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Archeological Site Scoring System 

The use of number scores to determine the relative importance of 
archeological sItes in newly authorized Chaco areas requires a number of 
subjective assumptions. To. make it clear how parHcular number scores 
were derived, these assumptions are explained below. 

The main premise for all site scoring is that the park was created 
specifically to preserve, .protect, and interpret Chacoan Anasazi 
archeological sites and that these sites are the primary park resource. 
All other resources, both cultural and natural, are of s.econdary 
importance and concern. Based on this premist;!, sites of Anasazi cultural 
affiliation, site type, and time period were generally awarded the highest 
scores (see the Archeological Site Scoring form). For most categories, a 
1 to 5 scale was used, with 5 being the highest score. On the 1 to 10 
scale, a score of 10 was the highest. 

A number of secondary 
generating the site scores. 

assumptions or factors were also used in 
These are discussed below by data category. 

Under Cultural Affiliation (refer to the Archeological Site Scoring form), 
all Anasazi sites were given the highest possible score (5), Paleo-Indian 
and Archaic remains, although generally ephemeral and visually 
unimpressive, were assigned a relatively high score (4) because. research, 
protection, and interpretation ·of these sites will be necessary if the 
origins of the Anasazi are to be properly understood. Navajo and 
Historic sites were assigned lower scores (3 and 2 respectively) because 
they are by definition secondary resources and their interpretation is not 
directly related or critical to understanding of the Anasazi occupation. 
This is not to say that Navajo and Historic archeological sites lack 
importancei dearly, they are a valuable resource and can contribute to 
our knowledge of Navajo culture and the history of the Chaco area. 

The lowest 
affil i ation . 
no visible 
diminished. 

possible score (1) was used for sites of unknown cultural 
It was assumed that if a site was so insubstantial as to have 
diagnostic artifacts, its value as a resource was greatly 

Site ~ scores were assigned to reflect both the cultural affiliation and 
the relative importance of the site compared to other types of the same 
cultural affiliation. For example, habitation and kiva sites were assigned 
the highest possible score (5) because they are site types unique to 
Anasazi culture and because, relative to other Anasazi and non-Anasazi 
site types such as artifact scatters (3) or hearths and baking pits (2), 
they may be expected to provide a much larger and broader range of 
research and interpretive information. Following this scheme, such 
Anasazi site types as roads and trails (4), signalling sites (4), shrines or 
ceremonial sites (4), ledge units (4), field houses (4), and water control 
sites (4) are expected to have substantial research and interpretive 
value, while Anasazi or non-Anasazi sites such as rock art (3), storage 
sites (3), and quarries (1) are not expected to yield such substantial 
results. 
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Period of Occupation scores were assigned to reflect both the importance 
of the cultural affiliation and the greater or lesser importance of a 
specific time period within the overall time span of each cultural group. 

Since each time period of the Chaco Anasazi occupation was considered 
critical, each period was rated equivalently (5). Paleo-I ndian and 
Archaic time phases were also considered to be of equal importance and 
accordingly were assigned equal scores (4). The time periods used to 
divide the Navajo occupation were rated differently, with earlier remains 
scored higher (4) and recent or unknown sites scored lower (2). Earlier 
Navajo sites are felt to be of greater importance for the information they 
may yield on development of the Navajo culture in the Chaco area. 
Historic sites were assigned scores of 1 and 2, again with the higher 
score going to the earlier sites. 

The Overall Significance is 
archeological or historic value 
Although somewhat subjective, 
several factors: 

an objective assessment of .a site's 
relative to all other archeological sites. 
these scores were assigned based on 

the uniqueness or singularity of a site, and the importance of this 
uniqueness relative to research, historic events, or interpretation 

the volume of archeological deposits at a site, as a general index of 
the quantity of information and artifactual material that might be 
recovered if it were excavated 

the potential of a site for providing significant data relevant to 
general or specific research problems 

the physical condition or state of preservation of archeological 
deposits, structures, or artifacts present at the site 

Highly Significant - These are the extremely important archeological sites 
that are clearly unique, may be expected to produce large quantities of 
archeological information and materials, have excellent potential for 
general and specific research, and are in a good or excellent state of 
preservation. 

