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REGIONAL SUBSISTENCE DATA

Subsistence Use Areas

Kobuk-Seward Peninsula

Subsistence use areas for subsistence analysis communities in the Kobuk-Seward planning area are
provided on Maps 1 through 20.
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Map 2. Brevig Mission subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 11. Kotzebue subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 12. Noatak subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 13. Nome subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 14. Noorvik subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 15. Point Hope subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 16. Point Lay subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 17. Selawik subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 18. Shishmaref subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.

20



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Shungnak Subsistence Use Areas, Kobuk-Seward Planning Area

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR | BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | ALASKA | ANCSA 17(d)(1) WITHDRAWALS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

40/ rf)/ o e Subsistence Analysis
= i =, Community

Community with
A Subsistence Data

4 R4 ‘ A Community without

Subsistence Data (n=8)

Areas Losing Federal
(- Subsistence Priority

Lands More Likely to be
= Developed

Shungnak Subsistence
= Use Area

(752 ANCSA 17(d)(1)

Decision Area

Land Use Planning Area
- Boundary

Federal Subsistence
Priority Lands

~——— Highway

Point Hop,

e

Chukchi Sea

Diomede

Hugh
‘uges \

Q
V’V.v’» =]
SRR

N
TS
S

No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land
Management as to the accuracy, reliability, or
completeness of these data for individual or
aggregate use with other data. O | data

were compiled from various sources. This
information may not meet National Map Accuracy
Standards. This product was developed through
digital means and may be updated without
notification.

N
Z5
55

%,
5
2

0%
RS
LRSS
28
3RS
55
SRS
2R
S
KA
35K

K
5%
%5

X

s
28
%

Koyukuk

95029,
LS

;::’:
XK
920,

KK

Galena

N
XX
Petele

55
SO0

'

o
S
KK
oot

XL

I\ Nulato A

S

<

Norton Sound

» 9
KKK XA
o < <
Unalakleet (527 Lake

<]
a
i inchumina
" h }: Date Printed: 11/20:2023

Map 19. Shungnak subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Map 20. Wales subsistence use areas, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area.
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Bering Sea-Western Interior

Subsistence use areas for subsistence analysis communities in the Bering Sea-Western Interior planning
area are provided on Maps 21 through 34.
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Map 21. Akiachak subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 22. Aniak subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 23. Galena subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 24. Huslia subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.

28



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Kwethluk Subsistence Use Areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior Planning Area ?
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR | BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | ALASKA | ANCSA 17(D)(1) WITHDRAWALS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Subsistence Analysis
Community

Community with
A Subsistence Data
(n=75)
Community without
/\ Subsistence Data
(n=52)
Areas Losing Federal
L Subsistence Priority

Diomede

Hughes —— Lands More Likely to be
a Developed
- ) Kwethluk Subsistence
Huslia
;::‘ =N Use Area
KX
L <> ANCSA 17(d)(1)
:::: @ Decision Area
(X2 < i
XX KKAARXR Land Use Planning Area
S BRRIARAK 3 Boundary ¢
TS0 %0 %00 Redede! : ‘
A‘OQO b 9. 9000 % %0 %X Koyukuk q 7 Federal Subsistence

N

039
X2
58

5
9%
S
5
SRR

<
K

O
00—
.:{ O\ Nulato A

Priority Lands

25
%5
3%
%
XS
5
35
55

Galena

%

&

- Highway

5
s
&

25
1 A’.
%
9585
5
35

"
25
&
X
%
[

XX X] \
R Anderson
XX $
A
Ferry
Healy

‘_ Denali Park

inchumina

R
QR

0
0.

/

P@ersvillé/ Che;aée ﬁ : i i i

<L
XX RS
eteledex
R e

Saint Mary's B At aA
-Andreafsky | Trapper Creek A Talkeetna
" @ Susitna North Nelchina

: Eureka adhouseA 4
Sou ‘ASkwentngl @ Chii o E ;
s (@ Willow Ag o
. ViTA o '« Glacier O g
J . f, i
Susitna oS e VWem

\

Point MacKzggie
n -
P

; @
o I ; nt g‘ : ¢
XKLL ; Tyonel:‘ sesSion 7Y, 6( 7
A S~ Sunrise 15 AW
A | . N sunrise, Ll

2 Hope N ty is made by the B £ Land

— 4 {728 No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land
(fr G Coo;.)er ), Management as to the accuracy, reliability, or
Landing Moos?/@a completeness of these data for individual or

155h %
A L. 1 aggregate use with other data. Original data
. Crown Poi 5;? i were compiled from various sources. This

=

information may not meel National Map Accuracy

? ] ) o
G 9 £ Standards. This product was developed through
1" p £ digital means and may be updated without
3 4 I af notification.
¢
S
Nikolaevsg\‘
Seldovia._,
g ) ! Village .
e _ ot pe. g
Goodnews Bay ~ Alekn 9 ; Nanwalek
Platinum Togiak _ Twin Hills 4 2
'~ Manbkotak - e
0 25 50 75 100 Miles ) 2 Aoy A R X3 AT A
P CAA 3 Porfadd 7 A
I : . : I =4 / - : E{ el Lol { Date Printed: 1112112023

Map 25. Kwethluk subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.

29



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Lake Minchumina Subsistence Use Areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior Planning Area ?

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR | BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | ALASKA | ANCSA 17(D)(1) WITHDRAWALS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Subsistence Analysis
Community
Community with
A Subsistence Data
(n=75)
Community without
/\ Subsistence Data
(n=52)
Areas Losing Federal
L Subsistence Priority

Diomede

&%
‘;‘».: A. J

SEL S
SBXS
RERKS
%
o
0

- Hughes Lands More Likely to be
A (- Developed

s
IR
05078

588

W
T
Podede
KX
AV

oV
KK

3 Lake Minchumina
Huslia
A = Subsistence Use Area

R
S
XA 72959 ANCSA 17(d)(1)
o Decision Area
:::‘0. Land Use Planning Area
ot | - Boundary

STz

o
BRIRILRS
SRS
stotetetetels’
elalelelntetel
SRS
SRS
RS
SOL i e
SIS 8
0
o
2029

S
0%
255
00
XK
1S
D
o
<5
5
<
(S

Koyukuk Federal Subsistence

L Galena Priority Lands
O\ Nulato A Highway

5
5
s
%Y,
&3S
-
%
!
%

R
SRR
KK
9a%0%!
V’v T°5
58S
55
5K
SRS
55
5
\

“J
3
XXX

<>
)

Kalta Anderson
Y A

A Ferry
e , A Healy
=) Al “Denali Park

§ inchumina

o 150 654

A
SRRRIAHIR R
CERKINCKKKS
DS020202020, Yol lede!

CKHANSERKEEKR

RIARKRL
XS
SR

[

A

Rt
Bae

%
.1
SRS
B3
L]
o
o
=
o

b
120
PREXS

F ANt
g Saint Mighae —‘,;’:’:‘:.‘000‘
£ r B X K
AR N 105009008 '

AR
rayling = =

4

%60,
B
%

5%

4

00000

SRR
&S
|

<R
%%
KX
FXKL

S

HRHKS

®  Takotna = “Nikol

2 2 o
o v,‘ S s .
XK XX
oA A . =
McGrath = = ’:’:‘i A\ W e ) ; & - e
- qd -\ .
& . L

K
5
&2
@

4>

R 11 IR 3 R, BREX] Petersville

Py WOE Sl A g, ersvi

Saint Mary's ?&-&3&};@0 [ L RIS 3, o gChase
- Andreafsky K500 el ) - \

& : PRLXR - 5 - Trapper Creek A Talkeetna
X s 0_000’ e RS ‘ e %% 0000 ) A7 ‘a Susitna North Nelchina
R X KT \ { Eureka Rgadhouse

o e\ Askwentna! @ Chiqf on, B&:

i TR (@ Willow e

s : . 'ZB of ‘Af Glacier DO g
' e Vlewvs,

o ? / N ‘.s.us'tn; .4‘5
> P&int MacKenzie e

S % z:'yonek : Kzg i

% it

Hope

...+ Napaskiak Cooper / No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land
Hiak ( o i A Management as to the accuracy. reliability, or
ilial i Landing Moose Pass s of these data ividual or
-~ o = ' vy | e use with other data. Original data
T J NN Crown Poi K npiled from various sources. This
» s - - &' 1y Z 5 I'd information may not meel National Map Accuracy
P 7 ’ 0 ( 4 /,f? Standards. This product was developed through
A J digital means and may be updated without
¥ : B A X Riinitchike Na E |
@Auinhaga " f Q.m g " 2. ondalton Happi' Valley A S g 4
. Afig
AN ’ ‘ oRy A ,AFox River [
| @J = ]
\ leolaevsg\‘
£ ~ Seldovia«._,
(J ’ 92 pe- Village .
Goodnews Bay ~ Aleknagi $ X & O Nanwalek
Platinum Togiak _ Twin Hills
' Manokotak -
0 25 50 75 100 Miles s Y 1
L I | I J _El > ‘ Date Printed: 11121/2023

Map 26. Lake Minchumina subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 27. Lime Village subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 28. Marshall subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 29. Nikolai subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 30. Nunapitchuk subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 31. Russian Mission subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 32. Telida subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 33. Tuluksak subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Map 34. Unalakleet subsistence use areas, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area.
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Bay

Subsistence use areas for subsistence analysis communities in the Bay Planning Area are provided on
Maps 35 through 56.
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Map 35. Aleknagik subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 36. Clark's Point subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 37. Dillingham subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 38. Ekwok subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 39. Igiugig subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 40. lliamna subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 41. King Salmon subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 42. Kokhanok subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 43. Koliganek subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 44. Levelock subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 47. New Stuyahok subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 48. Newhalen subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Nondalton Subsistence Use Areas, Bay Planning Area
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Map 49. Nondalton subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 50. Pedro Bay subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 51. Platinum subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 52. Port Alsworth subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 53. Portage Creek subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 54. South Naknek subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 55. Togiak subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Map 56. Twin Hills subsistence use areas, Bay planning area.
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Ring of Fire

Subsistence use areas for subsistence analysis communities in the Ring of Fire Planning Area are
provided on Maps 57 through 100.
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Map 57. Angoon subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 58. Beluga subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 59. Chase subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.

67



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Draft Environmental Impact Statement Chickaloon Subsistence Use Areas, Ring of Fire Planning Area

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR | BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | ALASKA | ANCSA 17(D)(1) WITHDRAWALS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

T2, = Deering g &@
A - D:"’ E§ e Subsistence Analysis
202005 P Hughes Community
30:0:0 % Husli Community with
;‘:’:‘:’:‘:’:“" = A Subsistence Data
/ OSseesesetese (n=121)
2 '0.0.0‘0‘0’0‘0‘0 . ;
e ’0’0’0‘0‘0‘0’0.0- Community without
Whiter 0%0:0:0’0’0’0’0‘- /\ Subsistence Data
M®untai QYIRS Y Koyukuk (n=69)
4 Nome D ‘Galena O Areas Losing Federal
Gol Kaltag a Anderson Benar Subsistence Priority
unction Lands More Likely to be
Dot Lake —
Min:;t?t':ﬁ“lina ‘Ferry Dry Creek Village e
= Healy iDenali Park A A Tok — Chickaloon Subsistence
3 = e = Tanacross & A Tetlin Use Area
Saint Michael T 0% 0 b arsee B Ghasta A Noriiiay [ ANCSA 17(a)(1)
Ve o 2N A B A= 5 W Laka Decision Area
oA "»’:’0.:‘ ‘Grayling ° Nikelai ; Telida o’ K T GANARA Land Use Planning Area
DN saint s hageluk Takotna Loy & o o %ﬂ' & Slana , Nabesna ™ ounaar
: { & — ) o = ¢ e il A
; ‘pitk;g %@tﬁ%f‘ﬁ < ,3v3 Pete le R 3 4K Gakona. A Chisana Federal Subsistence
. Point _Andreafs ,-'F.O:O:O:Off:..““." d 3 A ‘T o, ke Louise & -4 Silier Sorings Priority Lands
5 L e 1@ Neichi ,
Nk TN Malsh r‘::::::’" % Skr\gﬁfr:(a ' ;U;teﬂa ki hina B & B\ Copper Center - Highway
[Pilot Station “Up A v‘vmd( ;.’} ? ifbi M Kenny Lake
AR T . g B { O O S ek o . £
' Russian Mis$fon " jver Susitna Q.- ° Al View Tonsipa & Chitina -
i % ; . ( S
=Beluga ;. ¢ Kenzie £ 0P \\ |
; L= ~Poilet PossEssion ) TN
Akiak = L ROCR. A NS aseiar f & Tatitlek
: Kwet_hlt% — v g TyoneK Ho";e& fymﬁwr ) (;orgva_ar
‘-jf-:'E;a‘aPaS'“ak £ /" ‘e Moose Pas ol =
L Port 2 AN Crown Pojt 7 7 e =
- &> N ) - Cooper % o 1 —
| Quinhagak — Do~ {f s hwing PR B
A ““Koliganek Nondalton & o Happy Vafley s ox Riyer/ L~/
X ey 'gu 93! -4 lliamna, 0’9 PE Q‘I VP A <
New: ahd .-k‘,, ¢ ewh Ay @7 Nikplaevsk Aib N &
‘Goodnews Bay  Aleknagik e VDL Ry N ‘ el Hrf. i
Platinum'. A Twin \“ﬁu s andifig Seldoxi# Village
A ; i E nokanwalek\:Pqu-&faham

Do o AR HIlE a0 ™

Togiak . A A \

29 NManokotak’ A & 3 fm‘\ o
Ekuk _Naknek fge/ing Salmo =)

South Naknejg .. 5

Pgeyk

APort Heiden .
4 .
chignik -
~ Lagoon _-Chigpi
Nelgon Lagoon

= /4 Ivanof B
La i};—i\.\ Y D

/ S Xt
' s &
¢ ¢ AP 2, O
SV Yoi s Ths
_~Cold Bay UV sand Point npiled from various sources, This
information may not meet National Map Accuracy

S : .
O\ King Cove{r?j
4} %v ) Standards. This product was developed through

s digital means and may be updated without

ta. Ori data

notification.

Rs

0 40 80 120 160 Miles

| | | | | Date Printed: 11/22/2023

Map 60. Chickaloon subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 61. Chignik subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 62. Chignik Lagoon subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 63. Coffman Cove subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 64. Cooper Landing subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 65. Craig subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 66. Edna Bay subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 67. Egegik subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 68. Gustavus subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 69. Haines subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 70. Hollis subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 72. Hydaburg subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 73. Hyder subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 74. lvanof Bay subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 75. Kake subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 76. Kasaan subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 77. Klawock subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 78. Klukwan subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 79. Kodiak subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 81. Nanwalek subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 84. Nikolaevsk subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 85. Ninilchik subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 86. Point Baker subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 87. Port Alexander subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Port Graham Subsistence Use Areas, Ring of Fire Planning Area
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Map 89. Port Heiden subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 94. Talkeetna subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 95. Tenakee Springs subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 96. Thorne Bay subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 97. Trapper Creek subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 98. Tyonek subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 99. Whale Pass subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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Map 100. Whittier subsistence use areas, Ring of Fire planning area.
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East Alaska

Subsistence use areas for subsistence analysis communities in the East Alaska Planning Area are provided
on Maps 101 through 132.
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Anderson Subsistence Use Areas, East Alaska Planning Area
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Map 101. Anderson subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Cantwell Subsistence Use Areas, East Alaska Planning Area
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Map 102. Cantwell subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Chisana Subsistence Use Areas, East Alaska Planning Area
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Map 103. Chisana subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement Chistochina Subsistence Use Areas, East Alaska Planning Area
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Map 104. Chistochina subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Chitina Subsistence Use Areas, East Alaska Planning Area

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR | BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT | ALASKA | ANCSA 17(D)(1) WITHDRAWALS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Ferry
A

Dry Creek

% Healy A

Denali Park
TSR R

BRSEEELLL TSI

ZRLERLEEEA

LKL

55 ogosete

o0 0% %

DA

Chase

)., Talkeetna

'Qrapper Creek b

'$Susitna North

: & Nelchina

[\ Eureka

ﬁ / e _‘oadhous |
« {Glacier Viev} ¥
Chickaloon o P @ f . =
\ {
o B

A

TOVAY
,:,0’20«.
o)

Ve b £
},\‘7 v}

iAo
(? Nl \\\‘\\
Y @ W
L L4
A Cooper
¥ . Landing Moose Pass {
T s J ~ v . i
b R s &3 Crown Point P %
B T GERN = [ 7
.’ ; , \ r I]_ o
< k - g ¢
e /,/ /
@
AY
, S 4

-~  Fox River
fAg

10- 20

Village
A

\\t ‘\ ¥ “V

)
\
0 == Mentasta

Subsistence Analysis
Community
Community with
A Subsistence Data
(n=43)
Tanacross 1 . Community without
A 5 [\ Subsistence Data
(n=11)
Areas Losing Federal
- Subsistence Priority

Dot Lake

Tetlin
A .
Northway
A ;

Lands More Likely to be
— Developed

K2
5 % _ “ - Chitina Subsistence

Use Area

Lake s~ ANCSA 17(d)(1)
Decision Area

Land Use Planning Area
- Boundary

Federal Subsistence
Priority Lands
W

- Highway

CANADA

:f;

Chisana

se
npiled from various sources,
information may not meel National Map Accuracy
Standards. This product was developed through
digital means and may be updated without
notification.

