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This study documented areas used for hunting, fishing, and 
gathering wild rescxllces by a sample of 46 households inNome, 
Alaska. The study purposes were: (1) to document the extent of 
areas used by None residents, and (2)to compare areas usedby 
membersofd.ifferentName~ties. 

Nome, with 3,876 residents in 1985, was the largest 
oommuni*innorthweest+skaandwastentimesaslaKgeasany 
conununiw which had existed in the local area before 1850. Nly 
25 percent of the 15,000 people in Northwest Alaska lived in 
Nome. Nome was a regional oenter for~government, transportation, 
ardretailtrade. Namewasapolyglatcammunitywitha59percent 
Eskimo majority (many of whom had moved to Nome from smaller 
communities in the region). Minorities (some ofwhomhadlived in 
Nome all their lives) included whites, blacks, asians, and 
hispanics. Previous studies have shown that nearly allhouse- 
holds inNomeharvestedatleastsomewildrescxlrces. 

Thisstudyf~thatNomekharvestareasweretwotothree 
timesaslargeashawest areas forothersmallercommunities in 
theregia Roads facilitatedharvestirg, especiallyofmooseand 
plank Thesampledhauseholdsharvestedthroqh&thesouthern 
Seward Peninsula from Wales to cape Darby, throughout Norton 
Sound, and in the Bering Strait. A majority of the households 
With~orspcrusesborninother~~w~Alaskacommunities 
alsor&urnedtothosecommunitiestoharvestwildresaurces. 

Previous studies have shown that some Alaska Natives in 
Nome allied with subcommunities consisting of people who 
identified with a common community of birth. Families within 
subcommunitieshunted,fished,ardga~tqether,sharedfood 
and equipment, and campedtogether. Wales andKing Island sub- 
communities both maintained substantial camps for resource 
harvestingoutsideNome, andthesecampsexhibitedsomefeatures 
of traditional titpolity, including territoriality. 

Thi.sstudyattemptedtocomparetheharvestareasofmem- 
bers of the original Nome Native subcommunitywithharvestaraas 
of members of other subcommunities. To identify theNome sub- 
community, researchers interviewed all elder Native individuals 
thought to be oflocalancestry. But only a few elders reported 
any-occupancy either maternally or paternally, and none 
identified with each other. A subcommunity of Native people 
desaMed framtraditianalNativecammunitiesbetWeeenCapeNome 
and Sledge Island, with a self-identity, apparently did not 
exist. Thus, no oolnparison was‘madeo 

This findinghelpedexplainhow Wales familieswhomovedto 
Nome in the1940s could so completely occupy Fort Davis onthe 
Nome River. The discovery of gold near Nome doomed local 
societies, whose members died, joined other Native societies, or 
were absorbed intoEuro-Americanculture. NativesmovingtoNome 
half a century later reoccupied the local territory and 
established new subccmutitiesal~traditionallines. 
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misrepozuocm~hurrting,fishing,andga~~areasused 

by 46 selected households in Nome, Alaska. Nome, with a 

population of 3,876 people in 1985, was the largest community in 

northwestAl,ad~~ Ihisstudywasdesignedespeciallytoexami.ne 

laIdaId esourceuse inamoderatelysized~unitylike Nome, 

which serves as a regional center for a number of smaller 

vi.llageswithmixedsubsU economies. 

mGIoN?&cEzvlms INNoKmwEmALAsxA 

Inthemid-~century,peopleinnofiwestAlaskawere 

scattemd widely in summer camps with a few dozenpeopleand in 

wintervillages with a fewhundredresidents. Between1879 and 

1918, local mations declined precipimly as the result of 

disease, social dislocation, and competition with commercial 

whaling ships for vital resaurceslikewhaleandwalrus.Althcugh 

the population of northwest Alaska has been increasing since 

then, in 1980 it was hardly larger than historically. It is 

estimated that 10,050 people lived in20 societiesbetweenthe 

Fish and Colville rivers in 1850 (Bwzh 1975:l2). The 1980 cansus 

counted 12,248 people in the same area; by 1984 the population 

had grown to 15,211 (Alaska Department of Labor 1985). 
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changed since aboriginal times. In 1984, 44 peroent of the people 

innorthwestAlaskalivedin27smdllwinter~~ti~withan 

average population of 250. The remaining 56 peroent lived in one 

of~ythree~~ti~:Name,Kotzelxle,andBarrow.~~wasa 

center of transpotition, service, goTnxnm&,dretailtrade 
0 for surrandvrg small~tiesintheirregions. 

In 1980, these three regional centers had an average 

population of 2,207 and were growing. By 1984, the average 

regional center population was 2,824. With relatively greater 

cashincameai-rportunitiesgenerated~mgcrvenrment,mining,oil, 

or commeroial fishing activities regiti cmters attracted in- 

migrants from the surrounding villages. High wages also 

attracted a transient population of professionals and laborers 

fromlilX&UlAlaska~atherstates. 

The economies of regional centers, like those of the 

villages, are amixofcashand subsistenceactivities (Ellanna 

1982, Wolfe et al 1983). Ineachregionalcenter,manypeople 

relyoahcnrting,fishirrg,andgatherinrgtopravidebasicfoodand 

materials.Hunting,fishing,andgatheringwere-onland 

and waters inthe regiion, althoughtheextentoflandusebyNW 

Alaska regional center residents has only been documented for 

Barrow (Pedesn 1979). 

Althoughanumberofsubsistencestudieshadbeen~ 

inNome, only two attemptedtomapharvestareas (Thomas 1981, 

Magdanz and Olanna 1984b) and then only for single species. 

(Thesestudieslooatedparticularareas forkiqcrabarylsalman 
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harvest activities.) Magdanz and Olanna (1984) also famd that 

thepeopleusirrgthe~~ipalfishcamp~theNameRiverwere 

almost all originally from Wales or Wales' allied 

mnmunities(srishmaref,BrevigMission).Thatimmediatelyraised 

questionsaboutwhetherotherlaMsusedbyNomeresidentswas 

patternedbythecul~ ~ofpzM&ularusergralpsin 

Nane, such as natal village 

misstudyextedsele inquirybegunmtheNameRiverto 

include species other than salmon, areas other than the Nome 

River watershed, and people other than theNomeRiver fishers. 

Central questions include the following: What areas do Nome 

residents use forhunting, fishingandgathering? What factors 

influence their harvest patterns ? Did other groups of Nome 

residentshavedixreteuseareasl~thoseontheNomeRiver? 

Ifso,whowerethey?Whatareasdidtheyuse? 

There were two different purposes forthisproject. The first 

wastodocxmnt#eextent(outer bouxxkries) of subsistence use 

areas of Nome residents. The second was to describe and 

understand land usepatternsbyresidents ofregionalcenters, 

examining oertain -3mtical propositions: 

A. . Discrete areas are used forhuntingand fishingby 
~subgxqsofpeopleintheregionalcenter. 

B. Residents' use areas are influenced by the 
communi~ofbirthorancestq (%&al mty+)). 

C. To a certain extent, residents of regional'centers 
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return seasonally to use areas near their natal 
communitytoharvest particular -, inapattern 
oftown-villageexchaxqesof~leandproduck 

The first objective oftheproject wastoproduce a set of maps 

showing the extent of land use by Nome residents. These have 

been drafted at 1:250,000 scale ard will be available in limited 

editions at the ADF&G regional offices in Nome, Fairbanks, 

Kotzebue, Andxmge, and Jlmeau The 1:250,000 scale maps appear 

inreducedscaleasfiguresinthisreport, 

The second objective was this narrative, describing some 

patternsoffishandwildlifeusein aregionalcenter. Nmemus 

northern studies have demonstrated that traditional and 

contemporary hunting and gathering societies had discrete 

terrritories, which communi tymembersrecognizedan3used.I.n 

mrthwest Alaska, Ray (1964, 1967) and Burch (1975, 1980) have 

identified traditional Inupiat societies ard their territories. 

Thesesocieties andterritoriesstillarereflectedinlanduse 

patterns. Inupiatreindeerherders usually grazetheirherds 

within their society's traditional bcur&ries (Stern 1980). The 

land selected by Native corporations under the Alaska Native 

Claims Settlement Act often reflected traditional territories. 

Recent mapping by the Division of Subsistence reveals 

contemporary subsistence landareasfall withintraditional 

territories (Thomas 1982, Magdanz and Olanna 1986). A Canadian 

study documented land-use patterns for seven communities in 

northeast British Columbia (Brody 1981). Brody found that 

community use areas tended to abut one another, but not to 

overlap. There was a high degree of correspondence between 



residency and land-use areas. That is, people in a settlement 

used the same areas. In Alaska, Division of Subsistence mappirrg 

hasshownconsiderableoverlappirglarduseareas. Nmofthese 

studies have, however, examined moderately sized, culturally 

mixedco mmunities like Nome. 

Nome was an especially good location for further study of 

the territoriality question. At least two subcommunitieshave 

been documented in Nome: King Island by Ellanna (1983) and Wales 

by Magdanz ard Olama (1984b). A relationship between the Wales 

subcommunityandsal.monuseareas hasbeendemonstra~ !Ihi.s 

study was designed to discover if other land use patterns 

reflected existig subcommunities in Nome. 

The basic reseamh design called for the collection ofland-use 

anddemographicinfonnatianframbathastratified~sample 

and a selected sample of Nome residents. Land-use information 

was collectedonclear film overlays of USGS maps at1:250,000. 

Demqphic information was compiled from existing SaJrces and 

framasurvey~toeachhckase(~1). 

In October, 1984, there were appmximately 1,085 occupied houses 

inNome. The design called for two different samples ofNome*s 
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population, together totalling 10 percent of the total 

population, or slightly more than 100 households. The first 

sample was comprised of key respondents who were orhadbeen 

active hunters, fishers, or gatherers whilel.ivinginNama This 

samplewaschosentoprwvideinformationaboutthemaximumextent 

of use areas. The key respondent sample included28 households 

(60.9 percent of the total sample).. The second sample was 

comprised of households selected randomly from four selected 

subcommunities inNome. This sample was chosentoexaminethe 

hypotheses about the territoriaity of resource use areas. The 

fllbcamm\mitysampleincludedl8 households (39.1 percent of the 

sample). For reasons detailedbelow, it was much smaller than 

pla.lYMd. 

By design, this study selected active resource users. As a 

consequence the Native component in the sample was slightly 

larger (65.2 percent) than in the general Nome population (59.5 

percent in 1980). Average residency was slightly longer (27.0 

years) for the mapping sample compared with Ellanna's random 

samaple in 1982 (20.0 years). 