Very Significant - These are sites that are not necessarily unique but 
may be expected to yield substantial quantities of archeological information 
and material, have good potential for general and specific research, and 
are in a good or fair state of preservation. 

Significant - Although not unique, these sites may be expected to yield 
moderate to small quantities of archeological information and materials, 
have potential for specific research problems, and are in a good or fair 
state of preservation. 

Little Significance - These sites are not unique and, because of their 
ephemeral nature or degraded condition, cannot be expected to produce 
more than minor amounts of archeological information or material. For the 
same reasons, these sites have I ittle potential for even specific research 
topics. 

120 



Archeological Site Data Categories 
(refer to Archeological Site Scoring form) 

1. Cultural Affiliation refers to the cultural or social group responsible 
for constructing and occupying a site. 

Anasazi: The Chaco Anasazi were sedentary agriculturalists who 
occupied the Chaco Canyon area between A. D. 500-1300. Ancestors 
of the modern Pueblo Indians, the Anasazi constructed both small 
and large masonry pueblos. Anasazi sites were most clearly 
distinguished from sites of other cultural affiliation by the presence 
of a variety of gray u~ility and painted black-on-white pottery 
types. Examples of Anasazi sites are small pueblos (habitations), 
kivas, fieldhouses, water control features, and rock art. 

Archaic: Semi nomadic Archaic hunters and gatherers occupied the 
Chaco Canyon area between 5500 B.C. and A.D. 500. The sites of 
these precursors of the Anasazi were distinguished in the field 
reconnaissance by the presence of diagnostic projectile points or 
one-hand manos and basin metates (grinding stones). Since Archaic 
people did not manufacture pottery, the absence of ceramics was 
necessary before Archaic occupation could be assumed, but this 
absence in itself was not significant enough to define an Archaic 
site. Typical Archaic site types are camps, hearths, baking pits, 
and lithic (chipped stone) scatters. 

Paleo-Indian: Nomadic big game hunters who passed through the 
Chaco area between 8500 and 5500 B. C. are termed Paleo-I ndian. 
The only evidences of their passage were occasional campsites and 
scattered chipped stone tools that appeared to have been lost or 
discarded. 

Navajo: The Navajo are historic and modern occupants of the Chaco 
area who until recently practiced a mixed economy based on hunting, 
gathering, farming, and herding. Navajo survey sites were most 
commonly distinguished from sites of other cultural affiliations by the 
presence of Navajo ceramics and historic Pueblo trade wares in 
addition to hogans, sweathouses, ovens f and other characteristic 
features. Typical Navajo site types include hogans, storage rooms, 
sweathouses, ovens, and animal husbandry features (corrals and 
sheep pens). 

Historic: This is a lump category used for all non-Navajo historic 
remains of Euro-American affiliation. In the Chaco area these are 
typically Spanish and Anglo ranches or herding camps. These sites 
were distinguished from historic Navajo sites by the absence of 
diagnostic Navajo ceramics and architectural features and by the 
presence of rock inscriptions or architecture of European origins. 

Unknown: These were sites that lacked all diagnostic features and 
therefore could not be placed in a cultural affiliation category. 
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Unknown (probably Anasazi or Archaic): Sites placed in this 
category did not manifest enough diagnostic characteristics of either 
Anasazi or Archaic sites to allow definite assignment but did display 
some attributes common to both (e.g., chipped stone, hearths). 
Site types most frequently relegated to this category were lithic 
scatters, hearths, baking pits, and camps. 

