be short term and minor. There would be no
impairment of Navajo National Monument’s resources or
values.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

BIOTIC COMMUNITIES (VEGETATION, WILDLIFE,
AND SOILS)

Vegetation and Wildlife

In addition to the impacts summarized in Alternative A,
Betatakin would have more controlled visitor tours under
Alternative C than under Alternative B, and this would have
a long- term, moderate to major beneficial effect on the
protection and preservation of the natural resources. Keet
Seel would have additional adverse impacts by encouraging
horse usage as compared to Alternative B, but these impacts
would be local and minor, when existing conditions, as
described under Alternative A, are taken into consideration.

Increased partnerships would have a moderate to major
beneficial impact on the management of the monument's
natural resources. The Navajo Nation has a natural
resources department that could assist monument staff by
providing biological expertise in both research and day- to-
day operations. All partnerships would emphasize resource
education for the staff, general public, neighbors, and the
local community on the importance of protecting these
natural systems, which are extremely rare in the Southwest
region.

Soils

Increased use of horses and vehicles at Keet Seel along with
the normal level of grazing and hiking would result in long-
term, moderate adverse effects to soil stability. Horse use,
especially in wet conditions, has been shown to cause more
damage to soils than hikers, but less than motorized vehicles.
However, increased partnerships would allow the
monument to educate staff, visitors, and the local
community on ways to minimize and mitigate soil
disturbance throughout the monument and the region. Such
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partnership would result in long- term, moderate beneficial
impacts on soils.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Reasonable foreseeable future actions associated with
Alternative C, such as expanding educational opportunities
and partnerships, would result in long- term, moderate
beneficial impacts to biotic communities. The minor adverse
impacts of the preferred alternative, in conjunction with the
adverse impacts of other reasonably foreseeable future
actions, would result in adverse cumulative impacts to
vegetation, soils, and wildlife, ranging in intensity from
minor to moderate, depending on the scope of the potential
actions and their locations. However, the adverse impacts of
the preferred alternative would be a relatively minor
component of the overall cumulative impact, because of its
limited scope.

CONCLUSION

The overall effect of the proposed increase in partnerships
and educational opportunities would be long term,
moderate, and beneficial. There would be no impairment of
Navajo National Monument’s resources or values.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

In addition to the impacts already discussed in Alternatives A
and B, increased potential for horse use at Keet Seel would
have minor, short- term adverse effects on the Mexican
spotted owl (MSO). These impacts would become moderate
in intensity if the horses were kept overnight in the existing
campground outside the boundary during the sensitive MSO
breeding season. If the campground is relocated inside the
boundary (but no horse use there), there could be minor to
moderate effects from the increased proximity of people to
MSO breeding habitat. Consultation with the U.S. Fish and

130

Wildlife Service will be required for any minor to moderate
effects.

Increasing partnerships in the local community and with
other agencies would result in a long- term, major beneficial
effect on listed species and species of concern, and there
would be increased opportunities to educate the public on
mitigating any adverse impacts. Through a partnership, the
monument could develop a systematic monitoring program
with the Navajo Nation for all listed species and species of
concern.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Reasonable foreseeable future actions associated with
Alternative C, such as expanding educational opportunities
and partnerships, would result in long- term, moderate
beneficial impacts to threatened and endangered species.
However, the adverse impacts of the preferred alternative
would be a relatively minor component of the overall
cumulative impact, owing to the limited scope of the
preferred alternative.

CONCLUSION

The overall effect of increased partnerships and educational
opportunities on threatened and endangered species would
be long term, major, and beneficial. There would be no
impairment of Navajo National Monument's resources or
values.

Visitor Understanding And Experience

In addition to the impacts already discussed in Alternative B,
under Alternative C, visitor understanding and experience
would realize the beneficial, minor- to- moderate effect of
having more interaction between visitors and local Navajo
Nation residents because of potential encouragement of



compatible Indian- based tourist services adjacent to the
monument.

Visitor understanding and experience would realize a
beneficial, minor- to- moderate, long- term effect from the
increased presence of employees from the various Southwest
Indian Nations working at the park as a result of cooperative
programs and projects.

Visitor understanding and experience would have a
beneficial, minor- to- moderate, long- term effect from the
increased interpretive collaboration between Southwest
Indian Nations and NPS interpreters in the development of
printed media, videos, exhibits, and waysides.

The understanding and experiences of youth would realize
moderate to major long- term effects because of improved
exhibits, expanded programs on and off- site, and because of
direct involvement of youth in internships, partnerships, and
other new programs engaging their direct involvement in the
monument.

Collection of fees would have an adverse, minor, short- term
effect on some visitors.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Over the long term, visitor experience and understanding
would experience a minor- to- moderate beneficial impact
from the realignment of the Shonto Road, which would
reduce traffic and congestion in the visitor center parking
lot. Also, as a result of the paving and realignment of the
highway, more visitors may be induced to use the AZ 564-
BIA 221 “shortcut” to Page, possibly increasing visitation
over the long term.

Under Alternative C, the possible use of horses and other
Indian Nation concession services (jeeps, four- wheel- drive
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vehicles) for backcountry transport may have a minor- to-
moderate safety impact on visitors.

CONCLUSION

Moderate, long- term, beneficial impacts would result from
implementation of Alternative C. Alternative C presents the
greatest potential benefits to visitor understanding and
experience. There would be no impairment of Navajo
National Monument’s resources and values.

Remoteness

Existing development and ongoing activities would continue
to have minor, local, adverse effects on remoteness, as in
Alternative A. Alternative C proposes more construction
than Alternative A, including remodeling the visitor center,
adding up to 2.3 miles of new trails on the mesa top, up to
two shade structures, one composting toilet, additional NPS
residences (increase from seven to nine structures), a 3,000
square foot administration building and a 1,500 square foot
curatorial building near existing structures, expanding
maintenance facilities, and upgrading utilities at the
headquarters area. Alternative C also proposes construction
of ranger caches at Inscription House and Betatakin and a
staging area at Keet Seel (outside of the boundary). The new
construction would cause additional periods of human-
caused noise at these locations, but the effects of
construction on the natural soundscape would be local,
minor, and short term.

The addition of these new structures into the landscape
would have a minor, long- term, adverse effect on scenic
vistas and lightscapes. This would be mitigated by carefully
locating new structures outside of important views, selection
of materials and colors that blend with the environment,
using outdoor lights only where absolutely necessary, and
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selecting fixtures for necessary lights that direct light
downward.

Alternative C proposes the extension of mesa top trails by 2.3
miles, which would extend the area where human
conversation would interrupt the natural soundscape and
would increase the likelihood of visitors in Betatakin Canyon
hearing voices from above. Alternative C proposes
partnerships with local people to establish guided access and
tours to the remote sites that would be compatible with the
mission of the monument and within current capacities of
1,500 visitors per year for Keet Seel and limited to 25 people
per day on one guided hike to Betatakin, as established in the
Backcountry Management Plan (1995). The season of tours
might be extended from three months to five or six months.
This would result in greater numbers of people in the
backcountry for a longer period of the year, their voices
affecting the natural soundscape. These adverse effects
would be local and minor. A beneficial, minor effect would
be that more visitors would be able to get away from the
headquarters area and into the backcountry to have the
opportunity to experience natural soundscapes.

While motor vehicles are not permitted within the NPS units
of land, it is possible that local guides will use motorized
vehicles them to get visitors closer to the remote sites. Noise
from such vehicles would have a moderate to major adverse
effect on the natural soundscape, and the visibility of such
vehicles would have minor to moderate effects on the
natural setting. This could be mitigated by establishing good
communication in the tribal consultation group and
developing agreements with guides that recognize the value
of remoteness and outline ways to protect monument sites.
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CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The future relocation of the Shonto Road would have the
same impacts as described under Alternative A. Potential
adverse effects of future development and activities on
adjacent land to remoteness would be somewhat less than
those expected for Alternative A, because the establishment
of a tribal consultation committee, partnerships, and
agreements would provide an opportunity for the NPS to
work with tribes and others toward developing mutually
compatible activities. New development or activities could
have minor or moderate long- term effects on the natural
soundscape, lightscape, and scenic vistas.

CONCLUSION

As under Alternative A, under Alternative C, existing NPS
facilities and ongoing NPS activities would continue to have
minor adverse effects on remoteness. In addition, under
Alternative C, there would be minor adverse impacts of new
construction on remoteness, and they would primarily be of
short- term duration. A minor beneficial effect would be that
more visitors would be in the backcountry to experience
remoteness. Minor to moderate long- term, adverse effects
to remoteness could occur from new development or
activities, such as guided motorized access on adjacent land.
Alternative C has the greatest potential of all alternatives to
mitigate these impacts through consultation, partnerships,
and agreements. There would be no impairment of Navajo
National Monument’s resources or values.

Socioeconomic Environment

To calculate the total economic effects of visitor spending on
the local economy, visitor data and assumptions were put
into the money generation model. Total visitation in this
alternative would stay at around 66,000 per year, but it is



expected that the overnight visitors would stay longer than
in Alternative A, because of more opportunities on the rim,
more cultural programs and links to American Indians, and
more opportunities to get to Betatakin, for an average stay of
2.0 days. The money generation model projects that the
economic effects of visitor spending multiplied through the
local economy would be $3,100,000 in sales, $1,000,000 in
personal income, 86 jobs, and total value added of
$1,700,000. These effects on the local socio- economy would
be beneficial, moderate, and long term.

There would also be effects from the monument operation
and construction proposed in this alternative. Staff would
increase to 16 permanent and 16 seasonal employees, and the
gross construction costs of structures and trails at the
monument (design costs and fabrication of interpretive
materials would not affect the local economy and were not
counted) would be $7,300,000. The total effect when
multiplied through the money generation model under this
alternative would be $7,600,000 in sales, 114 jobs, $3,600,000
in personal income, and $4,300,000 in total value added. The
majority of this local, moderate, benefit on the local
economy would be short term, during the period of
construction of new facilities.

As expected under Alternative B, NPS ownership of the land
at headquarters under this alternative would cause a
moderate adverse effect from the loss, because any loss of
tribal land is unacceptable to many tribal people. Because of
the relatively small size of the parcel, 240 acres out of
16,224,896 acres (.0016%) of the Navajo Nation land and
because it is very localized, the adverse effect from lack of
acceptance would be short term.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

As expected under Alternative A, construction of the Shonto
Road bypass by the BIA would have minor, short- term
beneficial impacts by creating temporary jobs during
construction. The potential local operation of the
campground adjacent to headquarters unit would have
minor, long- term beneficial impacts by creating jobs and
from money from campground fees entering the local
economy.

Previous loss of Navajo Nation land over decades for various
governmental and private uses makes the loss of any
additional tribal lands highly unacceptable to the tribe, so
NPS ownership of this small parcel could have a moderate,
long- term, adverse effect on the tribe.

CONCLUSION

Under Alternative C, visitors, park operations, and new
construction would have a moderate, beneficial, short- and
long- term effect on the socioeconomic environment, and
the effects would be very similar to those expected under
Alternative B.

Monument Operations

The beneficial effects under Alternative C would be the same
as those expected under Alternative B, including increased
housing, rehabilitated utilities, accessibility for people with
disabilities, expanded maintenance, improved fire
protection, a modernized infrastructure, and a federal land
base to support these facilities. The beneficial effects of this
alternative would be moderate to major and long term.

In addition, partnerships would provide a lot of support to
monument operations. The monument would establish
volunteer programs to increase the number of local
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interpreters and craft demonstrators. There would also be
the opportunity to involve local volunteers to help monitor
cultural and natural resources and help in monument
operations. Partnerships would allow enhanced resource
protection through increased visitation to backcountry
archeological sites, increasing a law enforcement presence,
preventing vandalism and illegal entry to the sites. The
campground would also have a volunteer host to monitor the
campsites and report any emergencies. The establishment
and support of partnerships would increase opportunities
for community outreach as well as for providing improved
emergency services within the monument and surrounding
areas. The resultant impact would be long term, beneficial,
and moderate in intensity.

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

Improvements in the amount and quality of housing and
office space would allow the staff to increase services and
programs offered to the public. Increased staffing would
allow for greater preservation of vital resources and
enhanced educational and outreach opportunities.

CONCLUSION

The effects of implementing Alternative C would be the same
as those expected under Alternative B. In addition, the
establishment of partnerships would have beneficial long-
term, moderate impacts on monument operations by
improving community relationships, extending staff with
volunteers, and strengthening visitor services and protection
of resources. Benefits would be the long- term community
support of fire protection and increased law enforcement
from nearby communities.

New housing would allow the monument to house staff,
volunteers, and short- term employees. New housing would
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be built to efficiency standards and would meet ADA
mandates. Office space would be enlarged, and a new
administration building would be constructed. A new shop
would house a fire truck, shop bays, and vehicle storage. The
sewage system would be rehabilitated.

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

Increased visitor use of existing trails to Betatakin and Keet
Seel, as well as increased use of horses and vehicles at Keet
Seel, would adversely affect archeological resources
associated with the sites, as well as archeological resources
on adjacent Navajo Nation lands. Archeological resources
adjacent to, or easily accessible from, public access areas could
be vulnerable to surface disturbance, inadvertent damage, and
possible vandalism. Disturbance of archeological resources
associated with increased visitor access, especially involving
potential disturbance of human remains, would constitute a
major adverse effect to ethnographic resources and their
associated cultural values.

Adverse impacts associated with increased visitation to
Betatakin and Keet Seel would be somewhat offset by the
beneficial effects resulting from visitors receiving more
education and a greater appreciation of monument
resources from enhanced interpretation and participation in
guided tours. However, the net effect would be an increase
in adverse impacts to archeological resources because of
damage from construction, routine maintenance, increased
visitor access and impacts, management actions, and future
modifications of roads, trails, and other facilities.

Erosion would continue to have moderate to major adverse
impacts on archeological resources. Adverse impacts to
archeological resources resulting from livestock grazing and



trampling would be fewer under this alternative than under
either the No- Action Alternative or Alternative B.

Rockfall is a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet Seel,
Inscription House, and other cliff dwellings. The alcoves in
the monument vary in terms of stability, but Betatakin’s and
Snake House's alcoves are especially unstable, with the
potential for major, adverse impacts to structures within the
cliff dwellings.

The Mexican spotted owl, a federally threatened species,
nests in Betatakin and Keet Seel Canyons. Trail maintenance
and fuel reduction activities in Betatakin Canyon would have
minor to moderate adverse impacts on the spotted owl.
Increased visitor use of Betatakin Canyon, associated with
both the increase in the daily time visitors would be in the
canyon and the longer visitation season at Betatakin, could
have a long- term, moderate adverse impact on the spotted
owl. However, much of the extended visitation period would
occur when nesting activity is absent or completed for the
season. Consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
would be required.

Loss in Long- Term Availability or
Productivity of the Resource to Achieve
Short- Term Gain

Potential short- term effects caused by construction
activities on archeological resources would be mitigated by
data recovery, resulting in no long- term loss of the site
information.

As described under Unavoidable Adverse Impacts, rockfall is
a serious threat to Betatakin, Keet Seel, Inscription House,
and other cliff dwellings, with the potential for major,
adverse impacts to structures within the cliff dwellings.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Some soils, vegetation, and wildlife habitat would be
permanently removed and unavailable for other purposes,
due to the construction of trails and facilities. Wildlife
habitat or vegetation could also be degraded if increased
access to undisturbed areas is provided.

Irreversible/Irretrievable Commitments of
Resources

Irreversible commitments of resources are those that cannot
be reversed, except perhaps in the extreme long term. This
would include, for example, the consumption or destruction
of nonrenewable resources such as minerals or the
extinction of a species.

Irretrievable commitments of resources are those that are
lost for a period of time, as a resource is devoted to a use that
simultaneously precludes other uses. For example, if
facilities are developed in a forest, the timber productivity of
the developed land is lost for as long as the facilities remain.

Archeological resources associated especially with the sites
of Betatakin, Keet Seel, and Inscription House, as well as
archeological resources adjacent to or easily accessible from
trails and other public access areas, would continue to be
vulnerable to surface disturbance, inadvertent damage, and
possible vandalism. The loss of surface archeological
materials, alteration of artifact distribution, and a reduction
of contextual evidence could result. Because archeological
resources are nonrenewable resources, there would be an
irreversible/irretrievable loss of these resources.

Some soils, vegetation, and wildlife habitat would be
permanently removed to build trails or visitor facilities. This
would be an irreversible commitment of such resources
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because it is unlikely that the trails and facilities that are
constructed would later be abandoned and reclaimed.

The construction of trails and facilities would require
considerable amounts of fossil fuels, labor, and construction
materials such as wood, aggregate, and bituminous materials.
However, these materials are not in short supply, and their
use would not have an adverse effect on the continued
availability of these resources. Proposed construction would
also result in an irreversible commitment, or expenditure, of
funds.
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SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
NAVAJO NATIONAL MONUMENT GMP

Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Concept

Continue existing management.

Focus management on the existing land
base to achieve the purposes of the
monument.

Manage the existing land base, similar to
Alternative B, and look beyond the
boundary to accomplish joint purposes
through cooperation and partnerships.

Cultural Resources

General. Beneficial, moderate, long-term
impacts (except to some American Indian
tribes) would result from ongoing
maintenance and stabilization of ancient
structures.

Moderate adverse long-term impacts could
result from natural rockfall within the
alcove. Moderate adverse impacts would
continue to be caused by raptors and
rodents. Minor adverse long-term impacts
may result from vibrations from traffic and
noise transmitted through rock, air
pollutants (acid rain on pictographs,
petroglyphs, and inscriptions), and
research activities.

Betatakin. A minor beneficial impact
results from frequent year-round ranger
protection from vandalism.

Continued use of the trail to Betatakin
Canyon would have moderate, long-term
adverse impacts on archeological sites
outside of the park boundary on Navajo
Nation land.

