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1.0 INTRODUCTIOU 

1.1 STUDY OBJECTIVES 

This study has four major objectives. These are: 

• Estimate the number and percentage of study area (see 
Figure 3-1) households engaging in resource use 
activities in areas potentially affected by the Susitna 
Hydroelectric Project. 

• Estimate the present dollar value of these resource use 
activities. 

a Describe the relative qualities of different resource 
use areas. 

a Present data on the economic circumstances of urban, 
small town, and rural Alaska resident resource users as 
a means of describing the value of resource use 
activities. 

The resource-user survey results provide three major kinds of 
I 

information. First, they provide a comprehensive set of reliable 

estimates 01f the number of Alaska residents who use resources in the 

areas pote·ntially affected by the Susitna Hydroelectric Project. 

While it i:B possible to derive estimates of some forms of resource 

use (e.g., moose hunting, caribou hunting, king salmon fishing) from 

data colle<:ted by the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G), 

little or no information exists for other activities (e.g., summer 

off-road vehicle use, backpacking, or waterfowl hunting). 

Second, the resource-user survey identifies the extent to which 

these resou~ce demands are being generated by urban, small town, and 

rural Alaska resident populations. Again, the residence of some, 

but not all, types of resource users can be derived from ADF&G data. 

Third, the survey provides empirically sound information about the 

value of I'esource-use activities in areas both inside and outside 

the areas most likely to be affected by the Susitna Hydroelectric 

1 



Project. This information previously did not exist for any type of 

resource user on a broad geographical basis. 

Although various studies of resource users and area settlements have 

been or are being conducted, no comprehensive source of information 

on Alaska resident resource uses occurring in the areas potentially 

affected by the Susitna Project existed prior to the Resource User 

Survey. Without comparable information on all types of resource 

activities, it was not possible to weigh the distribution of costs 

and benefits of the Project among various Alaska resident popula­

tions that could be affected by the Project. This study does not 

provide information on nonresident resource use. The reader should 

be aware that the results of this study strictly pertain to Alaska 

resident resource use. 

The data needs in this study were straightforward: who does what, 

where, when, and with what purpose and benefits. The major 

challenge of the study was not identifying data needs but rather 

obtaining the data in a cost-effective manner since a large number 

of interviews were required to obtain information on a relatively 

small number of resource users. 

A survey of some 1,300 southcentral residents in 1979 (ISER, 1979) 

indicated that some 15 percent of the adults (male and female) in 

Anchorage and Fairbanks went moose hunting somewhere in Alaska in 

1979. The percentage of adults involved in a moose hunt in the area 

potentially affected by the Sus tina Hydroelectric Project was not 

specifically measured but clearly was substantially less. Since 

moose hunting is a relatively frequent activity compared with bear 

hunting or even caribou hunting, obtaining sufficient data was more 

difficult than the example suggests. 

The low participation in resource use activities in the area 

potentially affected by the Susitna Hydroelectric Project made it 
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difficult 1;o develop the required resource use information from a 

general population survey. It was necessary to contact large 

numbers of households to obtain sufficient data on households that 

are involved in resource use activities in the area. The alter-

native methods by which a resource user survey might have been 

performed and the reasons presented why a mixed telephone/ 

face-to-face survey approach was selected are explained in Section 

2. 0. The remainder of Section 1. 0 contains a summary of study 

results. 

1.2 SUMMARY OF RESULTS 

Between February 15 and April 20, 1985, 4, 545 study area residents 

were interviewed on their hunting, fishing, and other recreational 

activities. Respondents provided time and place information on 

their housl:!hold' s participation in 21 activities and more detailed 

participation information on two randomly chosen activities. 

Location information was coded into 1 of 14 areas within a defined 

study region or within 1 of 7 areas outside the study region. 

Survey results established that resource use activities in the area 

that would be inundated by the Susitna Hydroelectric Project involve 

approximate1ly 0. 5 percent of all study area households annually. 

The area north of the inundation zone that could be opened up for 

increasi!d use due to new road access is used annually by 1.4 percent 

of all study area households and 3. 3 percent of the study area's 

rural hous1!holds. Finally, the Susitna River reach between Devil' s 

Canyon and the confluence with the Chulitna River is used annually 

for salmon fishing by 1.5 percent of all study area households. 

Information about travel costs, travel time, and reported willing­

ness to pay additional money to engage in activities at particular 

locations t~as used to estimate the dollar value of resource uses in 

the potential inundation zone and other analysis areas. Results 

3 



indicate that the gross annual dollar value of locations in the 

inundation zone as sites for resource use activities in 1984 was 

between $176,000 and $500,000. These figures represent 0.5 percent 

of the gross dollar value of all measured resource uses of study 

area residents anywhere in the state in 1984. The estimated annual 

dollar value of the reach of the Susitna River between Devil • s 

Canyon and the confluence with the Chulitna River for recreational 

and personal use salmon fishing is between $499,000 and $1,374,000. 

Respondents were asked to rate the quality of 10 specific attributes 

of the area they used for a selected resource use activity. They 

were also asked to rate the quality of the same 10 attributes for 

the best substitute location. The difference between these ratings 

represents the comparative advantage of the chosen location over the 

next best location. Results show that remote areas of the Susitna 

study region have six comparative advantages for resource users who 

live in rural areas: 

• Ease of getting to area 

• Beauty of area 

• Familiarity with area 

• Lower cost of activity 

• Family tradition of doing activity in area 

• Lack of crowding in area 

The results of the dollar value analysis indicate that the primary 

value of the inundation zone is its value to urban resource users. 

The same pattern applies to all other analysis areas. The absolute 

number of urban resource users of the potential inundation zone is 

28 times greater than the absolute number of rural resource users of 

the zone. Urban resource users also live farther away from the area 

and thus spend more to travel there. The incomes of urban resource 

users also average twice that of rural resource users; as a result, 

urban resource users spend more on their resource use activities. 

4 

~I 

-

-



-

.f'""' 
i 

-­i 

Analysis results show that rural resource users have chosen to live 

in an area with fewer employment opportunities in order to live near 

hunting and fishing opportunities. The dollar value analysis 

results do not reflect the income opportunity cost of living in 

rural area:s and therefore understate the value of resource use 

activities among rural residents. An indication of the under-

estimate is that 44 percent of rural residents who hunt and fish get 

half or more of their food from resource use activities. Among 

urban hous1eholds involved in hunting or fishing, the comparable 

figure is 18 percent. 

As a whole, the resource use, dollar value, relative value, and user 

characteristic analyses establish: 

• Current levels of use in the potential inundation zone 
are extremely low. 

• Approximately 1.5 percent of all study area households 
annually fish the study analysis area containing 
Susitna River reach between Devil' s Canyon and 
Talkeetna for salmon. 

• The gross annual dollar value of the potential 
inundation zone as a location for recreational 
resource use and personal use is about 0. 5 percent of 
the value of all other resource use locations. 

• 

• 

• 

The gross 
containing 
Canyon and 
2.4 percent 
locations. 

annual dollar value of the analysis area 
the Susitna River reach between Devil's 

Talkeetna for salmon is approximately 
of the value of all other fishing 

Both resource use and dollar value estimates for the 
potential inundation zone are low for rural as well as 
small town, and urban residents. 

In general, the value of resource uses to rural 
residents is greater than the dollar value estimates 
suggest. The dollar value estimates for rural 
residents are constrained by low incomes which are the 
result of preferences to live near resource use 
opportunities. Even if the dollar value estimates 
were adjusted to take rural income constraints into 
account, the absolute value of the inundation zone to 
ru.ral residents would be low since few rural residents 
use the area itself. 
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2.0 SELECTION OF SURVEY APPROACH 

2.1 FEASIBILITY OF CONDUCTING A MAIL SURVEY 

The problem of obtaining data necessary to meet the objectives of 

this study would be largely eliminated if accurate lists of all 

those enga1~ed in each activity of interest were available and could 

be used in a targeted mail survey. The ADF&G uses this approach to 

determine where licensed residents fish. Unfortunately, accurate 

lists of berry-pickers, backpackers, kayakers, or many other types 

of resource users are not available. Moreover, complete lists of 

hunters or fishermen are not available since some rural residents do 

not obtain licenses and license files are not updated frequently. 