(Unknown (probably Anasazi or Navajo): Sites placed in this 
category did not manifest enough diagnostic attributes of either 
Anasazi or Navajo sites to allow definite placement but again did 
display some features shared by both (e.g., masonry architecture). 
Collection and use of Anasazi potsherds by Navajos in some cases 
made it impossible to determine if a site was in fact Anasazi or 
Navajo. 

Unknown (Navajo or Historic): Sites assigned to this category were 
clearly of the historic era, as indicated by historic artifacts or 
architecture, but had no attributes distinctive to Navajo or Historic 
(Euro-American) sites. 

2. Site ~ is defined as a single feature or group of features that by 
their regularity of occurrence can be recognized as the location of certain 
day-to-day activities performed by members of a cultural group. Site 
types such as Anasazi habitation sites or Navajo hogans implicitly include 
a variety of site features (e.g., ovens, hearths). Where such features 
occurred independently, they were classed as site types in their own 
right. 

Habitation: These are Anasazi residence sites including masonry 
pueblos of three or more rooms, individual pithouses, and pithouse 
villages. Typical features associated with these sites are kivas, 
plazas, hearths, rock art, burials, and refuse mounds. 

Kiva: These circular, subterranean Anasazi ceremonial structures 
are classed as a separate type only when they occur as isolated 
structures. 

Hogan: Navajo hogans or historic sites may include one or more 
circular or ovoid, masonry or wood hogans and a variety of 
associated residence features including storage rooms, rock art, 
ovens, corrals, sheep pens, wood pi les, and ash heaps. 

Road or trail (Anasazi): Prehistoric roads are 7- to 9-meter-wide 
cleared or constructed routes that are generally straight or linear 
and may extend substantial distances. Rock borders and stai rways 
are common features of these sites. Sherd scatters occur along the 
road surfaces in some areas. Trails are narrow (1 to 2 meters), 
sinuous routes distinguished by linear sherd scatters, steps, hand 
and toe holds, cairns, and rock art. 

Signaling site: These are Anasazi sites consisting of a fire pit or a 
room on a point of topographic prominence with high visibility. 
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Some of these sites may be associated with prehistoric roads. Since 
this site type is not yet well defined or understood archeologicaly, 
identification is difficult and classification tenuous. 

Shrine or other ceremonial feature: Included within this site type 
are Anasazi and Navajo ceremonial sites. The Anasazi shrine is 
characteristically a low masonry wall forming a "c" or 
fishhook-shaped enclosure open to the east. The location of these 
sites on topographic prominences with direct sight lines to other 
sites suggests that the may also have been signaling sites. A 
scatter of turquoise chips may be the only associated artifacts. 

Navajo shrines include semicircular masonry enclosures, large cairns, 
and stick piles. Also included within this site type are a variety of 
other "ceremonial" sites to which no definite function can be 
attributed, but which the archeologist suspects may have had some 
religious or esoteric function. 

Ledge unit: These are ovoid to squarish masonry rooms generally 
found in boulder talus or constructed against cliff edges or rock 
outcrop ledges. Extensive refuse or other features associated with 
permanent residence sites are not present. Ledge units appear to 
be Anasazi, Navajo, and Historic, although uses may vary with 
cultural affiliation. The function of Anasazi ledge units is not 
known, but Navajo or Historic ledge units may have been used as 
fieldhouses or herding camps. 

Fieldhouse: Fieldhouses are Anasazi structures of one or two rooms, 
often with an associated scatter of refuse. These are temporary or 
seasonally occupied structures that are presumed to have been used 
primarily as shelters in or adjacent to agricultural fields. Some sites 
may alternatively have functioned as camps or shelters on hunting or 
gathering trips. 

Water control feature: The water control site type includes dams, 
ditches, headgates, diversion walls, berms, or other features used 
to control runoff. These features are most commonly associated with 
the Anasazi, but since diagnostic ceramics or other culturally 
distinctive features are generally not present, affiliation is often 
indeterminate. 