General. All structures and archeological
sites would have a long-term major
beneficial impact resulting from more
research, more stabilization and
maintenance, and a better understanding
of resources by staff and visitors.

Adverse impacts would be the same as
under Alternative A from rockfall, raptors,
rodents, vibration, pollutants, and
research.

Betatakin. Same beneficial impacts as
identified for Alternative A.

Use of the trail to Betatakin Canyon by
more visitors would be somewhat less
directly supervised and could have long-
term adverse impacts on archeological
sites outside the park boundary on Navajo
Nation land. This would be mitigated by
rerouting segments of the trail, and the net
effect would be minor impacts to
archeological resources.

General. Same as Alternative B, with even
greater benefit from the understanding,
support, and cooperative activities with
neighbors and partners.

Adverse Impacts same as Alternative A
from rockfall, raptors, rodents, vibration,
pollutants, and research.

Betatakin. Same beneficial impacts as
Alternative A.

More visitors on the trail to Betatakin
Canyon could result in long-term adverse
impacts on archeological sites outside the
park boundary on Navajo Nation land. This
would be mitigated by rerouting segments
of the trail and keeping visitors under the
direct supervision of a ranger or tour guide.
The net effect would be minor impacts to
archeological resources.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Cultural Resources
(cont.)

Keet Seel. Beneficial moderate long-term
impacts would result from ranger presence
in the summer months.

Major long-term adverse impacts could
result from erosion of archeological sites in
the canyon bottom. Moderate adverse
long-term impacts to village structures
would be caused by continued visitor foot
traffic, and to archeological sites from
livestock movements. Minor long-term
adverse impacts to ancient structures may
result from occasional vandalism.

Continuing minor to moderate long-term
impacts to potential archeological sites at
existing campground outside of boundary.

Curbing grazing and trampling would have
a minor beneficial impact.

Inscription House. A beneficial long-term
major impact would result from continuing
to keep visitors out of the village.

Major long-term adverse impacts would be
caused to archeological sites by the severe
erosion occurring in the arroyo and
livestock movements. Major long-term
adverse impacts to structures would be
caused by vandalism.

Curbing grazing would have a minor
beneficial impact.

Keet Seel. A beneficial moderate long-
term impact would result from keeping
visitors out of the village and providing a
longer season of ranger protection from
vandalism.

Same adverse impacts as Alternative A,
except there would no longer be impacts
from visitor foot traffic, which would be
eliminated, and impacts from livestock
movements would be reduced through
NPS actions.

Minor to moderate long-term adverse
impacts could occur to archeological sites
from relocating the campground inside the
boundary.

Greater control of grazing through
communication with tribes would have a
moderate beneficial impact.

Inscription House. Beneficial impacts
would be the same as identified for
Alternative A, plus there would be a major
beneficial impact of more protection of
resources from vandalism from increased
NPS ranger patrol.

Major long-term adverse impacts would be
caused to archeological sites by erosion,
but impacts from livestock movements
would be reduced by NPS actions.

Greater control of grazing through
communication with tribes would have
moderate beneficial impact.

Keet Seel. Beneficial impacts would be
similar to those identified for Alternative B
from providing a longer season of ranger
protection from vandalism. In addition,
even greater protection from vandalism
through agreements with neighbors and
tribes.

Moderate adverse long-term impacts to
village structures would be caused by
continued visitor foot traffic.

The same adverse impacts as Alternative
B.

There is the potential to further reduce the
impacts of grazing through consultation
and partnerships for moderate beneficial
impact.

Inscription House. Beneficial impacts
would be the same as Alternative B, plus
even greater protection from vandalism
through agreements with neighbors and
tribes.

Same adverse impacts as Alternative B,
plus potential to further reduce the impacts
of grazing through consultation and
partnerships and have a moderate
beneficial impact.

Greater control of grazing through
communication with tribes, consultation,
and partnerships would have moderate
beneficial impact.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Cultural Resources
(cont.)

Headquarters Unit. An archeological
survey to determine the extent and location
of sites on the rim for further protection
would have a moderate, beneficial long-
term impact. Maintenance and minor
construction would have minor to moderate
impacts on archeological sites, which
would be mitigated. Adaptive reuse of
historic structures would have a moderate
beneficial impact.

Museum Collection. There would be
beneficial moderate long-term effects of
safe storage of most artifacts at WACC
and MNA. There would be moderate
adverse long-term effects of lack of
adequate storage and staff to protect
artifacts on site.

Headquarters Unit. Same beneficial
impacts as Alternative A.

More trails and structures on the rim would
have both direct and indirect long-term
adverse impacts on archeological sites.
The effect would be minor because it
would be mitigated by locating trails and
other structures out of sensitive areas, and
by improving visitor understanding and
protection of resources.

Museum Collection. Same beneficial
impacts as Alternative A. There would be
beneficial moderate long-term effects to
artifacts from adequate on-site storage,
holding area for artifacts undergoing
repatriation, lab, and staff.

Headquarters Unit. Same beneficial
impacts as Alternative A.

Same adverse impacts from construction
as Alternative B, but to a slightly lesser
extent.

Museum Collection. There would be
beneficial major long-term impacts from
consolidating most of the collection at
WACC or MNA. There would be beneficial
moderate long-term effects to artifacts from
adequate on-site storage, lab, and staff.

Ethnographic Resources

Moderate to major adverse impacts from
routine stabilization, visitor access to the
dwellings, and intrusion on traditional uses, or
uncontrolled visitor access and vandalism
would continue.

There would be moderate to major beneficial
impacts from backcountry closures. There
would be beneficial, minor to moderate long-
term impacts of stronger relationships with
tribes and better mutual understanding of
ethnographic resources and their
management from continued tribal access
and cultural uses.

Same adverse and beneficial impacts as in
Alternative A, mitigated by additional
moderate beneficial impacts from improved
resource understanding and management
from establishment of tribal consultation
committee, and more staff to protect
resources.

There would be moderate short-term adverse
impacts to tribal access and cultural uses as a
result of extending the visitor season and
allowing visitors to hike all day long to
Betatakin. This would be mitigated through
consultation and scheduling. There would be
moderate short-term adverse effects to
traditional activities on the mesa top as a
result of additional trails and visitors on the
rim.

Same adverse and beneficial impacts as in
Alternative A, mitigated by additional
moderate beneficial impacts as described
under Alternative B.

There would be moderate short-term adverse
impacts to tribal access and cultural uses
from extending the visitor season and
providing more daily tours to Betatakin. This
would be mitigated through increased
consultation and careful scheduling. There
would be minor short-term adverse effects to
traditional activities on the mesa top as a
result of additional trails and visitors on the
rim.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Ethnographic Resources
(cont.)

There would be a moderate beneficial
impact if the GMP effort resulted in new
interpretive messages to the visitor and
better visitor understanding and respect for
traditional uses. Without these interpretive
messages, there would be a moderate
adverse effect on understanding by visitors
and tribal youth.

There would be a moderate beneficial
long-term effect from expanded
interpretation of ethnographic resources
and the resulting greater understanding by
visitors and American Indian youth.

There would be a moderate to major
beneficial long-term effect from expanded
and direct tribal participation in
interpretation of ethnographic resources
and the resulting greater understanding on
the part of visitors and American Indian
youth.

Natural Resources

Water Resources, Wetlands, and
Floodplains. Trampling, urine, and fecal
matter from livestock grazing and trampling
on adjacent land would cause long-term,
moderate to major adverse effects on
stream quality at Keet Seel and Inscription
House. Minor to moderate adverse long-
term regional impacts of a declining water
table would continue, largely from a
regional climatic phenomenon. Erosion
and arroyo cutting at Keet Seel and
Inscription House would cause long-term
moderate to major adverse impacts of
sedimentation in streams.

There would be local, minor, short-term
adverse effects on water quality and
wetlands from mesa-top runoff into
Betatakin. Seeps and springs in Betatakin
would realize a beneficial impact from
closure of cross-canyon trail.

There would be minor, short-term adverse
effects from erosion and sedimentation
from construction.

There would be short-term, minor adverse
effects of flooding to facilities on the mesa
top. Flood hazard to Keet Seel hikers
would be moderately adverse, short-term,
and mitigated by warnings.

Vegetation and Wildlife. Fuel reduction
and integrated pest management activities
would have minor, short-term adverse
effects, but in the long term impacts would
be moderate and beneficial.

Water Resources, Wetlands, and
Floodplains. There would be adverse
effects similar to Alternative A, except
there would be opportunities to mitigate
impacts of grazing and trampling, vehicles,
and horses through better consultation with
tribes, and there would be increased short-
term moderate adverse impacts from
additional construction.

Same as Alternative A, plus increasing the
number of visitors into Betatakin, Keet
Seel, and Inscription House would result in
an adverse, short-term, minor impact.

Same as Alternative A, plus hazard to
Inscription House hikers, similar to Keet
Seel hazard.

Vegetation and Wildlife. Beneficial
impacts from fuel reduction and integrated
pest management would be similar to
Alternative A.

Water Resources, Wetlands, and
Floodplains. Impacts would be similar to
those identified for Alternatives A and B,
except there would be an even greater
opportunities to mitigate the impacts of
grazing and trampling, vehicles, and
horses through education, consultation,
agreements, and partnerships.

Same as Alternative B

Same as Alternative B

Vegetation and Wildlife. Beneficial
impacts from fire management and
integrated pest management would be
similar to Alternative A.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Natural Resources
(cont.)

Livestock grazing and trampling would
continue to have a moderate, long-term
adverse impact on plants and moderate
long-term adverse impacts on wildlife at
Keet Seel and Inscription House. All sites
would have continuing moderate, long-
term adverse impacts on vegetation from
invading exotic plants. Vehicle use in the
adjacent canyons would have moderate,
adverse, short-term effects on vegetation and
wildlife.

Visitors hiking into Betatakin Canyon would
have minor short-term adverse effects on
wildlife.

Construction at the headquarters area
would have short-term, local minor adverse
effects on vegetation, and temporary,
minor adverse effects on wildlife.

Livestock grazing and trampling and exotic
plants would have similar adverse impacts
as in Alternative A, but there would be
opportunities to mitigate these impacts
through greater tribal consultation.

An increase in the number of visitors to
Betatakin Canyon, their presence for a
longer period of the day and a longer part
of the year, could result in minor adverse
short-term impacts from trampling of
vegetation and disruption of wildlife.

Construction at the headquarters area
would have short-term, local moderate
adverse effects on vegetation, and
temporary, minor adverse effects on
wildlife. Additional well-defined trails would
have a beneficial impact of keeping visitors
off of vegetation and away from wildlife.
Construction of the primitive campground
at Keet Seel would have minor short-term
adverse effects on vegetation and wildlife.

There would be a major beneficial long-
term impact from increased staff to monitor
and protect resources.

Livestock grazing and trampling and exotic
plant impacts would be similar to
Alternative B, and there would be even
greater opportunities to mitigate these
impacts through tribal consultation,
agreements, and partnerships. Possible
encouragement of horse use on adjacent land
would have local minor to moderate impacts
compared to those of grazing and trampling.
Would be mitigated by encouraging the use of
weed-free hay.

Visitor impacts to wildlife and vegetation in
Betatakin Canyon would be similar to
Alternative B, but there would be more
mitigation as a result of more controlled
visitation because tours would be
completely guided.

Construction at the headquarters area
would have short-term, local moderate
adverse effects on vegetation, and
temporary, minor adverse effects on
wildlife similar to Alternative B, but less
extensive.

Major beneficial long-term impact from
increased staff to monitor and protect
resources.

Moderate beneficial long-term impact from
greater opportunity to educate the public
on natural resource issues and cause
actions to better protect them.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Natural Resources
(cont.)

Soils. Erosion from livestock grazing and
trampling, hiking, horses, and motorized
vehicles would cause long-term, minor
adverse effects to microbiotic crusts at
Betatakin, and moderate long-term
adverse effects at Keet Seel and
Inscription House. Fuel reduction actions
and construction would cause local, minor,
short-term adverse effects to soils.

Threatened and Endangered Species.
Navajo sedge would continue to have
moderate, long-term adverse effects from
livestock grazing and trampling outside the
boundary.

Minor and short-term adverse effects to
alcove bog orchids in the monument would
continue to occur from NPS fuel reduction
actions. Mitigation measures would be
undertaken.

Hiking within the monument and activities
on adjacent Navajo land (hiking, camping,
grazing, trampling, and motorized vehicle
access) have regional, long-term,
moderate adverse impacts to the Mexican
Spotted Owl.

Soils. Impacts would be similar to Alternative
A, plus there would be additional adverse
short-term moderate impacts to the
headquarters unit soils from more
construction of buildings and trails at
headquarters and a primitive campground at
Keet Seel, and indirect long-term moderate
impact to soils from increased trail shortcuts.
There would be a moderate, beneficial long-
term impact to soils as a result of more
people staying on more well-defined and
better patrolled trails. There would be
opportunities to mitigate the impacts of
grazing and trampling, horses, and vehicles
on soils through increased tribal consultation.

Threatened and Endangered Species.
Adverse impacts would be similar to
Alternative A for Navajo sedge, bog
orchids, and Mexican Spotted owl.

The increase in visitors to Betatakin,
increase in the daily time period people
would be in the canyon, and the longer
season, along with continued grazing near
Keet Seel and relocation of the
campground and activities on adjacent
land would have a moderate and possibly
long-term adverse effect on the Mexican
spotted owl. Mitigation of impacts to owls
would be accomplished through
consultation and scheduling potentially
disruptive activities outside of breeding
season. Increased tribal consultation could
mitigate impacts of grazing and trampling.

Soils. Impacts would be similar to
Alternative B, plus there would be an even
greater opportunity to mitigate the impacts
of livestock grazing and trampling, horses,
and vehicles through consultation,
agreements, and partnerships.

Threatened and Endangered Species.
All of the adverse impacts would be similar
to Alternative B.

A major long-term beneficial impact would
be the mitigation of these impacts that
could come from agreements,
partnerships, consultation, and public
education.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Natural Resources
(cont.)

For any proposed or on-going projects that
may have minor or moderate adverse
effects on listed species or critical habitat,
the NPS will consult with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Activities on adjacent land and outside
grazing and trampling would have minor to
moderate short-term adverse impacts on
the Mexican spotted owl. Mitigation of
impacts to owls would be accomplished
through consultation and by scheduling
potentially disruptive activities outside of
breeding season.

Increased activity may prevent the
Southwestern willow flycatcher and
transient raptors from re-establishing in
Betatakin Canyon, and would cause minor
short-term adverse effects to all of the bat
species.

Development of an agreement with the
Navajo Nation could mitigate adverse
impacts to the Navajo sedge.

Visitor Understanding and

There would be moderate, adverse, long-
term impacts from dated, inaccurate

There would be moderate, long-term,
beneficial effects from a longer visitor

There would be the same beneficial
impacts as expected under Alternative B,

EXpe”en ce exhibits, lack of interpretation of Navajo season to Betatakin and Keet Seel, plus a beneficial minor to moderate effect
and Hopi cultures, limited access to improved access to Betatakin and of even more interaction between visitors
Betatakin, and structures and trails that do Inscription House, enhanced exhibits and and local people because of potential
not meet ADA requirements. There would interpretation, greater opportunities for encouragement of compatible Indian-
be minor to moderate long-term adverse people with disabilities, more staff to meet based tourist services adjacent to the
effects from limited access to Keet Seel, visitor needs, and more interaction monument.
and no access to Inscription House. between visitors and local people at
Inscription House.
There would be minor adverse effects from | There would be short-term, moderate,
language translation problems, and short- adverse effects from construction activities.
term minor adverse effects from
construction projects.
There would be a long-term, beneficial Effects of relocating Shonto Road would Effects of construction and the relocation
minor effect from reducing local traffic from | be the same as identified for Alternative A. of the Shonto Road would be the same as
the parking area when BIA relocates the described under Alternative A.
Shonto Road.
There would be a minor adverse affect on
visitors from collecting fees.
Remoteness Natural Soundscapes. Local short-term Natural Soundscapes. There would be Natural Soundscapes. Impacts at

minor adverse impacts would continue at
the headquarters area (and down into
Betatakin Canyon) from aircraft, traffic in
the headquarters area parking lot, NPS
maintenance activities, and visitor voices
on the trails.

similar adverse impacts as described in
Alternative A, but with increased visitor
voices on trails and into Betatakin Canyon.
The effects would still be minor, short-term
and local. A beneficial, minor effect would
be that more visitors would have the
opportunity to experience the natural
soundscape on rim trails and to Betatakin.

headquarters and Betatakin would be
similar to those identified for Alternative B.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Remoteness
(cont.)

There would be short-term moderate
adverse impacts from construction. Future
relocation of the Shonto Road by BIA
would reduce traffic noise in the
monument.

There would be short-term, moderate
adverse effects of noise in the backcountry
from activities on adjacent land.

Natural Lightscapes. NPS and local
residences have a minor, long-term, local
adverse effect. This could be mitigated by
installing directed lighting fixtures. Local
traffic through the headquarters unit has
some minor, short-term adverse effects on
lightscapes, but would be mitigated when
the BIA relocates the Shonto Road out of
the monument.

Potential development along the entrance
road or immediately adjacent to the park
would have moderate long-term adverse
effects on natural lightscapes.

Scenic Vistas. Existing park development
at headquarters, the hogan at Keet Seel,
and scattered local structures have minor,
local, long-term adverse impacts on the
remote and undeveloped character of the
landscape.

Potential future development along the
entrance road or on adjacent land would
have a moderate to major impact on scenic
vistas and the remote, undeveloped
landscape.

The adverse effects from construction
noise would be similar to those described
for Alternative A, with a longer duration,
that would still be moderate and short-
term.

Effects of noise in the backcountry would
be similar to Alternative A, except there
would be an opportunity to mitigate local
resident vehicle noise through tribal
consultation.

Natural Lightscapes. Impacts to
lightscapes would be similar to those
described for Alternative A, except there
would be opportunities through tribal
consultation to encourage the use of
directed lighting fixtures by local residents
and potential future development.