Date Printed: 11/22/2023

Map 105. Chitina subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 106. Copper Center subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 107. Denali Park subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 108. Dot Lake subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 109. Dry Creek subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 110. Ferry subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 111. Gakona subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 112. Glacier View subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 113. Glennallen subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 114. Gulkana subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 115. Healy subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 116. Kenny Lake subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 117. Lake Louise subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 118. Mendeltna subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 119. Mentasta Lake subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 120. Nabesna subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 121. Nelchina subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 122. Northway subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 123. Paxson subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 124. Slana subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 125. Tanacross subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 126. Tatitlek subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 127. Tazlina subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 128. Tetlin subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 129. Tok subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 130. Tolsona subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 131. Tonsina subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Map 132. Willow Creek subsistence use areas, East Alaska planning area.
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Seasonal Round

Kobuk-Seward Peninsula

Data on the timing of subsistence activities are available for the Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area
for the North Slope Chukchi, Northwest, Seward Peninsula, Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula, and Upper
Koyukuk subregions. This discussion is based primarily on seasonal round figures available in Alaska
Department of Fish and Game (ADFG) technical reports from the 1980s and 1990s (Anderson et al. 1998;
Georgette and Loon 1993; Marcotte and Haynes 1985; Schroeder et al. 1987), supplemented by more
recent data as available. The Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area is located in the western and
northwestern portion of the state and includes communities located along the Kobuk, Ambler, and
Koyukuk rivers, in addition to coastal communities on the Seward Peninsula and Kotzebue Sound, and
two North Slope communities (Point Hope and Point Lay), which are located on the Chukchi Sea coast.
Thus, the Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area is culturally and environmentally diverse and includes
both inland/riverine and coastal-based communities.

Spring (April-May) in the Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area is typically a busy time for subsistence
harvesters. Some fur-bearer and small game hunting and trapping activities intensify in early spring but
decline as residents shift their focus to hunting waterfowl as birds migrate north to their nesting grounds.
Some communities, including those in the Koyukuk and Kobuk river subregions, increase harvests of
certain small land mammals such as muskrat (Ondatra zibethicus) and beaver (Castor canadensis) during
the spring (Watson 2018). Across most subregions, geese and duck hunting peaks in May, with egg
harvests occurring in late spring (May) and early summer (June) (Braem et al. 2015). In some North
Slope communities, the spring months revolve around the spring bowhead whale (Balaena mysticetus)
hunt, with opportunistic harvests of seal and eider ducks. Farther south, residents may begin hunting
marine mammals such as bearded seal (Erignathus barbatus) and walrus (Odobenus rosmarus) as they
begin migrating on the ice past coastal communities, with some early hunting of seal occurring through
open leads. Some communities increase their focus on certain species of non-salmon fish during the
spring months, often setting nets under the ice to harvest species such as sheefish (Stenodus leucichthys),
whitefish (Coregonus spp.), and Dolly Varden trout (Salvelinus malma) during their spring runs. In
subregions that overlap with the Western Arctic caribou herd (WACH) range, residents hunt WACH
caribou (Rangifer tarandus) during their spring migration north, and spring bear (Ursus spp.) hunting also
occurs; some communities may target caribou in late spring and early summer as the caribou head to
coastal areas for insect relief. Spring carnivals, particularly for Kobuk and Koyukuk river communities,
and spring whaling festivals (Nalukataq) are important regional events that center on the harvest and
sharing of subsistence foods (Stephen R. Braund & Associates [SRB&A] 2018; Watson 2018).

Across all Kobuk-Seward Peninsula subregions, fish harvests continue and intensify over the summer
(June—August) with the addition of harvests of salmon (Oncorhynchus spp.) and marine non-salmon fish.
Although salmon are somewhat less abundant on the North Slope and in more inland communities,
residents in many Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area communities harvest salmon throughout the
summer, with harvests peaking in July and August. Residents may also set nets in the summer months or
fish with rod and reel along local river systems. Species vary by subregion but may include whitefish,
sheefish, grayling (Thymallus arcticus), and northern pike (Esox lucius). Farther north, summer is a key
time for hunting marine mammals (such as bearded seal and walrus) in open water as these animals
migrate past coastal communities. Some communities in the Kotzebue Sound and North Slope subregions
also participate in beluga whale (Delphinapterus leucas) hunting during the summer. Berry picking is
another summer activity common across the Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area. In late summer
(August), some communities begin to intensify their caribou hunting as the WACH begins to migrate
south.
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Across the Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area, fall (September—October) is a peak time for hunting
large land mammals such as caribou, moose (Alces alces), and bear. In addition, some coastal
communities may target bowhead whale during the fall months as the whales migrate offshore toward
more southern waters, although not as intensively as in the spring. Other marine mammal hunting, such as
seal hunting, may also extend into the fall months. The fall is a peak time for harvesting certain non-
salmon fish species, with residents setting nets under the ice to harvest species such as whitefish, Dolly
Varden (referred to as “trout” in the Kotzebue Sound area), cisco, grayling, tomcod (Microgadus
proximus), and herring (Clupea pallasii). Depending on the subregion, berry picking may also continue
into the fall months. In communities farther south (e.g., Seward Peninsula subregion), harvests of marine
invertebrates such as clams may also occur during fall. Although some communities hunt waterfowl
during their fall migration south, spring is the peak season for hunting these resources across most of the
planning area.

Winter (November—March) is the prime time for hunting and trapping fur-bearing animals across the
Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area. Upland birds such as ptarmigan are also harvested throughout the
winter and into early spring. Marine mammals, particularly ringed seal (Pusa hispida) and polar bear
(Ursus maritimus), continue to be targets through the winter in some coastal communities, but to a lesser
extent than in the spring and summer. Some non-salmon fish species continue to be harvested during the
winter months, either with jigging poles or with nets under the ice. As needed and available, communities
may also hunt caribou throughout the winter months.

Bering Sea-Western Interior

Data on the timing of subsistence activities are available for the Bering Sea-Western Interior planning
area for the Kuskokwim River and Yukon River subregions. In addition, a couple of study communities
for this planning area (e.g., St. Michael, Stebbins) are located north of the Yukon River in Norton Sound.
This discussion is based primarily on seasonal round figures available in ADFG technical reports from the
1980s (Andrews and Peterson 1983; Brelsford et al. 1987; Charnley 1984; Schroeder et al. 1987; Stickney
1981), supplemented by more recent data as available. The Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area is
home to the Yukon and Kuskokwim rivers, both of which empty into the Bering Sea. Most study
communities in the subregion are located along the Yukon and Kuskokwim river systems and harvest
terrestrial and freshwater subsistence resources in and around their communities throughout the year.
Some communities also have access to marine resources, whereas others, such as Lime Village, are more
focused on inland pursuits. In many subregions of the Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area, some
resources are harvested year-round or nearly year-round, with greater emphasis in certain seasons. These
resources include certain species of fish; small game such as beaver, grouse, and porcupine (Erethizon
dorsatum); and firewood.

During the spring season (April-May), Bering Sea-Western Interior area residents wrap up the fur-bearer
hunting and trapping season as they shift their focus to hunting duck, geese, and swans as they migrate
north, and bear as they emerge from their dens. Bird eggs and certain wild greens are also harvested in
spring. In communities close to the coast, residents may travel to the ocean to hunt for seals or walrus
(Braem et al. 2017). In addition, some communities target small land mammals such as beaver and
muskrat during the spring months (Ikuta et al. 2014). Coastal communities may hunt for seal and walrus
during the spring months, and some of these activities continue into summer. Although many non-salmon
fish species are targeted year-round, residents often increase their focus on some species such as
whitefish, sheefish, and grayling during their spring runs. This often begins with fishing through the ice,
then setting nets in late spring, after break-up. Smelt fishing generally occurs in late spring for
communities along the coast and the lower Yukon and Kuskokwim river drainages. For these
communities, salmon harvesting season typically begins in May with the arrival of Chinook salmon
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(Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) along river drainages. In other areas, such as along the Upper Yukon and
near Lime Village, salmon may not arrive until the month of June.

Throughout the summer months (June—August), Bering Sea-Western Interior area subsistence activities
focus primarily on salmon, with some residents moving to family fish camps for the season. Residents
from the upper Yukon and Kuskokwim drainages (e.g., McGrath) may travel to locations farther
downriver to fish for salmon, because the fish are of lesser quality once they reach their communities.
Chinook salmon is typically the first salmon species to arrive, followed by chum (Oncorhynchus keta)
and sockeye salmon (Oncorhynchus nerka), and later in the season, coho salmon (Oncorhynchus kisutch).
In summer, residents may also set nets in nearby waterways for various species of whitefish and sheefish
(Ikuta et al. 2014). Coastal communities may harvest species such as cod (Gadus macrocephalus),
herring, and sculpin (Cottus spp.) during the late spring and summer months. Marine mammal hunting is
also a common summer activity for communities with access to the ocean, and some communities
participate in beluga whale hunting (Braem et al. 2017). The summer months of July and August are a key
time to harvest berries (cloudberries, blueberries, low bush cranberries, and crowberries) and plants, and
some harvesting continues into fall. Residents may also hunt small game such as beaver and grouse
during the summer months, often while participating in other subsistence activities. In late summer,
residents may start traveling along the river systems to hunt large land mammals, including moose,
caribou, and bear.

In fall (September—October), residents continue harvests of salmon, particularly coho; however, large
land mammal hunting becomes the focus of residents’ activities during the fall, primarily for moose but
also caribou and bear. Bear hunting is mostly opportunistic. According to more recent data (Krauthoefer
et al. 2015), the peak moose season for Lower Kalskag residents is September, with other harvests
occurring in August and later during the winter months, particularly December and February. In most
subregions, caribou is harvested from September through April with the peak months occurring between
December and March. In coastal communities, fall is also a peak time for hunting seals and beluga
whales. The last of the berries are harvested in September, and some residents target waterfowl on their
fall migration south. In late fall, residents may set nets again as whitefish migrate to the main rivers to
overwinter (Ikuta et al. 2014). On the Yukon River, Arctic lamprey (Lampetra japonica) are available
only in the late fall as they migrate upriver, and in Norton Sound, smelt fishing is common in the fall.

The winter months (November—March) in the Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area are a key time
for the hunting and trapping of fur-bearers and small land mammals. Some residents trap fur-bearers to
supplement their income, although these activities are less common than in the past due to low fur prices.
Ptarmigan are hunted opportunistically throughout the winter months. In early winter, after freeze-up,
some residents set nets under the ice, where they catch primarily whitefish and burbot (Lota lota), using
jigging poles to fish for burbot. Coastal communities also target cod during the late fall months, both
before and after freeze-up (Braem et al. 2017). For subregions with access to caribou herds, the winter is a
primary time to harvest this resource. In addition, some subregions have a winter moose hunt.

Bay

Data on the timing of subsistence activities are available for the Bay planning area for the Iliamna Lake,
Nushagak Bay, Nushagak River, Kvichak Bay/Upper Alaska Peninsula, Togiak Bay, and Kuskokwim
Bay subregions. This discussion is based primarily on seasonal round figures available in ADFG technical
reports from the 1980s (Fall et al. 1986; Morris 1986; Wolfe et al. 1984; Wright et al. 1985),
supplemented by more recent data as available. Residents of the Bay planning area have access to marine,
riverine, and terrestrial resources, as well as the largest lake (lliamna Lake) in Alaska. The Bay planning
area is home to Bristol Bay, the largest sockeye salmon fishery in the world. The seasonal round of the
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Bay planning area largely revolves around the annual arrival of large salmon runs into the bays and rivers
of the subregion.

For most subregions of the Bay planning area, spring signals the last months of the trapping and fur-
bearer hunting season and the start of the waterfowl hunting season. Residents typically continue
harvesting fur-bearers through the month of March. The spring is also a common time for harvests of
certain non-salmon fish such as whitefish, Northern pike, Dolly Varden, lake trout (Salvelinus
namaycush) and, in coastal areas, smelt. Herring and herring roe on kelp are key resources in Togiak and
are harvested in May. In late April and May, hunters target ducks and geese as they arrive during their
spring migration and also harvest their eggs once the nesting season begins. Some residents may also hunt
bear as they begin emerging from their dens. Depending on the subregion, residents may target marine
mammals such as seal, walrus, and beluga whales during the spring (SRB&A 2015). Residents with
access, particularly those from the Togiak and Kuskokwim Bay subregions, also hunt sea lion in the
spring. In lliamna Lake, hunting of freshwater seals occurs primarily in March and April (SRB&A
2009a). Residents with access to marine areas may also harvest marine invertebrates, particularly during
the spring months.

The summer months are largely focused on salmon fishing as well as other opportunistic activities. Some
households travel to commercial fishing sites in Nushagak and Kvichak bays where they stay for the
majority of the season. Chinook salmon are typically the first to arrive in late May and June, followed by
sockeye salmon in June and July (SRB&A 2015). Residents harvest salmon through August and
September, with spawning sockeye salmon sometimes harvested into October. In late summer and fall,
residents begin to shift to other subsistence activities such as berry picking and harvesting of large land
mammals.

The fall months are particularly active in terms of the number of subsistence resources that are targeted
during this time. Moose and caribou hunting begins in August and peaks in September, with some
residents also hunting brown bear (Ursus arctos) during the fall. These months are also the peak time for
harvesting berries, including blueberries, cranberries, crowberries, and salmonberries, across the
subregion. Spruce grouse (Falcipennis canadensis) are often harvested opportunistically in the fall during
other hunting and gathering activities. After focusing on salmon for much of the summer months, in the
fall residents return to harvesting non-salmon fish, including pike, whitefish, Dolly Varden, trout, and
smelt, activities that often continue into the winter months. Residents also travel to specific locations in
the fall where they harvest spawning sockeye salmon (SRB&A 2009b). Ducks and geese return to the
area during their fall migration south, and some individuals hunt them at this time, although at lower
levels than in the spring.

Some of the activities that begin in the fall continue into the winter months. Residents shift from
harvesting non-salmon fish in open water to harvesting them with nets or jigging poles through the ice.
Residents also hunt moose and caribou during the winter, with moose hunting typically limited to the
months of December and January, and caribou hunting extending throughout the winter from November
to March. The winter months of November through March are a primary time for hunting and trapping
fur-bearers and small land mammals such as hare, beaver, fox, river otter, and lynx. Ptarmigan are
sometimes harvested while residents are traveling by snowmachine in pursuit of other resources. In the
Togiak and Kuskokwim Bay subregions, the winter is a time to hunt marine mammals such harbor seal
(Phoca vitulina), bearded seal, ringed seal, and walrus.

Ring of Fire

Data on the timing of subsistence activities are available for the Ring of Fire area for the Southeast,
Southcentral, Kodiak, and Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain subregions. This discussion is based
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primarily on seasonal round figures available in ADFG technical reports from the 1980s and 1990s (Fall
et al. 1983; Firman and Bosworth 1990; Mills et al. 1984; Schroeder et al. 1987; Stratton 1990; Wright et
al. 1985; Veltre and Veltre 1982), supplemented by more recent data as available. The Ring of Fire
planning area is both culturally and environmentally diverse and includes both inland/riverine and
coastal-based communities. In the discussion below, differences by subregion are highlighted as
appropriate.

In many subregions of the Ring of Fire area, certain resources are harvested year-round or nearly year-
round, with greater emphasis in certain seasons. These resources include marine invertebrates such as
chitons, sea urchins, clams, crab, and mussels; marine mammal species such as harbor seal, sea lion, and
sea otter; fish species such as halibut and Chinook salmon; and upland birds such as grouse and
ptarmigan.