Even if such lists were available, however, a mail survey would not 

be the preferred approach. 

The ADF&G mail surveys are short and are sent to people who have a 

personal interest in the topic of the survey (e.g. fishing to those 

with fishing licenses), and who probably perceive the survey sponsor 

as an ag;ency which provides them with significant benefits. 

Research on mail survey response rates clearly indicates that the 

length of the survey, the importance of the survey topic to the 

respondent, and the type of sponsor are strongly related to response 

rate (Linsky, 1975). 

In the case of the present study, respondents had to be asked about 

a wide range of resource uses during more than one period of time 

and in more than one area. Respondents could not reasonably be 

expected to be interested in responding to a mail questionnaire 

concerning all their resource use activities. In addition, the 

Alaska Power Authority could not validly portray itself as an agency 

whose pritliLary mandate is to improve the quality of the activities 

pursued by respondents. As a result of these factors, even the best 

designed m:a.il survey would not achieve an acceptable response rate. 

7 



2.2 FEASIBILITY OF CONDUCTING FACE-TO-FACE INTERVIEWS 

Since the objectives of the study were not only to estimate the 

number of resource users but also to document the characteristics of 

·resource users and the values associated with resource use, the 

research design had to yield an adequate number of resource users to 

permit an analysis of various target populations. For example, a 

sample of 2, 000 urban residents was estimated to be required to 

generate a subsample of roughly 200 respondents who have pursued one 

or more resource-use activities during the last year in remote areas 

of the Susitna study region. 

The need for such large samples precluded consideration of face-to­

face interviews except where absolutely necessary. A well-designed 

survey involving exclusively face-to-face interviews would require 

· the development of a sample frame, including the listing of 

·households, and repeated contacts at selected households to locate 

J:espondents. Just the field costs of such a survey would cost in 

excess of $300,000, a price not worth the additional reliability 

gained by asking some types of questions face-to-face rather than 

over the telephone. In fact, the only benefit of face-to-face 

interviews in the present study would have been the opportunity to 

present maps to respondents when asking for location information. 

Carefully worded questions minimized this problem. 

2.3 FEASIBILITY OF CONDUCTING TELEPHONE INTERVIEWS 

Aside from the limitation on the use of maps during the interview, 

the only other limitation of telephone interviews was incomplete 

.residential telephone coverage. Based on statistics compiled by 

local telephone companies and the most recent census counts, 

telephone coverage is generally excellent in the study area and 

Copper River/Wrangell regions. An estimated 98 percent of all 

households in Anchorage and Fairbanks have residential telephone 
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service. In the remaining areas, available data indicated that 

approximately 96 percent of all households in the Palmer-Wasilla 

area, Talkeetna, Glennallen, Tok, and Valdez had residential 

telephone service in early 1985. Telephone coverage in both urban 

areas and in or near small towns was thus clearly adequate to 

support a valid telephone survey. 

Telephone coverage in rural areas of the study area and the Copper 

River/Wrangell regions was somewhat lower, although rapidly 

increasing. Seventy-five percent of all rural households in these 

areas were initially estimated to possess residential telephone 

service. Since one of the study's objectives was to describe 

differences in resource use among urban, small town, and rural 

populations, the level of rural telephone coverage was not adequate 

to justify an exclusive reliance on telephone contacts as a survey 

mode. 

2.4 SURVEY APPROACH SELECTED 

Based on the above considerations, the method of choice was actually 

a combination of telephone and face-to-face interviews. Telephone 

interviews were conducted in all target areas and supplementary 

sample of households lacking telephone service was used to properly 

represent rural areas. 

9 
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3.0 SURVEY POPULATIONS 

3.1 DETERMINATION OF TARGET POPULATION 

The objectives of the study required the development of information 

that could be generalized to the segment of the study area 

population whose resource use activities could be affected by the 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project. Theoretically. the maximum size of 

this targe1t population was the state population as a whole. 

Residents from southeastern, northern, and western Alaska 

conceivably occasionally engage in resource use activities in the 

southcentral region. However, use levels in the Susitna Basin among 

these populations is extremely low. Their inclusion in the study's 

target population would have consumed project resources that 

otherwise could have been used to describe use levels and 

characteristics of populations which more actively use resources 

near the proposed Susitna Hydroelectric Project. 

At the othjar extreme, restriction of the target population to the 

area containing the most active Susitna area resource users would 

result in an underestimation of total resource use. The extent of 

underestimation would, of course, be unknown. It was therefore 

desirable 1to adopt a relatively broad definition of the target 

population while still excluding Alaska resident populations that 

clearly are1 marginal resource users in the area of interest. The 

study's target population included the following areas: 

• Th,e Anchorage Municipality 

• The Matanuska-Susitna Borough 

• Valdez north on the Richardson Highway to the Copper 
Ri'll·er Basin 

11 



• The Copper River Basin, including households located 
within a mile to the east of the Richardson Highway, 
north on the Richardson and Tok cutoff to Delta 
Junction and Tok 

• The Alaska Highway west from Tok 

• The Fairbanks North Star Borough 

• The Parks Highway south of the Fairbanks North Star 
Borough to the Matanuska-Susitna Borough 

• 

• 

The Denali Highway and all other areas within the 
Parks, Glenn, Richardson, and Alaska highways 

The area west of the Parks highway and east of the 
Alaska Range. south of the Petersville Road to (but 
not including) Tyonek on the Cook Inlet 

Figure 3-1 delineates the geographic boundaries for the target 

population. Within this area, all households were included in the 

target population. Military service members living on-base in the 

study target population were included since they are commonly active 

resource users. 

3.2 IDENTIFICATION OF SUBPOPULATIONS 

Previous research on Alaska resident resource use potentially 

affected by the Susitna Hydroelectric Project by the Power Authority 

and the Subsistence Division of the ADF&G has focused on rural 

populations. The special circumstances and resource use patterns of 

rural residents clearly warrant the identification of rural 

residents as a special subpopulation for reporting purposes. At the 

same time, it was recognized that residents of the relatively large 

population centers of Anchorage and Fairbanks differ from other 

population groups in circumstances and resource use patterns, and 

should also be treated as a subpopulation. It was therefore decided 

that three subpopulations would be used for reporting purposes: 

urban, small town, and rural. 

12 
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Figure 3-1 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project · · 
Susitna Resource User Survey Study Boundaries 

1...--- ·'-........fl so Scale 0 , '";;;;aes 

• Households located along both sides of 
boundary highways are included in study 

Institute of Social and Economic Researcti, 1 9BS 

~ 1 .................................................. ~ .......... ~~ .. ~ ............ ~ .............................................. ::~::~::::::~:::::: 
·f 

' 
13 



The distinction between small town and rural subpopulations cannot 

be validly made on the basis of population size within incorporated 

boundaries. Communi ties such as Glennallen are not incorporated, 

while much of the area outside the cities of Palmer and Wasilla is 

clearly more urban than rural in character. The most valid approach 

was to define the small town subpopulation by residence in or near 

the following settlements: Palmer, Wasilla, Houston, Willow, 

Talkeetna, Nenana, Clear, Cantwell, Anderson, Healy, Delta Junction. 

Tok, Glennallen, and Valdez. Rural was therefore defined as all 

areas outside the above-named small towns and not part of the 

Anchorage Municipality or the Fairbanks North Star Borough. 

3.3 GENERALIZATION TO INDIVIDUALS VS. HOUSEHOLDS 

The alternatives of generalizing survey results to individuals or to 

households were considered, and the latter was chosen for over­

whelming practical reasons. If individuals were randomly sampled, 

and information was obtained only about the sampled individual's 

resource use activity, the resource-user data base would likely have 

been less than half the size it is. If, on the other hand, each 

respondent was asked to report on the resource use activities of 

each individual household member, it would have been necessary to 

collect detailed information on the household composition of each 

resource use incident and necessary to obtain financial and personal 

characteristics information concerning each household member. 