Camp (Archaic or Paleo-Indian): 
or ground stone tools in addition 
features suggesting a variety 
residence. 

Camps include scatters of chipped 
to hearths, baking pits, and other 
of activities and/or temporary 

Artifact scatter: 
sherds, or rocks 
of this type have 

These are surface 
without accompanying 
been identified for all 

scatters of chipped 
architectural features. 
cultural affiliations. 

stone, 
Sites 

Other (Archaic or Paleo-Indian): This is a catch-all category for 
Archaic or Paleo-I ndian sites that fall outside the realm of the camp, 
artifact scatter, hearth, or baking pit site types. 
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Camp (Anasazi, Navajo, Historic, or Unknown): 
include scatters of chipped stones, sherds, 
associated with hearths, storage rooms, rock 
animal husbandry or other features suggesting a 
and/or temporary residence. 

These camps 
or historic refuse 
art, shelters, and 
variety of activities 

Rock art: Rock art inclUdes pecked, incised, and scratched 
(petroglyphs) or painted (pictographs) designs, figures, symbols, or 
writings on rock. Rock art sites are commonly of Anasazi, Navajo, 
and Historic cultural affiliations. 

Storage site: This site type category includes small bins, cists, 
rooms, and walled natural cavities that may have been used for 
storing foodstuffs, hunting or gathering eqUipment, and other items. 
Although diagnostic artifacts are often absent, these sites are 
generally assumed to be of Anasazi or Navajo cultural affiliation. 

Baking pit: Baking pit sites consist of one or more large circular, 
squarish, or polygonal slab-lined pits with an associated 
concentration of heavily burned rock. Baking pits were pt"obably 
used to cook large quantities of animal or plant material away from 
the residence site. These sites are characteristic of both Archaic 
and Anasazi occupations, although typically few diagnostic artifacts 
are present. 

Hearth: These are fire pits of all shapes or forms used for cooking 
or heating. Examples of this site type are associated with all 
cultural affiliations. 

Burial: This site type is limited to isolated human remains with or 
without accompanying burial goods. 

Ranch complex: These are Historic, Hispano, or Anglo sites that 
display such features as ranch houses, sheds, corrals, windmills, 
tanks, refuse, or other associated features. 

Road or trail (Navajo and Historic): Navajo or Historic roads are 
mostly clearly distinguished by double ruts characteristic of wagon 
or motor vehicle traffic. Rock borders, retaining walls, cut and fill, 
and cai rns are common improvements associated with these sites. 
Trails are narrow footpaths marked by recent cairns, log steps and 
ramps, historic rock art, hand and toe holds, and historic debris. 
It is important to note that only those portions of roads or trails 
exhibiting construction or improvements were recorded as sites. No 
attempt was made to trace out these numerous features or to 
interlin k separate segments. 

Animal husbandry feature: These are Navajo or Historic sites with 
stock-raising features such as corrals, sheep beds, or sheep pens. 

Sweathouse: These are Navajo sweatbath structures consisting of 
small conical sweathouses formed by wooden poles and accompanied 
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by rock heating fire pits and rock discard piles. Generally few or 
no artifacts are associated with sweathouses. 

Oven: Masonry beehivecshaped ovens used for baking are associated 
with both Navajo and Historic sites, primarily the former. 

Quarry: Quarries are Anasazi, Navajo, or Historic source areas for 
masonry stone, although in many cases affiliation cannot be 
determined due to lack of artifacts. 

Cairn: These are pHes of stacked rock of varying size and cultural 
afflHi:ltion. Many cairns mark trails; others may be shrines or simply 
the result of idle activity. These feature·s were Classed as a site 
type only when unassoc!ated with more prominent features (e.g., 
trails, hogans). 

Other (Navajo or Historic): This is a lump 
::u'=n",f"'o""r"'e-:CsC:-e::e=n="'a:"n"'dT-C,ffi'"· "'f s:"c~e'-;171 a:Ln eo u s site ty pes of 
affiHalibn. 

category 
Navajo or 

for any 
Historic 

Other: This is a lump category for miscellaneous site types of 
unknown cultural affiliation. 