The key respondent sample was identified through 

consultati~withleadersof particularlocalgroups--King 

Island Community, Nome Eskimo Community, Kawerak Elders 

Committee,ardtheNortonSaundFishandGame~isoryCommittee. 

Key respondents also were identified from a list of active 

huntersandfisherscompiledduringal982study~bythe 

Division of Subsistence (see Wolfe and Ellanna 1983). 

To select the W* sample, B compiled a 
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list of Nome residents by natal community, based on a census 

developed by Ellanna (1983). Ellanna identified the natal 

community of household heads on a utility's master list of 

residential customers. This master list was sorted by natal 

community, and random samples selected from four groups -- 

hoW&oldswhoMheads'c#head#paZBlWMl2l -ties were 

GambellOr savoaqa ("Sk LawreIxze Island Wmmmlmity"), IncJalik 

("Diomede Subcommunity'), King Island ("King Island 

Subcommuniwv), or Naue ("Sitnsauak Subcommunity"). This sample 

was the 'subwmm unity sample." 

~hadproblemswiththesuboommunity sampla The 

King Island subcommunity decided not to participate in the 

ma&pig study,. The Diomede subcommuni~wasmuchsmallerthan 

- -, VY, this subcommunitywasdrapped. me 

Sitnasuak subcommunity, which was expected tobethelargest 

subcommunity in Nome, was so small thatitwas notadequateto 

test the hypotheses. It, too, was dropped from the study. This 

latterfindingwasasinterestingasthe~themselves, - 

and is detailed in Chapter 4. Because of these problems, the 

sampletotalled only 46 households, half as many as planned. 

Table1lists~~talcammunitiesofthekey~in~~ 

household surveyed, for both the key respondent and the 

subcommunitysamples. Theonlysubcomlmmi~ sample large en'xgh 

for examination of the territoriality hypotheses was the St. 

~awrence~slardsubwmmunity.~~tsincetherewerenoothervalid 

~tysamples,therewasxthi.qwithwhichtocompareiL 
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NUMBER OF PERCENT OF 
?33usEmm TOTALISAMPLE 

wILDREmmcEsusED 

FBshwaterFish 
MarineFish 
Shellfish 

seals 

small- 

Plants 

Waterfowl 

wales 
WhiteMolmtah 
OutsideAlaska 

SitGsuak 
St. Iawmnce Island 

46 100.0 % 
42 91.3 % 
36 78.3 % 
37 80.4 % 
31 67.4 % 
37 80.4 % 
43 93.5 % 
32 69.6 % 
6 13.0 % 

43 93.5 % 
26 56.5 % 
30 65.2 % 

1 2.2 % 
1 2.2 
1 2.2 
1 2.2 
1 2.2 
8 17.4 
1 2.2 
3 6.5 
3 6.5 
1 2.2 
7 15.2 

28 60.9 % 

3 6.5 % 
2 4.3 
0 0.0 

13 28.3 

18 

46 

39.1 % 

100.0 % 

NoTE:Bydesign,thehy~ andthesubcommunitymembers 
selected forthis studyweremoreactiveresouce -thanthe 
residents of Name as a whole. See Wolfe ard Ellanna (1982) for 
.dati on resowm use by a random sample of Nome residents. 

8 



Variables 

Informationaboutareasusedforhuntiq,fishiq,andgatherixq 

was cjdhaed for twelve different rescmce categories (Appendix 

1). Informants were asked to draw on a USGS topographic map 

(scale 1:250,000) areas where members of the household have 

hunted-fished,orga~- in~ChcategoryS~~ 

began living in Nome. Both the maps and the survey were 

adminisWxdonthehcuseholdlevel,ratherthantheinAividual 

level. Areas mapped were areas used by any member of the 

hous&old, not simply by the respcolderrt. 

QmpositemapsweredrawntoshowtkLeextentoflanduseinei~ 

resource categories, using standard Division of Subsistence 

proced~~ (Wolfe 1984). The outer bouMariesofthcsecompcsites 

appearinthefiguresinthis3zpork 

Survey and mapdataweredigitallycodedanlexaminedwith 

the Statistical Packagefor the Social Sciences. To code the 

mapped information, researchers divided the base map into 

geographically based areas (See Fig. 1 and Table 2). On land, 

the areas followed major watersheds, such as the Nome River, the 

snake River and the sinuk River. Themajorroadcorridors east, 

west,and~~ofNomeweremadeinto~areas(shadedin 

Fig. 1). T!heoceanwasapportionedinto-etingthe 

size of the watershed areas. 
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Each household% land use map was placed, - at a time, on 

thecodedbasemap Eacllresaurcecategorywasexamined, tosee 

which areas on thebase mapwerecovered. For instance, when 

the household% salmon fishing area i.ncl~theNomeRiver arxI 

the Snake River, thencodes forthesetwo areas were recorded. 

The process was repeated for each resource category on each 

household map, until there was a digitally coded record of 

zsmrce use for eachhousehold. Reemaemusedulestatisti~ 

Package for the Social Sciences to tabulate the use of each 

geographicareabyspeciesandothervariables. 
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TAELE2.AREAcoDlEsuSEDlNaPIKJDzANAxxsIS 

040 
111 

113 
114 

116 
117 
118 
119 
211 
212 
213 
214 

NcMETowNsITE 215SoLCWzNFuvER~ 
SNAKERNER- 216 NIUKLDKRIVERWATEEBD 
Ncx4ERIwR- 217 UMERFISHFUVER 
sAIxm?IAKE 218 UPPEEtFISHRIVER~ 

WATEMED 219 NORIW BAY WATEmHm 
FZm 611 PENNY & CFXEPLE RIVERS 
MIDDLEKuz~RIvER 612 SINUKRIVER~ 
IQuGARQKRIvER~ 613 FERIIERRIVERWATERSHED 
uPPEEtIaJzITRINRIvER 614 D'lURUKBAsIN&AGIAPUK 
NESEWARD- 615QiEzLTERTELURo3AsT 
QQENaa 616 BEGVIGMISSICBTCXUST 
sAFErYsouND 617AMERICAN&AGIAWKRIVEE?S 
FTAMBEmf-RIVERS 618 wAms COAST 
KxQiNzAPIvER- 619 NW SEWRD PENIXUU 

132 GL!taxRcREEKw3AD 235 COUNCIL EMAD 30-55 M. 
133 WUGARDK ROAD O-30 M. 236 aNNaL ROAD 550END 
134 -K RWD 30-45 M. 131 TELLEB RQAD 5-10 M. 
135 RXXAFDK IMAD 45-60 M. 631 !ELLEZ KIAD lo-20 M. 
136 RXGAROK ROAD 60-70 M. 632 TEUEEt RCXD 20-25 M. 
137 ICUGAR0K FUXD 70-END 633 TELLER ROAD 25-50 M. 
231 COUNCIL ROAD lo-15 M. 635 TELILER RQAD 50-m. 
232 CCXJNCIL ROAD 15-30 M. 

MARINEWATERS 

323 NoFzIcNsouNDEAsT 523 NoRroNsouND~ - 
324 NcRmNsaJNDEAsT 524 NoKccNsouNDwEsT 
325 NoKmNsalNDEAsT 525 ImIm?NsaJNDwEsT 
326 NoKmNsalNDEAsT 526 NoKmNsouNDwEsT 
327 NoRrmsouNDEAsT 527 NoKIwsouNDwEsT 
328 NORICNSOUNDFAST 626 BERING - 
420 NoRIwsouND~ 627 BERINGSTRAIT 
422 NoRImsouNDsaJTH 628 BERING STRAIT 
522 N(xIwsouND~ 629 BERING STRAIT 

LANDAREAS 

NOTE: This table is a key to Figure 1. Areas were numbered, 
beginningwiththe Nometownsite, in clockwise order fromthe 
north. Each code consists of three digits. The first place 
indicates the direction from Nome (e.g. l=North). The second 
place indicates area type (e.g. 2=marh waters). The third place 
indicates~tedi&ancef~Nome(e.g. 4=40miles). These 
areasandcodes willbeusedintables =u=+-t~w* 
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-2 

THEsEmING 

In 1985, Nome was an ethnically diverse community of 3,876 

residents, with an economy supported by government, local 
I renewable resowxe hameshq 1 mini.rg,andcommercialfishiq. 

As a transportation, trade, and service center, Nome linked 

approximately 20 smaller communities in the Norton Sound and 

Bering Strait region with urban Alaska and other states. This 

chapterbrieflydescribesNome% envment, history, population 

and economy. Readers seeking more information are directed to 

other excellent sources available (e.g. Ray 1975, Ender et al 

1980, Cole1984). 

Nome lies on sou&ernsho~oftheSewardPe&nsulaaboutfour 

miles west of the mouth of theNomeRiver, facingNortonSound 

(Fig 2). Norton Soundusually freezes in December and thaws in 

May, though the offshore ice is- fast Major migrations of 

pacific walrus and bearded seal pass byNome eachspringduring 

bm SmallersedLspeciestypicallyare -duringapen 

water,andbelukhaandgreywhalesoccasionallyare present.R&i 

ardblueking crab are foundnearNome, Cape Douglas, Lost River, 

St. Lawrence Island andtheDiomede Islands. 

The southern Seward Peninsula is a mostly treeless, 

subarctic landscape, with cool, short summers and long, cold 
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winters. The area used by respondents in this study is roughly 

boundedbytheKuzitrinRiverwatershednorthwestofNome, and 

the Fish River watershed northeast of Nome. The Kuzitrin 

wabmhedisseparated fromNomebytheKiglaui.kMountians. Both 

the Kuzitrin and the Fish rivers support substantial runs of 

pacific salmon (five species) and dolly vaxden, and has resident 

populations of whitefish, northernpike, grayling, andburbot, 

TheFishRiverwatexshedisnotable foritsspruceforests, which 

are sparse but provide firewood and building materials to 

communities on the eastern peninsula. Smaller rivers alorrg the 

coast usually support chum, pink and coho salmon, as well as 

whitefish, dollyva?An, andgrayliq 

When Europeans first arrived in the area caribou were 

abunda&,butbyl9OOcaribounoloqerinhabitedthepeninsula. 

They were replaced ecologically by privately owned reindeer, 

which were stillpresentin1985. Inthe1950s, moosemigrated 

into the region from the interior and by 1985 were common 

throughout the -peninsula. Brown bear are common and used 

occasionally for food in some communities.Smalleranimals -- 

hares, ptarmigan, arctic fox, red fox, lynx, wolverine-areall 

focndinareasa ccessible from Noma 

Cape Douglas, Wooley L&goon, Safety Sound and Golovnin 

Lagoor~attracttensofthcrusands ofmigra~watxfowlinspriq 

and fall. -numbers ofwaterfowlcanbefandthraaghcrutthe 

areaduringopen water season.Seabirds nestoncliffs at Bluff 

and Sledge Island. 