Given the number of separate resource use activities to be covered 

in the survey, the potential benefits associated with adopting the 

individual as the reporting unit were outweighed by the lowered 

response rates and increased measurement errors associated with a 

longer, more complicated interview. 
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3.4 SELECTION OF RESPONDENT 

Since the survey results were to be generalized to households, the 

respondent selected in each household reported resource use 

information pertaining to any household member. 

possible to determine which specific members 

Thus, it is not 

of the household 

participated. To minimize measurement errors, it was important that 

the respondent be the person best informed about the resource use 

activities of the entire household. The most straightforward way of 

identifyin:g this person was to ask the adult first contacted to 

identify the individual household member who he or she believed to 

be the most knowledgeable about hunting, fishing, or other outdoor 

recreation activities. The interviewer then arranged to interview 

that person. 

15 
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4.0 IDENTIFICATION OF STUDY REGION 

Conceptually, the study region of interest is defined by the area in 

which res:ource uses occur that may be affected by the Susitna 

Project. New roads and the lakes created by the Susitna Project may 

increase access to areas now only accessible by air, or even create 

opportunit~ies for new forms of resource use in some areas. These 

changes could redistribute or even expand the total amount of 

resource use in the state as a whole. Thus, the limits of the study 

region thc~oretically correspond to the boundaries of the state of 

Alaska. At the other extreme, relatively small areas would be 

directly a1ffected by the construction and operation of each project 

facility such as the dams, reservoirs, and access road. 

To properly reflect both the upper and lower extremes of the 

definition of the study region, study area residents were asked to 

report lev,els of resource use in the state as a whole and in a set 

of 14 analysis areas collectively referred to in this report as the 

study region. The study region is defined by two areas: (1) the 

area bounded by the Denali, Richardson, Glenn, and Parks Highways 

(containing, analysis areas 1-12); and (2) the area bounded by the 

Parks High"'ray on the east and a line drawn north from Tyonek on the 

west to Pet~ersville Road (containing analysis areas 13 and 14) (see 

Figure 3-1). 

The study region is considerably larger than the area likely to 

experience significant project-related effects and was easy to 

describe to respondents in either face-to-face or telephone inter­

views. With the exception of the two analysis areas (numbers 13 and 

14) located outside the Glenn, Parks, Denali, and Richardson highway 

area, all analysis units were constructed to be consistent with the 

recently de:dgned Alaska Department of Fish and Game Uniform Coding 

Units. ThE!Y represent aggregations of ADF&G subunits and are 

designed to: 
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• Clearly identify the Susitna Project's reservoir zone 

• Differentiate remote from road-based resource uses 

• Have clearly identified boundaries that could be 
easily communicated by telephone 

The ADF&G Uniform Coding System units used to construct the analysis 

areas are shown in Table 4-1. Four of the analysis areas are of 

particular interest in this study. Area 10 closely matches the 

proposed inundation zone. Portions of areas 11 and 12 would be 

opened up to road-based resource use following the Project 

construction phase. Area 1 contains the Susitna River reach most 

likely to experience downstream effects on salmon stocks. 

In addition to identifying 14 analysis areas within the study 

region, 7 analysis areas were identified outside the study region. 

These areas are illustrated in Figure 4-1 and described below: 

(1) Area 10 miles north of the Denali Highway and south of 
the Alaska Range 

(2) Kenai Peninsula 

(3) Anchorage/Chugach Mountains 

(4) Copper River/Wrangell/Valdez 

(5) Southeast Alaska 

(6) Elsewhere in Alaska 

(7) Outside of Alaska 

18 
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TABLE 4-1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

COMPOSITION OF ANALYSIS AREAS* 

Area 1: Parks North 

Game ~[anagement Unit (GMU) 13E: 101, 102, 201, 202, 801, 1001, 
3003, 1101, 1501. 

Area 2: Parks South 

GMU 14A: 101, 303. 
GMU 148: 401, 501, 601, 701, 801, 901. 

GMU 13A: 
GMU 13D: 
GMU 14A: 

1001, 1002, 1101, 1201, 1301, 1302, 1303. 
1701, 1801, 2301. 
501, 502, 503, 601, 701, 801, 802, 803, 804, 901, 
1001, 1101. 

Area 4: Talkeetna Mountains 

GMU 13J~: 

GMU 13r:: 
901, 1401, 1501, 1701, 1801, 1803, 1805, 1806. 
1201, 1202, 1301, 1302, 1303, 1401, 1801, 2201, 2202, 
2203. 

GMU 14B: 101, 201, 301, 1001. 

Area 5: Lake Louise Flats 

GMU 13A: 
GMU 13B: 

801, 1802, 2001, 2002, 2101, 2102, 2103, 2104. 
101. 

Area 6: Glenn East 

GMU 13A: 101, 201, 301, 401, 501, 502, 601, 701, 702, 703. 
GMU 130: 1201, 1501, 1602. 

Area 7: Richardson 

GMU 13B: 1102,-1401, 1402, 1701, 1703, 1704, 1801, 1802. 

*This table describes the composition of this study's geographic 
analysis artaas in terms of ADF&G game management units and uniform 
coding units= . 
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TABLE 4-1 (Cont.) 

Area 8: Alphabet Hills 

GMU 13B: 1403, 1501, 1601. 

Area 9: Denali East 

GMU 13B: 301, 302, 303, 304, 401, 402, 403, 404, 501, 502, 
601. 1201, 1202, 1602, 1603. 

Area 10: Susitna 

GMU 13A: 
GMU 13B: 

1601. 
201. 

GMU 13E: 1701, 1702, 1703, 2301, 2401. 

Area 11: Deadman 

GMU 13E: 1601, 1901, 2001, 2101, 2102. 2402, 2501. 

Area 12: Denali West 

GMU 13E: 2601, 2602, 2902, 2903, 3201, 
3202. 

Area 13: Sustina West 

Part of GMU 16B as far west as old Tyonek and as far north as 
Petersville Road. 

Area 14: Big Lake 

GMU 14A. 

SOURCE: A Uniform Coding System {UCS) for Hunter Harvest Data in 
Alaska. 1984. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Game 
Division. 
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Figure 4-1'•-

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
nalysis Areas Outside Susitna Study Region 

1 
' 2 - Kenai Peninsula 
3 - Anchorage/Chugach Mountains 
4 -Copper River /Wrangell/Valdez 
5 - Southeast Alaska 
6 -Elsewhere in Alaska 
7 -Outside of Alaska (not shown) 

Institute of Social and Economic Research, 1985 
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5.0 SAMPLE DESIGN 

5.1 DETERMINATION OF SAMPLE SIZE 

An estimated 2,000 urban, 1,700 small-town, and 670 rural interviews 

were required to meet the objectives of this study. Since a primary 

objective of the study was to estimate the number of people using 

resources in areas within or near the Susitna project area, it was 

necessary to generate highly reliable sample estimates of use which 

could be applied to the three study subpopulations: urban, small 

town, and rural. It was assumed that observed levels of use would 

be low. 

A sample of 2,000 urban households enabled the estimation of the 

population size of the user groups involving only two percent of the 

urban population to within 650 households at a level of confidence 

of 95 perc~ent for an estimated total of 106,000 urban households. 

The same size sample also produced adequate subsamples of urban 

resource users by type of resource use. This size sample permitted 

an analysis of user group characteristics. The same sampling logic 

was applied to the small town and rural strata to calculate required 

sample siz:es. The resulting sample sizes were smaller due to the 

effect of the finite population correction factor (Moser and I<alton, 

1972). 

5.2 TELEPHONE SAMPLE DESIGN 

The urban telephone sample frame included 

Anchorage Municipality and the Fairbanks 

(including prefixes for the military bases). 

all prefixes in the 

North Star Borough 

An urban sample of 

numbers sufficient to yield approximately 2,000 completed interviews 

was generated. The size of each prefix sample was proportional to 
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the number of residential telephone numbers in the prefix. Since 

the probability of any urban household being selected was equal, the 

urban sample is representative without the application of differ­

ential interview weights among urban interviews. 

The remaining prefixes in the study area covered both small town and 

rural areas. The number of sampled households in each prefix was 

proportional to the number of residential telephone numbers in the 

prefix. The split of small town and rural interviews was achieved 

by asking respondents to identify the physical location of their 

residence and sorting completed interviews by location. The location 

of small town coding categories are shown in Table 5-1. Rural 

coding categories cover all remaining areas except the Anchorage 

Municipality and the Fairbanks North Star Borough. 