Unknown: This is a lump category for all sites of indeterminate site 
type. 

3. Periods of Occupation: This refers to the intervals of time during 
which a site was in use. The presence or absence of diagnostic artifacts, 
architecture, or other material remains as described below were used to 
determine the date of occupation. 

Anasazl: 

Basketmaker III (A. D. 500-750). Basketmaker III sites are 
distinguished by the presence of Lino Gray, La Plata B!W, and 
Whitemound B!W ceramics. Architecturally, the sites exhibit 
upright slabs forming the outline of cist rooms, scattered small 
stones, and in some cases slight depressions indicating the 
presence of buried pithouses. 

Pueblo I (A.D. 750-900). Basketmaker III pottery types 
continued to be made in this period but were joined by a new 
group of diagnostics, including Kan'a Gray (neck-banded) and 
Kiatuthlanna B!W. Architecturally, Pueblo I habitation sites are 
distinguished by small-acred blocks of rOGms constructed of 
upright slabs and jacal (mud and sticks). This room block 
debris usually forms a low mound accompanied on the south or 
southeast by a slight pithouse depression and refuse scatter. 

Early Pueblo II (A.D. 900-975). Beginning in Early Pueblo II, 
a new group of ceramic types, including Tohatchi Banded, 
Cool idge Corrugated, Red Mesa B!W, and Escavada B!W became 
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dominant. Room blocks at habitation sites of this period were 
more linear and, as indicated by the greater size and large 
amounts of masonry rubble, had more substantial masonry walls. 
Although not always visible, slight depressions at some sites 
indicate the presence of one or more pithouses. The typical 
refuse scatter south or southeast of the surface rooms and 
pithouse structures is often large and deep enough to be 
termed a mound. 

Late Pueblo II (A. D. 975-1050). Coolidge Corrugated, Red 
Mesa B/W, and Escavada B/W continued into this period but 
were augmented by Gallup B!W. At the habitation sites the 
room block architecture continued to become more substantial, 
as did often the refuse areas. Although not visible from the 
surface, the pithouses of this period lost most of the features 
(or featu res were absent) typically associated with kivas. 

Early Pueblo III (A.D. 1050-1175). Chaco Corrugated, Chaco 
B/W, Puerco B/W, and Wingate B/W are diagnostics of this time 
period, but they appeared in low frequencies, supplementing 
the Gallup B/W that continued from the previous period. Late 
in the period, McElmo B!W and a variety of other painted 
carbon wares made thei r appearance. Habitation sites 
constructed during this period tended to be more compact and 
architecturally more massive. Masonry walls were usually of 
compound (two stone wide) construction, or even core and 
veneer. Although generally not visible on survey, during this 
period kivas were first integrated into the room block. 

Late Pueblo III (A. D. 1175-1300). McElmo B/W and a variety of 
other carbon types continued into this period with the addition 
of Mesa Verde B/W. Habitation sites continued to be compact 
and massive structures, but some sites constructed during this 
period were on cliff ledges. At these sites many of the more 
massive architectural features were abandoned due to the space 
limitations of these more constricted locations. 

Unknown. These are sites with some pottery or architecture 
indicating Anasazi affiliation that cannot be assigned to any 
specific period. 

Paleo-Indian: Projectile point types and other distinctive chipped 
stone tools unique to the Paleo-I ndian period are the chief diagnostic 
materials. At present the Paleo-Indian occupation of the Chaco 
Canyon area is thought to have extended from about 8500-6000 B. C. 
Because of the limited number of such sites is in present data base, 
a breakdown of the cultural phases is not considered necessary. 