Scenic Vistas. Additional NPS
construction at headquarters and minor
structures at Betatakin, Keet Seel, and
Inscription House would increase the
human-made environment, but the effects
would still be minor, local, long-term and
adverse. Mitigation would include keeping
the scale small, locating structures out of
scenic vistas and selecting materials and
colors that blend with the landscape.

Potential future development could have
adverse effects similar to Alternative A, but
could be mitigated by working with tribes to
minimize visual impacts to scenic vistas.

Construction impacts would be similar to
Alternative B.

Impacts to the backcountry would be
similar to those expected under Alternative
B, with greater opportunities for mitigation
through tribal consultation, agreements,
and partnerships.

Natural Lightscapes. Light impacts would
be similar to those described under
Alternative B, except there would be
expanded opportunities to encourage the
use of directed lighting fixtures by local
residents and potential future development
through tribal consultation, agreements,
and partnerships.

Scenic Vistas. Impacts of NPS
development and mitigation would be
similar to those described for Alternative B.

Potential future development could have
effects similar to Alternative B, but could
be further mitigated by working with tribes
and developing agreements and
partnerships to minimize visual impacts to
scenic vistas.
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Impact Topic

Alternative A (No Action):
Continue Existing
Management

Alternative B: Focus on NPS
Land

Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships

Socio-Economy

There would be beneficial, local, moderate
long-term effects of 10 permanent jobs and
11 seasonal jobs, as well as from visitor
spending at local businesses. There would
be minor, short-term local beneficial effects
from construction jobs, both NPS and the
BIA Shonto Road relocation. There would
be a local beneficial minor effect if the
campground adjacent to the headquarters
unit were locally managed. Tourism would
have a beneficial, moderate, long-term
effect locally and regionally.

Projections of Money Generation Model—
multiplier effect of visitor spending on the
local economy:

. Sales—$2,400,000

e  Personal income—$800,000
e  Jobs—68

e  Value added—$1,300,000

The beneficial impacts would be the similar
to those described for Alternative A, but
with more jobs: 16 permanent and 14-16
seasonal. There would also be visitors to
Inscription House, providing a beneficial
impact to markets nearby. There would be
more construction than in Alternative A,
resulting in minor to moderate short-term
beneficial effects.

NPS ownership of the land at headquarters
would have a moderate long-term adverse
effect on the Navajo Nation.

Projections of Money Generation Model—
multiplier effect of visitor spending on the
local economy:

. Sales—$2,800,000

e  Personal income—$1,000,000
e Jobs—79

e  Value added—$1,500,000

The beneficial impacts would be similar to
those described for Alternative B, but total
jobs would include 16 permanent and 15-
17 seasonal employees.

There would be additional moderate
beneficial long-term effects from
partnerships encouraging complementary
businesses outside of the park.

NPS ownership of the land at headquarters
would have a moderate long-term adverse
effect on the Navajo Nation.

Projections of Money Generation Model—
multiplier effect of visitor spending on the
local economy:

. Sales—$3,000,000

e  Personal income—$1,000,000
e  Jobs—86

e  Value added—$1,600,000

Monument Operations

There would be moderate, major, long-
term, adverse impacts from inadequate
employee housing, inadequate office
space, housing and office space that does
not meet ADA requirements, inadequate
infrastructure, inadequate computer and
communication systems, inadequate
funding for current operations, and lack of
fire protection combined with limited police
protection.

There would be beneficial, long-term
moderate to major effects from improved
housing and office space that meets ADA
requirements, rehabilitated infrastructure,
updated computer and communication
systems, adequate operational funding,
and improved fire protection.

There would be moderate to major
beneficial long-term effects from obtaining
the land base of the monument
headquarters.

The beneficial effects would be the same
as described under Alternative B, plus
partnerships would have a beneficial,
moderate, long-term effect on police and
fire protection, as well as assisting with
operations and resource protection. A
volunteer in the campground would have
minor, beneficial effects.

There would be moderate to major
beneficial long-term effects from obtaining
the land base of the monument
headquarters.
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND
CONSULTATION

Notices and Newsletters

The planning process formally began when the notice of
intent to prepare an environmental impact statement was
published in the Federal Register on October 27, 1999. The
first newsletter was distributed in November 1999, to
announce the beginning of the planning process, summarize
the process and schedule, confirm the purpose and
significance of the park, and invite people to submit their
vision for the future of the park and identify issues.
Comments were received regarding the purpose and
significance, as well as regarding resource protection, access,
jobs, and relationships with American Indian tribes.

A second newsletter was released in May 200o0. It presented
the issues raised by responses to the first newsletter, goals
for the plan, and three draft alternative concepts. The
alternatives were framed around the central question of
providing more access to remote sites, or limiting access and
providing visitor understanding through other means.

A. No action—continue existing management
B. Greater access and variety of experiences
C. More guided tours while emphasizing protection of resources

Response was split quite evenly between keeping things the
way they are (Alternative A), or providing more access
(Alternative B), with no one supporting the middle ground
between them (Alternative C).

One of the main assumptions of the draft alternatives in the
second newsletter was greater access to Betatakin by
reopening the lower portion of the Aspen Forest Trail.
Studies in the summer of 2000 revealed that there are at
present no safe, practical routes down the head of the
canyon. The planning team refocused the alternatives to
reflect other options, as well as incorporate ideas from
expanded American Indian Consultation.

Visitor Use Survey

A visitor use survey was conducted from August 1999 to
August 2000. Two questions were intended to help guide the
planning effort. One asked what is special about Navajo
National Monument, and responses included the wholeness
and beauty of the landscape, the cliff dwellings and artifacts,
cultures, nature, interpretation, and facilities. Another
question asked what is most important to you when planning
for the future of the monument. Responses included
preservation, more access, more limited access, the remote
experience, interpretation, cultures, and facilities.

American Indian Consultation

During initial scoping, local chapters of the Navajo Nation
were visited by a member of the planning team to inform
people of the beginning of the planning process, to distribute
newsletters, and gather comments. Inscription House
Chapter, Shonto Chapter House, Tonalea Economic
Development Planning Committee, and the Navajo
Mountain Chapter House were visited in October and
December 1999.
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CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

About 30 leaders of American Indian tribes were invited to a
consultation meeting in Kayenta, Arizona, on January 20,
2000. The meeting was attended by members of the Hopi
and the Navajo Tribes. Discussion included concerns
regarding the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, ethnographic resources, resource
preservation, differing viewpoints of tribes and Euro-
American culture, access over tribal lands, tribal relations,
and local governance.

The 30 tribal leaders were invited again to a consultation
meeting in Kayenta, Arizona, May 10, 2000, to discuss the
draft alternatives presented in the second newsletter. The
meeting was attended by members of the Hopi, Navajo, and
Zuni Tribes. Discussion included conflicts between residents
and visitors, law enforcement and jurisdiction issues,
Inscription House, specific concerns of each tribe, and
future consultations.

Revised draft alternatives were presented at the Shonto
Chapter House (with the invitation extended to Inscription
House Chapter and Navajo Mountain Chapter) on February
24, 2001. There was interest in partnerships and economic
development.

The park superintendent offered additional opportunities
for further consultation with affiliated tribes, and additional
consultations were held with Hopi, San Juan Paiute, and
Zuni tribal members between January and July 2001.
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Section 106 Consultation

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
(16USC270, et seq.) requires that for any action that affects
cultural resources either listed in or eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places and afford the Navajo
Nation’s tribal historic preservation officer, associated
tribes, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
opportunities to comment. The THPO, the Advisory
Council, and associated tribes have had opportunities to
participate in the planning process since initial scoping.

Consultation for Species of Concern

The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16USC1531, et seq.) must
ensure that any action taken by a federal agency does not
jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered or
threatened species or result in the destruction or adverse
modifications of critical habitat. Section 7 requires that
federal agencies consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) to make that determination. Information
regarding threatened, endangered, proposed, and candidate
species occurring in the area were obtained from the USFWS
in July 2000 (Appendix D). Additional information regarding
species of concern was obtained from the Navajo Fish and
Wildlife Department of the Navajo Nation in August 2000
(Appendix D).



AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS TO
WHICH THIS DOCUMENT WAS SENT

American Indian Tribes with Potential
Cultural Association to the Monument

The Hopi Tribe

Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians
Las Vegas Paiute Tribe
Moapa Band of Paiutes
The Navajo Nation
Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
Pueblo of Acoma

Pueblo of Cochiti

Pueblo of Isleta

Pueblo of Jemez

Pueblo of Laguna

Pueblo of Nambe

Pueblo of Picuris

Pueblo of Pojaque
Pueblo of San Felipe
Pueblo of San Ildefonso
Pueblo of San Juan
Pueblo of Santa Ana
Pueblo of Santa Clara
Pueblo of Santa Domingo
Pueblo of Tesuque
Pueblo of Taos

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Pueblo of Zia

Pueblo of Zuni

San Juan Southern Paiutes
Southern Ute Tribe

Ute Mountain Ute Tribe

Federal Agencies
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Indian Affairs (Window Rock, AZ)
National Park Service
Glen Canyon National Recreation Area
Flagstaff Areas
Petrified Forest National Park
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Geological Survey

U.S. Senators and Representatives

U.S. Representative J. D. Hayworth
U.S. Senator Jon Kyl

U.S. Senator John McCain

State Agencies

Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
Arizona Ecological Services Field Office

Arizona Game and Fish Department

Arizona State Parks—State Historic Preservation Office
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CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Local Governments

Inscription House Chapter House
Kayenta Chapter House

Kayenta Township

Navajo Mountain Chapter House

Shonto Chapter House

Organizations

National Parks and Conservation Association
Western National Parks Association

PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE DRAFT
DOCUMENT

This section contains the comments received through letters
and e- mail after the Draft General Management Plan /
Environmental Impact Statement for Navajo National
Monument was released on July 16, 2002 (Federal Register
Vol. 67, No. 136, p. 46689- 46690). The comment period was
open until September 30, 2002, and was extended one week
at the request of the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service. About
150 copies were sent to agencies, tribes, organizations, and
individuals on the mailing list. In addition, the complete text
of the Draft General Management Plan / Environmental
Impact Statement was posted on the NPS internet web site.
The National Park Service considered all written comments
according to the requirements of 40 CFR 1503.

Summary of Written Comments

A total of eight written responses were received by letter or
web — three from associated American Indian tribes, two
from federal agencies, and three from individuals. The Hopi
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Tribe supports the Preferred Alternative C - Emphasize
Partnerships, with a few minor revisions. Monument Valley
Navajo Tribal Park, Navajo Nation, pointed out the omission
of Tsegi Canyon Navajo Tribal Park in the document, among
other issues. The Pueblo of Laguna said the plan will have
no great impact on them, and NPS may proceed. The
Environmental Protection agency gave the document a
rating of “Lack of Objections” (LO), reflecting their overall
view of the adequacy of the document. The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife service requested corrections on status of some
species, clarification on impact methodology, and
assurances on further consultation as actions in the plan are
implemented. They support the preferred alternative.
Individual comments ranged from support for the preferred
alternative, to concerns about limits on visitor access.

Follow- up consultations were held with the Hopi Tribe,
Monument Valley Navajo Tribal Park (Navajo Nation), and
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in October, 2001, to
address substantive comments.

Written Comments

In accordance with Council on Environmental Quality
regulation implementing the National Environmental Policy
Act, all letters from federal, state, or local agencies and
American Indian Tribes, as well as all substantive pubic
comments, must be reprinted in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement. Responses must be provided to
substantive comments. Comments are substantive if they:

e Challenge accuracy of information

o Dispute information accuracy

o Suggest different viable alternatives

e Provide new information that makes a change in the proposal



In other words, comments are substantive if they raise,
debate, or question a point of fact or policy. Comments in
favor or against the proposed action or alternatives, or
comments that only agree or disagree with NPS policy, are
not considered substantive.

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

Letters and web responses to the Navajo National

Monument Draft General Management Plan / Environmental

Impact Statement are reprinted here, with responses to
substantive comments.
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PUBLIC COMMENT/NPS RESPONSE

COMMENTS

Wayne Taylor, Jr.

CHARMAN

Elgean Toshevama
eecanrman

September 30, 2002

James Charles, Superintendent
Navajo National Monument
HC 71, Box 3

Tonalea, Arizona 86044-9704

Dear Superintendent Charles,

Thank you for your letter received by the Hopi Cultural Preservation Office
June 24, 2002, with a copy of the National Park Service, Navajo National Monument draft
Environmental Impact Statement/ General Management Plan/ Development Concept Plan (GMP).
The Hopi Tribe appreciates the Natioval Park Service's (NPS) continuing solicitation of our input
and your efforts to address our concerns in the development of the Monument’s GMP.

We are pleased that the terms “associated tribes,” and “culturally affiliated” as used in this
GMP arc consistent with the definitions in the enclosed NPS Advisory Board Recommendations
Regarding Determining Cultural Affiliation Pursuant to the Native American Graves Protection
and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA). Please note the recommendations regarding the NPS NAGPRA
Handbook and Management Policies, znd the definitions of “traditionally associated” to place,
and “culturally affiliated” pursuant to NAGPRA. The appropriate use of theses terms this draft
GMP reflects the fairness and foresight of the consultations with the Hopi Tribe that went into its
preparation, and foreshadowed the Advisory Board’s recommendations

James Charles
September 30, 2002
Page 2

been identified and can be interpreted, from the Archaic and Basketmaker periods thiough the
13" Century cliff dweller pericd to the subsequent and current Navajo period.

On pages 7, “the cultural and natural resources of the Monument are central to the
spiritual beliefs of the Hopi, Navajo, San Juan Paiute, and Zuni Tribes,” but these beliefs are not
the same nor are they interchangeable, as noted on page §.

The name of the Monument as discussed in consultation is addressed in the Mam Issues
of the GMP, Visitor Understanding sections on pages 17 and 45. The Main Issucs, Partnership
sections on pages 17 and 49 addresses several of the concerns of the Hopi Tribe identified
through consultations.

Kewesting should be interpreted through the Hopi perspective. The need for a Hopt
information pamphlet for the Monument was cited and discussed at the January 24, 2001,
meeting in Kykotsmovi.

On page 4, as we stated n our letters consulting on this draft GMP, Hisatsinom, People of
Long Ago, migrated from Kawestima to Tuirwanasavi, the Center of the Universe, in the
fulfiliment of a covenant with Maasaw, the Earth Guardian. On page 5, the inhabitants of
Inscription House were not “removed” to other villages

We note the enabling legisation cites “these extraordinary ruins of an unknown people,”
and the sidebar on page 6 that states, “the plateau and canyons have been and continue to be the
home of many pewple, not “unknown™ as worded in the 1909 proclamation.”As we stated in our
letrers, the prehistoric archaeological sites at Kawestima are Hopi ancestral sites

As we also stated in our lctters, we understand the legislative and interpretive focus on the
13% Century cliff dwellers, but this focus should not omit the Monument’s history befare and
since the 13" Centuey, including Navajo history. Various periods of the Monument’s history have

1L BOX 123=—XYKCTSMOYI, AZ — 86039 — [520) 734.3000

The Hopi Tribe appreciates that the consultations that went into the development of this
draft GMP are reflected in it However, to address our comments, we invite representatives of the
Natienal Park Service and Navajo National Monument to a final meeting in the revision of the
dralt GMP and development of the final GMP, The Hepi Tribe will then be prepared to support
Preferred Alternative € - Emphasize Partnerships, through which the “National Park Service
would carchully manage the existing land base and in addition would share common goals with
American Indian tribes and others o protect resourees and promote visitor understanding of the
entire region,”

Thank you again for your consideration.

[
Enclosure: NPS Advisory Board Report
xe: Ed N NS, Santa Fe Pé Bow ZSZ8T
NAVA GPM Team. Intermountuin Support Office-Denver, 12795 W, Alumeda Parkwuy, Iskew@od CO Eeoms 56
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RESPONSES

The Hopi wording has been incorporated. The word
“removed” has been changed to “moved.

The words are cited from the 1909 Presidential
proclamation establishing the monument, as explained in
the sidebar. The purpose and significance statements and
primary interpretive themes on the following pages reflect
the broader foundation for future interpretation and
management. No change.

Added “distinct” to significance statement. The
introduction to associated tribes also states that each is
distinct.

Identification of specific pamphlets is too detailed for the
GMP. The inclusive interpretive themes and the plan’s
description of broadening interpretive stories will provide
guidance for such pamphlets. No change.

PUBLIC COMMENT/NPS RESPONSE
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PUBLIC COMMENT/NPS RESPONSE

COMMENTS RESPONSES

MONUMENT VALLEY NAYVAM TRIBAL PARK
PO B B6028%
Mosument Valley, UT B4336
(435) TXT-5870

Mr. James Charles, Superintendent
Navajo Mational Manamer

HC 71, Box 3

Tonabes, AZ  B6H0E-9T704

Dhear Wy, Charles:

We are submining the aniached comments to the Navapo National Monument General Manggement Plan
Envirosments] Impact Statemnent.

Thse Navajo Parks and Recreation Depastment was established in 1938 10 manage and operate Mavaje Tribal
Parks. Tsegi Canyon Tribal Park was estsblished in 1960 and includes all camyons within the Tseg Canyon
swstem and lands ¥ mile from the rims of said canyons. One of the proposed actions in the fignere woald be 1o
have Tecgi Canyon and Monument Valley administered by the Monusnent Valley Trihal Park This would
reqaire establishment af a visitor facility at Teeg, about 10 mibes west of Kayenta, Anrona which we hope to get
assistance from the Arizons Department of Transportation

We hope that the Mational Park Service would be responsive 1o the comments we herebry submmit.

