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ABSTRACT 

This volume is a compilation of the results of an archaeological 
survey and inventory project in Gates of the Arctic National Park 
and Preserve between 1983 and 1985. It's purpose is to provide 
the reader with as much information as possible regarding the 
prehistory of the park as concisely as possible. This objective 
has been met by an extensive set of summary tables that provide a 
"Reader's Digest" version of the data gathered from the 62 6 sites 
that form the park and preserve's archaeological database. 
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FOREWORD 

In 1982, when I initiated the archeological survey and inventory 
program of the new national parks and preserves in Alaska, the 
number one priority was Gates of the Arctic National Park and 
Preserve. The area was, and is, rich in diverse cultural 
resources; additionally, there was an existing logistical base of 
operations in Bettles and the park staff was supportive and 
enthusiastic. 

Funding was obtained in 1983 and Mike Kunz was hired as Project 
Archeologist. Based at the park staff level, he took charge of 
the project - especially the field operations. Technical 
oversight was through the regional office staff. Three 
successful field seasons followed, with the recording of over 600 
new sites. 

During this project, the park management team made the decision 
to maximize the field operations while funds were available. As a 
result, the analysis and report of the survey results has been 
somewhat delayed. This summary report is the end product of a 
concerted effort to make the data available. The original draft 
was compiled and written by Mike Kunz. It was then extensively 
edited by Diane Lehman Turck. This was done, however, without 
changing Mike's professional conclusions and opinions. 

This, then, constitutes the summary report on the archeological 
survey of Gates of the Arctic National Park and Preserve that was 
begun in 1982. The site reports and field data, in Volume II, 
are available to interested professionals at the park 
headquarters and the Alaska regional office of the National Park 
Service. 

The 600 archeological sites recorded during this survey are only 
a small proportion of the potential prehistoric sites in the park 
and preserve. Most of the area remains to be surveyed. This 
inventory does reveal the richness of the archeological record 
and should spark interest in doing more research there. 

Ken Schoenberg 
Supervisory Archeologist 
Alaska Regional Office 
2/13/91 
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PREFACE 
By Michael Kunz 

While most of the hard archaeological data presented in this 
volume are the result of the above noted survey and inventory, 
the database from which the synthesis of the park's culture 
history evolved was derived from a much broader informational 
spectrum. Broader in the sense that it reflects the 21 years 
during which I participated in fieldwork in the Brooks Range or 
on the North Slope; and broader from an input standpoint, in that 
this information relates to an array of people and places. 

I believe that it is necessary for an archaeologist to know as 
intimately as possible the physical and environmental aspects of 
his or her research area. Researchers in Alaska are fortunate 
since the environment and the landscape have altered little over 
the last 10,000 years providing an excellent window on the past. 
I was fortunate, over the years, to have spent a number of 
winters in and north of the Brooks Range (as well as springs, 
summers and falls), providing me with a perspective of the 
country that is not commonly or personally experienced by many 
researchers. 

I was extremely fortunate to be the beneficiary of the 
experiences and knowledge of some of the grand old men of Arctic 
archaeology during my first years in Alaska. Helge Larsen, Elmer 
Harp, Jack Campbell, and especially Bob McKennan, were my early 
field companions in the north. From our many conversations, as 
well as from listening to them talk among themselves, I developed 
an historic perspective of both the history of archaeological 
research in the region, as well as their views of the culture 
history of the area. Much of the thinking behind the information 
presented here is the result of the influence of these men. 

The three summers that I spent in the Eskimo village of Anaktuvuk 
Pass and my association with Simon Paneak, one of the founders of 
that village, have also influenced my perspective of Nunamiut 
culture history, by providing insights that can only be obtained 
by knowing the people. Hopefully, I have melded all of these 
inputs into an accurate construct of regional culture history. 

The crews and authors of the project also wish to thank the 
residents of Wiseman, Nolan, Coldfoot, Anaktuvuk Pass and the 
tributary streams of the Middle Fork Koyukuk River for their 
information and support. 

The blood, sweat and tears of a lot of people are represented by 
this volume. I hope the results are worth the effort. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Gates of the Arctic National Park and Preserve was created on 

December 2, 1980, with the enactment of the Alaska National 

Interest Lands Conservation Act (P.L. 96-487). The park and 

preserve contains 13,238 square miles (approximately 8.47 million 

acres), all of which lies north of the Arctic Circle. Most of 

the park and preserve lies in the Brooks Range with rivers 

flowing on both the north and south sides of the Continental 

Divide. Generally speaking, there are two basic environmental 

settings. South of 68° latitude is a mixed boreal forest 

containing spruce, birch, and poplar while north of 68° the 

country is treeless tundra. 

Section 1301 of P.L. 96-487 which created Gates of the Arctic 

National Park and Preserve mandated the preparation of General 

Management Plans for the new Conservation Units. An integral 

part of the plans was an assessment of the cultural resources. 

Therefore, in order to obtain the baseline information needed, a 

project to inventory and evaluate such resources was initiated. 