Unique in northwest Alaska, Nome has three state-maintained 
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roads leading miles into the country: one to Teller, one to 

Taylorinthe Kougarokminingdistrict, and one to Council. The 

roads, howeve, connectwithnoothersandterminatewithinthe 

region. 

NOME’SHISTORYANDECONtXY 

Inupiat Eskimo occupancy of the area began at least 4,000 ago 

(Bockstoce 1979:88). Prior to a gold rush in 1899, the Nome 

townsitehadbeen ~1yinhabitedbyInupiatardwasknown 

as Sitnasuak (Ray 1964:73). Twenty inhabitants were recorded in 

the 1880 census (Petroff 1884:ll). A w site at the mouth of 

uleNomeRiver,Uinakhtaguik,was i.nhabitedbylOpersons in1880 

(ibid.). These sites were primarily used for fishing and 

crabbing. They were not especially good for marine mammal 

hunting, as sea ice conditions generally were unfavorable 

(Wolfe and Ellanna 1983:91). 

?he~~ipdl~iatsettlementsintheareawereQipall~ 

(or Asaacaryaq) I 15 miles east at Cape Nome with 60 inhabitants 

in 1880, and Ayaaq, 15 miles west on Sledge Island with 50 

inhabitants in1880 (Koutsky1981:26,27). Smaller settlements, 

li.kethoseattheNomeandSnakerivers, ocwrredal~thecoast 

atpxuductivelccati- Allthesecommunities, includingthose 

at Nome's site, unnprised either one society occupy- the coast 

from Cape Douglas to Rocky Point (Burch 1980) or two related 

societies bounded at Cape Nome (Ray 1964, 1967). The societies 

16 



were largelyirdependentofEurapeanssociallyandeconomically 

until about 1900, when the gold rush both disrupted land use 

patternsardinbodmddiseases. Nomewas fouWedonCctober18, 

1898,asaminingdistrictantheS~RiverinNorthwestAlaska 

(Collier et al1908:18). In September ofthatyear, prospectors 
. f'romCoKlXilhadlocatedWb&aMUl quanitites of gold onAnvil 

Creek, atributaryofthesnake (ibid:16). In1899, nearly 3,000 

miners already in the North hurried to Nome. And in 1900, as 

evidence of the rich gold deposits reached outside Alaska, more 

than 20,000 more people arrived ti the states. The mauth of the 

Snake River became a booming settlement. Residents voted to 

incoqzorate the City of Nome in April 1901 (Cole 1984:lOl). Nome 

hasbeeninhabitedco&nwuslyev~since. 

The Inupiat societies in theNome area athistoriccontact 

were severely impacted by the gold rush and ceased to exist as 

societies by the early twentieth century. In 1918, the Eskimo 

population in the Nome region was estimated to be 250, and of 

thoee, 200 died in an influenza epidemic (Cole 1984:136). I&mnant 

survivors -- mostly children -- were scattered and the 

communities- were abandoned. After 1918 Nome was the only 

sektlementonthecentral stxkhem~ardpeninsula. 

Fram its early days, Nome attracted &her Inupiat fmm the 

surrounding region. On the one hand, Nome's wealthy miners and 

traders were agoodmarket forNative crafts, especially ivory 

carvings. On the other, Nome was a good source of imported 

staples like tobacco, tea, coffee, flour and sugar. Labor was 

alwaysneededforlongshoring, miniq ardsenrices. SomeInupiat 
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- especially f&m King Island ard the Diomede Islards - made 

wagelaborpartoftheirseasoMl ruuld of ecan#mic activities. 

For the first few years of IzhetwentiethcenturyNomewas 

the largest city in Alaska (Cole 1984:101), but the richest 

placer deposits were worked out within a decade and its 

population fell. As goldminingdeclined, areindeerindustry 

developed.IheLomenfamilypnnMzdreiMeermeatasagcurmet 

food and sold 8.5 million pounds, most to markets, outside the 

region between 1917 and 1933 (Stern 1980:123). But like gold 

before it, the reindeer economycollapsedinthe1930sleaving 

behindaremnant domesticindustry. 

World War II temporarily bcusted thelocal economywhenNome 

becamearefuelingstapforthelend-leaseprogramtbatprwided 

UnitedStatesaixplanestotheSovietuhicnIntelligencereport~ 

ofapendhqsapanese. invasion of Alaska prumpted anairlift of 

2,300 troops to Name. Civilian job cpportunities athacted many 

Inupiat frrrm area communitiestoNome.Butthemilitarybcomwas 

temporary, too. Since World War II, only the Alaska National 

GuardhasmahhhedasmallpresexeinNom~ 

Gradually, government came to be the mainstay of the 

qional economy,providhqadministrative,educational,medical 

and social services to the Seward Peninsula and Norton Sound 

='2& In 1979, 53 percent of the jobs intheNome census area 

wereinfederal,stateorlocal governments. For example, state 

and local governments employed 1159 Nome residents in 1983, 

compared with only 303 in 1969 (City of Nome 1985:19). The 
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employees and the operations of government in turn sumorted 

private businesses, most of which were located in Nome. The 

Ber~StraitsRegionalStrategyteamestimated75pexentofthe 

region% employment depaMed on government, eithe directly or in 

services. 

NCME IN TEE 1980s 

Nome's character changed dramatically between its founding in 

1898 ti 1985. The rnw boom town evolved into a multi-cultural 

service and retail center. It was apolyglotcommunitywith an 

Eskimo majority (59 percent). The minorities included whites (39 

penxrt), blacks, asians and hispanics. Nome produced for export 

small quantities of gold, -, alYdseafood,butnotnearly 

enough to support the local population. It depended heavily on 

government lxvames generatedelsewhereinz4laskaandtheunited 

states, on tcurism, and on non- ial wildlife harvest* for 

local consumption. Like most other rural Alaskacommunities, 

Nameexhibitedextremesofhcusing, employment, andincome. Some 

people livedinexpensivehomes,wereemployed yearm,and 

werehighlypaid. Others livedinone-roomcabinqwexeemployed 

seaso~Uy or not at all, and were poorly paid 

Nome's economic trends continued to be unpredictable. 

Between July 1981 and July 1984, 215 new housing units were 

constructed, a 20 percent increase (City of Nome 1985:lO). 

Between July 1981 andJuly1983, state and local governments 

employed 435 more people, a 60 percent increase(ibid). But by 
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1986, tumblingworld oil prices and&rinkiqst&eoil~ 

caused severereductionsinstateandlocalgovernmentbudgets. 

Thehcusing market froze, layoffs mcunted, &the local economy 

waspoised forrecession. 

Housing, food, transportation, clothes, recreation, and 

medical~~~wereallmore~iveintheNomeareathanin 

most other parts ofAlaska.TheAlaskaGeographicDifferential 

study~~atedthecrverallcostoflivingtobe1.33timesthat 

of Anchorage in 1985 (Alaska Department of Administration 1985). 

Other studies have calculated even higher differentials: 1.63 

(City ofNome1985:26) and 1.65 (Alaska Department of Commerce 

and Economic Mqent 1979:82-83). It has been estimated that 

a family of four would require more than $43,000 annually to 

support a moderate standard of living on cash alone (Alaska 

Depadment of Cxnmerce and Economic Development 1979).. 

Average personal incomes in Nome were less than those of 

AnchoragetitherestofAlaska.Theaveragetaxableincomeper 

return reported for Nome in 1982 was $19,745, compared with 

$23,590 for An&Wage and $21,624 for Alaska as a whole. (Alaska 

DepartmentofRevenue 1985:50,47,l5) Figure 3 shows the rarqe of 

gross incomes reported per income tax return forNomein1982 

(see Fig. 3). 

Facedwith suchhighlivingcostsard lowmonetaryincomes 

mostf~iesinNome~l~~theirdi~withwildfoods. A 

survey of a random sample of Name houses conducted by the 

Division of Subsistence in 1982 found that 95 percent of the 
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households used one or more wild foods (Wolfe and Ellanna 

1983:lll). Approximately 65 percent reported u&q at least six 

different kinds of wild food (Wolfe and Ellanna 1983:105). The 

Alaska Geographic Differential Study found 93 percent of Nome 

area households used wild foods (Alaska Department of 

AdlUinistratim 1985:201). Nome area hcruseholdsrep&Gd~ 

more than $1,400 annually on subsistence equipment, supplies, and 

transportation (Alaska Department of Administration 1985:202). 

Feople used different ccmbinations of emplqment, hunting, 

fishing, and gathering to meet their needs. The most common 

practice was for family members tccontribute indifferent ways 

to ahousehold's economy. Onememberormorewouldbeemployed 

for wages. His or her income would be used to purchase 

equipment, which were used by householdmemberstohuntaxxifish. 

Different houses used different strategies, rarrging frpm heavy 

dependence on wages and salaries to heavy dependence on wild 

resources. Economic activities of households commonly varied 

seaso~Mly, sincemorejobswereavailableinthesummerthanin 

the winter. 
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CHAPTER3 

AREAsusEDFmFIsHtNG,HuNTING,ANDGAlMERING 

The Nome hunters, fishers,andgatherers irrterviewed durirrg this 

study harvested wild resources throughoutthe southernseward 

Peninsula, Norton Sound, and the Bering Strait. Nome walrus 

h~tra;veledtowithinsightof.the~Riverdeltatothe 

south and of Shishmaref to the north, a span of more than 200 

miles. Maps showing where people hunted, fished and gathered 

appear as figures in this chapter. The same information is 

available at 1:250,000 scale in the Arctic Region edition of the 

AlaskaHabitatMana~entGuide (AlaskaEepartmentofFishand 

Same) at department regional offices. 

The chapter is organizedby species, beginning with fish, 

followed by land mammais, marine mammals, waterfowl, and plants. 

