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PREFACE

This is a rather superficial treatment of subsistence activities.
Historic and anthropological aspects of subsistence are not treated
in depth, nor is there any attempt to assess the economic values of
subsistence. It is not possible for an investigator to present a
comprehensive report about subsistence having spent only a few weeks
at the villages in question. Readers should recognize these
limitations and inadaquacies and value the report for what it is: an
introduction. Very Tittle research about the people on the south
side of the Alaska peninsula has been conducted and this report
js valuable in pointing out the need for further research in this area.
The report contains detailed information (ie. harvest data,
historic site locations) for particular use by National Park Service

planners and managers.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The 1971 Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) divided
and redistributed Alaska's land among the newly incorporated natives
of Alaska and agencies of the federal and state government. As a
result of the ANCSA provision to allow se]ecfion of additions to
the existing park system], the National Park Service (NPS) has proposed
that a new national monument be established on the Alaska peninsula.

If designated by the Congress this new area, which comprises approxi-
mately 580,000 acres of Pacific coastline, river, creeks, lowlands

and a six mile wide volcanic caldera, would become the Aniakchak Caldera
National Monument (Figure 1).

Recorded history has often portrayed the Pacific coastal section
of the proposed monument as merely a section of the landscape to be
observed while traveling on the way to someplace else. Seemingly un-
noticed beneath the cloudy grey skies of the Alaska peninsula, the
temporary commercial successes and failures, sparse and fluctu-
ating populations, and sporadic scientific discoveries have left
little visual or archival evidence of the coastline's history. This
is unfortunate, for the resources of this coastline have provided
food and clothing as well as a supplemental cash income for past
and present residents of the area.

Forty miles south of the proposed national monument on the Pacific
coast are the three "Chignik villages"- Chignik Lake, Chignik Lagoon,
and Chignik Bay- whose residents have relied upon land and water

1

P.L. 92-203, 92nd Congress, H.R. 10367, Section 17 d (2),
December 18, 1971
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resources of the coastline to meet a variety of physical, social and
economic needs. The values and merits of the proposed Aniakchak
Caldera National Monument are buried not only deep within the sci:n-
tifically mysterious caldera, but also in the more subtle interactions
between residents of the Chignik villages and the Aniakéhak coastline.
People who support themselves by utilizing local natural
resources rather than working for a monetary income are often
considered to be Tiving a "subsistence" 1ifestyle. Very few, if any,
Alaskans 1ive completely from the resources of the land. However,many
residents of Alaska still depend on their surroundingenvironment to provide
some portions of their sustenance. This partial dependence upon
resources is particularly complex and confusing in Alaska where
there are diverse cultures, an inequitable distribution of natural
resources ard the Tack of a stable economic base. There cannot be, therefore,
a single, all-purpose definition of subsistence. Each region in
Alaska is unique and must be viewed in 1ight of the forces affecting
the residents' reliance upon natural resources that are specific to
that region.
For the purposes of this report, "subsistence" is defined as
the taking of customary or traditional wild foods and other renewable
biological resources from the lands and waters for personal or family
consumption, and not solely for sale or commercial enterprise. Customary
trade or barter between subsistence users for personal or family
consumption, as well as the making of traditional native handicrafts for
sale is also considered to be consistentwith this definition of subsistence.
Subsistence foods and raw materijals, if deniéd, would result in

undue and unreasonable hardship to the user and/or family. Such



consumable items are not meant as a mere addition to the family larder,
but rather, as the central supporting source for an individual's

or family's subsistence; i.e. the pivotal means of well-being without
which an unacceptable decline in human welfare would ensue.

Many people of rural Alaska retain a dependence upon traditional
subsistence resources to a degree which no longer exists elsewhere in
the United States. Due to the character of Alaskan environs, lands
conveyed to native people as part of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act (ANCSA) cannot alone sustain a subsistence livelihood. Lands and
waters of critical importance to the harvest of fish, game, and wild
plantlife often fall outside of native selection lands. Subsistence
uses occur in regions of the state administered by the state of Alaska,
within private holdings, and upon federally owned lands and waters--
including areas proposed as additions to the national system of parks,
wildlife refuges, forests, and wild and scenic rivers. Equitable
and consistent management policies for subsistence uses of renewable
resources under all jurisdictions will be necessary. Comprehensive
NPS regulations for the management of subsistence practices within

park lands proposed under ANCSA must be created in each of the new areas.?