In the spring months of April and May, communities across the Ring of Fire planning area commonly
participate in harvests of waterfowl, bird eggs, various species of fish, marine invertebrates, and some
wild plants. Residents hunt ducks and geese during their spring migration north, with some subregions
targeting these resources more heavily in the fall. Fish species commonly harvested in spring include cod,
Dolly Varden, eulachon, herring, herring roe on kelp, halibut, and steelhead. The spring also signals the
beginning of the salmon fishing season; Chinook salmon are the first to arrive in most subregions,
although some coastal communities may harvest Chinook salmon in marine waters year-round. Certain
species of marine invertebrates are targeted starting in the spring months; these include clams and razor
clams, and mussels (in the Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain subregion) and subregion sea urchin and sea
cucumber (in the Southeast subregion). Some communities may start harvesting wild plants, including
mushrooms, fiddlehead ferns, seaweed, and other wild greens during the spring months. The primary
large land mammal hunted during the spring months is bear, including brown bear on the Alaska
Peninsula/Aleutian Chain subregion and black bear (Ursus americanus) in the Southcentral and Southeast
subregions. In the Southeast subregion, residents target grouse in the late winter and spring. In late spring,
residents begin harvesting additional species of salmon (e.g., sockeye salmon) and non-salmon fish
including lake trout and rockfish.

During the summer months (June—August), salmon fishing is a primary subsistence activity in all Ring of
Fire subregions, with early summer focused on Chinook salmon, followed by sockeye salmon, chum
salmon, and pink salmon (Oncorhynchus gorbuscha). Coho salmon are often harvested later in the
summer and into the fall. Some spring activities, such as harvesting of hon-salmon fish and marine
invertebrates, continue through the summer months. Key non-salmon fish species harvested during the
summer months (June—August) include cod, Dolly Varden, halibut, lake trout, lingcod, and rockfish. The
summer months are a key time for berry picking, an activity that can extend into fall for certain species.
Later in the summer (August), residents in many Ring of Fire communities begin to shift their focus
toward hunting of large land mammals such as deer, bear, and mountain goat. On the Alaska
Peninsula/Aleutian Chain, residents begin hunting caribou at the end of the summer and into the fall.

The fall months of September and October are a primary time for hunting of large land mammals (black
bear, brown bear, deer, mountain goat, moose, and caribou [Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain and
Southcentral subregions]). The species targeted depends on the subregion, but residents may also travel
between subregions to target certain species not available in their area. Salmon fishing, particularly for
coho and chum salmon, continues into the fall months, and some communities harvest spawned-out
sockeye salmon in the fall. Fishing for certain species of non-salmon fish, as well as harvesting of marine
invertebrates such as razor clams and crabs, also continues into fall. Berry picking for species such as
blueberries and cranberries also extends into the fall months. Many residents of the area hunt ducks and
geese during their fall migration south, and these activities may continue into early winter in some
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subregions. In some subregions (Southeast and Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain), residents also increase
their focus on marine mammal hunting (for harbor seal, sea lion, and octopus) starting in the fall months.

Across the Ring of Fire planning area, hunting and trapping of fur-bearers such as beaver, coyote (Canis
latrans), hare, fox, lynx, river otter, marten, mink, weasel, and wolverine (Gulo gulo), occurs primarily
during the winter months but may begin in late fall. Some species such as ptarmigan are often hunted
opportunistically during these winter pursuits. Large land mammal hunting for certain species such as
deer, caribou (Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain), and mountain goat also extends into the winter months.
Some subregions have a winter season for moose hunting. Duck hunting may extend into the winter
months for some subregions (Kodiak, Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain, and Southeast), because ducks
remain in these subregions for longer periods. In coastal communities, marine mammals such as harbor
seal and sea lion may be hunted throughout the winter months. Residents also fish for certain salmon and
non-salmon fish species as available through the winter months. In the Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain
subregion, smelt are targeted primarily in winter.

East Alaska

Data on the timing of subsistence activities are available for the East Alaska area for the Upper Tanana
River, Copper River, and Prince William Sound subregions. This discussion is based primarily on
seasonal round figures available in ADFG technical reports from the 1980s and 1990s. (Marcotte 1991;
McMillan and Cuccarese 1988; Schroeder et al. 1987; Stratton 1990), supplemented by more recent data
as available. The East Alaska planning area is located in the southern and eastern portion of the state and
includes the Copper and Tanana river systems. Most East Alaska planning area study communities have
an inland and riverine resource base. Although the East Alaska area includes coastal subregions, only a
couple of study communities (e.g., Cordova, Tatitlek) are located along the coast and have regular access
to marine resources. In many subregions of the East Alaska planning area, some resources are harvested
year-round or nearly year-round, with greater emphasis in certain seasons. These resources include certain
species of fish (e.g., Dolly Varden, rainbow trout, rockfish [coastal areas]); firewood; some small game
(e.g., porcupine, hare) and upland game birds; and, in coastal areas, marine mammals (seals and sea lions)
and invertebrates.

Spring (April-May) in the East Alaska planning area is a transitional time when winter subsistence
activities wane, and activities that may occur throughout the summer begin. Some subsistence activities,
such as harvesting of certain non-salmon fish (e.g., grayling and northern pike) and wild plants, occur
primarily during the spring months. In coastal areas, residents may increase their focus on harvests of
non-salmon fish such as cod, Dolly Varden, halibut, herring, and smelt during the spring months.
Harvesting of certain clam species also increases in spring. Across the East Alaska planning area,
subsistence activity for fur-bearers declines in early spring, although some communities increase focus on
certain species such as muskrat and beaver during the spring months. Spring is a primary harvest time for
bear in the region, although bear can also be taken at other times of the year. Some communities hunt
waterfowl during the spring as they migrate north. Salmon also begin to arrive in late spring, although
most salmon fishing occurs in summer.

Summer (June-August) in the East Alaska area is characterized by intensified fishing activities. Salmon
fishing begins in late May and early June and continues through the fall as different species navigate the
watersheds of the region. Chinook salmon is typically harvested first, followed by sockeye, chum, pink,
and coho salmon. Non-salmon fish harvests, including harvests of grayling, Dolly Varden, rainbow trout,
lake trout, suckers, and whitefish occur throughout the summer as well. In coastal areas, residents harvest
marine fish species such as halibut and rockfish during the summer as well. Hunting of large land
mammals such as bear may continue into the summer months. In coastal areas, harvest of marine
resources such as clams, crab, shrimp, and seal also occurs during the summer months. The emergence
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and ripening of vegetation in the subregion allows for increased harvests of plants and berries during the
summer months, and berry picking often continues into fall. In late summer and fall, residents begin
shifting their focus to the waterfowl and large land mammal hunting season.

Fishing continues into the fall (September—October) with harvests of coho salmon and various species of
non-salmon fish. Residents also continue to pick berries into the fall months. At the same time, residents
begin to focus on hunting of waterfowl and large land mammals. Across the East Alaska area, hunting of
ducks and geese peaks in September and October and in some subregions may continue into early winter.
Grouse hunting is also common during the fall months. Caribou hunting in the East Alaska planning area
begins in late summer (August) and continues into September and October; September is the peak time
for hunting moose in the subregion. In some areas, moose hunting may also occur in winter as hunting
regulations allow. Bear subsistence activity continues and is particularly common in the fall. Moose and
bear are the most common large land mammal resources harvested in the subregion. In coastal areas,
residents also hunt deer and goat in the fall and into the winter months.

In the winter (November—March), East Alaska planning area residents focus primarily on harvests of
small and large land mammals, with harvesting of some fish species also continuing into winter. Trapping
and hunting of fur-bearers including muskrat, beaver, marten, mink, fox, lynx, wolf, wolverine, coyote,
weasel, and river otter occurs from November through March, with some resources harvested primarily
for fur, and others such as muskrat and beaver also harvested for their meat. Moose subsistence activity
may occur during the winter in addition to caribou hunting. Residents may continue limited waterfowl
subsistence activities into the early winter, and upland bird (e.g., ptarmigan) harvests continue throughout
winter. In the interior subregions, non-salmon fishing continues through the winter as residents fish
through the ice for Dolly Varden, rainbow trout, and burbot. In coastal areas, residents may continue to
harvest Chinook salmon throughout the winter, in addition to marine species such as cod, halibut,
rockfish, and smelt. Marine mammal harvesting also occurs during winter.

Harvest Data

Kobuk-Seward Peninsula

Harvest data for the Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area (North Slope Chukchi, Northwest, Seward
Peninsula, and Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula subregions) are provided in Figure 1 through Figure 3 and
in Table 1. Community-level harvest data are provided in the Community Harvest Tables section below.

As shown on Figure 1, based on an average of available data, subsistence harvests in the Kobuk-Seward
Peninsula planning area consist in nearly equal parts of marine mammals, large land mammals, and fish,
with non-salmon fish composing a somewhat larger proportion of the harvest (19 percent) than salmon
(13 percent). The concentration of harvests varies by subregion. Although marine mammals account for at
least one-third of harvests in the North Slope Chukchi, Northwest, and Seward Peninsula subregions, the
Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula subregion harvests minimal marine mammals, with large land mammals
and non-salmon fish the bulk of the subsistence harvest. Large land mammals are important resources
across all subregions, with the Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula subregion the most reliant (42 percent of
the total harvest). Other resources that contribute smaller amounts in terms of pounds include migratory
birds, vegetation, upland game birds, bird eggs, and small land mammals.

At the species level, caribou is the most commonly harvested species, in terms of percentage of total
harvest, in three of the four Kobuk-Seward Peninsula subregions (Northwest, Upper Kobuk-Seward
Peninsula, and Seward Peninsula), and is the second most commonly harvested resource in the North
Slope Chukchi subregion (Table 1). Many subregions harvest caribou from the WACH, which has
declined in recent years (WACH Working Group 2022). Moose is also among the top harvested species
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across all subregions. Marine mammal species such as bowhead and beluga whale, bearded and ringed
seal, and walrus are among the top harvested species in the North Slope Chukchi, Northwest, and Seward
Peninsula subregions. Top fish species include smelt (North Slope Chukchi), Dolly Varden (North Slope
Chukchi, Northwest), whitefish (including sheefish) (Northwest, Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula), and
chum salmon (Northwest, Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula, and Seward Peninsula). In the Seward
Peninsula subregion, king crab (Paralithodes camtschaticus) is the third most harvested species,
accounting for over 11 percent of the total harvest, on average.

Average participation rates among Kobuk-Seward Peninsula communities, in terms of the average
percentage of households attempting harvests by resource during individual study years, are shown on
Figure 2. Across all Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area study communities, households most
commonly participate in harvests of vegetation (63 percent of households), followed by non-salmon fish
(55 percent), large land mammals (51 percent), and salmon (42 percent). Less than 20 percent of
households participate annually in harvests of upland game birds, bird eggs, small land mammals, and
marine invertebrates. The average percentage of households receiving different resources is shown on
Figure 3. This figure shows that although certain resources are not commonly harvested within a
community, they may still be highly consumed through sharing. For example, although approximately 5
percent of Upper Kobuk-Seward Peninsula households participate in harvesting of marine mammals,
nearly 20 percent of households receive these resources from other households. Resources that are widely
shared among Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area communities include large land mammals, non-
salmon fish, vegetation, marine mammals, and salmon.

m Salmon m Non-Salmon Fish mLarge Land Mammals
Small Land Mammals m Marine Mammals m Migratory Birds

North Slope Northwest Upper Kobuk-Seward ~ Seward Peninsula Kobuk-Seward
Planning Area
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Figure 1. Percentage of total harvest (all resources) by Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area
region (ADFG 2023).
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Figure 2. Percentage of households attempting harvests of resources, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula
planning area (ADFG 2023).
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Figure 3. Percentage of households receiving resources, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula planning area
(ADFG 2023).
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Table 1. Average Harvest and Use Data, Top 10 Species, Kobuk-Seward Peninsula Planning Area

Community Species % of %of HH  %of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Percentage
HH Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Capita of Total
Pounds Harvest
North Slope Beluga whale 45 30 17 34 33 10,843 31,783 525 161 25.4
Chukchi
Caribou 46 32 27 38 31 238 31,900 405 116 22.1
Bowhead whale 68 31 12 66 37 3 41,281 429 84 16.3
Bearded seal 35 24 15 28 21 8,734 15,768 175 41 8.3
Rainbow smelt 3 1 1 3 2 1,245 7,469 115 31 7.8
Ringed seal 23 17 12 16 15 247 13,964 101 24 6.7
Walrus 20 11 5 16 8 8 6,242 89 27 5.0
Unknown salmon 3 1 1 3 1 1,597 6,917 45 10 3.4
Dolly Varden 42 28 26 27 24 2,504 8,263 54 13 2.8
Moose 10 4 3 7 3 6 3,129 29 8 1.8
Northwest Caribou 68 47 41 51 41 883 120,662 891 166 28.2
Bearded seal 42 22 20 31 24 6,133 91,138 735 131 175
Chum salmon 62 43 42 42 38 11,291 67,652 189 43 10.7
Dolly Varden/trout 77 57 57 48 47 12,015 39,649 310 66 9.9
Sheefish 63 26 24 50 25 16,978 93,458 119 29 6.9
Beluga whale 36 14 7 33 19 16 18,254 325 56 6.6
Ringed seal 15 10 10 8 8 297 21,712 420 66 5.7
Moose 28 14 8 24 11 34 18,332 54 12 2.5
Bowhead whale 33 12 1 33 12 0 4,805 93 17 1.9
Walrus 16 8 4 14 7 11 5,470 59 11 1.5
Upper Kobuk- Caribou 88 69 64 57 48 533 72,531 791 186 37.2
Seward
Peninsula
Chum salmon 73 45 44 47 28 3,676 21,745 275 64 14.7
Sheefish 70 53 58 40 31 3,055 29,044 269 61 135
Broad whitefish 56 33 31 38 26 11,591 37,103 282 62 11.3
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Community Species % of %of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Percentage
HH Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Capita of Total
Pounds Harvest

Humpback whitefish 43 28 27 26 18 6,792 13,789 177 39 6.6
Moose 46 29 18 34 16 21 11,364 110 25 4.2
Northern pike 42 32 30 20 19 4,358 14,382 94 20 3.6
Beaver 23 19 18 9 10 69 843 10 2 0.9
Blueberry 84 70 70 27 30 317 1,444 15 4 0.8
Burbot 37 26 23 18 12 457 1,920 17 4 0.8

Seward Caribou 67 39 32 53 33 205 28,548 328 82 18.9

Peninsula
Bearded seal 67 47 40 45 38 5,343 37,638 402 105 18.7
Blue king crab 80 60 52 44 40 1,302 2,733 70 34 115
Walrus 27 20 14 19 15 30 15,066 183 47 9.0
Moose 58 33 20 47 20 16 8,492 106 28 8.5
Chum salmon 62 50 51 34 36 2,201 12,538 156 39 7.4
Spotted seal 37 31 30 15 20 143 12,536 127 31 5.5
Pink salmon 58 48 49 27 34 2,150 5,433 90 24 54
Sockeye salmon 33 23 25 15 17 540 4,817 70 18 4.5
Beluga whale 22 10 4 20 7 5 4,511 76 20 3.6

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = households; N/A = not available. Data represent the average across all available study years for comprehensive (i.e., all resources) household harvest surveys in study communities where data are
available. See Draft EIS Table 3.2.1 for study communities by planning area and subregion.

153



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Bering Sea-Western Interior

Harvest data for the Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area (Yukon River, Kuskokwim River, and
Southern Norton Sound regions) are provided in Figure 4 through Figure 6 and Table 2. Community-level
harvest data are provided in the Community Harvest Tables section below.

As shown on Figure 4, based on an average of available data, subsistence harvests in the Bering Sea-
Western Interior planning area consist primarily of salmon (41 percent), large land mammals (21 percent),
and non-salmon fish (19 percent). The concentration of harvests varies by subregion but is similar
between the Yukon and Kuskokwim river subregions. In the Southern Norton Sound subregion, residents
have regular access to the marine environment; therefore, marine mammals account for a substantial
portion (26 percent) of the total subsistence harvest. Salmon account for at least one-third of the
subsistence harvest across all Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area regions, and non-salmon fish are
also harvested in substantial quantities in all subregions. The Yukon River subregion relies most heavily
on harvests of large land mammals, with the Southern Norton Sound subregion relying less heavily on
these resources.