This project also complied with the requirements of Executive 

Order 11593 and the National Historic Preservation Act. While 

the project addressed both the prehistory and the history of the 

area, only the prehistoric (archaeological) portion of the 

project is discussed here. Park Service historians and 

historical architects participated in the survey and wrote the 
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report for historic cultural resources entitled Gaunt 

Beauty...Tenuous Life (Brown 1989). It should also be noted 

budgetary constraints have prevented the complete survey of the 

park and preserve. 

The initial research design allowed five years to complete the 

prehistoric component of the cultural resources inventory. 

Division of the land surface into geographic regions fulfilled 

the task directives, and assisted in the orderly progression of 

the investigation in such a remote and roadless area. The 

selection and order of investigations in the research areas 

involved four concerns, the prominence of each varying by year. 

These included the logistics of travel and supply, finding a 

survey area close to locations of previous archaeological 

research in order to have comparative data available for the 

project, assessing more freguently used areas or those which will 

be impacted by human or erosional activity, and providing the 

best all-around coverage of park and preserve lands. It should 

be noted, and taken for granted, that transportation within the 

field presented different problems every field season, including 

weather, bears, river rapids, and sharing the same equipment with 

personnel from other projects. 

Assessment of potential damage, the third concern expressed 

above, dictated the choice of the 198 3 research area which 

included the Walker Lake terminal moraine, Kichaiakaka Creek, the 
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upper Kobuk River down to the Lower Canyon, the mid-portion of 

the Reed River, Nutuvukti Lake, Narvak Lake, and Lake Selby. 

This southern area had the highest priority for initial 

investigation because it was the general location of a proposed 

transportation corridor into the Ambler Mining District and would 

therefore suffer impact. Additionally, previous archaeological 

research had been conducted in the Walker Lake area in 1967, 1973 

and 1974 (Hall 1975a, 1975b) and around Norutak Lake in 1964 and 

1968 (Clark 1974). This prior research would provide a sounding 

board for our work. 

Transportation concerns were the primary reason behind the 

selection of the 1984 research area. A team of historians was 

working in the eastern sector of the park, and the archaeologists 

and historians were sharing a helicopter. Therefore, 

archaeological research was conducted in the eastern sector along 

the North Fork Koyukuk River between Bombardment Creek and Squaw 

Rapids and along the Itkillik River from Oolah Pass downstream 

(north) to the confluence of the Itikmalak River. In addition, 

one of the survey areas, the North Fork Koyukuk River, is one of 

the more frequently utilized areas of the park. One of the 

season's objectives was to assess the potential for visitor 

impact on the cultural resources in this section. Further, 

intensive archaeological research conducted during the 

construction of the Trans-Alaska oil pipeline, which lies along 

the eastern boundary of the park, provided excellent comparative 
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material for the archaeological work conducted in the eastern 

sector. 

During the fall of 1984 we were advised that the cultural 

resources inventory project would not be funded beyond fiscal 

year 1985. Therefore, it was decided to conduct archaeological 

reconnaissance along the John River and in the Chandler Lake 

region in order to complete the survey planned in the eastern 

section of the park. Earlier archaeological and ethnographic 

work had been done in the Anaktuvuk Pass area and would provide 

comparative material for our work. Further, the John River below 

the Hunt Fork is a popular float-trip route; having a reasonable 

assessment of the cultural resources of the area and an idea of 

how susceptible they might be to visitor impact will assist in 

management planning. We also planned work in the Helpmejack 

Lakes area which would allow data collection from the eastern 

side of the "Alatna Portage" to complement the 1983 work done on 

the western side of the portage. Lastly, survey conducted in the 

Lake Kipmik/Lake Amitchiak area would update our knowledge of the 

condition of several known sites reported to be suffering 

degradation in 1973. The archaeological data from Itkillik Lake, 

included within this report, was obtained during a 1976 

archaeological reconnaissance of that area. This work was 

conducted for the Alyeska Pipeline Service Company, and the 

author of this report was the principal investigator on that 

project. 

6 



METHODOLOGY 

During each of three summer field seasons, a team of four to six 

archaeologists spent approximately thirteen weeks conducting 

cultural resource survey. All personnel met NPS standards, and 

most had extensive backrounds in Alaskan archaeology and field 

survey operations. Many of the crew members worked for the 

project for more than one season, adding an important element of 

continuity. As part of his equipment, each crew member carried 

1:65,000 color infrared aerial photographs and USGS topographic 

maps (1:250,000) applicable to the area being surveyed so they 

could easily locate themselves and any sites they found. 

Division of the park and preserve into large geographical sectors 

made operating from a single main camp impossible. Therefore, 

arranging a series of base camps along the way allowed an orderly 

inspection of the region. The length of stay at most campsites 

was flexible, allowing the crew to move whenever coverage of the 

area was complete. During these moves, the crews utilized various 

forms of transportation such as rafts, and fixed and rotor wing 

aircraft which have proven to be efficient in primitive and 

remote areas of Alaska. Occasionally, if a little more time was 

desirable in a section, either for further work at a specific 

site, or for extra survey in a small promising area, a one or two 

person "spike camp" separate from the main party would be 

established. 
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