Actual sample elements were drawn randomly. A sampled telephone 

number could not be replaced until its disposition was resolved to 

be either: (1) a completed interview, (2) a refusal, (3) a nonworking 

number, (4) a business number, (5) a number not answered or 

continuously busy after callbacks repeated over at least four days 

in both daytime and evening hours, or (6) a household in which there 

was no eligible respondent (e.g., a motel room). The response rate 

was determined by the number of completed interviews divided by the 

sum of completed interviews, refusals, and nonanswered numbers. 

5.3 FACE-TO-FACE INTERVIEW SAMPLE 

The final research design called for the development of the rural 

nontelephone sample frame immediately prior to the commencement of 

face-to-face interviewing. Estimates of the number of households 

lacking residential telephone service were first developed by 

comparing 1984 Mat-Su Borough housing counts and 1980 U.S. Census 

housing counts with telephone company reports of residential 

telephone numbers and census data on the incidence of telephone 
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(1) 

TABLE 5-1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

CODING CATEGORIES FOR SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

Palmer area, defined by Glenn Highway milepost (mp) 35 to 
mp 49 

(2) Wasilla area, defined by Parks Highway mp 35 to mp 45 

(3) Palmer/Wasilla areaincluding Bogard Road and Palmer/Wasilla 
Highway 

(4) Houston area, defined by Parks Highway mp 56 to mp 58 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

Willow area, defined by Parks Highway mp 67 to mp 72 

Talkeetna, including the northern 2 miles of the Talkeetna 
Spur Road 

Nenana, Anderson, Healy, Cantwell, and Clear on Parks 
Highway 

(8) Delta Junction, defined by Alaska Highway mp 96 to mp 100 

(9) Tok area, defined by Alaska Highway mp 204 to mp 208 

(10) Glennallen area, defined by Glenn Highway mp 175 to 
Junction with Richardson Highway 

(11) Valdez area, defined by Richardson Highway mp 0 to mp 25 
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service by census enumeration district. While these data were the 

best available, they proved to be of limited value. Telephone 

service has rapidly expanded throughout the study area in the last 

two years, and the most recent data available did not accurately 

reflect this expansion. In addition, housing and telephone 

information was not available for geographic units that were 

sufficiently small to create sample clusters. 

In view of the above-mentioned limitations, sample quotas were 

constructed for 17 geographical areas based on the best available 

estimates of the number of households lacking telephone service in 

each area. Quotas were not strictly proportional to these 

estimates; rather, areas that are along the Parks and Glenn highways 

and in the Copper River Basin were oversampled. These areas were 

most likely to contain residents who use the Susitna study region. 

Had quotas been strictly proportional to population, most of the 

face-to-face interviews would have taken place along the Alaska 

Highway. particularly in the Tok and Delta Junction areas. The 

sample design quotas for the seventeen areas appear in Table S-2. 

The 17 areas identified above were too large to permit direct 

sampling of households. Further work was necessary to ensure that 

all interviews were not conducted in one or two locations within 

each of the 17 areas. Interviewers were therefore directed to 

contact telephone linemen and others potentially familiar with the 

distribution of households lacking telephone service within each of 

the 17 areas. Interviewers were instructed to form sample clusters 

of seven-to-ten households per cluster and to then pick enough 

clusters to meet the interview quota for each area. This approach 

was designed to minimize the chances that the particular sample of 

households in each area would be unrepresentative of all households 

in the area. 

26 

-



-

-

TABLE 5-2 
SUSITNA RESOURCE USER SURVEY 

PROJECTED AND ACTUAL INTERVIEWS FOR NONTELEPHONE SAMPLE* 

Projected Actual 
Parks Highlli~ 

A Clear, Healy, McKinley, Denali Highway, 
Cant.well (excluding Anderson) 

B North of Talkeetna, Alaska RR, to Summit 
C Greater Peters Creek 
D Greater Talkeetna 
E Roadless Areas, non-RR Areas of Talkeetna 

Mountains and Susitna River 
F Greater Montana 
G Point MacKenzie 
H Hatcher Pass 

Parks Highway Subtotal 

Glenn, Alaska, and Richardson Highways 

I Sutton 
J Chickalo,on 
K Matanuska Glacier Area 
L Glenn Highway to Glennallen (4 in Glennallen 

and 8 West of Glennallen) 
M Lake Louise 
N Greater Copper Center 
0 Greater Gulkana and Gakona 
P Greater Paxson (Delta Junction to Gulkana) 
Q Chistochina, Slana, Mentasta Lake 
R Greater Big Delta and Delta Junction 

(Exc.luding Fort Greely) 
S Greater Tok, Tanacross,, Dot Lake 

10 
8 

13 
20 

16 
21 

0 
_3 

91 

7 
5 
6 

12 
3 
8 

10 
13 

2 

9 
3 

10 
7 

15 
25 

6 
19 

4 
4 

90 

7 
8 

10 

9 
' 7 

8 
3 

13 
2 

9 
3 

Glenn, Alaska, and Richardson Highways Subtotal 78 79 

Totals for Entire Nontelephone Sample 169 169 

*Letters in table correspond to areas shown in Figure 6-1. 
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In executing their instructions, interviewers frequently observed 

that key informants could not provide highly reliable information on 

the distribution of households 

mants' perceptions simply have 

lacking telephone 

not kept pace 

service. 

with the 

Infor-

rapid 

expansion of telephone service and interviewers frequently observed 

that households identified by informants to be without telephone 

service had recently obtained such service. The lack of reliable 

information made it difficult for interviewers to construct sample 

clusters without actually contacting every household in the area to 

determine if they should be included in the cluster of households 

without telephones. In areas where it was possible to form sample 

clusters. interviewers did so. In other areas, interviewers 

frequently stopped for local information and selected isolated 

households found to lack telephone service. 

While the approach to sampling households without telephones was not 

ideal, it capitalized on all available information and included 

sufficient safeguards to ensure that the sample is broadly 

representative. 

excellent rural 

Recent expansions in telephone coverage produced an 

telephone sample. The combined telephone and 

face-to-face rural samples provided a sound basis for developing 

resource use estimates for rural residents. 
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6.0. SURVEY ADMINISTRATION 

The telephone fieldwork phase of the study took place between 

Febru;iry 15, 1985, and April 20, 1985. One-hundred-and-six 

telephone interviewers were used during the eight-week period of the 

survey. Interviewers were trained in the obj ec ti ves of the study, 

general interviewing techniques, and specific interviewing 

procedures required to perform this study. Each interviewer 

performed several practice interviews prior to receiving their first 

sample as;signment. Two supervisors monitored interviewer 

performance at a centralized interviewing facility and edited 

interviews as they were completed. Supervisors instructed 

interviewers to call back respondents for any missing information. 

In addition, supervisors verified 10 percent of all completed 

interviews. The overall response rate to the telephone survey was 

70 percent. 

The face-bo-face component of the survey commenced February 27, 

1985, and finished April 20, 1985. Interviewers had to first obtain 

information on the location of households lacking telephone service 

from key informants and personal observation. Once they developed a 

general idE~a of the number and distribution of such households, 

interviewers used a variety of methods to locate and contact 

respondents. These methods included travel by train, snow machine, 

ski is, dog sled, and automobile. Some residents of remote areas 

were interviewed opportunistically as they traveled on or along the 

Alaska Railroad or in town. 

The face-b:>-face interviewers encountered a higher refusal rate 

(approximabaly 20 percent) among the most remote portion of the 

nontelephon1a sample (e.g. Peters Creek) than among other populations 

sampled in the survey. As a result, the number of completed 
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interviews in the roadless areas accessed from the Parks Highway was 

lower than expected. However, this problem was alleviated by 

increasing the size of the remote sample near Talkeetna and by 

including a sample of Point MacKenzie residents. The interview 

totals by area appear in Table S-2 above. Figure 6-1 illustrates 

the distribution of rural nontelephone comp~eted interviews. 