At the species level, moose, Chinook salmon, and chum salmon make up the top three species in both the
Yukon and Kuskokwim river subregions (Table 2). Whitefish, including broad whitefish, humpback
whitefish, and sheefish, are also important subsistence species in both of these subregions. In the
Southern Norton Sound subregion, chum salmon is the top harvested species, followed by herring and
beluga whale, with other salmon (e.g., coho, Chinook), marine mammal (e.g., bearded seal, walrus), and
large land mammal (e.g., moose, caribou) species also among the top harvested.

Average participation rates among Bering Sea-Western Interior communities, in terms of the average
percentage of households attempting harvests by resource during individual study years, are shown on
Figure 5. Across all Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area study communities, over half of
households participate annually in harvests of vegetation (79 percent of households), non-salmon fish (58
percent), salmon (55 percent), and large land mammals (52 percent). Less than 30 percent of households
participate annually in harvests of small land mammals, marine mammals, bird eggs, and marine
invertebrates. Participation in marine mammal hunting is substantially higher in the Southern Norton
Sound subregion (over 40 percent of households). The average percentage of households receiving
different resources is shown on Figure 6. Resources that are widely shared among Bering Sea-Western
Interior planning area communities (received by at least 30 percent of households annually) include
vegetation, non-salmon fish, salmon, and large land mammals.
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Figure 4. Percentage of total harvest (all resources) by Bering Sea-Western Interior planning area
region (ADFG 2023).

155




ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

90

80

Percentage of Households Participating
= ] 98] iy i =] ~J
[an] (] o [an] [e] o [an] =]

>

>

*

* I

< 1l

. o % ]
s ) @
& & «° & @ & & & & &
%Q’}- @o c,”b ’b@ 'Q'\ 6\6 ’b@ ’bé\ & \?\9
QQ) (_)’b\ b\§ {:&0 (le b\s\ Q/® @ “\Q}
& a2~ \S% (\b N & &
:\p e\r NG \\\r @’b 3 ,\\Q/
5 S &
N

Figure 5. Percentage of households attempting harvests of resources, Bering Sea-Western Interior
planning area (ADFG 2023).
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Figure 6. Percentage of households receiving resources, Bering Sea-Western Interior planning
area (ADFG 2023).
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Table 2. Average Harvest and Use Data, Top 10 Species, Bering Sea-Western Interior Planning Area

Community Species % of HH % of % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Percentage
Use HH Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Capita of Total
Pounds Harvest
Yukon River Moose 88 62 50 57 37 52 30,652 389 114 30.8
Chum salmon 46 28 31 22 16 11,117 45,266 496 132 20.3
Chinook salmon 56 36 42 28 20 1,518 16,939 243 68 16.8
Broad whitefish 51 31 30 31 18 1,604 5,587 72 23 4.8
Sheefish 51 33 39 28 17 600 3,744 54 16 3.9
Beaver 29 17 25 15 13 175 4,281 71 21 3.9
Northern pike 40 34 33 13 16 884 3,434 42 11 3.8
Coho salmon 24 16 19 11 8 567 2,916 49 14 3.4
Humpback 34 23 22 19 14 1,122 3,200 31 9 24
whitefish
Geese 17 0 50 6 2 494 2,961 50 15 2.0
Kuskokwim River Chinook salmon 60 55 47 31 26 2,459 29,058 362 91 20.4
Moose 63 53 22 52 20 30 16,749 166 52 17.9
Chum Salmon 44 43 38 16 17 3,727 19,862 257 64 111
Sockeye salmon 52 46 43 23 22 2,366 12,498 159 44 8.6
Pike 47 48 56 15 15 6,403 25,115 288 157 6.4
Coho salmon 48 45 37 21 17 1,908 10,364 92 25 6.3
Whitefish 0 11 35 14 8 6,166 18,499 210 39 6.3
Cloudberry 89 83 83 18 29 1,289 5,157 52 13 4.4
Caribou 35 25 14 26 12 37 4,775 43 13 3.0
Sheefish 33 29 25 14 11 392 2,411 30 10 2.6
Southern Norton Chum salmon 47 38 53 28 25 6,677 33,671 378 70 134
Sound
Herring 35 30 46 19 19 77,064 27,765 341 61 115
Beluga whale 33 12 18 31 10 29 25,682 275 52 9.9
Coho salmon 54 47 61 30 27 4,324 24,152 184 41 9.2
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Community Species % of HH % of %of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Percentage
Use HH Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Capita of Total
Pounds Harvest
Bearded seal 48 30 38 39 22 91 20,730 201 40 8.4
Chinook salmon 47 40 54 27 21 1,718 24,204 315 55 7.6
Pink salmon 46 41 40 23 23 7,100 19,224 116 30 5.9
Caribou 44 21 15 37 15 173 23,511 122 35 5.0
Moose 46 26 10 41 13 15 8,094 63 14 4.2
Walrus 8 5 13 7 5 21 12,552 149 27 3.9

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = households; N/A = not available. Data represent the average across all available study years for comprehensive (i.e., all resources) household harvest surveys in study communities where data are
available. See Table 3.2.1 for study communities by planning area and subregion.
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Bay

Harvest data for the Bay planning area (Kuskokwim Bay, Togiak Bay, Nushagak Bay, Nushagak River,
Kvichak Bay/Upper Alaska Peninsula, and Iliamna Lake regions) are provided in Figure 7 through Figure
9 and Table 3. Community-level data are provided in the Community Harvest Tables section below.

As shown on Figure 7, based on an average of available data, subsistence harvests in the Bay planning
area consist primarily of salmon (50 percent), large land mammals (24 percent), and non-salmon fish (11
percent). The concentration of harvests varies by subregion, with salmon making up a greater proportion
of the harvest in the Nushagak Bay, Nushagak River, Kvichak Bay/Upper Alaska Peninsula, and lliamna
Lake regions (between 49 and 66 percent). Compared to other regions, Kuskokwim Bay and Togiak Bay
harvest more non-salmon fish and marine mammals as a proportion of the harvest, but salmon still
accounts for over one-third of subsistence harvests across all Bay planning area regions. Large land
mammals account for between 16 percent (Kuskokwim Bay) and 29 percent (Kvichak Bay/Upper Alaska
Peninsula) across all subregions.

At the species level, Chinook, sockeye, coho, and chum salmon are among the top 10 species harvested
across all Bay planning area regions (Table 3). Other commonly harvested fish species include smelt,
northern pike, whitefish, and Dolly Varden. Herring and herring spawn on kelp are key species in the
Togiak Bay region. The key large land mammals in the Bay planning area are moose and caribou, which
are among the top harvested species across all subregions. In recent years, the population of the
Mulchatna caribou herd has declined, and as a result, ADFG closed the Mulchatna caribou hunt for the
2021-2022 season (Mulchatna Caribou Herd Interagency Management Group 2021). Certain subregions
have marine mammals, including seal (Togiak Bay, Nushagak Bay) and beluga whale (lliamna Lake,
Kvichak Bay/Upper Alaska Peninsula), among their top species. Finally, berries are a top-10 species in
most Bay planning area subregions.

Average participation rates among Bay planning area communities, in terms of the average percentage of
households attempting harvests by resource during individual study years, are shown on Figure 8. Across
all Bay planning area study communities, at least half of households participate annually in harvests of
vegetation (90 percent of households), salmon (74 percent), non-salmon fish (69 percent), large land
mammals (58 percent), upland game birds (50 percent), and migratory birds (50 percent). Less than one-
third of households participate annually in harvests of bird eggs, marine mammals, and marine
invertebrates. The average percentage of households receiving different resources is shown on Figure 9.
Resources that are widely shared among Bay planning area communities (received by at least one-third
percent of households annually) include salmon, vegetation, non-salmon fish, and large land mammals.
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Figure 9. Percentage of households receiving resources, Bay planning area (ADFG 2023).
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Table 3. Average Harvest and Use Data, Top 10 Species, Bay Planning Area

Community Species % of %of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Capita Percentage
HH Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Pounds of Total
Harvest

Kuskokwim Bay Chinook salmon 87 67 73 44 40 4,183 53,532 462 97 18.6
Dolly Varden 62 53 76 22 23 14,867 30,353 300 62 8.8
Chum salmon 70 51 50 30 29 4,714 24,851 229 48 8.0
Caribou 65 40 27 43 23 160 22,815 200 42 7.8
Moose 70 45 22 52 20 37 18,586 144 31 7.2
Coho salmon 72 54 60 22 24 4,383 22,918 217 45 7.1
Sockeye salmon 77 55 56 31 29 3,303 17,327 151 32 6.0
Walrus 19 9 14 16 5 27 14,049 134 28 4.3
Spotted seal 46 30 37 23 16 147 8,525 107 22 3.8
Cloudberry 91 85 85 14 30 1,980 7,918 49 11 3.7

Togiak Bay Moose 60 35 22 53 26 26 13,934 155 38 13.4
Sockeye salmon 81 65 63 44 43 3,930 16,220 157 38 125
Chinook salmon 80 66 64 45 42 1,551 15,713 135 34 125
Caribou 62 37 31 45 32 79 11,920 118 29 9.4
Berries 94 88 88 47 54 2,141 8,565 95 24 7.0
Coho salmon 62 50 47 29 29 1,253 6,040 52 13 4.2
Rainbow smelt 72 57 57 37 47 823 3,671 44 13 4.1
Herring 33 20 19 21 14 634 4,330 35 8 3.2
Harbor seal 13 7 5 10 7 20 1,129 42 10 3.2
Herring spawn on 58 29 28 42 27 534 3,896 37 9 31
kelp

Nushagak Bay Chinook salmon 87 66 64 49 45 4,935 54,355 200 70 18.7
Moose 76 52 35 60 37 67 36,318 218 76 16.9
Sockeye salmon 87 68 66 42 39 9,346 40,409 156 56 14.3
Coho salmon 65 55 53 27 31 3,578 17,334 115 46 8.9
Caribou 56 39 27 38 26 104 15,665 98 32 7.2
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Community Species % of %of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Capita Percentage
HH Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Pounds of Total
Harvest

Berries 88 84 84 36 50 2,287 9,145 92 34 6.7
Seal 73 45 36 36 27 41 2,291 127 61 5.0
Rainbow smelt 77 50 47 50 50 141 848 39 12 3.2
Chum salmon 45 38 36 17 19 1,238 5,706 31 12 25
Pike 40 30 29 17 19 699 1,957 25 7 2.2

Nushagak River Chinook salmon 86 67 64 a7 41 2,772 35,927 604 152 22.0
Sockeye salmon 83 64 61 44 34 6,732 28,834 546 141 18.4
Moose 90 65 51 65 47 38 20,322 384 92 14.3
Caribou 91 70 58 62 45 128 19,295 342 81 14.0
Chum salmon 56 47 45 18 17 2,350 11,344 225 59 7.6
Coho salmon 72 57 56 26 25 1,593 7,384 140 37 5.1
Beaver 70 51 50 36 34 374 6,196 117 30 3.9
Pike 80 66 65 33 37 1,952 5,465 113 29 3.7
Berries 94 88 88 37 34 1,154 4,616 80 21 3.0
Humpback 64 48 48 26 30 1,187 2,077 38 10 1.4
whitefish

Kvichak Sockeye salmon 67 53 59 35 34 5,514 22,410 226 92 34.7

Bay/Upper Alaska

Peninsula
Caribou 75 53 44 44 25 155 23,302 248 81 23.1
Chinook salmon 56 47 56 24 23 533 6,100 64 24 135
Coho salmon 39 35 42 12 16 821 3,911 40 16 6.2
Moose 45 30 10 37 11 15 8,160 62 21 5.8
Berries 86 80 80 41 39 668 2,674 34 14 4.9
Smelt 21 20 58 12 10 6,842 2,035 27 9 3.7
Chum salmon 14 14 14 3 4 130 601 8 3 1.9
Spawning sockeye 7 5 5 2 3 256 943 9 4 1.4
Beluga whale 8 1 1 7 4 1 473 7 3 1.3
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Community Species % of %of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Capita Percentage
HH Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Pounds of Total
Harvest
liamna Lake Sockeye salmon 82 72 74 40 38 10,381 42,716 1,376 325 56.0
Moose 56 45 30 51 28 16 8,544 292 72 9.9
Caribou 58 45 43 50 32 47 7,025 252 62 9.1
Spawnouts 26 38 38 21 12 3,287 9,694 274 63 8.7
Berries 63 84 85 23 29 1,006 1,915 67 16 2.7
Chinook salmon 27 18 16 18 10 90 1,178 50 12 25
Coho salmon 22 17 15 12 8 238 1,185 44 12 2.4
Beluga whale 13 5 4 10 8 2 1,683 61 19 2.1
Chum salmon 10 10 8 3 4 209 967 41 9 1.7
Unknown pike 39 35 34 16 14 136 381 27 6 1.3

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = households; N/A = not available. Data represent the average across all available study years for comprehensive (i.e., all resources) household harvest surveys in study communities where data are
available. See Table 3.2.1 for study communities by planning area and subregion.
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Ring of Fire

Harvest data for the Ring of Fire planning area (Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain, Kodiak, Southcentral,
and Southeast regions) are provided in Figure 10 through Figure 12 and Table 4. Community-level
harvest data are provided in the Community Harvest Tables section below.

As shown on Figure 10, based on an average of available data, subsistence harvests in the Ring of Fire
planning area consist primarily of salmon (43 percent), followed by non-salmon fish (20 percent), large
land mammals (19 percent), and marine invertebrates (9 percent). The concentration of harvests varies by
subregion, with salmon making up a greater proportion of the harvest in the Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian
Chain, Kodiak, and Southcentral subregions (between 44 and 52 percent). Compared to other regions, the
Southeast region harvests more marine invertebrates as a proportion of the harvest (14 percent), but
salmon, non-salmon fish, large land mammals, and marine invertebrates are important resources across all
Ring of Fire subregions. Residents of the Ring of Fire planning area also harvest vegetation (at least 3
percent of harvests in all regions) and marine mammals (at least 2 percent in the Kodiak, Southcentral,
and Southeast subregions) in substantial quantities.

The top 10 harvested species by region, based on the percentage of the total subsistence harvest, are
shown in Table 4. In all Ring of Fire planning area regions, salmon species, including Chinook, sockeye,
and coho, are among the top 10 harvested (Table 4). Non-salmon fish species in the top 10 include halibut
(all subregions), cod (Kodiak), rockfish (Southeast), smelt (Southeast), and Dolly Varden (Southcentral
and Southeast). The key large land mammals in the Ring of Fire planning area are caribou (Alaska
Peninsula/Aleutian Chain), moose (Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain, Southcentral), and deer (Kodiak,
Southeast). All subregions have marine invertebrates in their top 10 species, including crab species
(Alaska Peninsula/Aleutian Chain, Southeast) and clam species (Southeast, Southcentral, and Kodiak).
Marine mammal species (harbor seal and Steller sea lion [Eumetopias jubatus]) are among the top species
harvested in the Kodiak subregion.