Sincerely,

S

Martin L. Begaye, Park Manager

e Ray Russell, Directes, Parks and Recreation Department
Herbert T, Yarke, Manes] Resources Manages, Parks and Recreation Department
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COMMENTS

PUBLIC COMMENT/NPS RESPONSE

NAVAJO PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

Comments — Navajo National Monument General Management Plan
Environmental Impact Statement

Summary:

The Draft General Management Plan - Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
identifies and evaluates three alternatives: No Action; Focus on NPS lands; and
Partnerships. The No Action alternative is basically a description of current
operations. The Focus on NPS lands alternative will concentrate on the NPS
areas as well as the 240-acre administrative area which is authorized pursuant to
an agreement with the Navajo Nation. This alternative recommends purchase or
exchange of lands for this acreage from the Navajo Nation. The Partnerships
alternative would create greater communication and coordination between the
NPS and affected tribes, namely Navajo, Hopi, Zuni and San Juan Paiute. The
GMP preferred alternative is Partnerships which also recommends land purchase
or exchange.

Comments:

1. The NPS ignores or is not aware of the fact that all lands within the
Tsegi Canyon system are protected under the Tsegi Canyon Tribal
Park as established by the Navajo Tribal Council Advisory Committee
in 1960. The Navajo Parks and Recreation Department has the
delegated authority and responsibility to manage and operate tribal
parks but due to limited funds and staff, the department has not done
anything with Tsegi Canyon Tribal Park. The objective in all of the
alternatives is greater regulation and control to protect park values and
resources. Because of the existing tribal park status, it would seem
prudent to work more closely with the Parks and Recreation
Department through a Joint General Management Plan, This will
promote and enhance government-to-government relationships and
this is essential to protect and preserve the archaeological and cultural
resources.

2. The Navajo Nation is seeking ways to improve the socio-economic
conditions of its people and tourism is ene of the few industries that
would really help people in this area with its outstanding scenery, yet
the NPS states that Navajo economic development initiatives may be
in conflict with the park purpose and values. Increased visitation will
impact the lands and the archaeclogical resources, but closely
controlled and regulated land uses will mitigate these impacts.
Environmental Justice is not adequately evaluated in the
environmental impact statement with respect to this issue.

10

11

All lands described in the EIS (with the exception of the NPS reserves)
are under the jurisdiction of the Navajo Nation, notwithstanding
ancestral claims by other tribes/pueblos. While the input and concerns
of these tribes and pueblos certainly merit consideration, the Navajo
Nation retains all rights to these lands and is not bound to any
agreements or understandings, express or implied, between the NPS
and other tribes/ pueblos, as they may apply to land uses within the
affected area.

The third and preferred alternative advocates Partnerships, but only
where such partnerships may be to the benefit of the NPS. A broader
regicnal plan may be necessary to more effectively balance the geals
and objectives of all affected enfities. Since all the lands in question
are within the boundary of the established tribal park, the Navajo
Nation should be a primary beneficiary.

Mesa Verde National Park is established for its archaeological
resources, yet the NPS does little to minimize visitation. Visitors are
seen walking all over the park, climbing into ruin sites, and generally,
the park is visitor oriented. Are the goals and values of that park
different from Navajo National Monument?

Canyon de Chelly National Monument is suffering from the same
problems that are beginning to show at Navajo National Monument.
The reason is that NPS lacks jurisdiction to control and regulate land
uses. While the problems at Canyon de Chelly may be irreversible at
this stage, Navajo National Monument can avoid the same problems
by working closely with the Navajo Nation and developing a
comprehensive plan for the monument.

An alternative not evaluated or considered by the NPS is the return of
all lands to the Navajo Nation for protection and management by
appropriate tribal agencies. In the 1800s when the Monument was set
aside, the Navajo Tribe did not have the capability to do so; today, the
Navajo Nation does.
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RESPONSES

5.
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The NPS was unaware of the designation of Tsegi Canyon
Navajo Tribal Park. The tribal park has been added to the
region map, as well as identifying the tribal park in the
discussion of tribal relationships to the monument.

This general management plan is intended to provide broad
guidance for future management of Navajo National
Monument, and to provide a base for more detailed
planning. A more detailed, joint management plan with
Navajo Parks and Recreation Department is an appropriate
next step, and the intent to pursue a joint plan has been
added to the sections entitled “Visitor Understanding —
Backcountry Experience,” “Partnerships.”

The NPS recognizes the interest of the Navajo Nation in
economic development and tourism, and supports tourism
that is closely managed to prevent damage to lands and
archeological resources. The wording has been changed in
the section entitled “Main Issues of the GMP, Partnerships”
to reflect that values may not be inconsistent, merely
different.

In the environmental impact analysis, it was determined
that the proposed action has no adverse actions on the
socio- economic environment. There is no proposal to
control or limit grazing on lands outside of federal
ownership. The GMP states an interest by the NPS in
working cooperatively to protect the environment, such as
native plants and water quality. The NPS currently keeps
trespass cattle out of the federal land to prevent resource
damage, and will continue to do so. That is not a change
from current conditions. And the proposed action would
allow a modest increase in visitation, and would

10.

11.

particularly encourage a type that would extend the length
of stay for visitors and would result in economic benefits.
No change.

A statement has been added to the section entitled
“Partnerships” in the plan that states that for any agreement
or partnership that relies on Navajo Nation land, only the
Navajo Nation has jurisdiction.

The idea of a more detailed joint management plan is valid,
and has been addressed in the response to comment 5.

Navajo National Monument has cultural resources that are
more intact, more natural setting, remoteness, and the past
and present cultures surrounding the sites, making it
distinctly different than Mesa Verde. Feedback from the
American public on this GMP discuss protecting these
resources carefully so this does NOT become Mesa Verde.
No change.

This park is somewhat different than Canyon de Chelly — there
is federal ownership of the parcels with the cliff dwellings, and
a little more control over what happens on those parcels. A
more detailed joint management plan identified in the
response to comment 5 could address these issues.

De- authorization would require an act of Congress, and the
first steps are detailed feasibility study and a tribal resolution.
While the idea of tribal management has surfaced during
scoping of the GMP, no detailed proposals or resolutions
came forward from the tribe. The NPS does not think this is
likely to happen within the 15- 20 year time frame of the plan.
This idea has been added to the GMP in the section entitled
“Alternatives Considered And Dismissed.”
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PUEBLO OF LAGUNA
P.O, BOX 194
LAGCNA, NEW MEXICO ar0ze

(505) 5524598
(505) 552-6854
(505) 552-88585

Tune 27, 2002

James Charles

Superintendent

NAVAJO NATIONAL MONUMENT

HC71,Box 3

Tonalea, Arizona 86044-9704 .. _ . . .. . ...

Dear Mr. Charles:

Pueblo of Laguna acknowledges the receipt of your letter received in our office June 24,
2002, regarding the submission of a draft Environmental Impact Statement/General
Management Plan/Development Concept Plan for Navajo National Monument for our
comment,

In reviewing the plan it appears that such a development is almost a necessity if we are to
keep the National Monuments open for our people to enjoy the nature and habitat of our
past ancestors. It should be a safe environment and attractive so we need to continue to
preserve the Monuments through repairs and tenovations.

You may proceed with the plans as they will have no great impact on the Pushlo of
Laguna. Keep up the good work.

Should you have any further questions, call me at 1-305-552-6654 Ext. 1002,

Sincerely,

P OOE LAGUNA

17 7
Hiry B, Early ﬁ
Governor
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aw

) 0
H ) % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY i
%% og“ REGION IX
¢ prot® 75 Hawthome Street
San Francisco, CA 941053801 (Please see the attached Rating Facrors for a description of our rating system). Our rating of
' LO reflects our overall view of the adequacy of the document.
We appreciate the opportunity to review this DEIS, When the Final EIS is completed,
September 30, 2002 please send two copies to me at the address above.. If you have any questions, please contact
me or Shanna Draheim, the primary staff person working on this project. Shanna can be
Glenn Gossard reached at (415) 972-3851 or draheim.shanna@epa.gov.
Acting Superintendent
Navajo National Monument
HC 71, Box 3 Sincerely,

Tonalea, Arizona 86044-9704
Dear Mr. Gossard:
The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental

Impact Statement (DEIS) for the project entitled Navajo National Monument General
Management Plan, Arizona (CEQ #020298, ERP #NPS-K63363-AZ). Our review is

pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Enclosure:

Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The National Park Service (NPS) proposes to implement a General Management Plan
(GMP) to direct management of the Navajo National Monument (NNM) for the next fifteen to
twenty years. The GMP provides a comprehensive framework for guiding preservation of
cultural and natural resources, and provision of visitor services and education. All NPS units
are required to have a GMP, but one has never been developed for the NNM. Three
alternatives for managing the NNM were evaluated in the DEIS: a) No-action, b) Focus on
NPS Land, and ¢) Emphasize Partnerships (preferred). All three alternatives provide
measures for protecting cultural and natural resources and continuing to provide some level of
visitor services.

As the name states, the preferred alternative would emphasize meeting management
goals through partnerships with Indian tribes and other stakeholders to protect resources and
better promote visitor understanding of the entire region. It includes numerous measures,
including increasing NPS ranger patrols, seeking partnerships to prevent vandalism, better
storage and preservation of artifacts, promoting health of native species and protecting
endangered species, allowing continued access for cultural purposes, partnering with tribes to
broaden education and interpretive programs, increasing opportunities to experience the
monument for youth and people with disabilities, extending the visitor season and number of
daily tours, renovating the visitor center, increasing the number of trails, building curatorial
storage and a new administration building, and hiring more full time and temporary staff.

EPA supports the goals and objectives of the proposed GMP for the NNM. In our
review of the document, we found that the DEIS sufficiently addresses the environmental
impacts of the proposed alternative. EPA has rated this document LO, Lack of Objections.

Printed or Recycled Paper
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Lisa B. Han-f, Manager
Federal Activities Office

Summary of EPA Rating Definitions
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RESPONSES

SUMMARY OF EPA RATING DEFINITIONS

This rating system was developed as a means to summarize EPA's level of concern with a proposed action.
The ratings are a combination of alphabetical categories for evaluation of the environmental tmpacts of the
proposal and numerical categeries for evaluation of the adequacy of the EIS.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT OF THE ACTION

- "LO" (Lack of Objections)
The EPA review has not identificd any potential environmental impacts requiring substantive changes to the
proposal. The review may have disclosed opportunities for app E:catmn of mitigation measures that could be
accomplished with no more than minor changes to the pmposal

“EC" (Environmental Cornceris)
The EPA review has identified environmental impacts that should be avoided in order to fully protect the
environment. Corrective meastres may require changes to the preferred alternative or application of
mitigation measures that can reduce the environmental impact. EPA would llke to work with the lead agency
to reduce these impacts.

"EQ" (Environmental Objections)
The EPA review hes identified significant environméntal impacts that must be avoided in order to provide
adequate protection for the environment. Corrective measures may require substantial changes to the
preferred alternative or consideration of some other project alternative (including the no action alternative
or a new alternative). EPA intends to work with the lead agency to reduce these impacts.

"EU" (Envirenmentally Unsatisfactory)
The EPA review has identified adverse environmental impacts thatare of sufficient magnitude that they are
unsatisfactory froni the standpomt of public health or welfare or eavironmental quality. EPA intends to work
with the lead agency to reduce these impacts. If the potentially unsatisfactory impacts are not corrected at
the final EIS stage, this proposal will be recommended for referral to the CEQ.

ADEQUACY OF THE IMPACT STATEMENT

Category 1" (Adequate)
EPA believes the draft BIS adequately sets forth the environmental impact(s) of the preferred alternative and
those of the alternatives reasonably available to the project or action, No further analysis or data collection is
necessary, but the reviewer may suggest the addition of clarifying language or information.

"Category 2" (Insufficient Information)

The draft EIS does not contain sufficient information for EPA to fully assess environmental impacts that should
be avoided in order to fully protect the environment, or the EPA reviewer has identified new reasonably
available alternatives that arc within the spectrum of alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which could reduce
the environmental impacts of the action. The identified additional information, data, analyses, or discussion
should be included in the final EIS.
. "Category 3" (Inadequate)

EPA does not believe that the draft EIS adequately assesses potentially significant environmental impacts of the
action, or the EPA reviewer has identificd new, reasonably available alternatives that are outside of the spectrum
of alternatives analysed in the draft EIS, which should be analysed in order to reduce the potentially significant
environmental impacts. EPA believes that the identified addifional information, data, analyses, or discussions
are of such a magnitude that they should have full public review at a draft stage, EPA does not believe that the
draft EIS is adequate for the purposes of the NEPA and/or Section 309 review, and thus should be formally
revised and made available for public comment in a supplemental or revised draft EIS. On the basis of the
potential significant impacts involved, this proposal could be a candidate for referral to the CEQ.

*From EPA Manual 1640, “Policy and Procedures for the Review of Federal Actions Impacting the Environment.”
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United States Department of the Interior
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Arizona Ecological Services Field Office
2321 West Royal Palm Road, Suite 103
Phoenix, Arizona 85021-4951
Telephone: (602) 242-0210 Fax: (602) 242-2513

In Reply Refer to:

AESO/SE

2-21-00-1-324 October 1, 2002

Memorandum
To: Superintendent, National Park Service, Navajo National Monument
ATl
From: Field Supervisor
Subject: Draft General Management Flan/Environmental Impact Statement for Navajo
National Monument

This responds to your July 16, 2002, request for comments regarding the Draft General
Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement for Navajo National Monument, Navajo
County, Arizona. This general management plan will guide the management of Navajo National
Monument for the next 15 to 20 years. You requested that comments be delivered by September
30, 2002. We requested and received an extension on providing comments on the draft plan. We
apologize for the delay in submitting our comments.

The comments provided below are organized according to the sections of the Draft General
Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (DGMP/EIS), with pages and paragraphs
noted as appropriate,

Draft General Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement Navajo
National Monument

THE PLAN

RESOURCES STEWARDSHIP-NATURAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES,
ETHNOGRAPHIC RESOURCES-ALL ALTERNATIVES

Actions (page 34): We appreciate your willingness to consult with the Fish and Wildlife Service
regarding natural resource management decisions and effects to listed species and critical habitat.
We encourage the National Park Service (NPS} to thoroughly review all on-going and proposed
actions to determine if section 7 consultation is needed for listed species and/or critical habitat
within Navajo National Monument,
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AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Natural Resources

12

13

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES (page 78): The table on this page contains a
list of potential threatened, sndangered, candidate species and species of special concern that may
occur at Navajo National Monument. The status of the California condor (Gymnogyps
californianus) in the table is listed as “Experimental.” The California condor is listed as an
endangered species under the Endangered Species Act (Act). The Fish and Wildlife Service has
designated a nonessential experimental population of reintroduced condors in and around the
Vermillion Cliffs and Grand Canyon National Park in Arizona [50 CFR 17.84(j)]. Within the
experimental population area, condors are treated under section 7 of the Act as a species
proposed for listing on lands that are not within the National Park or National Wildlife Refuge
System. Condors within the nonessential experimental population area on National Park System
(e.g., Navajo National Monument} or National Wildlife Refuge System lands are treated as a
threatened species for purposes of section 7(a)(2) of the Act. Any condors that leave the
experimental population arez are considered to be fully protected as endangered. However, a
special rule in the nonessential experimental population designation includes provisions allowing
for the capture and return of condors to the experimental population area should the birds leave
the experimental population area,

The Chiricahua leopard frog (Rana chiricahuensis) is listed as “Proposed Threatened” in the
table. The Chiricahua leopard frog was listed as a threatened species under the Act on June 13,
2002.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
METHODOLOGY

Natural Resources

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES (pages 88-89): The DGMP/EIS states that
“No management actions that would potentially impact any threatened or endangered species
were included in the alternatives.” We recommend that the NPS re-evaluate this statement, as
there appear to be several actions within all of the proposed alternatives that we believe would
impact the threatened Mexican spotted owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) (MSO) and critical habitat,
For example, both Alternative B and Alternative C (Preferred) will result in an increased number
of tours within the Betatakin Unit and a longer season of use in the Keet Seel Unil. The
Betatakin MSO protected activity center (PAC) encompasses the entire Betatakin Unit and MSO
have been detected at the Keet Seel Unit. Even Alternative A, the “no action” alterative,
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3

contains ongoing actions that may be affecting the MSQO and its habitat (e.g., “long-term, adverse
effects on the natural resources from ongoing livestock grazing and vehicle use at Keet Seel,”
page 99).

This section also lists the NPS’s definitions of effects (negligible, minor, moderate, and major).
Federal agencies are required to review all actions to determine whether any action may affect
listed species or critical habitat (50 CFR §402.14(a)). If such a determination is made, formal
consultation is required, unless the Federal agency determines, with the written concurrence of
the Fish and Wildlife Service, that the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect any listed
species or critical habitat. Based on these regulations, we recommend that the NPS consult with
us regarding any proposed or on-going project that may have minor, moderate, or major effects to
species (per the definitions on page 89).

IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE C (PREFERRED); EMPHASIZE PARTNERSHIPS
(pages 121-131): We support the preferred alternative for management of Navajo National
Monument. Though impacts to listed species and critical habitat will be similar to those
identified in Alternatives A and B, there will be greater opportunities to mitigate these impacts
through partnerships and increased park staff.

We look forward to working with the National Park Service on finalizing the DGMP/EIS for
Navajo National Monument and we appreciate the opportunity to comment. Thank you for your
consideration of threatened and endangered species. If we can be of further assistance, please
contact Shaula Hedwall (928) 226-1811 of our Flagstaff Subofficg.

Steven L. Spangle

cc: Reglonal Director, Fish and Wildlife Service, Albuguerque, NM (ARD-ES)
Field Supervisor, Ecological Services, Fish and Wildlife Service, Albuquerque, NM
John Kennedy, Habitat Branch, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phoenix, AZ

wiShaulaHedwally DGMPEISNavaj i twpdiij

12. The table in the “Affected Environment” section entitled
“Potential Threatened, Endangered, Candidate Species and
Species of Concern” has been changed to read
“endangered” for the condor, and “threatened” for the
leopard frog.