Tables 6-1 through 6-4 display sample sizes for major subpopu­

lations, locations, and activities. Also shown are the maximum 

estimated standard errors. Standard errors are an expression of the 

error that results from the fact that survey findings are based on a 

sample of households rather than on all households. Actual standard 

errors vary according to the variation in population characteristics 

and according to the size of . the sample. All standard error 

estimates shown in Tables 6-1 through 6-4 assume maximum variation 

in responses. The estimates provide a standardized indicator of the 

relative reliability of information for each major subpopulation/ 

location/activity combination. 
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Table 6-1 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED SAMPLI~G ERRORS 
BY SUBPOPULATIOM 

HOUSEHOLDS EFFECTIVE HAX!MUM 
SAMPLE STANDARD 
SIZE,\; ERROR 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 122753 5016 0.77. 
URBAN 
SHALL TOWN 
RURAL 

106215 2138 1.1% 
13878 1993 l.l% 
2660 ass l.7i. 

A The effective sample size is the act!Jal s.3mple size 
adj!Jsted by the finite population correction factor. 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

Study Region RE!IOOte * * 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote, 
Elsewhere Non-re,mote 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 
Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Non-re~ete 

SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 
Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Non-remote 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 
Study Region R~note 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Reeote 
Elsewhere Non-re;•ate 

Table 6-2 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED SAMPLING ERRORS 
BY GROUPED ANALYSIS AREAS 

ALL ACI IV II IES 

Sample lia:diiiJI 
Size Standard 

Error 

1,256 1.4% 
5,492 0.7%. 

260 3.1% 
1~599 1.34 

422 2.4% 
2,513 1.0% 

139 4.2% 
998 1.6% 

341 2.7% 
2,339 1.0% 

94 5.2% 
512 2.2% 

493 ., "J'¥ 
.W•WII 

640 2.0% 
27 9.6% 
89 5.3% 

**Remote refers to areas that cannot be accessed by road . 
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HUNTING 

Sample Ma};imuli 
Size Standard 

Error 

336 2.77. 
787 1.87. 
75 C'" IJ•f 

~.}aut. 

163 3.9~ 

107 4.8% 
297 2.97. 
30 9.1% 
70 6.0% 

lOS 4.87. 
387 2.5% 

29 9.3% 
58 G.Gi. 

121 4 r:·•! 
nJi. 

103 4.9% 
16 12.5% 
35 8.5% 



ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

Study Region Reoote :11-¥ 

Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nor1-remote 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 
Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Resote 
Elsewhere Non-remote 

SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 
Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Non-remote 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 
Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nanremote 
Elsewhere Relate 
Elsewhere Non-retote 

Table 6-2 (Cont.) 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIHAIED SAMPLING ERRORS 
BY GROUPED ANALYSIS AREAS 

FISHING 

Sample Ma:dllium 
Size Standard 

Error 

523 '1 .,., 
ua.w. 

1,759 1.2X 
77 5.7% 

411 ., "'"' WII..J.(. 

216 3.-4% 
783 1.8% 
42 7.77. 

230 3.34 

150 4.1% 
746 1.8% 
33 8.7% 

167 3.9% 

15'7 4.0% 
230 3.3i. 

2 35.4% 
H 13.4% 

~ 

NONCONSUMP!IIJ£ 

Sample ilaximl.lffi 
Size Standard 

Error 

397 2.5% 
2,942 o.n 

107 4.8% 
1,024 l.GZ 

9'3 5.0% 
1,433 1.3i.: 

67 6.1% 
G9S 1.9% 

83 5.5% 
1,203 1.4% 

32 8.8% 
287 3.0% 

215 3.4% 
306 2.9% 

8 1" .,., 
1:.. l & I I• 

'JQ 
oJ• 8.0% 

*Noncons~tive activities include: use of sumner and winter off-road 
vehicles, skiing, snowshoeing, dogsledding, boating, camping, backpacking, 
hiking, picnicking, berry picking, photography, and sightseeing. 

**Remote refers to areas that cannot be accessed by road. 
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H•Jnting 
¥ 

Moose H•Jntins 
Caribou Hunting 
Sheep or Goat Huntins 
Brown Bear Huntin9 
Black Bear Huntins 
Small Gallie Huntin9 
tishins 
Salmon Fishing 
Kins Sal~on Fishins 
Silver Salmon Hshin9 
Red S.ala1on fishing 
Other Salmon Fi shins 
Rainbow !rout fishing 
Dolly Varden l:ishins 
La~.e !rout Fi~shing 
Other trout Fishins 
Grayling Fishins 
Bo•Jrbot or Cod Fishing 
Summer off Ro.ad 
Winter Off Ro:3d 
Skiing 
Motorboat ins 
Canoe; Raft, l<ayak 
Other Bo-3t ins 
Backpacking 
Ient C-31lpins 
Rec 1Jehicle Camping 
Other Campin·9 
Hiking, Pie:nid.ing 
Sightseeins 

*A few individuals 

Table 6-3 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED SAMPLING ERROR 
BY RESOURCE USE 

ALL HOUSEHOLD 

REMOTE NON-REMOTE 
SAMPLE MAXIMUM SAMPLE MAXIMUM 

SIZE StANDARD SIZE STANDARD 
ERROR £RROR 

408 2.5% 949 1.67. 
190 3.6% 424 2m4i! 
54 6.S% 107 4.87. 
29 9.3% 30 9.1% 
'")") 10.7% :n 10.9% "'"' .,., 9.6% 61 6.4% "'' 83 " .,., 

.Ja..J~ 303 2.9% 
599 2.0% 2170 1.1% 
311 2.8% 1086 1 ~·t • .... u. 

123 4.5% 362 2.6% 
127 4.47. 432 2.47. 
36 8.3% 205 3.57. 
20 11.2% 81 " ·~ .J .I.J,~ 

103 4.9% 416 2.5% 
'l! ... 10.2% 130 4.41. 
27 9.6% 89 5.37. 
8 17.7% 19 11.5X 

as 5.3% 348 2.7% 
34 S.G7. .,~ 

'" 5.9% 
'57 6.67. 220 3.4% 
80 5.6t 248 3.2i. 
69 6.0% 527 ? ?'I ...... ,. 
53 6.97. 477 2.3% 
15 12.9% 207 3.5% 
1 50.0% 31 9.0% 

46 7.4% 193 3.67. 
28 9.4% 178 3.7i: 
2 35.4% 85 5.4% 
5 22.4% 14 13.4% 

75 5.8% 831 1.7% 
75 5.8% 958 , ~"•f .... o,. 

did not specify which type of hunting and fishing they 
did. Therefor•~. the addition of specific activity numbers do not always equal 
category total ~•. 
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did. 

HeJntins :f. 

Moose Huntins 
Caribou H•Jntin9 
Sheep or Go.3t Hunting 
Brown Bear Huntin9 
Blacr.. Bear Huntins 
Small a1me Huntin9 
Fish ins 
Salmon Fi shin9 
Kin'3 Salmon Fishin9 
Silver Salmon Fishin9 
Red Salmon E'ishir1g 
Other Sallon Fishin9 
R.:ainbow Trout Fishins 
Dolly Varden Fishin9 
Lake Trout fishin9 
Other Trout fishing 
Graylin9 Fishins 
Bourbot or Cod Fishin9 
Summer off Road 
Winter Off Ro-3d 
Skiing 
Motor boating 
Canoe, Raft, Kayak 
Other Boatins 
Bac~.pack.ir.g 

Tent Campin9 
Rec Vehicle Ca.ping 
Other Camping 
Hikir~, Picnicking 
Sight. see in9 

Table 6-4 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

SAMPLE 
SIZE 

ESTIMATED SAMPLING ERROR 
BY RESOURCE USE 
URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

REHOTE NOtl-REi'IOIE 
MAXIMUM SAMPLE MAXIMUH 

STANDAR[I S-IZE SIAtWARD 
ERROR ERROR 

137 0.07. 367 2.6% 
61 6.4% 161 3.9% 
26 9.8% 37 8.2% 
9 16.77. 14 13.4% 

10 15.8% 11 15.1X ., 
18.9% 20 11.27. l 

24 10.2% ,.,"1 
.L.:tW 4.57. 