Archaic: Certain types of projectile points and other chipped stone 
tools are unique to the Archaic period and are used as diagnostics to 
distinguish several phases (Jay 5500-5000 B.C.; Bajada 5000-3000; 
San Jose 3000-1800; Armijo 1800-800; Basketmaker II 800 B.C.-A.D. 
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500) of the Archaic. A variety of other features are unique to the 
Archaic period but are not useful for distinguishing specific 
interval s of occupation. 

Navajo: The two Navajo time intervals defined here do not 
necessarily follow temporal divisions used by scholars of Navajo 
cultural history. Rather, they were determined for the most part by 
the limitations in the survey methodology. 

No Navajo sites in the Chaco area are currently dated prior to 1725, 
although additional research may be expected to move this date backward. 

1725-1900. Common diagnostic pottery types of the 18th and 19th 
centuries include Dinetah Utility, Dinetah Utility (transitional 
variety), Navajo Utility, Gohernador Polychrome, and Puname and 
Ashiwi series polychromes. Since many early Navajo sites do no 
yield pottery, the presence of certain architectural features (small 
ovoid to circular hogans) in conjunction with the absence of 20th 
century Euro-American goods is necessary to make a definite period 
assignment. 

1900-1945. During this period, glass, metal, and other 
Euro-American artifacts appeared on Navajo sites and became 
frequent or even dominant. At the same time, native and Pueblo 
trade ceramics all but disappeared (by 1900). Hogans of this 
interval were generally circular and larger, with residence sites 
occupying larger, more open locations. A cutoff date of 1945 was 
used because most Navajo moved out of the Chaco Canyon vicinity in 
the late 1930s, before the monument was fenced in 1947. 

Unknown Navajo (1725-1900). 
diagnostic attributes. 

These are Navajo sites with no 

Unknown Anasazi or Archaic: This category includes Anasazi or 
Archaic sites of unknown time period. 

Unknown Navajo or Historic: These are Navajo or Historic sites of 
unknown time period. 

Unknown: These are sites of unknown cultural affiliation and time 
period. 
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1. 

2. 

Archeological Site Scoring Form 

Cultural Affiliation 

Anasazi (Ana) 
Archaic (Arc) 
Paleo-I ndian (Pal) 
Navajo (Nav) 
Historic (His) 
Unknown (Un) 
Unknown--probably Anasazi or Archaic (UnA) 
Unknown--probably Anasazi or Navajo (UnN) 
Unknown--Navajo or Historic (UnH) 

Site Type 

Habitation (including pithouses) (Hab) 
Kiva (K) 
Hogan (Ho) 
Road or trail--Anasazi (Road) 
Signaling site (Sig) 
Shrine or other ceremonial feature (Cere) 
Ledge unit--Anasazi (Lu) 
Fieldhouse (Fh) 
Water control feature (Wc) 
Camp--Archaic or Paleo-Indian (Cp) 
Artifact scatter (Art) 
Other--Archaic or Paleo-I ndian (Oth) 
Camp--Anasazi, Navajo, Historic, or Unknown (Cp 
Rock art (Ra) 
Storage site (St) 
Baking pit (Bp) 
Hearth--Anasazi or Unknown (He) 
Ledge unit--Navajo or Historic (Lu) 
Burial (Bu) 
Ranch complex (Rch) 
Road or trail--Navajo or Historic (Road) 
Animal husbandry feature (An h) 
Sweathouse (Sw) 
Oven (Ov) 
Quarry (Qu) 
Cairn (Ca) 
Other--Navajo or Historic (Oth) 
Other--Unknown (Oth) 
Unknown (Un) 
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Scale 1-5* 

5 
4 
4 
3 
2 
1 
4 
3 
2 

Scale· 1-5* 

5 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 



3. Period of Occupation 

Anasazi 

Basketmaker III (BMIII) 
Pueblo I (PI) 
Early Pueblo II (EPII) 
Late Pueblo II (LPII) 
Early Pueblo III (EPIII) 
Late! Pueblo III (LPIII) 
Unknown (Un) 