13. The first paragraph of the “Environmental Consequences,”
“Methodology,” “Threatened and Endangered Species”
section has been re- written to address this concern.
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This Comment was Created on 09/12/2002

Name: Ted Diehl

Address: Postbus 110

City: 3890 AC Zeewolde

State:

Zip: NETHERLANDS

Telephone: +31-653-290-763

Email: klingon{@atiglobal.net

Comments: The preferred plan 'C' as received, seems to be the most sensible choice. As an American
citizen living in Europe and deeply concerned about the heriitage of the SW USA, it is clear that
protection of these fragile areas must be paramount. However, I would say that I think allowing only
groups under guidance would be too severe, and travelling only in groups to such a site is less Instead,
perhaps more guides could be made available to accompany people who wish to go alone, or stricter
screening of persons beforehand, with registration by liscense or other means. The work doen to
research this project looks to be carcfully done and rather complete. T sincerely hope that it will prove
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Owen Severance

P.C) Box 1015 Monticello, UT 84533

September 28, 2002

Superintendent

Navajo Nartional Monument
HC 71, Box 3

Tonalea, AZ 86044-9704

Dear Sir,
[ would like to make a few comments about the Draft GMP and EIS.

I'm extremely disappointed to see that tours are no longer going into the lower part of
Betatakin. It's ironic that the public can no longer take a photo similar to the one on the
cover of the GMP. Every effort should be made to have tours again go into the lower part of
the ruin.

Iam also strongly opposed tc eliminating tours into the lower parr of Keer Siel ruin. Why
bother to lengthen the season if the public won’t be allowed to experience the special feeling
that comes from being in the ruins? If you aren’t going to allow people into the lower parts of
the ruins, you might as well eliminate all of the tours and just show the public pictures of
what they aren’t allowed to see close up.

The Park Service should stabilize Inscription House and start tours into the site.

[am also opposed to charging fees for opportunities that are now free. Your “partmership
alternative” does not discuss the impact new fees would have on visitors to the Menument.

Your alternatives do not include one that provides for increased public access to the major
archaeological sites - they all limit public access to less than it was the last time [ visited the
Monument in 1999, Therefore, the No Action Alternative is the only reasonable alrernative
presented and it should be adopted.

It is disappointing that the Park Service is always finding ways to limit public access o
archaeological sites instead of expanding the much more meaningful opportunities of viewing
these spectacular sites up close.

14.

15.

The impact has been added to “Environmental
Consequences,” “Impacts of Alternative C (Preferred):
Emphasize Partnerships,” “Visitor Understanding and
Experience.”

Alternatives B and C offer some additional visitor
opportunities while protecting resources. These
expanded opportunities include extending the visitor
season to Betatakin and Keet Seel, offering more tours
per day to Betatakin, and establishing tours to the front
of Inscription House, which has been closed to the public
since 1968. These actions are dependent upon getting
adequate staff or partners to guide these activities,
consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and
permission from the Navajo Nation for access to the
front of Inscription House, but offer more than what is
available today (the “No Action” alternative). No change.
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This Comment was Created on 08/15/2002

MName: Betsy Lynn Snow

Address: 4435 Wild Elk Trail

City: Ilagstaff

State: AZ

Zip: 86004

Telephone: 928-526-1113

Email:

Comments: Dear Superintendent Charles: As an Arizona resident for sixteen years, and a part-time
resident of the Navajo Nation for fhree, I wish to submit my comments regarding the three proposed
alternatives in your General Management Plan. Alternative A, continuing limited tours to each ruin, is
the best alternative, Although access would be increased with the other two alternatives, the resulting
damage to the tuins ceuld be considerable. In addition, the visitor experience would be considerably
lessensd because of the inability to go inside the ruins. 1 have visited both Betatakin and Keet Secl on
several ocoasions and loved Keet Seel especially because of the ruin's extensiveness and the condition of
its preservation. It is one of the premier ruins in the Southwest, To provide an interpretive lecture only at
the base of the ruin, and not be able to hike up the ladder and tour the town itself would considerably
dampen my enthusiasm in hiking the 8 I/2 mile trail, even though I am an avid hiker. The same with
Betatakin. I support opening up the Aspen Forest Trail o provide a shorter route to Betatakin for hikers,
but why da that, then deny the experience of getting inside the ruin? Why not provide the shorter trail
access, vet still allow visitors to tour the ruin itself? Couldn’t you propose two tours a day instead of
onc? Thal would keep the visitor access reasonably limited, yet satisfy those hikers with limited tme or
who prefer a shorter hike. Tt is an excellent idea to open Inscription House to visitors as a third tour
option, but I support keeping access limited, and depending on the condition of the ruin, providing only
a tour at the base. That way, the park enhances its interpretive capabilitics (keeping Keet Seel and
Betatakin accessible) yet provides additional recreational and anthropological epportunities. What [
don't support, at least without additional information, is the proposal for one tour per week. That is
simply too hit-or-miss for vigitors. I'im sure the average visitor 1sn't going to plan a trip arcund the tour to
Inscription House; they might do it around an overnight hike to Kect Secl. Why not pravide more tours
to Inseription House, if the ruin is opened, but limit access to the arca outside the ruin only? Why not
one irip per day instead of one trip per week? I do not support allowing the ruins simply to decay. They
are too fine an example of Southwest scttlement. Years ago, | worked at Walnut Canyon Nalicnal
Monument, and the ruins thers have been so vandalized, there is virtually nothing left. What a shame for
that to happen to Keet Seel and Betatakin, even from decay rather than vandalism, when the the
expertise on preservation techniques continues to improve? Visilors can learn a lot more from ruins in
excellent condition, even if they have been stabilized, than they can from pictures or photographs of the
same. Thank you for this apportunity to provide comments on vour General Mangement Plan. In
closing, please keep access to Keet Seel open! Tt is one of my favorite backpack trips of all time!
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APPENDIX B: MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT OF
MAY 8, 1962

Between the Navajo Tribe, Bureau of Indian Affairs, and National Park Service
Relating to the Recreational Development of the Navajo National Monument

ORU AN LT T VOLUME ORCAKTEATION VULUHE

Cunee ~ibhwe Aproyisente aned Misporic site Dk 4 Arariun drdere Parr 10 - decd Fegt 1D

Agfere mls Wills |J..'|u1'|;|uu|_”._.§_]|:rrr|ur Chaptee | Agreenenis with Depaypimens of the Incerior Chapter i

Oureaw of Tedian Aldafica Secclon 5.7 h..:re-ql,_c._[ Indian Af{zir= 3{:1::“ 5.7
Fane a age

FEMURANUGN UF AGEEERERT OF HaY B, 1962
BETWEEH THE KAWAJO CRISE, BUHEAD OF IMOGRAN AFFAIRS, AKD :RATIOMAL
PARE SEMVICE
AELATING T THE RECALATIUNAL DEVELDPHERT UF THE KAVAJD MATIOHAL
HUNUHERT

WHELKEAS, EC s ¢n the public dncervae to facilitsie vecrea-
Cionel dewclopmenl of The Hava jo Hational Menuwent through che son-
SCruclion O dlmintsesratlve, reddduntial, and reolaied facilliies on
lards adjacent to the exiscing Berarakcin dection af Mavajo Harlenal
Hotantnd did L0 condlbws? and saictnin an accexe road to the Beca-
pakin fectien,  In order [0 accoaplish Chese pulpeses, = cooperedive
sgreeTdns st e enceresd inco berween che Hava jo Tribe, the Bureau
af Irdian Affairs, ard the Mational Fark Service.

WHERLAS |, wnder che Aer ol August 7, 1946 (Fubllc Lew 8331, ?9ch
Congreze)} approprilationa for che Macional Park Service are suthor-
fzed Jor dbe ddminlstration, protecilos, depreovement and saincenance
of areas devored co recreaciomal wie pursoant Lo cvopecative sgree=
mants ander the jurisdiccion of ather agenciee of Che ZOVWECnmEnt .

AHEREAL . GpCed®ent has Boeh Tedched anosg The Havaja Tribe
the Hurusy of lpdisn Affaire, and Hacional Park Service, specifylog
Ehet Leghslstion Will be Scught Eo dvtharlze bhe inclundcm of cer-
taip lande within che boundaries of other agencies of rhe govwerroent.

WILEREAS | apressent has becn peached ancng The Hawvajo Tribe,
the Buress of ladian Affairs, and Karional Park Service, speeilyimg
thar Legislation will be wought o authorize the imclusion of cer-
raim lande within che boundarfes of The Mava jo Keesrvation, and
peoviding lor the granting of & righc-of-way for a mew access road
cix Hawva o Macdonal Monumesl

MW THEREFURE, The Bawasja Tribe, the Bureaw of Indlan Aflales
and Haclonai Park Seeviee, de hooeby mutually sgres ma fallows:

! This ogeeement will kv regarddd ag an inLETim ACTANZemENT

Lot prinadl L' Wit demal Fars Soreice [ profecd with -I_'.Lpsflﬂn:d de=
welapreil o0 Bawa o Fak tural Homars i pending ik epaccoent of
legdwbai fon providing 8 permanent Lbazis and autharicy fer such
develispearng ,

B b B oo June 1982

2. This agreement shall spply te the lands within the Pruinﬂi
rand cighc-cf-vay as sboun on the astached drawing HH-par-300017 snd
Ea the lands :lmi[l:aiﬁd within the propascd bousdary on che acteched
druuing FH-HaW-71028° and vhich ace furcher described as follows:

Beginnimg at Cogner Mo. 4 of the exiscimg LU acre trace
sef asidé ai the Befarakin Scecies of Ravajo Hatjonal Hasmusenc,
chence nocth along the west houndary of said area a distance of
1,320 feec, thence west 3 distacce of 1,320 feer, thence scuth a
discance of 3,960 [eee, therte cast & distamce of 7,540 [eer, chence
morch o distance of 1,320 feet, thopee east & distance of 1,320 feet,
thence necth & distance of 1,320 feet to Cocner Mo, | of the exisc-
ing Betakikis Section of Mavajo Metiopel Henuoent, chence west along
che south baundapy of sald area to Cocmer Mo, &, the Polne of Begin-
ning, erclosing o tract of land of 200 scres, more of leds.

3., While ir ig wnlerstesd chat the current status of che sbove
depcribed lendy ip repacd te The Hawsje Trike and the Bapeau of
Indinn Affairs ghnll remadn upchanged, and thit sweh laads chell
rezain subject te all Laws spplicable cherece, it 1@ agfeed by The
Favajo Tribe and Bureau of Indian Affaire that che sbove described
lands will be devoted primarily ro recTestlonal wae ln camnsction
with che cperation of Havaje Macional Hoseneog,

&, Hubjpe: to rhe avallability of funds, the Haclomonl Fark
Serwien may sl will waderrake the drvoleprent, sonacruccioft and
puinterance of lfacilicies on the lands rederend Eo in ltem 2 akove,
nevdied in fhe proser minsgesEnl of Havaje Habjionsl Hapubent &6 &
pnit & ghe Harionabl PArh SYSCER,

%. The Macional Fark Servics will assuwme responaibility for
che park facilities of the aforeccacioned lands ard Lmprovesomts

inzldenc chersoo. I

b. This agreement shall breans effeccive upon approvel by the
Secrecary of the Incerior, and shall Teraim in foree apd effeet wan-
td] termimated by nolukl apreement or sntil enaccment by Comgresa
af Iegislation ticonsistenr herewich,

Lf 0w f1le to the Mashingron Offtce,

Feleaszc Mo, 39 June L0632
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DHGAHIZATIUN

¥aL

Copperative Apfovments and Histur.e Site Dexipnatiaon Dederg Far

Aproementd With Depacteent of &he Incerier Cha

Buprau of Tndian Affaics

Sernr
Fag

1. The Fo.ioral Fark Hervice agrees that in consideraeion Fi
the execution ab chis agrecscac by The Havajo Tribe ghag 1t};[1|
agZisL i every manner possible in supporiing legislation proneddiy
for the vanvepance Lo The Navaje Tribe by che Busesy of Reclomagic
of a certain arca ag Apteluepe I.Tr:th, Cucening County, Stace of
Arizena, co be wiilized by The Ravajo Tribe as a recreagianal

facilizy.

B. The Nevajo Tribe ceawcwes che Tight, during the Eerm of
chis agrevmant , (0 opecale an aves and crafcs enCerpr ise wich
Mavajo Matiunal Monuoent, notwithstanding che Maiscenance of facil
fedes chireon by che MHagform]l Park Sarwvice.

SURMITTELD:

Date:  Haw 20 1861

- N

Datws_ Sew T 1963

Dare:_ Qec. 12 1461

RECCHEERDED -

RGD) POk G UROW
ACTTRG COFMISZIONER . BUREAD OF
INDLAW AFFAIRE

{SCD) _THOHAS J. ALLEW
REGIONAL DIRECTOR, MATIOMAL PAHX
SERVICE

{5600 COMAAD L, WIRTH )
DIRECTOR, WATIONAL PARY SERVICE

AFFRIMED:

[SCD) _ PADL JORES
TEE HAVAJID TRIRE

SED)  TAMES F. CANAN
BUHEAL OF IXMIAN AFFAIRS

ASCO}  THMAS J. ALLEM
HATICHAL FARK SERVICE

Hay B, 149052
Dage

Janunry 06, 1963
Dace

May B, J062 0

Date

By Secrecary Uall by his pemctandus of January &, 1947

tu Dirgerar, Hational Fark Servics,

(Copy ol duererary Uiial!'s wemorandun af Jnpuary B, 1982 attached).

Dadsr

N om fie 4o e Hashingren 012 iee.

Eelease Koo Fu
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APPENDIX C: TSEGI CANYON NAVA)JO TRIBAL PARK

AUE-238-60

RESOLUTION OF THE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
OF THE MANYAJO TRIRAL CODUTNCIL

Setting aside the entire Tsegl Canvon, not Previously Designated as Part of Navapo Natonal Moaument, as an

Aren For Fisl

a Mavajo Tnbal Park

WE

AN

1 Resoluton Ne. CF-31-57 of the Mavapo Trbal Counctl established 1the Mavigo Trbal Barks Commussion
anid delegated 10 the Advisory Cormirmllee authanty o estublish Novigo Trbal Parks and Monoments anvewhers

on Mavape Trbal Lind

2 Mavajo N
Ruins. However, there are several other mins of
locared i Taegi Canyon, but, a8 ver, na provison has been mude Lo insure their preservalion

mal Monument has been established 10 protect and preserve the Betaakan an
rice 1 1he siart uncdnte area and

il fnslancal tm

NOW THEREFORE BE T RESOLVED THAT:

3157,
e an Mavapo Coundy

oes henehw set

1. The Advisory Cormm
il

e for the Tuure develop
approsimately [ miles south of wEnlil Amzena, andd in addition, an area on each side of the nm of |'-l.'!."
Ca rer mile in width. Said area thus ser aside is 10 include all of the area in Teeg Canyon mo
romalely U5 miles m length

nne

siche for Mavajo Nanonal Monurment bean

erepy

scted. consistent with the authoriny
L1 T

i Trhal Parks Coammission 1
ol Council Resol

kS Ihe M

u ir ke such mules and ¢

ERTIFICATION

15 duly considered by the Acdvs
w Hock, Am ab which 2 GUOTUIM WS present and
 favor and 0 opposad, this 157 day of Drecember, 1960

Mavape Trabal Cousncil ar o

saime wirsk pasied by a vol

Wige Chalrman
Mavajo Tnbal Council

ACD-238-60
RESOLUTICY CF THE ADVISCRY COMMITIRE
OF THE NAVASO TRIBAL COTHCIL

Betting eside the entire Tsegl Junyen, not Previously Desi
sl gpated as
Part of Havajo Natlenal Menusesns, ss an Ares fox Fubure Developrant

85 g Navajo Teibal Park

WEERE A :

1. FRssolution No, CF<31-57 of 4he Navajo Tribal Oouneil
eteblished the Naveo Aribal Puks Gommlieton aelegated o the
Myisory Committes autharity to establish Favajo Tribal Perks and
Momaments enywhore on Navajo Trlbal land, .

2. NevaJo Nstional Momument hes been esteblished to o~
tect and pressxve the Eetetakin and Keet Seel Ruins. However, there
are several cther rufpns of gres: historicsl importance in the ceme
imeedinte ares prd located in Tsegl Canyon, but, &3 yet, uo provisich
has been made to lpsure thedr preservetion.

WO TEERBFCRE EE IT RESCLVED THAT:

L. The Advisory Committee, under authority of Tribal
Counell Resoluticn Ne« CP~31-57, does hereby seb sside for the futurs
developrent &5 & Nave]o Tribal Park the entire Ysegl Canyon located
in Nevajo County approximetely Ll niles south of Teyenta, Arizona,
and in edditick, an eres on each side of the rim of Tregl Canoyon,
cnarquarter mile in width. Bald eres thus set pside 35 to0 inelude
a1l 6f the ares i Teegl Canyon not Previcusly set sside for Mavajo
Netional Monumert being approxinately 15 mileg iz length.