258 J.n: 1013 l.Gi~ 

154 4.0% 531 ., ., .. 1 

"'aula 

70 G.Q% 186 3 ·;~· al n 

5b 6.7% 198 3.6~ 

15 12.9% 105 4.9% 
8 17.7% 37 8.2% 

42 " ""' ll!/4 179 3.7% 
5 22.4% 54 6.8i.: 

14 13.4% 46 7.4% 
2 35.47. 13 13.97. 

~., 

.j.,. . 8.87. 148 4.1% 
6 20.47. 34 8.6i. 

11, 
~.v 11~2% 108 4.3k 
18 11.8% 110 4.Si. 
8 17.77. 295 2.9% 

2o 9.8% 233 3m3i:: 
5 22.4% 105 4.9% 
1 50.0% 18 11.8% 

11 15.1% 113 4117% 
13 13.9% 101 5.0% 
1 50.0% 51 7.0% 
2 35.4% a 17.7i. 

21 10.9% 453 2.3% 
40 7.9% 536 ~1 '1-J ..... ,. 

*A few individuals did not specify which type of hunting and fishing they 
Therefore. the addition of specific activity numbers do not always equal 

category totals. 

36 

-

·"""" 

-
-
""'~ 

-
~'f!;l 

·-
'"""' 

~~ 

-
-
-· 



.... 

-

~ 

-
,.,.., 

~ 

-
-

HrJntin'j 
¥ 

Moose Hur1ting 
Caribou HtJntin'j 
Sheep or Go.31t Hr.Jnting 
Brown Bear ~lrJr.tin9 

Bhck Bear Hunting 
Small Game Hunting 
fishing 
S.'3lmor. Fishing 
fang Sallon Fishin9 
Silver Salmon Fishing 
Red Sahlorr FishinG 
Other Sal110n Fishin9 
Rainbow Irout Fishing 
Dolly Varden Fishing 
Lake Trout Fishing 
Other Trout Hshin9 
Grayling Fishing 
Bourbot or C1~d fishins 
Summer off R~Jad 
Winter Off R!Jad 
Sk.iin'3 
Motorbo.itins 
Canoe, Raft, Kayak 
Other Boatin~l 

.Backpackins 
Tent Campin9 
Rec Vehicle Camping 
Other c.upins 
Hiking, PicniLckins 
Sightseeing 

Table 6-5 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESIIHATliD SAMPLING ERROR 
BY RESOURCE USE 
SMALL IOWrt HOIJSEHOLDS 

REMO'!E NON-REMOTE 
SAMPLE MAXIMUM SAMPLE IIAXfi'IUM 

SIZE STANDARD SIZE STANDARD 
ERROR ERROR 

136 4.3% 445 2.47. 
69 6.0% 213 3.4i! 
16 12.5% 48 7.2% 
8 .. .,. .... ., 

lls/.t. 14 13.4% 
9 16.7% 7 18.9/. 
9 16.7% 25 9.87. .,.., .... 10.7% 136 4.3% 

183 3.7% 913 1. 7j~ 
CIO 
'" 0.0% 436 2.4~ 

33 8.7% 138 4.3% 
48 7.2% 190 3.G:! 
12 14.47. 79 5.6% 
5 22.4% 28 9.47. 

'!? .. , 9.6% 196 3.6% 
7 18.9% "'" ..~ .. 6.97. 

11 15.1% 35 8.5% 
l 50.07. 6 20.41. 

29 9.37. 158 4.0% 
9 16.7% '10 

.. J 9.3% 
21 10.9% % 5.1% 
25 10.0% 109 4.8% 

'I 35.4% 1% 3.6% " 
15 12.94 185 3.77. 
4 25.07. '7'7 5.7% {/ 

0 0.0% 10 15.87. 
7 18.9% 65 6.2% 

11 15.1% 63 6.37. 
0 0.07. 25 10.07. 
0 0.0% 4 25.04 

15 12.9% 297 2.9% 
lf, 12.5l: 366 2.64 

*A few individuals did not specify which type of hunting and fishing they 
did. Therefore, the addition of specific activity numbers do not always equal 
category totals. 
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Hunting:+ 
Moose Hunting 
C.iriboiJ H•Jnting 
Sheep or Goat Hunting 
Brown Bear Hunting 
Black Bear Hunting 
Small G.:uae Huntin9 
Fishing 
S.31Jion Fishing 
King Salton Fishing 
Silver SallfiOn Fishin~ 
Red Salmon fishin9 
Other Salmon fishing 
Rainbow Irout Fishing 
Dolly Varden Fishin9 
La~.e Iro1Jt fishing 
Other Trout Fishing 
Grayling fishing 
Bourbot or Cod Fishin9 
Summer off Road 
Winter Off Ro-id 
Shins 
Motorbo-iting 
C.anoer Raft, Kayak. 
Other Boating 
Backpacking 
Tent Calllping 
Rec Vehicle Camping 
Other C.31pin9 
Hihnq, PicnicKing 
Sightseeing 

Table 6-6 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED SAHPLING ERROR 
BY RESOURCE USE 
RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

REMOTE NON-REMOTE 
SAMPLE MAXIMUii SAHPLE MAXIMUM 

SIZE STANDARD SIZE S7ANIIARD 
ERROR ERROR 

135 4.3% 1 ~:;., 
~ .. u 4.37. 

GO 6.57. 50 7 .17. 
12 14.4% •"I'J .... 10 B 7~~ 

12 14.4% 2 35.47. 
3 28.9! 3 28. 91. 

11 15.17. 15 12.'3% 
37 8.2% 45 7.5% 

158 4.0% 244 'J '1Y 
-.J. ""'• 

59 6.5% 119 4.67. 
20 11.2% 38 8.1% 
23 10.4% 44 7.5Z 
9 16.7% ')l 

~~ 10.9% 
7 18.9% 16 12.5% 

34 8.6% 41 7.8% 
12 14.47. 24 10.2% 
2 35.4% a 17. 7~~ 
5 22.4i. 0 O.Oi. 

'I':' 9.6% 4'1 7.77. .... .. 
19 11.5% 10 15.87. 
16 12.5% 16 12.57. 
37 8.2% 29 9.3% 
59 6.5% 36 0 n'l 

U eJi• 

12 14.. 4% 59 6.5% 
6 20.4% 25 10.0% 
0 0.0% 3 28.9/. 

28 9.U 15 12.9% 
4. 25.0% 14 13.4.4 
1 50.0% 9 16.7% 
3 28.9% 2 35.4% 

39 8.0% 81 5.6/; 
19 11.5% 56 6.7: 

*A few individuals did not specify which type of hunting and fishing they 
did. Therefore, the addition of specific activity numbers do not always equal 
category totals. 
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7.0 QUESTIONNAIRE DESIGN 

Each inter·view was divided into three major sections. 

section ascertained household resource use by type of 

The first 

use and by 

location of use. The second section obtained information on two 

selected resource use experiences. The third section determined 

household characteristics relevant to resource use. The complete 

questionnaiLre is reproduced in reduced form in Exhibit A. The 

actual process of designing the questionnaire involved the 

preparation of a final study design; a review of this design by 

Harza-Ebasc~o Susitna Joint Venture (Harza-Ebasco), ADF&G Su-Hydro, 

ADF&G, and the Power Authority; the preparation of a draft 

questionnaire; a review of the questionnaire by the ADF&G, ADF&G 

Su-Hydro, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Harza-Ebasco, and the 

Power Auth1ority; and pretests, followed by questionnaire revisions. 

The pretests involved both interviews with key informants selected 

for their different patterns of resource use and telephone inter­

views with a random sample of Eagle River residents. Approximately 

SO pretests were completed. 