IT. PURPOSE

This report focuses on the hunting, fishing, trapping and
gathering activities of Chignik village residents on the coastline of
the proposed Aniakchak Caldera National Monument. Baseline data and
an introduction to a few of the forces that can alter this data are
presented in an attempt to begin to understand what constitutes a
subsistence lifestyle on the south side of the Alaska peninsula.

2Robert Belous, S. Newman. Draft Subsistence Policy, National Park
Service, 1976.




This information is presented in the following manner:
a) a description of the physical environment

b) a brief history of resource harvesting activities in and
around the proposed monument

c) when and where resource harvesting activities occurred
in 1975 and the quantities taken for local consumption

d) historic sites on the coast of the proposed monument

e) preliminary recommendations for subsistence management
and the need for further research in this area.

Information within this report should prove useful for public offi-
cials considering the proposed Aniakchak Caldera National Monument, Bristol
Bay and Koniag Native Corporations with potential land-holdings in the
area, NPS planners and managers should the land become a national
monument, and for the people of the Chignik villages.

ITI. APPROACH

There are various methods of Tooking at subsistence as a dynamic
as opposed to a static, way of life. One approach is to view subsistence
as the sum gf cultural and social forces affecting a way of life. In

Kuuvangmiit , a study of the subsistence activities on the Kobuk River,

this type of "internal" method was used:
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Douglas Anderson, R. Bane, R. Nelson, W. Anderson, N. Sheidon,
Kuuvangmiit: Traditional Subsistence Living in the Latter 20th Century.
Unedited, prepublication draft. National Park Service, 1976.
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This view is perfectly attuned to the Kobuk environment because
these people maintain strong visible ties to their traditional way of
life.

The inhabitants of the Alaska peninsula, however, have had a
longer period of contact with outside, or "external" forces that have
greatly influenced their way of 1life. As the kneecap of a long leg
kicking out from Anchorage across the Aleutians to Asia, the Chignik-
Aniakchak coast of the peninsula is an important pivotal point in
the commercial fishing industry and a major trade route for Aleutian-
bound traffic. Technology, foreign interests and the cash economy have
rapidly traversed this leg greatly altering the traditional Tifestyle
of the native inhabitants.

Superficially, the Chignik villages might seem "non-native"
because they do not visibly manifest strong ties to their Eskimo-Aleut
heritage. Modern conveniences are available throughout parts of
each village, English is spoken by all but the oldest residents and
many have spent time in the lower-49 states. Despite the adoption of
some modern methods, these people have not relinquished their dependence
upon the natural environment.

The relationship between the Chignik villagers and the Aniakchak
coast is constantly changing and fluctuates because of both internal
and external forces. Insight into both of these forces will explain
the dynamic relationship between the residents of Chignik and the
proposed monument, the role of subsistence in the overall land use
pattern of' the peninsula, and in turn, how such activities relate to
Alaska and the outside world.

Until more time can be spent in the villages, my research has been
conducted on a few of the outside, or "external" forces shaping the

Chignik-Aniakchak relationship:
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The people of the Alaska peninsula are much more acculturated
than many people of northern Alaska. That these villages do not
seem "traditionally native", however, does not mean they should be

overlooked.
IV. METHOD

Four major approaches were used to gather information; living
for short periods of time in the Chignik villages, visiting the proposed
monument, meeting with the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADFG)
and library research. Each method offered a distinctively different
data base which, when integrated, helped to provide a more holistic
interpretation of activities along the Pacific coastline.

Letters were written in advance to each village council president
announcing a forthcoming visit and requesting assistance in locating
housing and contacts in the villages. Bristol Bay Native Association sent
a letter to each council explaining that the purpose of the visit was to

conduct a resource-subsistence survey. I also visited Dillingham and

-7-



spoke with representatives of both Bristol Bay Native Corporation and
Bristol Bay Native Association.