When people drew maps theyoftenvolunteeredinformationthat 

could not be mapped, such as season of use, type of equipment 

used,aIxIuseofresaurces. Someofthesedataazeincludedin 

the narratives below. Nome residents also traveled to other 

Alaska communi tiestohunt,fi&,andga~-travelswere 

not mapped, buttheyaredescribed inthe finalsectionofthis 

-* 
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SalmonAreas 

Salmonwerethemostcommonofallwildresaurcesharvestedby 

Nome residents. All the 46 sampled households in this study 

reported harvesting salmon. Salmon harvesting areas appear in 

Figure 4. The Nome River watershed was most heavily used (23 

households), followed by the Sinuk River (18), Norton Soukl near 

Nome (17), the Penny and the Cripple rivers (16). Safety Sound 

andthetwo main rivers drainingintoit, the Eldorado and the 

Flambeau, were used by 10 households (Table 3). Mostsalmonwere 

takenintheseriverswithnets,exceptthattheSinukwasmore 

heavily used for rod and reel fishiq than for net fishing, 

Fourtaenofthehouseholdspecificallymentionedusingcamps 

~~salmanfishirrg.~a~facilitatedsdlmanfishingfor 

certain households. Nine hoWeholdsreporkduseoftheIWgzcok 

Rcad,llofthaCcuncilRrxd,and7oftheTeller~ 

Five households fished the upper Fish River watershed, a 

surprisingly large number because this area was more than 100 

miles fromNome, first by road andthenbyboat. Twohouseholds 

traveled equally far in the opposite direction to the Agiapuk 

River. Inmost cases, amemberofthe householdhadbeenbornin 

eitheraFishRiveroraPortClare.nce COllUULm.i~. 
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TABLE 3: -OF-D RERXENGUSEOFARFASFOR 
~lTSHANDSHEUFTS(H6) 

sHEILL-- 
FISH FISH FISH 

GLAcIERcFmK~ 
- ROAD O-30 M. 
IUXGARX ROAD 30-45 M. 
EXEAROK IUXD 45-60 M. 
IUXGAROK RDAD 60-70 M. 
ItrmmoxIMAD7o-END 
cDXNCILIMAD10-l.5M. 
CaJNcIL ROAD 15-30 M. 
CouNclL RQAD 30-55 M. 
a3uNcIL mm 55-END 
TELLER m 5-10 M. 

RlAD lo-20 M. 
ROAD 20-25 M. 
ROAD 25-50 M. 
FwkD50-END 

SWND EAST 323 
SCXND EAST 324 
SOUND EAST 325 
SOUND SOWIH 420 
SOUND SOUTH 422 
SU3ND WEST 522 
SOUND WEST 523 
SOUND WES!I' 524 
SOUND WEST 526 
STRAIT 627 
- 629 

Tbtalcases 

1 17 

4 

6 

10 

126 
8 
4 
3 

1 10 
1 

2 
36 30 
2 

: 
i 

2 
4 

2 
1 

37 36 42 
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ShellfishAreas 

The shellfishcategory includedcrabs, clams andmussels.Most 

of the shellfish harvested were red king crab. Shellfish 

harvest areas were relatively small andconcentratedcompared 

with other B areas (see Fig. 4). Harvesting was exported 

by 36 households in Norton Sound from near the beach to 

approximately 5milesseaward,andfromCTapeNameintheeastto 

approximatelythe~i~leRivermauthinthewest(inarea420of 

Figure 1). No other area wasusedbymore thanthreehouseholds 

andmostwereusedbyonlyone(Table3). 

Norton Sound immediately scnrth of Nome (area 420) was prime 

kingcrabwinterhabitat. Kingcrabusuallywereharvestedwith 

handlines or pots set through the sea ice withintwo miles of 
8 shore. Most hanmtmg oc!c~~AbetweenJarruaryandMay,although 

three households reported harvesting crab in the summer. Two 

households reported harvesting or obtaining crab from Little 

DiomedeIslard:oneobGnedcrabthroughshari.ng&trade,one 

actually crabbed at Diomede. The king crab fishery has been 

extensivelydocumentedbythe Division of Subsistence (Thomas 

1981, Magdanz 1982, 1983, Magdanz and Olanna 1984, 1985). 

clamingareaswerenzportedbyfour households.SafetySound 

ard its tributary rivers (Eldorado, Flambeau, and Bonanaza) were 

mcstoftenmention&byclammers.Onerespor&ntsaidtherewere 

manyclamsjustinsideandtothewestofthe enhance to Safety 

Sound, but the tide was never rightforclamharve He said 

there were clams inthe middleofthe BonanzaRiver, buthehad 
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not been able to figure out how to harvest them. Ocean storms 

sometimes deposited clams on the beaches. Two respondents 

reported clams and mussels on the beach at Wooley Lagoon. One 

gathe.redclamsalongthewesternspitbetweenGrantleyHarborand 

Port clarenca 

For this study, marine fish were defined as all the fish 

harvested in salt water except salmon. This included two 

anadromous species: dolly varden (l%routll) and cisco 

(lfwhitefishll). Thirty six households rqorted u&q marine fish 

areas. The most commonly caught marine fish were saffron cod 

(%omcod*'), arctic cod ('blue codVf), and sculpin. Dolly varden 

were mentioned by three households (most dolly varden were 

harvestedinfreshwater, seebelow). Herringwerementionedby 

onehousehold. Most hous&oldsrqortedfishinginNortonSound 

between Solomon River inthe easta&CrippleRiver inthe west 

(Fig. 5). One houshold fished as far east as Bluff; several 

hrruseholdsrangedasfarwestass~River~sl~Isl~ 

Thirty households harvested marine fish in the winter 

through the sea ice south of Nome (Table 3). Twenty-three 

specifically mentionedtomcod; sculpin andblue cod were also 

available here. Safety Sound was used by 17 households, 

principally fortomcod.Theseharvestsusuallyoccurredinthe 

fall just before freeze-up when nets were used, or just after 

freeze-up when jigging lines wereused.TheBonanzaRivernear 
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theSolomanbridgewasusedby fourhous&olds. 

Freshwaterfishweredefinedasallfishharvested infreshwater 

except salmon. Thus the use of anadromous species appeared in 

these areas as well as the marine fish area. Forty two 

householdsreportedusingfreshwaterfishareas. 

Hamesbq effort for freshwater fish was widely dispersed 

across the peninsula, aided by the roads (Fig. 5). The Council 

Road alorq the SolomonRiver sawthemosteffort: 23 households 

reported using this area (Table 3). The KougarokRoad near the 

19 and 20 hauseholdsrespectively. TheTellerRoadwasusedbylO 

households whi& fished intheS*River. Allmajorriverssaw 

heavy use: Sinuk, Nome, Flambeau, Eldorado, Snake, X'uzitrin, 

Niukluk, Penny and Cripple. 

Respondents in the study volunteered extensive specific 

of fresh water fishing, notes from atypical interview appear 

belOW: 

At Sinuk and Cripple rivers he fishes for trout and 
grayling yearrcurB% Duringthesummer he fishes for 
trout and grayling at Penny River. At the Pilgrim 
River area he fishes for whitefish, trout, grayling, 
and northern pike in spring, summer and fall. At the 
headwatersatPilgrimSprirqhe fishesforwhitefish, 
grayling, andtYxJuL (-I-xw=k and Nztrin rivers he 
fishes for trout andgrayling. OntheEldoradoRiver 
he fishes during the summer and winter for trout and 
graylixq. CntheNomeandBonanzarivershefishesfor 
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trout and'grayling. On Solomon River he fishes for 
trout and grayling year round. On CasadepagaRiverhe 
fishesfortroutardgrayling. FramBigFourCreekto 
Niukluk and Fish River he fishes for trout and 
grayling. At Agiapuk River he fishes for trout and 
grayling during the summer and fall. On the Kuztrin 
Rivernear Davidson% Landinghe fishes for northern 
pikeoCnGraIY5Cen&al River,hefishesforgraylingU 

Not all of these locations wouldbevisitedbymembers of this 

hcxlseholdeveryyear. Butmostlocationsprobablyreceivedsome 

effort from Nome as a whole each year. Dolly varden was 

considered a delicacy by many Nome residents, and fishers 

ranged widelytoobtainit. 

xANDM?imms 

Moose arrived on the Seward Peninsula 30 to 40 years ago, and 

were integrated guickly into the seasonal round of hunting 

activities by Nome residents. Moose have been the only large 

terre&rialmammallocallyavailabletomoose -&lCethe 

caribou herds disappeared from the peninsula inthe m 

century. Forty three households reported using moose hunting 

areas.Cnlysalmonattra&ed more effort. 

In no other harvesting activity did roads and rivers play 

such a prominent role as with moose hunting. Although moose 

hunters ranged from the upper Fish River in the east to the 

American River in the west (Fig. 6), hunting was concentrated 

along the KougarokRoad, theTellerRoad, andthe Council Road. 
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From19to33hGlsesreportedus~theroadsystemforhunting 

moose (Table 4). Only the Kuzitrin River, which usually was 

reachedflromthe~~,receivedasmuchhuntitqpressure 

(19 hrxlseholds). The NiuklukRiver, reachedvia the Council Road, 

washuntedby13 households. 

Theshortmocee~regulatoryseason inareasnearName 

prwmoted~useofroadsforhuntitqI.nwa~ nearNome- 

the Nome, Snake, Penny, Cripple, and Sinuk rivers -- moose 

hunting was open for only 15 days in early September. Once the 

short GMU 22C seasonclosed, huntershadtotravelmorethan 50 

miles inland, where the moose season remained open through 

December or January. Roads were the most convenient access 

routes. From October to December, thin ice and open water 

restrictedt;ravelonri~by snowmachines.Minimalsnowcover 

alsocommonlyrestrictedaverlandtravelunder thesecordition% 

Wheeledvehicles were most suited foraccessingmoosehunting 

areas.Asmoosehadnot enteredtheSeW& Pednsulauntilafter 

the road systemhadbeenbuilt, nopriortransportationmethod 

haseverbeenestablishedfor mcosehunt~Pickup~are 

the most efficient vehicle for transporting mm Few hunters 

&oosetopackamoosealongdistanceifmoosecanbeWnear 

a road. So during moose seasonhunters inpickuptrucks cruise 

theroads,glassingtheriverbottoms and hillsides for moose. 

Some hunters used snowmachines when ConditioIls permitted, 

principally in the Niukluk and Fish River watersheds where 

hunti.xqwasopenthroughJanaury3l.Some hunteE3usedairplanes, 
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TABLE 4: NUMBEROFHWSEEDLLE RERXDNGusEOFAREAsFoR 
HARWWDGLANDM&ME%LS(N=46) 

GLACIER-IMAD 
IOJUGAIEDK RO?AD O-30 M. 
NXJGAEUK FKIAD 30-45 M. 
NXJGAK)KRQAD45=60M. 
- ROAD 60-70 M. 
~KFtQAD70-END 
COUNCIL ROAD lo-15 M. 
CDUNCIL KM IS-30 M. 
CclcMcIL RCA0 30-55 M. 
OOUNCIL RQAD 55-m 
TELLER XNiD 5-10 M. 
TELLEB RMD lo-20 M. 
TElLUR ROAD 20-25 M. 
!I!FUEX ROAD 25-50 M. 
TEZLIER ROAD 50-END 

NORION SOUND WEST 522 
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l~atremotestripsorgravelbarsandhikingaverland.Ihe 

AgiapukandArtlericanriverswerehuntedwithaircraft. 