Paleo-Indian (period not subdivided) 

Archaic 

Jay (AJ) 
Bajada (AB) 
San Jose (AJ) 
Armijo (AA) 
Basketmaker II (BMII) 
Archaic (time period unknown) (Arc) 

Navajo 

1750-1900 (N1) 
1900-1945 (N2) 
Unknown (N3) 

Historic 

Pre-1900 (H1) 
Post-1900 (H2) 

Unknown - Anasazi or Archaic (UnA) 

Unknown - Navajo or Historic (UnH) 

Unknown (Un) 

4. Overall Significance 

Highly significant 
Very significant 
Significant 
Little Significance 

* 5 is the highest possible score 
**10 is the highest possible score 
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Scale 1-5* 

5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 

4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

4 
2 
2 

2 
1 

4 

2 

1 

Scale 1-10** 

10 
5 
3 
1 



F: STAFFING REQUIREMENTS 

EXISTING STAFFING 

As of 01/01/83 

Work Year 
Position # Position Title Grade Authorized 

7400-01 Superi ntendent GS-12 1 
7400-10 Chief I&RM GS-09 1 
7400-16 Archeologist GS-09 1 
7400-17 Administrative Clerk GS-06 (1) 1 
7400-18 Lead Park Ranger GS-07 (2) 1 
7400-19 Park Technician 

(General) (I nterpretation) GS-05 1 (3) 
7400-20 Maintenance Foreman WS-08 1 
7400-22 Equipment Operator WG-09 1 
7400-23 Masonry Foreman WS-07 1 
7400-25 Maintenance Worker 

(Caretaker)* WG-05 1 
7400-27 Water Treatment Plant 

Operator WG-09 1 
7400-28 Park Technician 

(General) (RM) GS-05 1 (4) 
7400-905 Administrative Assistant GS-04 (5) 1 (6) 
7400- (7) Park Technician (General)* GS-05 0.8 (8) 

Seasonal Park Technician 
(General) GS-04 3 positions @ 

4\ mo/each 
Seasonal Motor Vehicle 

Operator WG-05 1 position @ 0.8 
work year 

Seasonal Laborer WG-03 1 position @ 0.4 
work year 

Seasonal Masonry Workers WG-05 5 positions @ 
4\ mo/each 

(1 ) Funded at GS-05 
(2) Funded at GS-05 
(3) Funded at 0.9 work year 
(4) Funded at 0.9 work year 
(5) Funded at GS-03 
(6) Position filled by 24-hour appointment 
(7) Position description not yet approved 
(8) Work year approved/not funded/needed at one full work year 

*Vacant positions 
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PROPOSED ADDITIONAL STAFFING 

Perrna;nent Additional 

Management Assistant 

L TF Permanent 

Project Clerk (Ruins & Maintenance) 
Archeologist Aide (1) 
Masonry Workers--5 positions (2) 

Sea$onal/Temporary 

Park Ranger/Technician (Seasonal Supervisor) 
Park Ranger/Technician (General )--

13 interpretive positions 
Clerk/Typist Aide 
Maintenance Workers--3 positions 

GS-09/11 

GS-03 
GS-5 
WG-5 

GS-5 

GS~4 

GS-3 
WG-4 

Work Year 
Authorized 

1 

0.8 
0.66 
0.66/each 

0.6 

O.S/each 
0.42 
O.S/each 

(1) Either subject-to-furlough or trainee or coop student position 

(2) Subject-to-furlough positions; also convert existing S seasonal 
masonry workers to subject-to-furlough positions 
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As the Nation's principal conservation agency, the Department of the 
Interior has basic responsibilities to protect and conserve our land and 
water, energy and minerals, fish and wildlife, parks and recreation 
areas, and to ensure the wise use of all these resources. The 
department also has major responsibility for American Indian reservation 
communities and for people who live in island territories under U. S. 
administration. 
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