2. The Nevelo Tribel Farks Commission is hereby aubhorired
end directed, consistent with the suthopity granted to paid Qommissicn
by Tribal (ounmeil Rescluidon Ne CF-21-57, t0 maks such rules sud
regulations for the wse of the nrea op Teepl Canycn set aside by this
;552:::::;; a6 ag 4o pres;aévelanq‘t devalop this section of the Navaja

8 0 BE B DEINARS ast: of bcen: i
an Botentiesy o Jermenc T 1o, historical, recresticnal

CURTIF IOATION

X I hereby certily $het the forsgoing resclution vwas duly cone
sidersd by the Advigory Comnittee of the Naveje Tribal Cowmeil at &
duly c:ued m;et:‘.ng at Window Reck, Ardzons, at vodel s quorum wes
precent snd theb core wes passed by & vote of 7 in favor apd O
this 15tb day of December, 1950. ! oPposeds

- - ! —

LA T e i
Viee Chadrmen . ¥+ ¢ - £
Navajo Tribel Council
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APPENDIX C: TSEGI CANYON NAVAJO TRIBAL PARK

Navajo Tribal Lake FPowell
Recreational and Park Area

Commencing at the 5a1 Juan River Bridge at Mexican Hat,
Utzh, at a point along the Navajo Indian Reservation Boundary and
where the Utah State Highway 47 crosses the San Juan River,
thence south and west along the said Urah State Highway 47 te the
Arizona-Utah State linz; thence south and west intc Arizoma along
fndian Route 18 to Kayenta, Arizona, and to Indlan Route 1
{Arizona State Hi%hway 64); thence south and west along said Indian
Route 1 (Avizonma Stace Hignway 64) to latitude 36° 30' or the
nopcnarn boundary of the 1882 Executive Order; thence wast along
said latitude, 36° 30' to the norchwest corner of the said 1882
Frecutive Order: thenece further west along said laticude 36° 30!
to a point where said latitude intersects U. §. Highway 89; thence
perth and west aleng said U. §. Highway 89 to the western Navajo
Reservation line alomg the Colorado River in the vieinity of Navajo
Bridge near Marble Canyon; thence north and east along the Navajo
Reservation Bouadary and the Colorado River to a peint where the
couthern U, &. Bureau of Recleimatlon Boundary line {Fage) mests the
aald Navaje Reservation Boundzry line; thence east along said
U. S. Bureau of Reclamation Boundary line to the southeast of the
U. 8. Bureau of Reclamation tvact; thence north along the U. 5.
Buraau of Reclamation until it meets elevatlon 3720 (maximum
elevation of Lake Powell); thence north and east along elavaticn
3720 end along the Colorade River into Utah te its confluencs with
the Sam Juan River; thenmce north and east along elevation 3720 and
along the San Juan River to 2 point where elavation 3720 incersects
the Navajo Indian Reservation line {or the middle of the San Juan
River) in the vicinity of Douglas Mesa, Uvah; thence east along the
oiddle of the 3an Juan River zo the point of beginning at Mexican
Hat, Utah, comprising an area of 2,218,112.39% acres, more or less.
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APPENDIX D: SELECTION OF THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

An important step in the planning process is the selection of
a preferred alternative. The planning team evaluated the
draft alternatives utilizing a process called “Choosing by
Advantages ” (CBA). This process is used extensively by
government agencies and the private sector to make complex
decisions. It identifies and compares the relative advantages
of each alternative and is based on values that are made
explicit and are derived from the goals of the project, public
comments, consultations, and laws and policies. Cost is a
consideration—cheapest is not always best, but the process
helps identify the best value for the money. The CBA process
also provides a systematic way to look for improving the
preferred alternative by incorporating the important
advantages of other alternatives.

PROCESS

The CBA was conducted by members of the planning team
and included two NPS superintendents from nearby parks.
The process began with reviewing the purpose and
significance of Navajo National Monument, the stakeholders
and their points of view, the alternatives and their
differences, and relevant laws, policies, or other constraints.
Factors were developed that reflect the values expressed in
this discussion and were used to compare the alternatives:

Resource Protection

e Protect resources from visitor impacts and with increased
monitoring and patrol (factor includes primarily natural and
cultural resources and ethnographic resources and use).

e Protect remoteness (dark night skies, natural soundscape,
vistas).

e Protect collection; promote knowledge.
Visitor Experience/Understanding

e Visitor experience—improve in front country and extend
opportunities to remote sites. Improve understanding.

Operational Efficiency
e Operations—ability to efficiently and effectively manage the

monument.
» TFacilities
e Staff
e Fees

e Land base/agreements
= Good relations with tribes, neighbors

¢ Recruit and retain local employees.
e Visitor safety.

For each factor, the team identified the advantages of an
alternative based on specific characteristics or consequences
of that alternative. Each advantage was given a point value
that reflected its importance when compared with the
advantages of the other alternatives. By adding up the
advantage scores for each alternative, the team was able to
determine which alternative had the greatest total
importance of advantages. Alternatives were then graphed to
illustrate the best combination of greatest advantages for the
least cost, or the best value.
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APPENDIX D: SELECTION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

RESULTS

Alternative C emerged as having the greatest total advantages
and good value for the cost. It was further refined to
incorporate some of the advantages of Alternative B to
expand the preferred alternative presented in this plan, and
to provide the best future for Navajo National Monument.
The main reasons this alternative was selected are:

172

Alternative C is strongest on protection of natural and cultural
resources and remoteness because it addresses the threats
emanating from beyond NPS- controlled land. It is these threats
that pose the greatest long- term resource protection problem,
and by involving the surrounding communities and the American
Indian tribes, Alternative C provides for a holistic and
sustainable approach to resource and remoteness protection that
has the potential to positively impact both the resources of the
monument and the surrounding Indian Nation lands and
communities.

Alternative C provides the greatest opportunity to improve
visitor understanding of the many cultures through a variety of
perspectives provided by greater consultation with and direct
involvement of affiliated tribes. Connections between visitors
and resources, visitors and the local community, and the local

community and the monument would be strengthened. Resource
protection would be enhanced by fostering these connections.

For the reasons given above, Alternative C is also the
environmentally preferred alternative. The environmentally
preferred alternative is the alternative that will promote the
national environmental policy as expressed in section 101 of the
National Environmental Policy Act. Ordinarily, this means the
alternative that would cause the least damage to the biological
and physical environment; it also means the alternative that
would best protect, preserve, and enhance historic, cultural, and
natural resources.

The consolidation of the museum collection provides the best
protection and value to research and science. There may be more
costs associated with this than have been identified, and
extensive consultation with institutions and tribes will be
required, but long- term benefits include greater accountability,
maximum physical protection, single point of access for
research, and involvement of American Indian tribes in
collection management.

Alternative C received support in American Indian consultations.



APPENDIX E: LETTERS REGARDING SPECIES OF CONCERN

ite " States Department of the Int qor
U5 Fish and Wikilife Service
231 West Boval Palen Road, Saide 102
Phoepix, Arizena 530218031
Tefephone: {601] 641718 FAN. (8025 640

July 18, 200

AMemornndum

1 laura E, Hudson, Motuml Reseurce Speciabiss, Matbonal Park Service, Denver,
Colormdo
From Feeld Supervisor

b Mlana e |

manenl’'s G

Subject:  Section T Consultation for Mavaja Matonal

Thes memesandam responds to voar Jaly 5 i, roy

nsed Toe an inventony of throalohed ar
endanpered species. st Tap i

County b
list of spe
consultation number 2-21-00-[-324

list of the endmgerod, thooaie
Ity cccumng anyiwhen

The aie:
1hige i

1 he Service
a propased species or d
cy must enler it 2

is sufFicient i

v mir legal prot
2 proceis in the ey

i

If any proposcd #ttion socurs i 0f boir areas with trees and shrubs prowing along walcroourics,
knawn as niparian habitat, the Serice recommends the protection of these areas. Hapartan areas
are critical 1o biologicall comeunity diversity and provide linear comridors mmgpartant 0 migratory
specica. [n additten, if e project will renalt in the depositien of dredged or Ol maserialy into
walerways of excdvation i wakerways, we recommend you contad the Ammy Cargs o

fegulaled these gerivities under Section 048 of the Clear Waker At

e Stare of AnFons pooiects some plant and amimal species protecied by Federnl low We
recommenad you contacy the Arizona CGame and Fish Department and the Anzoon Depariment of
Agrigulture for Siafe-list=d or SERAibve SPECLES 1N Yol pimjec] aen

[he Service appreciates your effors so sdemtify and avend 1mpacts (o ligied and senmibive spe

a a
gty Free
& Daud L w
g

Low

+ s s,
Aitachmem "

co: John Kennedy, Habita Branch, Arizona Game and Fish Department, Phosaix, AZ
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APPENDIX E: LETTERS REGARDING SPECIES OF CONCERN

LSTER, PRGPOSED, AND CARDIRA  PECEI FLHA THE FOLLOVAND CouTY: MiNWh.I
CRIEH IS
1) LISTED TOTAL=11
HAME: WAYAI0 STOGE CARER GRECUICOLS
STATUS THMEATENED CIUTIGAL HAR  Tax PECOWTRY PLAM: Yex OFIE STOCTE S5371 5095

CEITARTOY: FERENNWIAL NIRA AT TEAMGHLAR STEMS, ELONGATED RHLZOMES,
PLIWNER. WHITE JUKE AMD LY
ELERKTI(H

RARGE: LR S
COU NS ConmM ML MaD, ATRCHE

HABTAT: BILTY SOILES AT SHADY SEIPS AKD SFRINGS

HESGRATED SHIMICAL HARITAT 5 TR THE RYWAD HATICN RERR IMSCRIPTICN ROUSE RUME. FOUND AT WoE=
EPHIRDS OH VERTIZAL SUEFE OF PINSIED RAVESD RARTETONE

HAME. FEEBLEE MAVAJD SACTUE PEDCACTUS PEEALESTAMMS WAR PEEDLSMNLS
STATLE: ENIANGERED COMCAL MR Mo ROCOVERY PLAN. Yap GFTG & PR SABED (03000
DESCIEPTIoE VEARY SMALL GLOROSE 1 BCH TALL AR ARTUT L75MEH 14

DLEMITIN. THE 4 [1-4] RADA]L, SSNES ARE AFRAMNGTD N A TRISTED

CROSE AHD CERTRAL SMNED AT AASENT. FUWERS TELLDW-GEEN  provamiosd

1 IMCH CAAMETER SFRING. RAMGE: 54005308 FT
GLURTIES: HERID,

FLASITAT GRAVELY SRS GF THE SHRMR MR SERCUDME SARE OF THE GHRLE FLEMATION

EXTREMELY LATED GECORAMIC IWAMGE. IFFICLLT TO GROW I OULTTTHIM,

RAME: BLACH-FOOTED PERRET MSTELA MGRPES

STATUS: ERDGNGERED CRITIoEL BaE  mg  RECINERY PLAN: Yes OFR X2 FR#R04, 0041147
DEZCRIFTICH WEASEL-LPCE TELLINY BUTT SOLOATION WITH BLAGH FEET, TALL T,

AT EVE MRS T HAS ABLUNT LEINT COLGRED ROEE AMDE 1519

TRCHES LOHE AR TAL LESTH 5848 14o-EE ELEVATIM
RAMGE. <305 FT.
QOLRTIES GGihiNG, ARACHE MALID

FLAZITAT GRASSLARD PLANS GEMERALLY FOUKDH N ASE0CINTRIN WITH PRARIZ 0G5

LSLUHVEYED FRAFIE G50 Tdene By BE OS0UMED By FERETR Oft Maly BE ARPAIPSIATE FOR FUTLRE
FEIMTROSUGTION FFROATE THE SERVINE DEVELGRED GLIDEUKES FOR SURVEYING PRURIT DOG TOWME

WHICH AT E AVAILARLE UFDY RECUT T, MO PEPULATICNS OF THES SPECIES CLERTNTLY KNOMH TO 05T 1Y
ARITOMA,
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LETRD, PRI PCAED, A0 Gaxiila TR SPECIRS FOR THE FOLLOWTE SOUHTY, BANAD
G0

Hamfl: APACHES (ARIZOMA) TROUT CRCCRMY NI A0 CHE
ATHTUS: THAEATTNED SRTGALHAR Mo PCONERY PLAM Yes CFZ: 816N 23584, 001005
EerFEiPTIoN: (RS WELLEWAEH OR YELLOW-DLNE CUTIHRTATLIEE TROUT HAS
D LARIGE DA SRITS OM BEOY. T3 CORRAL, AN, ARU CAUlRL Fikd
FOCED WATHWHITE. [T HAS W RED LATERAL LaHI ELEUATICH
RAKGE w8000 F1.
COUMTIES: APRONE, GRESRLEE, SLA, GRARAN, AR

EARTAT: PrEsEHTLY FESTRICTID TO COLOAOUNTAR ETREAMS WITHMAHY LW ORALIENT MEADDW RLATHES

O FIES 3 TRICAM HASITATS WATH SURSTRATESR OF BOULCERS SOCHS, AND GREWVEL WITH SOME SARD OR ~
ST THRCLGH MRS GO FER ANG SPRLGE-FIR POREST S, AMD WCHTANE NEADTHS AKD JRASELANDS N THE
WHITE WCHINTAIHE. ALSONANNGED A5 & EPORT FISH LIMDES SPEAL REGULATIORE,

MAWE LITTLE COLDMADS SMHEDACE LEPOOMEDA WITTATA

STATUS: THREZATERED CRITICAL FiE Yo RECOVERY PLAR: Wou CFR: 53 FR 154

LESOARTICE: FMALL [ REFES LORGH SILVERYT WINNDA WHICH 15 DARRER DRTHE
ALK TedtH THE BELLY
ELESATION
FANGE:  4300-8000 FT.
COHINTIES EOOOHB0. ARACHE, REVAID

BAS{TAT: WONEMATE TOSRALL STREANS IH PODLS SN0 MFFLES WITH WATER FLOMWINGD DWER SRAVEL AN LT

ERITICAL HASTAT INCUUCES ZKSHTESN WLES §F TART CLEAR SREEK, EMHT MILES OF CHEVELDN SRESH. AnD
FIVE VILES OF NUTRIGS) CREES

RAME:  LOACH NINNIW TARDGA SORITE

HTATLER: THRESTERED CRITCAL HAN  Yed PEALERY FLAM o CFA &7 FH 3l 103188
DESCEERTION. SMLALL [e1 NCHES LK) SLERDER. ELONGATED MSH OLWVE GOLGRSD 55 TR DG, D-0E-1954
WTTH DTS WHITE SPOTS AT THE RAST OF THE DORSAL AD CALDRL
FRE. BREEDIND MALES YTVAD FED DR MOUTH AND RASE OF FINZ ELEWATION
RAMIE <8I0 FT.
COUNTIES: PIRAL, SHARA, GREENLEE, GLA, AFACHE, HANA, “YWWARA, 'EOCHISE, Taia

HASITAT: BENTHIT SPICIES OF SMALL T4 LARE PEREHMAL STREAWE WITH SMFT SHALLDAN WATER RWER
CONFLER GRAVEL. PECURRENT FLODCING AND MaTUfAL HFDRCGRAPH BEFOILTANT.

| 2 G = SCoENER, CRY
n:uisr:un,*:'rﬂr_m!lﬂmrﬁﬂ.ﬁ:mu.mnmﬁﬁ.muw-_z-ﬂﬂﬂ.ﬂ.ﬁﬂ'Fa".hll'-l = =]

HLUE CREES TULARDSS BAGH BEASTNECT-a40 MDDLE PORKs OF THE G_Lﬁ RIVER, EAGLE CREEN, EA5T FORK,
LAk, ATER, ARD THE MAINSTEN UPFER GILA FIVER, CXUMICAL HASITAT WAS NENCWED M MARCH 1902, DU
REFROFOSED CGT 1989 ApD FIMALITED ARRIL J500. SPESES ALED FERRD [ CATRTH, SRAKT_ ARD r'lg_rnl.l.v:m.:-
COLNTES &0 NEW MERID, *OORIMTIES VTH SRITIGAL HAGITAT PRESTHTLY SIRTAIN b KIMOAH X
PORULATIONS GF LOWTH BRROW.



LISTED, PACPOSED, AND CANDT 1 SPECIES FOR THE FOLLOWING COUNTY; NAVAJID
(Er2272000

NAME: SPEKEDACE MEDA FLGIDA

STATUS: THRE \TENED CRIMCAL MAR Yes PRECOVERY PLAK Tes CFR: 51 FR XYTE807-04.1082
CESCRIFTION: aMN-!-M INCHES] SLIM WITH SUNVEAY S0ES & SP9E" G DORSAL SFR 10008, 8-t
BREDING MALES BRASEY SOLDEN COUOR

ELEVATION
FARGE: 3030 FT,
COUNTIES; GRAHAM, PINAL GREENLEL, YAVAPAL APRCHE", COCHISE", GILA®, NAVAJD", PIA

HASITAT. MODERATE TO LARGE PLRENNIAL STREAMS WITH GRAVEL CORSLE SUBSTRATES AND MODERATE T0
NPT VELOCITIES OWT R SAND AND GRAVEL SUBSTRATES RECURRENT FLOCDING AND MATURAL

MAME: BALD EAGLE HALIAEETUS LEUCOCEPHALUS

ETATUS, THREATENED CRITGAL HAR Mg FECOVERT PLAN Yas CFR: G0FR 25050, 071344
DESCAPTION: LARGE, ADULTS NAVE WITTE HEAD AND TAL, HEXGHT 28 - 385~
WINGEEPAN 66 - 00", 14 YRS DARK WITH WALTING DEGREES GF
MOTTLED BACMM PLUMAGE. FEET BARE OF FEATHERS. ELEWATICN
PANCE: WARIES FT

COUNTIES: YURA, LA PAT, MOHAVE, YAVAPAL WSO, Méﬁﬂ:mmm.mnmpﬁ.,
(LA, GRAMAM, SOCHISE

HABITAT: LARGE TREES OR: CLFFS NEAR WATER (RESCRVOIRS, RIVERS AND STREAMS] WITH ABLINDANT Bl

SCME WRDE ARE MISTING RESIDENTS WHILE A LARGER MUWAER WINTERS ALONG HIVERS AND RESERVORS .
AN EETRLATED 200 TO 200 BIRDS WINTER 1N ARZ0MA, GNCT ENDANGERED (12 FR 4001, 011 10ST; 43 FR 8333 43,
14-78} BECALRSE OF REPRODUCTIVE FAILLRES FROM PESTICIDE POISOMING AMD LOSS OF HAITAT, THIS
SPECIES WAS DOWN USTED TO THREATENED ON AUGUST 11, 1068, ILLEGAL SHOOTING, DISTURBANCE, LOSS oF
HAINTAT CONTINUES TOr BE A PROBLEM, SPECIES HaS BEEN PROPOSED FOR DELESTING (84 PRt 384547 DUT STLL
RECEIVES: FLLL PROTECTRON LNDER ESA.