Trhirty two households xqortedusirq areas for harvesting small 

mammals. Smallmammalsincludedhares,rabbits,ptarmigan,red 

andarcticfox,andaxticgrcrundsquirr&Otter,muskrat,mink, 

wolverine,anAwolfwerealsohunted,butweremuchlesscommonly 

harvested Whereasmoosehuntersclearlyusedroadsa~~Arivers, 

thesmallmammal hunterstraveled amss w The ream lay 

in the season: small mammals are taken in winter, when snow 

coditions allowed foroverlardtravel. Hunters on snowmachines 

commonlyrarqedframwater&edtowatershed huntingfsor, hares, 

rabbits anAptarmiganwith&fles. 

Watersheds close to Nome -- the Snake, Nome, 

Eldorado, Sinuk, &my, Cripple ard Eonanaza -were 

to 18 households (Table 4). 

households: the Teller Road 

declined with the distance 

The Kougarok Road was used by 17 

by 11. Hunting pressure gradually 

from Nome. Small mammal hunters 

Flambeau, 

used by 11 

-f=d furtherintotheinteriorofthepeninsulathanother 

hunters or fishers.OnehuntercircledImurukLakeonthenorth 

side of the ccartinerrtal divide, while anotherhlRrtedasfareast 

aSMoseSpoillL 
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Only sixhouseholds reporkedbearhuntixqareas. Fivehouseholds 

hadhuntedbrownbear; onehadhuntedpolarbear. Bearwerenot 

widely sought. Manypeopleconsideredthemmoreofanuisance 

than a food source. One respondentsaidthatneitherhenorhis 

wife caredto eat it, because a relative oncediedaftereating 

bearmeat.Hewouldeatbearonlyinanemerqnq SituationBear 

harvestsalsomaybelowbecausebrownbsarscouldbeharvested 

only by paying $25 in advance for a bear permit, and because 

regulations allow hunters titakeonly~brownbeareveryfcur 

years* 

Mostbear huntersduring fq&.ng, traveli.xqwidelya- 

the country (Fig. 

hunted by five and 

Flambeau, EZioratJo 

6). The Nome and Snake River valleys were 

fourhouseholds, respectively (Table 4). The 

and Eunama rivers, alldrainiq i&o Safety 

Sound, were used by three households. The Penny, Cripple and 

Sinukr,ivers also were usedby threehouseholds. As withsmall 

game, hunting pressure diminished as the distance from Nome 

. 

Walrus hunters literally went off the map. When designing the 

WV - unkrestimatedthepotentialrangeofwalrus 

hunters. Consequently, the base map was not large enough to 
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include all the areas used for walrus hunting. Walrus hunters 

ranged throughout Norton Sound and through the Bering Strait 

(Fig. 7). Several hunters reportedhunting within sight of the 

Yukon Delta, 75 miles south of Nome. One hunter sighted St. 

LawrenceIsland, 125milessouthwest. MoStwalrushuntersin1985 

W- US~TX~ ia-feat aluminum skiffs with 50-90 hp m&o=. Seventy 

fivemiles(nottomention125miles)wasalangwaytotravelin 

suchaboatontheopenm 

walruswereabundant inNortonSoundinMay,~, ardJuly, 

astheymigratednorthwardthroughtheBeriqStrait.Theywere 

usually found in the disintegrating ice pack, 10 miles or more 

fromshore. Walrusoccasionallyhauledoutanthesouthsideof 

Sledge Island, -manyName hUM3ZSbegan~irWalrushUIltSby 

steeriq for Sledge Island. Twenty eiqht householdshuntedwalrus 

in Norton Sound west of Nome (area 522), while 25 and 26 

households hunted in the adjacent areas southandwestof Nome 

(Table 5). After checking Sledge Island most hunters turned to 

theocean20t630milesoffshore~~~float~ 

ice, and then traveled paralleltothe coasteastandwest. One 

walrus hunter said that he established a base camp on Sledge 

Island and hunted fx0m thera 

Hunters looking for walrus raqed over more territory than 

hunters after any other species. "Game don't stay in any one 

pla-, I* said one old Nome hunter from Diomede about marine mammal 

hunting. "YOU can't hunt in oneplace. Theonlytimeyoustay in 

oneplace iswintex lixkforopenwater. Butinsummertime,you 

got to go allover. You can't find them only in one place." 
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TAB&E! 5. NUMEEROFHlUSEHOlX6 -USEOFAREAsFOR 
HAKvEsI?NGMAlUNEMAMMXSAND~(N=46) 

WALRUS sm WATERFOWL 

TEIKER ROAD 5-10 M. 

=K%iif?k. 
RXG?GUX RXD 30-45 M. 
ICXJGMOK F4OAD 45-60 M. 
-K ROAD 60-70 M. 
o(xJNcIL ROAD IS-30 M. 
COUNCIL ROAD 30-55 M. 

NOKICN SWND EAST 323 
NOKLDN SOUND EZST 324 
NORION SOUND EAST 325 
NOKCON SCXJND EAST 326 
NCRKN SWND EWT 327 
bnm-0~ SOUND EAST 328 
NOFUUN SCUND SOUIH 420 
NOEON SWND SWIIH 422 
NOKKN SCXJND WEST 522 
NORION SOUND WEST 523 
NOKIDN SCXJND WEST 524 
NURIW SOUND WEST 525 
NORION SWND WEST 526 

ifi%ii %fii?T?6527 
BERING STRAIT 627 
BEEUNG STRAIT 628 
BEDING STRAIT 629 

Totalcases 

7 
6 
1 
1 

5: 
28 
26 
9 

11 
a 

1 

5 

26 

30 
17 
a 
5 
1 
1 

z"l 
30 
19 
a 

: 
3 
1 
1 
1 
2 

37 

4 

: 
7’ 
2 

lf 
9 
6 

3 
1 

10 

161 
1 
6 

1 

30 
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Seal hunting areas resembled walrus hunting.areas (Fig. 7). 

Hunters often hunted seals and walrus simultaneously during 

spring, butalsotookseals atothertimes of the year. Four 

seal species were available in theNome area: bearded, ringed, 

spotted,ardribbon.~seven hcruseholds rqorted areas for 

huntirrg seals (Table 5). 

Spotted seals were especially abuMant in the fall, feeding 

on small fish near shore and in brackish waters like Safety 

Sound, Grantley Harbor, ortheentrancetoSinukRiver.Hunters 

huntedframsmallboats.Riqedsealszmainedintheareayear 

e round. During winter, they denned in the ice. Some hunters 

~~foat,walkingal~~pdcreoftheshoreiceabouttwo 

milesoffshorenearNome. Bearded sealsweremostcommonlyhunted 

inthespri~~~,ofteninconjuctionwithwalrushuntixq Eecause 

the animals are large, hunterspreferredtotakethem ontop of 

theicewheretheywereeasierto~ Ri.bbonsealswereonly 

occasionally~, usually farouttosea. 

Thirty households in the sample reported areas for harvesting 

waterfowl or eggs; sixteen of those harvested inNorton Sound 

west (area 522) which included Sledge Island (Table 5). Safety 

Saud, about 25 miles east of Nome, was prime waterfowl habitat 

and 11 households reported effort there. Coastal hunting 
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predominates, stretching fromTopkokHeadto Cape Douglas (Fig 

8). Six households reported effort in the Fish River delta. 

Waterfowl effort was more dispersed than effort for other 

species. That is, different households harvested in different 

places. 

Waterfowl effort encompassed a wide range of species and 

habitat. Cranes, Canadian geese, brants, puddle ducks, pond 

ducks, and sea ducks were all hunted. Canadian geese and eider 

duckswerethemostcommonlymentionedspecies. 

Eggs were gathered on King Island (only by King Island 

people), on Sledge Islarrd, betweenCapeDouglas andCapeRodney, 

at Cape Nome, Flambeau River, Topkok Head, and Bluff. Species 

fmmwhicheggsweregatherediracludsdseagulls,murres,aukes, 

geese,--* 

Respondents differed in their approach to mapping plant 

harvesting areas. Some drew broad areas to show the general 

vicinity wheretheyharvested.Somedrew small points, to show 

theparticul~areas whaeaeyharv~ Thispartlyreflected 
. hamedmg strategic One respcn?dent 

. "looks all ever, depedmg 

where theyke aL" Another xwpmdnt pic&d sura at %ile - m 

Dexter-1 (thespecificlocationiswithheldtopshis 
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sura).IndraftAgthecompositemapsforthisreport,thebroad 

areas usually covered the particular areas andthus the small, 

particularsitesdonotappearhere. 

Blueberriesandsalmonberrieswerethemc6tcommonberxy 

varieties, mentioned during the interviews, but respondents 

harvested crowberries, ti cra&erries, too. Willow leaves Sura 

(Salix pulchra), sourdock (Rumexarcticus), andEskimopotato 

masru (Hedysarum alpinum) were the most commonlyusedplants. 

Sane mqpdeds also used wildceleryigituk (Angelicalucida), 

beach greens atchaaqsuk (Honckenyapeploides), pallas M 

wild celexy tukkaayuk (Ligusticum kapxti (Rmmailas pallasii), 

~-) I ardwildrhubaxbkugimak@olyg~alaskanum). 