Average participation rates among Ring of Fire planning area communities, in terms of the average
percentage of households attempting harvests by resource during individual study years, are shown on
Figure 11. Across all Ring of Fire planning area study communities, at least half of households participate
annually in harvests of vegetation (66 percent of households), salmon (62 percent), and non-salmon fish
(52 percent), with nearly half (46 percent) participating in marine invertebrate harvesting. Fewer than 20
percent of households in the Ring of Fire planning area participate annually in harvests of migratory
birds, marine mammals, upland game birds, small land mammals, and bird eggs. The average percentage
of Ring of Fire households receiving different resources is shown on Figure 12. Resources that are widely
shared among Ring of Fire communities (received by at least one-third percent of households annually)
include salmon, non-salmon fish, vegetation, and marine invertebrates.
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Figure 12. Percentage of households receiving resources, Ring of Fire planning area (ADFG 2023).
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Table 4. Average Harvest and Use Data, Top 10 Species, Ring of Fire Planning Area

Community Species %of HH %of HH %of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Capita  Percentage
Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Pounds of Total
Harvest
Alaska Peninsula/  Sockeye salmon 83 61 60 46 42 2,547 12,436 247 82 26.6
Aleutian Chain
Caribou 74 44 35 58 35 48 7,214 210 67 15.0
Coho salmon 61 50 49 27 29 966 5,202 94 30 13.2
Halibut 66 44 41 37 25 1,265 3,399 71 22 8.3
Chinook salmon 54 38 37 27 21 273 2,719 46 16 5.7
Moose 42 18 7 38 14 3 1,458 47 15 4.6
Cattle (feral) 14 5 5 10 4 16 5,409 31 10 35
Chum salmon 22 18 17 10 10 350 1,993 33 9 31
Tanner crab 39 11 11 38 18 677 761 27 9 2.4
(bairdi)
Crowberry 52 48 48 17 26 430 1,719 19 7 2.2
Kodiak Sockeye salmon 84 56 62 43 42 4,560 19,171 229 71 20.4
Coho salmon 81 58 65 35 41 3,271 20,187 175 56 17.4
Halibut 85 52 55 48 37 3,295 29,509 118 35 13.3
Deer 84 51 54 45 35 365 16,076 111 33 12.3
Pink salmon 56 39 45 21 23 1,814 4,657 45 14 3.9
Harbor seal 19 8 10 12 7 90 1,756 35 10 34
Butter clams 67 43 54 27 27 865 3,371 31 9 31
Chum salmon 32 21 25 11 13 563 3,251 34 10 3.0
Steller sea lion 8 3 4 4 3 8 1,542 43 12 2.8
Cod 90 60 60 40 50 134 428 33 8 2.6
Southcentral Coho salmon 73 57 58 37 35 927 4,709 77 24 13.2
Moose 51 25 10 45 15 8 4,152 54 21 131
Halibut 68 39 38 47 29 1,963 5,429 71 23 11.6
Sockeye salmon 66 48 48 38 31 1,272 4,973 78 24 11.4
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Community Species %of HH %of HH %of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Capita  Percentage
Use Try Harvest Give Receive Harvested Pounds Pounds Pounds of Total
Harvest
Chinook salmon 59 41 39 36 26 352 4,299 59 20 9.7
Clams 39 0 41 12 4 2,832 3,119 18 6 7.3
Pink salmon 49 41 42 23 25 1,153 2,695 48 14 6.2
Blueberry 75 72 70 18 29 318 1,273 14 6 4.6
Dolly Varden 38 33 31 16 18 975 1,339 26 8 34
Chum salmon 30 24 23 13 13 232 1,235 18 6 2.9
Southeast Deer 71 33 43 40 24 206 16,480 131 46 18.5
Halibut 78 29 46 51 31 11,743 11,743 93 33 12.8
Sockeye salmon 57 26 38 27 22 2,519 11,837 88 32 10.7
Coho salmon 60 30 46 24 22 1,086 6,666 54 19 7.4
Chinook salmon 59 24 38 32 20 463 6,145 46 16 6.7
Smelt 46 37 33 15 9 6,596 6,596 24 7 4.8
Clams 48 0 39 19 15 971 3,078 28 10 4.3
Dungeness crab 66 20 36 45 20 1,794 2,478 23 9 3.5
Dolly Varden 38 15 31 12 10 1,331 3,295 21 7 34
Rockfish 45 1 36 19 17 973 1,899 22 8 2.9

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = households; N/A = not available. Data represent the average across all available study years for comprehensive (i.e., all resources) household harvest surveys in study communities where data are
available. See Table 3.2.1 for study communities by planning area and subregion.
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East Alaska

Harvest data for the East Alaska planning area (Upper Tanana, Copper River, and Prince William Sound
regions) are provided in Figure 13 through Figure 15 and Table 5. Community-level harvest data are
provided in the Community Harvest Tables section below.

As shown on Figure 13, based on an average of available data, subsistence harvests in the East Alaska
planning area consist primarily of large land mammals and salmon (both 34 percent of the total harvest),
followed by non-salmon fish (18 percent). Other resources, such as marine mammals, vegetation, small
land mammals, marine invertebrates, and migratory birds, are harvested in smaller quantities. The
concentration of harvests varies by subregion. In the Upper Tanana region, large land mammals are the
primary harvested resource (48 percent). Salmon is the primary harvested resource in the Copper River
(42 percent) and Prince William Sound (35 percent) subregions. The Prince William Sound subregion
(which includes Cordova and Tatitlek) also has access to the marine environment; therefore, communities
in this subregion are more reliant on marine mammals (13 percent of harvest) and marine invertebrates (4
percent) than other subregions.

The top 10 harvested species by region, based on the percentage of the total subsistence harvest, are
shown in Table 5. In all East Alaska regions, salmon species, including sockeye and coho, are among the
top 10 harvested (Table 5). Non-salmon fish species in the top 10 include halibut (Copper River and
Prince William Sound), whitefish (Upper Tanana and Copper River), pike (Upper Tanana), lake trout
(Copper River), and grayling (Copper River). The key large land mammals in the East Alaska planning
area are moose (all regions), caribou (Upper Tanana and Copper River), and deer (Prince William Sound).
Berries (all regions) and marine mammals such as seal and sea lion (Prince William Sound) round out the
top 10 species in the East Alaska planning area.

Average participation rates among East Alaska communities, in terms of the average percentage of
households attempting harvests by resource during individual study years, are shown on Figure 14.
Across all East Alaska planning area study communities, at least half of households participate annually
in harvests of vegetation (77 percent of households), non-salmon fish (61 percent), large land mammals
(57 percent), and salmon (51 percent). Fewer than 20 percent of households in the East Alaska planning
area participate annually in harvests of migratory birds, marine invertebrates, marine mammals, and bird
eggs. The average percentage of East Alaska households receiving different resources is shown on Figure
15. Resources that are widely shared among East Alaska planning area communities (received by at least
30 percent of households annually) include vegetation, salmon, non-salmon fish, and large land
mammals.
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Figure 14. Percentage of households attempting harvests of resources, East Alaska planning area
(ADFG 2023).
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Figure 15. Percentage of households receiving resources, East Alaska planning area (ADFG 2023).
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Table 5. Average Harvest and Use Data, Top 10 Species, East Alaska Planning Area

Community Species % of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Percentage
Use Try Harvest Give Receive  Harvested Pounds Pounds Capita of Total
Pounds Harvest
Upper Tanana Moose 73 55 27 54 21 34 20,651 197 65 38.2
River
Sockeye salmon 45 22 19 32 12 1,125 4,872 33 13 10.9
Humpback 23 20 20 9 8 1,501 4,502 62 20 8.6
whitefish
Caribou 39 30 17 26 10 37 4,557 31 11 7.7
Coho salmon 24 14 13 15 7 651 3,893 31 12 7.2
Chum salmon 4 4 3 2 1 586 3,519 22 9 4.7
Blueberry 72 66 62 21 23 282 1,127 10 4 34
Low bush 59 56 54 13 20 225 898 9 4 3.3
cranberry
Hare 54 50 48 9 15 1,213 1,820 21 6 3.3
Pike (large) 45 37 37 9 9 604 1,692 23 7 3.0
Copper River Sockeye salmon 79 37 a7 38 24 2,152 9,347 146 54 32.1
Moose 61 41 19 35 17 10 4,542 95 35 21.4
Caribou 52 35 24 22 12 20 2,642 47 17 11.2
Chinook salmon 47 24 30 18 12 121 1,980 29 11 6.6
Blueberry 78 72 71 22 32 134 535 10 4 3.0
Halibut 32 9 11 22 6 782 782 10 4 2.7
Whitefish 25 11 17 5 4 324 292 16 5 2.6
Coho salmon 21 12 12 10 6 126 764 11 4 25
Lake trout 25 19 23 5 6 123 247 9 4 2.3
Grayling 48 32 43 7 9 518 363 8 3 1.9
Prince William Coho salmon 83 65 59 44 51 5,540 36,718 147 44 16.3
Sound
Deer 81 59 47 56 43 548 23,527 107 31 11.4
Harbor seal 22 11 11 18 13 379 4,833 116 35 9.5

173



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Community Species % of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH % of HH Number Total Mean HH Per Percentage
Use Try Harvest Give Receive  Harvested Pounds Pounds Capita of Total
Pounds Harvest
Halibut 82 49 43 57 44 19,717 29,329 67 21 8.9
Sockeye salmon 75 47 43 50 41 4,809 21,262 68 21 8.4
Moose 38 13 6 33 11 51 27,143 33 11 6.0
Chinook salmon 61 32 27 42 30 1,196 19,961 34 11 5.0
Steller sea lion 10 5 4 8 6 8 1,365 35 11 2.8
Berries 88 80 79 42 48 1,684 6,738 24 7 2.8
Chum salmon 31 22 19 19 17 418 2,493 32 9 2.6

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = households; N/A = not available. Data represent the average across all available study years for comprehensive (i.e., all resources) household harvest surveys in study communities where data are
available. See Table 3.2.1 for study communities by planning area and subregion.
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COMMUNITY HARVEST TABLES

Kobuk-Seward Peninsula

Table 6. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Ambler

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 98 96 96 87 92 nd 170,468 2,243 603 100.0
Salmon 68 40 40 28 45 10,096 10,096 133 36 5.9
Non-salmon 92 77 72 53 68 49,411 49,411 650 175 28.9
Fish

Large land 89 75 70 58 62 34,309 72,520 1,022 278 59.9
mammals

Small land 21 19 18 11 9 900 855 11 3 15
mammals

Marine 62 2 2 26 60 602 602 8 2 0.3
mammals

Migratory 58 40 56 23 30 2,032 3,315 43 11 1.3
birds

Upland 55 40 42 28 26 530 523 7 2 0.2
game birds

Bird eggs 6 2 1 0 4 7 7 0 0 0.0
Marine 4 2 2 2 2 nd 172 2 1 0.1
invertebrates

Vegetation 98 85 77 51 51 nd 2,772 36 10 1.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Ambler data based on 4 study years
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 7. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Ambler

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest PoundsT HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 88 74 69 56 51 489 66,473 937 255 54.6
Broad 62 36 34 25 42 9,150 29,280 385 104 17.1
whitefish
Sheefish 81 62 57 43 51 1,156 12,875 169 46 7.5
Chum 66 38 38 26 43 1,621 9,214 121 33 5.4
salmon
Moose 36 21 13 14 26 10 5,231 74 20 4.5
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Humpback 19 11 9 6 13 1,544 3,243 43 11 1.9
whitefish
Beaver 21 18 18 13 9 95 1,133 15 4 13
Northern 28 21 19 11 13 568 1,874 25 7 1.0
pike
Blueberry 89 77 75 36 32 283 1,132 15 4 0.6
Grayling 57 38 38 21 30 948 853 11 3 0.5

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Ambler data based on 4 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 8. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Brevig Mission

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 99 99 99 80 75 nd 84,026 1,677 382 100.0
Salmon 89 72 79 51 35 20,107 28,288 501 111 38.5
Non-salmon 75 63 73 50 46 10,279 7,323 165 38 7.3
Fish

Large land 68 34 27 29 55 2,206 15,205 218 49 55.4
mammals

Small land 24 13 22 8 5 11 8 0 0 0.0
mammals

Marine 69 51 59 49 43 5,059 34,890 767 178 36.2
mammals

Migratory 73 62 61 49 24 867 1,950 39 9 2.1
birds

Upland game 44 25 35 33 12 199 161 3 1 0.1
birds

Bird eggs 34 32 35 16 13 964 213 4 1 0.1
Marine 21 13 11 3 10 nd 133 3 1 0.1
invertebrates

Vegetation 96 93 95 54 35 nd 3,512 63 14 4.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Brevig Mission data based on 7 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 9. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Brevig Mission

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 43 15 11 14 35 50 6,845 94 21 28.0
Moose 60 27 22 21 44 14 7,470 111 25 24.2
Walrus 48 35 45 42 16 55 18,963 429 100 18.7
Sockeye 85 62 71 46 26 1,534 12,415 206 45 17.9
salmon
Coho 79 63 68 42 25 1,132 5,746 110 25 7.2
salmon
Bearded 54 34 43 41 18 18 6,710 144 33 7.2
seal
Chum 78 55 64 44 28 1,063 5,107 97 22 6.5
salmon
Spotted 46 38 42 18 8 51 5,026 100 23 6.0
seal
Pink 83 61 69 44 30 1,663 4,243 72 16 6.0
salmon
Muskox 11 3 3 3 8 2 1,112 16 4 43

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Brevig Mission data based on 7 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 10. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Buckland

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources  gg 92 92 87 90 nd 275,556 2,894 554 100.0
Salmon 80 50 47 50 50 37,027 47,039 483 89 16.1
Non-salmon 89 75 75 65 67 102,601 43,101 455 88 15.9
Fish

Large land 88 70 67 49 56 34,924 104,616 1,101 214 43.2
mammals

Small land 28 28 23 11 9 504 636 7 1 0.4
mammals

Marine 86 a7 46 58 46 25,310 50,182 534 104 18.8
mammals

Migratory 61 49 51 31 33 3,197 4,860 54 11 1.8
birds

Upland game 44 42 31 27 13 272 272 3 1 0.1
birds

177



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bird eggs 63 55 52 30 33 4,908 1,783 19 4 0.8
Marine 8 5 4 3 3 nd 120 1 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 97 87 86 50 50 nd 7,557 80 15 2.8

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Buckland data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 11. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Buckland

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 87 70 66 56 59 704 95,692 1,006 195 39.0
Chum 72 48 46 38 49 8,228 49,444 490 84 15.2
salmon
Bearded 66 45 42 41 34 119 34,175 338 58 10.5
seal
Smelt 80 66 65 39 43 143,603 20,105 228 49 8.9
Spotted 38 35 32 20 15 97 9,470 100 19 3.5
seal
Coho 45 36 32 21 24 1,921 10,222 104 19 3.4
salmon
Moose 27 18 9 13 17 13 7,003 74 15 3.2
Sheefish 57 35 32 37 33 1,566 8,613 88 16 2.9
Berries 92 81 81 31 40 997 6,478 74 16 2.9
Chinook 29 22 21 14 12 342 3,712 41 8 15
salmon

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Buckland data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 12. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Deering

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 100 91 88 85 99 nd 91,972 2,090 668 100.0
Salmon 97 74 71 56 67 8,464 19,107 434 135 20.2
Non-salmon 88 64 63 54 77 5,300 5,300 120 38 5.7
fish

Large land 94 57 50 58 77 14,206 39,673 845 266 47.1
mammals

Small land 18 17 16 7 8 71 87 2 1 0.2
mammals

Marine 93 43 34 47 80 4,718 20,963 476 147 21.9
mammals

Migratory 49 31 49 26 35 999 1,867 41 13 2.3
birds

Upland game 22 20 25 13 11 212 212 5 1 0.3
birds

Bird eggs 27 29 36 7 22 1,053 351 8 2 0.4
Marine 23 13 13 4 16 nd 76 2 1 0.1
invertebrates

Vegetation 93 81 78 49 53 nd 1,690 38 12 1.9

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Deering data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 13. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Deering

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Caribou 90 55 48 53 69 268 36,376 773 244 42.1
Bearded 85 41 32 40 65 52 18,266 415 128 19.1
seal
Chum 83 60 57 53 54 2,292 13,105 298 92 13.8
salmon
Moose 40 16 11 14 32 5 2,884 63 19 4.6
Pink salmon 68 54 53 40 36 1,391 3,387 77 24 3.6
Dolly Varden 63 49 49 32 34 860 2,836 64 20 3.0
Spotted seal 17 13 11 7 7 18 1,735 39 12 1.8
Berries 92 81 81 30 35 199 1,291 29 9 13
Coho 23 19 16 10 11 204 1,042 24 8 1.2
salmon
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Unknown 78 62 62 43 43 313 1,070 24 7 11
Canada
geese

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Deering data based on 5 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).
T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 14. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Diomede

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
All resources 96 88 80 64 92 nd 23,794 610 299 100.0
Salmon 40 24 12 12 28 717 717 18 9 3.0
Non-salmon 36 8 4 16 32 84 84 2 1 0.4
fish
Large land 28 4 4 8 24 839 839 22 11 35
mammals
Small land 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Marine 68 44 32 44 60 16,992 16,992 436 214 71.4
mammals
Migratory 24 16 39 14 18 1,377 649 16 6 2.3
birds
Upland game 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
birds
Bird eggs 30 26 50 20 14 2,513 1,131 28 11 4.8
Marine 80 60 52 40 44 nd 2,733 70 34 115
invertebrates
Vegetation 68 48 48 20 44 nd 698 18 9 2.9

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Diomede data based on 2 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 15. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Diomede

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bearded 60 44 20 40 44 24 6,971 179 88 29.3
seal
Walrus 56 40 12 32 48 7 5,005 128 63 21.0
Blue king 80 60 52 40 44 1,302 2,733 70 34 115
crab
Spotted 40 40 24 20 28 21 2,070 53 26 8.7
seal
Polar bear 28 12 4 12 24 5 1,741 45 22 7.3
Ringed 36 28 16 16 28 21 1,204 31 15 5.1
seal
Murre 60 52 44 40 28 4,499 990 25 12 4.2
eggs
Moose 20 4 4 0 16 2 839 22 11 35
Chum 16 8 4 12 12 109 548 14 7 2.3
salmon
Crested 40 32 32 24 20 809 380 10 5 1.6
auklet