NANME: CALIFCRNA CONDOR GYMMOPS CALIFORMNIAMUS

STATUS. EXFERIMENTALMNCMESSENTIAL CRITICALHMAE Mo RECOVERY PLANC Yes CFR X FR 400N 039147
DESCRIPTICH: VERY LARDE VULTURE (&7 N, VANGERAN TO 8 02 FT, WEGHT TO 22

LESY ADULT PLUMATE BLACKISH, IS TURE MOHE BROWHESH: ADULT

WING LININGS WHITE, IMMATURE LOTTLED, HEAD LUPPER PARTSOF  CLIVATION

NECK BARE: VELLEW-DIAMCE [N ADULTS, GRAYISH N IMMATURE. RANGE: VARIES T
COUNTIES: MOMAVE, CODONIN0, NAVAID, APACHE

HABITAT: HIGH DESERT CANYOHLANGS AND PLATEALUS
LAST WILD COMDOR REPCATID IN ARGICONA I 1934 RECOVERY PROGRAM HAS RENTRODUCED COMDORS 10

MORTHERN ARIZONA, WITH THE FIRST RELEASE (8 SIR0S) IN DECEMBER 199, RELEASE SITE LOCATED AT THE
VERMILLICH CLIFFS [DOCONING €21, WITH AN EXPERMENTALMONESSENTIAL AREA DESIGNATED Fofl WOST oF
HOATHERAM ARIZOMA AND SOUTHERN LITAH,

APPENDIX E: LETTERS REGARDING SPECIES OF CONCERN

LISTED, PROPOSED. AND L ANDIOATE SPECIES FOR THE FOLLOWING COUNT:
EIZER000

NAVAID

MAME: MEXICAN JPOTTED CAWL STRE OCCIDENTALTS LLACIDA

STATUS: THREATENED CRITICAL HAS M BECOVERY PLAN: Yes CFR: 38 PR C45TR 041191
DESCRIPTICH: MEDHUM STED WITH DARK EYES AND NG EA: TURTS, BROVSISH AND
HIEAVILY SPOTTED WITH WHITE Cf BEIGE.

TICH
RAMGE: 49000000 FT.
COUNTIES: MOHAVE. CODORNG, MAVAID, APACHE, TAVAPAL CANGAM, GREEMLEE, COCHISE, SANTA CRUEE, PIMA,
PRAL, GRLA, MARICORA

HABITAT. NESTS IN CANYONS AND DEMSE FORESTS WITH MULTHLAYERED FOUAGE STRUCTURE

GEMERALLY NESTS N OUDER PORESTS OF MI(ED CONFER OR PONDERSA PINEIGANBEL OAK TYPE, W
CANYONS, AND USE VARIETY OF HABITATE FOR FORAGNG. SITES WITH COOL MICRCCLIMATES APPEAR TO 3E
OF IMPORTANCE OR ARE PREFERED,

MAME. SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER EMPROOMAN TRAILL EXTIWLE

STATUS: ENBANGERED CAIICALHAR Yes RECOVERY PLAR Ni  CFR: 6D PR 10654, 022785

DESCRPTION: SMALL PASSERINE (ASOUT 57 (RAYISH-GREEN BACK AND WINGS,
WHITESH THROAT, LIGHT OLVE-GRAY BREAST AND PALE YELLOWESH
BELLY. T WINGRARS VISIBLE. EYE-RING FABIT OR ABSENT,

ELEMATION
AANGE: <350 FT.
murmmmmmmmmmmmm
YLIMAA, PO, COCHISE, SANTA CAUZ

FABITAT: COTTOMWOOOAALLCAY 4 TAMARTEY VEGETATION COMMUNITIES ALONG RIVERS & STREAMS

MIGRATORY RIFATAN CALUGATE SPECIES THAT OCCUPES DRITINNG HADITAT FROM LATE APRIL T
SEFTEMEER, [0S TREUTION

SOUTH FORKS OF THE LITTLE COLORADG RIVER, REFERENCE 0 CFILED FR 39135, TR2WT.
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APPENDIX E: LETTERS REGARDING SPECIES OF CONCERN

United . .ates Department of the _.itenor
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THE
NAVAJO
NATION
POk BOX 5000 = WINIDW ROCK. ARIZONA 86515 =  (52I0) B71-6000
TAYLOM MeKEMTIE, W.0O,
VLR PRETOENT

Astgust 71, 7000

Lawrs E Hudsen, Marural Resowce Specialise
United States Department of the Intetior
Matioral Park Service

Incermountain Region

Intermountain Support Cffice - Denver

12755 W Alsmeds Parkway

Post Office Box 25287

Denver, Calorsde 30225.0287

SUBIECT Comsuitation on Navajo National Mosumens™s General Management Flan/EIS

Mls. Hisdsan,

The fellewing informetion on spacis of concern is provided 18 fespanse (o yous I}S Ialy er:qw
concerning the subpeet prapeet, which comsism of The Naienal Park Senvice und the d

af a General Msmagement Plan/EIS for Navajo Maoomal Mocamest. The area managed by Mllli
service ineliades Betmmakin and Keet Seel umits which are each 160 acre taces along Laguna Creek

A1 this time, the Navajo Fish and Waldlife Department (NFW D) has no recard of speoses of concern
ey oo the propeet sites.

Each 7 $-minuse quadsangbe contzinang project boundenes iy addessed sepasately below. These speces
lises are quadranghe-spectfic ratber than projeci-specific. Pocsnbial for species has bees determined
pramarily on quadrangle-wide coarse habita charactenssics and species range informanon, Your propect

baologist shauld determine habits saitabaliny af the propect ies.
A total of 15 species are identified in the quadangle-specific lsts. They are:

1. Alscporis shmkar (Chukar)

2, Aguily chrvssetos (Golden Eagle), NESL group J; MBTA. EPA
3. Bupes regalis (Ferruginous Hawk), NESL group 3; META

4. Cagex specuicols (Mavage sedge), NESL group 3; ESA shreatened
5. Cinslus mexicanus (American Dipper), NESL group J; MBTA.

=g of conoems” e lisde prowscsd, candidme and other rar o sthorwise soetine Tpesic, i lebng oaTian naine
species and ggeoses of eoonomee or culteral ngmilicance. For wach spocies, the Sallowing tribal ssud foderal stanuses am indicaiod
Mavago Endsnigered Spocies List (NESL), foderal Esdlangees Spesien Act (ESA), Magraiory Bard Trewn Act | MBTAL 2ed Exgie
Protection Act (EFAL o iogal protection is affordad specics with gaby ESA candidate or NESL greap 4 stmss; pheasis bo auam of
thess specics denmg serveys and miintm e WPWD ol obncn stions. Deurromtancs St (hese S{RCHES I Mo mERCTo o
widiugread than amemtly krewn, and Scfresing thee speciey n oy plansisg nd munagomest i3 Fporians b sonuervalos
ey comiribrats To crnerig. they will mot be splaiod i the funere. Speoas without ESA or NESL kgl prosacsca e g, NESL
o 4 apecicd) we ey included in respotses on i imegalar bass ard ma nol be i luded o ot repeme. Plaes ol e de
NESL G a Jim off geoup 4 spacics: eomiads me ol oy pond 3 6o
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& Empidonax wailli exsims (Southwestern Willow Flycatcher), NESL group 2, ESA endangered;
META

7. Ealge percprinms (Peregrine Falcoa); NESL groap 3, MBTA.

£ Clausidium gnoms (Northern Pygmy-ow]), NESL group 4, META.

9. Musicls nigripes (black-footed ferver); NESL group I, ESA ssdangered. Posential for the black-
footed fester should be evaluated of prairic-dog towns of sufficient size (per NEPWI gusdelines) ooour
i the project arex.

10, Mygricooax pecicomy (Black-crowned Might-herony, META.

11. Panas asncapulles (Black-capped Chickades ), MBTA

12, Plaianthers zoshesing (alcove bog-archid); MNESL group 3. Formerly knowm a5 Habenanin zohecing.

13, Pussinetlia parishii (Parish's alkali grassy, WESL group 2. Potestial for Peccinedlia passshii shoudd be
evatuated if wetland condimons exists thal contasn whin alkakine cruss,

14, Rany pipign (ncrthemn leopard frogl; NESL jrowp 3. 1933 Record.

15, Sy oecidestalis fugida (Mexican Spotied Owi), NESL group 3 ESA threatened; MBTA,

BETATAKIN RUIN, AZ QUADRANGLE
Project Site:  Betatakin Huin, Mavaje Natlenal Monsmest.

Af this ime, the Navajo Fish end Wikdlefe Department (MFWD) has oo recond of spesies of concern
Cturring on the projest sibe.

Species of concern known 1o oocar withis one mile of the progect site inclode:
1. Mverigor nyEBoomy

2. Rans papuges - 1935 Record

3. Stix geeidentslis [ucida

Species of concer known 1o oo within shree miles of dee project sibe inclede:

4. Capex specuicels
5 Ealee prmeenne

Addrtional species of concem with potestial w0 ocour on the 7. 5-minute quadrangle inchude:
10, Glascidium

KEET SEEL RUIN, AL QUADRANGLE
Project Site:  Keet Seel Ruin, Mavajo Matienal Mosument,

At thas mime, the Navazo Fish and Wildlife Departmest (NFWT) Bas no record of species of cofneem
dccurring on the projedt site
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Species of concern known t ocour within ooe mile of the project ste inchede:

I Cares ipessicoly
. oucidentalis lusida

Species of concern koown to ocour within three miles of the project saie inclde

¥ Ealsg persgrinus
4. Plasgnhers zothecing

Adiditional spectes of concern with potential 1D occur an the 7 S-minute quadranghe Sctode:
Alegtons shukar
Aquila shrvsacios
s ili
" .I j
fana pipiens

Binbogical surveys shauld be conduncted during the appropmase seasan. Surveyoes o the Mavaje Nation
muzst be permitted by the Direcior, WFWD. Contact Jelf Cole a8 (530) §71-7068 for permitting

procedures. (heestions pestaming i sarvess should be directed to the NFWD Zoalogist (David Mikesic)
fior animalls a4 ¥71- 7638, and Botanast (Dasiela Roth) for plents ac 8717639,

e

Potensial bmpscts to wetlands shoald also be evaluated, The 115, Fish & Wildhfe Service's Mational
Wetlands Inventory {WWT) maps should be examned 1o determime whther sreas chusified xs wetlands are
located closs smough i the peopect site(s) o be impacied In cascs where the maps & incomcluave (2.8,
et 10 their small sealel, field surveys must be complered. For feld surveys, wetlands idenrification and
Mm@mﬂdhhfmﬂmwmmmmw'ﬁw
Report Y-47-1) should be nsed. When wetlands are presene. potential impacts must be addressed in an
emvironmental assessment end the Army Corps of Engineers, Phocaix office. mast be comacted. MW
maps are gvailable for sxamination at the MFWDYs Maheral Heritage Fropram (HP} office, or may be
purchased theough the U S, Geological Survey (arder forms are avadlable throagh the NHE). The NHP
buas complese coverage of the Mavajo Nation, excluding Utsh, a2 1: 100,000 scale; and coverage &2
124,000 seabe in the southwestam portan af the Mavajo Mazion,

Thie informasics in this report was idensified by the NEWD's biologasts aad computenized database. ind is
based on cusrent dat. It should st be regarded 45 the final siement an the ooumeace of sy species,
i thould it subssirute for on-sibe survevs. Alsa, becanse the NFWD's information is continually updascd.
amy given information responge i oaly wholly appropriste for its respeetive request.

1€ you have any questions | may be resched ot ($20) 8717601,

T e

Birent Nelson, Data Mansger

Matural Herimge Program

Mavajo Fish and Wildiife Department
xz: flefchrono
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United States Department of the Interior

MNATIONAL PARK SERVICE
INTERMOUNTAMN RESION
Intermesstsin Support Office - Denver
12794 W, Alameda Paslowey
Pt Office Bax 25287
Denver, Colorade 302150287

July 5, 2000

Johs Mysteds, Bisdagns
Mavajo Fish and Wildhfe Departmn:
Bax [480

Windaw Riock, AL BE3IS

Re Consulzacion on Nevajo Nathonal M r's General Mansg PlavELS
Ichn,

1 woald ke 1o oo the et B of theeened, eadangered, proposnd, aad candidsle species aed
designated critical Aabitart that may be present at Navaje National Monument Tonales, AZ. A simifar
request will be sent o the U5 Fiah and Wikdlifa Serse in Flegandl, AZ

The Mational Pack Service i undenaliag tee development of a Ganeral Management FanR15 for Navajo
National Monument which will svenczally inchide sevor| altermatives incheding 2 ee-stion 3nd &
pireferned alternative; boweves, they are anky in draft fors 5 this sime (see encloin mewsletherh,

Thnm:mnnlgtdb;rﬂmp-umhtiwluﬂﬂmu:kma:dﬁmmuul-:swh-:h#ﬂdtMﬂm
tracts slong Laguna Crock, Beayialis also has an sddni | 240 acees ed mnader an agreement wish
Navago Mation. Inscription Home is o 4iacnt irmet near Muvajo Creck. All wits are within and wurrcunded
thwplmmwuwmofw:m.w,uxewﬂ|J|-=&ulﬂz
unit isvolves Mexican Sporind Ow] babim and o plant specees-of concern, Mlatamdiens sorkesing or Alkave
Bog Creliid.

The plassing team would like your input carly on, 5o that the draft management alematives appesr inbe
pealfarie with rezards to any specics of concem. Even though thit ia ey ¥ pln. pot a9 ae-the- grosnd
projecs per te, the pack service will need o chioose o prefired alvernative thal best nepresents our [P
b preserve and protect all reseurces. Amy ferdback you may e on the dral alsernatives thed [ar s
adwice vo MNavaje MNation consuleation noeds fiee 3 planming document sech a5 this one woald be greatly
appreciated, Plesse contact me a8 303/P69- 2308 or e-mail a1 ) hushoniings, gov

Simeerely,

, "
/_?%aﬁ \ L dobr
wLaiata E. Hudson, M Resoaree Speshalin

Ce: James Charles, Superintendent, Mavajo N3l
Sezy Sutzman, GMP Team Leader. DSC




THE
NAVAJO
NATION

FISH & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT - P 0. BGx 1 880 « WINDOW ROCE AZ = BESLS

23 March 2001
To: Interested Parvies
Subject. NAVAJO ENDANGERED SPECIES LIST UPDATE

On 15 March 2001 wnmcﬂmmﬂmwnmmn
Resolusion RCMA-31-01, spproved the “Navajo Encangersd Species Lizt" (NESL). On
zn:mmmumauwmwummwimmmmrm
yupmdmmmﬂnﬂhmﬁu&ﬂmmfuﬂmm.
Pursuant to Tithe IT}MAﬂlh:Nnmu}uNmmCuduudbmdmmmum
umgrmuwmmmwmmmmm.
the MESL was revised and spproved effective 15 March 2001 Encloted is a copy of the
updated NESL Please route a copy to other personncl in your office, as needed.

Pursuant 1o 17 NNC §507A it 15 ulawfil for any person 10 “take, possess, transport,
export, scll or offer for sabe or ship any species of subspecies”™ on the NESL
mmmmwnymummmuwm-ﬁu.

If you have &ny questions concerning specics” stasus comtast David Mikesic, Zoolopst.
for animals at {3207 871-7070 or Daniels Roth, Botamist, fir plants at (520) 523-T241
mﬁuﬂmﬂwcwuuwrmr« fingl revisions are
wvailehble on request

B wore—

Cleria M. Tom, Divector

Wavajo Mation Department of Fish and Wildlife
P.0. Box |480

Window Reck, Navajo Mation, Anzona BES15

ATTACHMINTS: MARCH 1001 WESL
BREsOLUTIoN REMA-31-01

"% Exscurive Dhiectar, Devision of Matursl Resources
Chaireman, Resources Committes
fhe' chrone

TAVLOR ke EWDE. W0,
VL PRTRCENT

APPENDIX E: LETTERS REGARDING SPECIES OF CONCERN

NAVAID NATION
DIVISION OF MATURAL RESOURCES
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE

NAVAJO ENDANGERED SPECIES LIST
Resources Commities Resolution
Now RCMA-II-00

March 2001

GROUP 11 Those species o subspecies that no loager ocowr on the Navajo Nation

GROUP 2 {G}) & GROUP 3 (G3): “Esdangerad™ - Any spacies of subspecies whose
marmlwmmummmmmmmwmmwﬁn
the foreseeable futare to become 30,

G2: A species or subspecies whese prospects of survival of recrustment are i
jeopardy’
G3: A species or subspecies whost prospesss of survival o1 recruitment we likely
e m jeoperdy in the foreseeable fisture.
GROUP 4 MWMWEHMMWManfHﬁM
Wildiifie (NNDEW1.) does net currently have sufficient information to support their bang listed
in G2 or (3 bur has reason 1o consider themn. The NNDFWL will actively seck information on
memimimqrmmdmiuﬂﬁ:mmup«mmﬂmmm

The NNIIFWL shal] determine the appropwinis group foe listing & species or subspecies due o
any of the following factars:
1. The present or thrsatened destruction, modification, 07 eunailesent of its habiat,
2 (wver-stilization for commencial, sporming ar scientific purposes,
3. The effect of disesse or predation;

4 Orther natirn] or man-made fictors affecting its praspects of survival of recrutment
within the Navajo Nation; or
5. Agny combination of the foregoing factons.