Roads, and to a lesser extent rivers, were used to access 

berry picking and green gathering areas (see Fig. 9). Most 

commonly used were Glacier Creek Road north of Nome for 

blueberries (20 haBeholds) ard the Teller RBadx!ar Teller for 

salmonberries (18 households) (Table 6). The Kougarok Road had 

nearly as many harvesters (17 households). The only non-road 

accessible areatohave moderate gather~effortwasthelower 

Kuzitrin River (where 12 households gathered plants). 

wocd Gathering Areas 

Most of the Seward Peninsula was without trees, consequently 

beach-found drift was the principal source of wood. Wood was 

gatheredinsummertime,principdllyfor~asf~w~,~ 

also for building fishracks, caches, orotherstructures. The 
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TABIE 6. NUMBEROF-IS RERKTlXUSEiOFAREASFoR 
WWBTINGPLANTSANDGA?HERINGDIUFTWOD(N=46) 

GLlctERvm 20 
RXGAROK RMD O-30 M. 16 
IUXJ%KlK RfAD 30-45 M. 11 
KWG2AROKFUXD45-60M. 17 
IUXEUUK XND 60-70 M. 4 
NUGARDK ROAD 700END 1 
COUNCIL I#AD lo-l.5 M. 8 
COUNCIL ROAD ES-30 M. 13 
COUNCIL RQAD 30-55 M. 13 
COUNCIL ROAD 55-m 4 
TELLER ROAD 5-10 M. 13 
TELLER ROAD lo-20 M. 11 
TEUER ROAD 20-25 M. 5 
TEZLER BQAD 25-50 M. 4 
zELLERm50-END 18 

NORIUN SOUND EAST 323 
NOKCQN SOUND SWIM 420 
NOKICN SCXJND WEST 522 
NfXKN SCXJND WEST 526 

T&alcases 

13 

17 
17 

7 
2 

I.2 
3 

17 
9 
5 
2 
6 
4 
3 
1 
7 
3 
2 
3 
8 
1 

2 
1 

43 

12 

10 
9 

1 
1 

6 
2 

1 
4 
1 

10 
4 

1 
2. 
2 

1 
1 
1 
1 

10 
9 
2 
1 
1 

1 

1 
2 

27 

45 



beaches from Cape Nome in the east to Penny River mouthinthe 

west had the most effort (see Fig. 9 and Table 6). The Council 

Roadparalleled thebeacheastof Nome for several miles: itwas 

acommonavenueforwoodgath~ Littlewoodgatheringeffort 

was reported elsewhere on the peninsula. Live spruce were 

available in the FishRiver drainages, but while peopledidgo 

there for Christmas trees occasionally, the 800mile trip over a 

dirtroadwastoomuchforatimberexpedition. 

The areas described above were used for resource harvesting 

activitiesbasedinkme. But40ofthe46householdssurveyedin 

this study traveled to other communities to hunt, fish and 

gather. Forty-four different communities were mentioned, from 

MetlakatlaindistantsautheastAlaskati~~inthenorth. 

Becauseofthehugegeogra~careairnrolved, -didnot 

attempt tomapharvestiqthat ocuzredbyNameresidentswhile 

theywerevisiting another community. But Bdidcompile 

summarystatisticsdescribirrgtheseactivities. 

Three wmmunities -Teller, Solomon, arid ccwhcil -axld 

bereachedbyroadfromNome.n.lemoSt~~yvisited~~~ 

was Teller, where 24 households went to hunt, fish or gather. 

Next in order was Council, visitedby housesholds, Savoonga 

(10 households),and White Mountain (8 households). Table 12 

summarizesharvestingreported in30 communities inNorkhwestern 

Alaska. 
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~predictedthatpeopleborninnorthwestAlaska 

typically returned to their community of birth ("natal 

commmi~~)tohuit,fishandgathe~Table 7showsthenumberof 

households with heads or spouses born in each community in 

Northwest Alaska, and the number of such houses returning to 

thosenatalcommunitiestohan~&resaurces. Of 38 hmsehold 

with heads born in-northwest Alaska, 24 (63 percent) reported 

returning to their homes to harvest wild resources. Of 34 

households where spouses wereborninnorthwest Alaska; 18 (53 

percent) returned to nataal communities to harvest wild 

-. 

E&turnwasespecially~mmonforpeoplekxxninSavooqaor 

Gambellon St. Lawerence Island, where 85 percentoftheheads 

and 70 percentofthe spouses returned. Mostothercommunities 

were qqmntedby only onetothreepeople, arxlcummuniQ&y- 

cammi~pattexns arenotreliablewithsu&smallsamples. 

JWI==-L---- thatoverhalfoftheNome 

residents born in northwest Alaska returned to their natal 

communities. People frominsularcommunities returnedateven 

higher rates. 

Ofalltheareasusedbythe hcUs&oldscontactedinthisstudy, 

no area was used for as many resources as Safety Sound. There, 

households reported harvesting all I.2 resouxe categories. Table 

8P-summary statisticsfortheareasusedmost, rankedby 
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TABLE 7: NWEEROFNOME HaJsEKoLDGTRAvELJNGmoIHERALAsKA 
-AND- RE!IUMNGTDNATALCSMMUMTES OF HERD OR 
SFOUSETO HARVFSTWILDREMRCES.(N=46) 

BrevigMissicm 
wrckland 
council _ 
--i-9 
Elinl 
Gambell 
GOlOVi3l . 
Z$YSlti 

l@tzebue 

LittleDicmmde ~ 
Mazy's Igloo 
Noatak 
Nunivak Island 
sa- 
shakbclik 
shishmaref 
SiIlUk 
SclcmKm 
S~iIlS 
Tell- 
unalakleet 
WEikS 
white Mcuntain 

6' 
2 

15 
1 
4 
6 
4 
1 
1 
1 
3 
3 
5 
2 
1 

10 
3 
3 
1 
6 
1 

24 
4 
5 
8 

40 38 24 34 18 

1 

1 

6 

2 
1 

3 
1 

1 
1 

1 1 

4 2 

1 

1 

2 2 
3 

7 8 

2 

1 

1 
1 3 
1 

1 

5 

1 
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nYI!ALlNuMBER A-NUMBEROF 
OFlWaK!ESHOUSEWLDS- 

- EXHRBOTJXEQiTEEORY 

LANDAREAS 

tiAFEmsalND 12 5.3 
lxJRLKBAsINANDAGuLHlKRIvER 10 3.4 
NmERIvER- 9 10.6 
LaaRKuzITRIN~ 9 7.9 
SINUKXVERWMERSBD 9 -7.7 
SomRIvERw 9 4.1 
SNAKERIVER- 8 10.3 
Na4ETckJNsITE 8 8.8 
PENNYANDcRIPPLERIvElEs 8 8.3 
li?mmEwANDELDoRADom 8 7.6 
NNKWKRIVER- 8 5.6 
CAFE- 8 5.6 
-m 8 5.0 
BoNANzARIvER- 8 4.1 
cAsADApAI;ARIvERwATERsHED 8 3.4 . 
MIDDIEKUZITRINRIVER 7 5.1 
ImERFIsHRIvER 7 4.1 
GREATERTELLERoQAsll 7 4.0 
-RIvERB 7 3.0 
uPPERmsHRIvERwAmmHED 6 4.0 

TEZUR RCSD 5-10 M. 8 5.5 
CCXINCIL RXD lo-15 M. 8 6.4 
OXJNCIL RXD IS-30 M. 8 6.1 
IQXGUDK ROAD 30-45 M. 8 8.1 
ICNGARX RQAD 45-60 M. 8 12.3 
NXEAFIDK KUD O-30 M. 8 10.4 
COUNCIL ROAD 30-55 M. 8 8.6 
TEUER ROAD 20-25 M. 7 6.4 
NXJGAROK ROAD 60-70 M. 7 8.3 
COUNCIL ROAD 55-m 6 6.7 
GLACIERCREM~ 6 8.3 
TELIER ROAD 50-m 5 10.2 

NCRXB SUJND SXJTH 420 10 15.7 
NOKKN SOUND WET 522 9 9.9 
NORKN SCXND EAST 323 8 10.1 
NORIUN SOUND WEST 526 6 3.5 
NOKDJ SOUND SWIH 422 6 8.7 
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the number of resaurcesharvestedineacharea(refertoTable1 

and Figure 1 for keys to areas). On the average, each resource 

category at Safety saurd was harvested-by 5.3 households. Marine 

fish were the most commonly used resource at Safety Sound (17 

hcusehclds), followed by waterfowl (11 households). 

Other areas were used moreheavFly for selected resources. 

Thirty-six households harvested shellfish i.nNQrton~ just 

south of Nome (area 420), more activity than was q@zed in any 

other area for a single resource. This area was used by many 

households for other resouces, too, especially seals, marine 

fish, walrus, aIXIsaJ.mon, Anaverageof15.7householdsharE&ed 

10 of I.2 resaurcecategorieshere.NortonSouWareaseast(area 

323) and west (area 522) of area 420 were also he&i.ly used, with 

8and9~categoriesharvested. 

Thirty three houses reported hunting moose along the 

~FIoadcor~idorfrom 3Oto 60milesnorthofNome. Nolcud 

area was usedby as many households for a single resource. But 

theKougaxWwasnotusedforasmanyresaurces, only 8 of 12, as 

coastalareas.TheadjacentNomeRiverwatershed had high average 

use for the nine species hare&edthere;salmonandplantswere 

themostcommonlyused. 

Ingeneral,z0adcorridorshadthehighestaveragenumberof 

hcusehcldsreportinguse, althoughforasomewhatlowernumberof 

resource categories. Other land areas -- especially coasts -- 

offered more diversity, with the extent of use roughly 

propztionaltotheeaseofaccess. Theoceanareas offered the 

fewest~catgories, sinceplantsanllandmammalswerenot 

50 



availableexceptal~thebea&esButmre hDUS&OldSUSdthe 

oceanthanthelaIx% 
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cxAFTER4 

IXring World War II, the military cmhm&edarannberofWonset 

huts east of Nome. Whenthemilitaryabandonedthem, they were 

occupiedby King Island families who came to Nomeevery summer 

for emplqment and trading. By 1965, when the EUA school on Kiq 

Island closed and all the families remained in Nome for the 

winter, most lived in or near those guonsets. Since then, the 

Quonsets have been replaced by more substantial houses and None 

-grownto surraundthearea.EvensotheKingIslaI-dcommunity 

maintained a separate identity spatially, socially, and 

economically within None (Wolfe ard Ellanna 1983:93). More than a 

neighborhood, the King Island group has been described as a 

l~subcommmcmity" of Name (Wolfe and Ellanna 1983). 

King Islard is but one example of the several s&ccmununities 

in Nome. Cthers include the families with fishing camps at Fort 

Davis~theNomeRiver(whoarealmostallfromWalesorWales- 

allied communities (Magdanz and Olanna 1984b)), and families from 

St. Lawrence Island who have maintained their own unique 

language. Each of the subcommunities mentioned above -- King 

Island, wales, St IawrenceIslard- iscomposedoffamilieswho 

hadmavedtONomefromnarthwestAlaskacammunitiessince1900. 

This study was designedpartlyto explore the functioning 

of subcommunities inNome, in particular, to understand where 

members of different subamununtiesharvestedwild~ and 

how theiruseof areas differed. Centraltothedesign was the 
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identificationofa subcommunitywhichtracedits ancestoryfmn 

theNativevillages along theNone coast before the goldrush, 

orI in other words, the original llNomell Native community. 

Researchers called this subcommunity %itnasuak,@l after, the 

traditional village at the mouth 0ftheSnakeRiver inwhat is 

IlOW-NOlU~ 

None isaconununityofi.nunigrants. Ithasgrcwnprimarilydueto 

the immigration of Natives from small northwest Alaska 

communities and non-Natives from Alaska and beyond. Only 20 

percent of a 1982 sample of households co&aimd heads who were 

born in None (Wolfe andEllanna1983:85). Inthis respect, None 

was fundamentally different from other northwest Alaska 

communities. None was also a co mmunityoftransientmsidents. 