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Diomede data based on 2 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 16. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Elim

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 100 100 100 92 100 nd 186,427 2,913 701 100.0
Salmon 96 94 94 60 52 45,172 45,172 706 170 24.2
Non-salmon 87 87 85 60 58 19,834 19,834 310 75 10.6
fish
Large land 95 73 56 62 88 8,545 31,041 434 108 18.1
mammals
Small land 10 9 9 2 2 86 141 2 1 0.2
mammals
Marine 79 73 46 60 60 75,829 75,829 1,185 285 40.7
mammals
Migratory 31 29 56 20 17 927 1,465 21 5 0.5
birds
Upland game 15 15 32 2 1 222 217 3 1 0.1
birds
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bird eggs 64 56 55 36 27 1,272 490 7 2 0.2
Marine 65 44 40 25 48 nd 3,249 51 12 17
invertebrates
Vegetation 100 100 100 62 58 nd 6,911 108 26 3.7

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Elim data based on 5 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).
t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 17. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Elim

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Beluga 65 60 40 31 50 50 50,209 785 189 26.9
whale
Pink 88 90 85 52 21 7,749 20,817 325 78 11.2
salmon
Caribou 93 67 52 58 79 153 20,738 287 72 11.0
Coho 92 92 92 56 25 2,353 13,643 213 51 7.3
salmon
Moose 68 53 26 29 58 19 10,065 145 36 7.1
Dolly 81 81 79 50 42 3,728 12,302 192 46 6.6
Varden
Bearded 52 50 40 42 37 41 11,616 182 44 6.2
seal
Walrus 25 25 15 13 15 15 11,372 178 43 6.1
Chum 79 79 77 31 25 1,217 6,350 99 24 3.4
salmon
Whitefish 62 60 58 19 17 3,669 5,393 84 20 2.9

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Elim data based on 5 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 18. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Golovin

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 98 95 95 87 98 nd 79,647 1,730 460 100.0
Salmon 98 83 84 59 67 12,532 22,000 474 127 28.0
Non-salmon 93 80 85 68 70 13,151 12,678 266 73 16.9
fish

Large land 92 44 41 39 83 2,847 11,733 261 72 18.2
mammals

Small land 34 20 31 11 16 71 173 4 1 0.3
mammals

Marine 85 36 49 50 68 6,203 22,295 498 130 26.5
mammals

Migratory 87 55 60 37 54 1,702 2,733 59 16 3.4
birds

Upland 76 50 60 37 30 595 451 10 3 0.5
game birds

Bird eggs 35 26 26 18 18 434 127 3 1 0.2
Marine 87 a7 51 31 63 nd 1,301 29 8 1.5
invertebrates

Vegetation 94 91 89 61 55 nd 3,548 79 21 4.3

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Golovin data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 19. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Golovin

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Pink 81 65 71 49 26 4,317 9,538 204 55 12.3
salmon
Beluga 56 21 8 11 51 10 9,287 208 54 11.0
whale
Caribou 78 30 21 21 68 54 7,307 161 45 10.3
Chum 83 65 70 47 41 1,507 7,366 161 43 9.1
salmon
Dolly 81 62 68 47 43 1,966 6,488 132 37 9.0
Varden
Bearded 65 24 31 31 39 15 6,166 134 36 7.7
seal
Moose 67 23 24 22 54 7 3,740 86 22 7.2
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Spotted 66 35 40 36 32 56 5,510 129 32 5.9
seal
Coho 83 62 66 39 43 753 3,662 76 21 4.9
salmon
Saffron 80 70 75 45 18 14,619 3,070 60 17 45
cod

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Golovin data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 20. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Hughes

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
All resources 48 42 38 31 48 nd 87,069 3,697 926 100.0
Salmon 29 10 10 8 25 15,558 62,267 2,717 660 60.8
Non-salmon 50 34 33 17 26 7,582 13,059 502 181 10.7
fish
Large land 48 35 23 23 37 5,703 15,732 624 169 24.6
mammals
Small land 19 15 13 4 6 963 1,178 47 13 1.8
mammals
Marine 31 0 0 8 31 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Migratory 29 23 21 13 10 629 1,304 56 14 1.4
birds
Upland game 23 23 21 10 2 161 104 4 1 0.2
birds
Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 0 0 0 0 0 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 23 31 19 10 12 nd 374 15 4 0.5

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Hughes data based on 3 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 21. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Hughes

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Chum 23 10 10 8 19 15,195 56,895 2,474 603 56.9
salmon

Moose 48 31 57 17 69 26 13,083 538 140 17.6
Humpback 51 29 29 14 27 1,959 5,877 219 86 5.0
whitefish

Least cisco 20 20 20 4 2 3,662 3,662 134 53 4.9
Caribou 15 13 6 2 18 10 1,360 40 15 4.2
Chinook 8 4 38 2 12 301 5,372 243 57 3.9
salmon

Black bear 27 17 40 12 29 16 1,288 46 14 2.8
Sheefish 36 24 48 6 18 232 1,514 62 18 2.3
Broad 62 39 39 17 25 1,234 4,302 162 64 2.1
whitefish

Beaver 15 12 41 4 14 91 901 35 10 1.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Hughes data based on 3 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 22. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Kiana

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 99 92 92 0 0 nd 133,211 1,402 347 100.0
Salmon 86 66 62 0 0 5,546 32,523 342 85 24.4
Non-salmon 79 68 65 0 0 15,962 38,268 403 100 28.7
fish

Large land 91 71 69 39 45 419 62,120 634 163 37.7
mammals

Small land 15 16 18 4 1 120 502 5 1 1.1

mammals

Marine 70 10 5 0 0 6 2,590 27 7 1.9

mammals

Migratory 16 13 38 0 0 795 2,006 20 5 1.2

birds

Upland game 2 3 9 0 0 161 151 1 0 0.0

birds

Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Marine 9 4 4 0 0 nd 1,346 14 4 1.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 86 73 75 0 0 nd 5,027 53 13 3.8

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Kiana data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 23. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Kiana

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 89 70 66 35 43 403 54,755 559 144 31.2
Chum 73 61 57 0 0 4,604 27,629 291 72 20.7
salmon
Whitefish 60 44 42 0 0 10,834 22,189 234 58 16.7
Moose 29 16 13 6 9 13 7,054 72 19 6.5
Sheefish 64 55 53 0 0 1,298 7,140 75 19 5.4
Burbot 30 25 27 0 0 909 3,819 40 10 2.9
Pike 25 21 20 0 0 1,043 3,444 36 9 2.6
Blueberry 83 70 71 0 0 442 2,874 30 8 2.2
Coho 21 14 16 0 0 510 2,656 28 7 2.0
salmon
Bearded 16 7 5 0 0 6 2,590 27 7 1.9
seal

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Kiana data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 24. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Kivalina

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 33 32 32 30 33 nd 248,320 6,012 996 100.0
Salmon 19 12 12 11 12 738 1,882 32 6 0.7
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Non-salmon 32 30 30 25 29 54,882 58,452 1,295 220 23.7
fish
Large land 39 30 25 26 32 420 61,020 1,607 262 27.0
mammals
Small land 13 13 10 7 5 55 17 0 0 0.0
mammals
Marine 31 26 23 24 30 494 114,915 2,761 458 46.6
mammals
Migratory 32 28 38 20 21 760 1,708 26 5 0.7
birds
Upland game 13 11 10 8 5 203 153 2 0 0.1
birds
Bird eggs 21 13 17 11 15 1,332 390 7 1 0.2
Marine 6 5 5 2 3 nd 55 1 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 31 26 26 19 20 nd 3,098 53 10 1.2

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Kivalina data based on 8 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 25. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Kivalina

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Dolly 100 87 87 65 65 21,149 69,793 969 203 26.7
Varden

Trout 93 81 81 67 64 20,527 67,739 836 158 25.9
Caribou 38 30 24 24 30 412 57,326 1,550 251 25.7
Bearded 29 22 21 19 19 139 51,340 1,148 192 20.7
seal

Char 0 0 0 0 0 45,441 45,441 1,334 212 19.3
Beluga 29 19 11 16 24 21 25,682 572 97 10.6
whale

Ringed seal 16 13 13 10 8 306 22,359 748 115 9.2
Bowhead 26 19 1 11 25 0 8,808 171 31 3.4
whale

Walrus 20 13 7 9 17 15 5,541 99 19 2.2
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Humpback 53 42 36 29 24 2,377 4,160 58 12 1.6
whitefish

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Kivalina data based on 8 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 26. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Kobuk

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 100 100 100 90 100 nd 50,743 1,410 309 100.0
Salmon 93 67 67 57 80 15,142 15,142 421 92 29.8
Non-salmon 93 80 80 53 70 13,850 13,850 385 84 27.2
fish
Large land 93 84 71 62 79 6,233 24,617 772 173 36.1
mammals
Small land 29 26 25 15 14 237 221 6 1 1.3
mammals
Marine 63 0 0 23 63 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Migratory 37 20 48 20 28 1,167 1,781 61 14 3.2
birds
Upland game 32 25 35 18 17 119 119 4 1 0.3
birds
Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 0 0 0 0 0 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 100 87 67 67 80 nd 986 27 6 1.9

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Kobuk data based on 4 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 27. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Kobuk

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Caribou 89 78 66 57 63 154 20,976 655 147 31.8
Chum 90 67 67 53 73 2,637 14,988 416 91 29.5
salmon

Sheefish 90 73 73 43 53 1,062 11,833 329 72 23.3
Moose 48 45 16 16 43 6 2,958 95 21 3.8

Broad 23 13 13 7 13 286 914 25 6 1.8

whitefish

Beaver 20 16 15 9 9 28 208 6 1 1.2

White- 17 15 35 12 10 130 549 19 4 0.9

fronted

geese

Canada 63 37 37 30 50 112 383 11 2 0.7

geese

Low bush 67 60 60 33 17 89 355 10 2 0.7

cranberry

Blueberry 87 67 67 50 37 96 385 11 2 0.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Kobuk data based on 4 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 28. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Kotzebue

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita

Pounds  Pounds

All resources 929 88 87 79 96 nd 1,278,772 1,601 398 100.0
Salmon 88 50 48 39 60 71,734 202,590 254 65 17.9
Non-salmon 92 74 73 59 76 304,979 315,055 394 96 22.9
fish

Large land 89 52 45 51 73 46,373 344,248 426 109 31.5
mammals

Small land 19 11 10 5 11 978 1,337 2 0 0.2

mammals

Marine 73 26 22 36 70 222,561 319,855 402 99 23.0
mammals

Migratory 36 23 37 15 17 7,507 13,234 17 4 1.1

birds

Upland 28 23 31 13 10 4,390 3,559 5 1 0.2

game birds

Bird eggs 19 10 15 7 10 5,097 1,447 2 0 0.2
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Marine 28 5 5 6 24 nd 3,841 5 1 0.6
invertebrates
Vegetation 88 72 72 39 50 nd 31,931 40 10 24

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Kotzebue data based on 6 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 29. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Kotzebue

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 86 49 42 47 64 2,094 284,711 353 90 25.7
Chum 84 47 45 41 60 32,714 199,009 244 59 17.0
salmon
Sheefish 82 54 52 42 52 39,545 217,497 271 66 15.9
Bearded 55 23 19 25 40 22,179 218,447 274 67 15.6
seal
Moose 47 23 12 16 38 105 56,591 70 18 5.4
Trout 59 38 33 16 29 7,503 24,759 32 9 2.3
Ringed 18 10 9 8 9 475 34,730 44 11 2.3
seal
Berries 87 70 70 34 47 13,902 37,729 47 11 2.2
Spotted 10 6 6 5 5 198 19,437 24 6 18
seal
Whitefish 55 21 21 9 39 9,594 16,789 22 6 16

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Kotzebue data based on 6 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 30. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Koyuk

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 100 99 97 84 96 nd 142,933 1,643 404 100.0
Salmon 99 86 70 54 77 34,773 34,773 400 98 243

190



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Non-salmon 81 70 61 39 49 7,362 7,362 85 21 5.2
fish
Large land 97 75 61 61 80 15,413 54,854 658 165 53.1
mammals
Small land 9 12 9 1 1 19 27 0 0 0.0
mammals
Marine 84 76 24 36 69 17,041 17,041 196 48 11.9
mammals
Migratory 32 29 63 18 20 1,455 3,045 41 10 1.2
birds
Upland game 7 7 20 5 4 166 163 2 1 0.1
birds
Bird eggs 19 19 43 14 9 703 271 4 1 0.1
Marine 0 0 0 0 0 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 96 92 88 42 32 nd 5,802 67 16 4.1

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Koyuk data based on 6 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 31. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Koyuk

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 95 69 59 55 65 292 39,742 477 119 42.5
Chum 50 50 50 38 34 2,932 15,297 176 43 10.7
salmon
Moose 85 65 31 30 69 28 15,094 180 46 10.6
Pink salmon 49 a7 a7 34 34 3,499 9,399 108 27 6.6
Spotted seal 26 27 26 22 16 73 7,143 82 20 5.0
Chinook 43 41 39 30 30 569 6,813 78 19 4.8
salmon
Bearded 68 59 16 24 59 22 6,389 73 18 4.5
seal
Beluga 5 5 4 4 3 4 3,509 40 10 2.5
whale
Dolly Varden 41 41 41 26 23 750 2,475 28 7 1.7
Salmonberry 84 84 84 38 24 594 2,377 27 7 1.7

Source: ADFG (2023).

Notes: HH = household. Koyuk data based on 6 study years.
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* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 32. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Noatak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 96 95 95 91 92 nd 183,182 1,845 412 100.0
Salmon 82 70 69 59 57 6,122 36,125 383 85 20.0
Non-salmon 90 83 80 79 78 20,674 36,197 344 77 19.5
fish
Large land 93 71 61 61 74 437 61,872 607 137 41.9
mammals
Small land 9 9 8 5 4 34 49 0 0 0.1
mammals
Marine 74 24 20 53 72 60 26,715 256 57 14.4
mammals
Migratory 36 29 44 19 19 753 2,050 20 5 1.2
birds
Upland game 17 14 18 8 11 270 265 3 1 0.1
birds
Bird eggs 12 12 20 7 6 530 136 1 0 0.1
Marine 4 1 1 2 3 nd 35 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 90 85 84 60 64 nd 5,336 48 11 2.8

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Noatak data based on 7 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 33. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Noatak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Caribou 88 66 61 55 66 425 57,847 571 129 39.6
Chum 80 69 68 58 55 5,683 33,957 361 80 18.8
salmon
Trout 91 83 78 72 78 10,234 32,180 270 61 16.8
Bearded 63 22 19 40 56 48 19,566 189 42 10.6
seal
Dolly 87 81 79 75 38 4,629 15,276 182 40 8.7
Varden
Whitefish 61 39 38 37 54 6,778 14,234 120 27 7.4
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Beluga 49 8 5 37 48 6 5,309 50 11 2.8
whale
Blueberry 99 88 88 81 72 657 4,268 36 8 2.2
Humpback 22 18 16 16 10 1,684 3,537 42 9 2.0
whitefish
Moose 25 10 5 10 23 6 3,484 31 7 1.9

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Noatak data based on 7 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 34. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Nome

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
Salmon nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
Non-salmon nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
fish

Large land nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
mammals

Small land nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
mammals

Marine nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
mammals

Migratory 0 0 31 0 0 6,003 11,595 10 3 nd
birds

Upland game 0 0 22 0 0 4,164 4,150 4 1 nd
birds

Bird eggs 0 0 12 0 0 9,017 2,269 2 1 nd
Marine nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
invertebrates

Vegetation nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Nome data based on 1 study year.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 35. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Noorvik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 100 94 93 75 96 nd 353,142 2,616 603 100.0
Salmon 90 40 40 37 60 60,326 60,326 447 103 17.0
Non-salmon 99 69 66 51 84 135,861 135,861 1,006 232 38.4
fish
Large land 96 68 64 50 78 33,042 116,961 816 186 36.8
mammals
Small land 19 16 13 8 8 1,058 933 7 2 1.0
mammals
Marine 71 11 10 20 67 9,336 9,336 69 16 2.6
mammals
Migratory 42 27 65 17 27 5,615 8,178 64 14 2.0
birds
Upland game 19 14 26 7 6 784 781 6 1 0.1
birds
Bird eggs 10 10 11 3 2 391 252 2 0 0.1
Marine 7 1 1 0 7 nd 10 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 90 86 86 40 54 nd 5,837 43 10 1.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Noorvik data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 36. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Noorvik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 95 65 60 46 65 714 97,106 677 154 32.7
Sheefish 78 49 47 31 52 6,032 67,197 498 115 19.0
Chum 86 39 39 36 54 9,584 57,506 426 98 16.2
salmon
Broad 81 47 47 35 53 10,087 32,279 239 55 9.1
whitefish
Northern 67 43 43 24 34 5,134 16,941 125 29 4.7
pike
Humpback 58 34 34 25 29 6,406 13,453 100 23 3.8
whitefish
Moose 56 31 21 20 43 35 19,006 133 31 3.7
Bearded 36 7 7 11 30 18 7,514 56 13 2.1
seal
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Burbot 67 45 42 19 37 876 3,681 27 6 1.0
Salmonberry 78 64 64 17 36 576 2,303 17 4 0.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Noorvik data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 37. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Point Hope