Page ! of}
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NAYAJO ENDANGERED SPECIES LIST ~ March 2001
Ecimiflc name  |Coeines same)

GROUP 1:
MAMMALE
Coms gy Gy Wolf)
Lomtro camadenxis  (Mosthern Rirver Otter)
Ursungreioa (Grozly or Brown Beas)
BRDE
Ceatrocerons mummer [ Gusnison Sage-Orouse)
FISHES
Gl elegamt  [Bosytad}
GROUP 2:
MLAMMALS
Mipgln rugripes (Black-footed Faret)
BRDS
Empidonc trauilly exomes  { Southwesiem Willow Fiycmcher)
AMPHIBIANS
Rong prpvens (Morthern Leopard Freg)
FISHES
Gila cyphe  (Humpback Chab)
Gila robusia  (Rousdall Chub)
luers  [Colorado Plemamsow)
yrumcieens fesomven (Raorwsack Sucker)
e Artrapahes humilliemg (Maneos Mili-veics)
Ertgeron rhaomomur  (Rlusome
Pediocactur bradhyd  (Brady Pincuskion Cacius)
GROUP X
Amuigcaprs ameriocoma  (Proaghors)®
Ches conaaderray. (Bighorn Shaen )
BIFDS
Aquils chnysaeter  {(Oobden Eagle)
Budse regalis  (Fermagpnoss Hiwk)
Cincles mesfeames  (Amenican Dipper)
Coccyrus amiricarms ([ Yelow-billed Cuckoo)
Swix occidemalis lucidn  (Mexican Sponsd Owl)
DNVERTEBRATES
Spayeria nodomes  (Westers Secp Fritllany)
PLANTS

Alblrem pooddingsi {Gooding s Ousn)
var. heworn  {(Marhle Camyon Mulk-vetc)
Averagaius curlers (Catler’s Milke-vinch)
Corex gpecuicols  (Mivago Sedpe)
Ertperon acomanait  [Aooms Flesbane)
Pecticenerus peebiesiamer vir fekrsmoe  (Faciceten Pluss Cactin)
FPeamemon arugos  (Havgo Pensiemoa)
Flatariwera sochecing  {Aloove Bag-onchid)
Selerocos s medod-verdae (o Yerde Cactus}

(13 dmignbiion cxchudes YNDPWL Manipanen Ut 16 (' New Lok}, e boudarion of wheh we Fros Sunden, AZ san
slong Ut 4 Boznlary 80 the Zumi bossdary, south slong the boundiery past AZ Hwy 1 10 the Mavigo Nalsiae boundery,
went alony S Downdary pasi LS My 656 55 e Naivas Miboo e boundary, nonb slaag R 2007 ta Kavapo, AT, wos (i te
nOMh and pouth of Ieerame 50 10 e et/ Prtrified Forns Marwaal Fark bowsdiry. sonh elong e boundary vathe Uns§ .

bouncary, east slonj; e bound _-aus&qwl.nuhmwﬂumsmm.l:umnw
WWDFAL. PO, Box LaB0, Winderw Rock, AT, #6315, {520} 8716431
Page 2 003
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GROUP 4:

Sewemiyfic ngwe  (Comgmon aame)

Dipedorys mecrops (Chisel-toothed Kangeroo Rat)

Microns mericames (= mogelionmats) (Moo Mounimn Yaole)
Plecotus wwnsenedi  (Towmsend' 1 Big-cared Dut)

Fuilne s mocroiy (Kt Fem}

Accipiter peaslts  (Monhern Goshawk)
Avchomophorws charkyt [Claric's Grebe))
Aepotius acadicus  [Nonthern Saw-whe Owd)
Corypie abcyon (Badted Klsglisher)
Chorackrus morisrss mu-ﬂqrhuj

v fwwectis  (Flasemulaned Ol
Prcoides iradoctyles  (Three-toed Woodpecier)
Forzana carcding  (Sora)

Camissora ateoadil  [Areond"s Cumissosia)
Clhemaris M zsie war arizonkes (Arizons Lesiber Flower)
Criplauba arecdii | Arwsod s Citseye)
Cpmoprerns acoulia var, Wggeen'  (Higgins Bissuom)
Crmopieris sihenny  (Utab Blsdder-fera)

Ertperon pvinalyi ([Soasaki's Fleabane)

Erramrizia

FPhocela mdecors (Blud Phaceta)
FPhocylia welthii  [Welsh Phacela)
Puccinella portshnn  (Pariah's Al Grass)

Page 3 of 3



BCMA-dL-01

EESQLIPTION
LF THE RESDURACES COHMITTEE
AF THE WAVAJD HATION COUMCIL

hpproval of Deletions Erem. and Additicng to, the Havadis
Endangered Speoies List

WEEREAS :

1. Puragant to I N.H.C. § 681 eb peg.. Lhe Resources

Coomittes was oestablished as a #tanding Sommitzse of the
Wavajo Mation Coancil: and

Z. Pursguant to 1T K.N.C. § J0TA, Tha EBaRUTCEE
Commitzer i vegquired to develop a liss =2f endangered
species wichin the Havads Haticn, bassd on investigebiome
cancerning wildlife and ochar scientific ard sommerslal
data. ans popsultacion  with  wildiife aFAENCLES in
aurrounding states. appropriste federal agencies and cther
interested perdons asd srgenisaciona; and

£ Tha Rescurces Coomittes approved the endangered
species list by resslukicen ROF-014-9L: and

4. Pursuanc to 17 H.M.C. § 5078, che Direszar of che
Department of Fish and wildlife (Separcment) 18 requiréd oo
reviey Ehe liast and present reocommendations for appropriats
pddikicms or deleticns to Che Ressurces Comittes: and

5. Pursuant fo 27 H.W.C. § 300, an endangered
spegies i3 "any species of f£ish or wildlife whose praspects
of survival or recruitment within the Mawadio Mation aze Lo
jeopardy or are likely within the foreseeabla future o
become so” i B0 any of rhe following fastors: a) the
sragent oF Cchrascenad modificacion of itg habitarc: B} over
utiligation; o} disease or predation; and 4} other fmatural
cr marmade Ffasters alfescing its prospeces of survival or
recruicmans within che Havaje Macion: and

&. Department review of the lis: is based oo chis
redified defimition of an endangersd species: Species ara
racoierandad for addicion to the list when they =meet this
dafinizion, gnd arm recommended for deletion from the lick

APPENDIX E: LETTERS REGARDING SPECIES OF CONCERN

RCmAm-3L-01

wnan none of the four factors listed above apply and Ehe
species’ prespects of survivel oF recruitment wichin 1'_'l:h'.“
Havasa Maclon are no longer in jeopardy or Iikely to be irn
jeopasdy: and

9. gimoe approval of the 1991 endangersd BFeciASs
like, new infprmacion abBsde The scatus of wvasious specias
hms keen gashersd and Indicates changes o tha lisc are
warranced: and

8. tn Tm¢ DbDasis of cthe Departmenc's wildlife
irmvestigations and  other scienclfic  data,  end after
consulting with 55 Tribal, rederal and stace ageicilas and
cther interested parties, the Departments recommends ceztain
addicions to and delesions fxom the liszt, artached hereto
as Exhibict =&, hazgafter referrad e as Tae “Havajo
Endangersd Species List') and

%. Justifigasion for adding species to, #nd delacing
apecies  froe, the Navaje Endangered Species List 1o get
forth in a repart attached hereto as Zxhibic “BY.

N THERIPORE BE IT RESCLVED THAT:

The Hesources Comnittas of the Havajo Hacion Cooncil
herekby approwas che revised Havaje Endangacied fpacigs Lisk,
zttached fhereto  as  Exhibit  “AT, which shall  becdos
affective upsa adoption of this resclution.

CERTIFICATION

I mersby cercify chat the Ioregoing reaolution was
duly cansidared by tha BRpsources Cammikbes of She Navajo
Mation Csuncil at a duly called oescing at Window Reclk,
Nawajo MHeticn (Arizocnal, at which a quorum was present and
tha: same was paszed by & wote of 4 im Eaver, § opposed and
L abegrained. chis L5zh day of March, JB01.

r, Chairpersdn

Redours mmittes

Motlon: Jack Colarado
Eacend: Janes Begay
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APPENDIX F: PROPOSED BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT

Both alternatives B and C propose that the National Park
Service seek to acquire through purchase or exchange the
headquarters unit. The land on which the headquarters,
visitor center, campground, picnic area, overlooks, trails,
employee housing, and maintenance are located is currently
Navajo Nation Land used by the National Park Service under
a Memorandum of Understanding. The proposal in
alternatives B and C is to seek transfer of that land to the
NPS, through exchange or purchase. While the existing
arrangement works well, the transfer would ensure long-
term maintenance and improvement of facilities and clarify
issues of jurisdiction and liability.

Specific criteria are used by the National Park Service to
evaluate boundary adjustments, which apply to the proposal
to add the headquarters to Navajo National Monument. The
following list identifies the criteria and how they apply to
this proposal:

e Toinclude significant resources or opportunities for
public enjoyment related to the purposes of the park.

Proposal: The proposed parcel contains the visitor
center, campground, picnic area, popular trails, and
views into the canyons and of Betatakin, a primary
resource. For most visitors, this is the only area of the
park they experience and gain understanding of these
sensitive, remote cliff dwellings. Inclusion of this parcel
ensures long- term maintenance and improvement of
these facilities for visitor enjoyment and appreciation. It
would be more feasible to secure funding for facility
improvements if the land were in NPS ownership. It

would also make fee collection by the NPS possible,
which would allow the monument to collect and re-
invest fees into improvements for visitor enjoyment.

e Toaddress operational and management issues such
as access and boundary identification by topographic
or other natural features or roads.

Proposal: Addition of this parcel would not clarify the
boundary along a major landscape feature such as a
ridge, canyon rim, or road. However, it would meet
another aspect of this criteria, which is to include the
National Park Service housing and maintenance areas
within the boundaries of the monument and ensure their
long- term maintenance and improvement. It would be
more feasible to secure funding for facility improvements
if the land was in NPS ownership. Acquisition of the
parcel would also clarify jurisdiction and liability issues
unanswered in the present agreement.

e To protect park resources critical to fulfilling the
park’s purposes.

Proposal: There are no immediate threats to park
resources under the current agreement with the Navajo
Nation for the use of this land as headquarters.

Two of the three criteria above have been met to
recommend a boundary adjustment, exceeding the
requirement to meet at least one. Of the next two
criteria, both must be met to further recommend this
adjustment:
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e The added lands will be feasible to administer
considering size, configuration, ownership, costs,
and other factors.

Proposal: This 240 acre parcel contains most of the
monument’s infrastructure, already maintained by the
staff. Costs of administering the parcel would not
increase operating costs.

e Other alternatives for management and resource
protection are not adequate

Proposal: Alternatives for management and resource
protection have been identified in the plan, and the full
evaluation of impacts is in the EIS. They are summarized
below:

Alternative A- Review and revise Memorandum of
Understanding with Navajo Nation regarding land at
headquarters to reflect current interests and
concerns.

- Lack of clarity of NPS jurisdiction at
headquarters unit.

- Difficulty in funding facility improvements

Alternatives B/C — Seek transfer of headquarters unit
to NPS from Navajo Nation by purchase or exchange
with agreement and endorsement by Navajo Nation.

+ Clarify and improve jurisdiction at
headquarters unit.

+ Increase opportunities to fund facility
improvements.

- Navajo Nation may perceive any loss of tribal
lands as unacceptable.

While transferring this 240 acre unit to the NPS is
recommended, it would only be sought if it was endorsed by
the Navajo Nation. If agreed to, legislation would be
required for authorizing the addition. Ifitis not transferred,
Alternatives B or C could still be implemented.
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GLOSSARY

ABBREVIATIONS

CFR—Code of Federal Regulations
EIS—Environmental Impact Statement
GMP—General Management Plan

NAGPRA—Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act

NEPA—National Environmental Policy Act
NPS—National Park Service
PL—Public Law

Sec. 106—Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act

THPO—Tribal Historic Preservation Office
USC—United States Code

DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS

Accessibility—the provision of NPS programs, facilities, and
services in ways that include individuals with disabilities, or
makes available to those individuals the same benefits
available to persons without disabilities.

Affiliated American Indian tribes—the lineal descendents
or culturally affiliated Native American groups, for the
purposes of fulfilling the intent of the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act.

Anasazi—Navajo term meaning “ana” (enemy) and “sazi”
(older); old ones, elders. Also, means ancient people or
ancient enemies.

Archeological resource—any material remains or physical
evidence of past human life or activities. An archeological
resource is capable of revealing scientific or humanistic
information through archeological research. Native
American human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects,
and objects of cultural patrimony belong to culturally
affiliated Native American groups through the provisions of
the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation
Act.

Associated American Indian tribes—tribes with cultural
associations to the area of the monument that include a
distinct set of beliefs and a relationship the sites, geography,
and landscapes of the monument area. This association
precedes the establishment of the monument by numerous
generations.

Backcountry—refers to undeveloped portions of the
monument (without roads, buildings, parking lots, etc.) with
small numbers of visitors.

Cultural landscape—a geographic area, including both
cultural and natural resources and the wildlife or domestic
animals therein, associated with an event, activity, or person,
or exhibiting other cultural or esthetic values.

Cultural resource—an aspect of a cultural system that is
valued by or significantly representative of a culture, or that
contains significant information about a culture. A cultural
resource may be a tangible entity such as structures, museum
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objects, archeological resources, or ethnographic resources,
or an intangible activity such as cultural practices.

Ecosystem—system formed by the interaction of a
community of organisms with their physical environment,
considered as a unit.

Environmental impact statement—a detailed NEPA
analysis document that is prepared when a proposed action
or alternatives have the potential for significant impact on
the human environment.

Ethnographic landscape—an area containing a variety of
natural and cultural resources that traditionally associated
people define as heritage resources. The area may include
plant and animal communities, structures, and geographic
features, each with their own special local names.

Ethnographic resources—objects and places, including
sites, structures, landscapes, and natural and cultural
resources, with traditional cultural meaning and value to
associated peoples, as determined by research and
consultation.

Exotic species—species that occupy park lands directly or
indirectly as the result of deliberate or accidental human
activities (also referred to as nonnative, alien, or invasive
species).

Front country—refers to the area of the monument
developed with roads, buildings, parking lots, overlooks,
campgrounds, etc., to serve many visitors and administer the
monument.

General management plan (GMP)—a plan that clearly
defines direction for resource preservation and visitor use in
a park and serves as the basic foundation for decision

making. GMPs are developed with broad pubic involvement.
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Hanging garden — Aclove hanging gardens and seeps are
very specialized and variable sub- component of the canyon
system. They often harbor endemic, rare, and endangered
plant species.

Hisatsinom—Hopi term meaning ancestral pueblo people.

Impact—the likely effects of an action or proposed action
upon specific natural, cultural, or socioeconomic resources.
Impacts may be direct, indirect, cumulative, beneficial, or
adverse.

Impairment—an impact so severe that, in the professional
judgment of a responsible NPS manager, it would harm the
integrity of park resources or values and violate the 1916 NPS
Organic Act.

Implementation plan—a plan that focuses on how to
implement an activity or project needed to achieve a long-
term goal. An implementation plan may direct a specific
project or an ongoing activity.

Lightscapes (natural ambient)—the state of natural
resources and values as they exist in the absence of human-
caused light.

Management prescriptions—an NPS management tool that
identifies the desired future condition for various land areas
within NPS units. Prescriptions include desired natural and
cultural resource conditions, desired visitor understanding,
and the appropriate level of management and development
of facilities.

Mitigation—modification of a proposal to lessen the
intensity of its impact on a particular resource.

National park system—the sum total of the land and water
now or hereafter administered by the Secretary of the
Interior through the National Park Service for park,



monument, historic, parkway, recreational, or other
purposes.

National Register of Historic Places—the comprehensive
list of districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects of
national, regional, state, and local significance, designated by
the Secretary of the Interior under the authority of the
Historic Sites Act of 1935 and entered in the National
Register of Historic Places.

Native species—all species that have occurred now or occur
as a result of natural processes on land designated as units of
the NPS.

Natural change—recognized as an integral part of the
functioning of natural systems.

Natural condition—describes the condition of resources
that would occur in the absence of human dominance over
the landscape.

Natural resources—physical resources (such as water, air,
soils, geologic features), physical processes (such as weather,
erosion, wildland fire), biological resources (such as native
plants, animals, communities), biological processes (such as
photosynthesis, succession, evolution), and ecosystems.

Preservation—the act or process of applying measures to
sustain the existing form, integrity, and material of a historic
structure, landscape, or object. Work may include
preliminary measures to protect and stabilize the property,
but generally focuses on the ongoing preservation
maintenance and repair of historic materials and features
rather than extensive replacement and new work.

Pueblo—Spanish term meaning village or town. This term
was applied to Native American villages encountered by

GLOSSARY

Spanish explorers and settlers of the Southwest, hence, Zuni
Pueblo.

Remoteness—a lack of modern intrusions such as noise,
vehicles, buildings, parking lots, and bright lights
obstructing the night sky.

Soundscape (natural)—the aggregate of all the natural,
non- human- caused sounds that occur in the monument,
together with the physical capacity for transmitting natural
sounds.

Stabilization—interventive treatment action taken to
increase the stability or durability of an object when
preventative conservation measures fail to decrease its rate
of deterioration to an acceptable level or when it has
deteriorated so far that its existence is jeopardized.

Stewardship—the cultural and natural resource protection
ethic of employing the most effective concepts, techniques,
equipment, and technology to prevent, avoid, or mitigate
impacts that would compromise the integrity of park
resources.

Traditional—pertains to the recognizable, but not
necessarily identical, cultural patterns transmitted by a
group across at least two generations. Synonyms include
“ancestral” and “customary.”

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO)—the tribal
official appointed by the tribe’s chief governing authority or
designated by a tribal ordinance or preservation program
that has assumed the responsibilities of the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) for purposes of Section 106
compliance on tribal lands. In accordance with provisions of
the National Historic Preservation Act, designation of a
THPO is upon approval by the Director, National Park
Service.
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