I spent one week in May and one week in August Tiving in each of the
three Chignik villages, and briefly visited Perryville and Ivanof Bay.
Interviews were conducted somewhat formally at first with a guideline
questionaire (Figure 2) and a U.S.G.S. 1:250,000 map which was covered
with plastic to allow residents to trace their subsistence harvesting

%locations. As time passed, however, more information was obtained by
participating in various activities and by simply absorbing local know-
ledge rather than by direct questioning. I resided in private homes,
was included in community functions, and traveled in locally owned skiffs,
fishing boats, three-wheeled Hondas, and the Peninsula Airways mail plane
from King Salmon, Alaska.

Historical information was obtained through oral interviews with
local residents, visits to sites around the villages, and through research
at the Bancroft Library (University of California, Berkeley), the Hubbard
Collection (University of Santa Clara, California) and the University of
Alaska (Fairbanks, Alaska).

Information about sport hunting was obtained from ADFG's 1imited
guide data for a three year period, and by visiting some guide camps
on the Alaska peninsula during an ADFG fall moose survey. Conversations
with the hunting guides provided much insight into the hunting pressure
on the coastline.

Commercial fishing spokesmen were away from the villages during
my visits and information about the salmon fisheries is limited.

Numerical fish harvest data, although available in the



NOTE: These questions were incorporated into everyday conversations

as much as possible
Figure 2

Guideline Questionnaire

Village Date

1. How Tong have you lived in this village?

2is What village did you Tive in before this one? For how long?

3. Including yourself, how many people do you support? State age
and sex. How many of these people live with you or in the
same village?

4. If you are a commercial fisherman, are you normally 1) a boat
captain, 2) partner, 3) crew member?

5. Do you operate a commercial drift gill net or set net?

6. How many fish did you and your family catch for subsistence from
breakup last year to breakup this year?

salmon grayling Dolly Varden
char rainbow trout crab
whitefish smelt shrimp

pike herring others

da How was this subsistence fishing conducted? (private boat, family
on commercial craft, etc.)

8. How many fish were eaten by your family? Smoked for sale?

9. What animals and how many of each kind did you and your family
harvest for meat, hides and furs, from breakup last year until
breakup this year?

moose seal cranes
caribou sea lion ptarmigan
brown bear ducks beaver
black bear geese others
10. How many berries (blue, black, cran, salmon and wine) do you put
away each year (approx. gallon)?*
11. What uses do you make from the hides and furs of the animals you
harvest?
12. Can you show on a map how much of the land and water around your

village is used by the people of your village for hunting, fishing,
gathering wood, eggs, berries and other natural products of the Tand?
Also include those areas far away from your village that you reach

by airplane or extended snowmobile or boat trips.



Guideline Questionnaire (continued)

13 In your own estimation, what percent of the total land/water
resources are used by your family for subsistence (not for
sale) vs. store bought?

*Information gathered while in the area during berrypicking season.

-]0-



4
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed monument, does not

discuss the relationships between foreign and domestic fishing interests,
the potential for tanker traffic on the peninsula, or patterns of boat
activity off the coast in general. These should be taken into consideration
when viewing the commercial fishing industry and its future on the

peninsula.

V. LIMITATIONS

The effects of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) can
already be seen in the Chignik villages as more and more unfamiliar and
uninvited people visit the villages asking a multitude of questions.
Occasionally, tense situations arose from the fear and distrust which
had been growing in the villages in response to the recent influx of
researchers, planners, managers and agency officials with their ANCSA-
related paperwork. There was no attempt to retrieve information when
situations seemed to provoke hostility or aggravation and, therefore,
some of the statistical harvest data is rounded to the nearest figure.

Chignik area residents are particularly sensitive to the powerful
role of the ADFG which regulates their commercial salmon industry and
local bear, moose, caribou and waterfowl populations. During initial
attempts to compile numerical fish and game harvest data, some local
residents would occasionally adjust their answers. This cautious attitude
seemed to subside as I spent more time in the villages, but harvest data
should be considered as having a fairly high margin of error. It is
important to note, also, that my observations spanned only part of three
seasons and did not visit the villages in winter.