Almost 30 percent of Non&s residents Turned oveP between 1976 

and 1978 (Wolfe and Ellanna 1984:85). Most short-tern 

transi~werencol-nativeprofessianalsarrdlaborersframurban 

Alaska and outside. Natives from northwest Alaska were also 

attracted to Nome. WhenNome% economy turneddown, the Natives 

seemed more likely to remain. The average residency of non- 

natives in 1982 was 9.6 years, compared with 26.5 years for 

Natives (Wolfe and Ellanna 1983:85). 

None's population, then, could be separated into two 

fractions. About 30 percent were short-term residents, 
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pl32dominantlynon-native. T!heother70percentwere1ozXJerterm 

residents, predominantly, lmtbynommnsexclusively,Nativ~ It 

was in this second fraction that subcommunities like the King 

Isl~andWales-FortDavissubcommuities formed. 

Immigrants, uponarrivinginNome, naturallysoughtfellows 

fmu their home communitie Iheyhuntedwiththem, fished with 

them, campedwiththem, anddancedwiththem. Immigrants from 

King Island clearly were a self-identified grmp within Name as 

a whole. They had their own community center, store, ivory 

dealer&ip,anddancegmup.lheymaimMmdatraditionalcamp 

at Cape Wooley every summer. St. Lawrence Island immigrants, 

boundinpartbytheirsiberiayupik language, also maintained 

that these subcommunities functioned much like traditional 

Inupiat societies (Burch 1980, Ray 1964, 1967), except they 
. existedside-by-sideinaregionalcenterinsteadspread across 

the region. BoththeCape Wooleycamp (Kim~Island) ardthe Fort 

Davis camp (Wales) included few families withoutcommonnatal 

communities. me presemeofthesegmupsdi!mmaged- tosome 

extent -- other Natives from using the areas for hunting and 

fishing (see Magdanz and Olanna 1984b). 

ItisliMlythatNon-native i.mmigrantsalsoassociatewith 

people of similar cultural backgrouMs for social and econmic 

pursuits, buttheywereunlikelytohaveknownoneanotherbefore 

arriving in None. Non-natives who married into Native 
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subcommunitiessometimesdidallywiththesubcommunities. 

This study was designed in part to further researchers' 

understanding of subcommunities inNme. B knew that 

immigrants from two communities (King Island and Wales) used 

discrete territories (Cape Wooley and Fort Davis). Did Inupiat 

immigrantsfrcmother communitiesalsouse- tezritories? 

What territories didnon-nativesuse? Mostofall, whatareasdid 

the original None Inupiat -- what researchers called the 

Sitnasuak~~~-~?Mappingseemedtobe~wayto 

answ~~questions.Butassooftenhappens,what~ 
. dmcovaa was Iwt quite what they expectd 

To begin, researchers had to determine which houses in None 

belongedinwhichsubcommunities.Submmmitieswenadefinedas 

groups of households with male heads, female heads, or heads' 

parentsborninthesamecommuni~ Bobtaimdalist 

of all October1984 utility customers fmm Nome JointUtilities. 

Al~sameresidentsofNomedidnothwewaterandsewer, few 

werewithcnxtelectricity. C!ommemA.alcustomersweremmovedfrom 

the list, leaving 1,085 residential customers. To identify 

communities of birth fortheheads of eachhouse, researchers 

used--: 

(1)LiAaF.llannaandGeorgeShemd,whohadmmlmted 
extensive demographic work in None including one 
omllpletecensus, identifiednatalcomnunitiesofheads 
ofhouseslistedontheutilitylisL 
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(2) Natal cmnmunities of m@c&mts to a 1982 Division 
of Subsistence survey were added (Wolfe and Ellanna 
1983). 

(2) Researchers added their own demographic data on 
NameRiver families (Magdanz andOlanm1984b). 

(3) A shareholderlistwas borrowedfromNomeEskimo 
C!OlUlUUIli~. Shamhol~inSitnasuak NativeCoxporation 
- the None corporation created by ANCSA in 1971-o 
were identifed. 

(4)Ihelistwasshowntoknowl&3ablekeyinformnts 
in None. 

Bwereabletoidentifynatal communities forheadsof 

569 of Name% hous&olds. Identification of people born in King 

Island, Gambell, Savoonga, Wales, Shishmaref, and Diomede was 

communities (Ellanna 1983, Magdanz and Olanna 1984b). 

Identification of the transient residents (estimated to be 30 

percent) was most difficult, and the estimates that follow 

prclbably-w thatgroupwhichcomespri.nlzilyfroln 

outside the region. Figure 10 shows two charts depicting the 

composition of None's 1984 population, by community of birth, 

basedonthe 569 households. Thebottom~depictstheentire 

population: the top chart depicts the population with natal 

commmunities in Northwest Alaska. Of the Northwest Alaskan 

group, None-born houses accounted for 40.8 pement,Wales-born 

housesaccmmted for9.3 pe?xent, andso form 

The list of 569 known households was then sorted by 

birthplace in five communities: King Islard, Savooqa, Gambell, 

Diomede, and None. If spouses or theirparentshadbeenbomin 
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OTHER #W COMtlUNITltS (15.8x) 

TELLER (3.3X) / \ 

DtObfEDE (4.8%) 

SAVOONOA (S.7X) 

Unkoarn 

Almmka (34.2%) 

Other Alarkm (1.0X) 

FIGURE 10: NATAL COMMUNITIES OF NOME RESIDENTS. The bottom chart 
depicts the birthplaces of household heads in Nome in 1985. Those 
born in northwest Alaska are shaded, 
in the top chart. 

and appear in greater detail 
The shaded areas of the top chart (Nome, King 

Island, Savoonga, Gambell and Little Diomede) are the subcommunities 
in which samples were attempted during this study. 



diffemxlt comluunities, then the household appeared on multiple 

lists-mesubsetof households withNone-bomheads was celled 

the %itnasmW subcommtiw (after the original Impiat village 

on the Snake River) to distinguish it from None as a whole. 

Members of the Sitnasuak subcommunity so defined were not 

necessarily the same-as shareholders of the Sitnasuak Native 

Corporation. These five subcommunity lists were used for 

selectirqthehousestobeinterviewed. 

Theresearchdesigncalled forrandom samples fromhouses 

withheadsorheads~paznts fmmLittleDiomedeIslarx3,Gambell, 

Kirrg Island, Norm or%itnasuaP ard Sasmqa. EElChgraupWi3StO 

betreated as a separate subcommunity, except that Gambelland 

Savoonga were consideredas a single subcommunity, called%t. 

Lawrence Island." Additionally, non-Natives -ydrawnfrOlU 

the whole population in the 1982 study were contacted again. 

Non-Natives were sampledseparately(some non-Nativesappeamdin 

Native subcomnmi ties if they had Native spouses). 

RaIiiom samples were drawn, arKI -beganccartacting 

the houses to set up map&q interviews. Ixurirrg the interviews, 

respondents were asked to name their own and their parents' 

communities of birth. Thehead'sbirthplace-- ratherthanthe 

masterlistabove - ultimately determined the -unity to 

whichthehousewasassigmd 

To summarize the procedure: (1) A master list of all 

cccupiedhcuses inNomewasdeve.loped. (2) Natalcomuni 'ties were 

identified for as many households as possible. (3) Thelistwas 

sortedby~talcommunityandsubcomrmnnitieswereidentified(4) 
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RiUxbmsamplesweredrawnflmlfoursl.bcommurll 'ties and from non- 

Natives. (5) Interviews were conducted. (6) Each house's maps 

wensddedtolnapedrawnbyotherhouseswhoseheadswerebornin 

the same community. (7) Maps from the differmt subcommunities 

werecomparedwithoneancthex 

AlmostflmthefiZstdayofremxll, therewerepmblems 

with the procedure. Key mqmhnts intheKimgIslardcoInmunity 

declined to participate, saying they did not trust certain 

DepartmentofFishandGamepersonnel.Afterrepeatedcontacts 

axxionlythreecanpleted interviews, researchersdecidedtodmp 

the King Island SUbWnUUUni~hromtheStUdy. 

None's Diomedepopulationwasunexpectedly small. Only 23 

Diomede hms&olds cmldbeidentified, and fourofthose were 

from a single extended family. In 20 of these households, the 

household head or spouse was not from Diomede (in contrast to 

King Island or St. Lawrence Island subcommunities where 

endogamous marriages were freguent).ThreeDiomedehouseholds 

were sampled early inthepmject, hutbecauseofthesmallsize 

oft.heDiomede~ati~anditsexogamy, -decidedit 

was not sufficienttotesttheterritorialityhypatheses. 

The Sitnasuak subcommunity presented its own special 

prcblems. By definition, subummunitiescontainedpecplebornin 

the same canmuniw However, duriq interviews it was determined 

that most None-born heads were descendentsofpeaplefrmKing 

Island, Wales, or some other ccmnunity. Such households usually 

identifiedmost stronglywiththeirparent%natalcommunity, and 
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not with the original Sitnasuak society. For this reason they 

couldnotbeproperly consideredpartof anoriginalsitnasuak 

subcommunity. To deal with this, researchers redefined the 

Sitnasuak%ubanmuni~~toinclude~ythcse households whose 

heads were descenM from the original inhabitants of theName 

area, including people from Sledge Island, Sinuk River, Snake 

River, None River, or Cape Name villages. 

Researchers had hoped that the Sitnasuak Native 

Corporation% shareholder list would help identify Inupiat 

descended from the aboriginal Nosue area Native societies. Rut as 

thestudyprogressed,itwasfomdthatthe shamholderlistwas 

almost as cosmopolitan as None itself, containingpeople from 

Wales, St. Lawrence Island, Diomede, and elsewhere. Thus, 

sampling the Sitnasuak subcommunity became a major research 

challqe.Atfirstthesubco mmuni~seemedverylarge, httherl 

as no households on the corporation list were found to meet 

sele&ioncriteria,the submmuni~grewmersmaller. Fora few 

weeks, the studybecame%heseamhforSitnasUk-" 

Bseadms were loakirrg for hOUS&OldSWhOWhW3ShEtdbeenbO~ 

in None, and who couldtrace their ancestrybackto one of the 

original Nome areavillages, from Cape None in the eaSt to Sledge 

Islandinwest.~area~cimatesthetraditiollalterritory 

for None Inupiat (Ray 1964, 1967). 

To find thesehouseholds, researrherseverrtually adopteda 
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key informantnetworkapproach. Explainingtheproblemto key 

informants (mostly elderly Inupiat), -askdthemto 

identify Vqoriginal None Natives. II Most elders could name 

individuals or families they considered original Nome Natives. 