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 50 46 45 45 50 nd 269,987 1,610 371 100.0
Salmon 46 30 30 26 32 30,499 30,499 185 42 12.0
Non-salmon 46 31 31 32 38 22,625 22,625 133 31 8.0
fish
Large land 46 27 15 26 40 44,459 44,459 276 62 19.1
mammals
Small land 7 8 4 3 3 22 22 0 0 0.0
mammals
Marine 49 33 21 38 49 164,587 164,587 970 225 58.2
mammals
Migratory 30 22 18 21 16 3,979 3,979 23 5 1.3
birds
Upland game 23 19 15 14 11 161 161 1 0 0.0
birds
Bird eggs 41 20 19 24 32 1,508 1,508 9 2 0.5
Marine 8 4 4 4 4 nd 72 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 45 37 37 28 30 nd 2,172 13 3 0.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Point Hope data based on 2 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 38. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Point Hope

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bowhead 49 31 11 33 49 6 60,413 343 82 18.2
whale
Ringed 30 20 14 21 22 674 38,434 241 53 17.2
seal
Caribou 46 27 15 26 40 270 36,697 226 51 154
Bearded 37 20 13 22 30 26,137 29,173 168 40 9.3
seal
Beluga 44 28 0 30 40 24 24,278 143 33 8.5
whale
Unknown 4 2 2 1 3 3,150 13,648 87 19 6.5
salmon
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 7,116 9,963 64 14 4.8
trout
Dolly 66 42 42 40 42 4,515 14,900 85 20 4.5
Varden
Polar bear 12 5 1 4 11 19 7,199 45 10 33
Moose 3 1 0 1 3 12 6,322 41 9 3.0

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Point Hope data based on 2 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 39. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Point Lay

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 48 42 41 44 48 nd 113,314 2,129 604 100.0
Salmon 29 17 14 13 23 3,091 3,161 49 14 2.4
Non-salmon 43 27 25 23 34 8,354 8,329 134 38 8.2
fish

Large land 47 34 33 36 40 25,308 30,594 517 156 26.5
mammals

Small land 13 18 10 6 6 87 43 1 0 0.0
mammals

Marine 47 37 32 40 46 66,172 66,172 1,339 368 58.7
mammals

Migratory 38 34 32 27 22 2,824 3,688 67 21 3.1
birds

Upland game 24 22 21 14 8 641 594 9 3 0.4
birds
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bird eggs 30 24 24 17 12 424 171 3 1 0.1
Marine 5 0 0 0 5 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 38 32 32 19 23 nd 455 7 2 0.3

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Point Lay data based on 4 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 40. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Point Lay

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Beluga 46 32 26 35 31 16,252 35,535 717 225 33.9
whale
Caribou 47 34 33 34 37 222 29,501 494 149 25.5
Bowhead 87 30 12 40 84 1 22,149 515 85 14.3
whale
Rainbow 0 0 0 0 0 1,831 10,985 171 47 11.6
smelt
Bearded 34 26 16 21 27 33 9,065 179 42 7.8
seal
Walrus 19 12 7 8 14 9 6,941 120 37 6.6
White- 19 17 15 13 10 522 1,908 30 8 16
fronted
geese
Ringed 19 16 12 11 13 33 1,729 31 9 1.5
seal
Spotted 11 12 8 9 5 22 1,373 26 9 1.3
seal
Grayling 32 19 19 16 22 1,502 1,352 24 7 1.2

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Point Lay data based on 4 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 41. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Selawik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 99 91 91 89 97 nd 456,493 2,701 533 100.0
Salmon 63 18 14 29 63 6,478 6,478 38 8 14
Non-salmon 44 69 67 34 36 176,422 212,829 1,261 256 67.9
fish
Large land 65 68 62 46 58 38,968 158,979 977 210 25.0
mammals
Small land 17 13 18 9 6 496 1,202 7 1 0.2
mammals
Marine 75 10 3 30 75 3,510 3,510 21 4 0.7
mammals
Migratory 21 15 51 14 14 5,559 7,250 46 10 2.7
birds
Upland game 12 10 28 8 6 917 917 6 1 0.3
birds
Bird eggs 5 4 5 2 2 46 28 0 0 0.0
Marine 7 2 2 0 7 nd 3 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 95 80 80 58 53 nd 6,397 38 7 14

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Selawik data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 42. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Selawik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Broad 81 57 55 47 55 47,394 151,722 898 177 33.2
whitefish
Caribou 65 65 59 45 55 969 131,801 810 174 20.3
Sheefish 38 32 55 23 23 5,660 52,430 311 64 15.1
Northern pike 71 56 47 40 38 15,956 52,653 312 61 11.5
Humpback 51 29 26 25 34 12,647 23,705 140 28 51
whitefish
Moose 43 36 25 24 35 50 26,775 164 35 4.6
Chum salmon 43 14 11 21 41 879 5,273 31 6 1.1
Burbot 51 40 32 29 25 1,081 4,541 27 5 0.9
Least cisco 29 23 21 19 16 6,230 3,993 24 5 0.8
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Lesser 26 17 20 12 17 509 2,024 13 3 0.7
Canada geese
(taverner/
parvipes)

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Selawik data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 43. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Shaktoolik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
Salmon nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
Non-salmon nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
fish

Large land 87 63 55 48 76 170 28,316 484 124 nd
mammals

Small land 10 12 17 1 2 28 29 0 0 nd
mammals

Marine nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
mammals

Migratory 0 0 76 0 0 788 3,074 63 14 nd
birds

Upland game 0 0 26 0 0 228 228 5 1 nd
birds

Bird eggs 72 59 54 26 39 1,319 390 8 2 nd
Marine nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
invertebrates

Vegetation nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Shaktoolik data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 44. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Shishmaref

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 77 96 95 69 72 nd 421,014 3,170 738 100.0
Salmon 68 55 54 38 53 28,113 40,261 294 68 9.4
Non-salmon 70 77 72 46 52 34,212 25,189 189 45 6.1
fish
Large land 77 63 54 49 65 29,287 76,156 565 134 19.3
mammals
Small land 19 23 21 8 9 234 256 2 0 0.1
mammals
Marine 68 67 60 45 52 135,516 250,942 1,900 443 60.1
mammals
Migratory 59 62 59 39 33 5,116 7,747 58 14 1.8
birds
Upland game 32 37 36 19 16 878 795 6 1 0.2
birds
Bird eggs 51 50 46 33 31 2,735 1,084 8 2 0.3
Marine 41 30 27 18 28 nd 1,315 10 2 0.3
invertebrates
Vegetation 75 88 87 51 41 nd 9,554 73 17 2.3

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Shishmaref data based on 8 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 45. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Shishmaref

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bearded 65 64 57 40 44 23,153 126,783 950 222 29.5
seal
Caribou 71 46 41 45 56 409 55,680 413 97 14.2
Walrus 36 33 20 17 25 100 50,373 392 90 124
Spotted seal 37 45 42 22 14 529 44,648 336 78 10.9
Ringed seal 28 33 31 17 14 367 23,188 176 42 5.8
Chum a7 42 41 28 34 3,954 23,618 170 40 5.7
salmon
Moose 48 38 28 21 38 34 18,130 135 33 4.8
Saffron cod 77 60 58 42 39 32,683 6,863 51 12 18
Salmonberry 91 89 89 79 68 2,007 8,029 61 13 15
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Coho 36 31 29 22 24 1,172 6,337 48 11 14
salmon

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Shishmaref data based on 8 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 46. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Shungnak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 100 100 100 83 98 nd 126,376 2,137 489 100.0
Salmon 81 51 48 33 63 9,632 19,180 324 74 15.2
Non-salmon 87 71 71 60 79 24,515 42,617 741 167 32.0
fish
Large land 97 68 65 50 71 14,478 66,672 1,174 263 48.0
mammals
Small land 35 26 29 15 16 353 592 10 2 0.9
mammals
Marine 71 2 1 15 71 1 187 3 1 0.1
mammals
Migratory 47 31 47 20 34 1,698 2,877 50 11 1.9
birds
Upland game 29 20 30 11 16 284 279 5 1 0.1
birds
Bird eggs 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 3 1 0 2 2 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 96 94 85 46 42 nd 1,983 34 8 15

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Shungnak data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

201



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Table 47. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Shungnak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Caribou 97 66 64 48 60 441 60,044 1,055 237 44.7
Chum 77 49 47 29 59 3,203 18,803 318 73 14.8
salmon
Humpback 50 38 36 23 32 10,000 21,001 386 84 14.0
whitefish
Sheefish 83 61 61 40 58 1,788 14,223 228 54 12.2
Broad 43 21 18 21 34 1,316 4,211 72 16 3.2
whitefish
Moose 57 27 19 16 41 12 6,302 113 25 3.1
Pike 35 33 31 18 8 598 1,974 37 8 13
Beaver 39 30 28 18 15 53 688 11 3 0.9
Least cisco 8 6 4 3 3 777 937 15 4 0.8
Blueberry 87 76 76 37 26 187 747 11 3 0.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Shungnak data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 48. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Teller

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
All resources 100 96 96 81 93 nd 113,480 1,860 502 100.0
Salmon 98 80 78 67 65 58,705 58,705 962 260 51.7
Non-salmon 98 85 83 56 44 7,121 7,121 117 32 6.3
fish
Large land 78 27 13 15 73 627 5,853 82 24 2.1
mammals
Small land 2 3 3 1 0 3 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Marine 87 57 43 52 63 42,116 42,116 690 186 37.1
mammals
Migratory 23 15 32 9 19 630 1,156 16 4 0.5
birds
Upland game 9 9 18 7 7 121 121 2 0 0.1
birds
Bird eggs 20 20 29 13 11 247 131 2 1 0.2
Marine 2 2 2 2 0 nd 23 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Vegetation 98 93 91 63 43 nd 2,234 37 10 2.0

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Teller data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 49. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Teller

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Sockeye 74 74 74 63 41 3,059 36,628 600 162 32.3
salmon
Bearded 81 52 44 46 59 77 21,969 360 97 194
seal
Spotted 33 33 33 33 15 119 11,624 191 51 10.2
seal
Chum 69 69 69 61 39 1,833 9,565 157 42 8.4
salmon
Pink 70 70 70 59 39 3,169 8,512 140 38 7.5
salmon
Walrus 2 2 2 2 2 7 5,219 86 23 4.6
Coho 37 37 37 33 13 587 3,405 56 15 3.0
salmon
Ringed 11 11 11 11 9 52 2,962 49 13 2.6
seal
Moose 69 23 10 10 64 8 4,117 59 17 2.1
Dolly 50 50 50 33 19 502 1,655 27 7 15
Varden

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Teller data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 50. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Wales

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 98 93 91 87 97 nd 63,530 1,357 422 100.0
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Salmon 92 56 53 51 79 7,634 10,640 235 71 21.0
Non-salmon 67 48 41 36 53 1,683 1,683 36 11 2.6
fish
Large land 64 26 14 19 61 1,113 4,367 97 30 5.3
mammals
Small land 9 10 9 4 2 12 9 0 0 0.0
mammals
Marine 81 50 36 52 80 13,989 43,377 916 288 60.8
mammals
Migratory 49 29 26 18 32 371 662 14 4 0.9
birds
Upland game 13 10 10 4 5 46 46 1 0 0.0
birds
Bird eggs 20 17 16 9 16 663 351 7 2 11
Marine 82 74 71 59 47 nd 2,415 50 15 55
invertebrates
Vegetation 83 77 76 47 56 nd 1,209 27 8 2.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Wales data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 51. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Wales

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Bearded 73 46 37 44 60 2,807 17,782 377 117 28.2
seal

Walrus 54 31 19 25 50 22 11,672 258 80 18.8
Bowhead 43 10 4 17 40 0 9,559 191 63 8.4

whale

Unknown 81 73 73 59 23 964 2,449 51 15 6.8

clams

Pink 65 49 45 43 48 969 2,618 57 17 5.8

salmon

Chum 46 36 31 29 30 420 2,578 55 17 4.8

salmon

Coho 55 34 31 32 42 311 1,848 42 12 4.4

salmon

Sockeye 33 24 21 21 26 174 1,939 47 14 3.9

salmon

Moose 49 21 13 13 44 6 3,223 71 22 3.3
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Ringed 23 20 17 17 13 30 2,175 44 14 2.6
seal

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Wales data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 52. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, White Mountain

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 95 95 95 71 85 nd 77,172 1,286 394 100.0
Salmon 93 87 85 40 31 22,479 22,479 375 115 29.1
Non-salmon 69 69 65 40 33 9,228 9,228 154 a7 12.0
fish
Large land 88 51 35 40 77 3,639 19,165 295 96 18.5
mammals
Small land 9 11 5 3 2 25 17 0 0 0.1
mammals
Marine 76 40 22 36 64 27,329 27,329 455 139 35.4
mammals
Migratory 30 19 60 11 16 1,583 3,339 51 15 1.2
birds
Upland game 14 14 43 6 3 454 430 7 2 0.2
birds
Bird eggs 21 21 55 8 6 1,186 394 6 2 0.2
Marine 36 13 11 7 31 nd 366 6 2 0.5
invertebrates
Vegetation 89 85 85 35 35 nd 2,255 38 12 2.9

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. White Mountain data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 53. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, White Mountain

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Beluga 44 7 5 9 38 14 14,111 235 72 18.3
whale
Pink 71 65 65 20 9 5,137 13,800 230 70 17.9
salmon
Bearded 62 33 24 25 51 39 11,232 187 57 14.6
seal
Dolly 67 64 62 36 18 2,179 7,189 120 37 9.3
Varden
Caribou 80 35 26 28 65 77 10,449 160 52 8.8
Moose 76 45 22 26 61 15 7,797 120 39 8.4
Chum 62 60 56 16 11 700 3,654 61 19 4.7
salmon
Coho 85 82 78 29 15 605 3,510 59 18 45
salmon
Spotted 36 22 18 18 20 20 1,924 32 10 25
seal
Whitefish 29 29 29 18 4 824 1,211 20 6 1.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. White Mountain data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Bering Sea-Western Interior

Table 54. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Akiachak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 99 98 98 91 91 nd 694,676 5,887 1,328 100.0
Salmon 98 88 88 59 43 34,439 339,495 2,877 649 48.9
Non-salmon 99 96 95 70 73 129,826 129,826 1,100 248 18.7
fish

Large land 98 88 88 72 72 524 127,884 1,084 245 18.4
mammals

Small land 88 78 78 59 43 3,563 13,782 117 26 2.0

mammals

Marine 58 17 14 15 53 16,057 16,057 136 31 2.3

mammals
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Migratory 98 89 89 63 64 16,319 29,621 251 57 4.3
birds
Upland game 93 84 84 54 35 5,596 5,596 47 11 0.8
birds
Bird eggs 40 38 37 26 12 2,734 608 5 1 0.1
Marine 4 1 0 1 4 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 99 98 98 42 38 nd 31,807 270 61 4.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Akiachak data based on 4 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 55. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Akiachak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Chinook 96 88 88 51 33 12,131 206,222 1,748 394 29.7
salmon
Moose 95 84 68 51 63 106 76,037 644 145 10.9
Chum 94 85 85 44 22 10,605 63,633 539 122 9.2
salmon
Caribou 95 83 83 65 53 374 44,927 381 86 6.5
Sockeye 93 84 84 40 27 6,550 39,298 333 75 5.7
salmon
Coho 86 78 78 36 31 4,968 29,806 253 57 4.3
salmon
Rainbow 84 77 77 26 25 2,455 14,728 125 28 2.1
smelt
Beaver 70 59 59 36 26 433 6,490 55 12 0.9
Snowshoe 82 70 69 49 28 2,338 5,802 49 11 0.8
hare
Black bear 41 46 26 14 27 36 5,463 46 10 0.8