4

Alaska Planning Group, U.S. Department of Interior Final

Environmental Impact Statement Aniakchak Caldera National Monument
(Washington: U.S. Department of Interior, 1974).
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Resource studies of this nature require time to éstablish a
rapport with the local people. Residents can only withstand
so much inquisition and then often become immune to the
seemingly endless array of questions. Equally limiting, a researcher
can only assimilate so much insight into a different way of life
before also becoming immune to further information. It is essential
for interested readers to realize that complete resource harvesting
data cannot be obtained in one or two visits. Similarly, the attitudes
and feelings of the Tocal residents toward these resources, the conflicts
of competitive resource use, or reactions to proposed NPS management
plans cannot be completely understood in such a short period of time.
Relevent written accounts of the history of southwestern Alaska
deal primarily with the southern tip or northernmost portions of the
peninsula. Very little has been written about the central portion of
the peninsula around the proposed national monument or the Chignik
villages. This reportoffersa brief introduction to the history of the
coastline recognizing that a comprensive historywould require research in Russian
archives, extensive searching in scattered primary sources, and much
more time in the villages. Hunting and fishing harvest data is
marginal at best, for monitoring subsistence and sport activities
is a massive undertaking not sufficiently implemented at the present time.
Lack of an even superficial data base makes research in this geographic
area difficult.
As stated earlier, this report is by no means complete -the
economic aspects of subsistence have not been discussed and the villages
on the north side of the peninsula, although visited®, will require

further historical land use studies to determine their relationship with the

5See Anthony Gasbarro, A Study of Subsistence Activities in Bristol
Bay, Institute of Social, Economic and Government Résearch, University of
Alaska, 1975. Numerical harvest data for Port Heiden is tabulated in this report.
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Aniakchak environment. Longer studies of the Chignik villages and
Perryville and Ivanof Bay are also necessary. These studies need Time:
time to wait--for weather to fly, boats to be fixed, people to be home-
and then more time to get to know the local residents, hunting guides
and commercial fishermen in the region. Until then, this report offers
a point from which to begin to understand the many intricacies of

establishing anew park area on the Alaska peninsula.

VI. PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

One of the most important factors influencing life around the
proposed national monument is the weather. The Alaska peninsula
struggles to become free from its shackles of clouds, rain, jagged
peaks and foggy harbors and clearly be seen as a viable part of Alaska.
Fighting against such an unveiling is the powerhouse of the peninsula--
the natural environment. After thousands of years of habitation only
six major settlements survive along the 425 miles of Pacific ccastal
mainiand between Cape Douglas and Cape Pankof.

The moutains of the Alaska peninsula are relatively high Tor a
coastal range and peak at 2,000 to 9,000 feet into the cold Aleutian
air. With irregular shape, varying size and extreme vertica! drop,
these mountains meet the churning Pacific Ocean currents to form a
wildly beautiful and rugged environment. Along the Aniakchak ccastline
the mountains slope more gently to reach the ocean's rocky beaches but
offer no lTess a majestic scene. Isliands closely bordering the mainland
create a navigational maze during stormy weather, making the run from
Shelikof Strait to the Shumagin Islands and as far south as Aniakchak

one of the most difficult in Alaska.

viliages. According to local knowledge and navigaticnal sources, the
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wind generally blows from northwest and west in the early winter,

southwest in January and February, and south to southwest from March

to September. Autumn finds the wind shifting from west to west-
northwest by November, and gales are frequent in winter. Strong winds
frequently blow from the Bering Sea through the mountain pass over

the Aniakchak and Chignik Rivers, the primary airplane routes across this
range.

Considerable cloudiness covers the Chignik villages with surprising
amounts of rainfall. Annual accounts of 151 inches of rain and 60
inches of snow are not uncommon, with the Tatter falling at the water
level until June and on the peaks until late summer.

Annual mean air temperatures in the area are at about 37° F
and water temperatures are usually 1%2° warmer than the air in winter,
and slightly lower than the air in mid-summer. Generalizing about the
weather in the area, seafaring men of the Pacific note that with the
exception of an occasional fine summer, the weather of the Alaska
peninsula 1is classified as bad and the difficulties of navigation are
many .

For a general overview of the plant and animal resources along
the Aniakchak coastline interested readers should look at portions of

the Environmental Impact Statement§

VII. BRIEF HISTORY OF THE CHIGNIK-ANIAKCHAK COASTLINE

It is generally agreed that Aleut-speaking people occupied the
Aleutian Islands and the southern tip of the Alaska peninsula, while
Eskimo-speaking people resided on the northern portion of the peninsula.

Despite the fact that Aleut and Eskimo language families are related,

6ataska Planning Group, EIS p.31-59
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