Reseachers then contacted those individuals and families to 

czcmfhtheirnatal communitiesardaskifi%eya=xlldidentify 

other original NomeNatives. 

~continuedthis~untilthenetworkbecame 

a closed c.inle, that is, until key informants were namig people 

Closed remarkably guicmy. 

P#%apethebestwaytodescribetheSitnasuak situationis 

to include researchers' notes from intemiews mmlu&ed during 

this procedure. Mrs. B, Mr. S, Mrs. M, Mrs. P, Mr. E, Mrs. J, 

Mr. Y, Mr U, Mr. A, and Mr. H all had been identified as 

lloriginal Nome Native@ by key informants. Here iswhattheytold 

Mrs. B: Herparentswere fmnaplacermrWales.They -- 
movedtoNomebeforethemining, shesaid, andworked 
here during the mining. She was born in 1912 inNone. 
She doesn't know any people who were original None 
people. 

Mrs. S: Mr. S, now deceased, had been born at Cape 
E.She said S's father was from the Unalakleet (?) 
area: his mother was from *Up north." They had lived 
for a time at Cape None, then moved to None to work for 
the 'wkle Good' mining company. 

I asked Mrs. S if she knew any original None 
people. She didnot. She said, They scattered...There 
was only one family living in None" when the miners 
came. MIS Sdidsay Mrs. Jwas fromsledge Island 

Mrs. M: Mrs. M was born in 1903 in Elim. Her parents 
hadbeen identified as original None. She said her 
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father was from Elim; her motherfromBuckland.They 
lived in None for a time during the early gold rush 
days, whenshewasachild- 

Sheknew ofnolivi.xqresidentsofName whowere 
originallyfromCapeNomeorNomeitself. ShesaidMrs. 
J was originally from Sledge Islard. The B's were frnn 
the Snake River sandspit (see above note on Mrs. B, 
below0nMrs.J). 

I told Mrs. P and Mrs. M about our None River 
study,ardhowwebade~pe&edtoftiNomepeopledown 
there inthebeginning. Mrs. Mlaughed. Those are all * Shdmamf people," she said. 

Vhat happned to Nom people?ft I asked. 
West of the old Nome people are -,'I M said. 
'whathappenedtotheirchild?.=l?"Iasked- 
IfMost of them are gone, IV P said. She couldn't be 

more specific about where they had gone. 
I said we were having better luck identifying 

people from Wales, from Shishmaref, and from St. 
Lawrence Island, than we were in identifying people 
from None. They agreed. People came from all over to 
live in None, they said. 

Mrs. Msaid that a relative's family had lived at 
capeNolue~iIm3the flu. Allhaddied, exceptfortwo 
young children. One, a boy, lived for a time withM% 
family. Butauthoritiestookhimawayarrdsenthimtoa 
children's hcnue (possibly the one at Maxys Igloo), and 
hisawnfamilylosttrackofhim.~wauldbe75+years 
old today. The flu certainly had an impact at Cape 
None, and may have been the end of the functioning 
village. Mwas l5atthetime. 

Mr.E:WhenIwasdoingmyNomeRiverresearchin1983, 
KfoGantstold me that E was from an original None 
family.Iaskedhis~~~toseeifhewauld~pus 
trace Sitnasuak society. She checked with him and 
learned that her Dad's mother was notfromNome, but 
Wales.ArdherDad~sfatherwasfrcmMcvaScctia. Sobe 
isnotoriginal Sitnasuak, eithez His wife was born in 
wales. 

Mrs. J: I went to see Mrs. J tonight. The most well 
fi%riginal Name Native,w she confinned that she 
was inaeeabornonsledgelslando HermcYlAerwasfrom 
the mission at Sinrock, on the mainland across from 
Sledge Island. Her mother*s parents were from King 
IslandHerfatherwasbornal~thecoastsomewhere 
betweenTellerardC!apeWooley. Shehasnomemori~of 
SledgeIsland. Herfolkstravelledextensivelyintbose 
days, up and down the coast, hunting, fishing and 
tradixqHerdadwor~sameoftheti.meintbem~ 

She is the only one of her generation in her 
familyleftinNome.Sheseemedsadw~Iaskedabout 
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that.OnebrotherisinSeattle,camiqmap&oneand 
"'playing golf with theJapanese." Hut sheneverhears 
from him. She said nothing about other siblings, 
except,%hey're all gone." 

Mrs. J said that people are always coming and 
going from None, and it has been that way all her 
life. Referring to her work in a local woments club, 
she said, "It's hard to get anything started," she 
said, because as soon as you find some one to run for 
office, theygobacktothevill~ I saiditseemsas 
ifthmearemorepeoplefmmthevillagesinNomethan 
there are original None people. t'Thatts how Nomehas 
always been," she said. "Fe&e mniq and go*" 

Mm.Jsaysthatbecausesheisknownastheonly 
remaining Sledge Islander, she gets calls once in a 
while fmmpeople who want towrite storiesabmtit. 
She has no stories to tell she says. She has no 
memriesoftheIslard. Pacpletoldhershewasbornin 
a log cabin in the middle of the old village there, 
"likeAbeLir~~~Hutwhenshewentcmttoseeitone 
time,therewasnothi.qtosee. 

Mrs. J has four children. Her daughter runs a 
beauty shop in None. One son used to operate a 
warehouse, but he was injured recently in a hunting 
accident. A second son was part owner of a local air 
taxi here for a number of years; he sold out a year 
ago. HerthirdsonislivirrginDiamede. 

Although Mrs, J was born at Sledge Island and 
raised her family in None, her ancestory -- father 
west of Cape Wooley and maternal grandparents King 
Island - sounds atleastas muchlikeKing Islandas 
it does Sitnasmk. HerawasmDeerirrg. 

Mrs. y: Several people have named the Y family as 
original Cape None. Until Mr. Y's death a few years 
ago, the Y's lived year round at Cape None, the only 
familytodoso. TheyhaveallotmentsatCapeNome~ 
at Nuuk. 

Mrs. Y said that she was born in Shaktoolik Her 
parents were Covenant missionaries, and travelled 
arxnmdwestexnAlaska.ShemetMr.YonNlmivakIslary1. 
Iheyweremarried, andmvedtONomedur~ World War 
IItofindwork. Theyaremt,inotherwords,original 
w-e- 

Mr. U's son: I called U's son on the telephone. I 
~ainedthatwewere~~tolocatepeaplewhohad 
livedhexebeforetheminmacame.Hesaidthathisdad 
hadbeenbxninWhiteMomtair~Hismomwasborn"east 
of Point Harrow." I asked about his parent's parents. 
Hisdad'smotherwasfromNunivak1s1and;hisdad'sdad 
was an orphan from Ohio, who came to None as a young 
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In the thirties, theUis lived withtheir family 
in a log cabin at CapeNone. He remembers -two 
winters there. They used to put up a lot of fish -- 
3,000 to 5,000 a summer, depending on how many dogs 
they had to feed. He said Cape None used to be a 
village, but as far as he knows, it was the only one 
alorqthecoastmtilyaugettoSledgeIsland.People 
moved to the rivers in the summer for fishing, but 
didn't live at None River or Snake River year round. 
U's family fished at the Iglutalik River, east of I(rJyuk 
(abaut1OOmil~~sastofNome).UmcrvedirRo~eto~ 
tOWOrk 

Mr. A: I called A onthetelephone, and explained the 
aa Hesaidhewasn'toriginalNome:hisfolkshad 
moved here many years ago. His mother was from St. 
Michael. His father was from Golovin. They moved to 
None to find work. "So many of us moved in," he said 
when I asked him who else might be original None. I 
askedhimabouthispamts'pamnts.Hesaidtheywere 
from the same villages as his parents, that is, St. 
Mi&ael and Golovin 

&H: Visited Mr. and Mrs. H tonight. His father had 
beenidentified by several elders as original Cape 
None. ButH saidhedidnotknowwherehis father was 
from. It may have been Candle, itmayhave been Cape 
Name. HismotherwasfrmBigDio~de. 

H was raised at the Catholic Mission at Pilgrim 
Hot Sprigs. He came to Name in 1941, at age 14. Today, 
hedrivesa~iverytruclkfortheCityofNcnne.~had 
halfadozenbmthers ark3 sisters (mc6thalf-sibliJxJs). 
All but one has left None. He married a woman from 
wales. 

They said they didnitkmw where all the original 
None people may have gone. They didn't know any. 
Perhaps-Yw~~Anchorage,~~ 

WhileitispossiblethatHis des=dd-raae 
None Inupiat, it is not part of his identitytoday.He 
has fished at Noxae River with his wife's relatives. He 
doesn't hunt. His father's natal community is unknown 
tohim. 

What happned to the original Inupiat liviq between Cape None 

and Sledge Island? AppEntly,deathanddiaspora. Theepidemics 

of 1900 and 1918 killed large numbers of Natives in the None area 

(Wolfe 1982). Other Inupiatweredisruptedanddisplacedand 

fi.nallydispmedbyamtacL s were able tomidentify 

64 



nomorethan five liviqNomeresidentswhoseaxestoqcouldbe 

traced either maternally orpaternallyto CapeNome or Sledge 

Island. Each in&ance of "original Nome Native" was the child of 

an exogomous marriage (None and another village) at best, or a 

long-ago migration from other parts of northwest Alaska. A 

subcomrmrnity of Native people B frcrmCapeNomeorSledge 

Island, with a self-identity, a)qrenUydidnot&st. 

The modern Sitnasuak group was the shareholders in the 

SitnasuakNative Corporation, who derived from a multitude of 

places. When the corporation was formed by the Alaska Native 

Claims Settlement Act (AN-) in 1971, it ardently recruited any 

Native living in None without regard for natal community (its 

land entitlementwouldbebasedonenrollment). Therefore, its 

shareholders include many Native people who had been born in 

othercommuni tiesandhadlived inNome forarelativelyshort 

time. Fifteen years later, some Sitnasuak shareholders have 

returned to their natal communities. Aprominent St. Lawrence 

Island man living in Gambell in 1985 was a Sitnasuak shareholder 

InNone, ~lew~clearly~i~sociallyand~ically 

within the Wales subcommunity in 1984 (camps at Fort Davis, 

hImtingcrewmembersfmmwales), were shareholdwsinSitnasuak 

In the business of the corporation, which included 

apartment management, automobile services, fuel delivery, and 

haxdwareaIkl lumbersales, shareholdershadacommonecanomic 

i&eresL~lderswereprrxldoftheircorporaticn,butmost 

played minor roles inits cperaticns, voting at annual meetings 
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