7.1 CATEGORIES OF RESOURCE USE 

The categories of resource use covered by the survey were first 

identified from personal experience by Jim Hemming and by reviewing 

relevant r~~ferences concerning resource use in the region defined by 

the Denali, Richardson, Glenn, and Parks highways (ADF&G 1983; 

Stratton 1982, 1983, 1984; Stratton and Georgette 1984; Mills 1984; 

Jubenville 1985). This set was reviewed by ADF&G, ADF&G Su-Hydro, 

and Harza·-Ebasco, and was subsequently modified to form the 

following list of resource uses: 
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Hunting: moose, caribou, sheep, goat, 
bear, ptarmigan and grouse, waterfowl, 
fur-bearer hunting or trapping. 

brown bear, black 
snowshoe hare, and 

Fishing: king salmon, coho salmon, sockeye salmon, 
salmon, pink salmon, rainbow trout, Dolly Varden, 
trout, greyling, and burbot. 

chum 
lake 

Other Resource Uses: summer off-road vehicle use, winter 
off-road vehicle use, cross-country skiing, snowshoeing, 
dog sledding, wildlife and scenic photography, motor­
boating, kayaking, canoeing, rafting, ·backpacking, tent 
camping, recreational vehicle camping, day hiking, pic­
nicking, berry picking, and sightseeing. 

The first pretests of the questionnaire included all of the above 

categories as separate resource uses; the interview length was found 

to be excessive. To reduce the length of the interview, . coho, 

sockeye, chum, and pink salmon were grouped into the single category 

"other salmon"; rainbow, dolly varden, and lake trout were grouped 

into the single category "trout"; motorboating, kayaking, canoeing, 

and rafting were grouped into the single category "boating .. ; and 

backpacking, tent camping, and recreational vehicle camping were 

grouped into the single category "backpacking or tent or 

recreational vehicle camping"; day hiking, picnicking, and berry 

picking were grouped into the single category "day hiking, 

picnicking, or berry picking .. ; and skiing, snowshoing, and dog 

sledding were grouped into a single category. 

If one of the first four activity groups (i.e. salmon other than 

king salmon, trout, boating, or camping) was randomly selected for 

more detailed questioning, respondents were asked which specific 

activity with the activity group they had done. For example, if 

.. salmon other than king salmon" was selected, the respondent was 

asked to identify whether the last trip was for coho, sockeye, pink, 

or chum salmon. 

The above groupings reflected the researchers' best judgment 

concerning the tradeoff between specificity and interview complexity 
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and length. It is important to recognize that the above categories 

were not intended to be mutually exclusive since a single resource 

use experi1:mce may combine two or more activities. All partici­

pation was recorded without distinguishing between primary and 

incidental activities. In general, however, respondents appeared to 

report primary activities. 

2.:_ 2 TIME PERIOD COVERED BY SURVEY 

Given the seasonal nature of many resource use activities, the 

shortest logical time period to be covered by the survey was twelve 

months. The original research design provided for the collection of 

information pertaining to both the most recent year and a specific, 

longer time period in order to increase the number of resource users 

identified. Pretesting of question formats indicated that the best 

approach was to adopt an unlimited time period and to ask the 

respondent to identify the last year that a member of the household 

engaged in a given activity. This combination yielded comprehensive 

information concerning annual and maximum participation rates (i.e., 

ever engaged in a given resource use activity). 

After resp1Jndents indicated the last year that anyone in their 

household had engaged in each resource use activity. regardless of 

time or ]place, interviewers described the study region and 

determined which activities occurred within the study region. Any 

activities occurring within the study region were then further 

defined in terms of their location in one of the 14 analysis areas. 

In cases of . multiple trips within the study region for any given 

resource us~e, interviewers ascertained the primary use area on the 

last trip. 

Once respondents had indicated the last year that someone in their 

household engaged in a given resource activity in the study region, 

interviewers asked them to indicate the last year and last location 

for the same activity outside the study region. In cases of 
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multiple trips outside the study region for any given resource use, 

again interviewers ascertained the primary use area on the last 

trip. Thus, reported use levels refer only to the last trip and 

underestimate total use in any given time period to the extent that 

multiple trips to different locations occurred. 

7.3 SELECTED RESOURCE USE EXPERIENCES 

Collection of information concerning the characteristics of the area 

in which a resource use occurred and the activity itself was 

necessary to estimate the value of the use to the user. Section two 

of the interview obtained information about two selected resource 

use experiences (see Table 7-1). 

Ideally, it would have been preferable to obtain detailed informa-

tion for each resource use mentioned by the respondent. This was 

clearly impossible given the technical constraints associated with a 

personal interview. To maximize the amount of information obtained 

about diverse forms of resource use, up to two separate resource use 

experiences were selected for detailed questioning. To maximize the 

amount of information obtained concerning the study region, uses 

occurring in the study region were selected first. If no mentioned 

activities occurred in the study region, uses occurring elsewhere 

were selected. Computer-generated random numbers were used to 

select activities. 

7.4 COMPARISON OF USER CHARACTERISTICS 

Collection of information concerning the characteristics of the 

household was important for estimating values attached to resource 

uses. The information collected is shown in Table 7-2. 
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TABLE 7-1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

INFORMATION OBTAINED ABOUT 
SELECTED RESOURCE USE EXPERIENCES 

times engaged in activity in same area 

Total times engaged in activity in study region 
applicable) 

Total times engaged in activity in same year as 
'mgagement 

(if 

last 

!!ode of access used to get to final destination (off-road 
"ehicle. highway vehicle, boat, air charter. horse, or 
E~xtended hike) 

!rumber of household members participating 

'J:otal number of persons in party 

1~otal travel time from residence to final destination 

Total days during which activity took place (including 
t.ravel) 

E:xpenses incurred 

Amount of money willing to pay before household would 
reduce frequency of participation 

Perceived characteristics of resource use area: 

- ease of getting into area 

- familiarity with area 

- beauty of area 

lack of crowding in area 

- ease of getting around in area 

chance of getting desired experience in area 

- cost of activity in area 

quality of places to stay or camp in in area 

family tradition of doing activity in area 

- overall appeal of area 

P•arceived qualities of best other area for same activity 

Ownership of land in area 
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TABLE 7-2 
SUSTINA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

INFORMATION OBTAINED ON 
CHARACTERISTICS OF RESOURCE USERS 

• Consumption of wild meat and fish as a percent of all meat 
consumed 

• Reasons for living in community 

- opportunity to get a job 

- long-term economic opportunity 

- chance to get away from urban problems 

- challenging or exciting job 

- being close to a wilderness environment 

opportunity to earn a high income 

- chance to be self-reliant 

- being part of a small community 

- nearby hunting and fishing 

- nearby outdoor recreation opportunities 

• Education of respondent 

• Number of wage earners in household 

• Total number of months household members employed 

• Household income 
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8.0 ANALYSIS DESIGN 

As stated earlier, this study has four major objectives. These are 

to (1) estimate the number and percentage of study area households 

engaging in resource use activities in the study region; 

(2) estimab~ the dollar value of locations for resource use 

activities; (3) compare the attributes of alternative locations for 

pursuing the same activity; and (4) compare and contrast the 

economic circumstances of urban, small town, and rural resource 

users as a means of estimating the relative value of resource use 

activities. 

8.1 LEVELS OF RESOURCE USE 

Two tables were constructed for each of the 21 categories of 

resource us'e covered in the first section of the questionnaire. The 

first tabl•~ contains estimates of the percentage of households 

engaging in each activity within each analysis area. The second 

table contains estimates of the absolute number of households 

engaging in each activity. A description of the rows and columns of 

the 42 tabl,es appears in Table 8 . 1. 

Instead of producing point estimates of the percentage or absolute 

number of'households engaging in each activity, range estimates were 

produced based on 95 percent confidence intervals. The best point 

estimate in each case is the midpoint of the reported range. 