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Akiachak data based on 4 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 56. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Akiak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 100 94 92 78 95 nd 237,441 2,619 616 100.0
Salmon 95 73 67 51 46 17,533 112,606 1,228 292 47.4
Non-salmon 83 73 71 43 46 29,021 80,485 895 209 33.9
fish

Large land 94 71 48 43 83 86 22,080 248 57 9.3

mammals

Small land 59 46 46 27 25 766 3,832 43 10 1.6

mammals

Marine 60 10 8 8 56 13 2,187 25 6 0.9

mammals

Migratory 79 68 67 38 29 4,516 7,212 80 19 3.0

birds

Upland game 60 48 46 21 17 820 791 9 2 0.3

birds

Bird eggs 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0.0

Marine 5 6 3 3 2 nd 64 1 0 0.0

invertebrates

Vegetation 94 90 90 38 24 nd 8,184 91 21 3.4

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: nd = no data. Akiak data based on 2 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 57. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Akiak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Chinook 86 63 57 44 37 5,229 49,358 540 128 20.8
salmon
Chum 57 52 44 25 16 6,202 31,532 340 82 13.3
salmon
Burbot 57 54 46 24 22 10,076 24,184 263 63 10.2
Humpback 40 35 33 14 11 7,089 21,267 239 55 9.0
whitefish
Sockeye 68 57 52 30 19 3,995 20,132 221 52 8.5
salmon
Moose 94 62 27 27 78 27 14,494 163 38 6.1
Sheefish 35 32 30 14 6 2,036 12,214 137 32 5.1
Northern 43 40 37 16 8 2,220 9,990 111 26 4.2
pike
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Coho 63 51 48 24 25 1,475 7,799 85 20 3.3
salmon
Caribou 78 52 37 33 56 55 7,162 80 19 3.0

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Akiak data based on 2 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 58. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Aniak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 96 96 88 66 84 nd 147,316 867 294 100.0
Salmon 91 91 77 40 48 15,252 95,319 561 190 64.7
Non-salmon 80 72 58 26 59 15,341 23,038 136 44 16.9
fish

Large land 83 72 30 27 67 5,230 24,862 124 48 14.0
mammals

Small land 11 11 9 3 4 426 396 2 1 1.1

mammals

Marine 16 16 1 4 16 1,002 1,002 6 2 0.7

mammals

Migratory 33 33 22 11 15 461 522 3 1 0.4

birds

Upland game 38 38 33 8 13 629 472 3 1 0.3

birds

Bird eggs 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0.0

Marine 2 2 0 1 2 nd 0 0 0 0.0

invertebrates

Vegetation 80 80 73 28 45 nd 2,894 17 6 2.0

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Aniak data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 59. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Aniak

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Chinook 79 79 61 30 39 3,576 33,831 199 67 23.0
salmon
Chum 40 40 35 12 9 5,871 29,978 176 60 20.3
salmon
Coho 81 81 69 21 32 4,111 23,278 137 46 15.8
salmon
Moose 79 67 21 22 64 36 19,412 95 38 12.9
Burbot 33 20 12 6 26 3,195 8,989 53 17 8.4
Sockeye 50 50 40 14 17 1,439 6,900 41 14 4.7
salmon
Sheefish 40 32 27 7 19 684 4,280 25 8 2.7
Humpback 26 26 18 9 11 919 2,758 16 5 1.9
whitefish
Unknown 6 6 2 1 4 1,271 1,779 10 4 1.2
whitefish
Northern 21 21 16 7 8 342 1,541 9 3 1.0
pike

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Aniak data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 60. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Anvik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 100 92 90 54 83 nd 58,057 1,855 617 100.0
Salmon 100 79 81 33 38 2,610 18,617 590 203 39.9
Non-salmon 70 56 64 29 39 6,783 10,555 320 113 121
fish

Large land 88 68 56 28 53 30 16,716 518 167 34.3
mammals

Small land 21 18 31 8 5 344 3,142 101 33 9.1

mammals

Marine 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0.0

mammals

Migratory 63 42 60 21 25 747 2,075 66 22 3.3

birds

Upland game 46 38 60 0 8 674 471 15 5 0.8

birds

210



ANCSA 17(d)(1) Withdrawals Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Appendix G. Subsistence Technical Appendix

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 8 0 0 0 8 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 88 79 79 13 21 nd 263 8 3 0.5

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Anvik data based on 5 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).
t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 61. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Anvik

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Moose 83 65 57 29 46 24 15,248 467 150 33.1
Chinook 100 79 79 33 33 972 10,438 330 114 23.2
salmon
Chum 58 42 42 13 21 1,254 6,241 198 68 12.6
salmon
Beaver 29 21 35 17 13 205 6,130 197 64 8.9
Coho 38 29 29 13 8 384 1,939 61 21 4.2
salmon
Broad 45 30 30 14 22 612 2,446 72 27 3.8
whitefish
Sheefish 49 35 44 9 25 301 2,014 62 21 29
Northern 46 46 46 17 4 251 752 24 9 2.2
pike
Mallard 46 38 38 13 8 133 260 8 3 0.8
Caribou 0 0 2 0 0 2 235 8 2 0.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Anvik data based on 5 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).
T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 62. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Bethel

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 97 86 85 70 92 nd 940,426 572 166 100.0
Salmon 90 53 52 39 61 390,022 390,022 237 69 41.5
Non-salmon 76 55 54 37 60 173,913 173,913 106 31 18.5
fish
Large land 76 38 25 33 65 123,340 231,852 133 39 26.1
mammals
Small land 14 12 10 5 5 3,639 4,795 3 1 0.6
mammals
Marine 45 5 4 12 44 20,411 20,411 12 4 2.2
mammals
Migratory 54 33 32 22 34 38,011 38,011 23 7 4.0
birds
Upland game 43 30 29 19 16 15,171 15,171 9 3 1.6
birds
Bird eggs 19 9 7 4 13 1,294 1,294 1 0 0.1
Marine 8 2 2 2 7 nd 817 1 0 0.1
invertebrates
Vegetation 84 77 77 33 40 nd 49,272 30 9 5.2

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Bethel data based on 2 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 63. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Bethel

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Moose 68 31 16 25 55 318 171,505 98 29 20.5
Chum 54 37 37 20 23 22,087 112,447 68 20 12.0
salmon
Coho 60 37 35 22 29 19,720 104,321 63 18 111
salmon
Sockeye 59 39 38 23 28 18,451 92,995 57 16 9.9
salmon
Chinook 61 40 37 20 33 7,846 74,145 45 13 7.9
salmon
Northern 28 22 21 10 10 12,804 57,619 35 10 6.1
pike
Caribou 55 21 15 19 43 410 53,303 30 9 5.2
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Unknown 44 33 33 19 15 5,282 31,695 19 6 34
smelt
Humpback 32 19 18 10 17 10,427 31,280 19 6 33
whitefish
Salmonberry 59 48 48 17 17 5,241 20,963 13 4 22

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Bethel data based on 2 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 64. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Chuathbaluk

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 100 100 93 60 87 nd 29,874 830 244 100.0
Salmon 48 74 59 15 27 8,560 50,235 1,667 386 65.1
Non-salmon 82 73 61 19 46 3,573 11,364 351 98 8.2
fish
Large land 52 42 21 20 43 1,015 5,501 166 44 16.8
mammals
Small land 8 20 6 2 4 267 669 22 5 3.3
mammals
Marine 23 23 0 0 23 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Migratory 43 43 23 7 27 181 197 5 2 0.7
birds
Upland game 37 37 33 10 3 142 112 3 1 0.4
birds
Bird eggs 3 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 0 0 0 0 0 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 87 87 83 37 40 nd 1,674 47 14 5.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Chuathbaluk data based on 6 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 65. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Chuathbaluk

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundsf HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Chinook 45 45 30 12 23 1,189 12,767 412 99 27.7
salmon

Sockeye 42 42 30 13 20 2,289 12,036 398 93 17.0
salmon

Moose 39 50 16 11 32 7 4,215 129 34 13.0
Chum 33 33 28 8 13 4,327 21,674 735 165 12.8
salmon

Coho 38 38 25 10 22 755 3,758 122 29 7.6
salmon

Beaver 15 15 10 3 8 109 1,626 53 13 3.0
Sheefish 62 56 45 14 21 153 966 29 8 2.4
Smelt 27 27 7 7 20 288 648 18 5 2.2
Black bear 16 11 7 6 9 5 548 15 5 1.6
Caribou 30 16 10 6 26 6 704 21 6 1.6

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Chuathbaluk data based on 6 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 66. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Crooked Creek

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

All resources 97 97 94 76 73 nd 28,259 706 245 100.0
Salmon 91 91 76 36 42 3,098 19,698 492 171 69.7
Non-salmon 76 76 61 39 45 3,360 3,360 84 29 11.9
fish

Large land 83 67 29 27 70 746 4,802 106 33 10.4
mammals

Small land 20 20 15 7 8 198 195 5 2 2.8
mammals

Marine 6 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals

Migratory 21 21 18 12 12 103 112 3 1 0.4
birds

Upland 36 36 30 15 6 137 101 3 1 0.4
game birds

Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Marine 3 3 3 0 0 nd 24 1 0 0.1
invertebrates
Vegetation 97 97 94 55 36 nd 1,251 31 11 4.4

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Crooked Creek data based on 4 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).
T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 67. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Crooked Creek

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Chinook 82 82 61 30 30 841 7,958 199 69 28.2
salmon
Chum 70 70 55 18 21 1,115 5,694 142 49 20.1
salmon
Coho 70 70 55 21 24 668 3,782 95 33 134
salmon
Sheefish 61 61 52 36 18 408 2,451 61 21 8.7
Sockeye 67 67 55 24 21 470 2,255 56 20 8.0
salmon
Moose 79 63 20 22 67 7 3,820 83 26 6.9
Black bear 33 32 16 11 18 9 852 20 6 34
Beaver 52 52 33 21 27 48 727 18 6 2.6
Blackberry 64 64 58 27 6 120 480 12 4 1.7
Blueberry 67 67 64 30 6 95 374 9 3 13

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Crooked Creek data based on 4 study years.

* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).
T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents

(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 68. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Eek

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
All resources 100 92 92 81 95 nd 84,775 942 244 100.0
Salmon 92 61 55 58 44 24,831 24,831 276 71 29.3
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Non-salmon 89 80 77 52 39 17,326 32,553 392 306 249
fish
Large land 80 61 34 36 59 13,658 13,658 152 39 16.1
mammals
Small land 27 25 20 11 5 315 315 4 1 0.4
mammals
Marine 70 42 28 36 56 6,497 6,497 72 19 7.7
mammals
Migratory 86 69 66 39 23 9,304 9,304 103 27 11.0
birds
Upland game 63 53 52 31 11 1,470 1,470 16 4 1.7
birds
Bird eggs 67 48 39 25 25 530 530 6 2 0.6
Marine 2 2 2 2 0 nd 41 1 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 97 88 86 44 48 nd 7,052 78 20 8.3

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Eek data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 69. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Eek

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita

Pounds Pounds

Chinook 73 50 44 38 34 784 8,615 96 25 10.2
salmon

Moose 7 59 16 19 58 14 7,594 84 22 9.0
Chum 63 44 41 38 23 1,350 6,629 74 19 7.8
salmon

Northern 53 44 39 20 16 1,436 6,461 72 19 7.6
pike

Caribou 61 38 27 27 34 a7 6,064 67 17 7.2
Sockeye 70 48 44 42 27 1,201 6,005 67 17 7.1
salmon

Burbot 53 48 45 19 6 1,271 3,051 35 17 5.1
White- 75 63 59 33 16 990 4,198 47 12 5.0
fronted

geese

Cloudberry 89 81 81 28 17 918 3,673 41 11 4.3
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
Coho 63 41 38 38 23 778 3,671 40 10 4.2
salmon

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Eek data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 70. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Galena

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
All resources 96 43 87 65 86 nd 325,368 1,628 520 100.0
Salmon 87 24 41 29 56 40,862 213,220 1,050 332 58.0
Non-salmon 65 32 49 25 38 27,792 55,421 280 98 10.1
fish
Large land 93 65 49 31 60 124 62,490 321 108 27.6
mammals
Small land 49 14 37 14 23 1,604 6,580 33 11 2.1
mammals
Marine 10 0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Migratory 53 15 37 10 19 1,100 2,231 11 3 0.6
birds
Upland game 58 24 52 13 9 1,519 1,174 6 2 0.5
birds
Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 9 3 3 3 6 nd 69 0 0 0.1
invertebrates
Vegetation 82 39 80 23 19 nd 1,752 10 3 1.0

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Galena data based on 9 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 71. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Galena

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Chum 59 13 26 15 35 37,770 180,319 876 274 43.4
salmon
Moose 90 64 48 34 55 106 60,907 316 108 25.6
Chinook 71 21 31 20 46 2,373 29,060 150 49 11.3
salmon
Coho 13 11 11 8 1 1,092 5,775 37 14 5.4
salmon
Humpback 16 14 14 8 7 5,322 15,965 83 30 3.9
whitefish
Sheefish 36 17 25 13 13 1,008 6,308 33 12 18
Northern 24 23 21 10 4 419 1,884 12 4 1.8
pike
Beaver 34 8 15 9 20 223 5,578 28 9 17
Broad 14 11 11 8 5 4,962 18,428 94 34 1.4
whitefish
Sockeye 14 6 6 4 8 288 1,453 9 3 1.3
salmon

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. Galena data based on 9 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 72. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Grayling

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Tryto Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
All resources 100 98 99 68 90 nd 117,218 2,413 570 100.0
Salmon 100 71 84 41 54 8,889 51,093 1,047 248 45.7
Non-salmon 88 80 87 54 57 19,154 28,374 582 153 16.1
fish
Large land 99 71 54 50 78 47 27,006 548 138 28.4
mammals
Small land 19 14 24 11 7 405 2,701 55 13 5.2
mammals
Marine 10 0 0 5 10 0 0 0 0 0.0
mammals
Migratory 34 24 46 20 17 998 2,773 57 13 2.3
birds
Upland game 61 56 68 24 15 1,543 1,080 22 5 0.9
birds
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Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Bird eggs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
Marine 5 0 0 0 5 nd 0 0 0 0.0
invertebrates
Vegetation 93 90 95 46 37 nd 1,346 27 7 14

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd indicatea no data. Grayling data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 73. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Grayling

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds Pounds
Moose 98 68 51 50 75 39 24,704 500 128 28.0
Chum 59 39 37 29 27 6,765 33,307 695 162 24,5
salmon
Chinook 98 71 66 32 49 1,199 13,123 257 63 16.9
salmon
Whitefish nd nd 83 nd nd 5,212 15,637 333 77 8.6
Sheefish 73 60 70 31 43 874 5,958 123 31 5.3
Beaver 37 22 27 15 20 175 5,258 107 25 5.1
Broad 53 42 42 27 30 1,532 6,129 122 34 5.1
whitefish
Coho 24 17 17 7 7 864 4,338 89 21 3.7
salmon
Humpback 48 37 36 23 28 1,266 3,798 76 21 2.4
whitefish
Geese nd nd 68 nd nd 526 3,157 67 15 1.7

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Grayling data based on 5 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

T Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).
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Table 74. Average Subsistence Harvest Data by Resource Category, Holy Cross

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total Average Per Harvest
Harvest Poundst HH Capita
Pounds  Pounds
All resources 0 0 87 0 0 nd 173,969 2,096 634 100.0
Salmon 0 0 64 0 0 3,811 33,269 401 121 19.1
Non-salmon 29 14 48 11 19 5,335 13,764 175 55 12.8
fish
Large land 62 40 59 23 33 68 40,949 548 162 50.8
mammals
Small land 9 9 32 3 1 1,158 6,275 76 23 10.8
mammals
Marine nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
mammals
Migratory 0 0 62 0 0 1,849 6,923 83 25 4.0
birds
Upland 0 0 56 0 0 1,290 903 11 3 0.5
game birds
Bird eggs nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
Marine nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd nd
invertebrates
Vegetation 0 0 82 0 0 nd 3,475 42 13 2.0

Source: ADFG (2023).
Notes: HH = household. nd = no data. Holy Cross data based on 4 study years.
* Estimated numbers included only for resources measured in individual units (e.g., not for resources measured in gallons).

t Estimated pounds include only edible pounds and therefore do not include estimates for resources that are not typically eaten by community residents
(e.g., fur-bearers).

Table 75. Average Subsistence Harvest Data, Top 10 Species, Holy Cross

Resource Percentage of Households Estimated Harvest Percentage
of Total
Use Try to Harvest Give Receive Numbers* Total A