8.2 ESTIMATED DOLLAR VALUE OF RESOURCE USE ACTIVITIES 

Recreational and personal uses of natural resources in the study 

region produce economic returns to the regional and state economy 

and produce: personal benefits to resource users. This study focused 

on the value of locations for various resource uses. Resource users 
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TABLE 8.1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

REPORTING CATEGORIES FOR LEVELS OF RESOURCE USE 

COLUMN 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 

ROW 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

TIME PERIOD COVERED 

ever 
1980-85 

1984 
ever 

1980-85 
1984 
ever 

1980-85 
1984 
ever 

1980-85 
1984 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

TARGET POPULATION 

all households 
all households 
all households 
urban households 
urban households 
urban households 
small town households 
small town households 
small town households 
rural households 
rural households 
rural households 

Anywhere in or out of Alaska 
Anywhere in Alaska 
Within the study region 
Within Analysis Area One 
Within Analysis Area Two 

17 Within Analysis Area 14 
18 Within area 10 miles north of Denali Highway 
19 Within Anchorage/Chugach Mountain area 
20 On Kenai Peninsula 
21 Within Copper River/Wrangell/Valdez area 
22 In Southeast Alaska 
23 Elsewhere in Alaska 
24 Outside of Alaska 
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often expend significant amounts of money to reach the locations 

where they pursue their recreation and personal use activities, and 

these expenditures reflect a lower bound on the value they attach to 

these locations. Travel expenditures do not reflect the total value 

of a location for resource use, however. Information on the value 

of travel time and on perceived willingness to pay additional money 

to engage in an activity at the chosen location was used in addition 

to travel costs in order to approximate the total value of locations 

for resource uses. Even these estimates do not reflect the value to 

rural residlents of having nearby locations for resource uses. The 

economic circumstances of rural, small town, and urban residents 

were, there~fore, compared as a means of indicating the extent to 

which rural residents have foregone income in order to live nearby 

resource use opportunities. 

The first analysis step was to estimate the minimum value of a 

single engagement in a given resource use or in a given geographic 

area. Respondents were asked to report their total expenses getting 

to the site where they began their last engagement in each activity. 

These "out--of-pocket" travel costs constitute a minimum estimate of 

the value a household placed on a particular geographic area for a 

particular type of activity. 

To avoid lc•sing large numbers of observations due to the cumulative 

effect missing data, individual missing values were assumed to equal 

the mean or median, as appropriate, of the particular population 

subgroup/activity combination applying to the variable. A 

comparison of results with and without the allocation of missing 

data indicated that the procedure was valid (i.e., the results were 

very similar). 

Money is n1ot the only resource expended when a trip is made to a 

recreation site; time is also used. This time has value because it 

can be useci in other ways. An intermediate indicator of the value 

47 



of locations for resource uses was estimated by combining the 

minimum value estimate described above with an estimate of the value 

of time spent by the household traveling to the site where they 

began the activity. Households are likely to travel longer periods 

of time to reach more attractive sites. There are probably few 

instances in which a household actually foregoes income (e.g., a 

wage-earner takes leave without pay) in order to take the time 

necessary to travel to a site. In these instances, the foregone 

income is actually part of the cost of engaging in an activity at a 

particular site. Even time that is not normally work time has 

value, however. Time can be used to do other activities or to go to 

other recreation sites. 

The use of travel time to estimate the value of a location for 

resource use does not work as well for rural residents as it does 

for urban residents. Many rural residents have made a one-time 

location decision to live near favorable locations for resource 

use. The value of these locations is indirectly reflected in the 

increased time they spend commuting to work or in the decreased 

income they earn. The final chapter in this report presents data 

which relates the value of resource use locations to differences in 

economic circumstances resulting in part from residence location 

decisions. 

The best estimate of the value of the time spent traveling to a site 

is derived from the average household wage. Time value was 

estimated by multiplying round-trip travel time by the number of 

wage earners estimated to be in the travel party by the estimated 

average hourly wage for the household by 0. 33. The household wage 

was estimated by dividing reported household income by the estimated 

number of hours worked by all household members. One-third of the 

household wage rate was used rather than the entire household wage 

rate because household members could not generally find additional 
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work at their current wage rate. The one-third fraction is commonly 

used in 1:-ecreation and transportation economic studies (Cesario 

1976), but it has no particular theoretical significance. 

The intennediate value estimate described above probably under­

estimates the value of a single resource use engagement if the time 

spent on the activity is constrained by competing time demands on 

the resource user or limits on the availability of the resource. 

That is, many resource users would probably spend more time and 

money to engage in a given activity at a given location if it were 

necessary to do so. It is easiest to conceive of this value as the 

admission :fee that resource users would pay to use the site. It is 

necessary to infer the maximum amount users would pay from survey 

responses ~dnce no entrance fee is actually charged. 

Analysis of responses to reported willingness to pay indicated that 

respondents generally did not interpret the question to mean the 

amount th1ey would pay before they reduced the frequency of 

engagements~ by one; rather, response patterns showed that the figure 

given more closely approximated the amount respondents would pay to 

do an activity at all at a given location. The willingness to pay 

for the last trip was thus estimated by dividing the reported 

willingness: to pay by the number of engagements reported for a given 

activity/location combination. This figure was added to the 

intermediat.e value described above to calculate a maximum value for 

a single tdp. As stated earlier, the maximum dollar value estimate 

may still underestimate the total value of a location for a resource 

use for ru1:-al residents who have chosen to live near resources even 

though there are fewer economic opportunities in rural areas. 

Low, medium, and high estimates of the mean value of single resource 

use engagentents can be compared across locations as an indication of 

the relatbre quality of a particular type of resource use among 

urban, small town, and rural resource users. To compare the value 

49 



of different types of resource uses, however, an additional 

analytical step was necessary. Households tend to engage in some 

types of resource uses multiple times during a year and to engage in 

other types of resource uses only once a year. 

single engagement values across resource uses 

A comparison of 

would therefore 

underestimate the relative value of resource uses that are commonly 

pursued multiple times. The value of all engagements specific to a 

single activity and a single location was calculated by multiplying 

the mean value for a single engagement times the reported number of 

engagements. 

Mean value estimates for single resource use engagements also do not 

take into account variations in the number of resource users across 

locations. 

activity in 

multiplying 

Estimates of the aggregate value of each resource 

each analysis area was therefore calculated by 

the mean value estimate for a single resource use 

eng'agement times the number of engagements per household times the 

estimated total number of resource users. 

The dollar value analysis objectives would have been best met if it 

were possible to report resource value information by detailed 

activity, geographic location, and user group. Counting the 

21 detailed activities, the 21 detailed geographic locations, and 

the 3 user groups, this ideal approach would have yielded 1,764 sets 

of resource value information. Each set would have consisted of a 

low, intermediate, and high value estimate. Aside from the problem 

of information overload, this approach was impractical because there 

was insufficient information to provide reliable estimates at such a 

detailed level. Given the primary analysis objective of estimating 

the value of resource use for areas likely to be directly affected 

by the Susitna Project, mean and aggregate dollar value estimates 

were calculated for six location groupings: 
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• The potential inundation zone, Area 10 

• The areas likely to receive improved access, Areas 11 
and 12 

• All other remote areas of the study region 

• Nonremote areas of the study region 

• All other remote areas 

• All other nonremote areas 

Mean dollar value estimates for Area 10 and for Areas 11 and 12 were 

not based em the geographic location of the activity but rather on 

the mode of access used throughout the study area. Resource use 

activities were treated as remote if the final mode of transpor­

tation usedl to get to the activity location was either airplane, 

boat, off-road vehicle, horse, or--if a rural household--walking. 

All other activities were treated as nonremote (except in the Big 

Lake Area 14, in which all modes of access were treated as nonremote 

activities). The same categorization system was used for activities 

taking plac.e outside the study region. The estimates for Area 10 

and for Ar·eas 11 and 12 are, therefore, equivalent to the mean 

dollar valu1e estimate for other remote areas of the study region. 

The reason mode of access was used to define remote area activities 

rather than geography was that the number of reported activities in 

Areas 10, 1.1, and 12 was insufficient to provide a reliable basis 

for computing mean dollar estimates. Since these areas cannot be 

accessed by road, the best alternative data base was the set of 

activities in which the mode of access included airplane, boat, 

off-road Vt:!hicle, horse, or--if a rural household--walking. The 

choice of it.his analysis approach was based on the assumption that 

mode of acc:ess accounts for most of the differences in the value of 

activities in remote areas such as Areas 10, 11, and 12 and the 

value of ac:tivities pursued in nonremote areas of the study region. 
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Mean dollar values for remote and nonremote areas outside the study 

region were also calculated on the basis of the mode of access used. 

Mean and aggregate dollar estimates were produced for the study area 

population as a whole for the following groupings of resource use 

activities: all activities combined, all hunting activities, all 

fishing activities, and all nonconsumptive activities. Comparable 

estimates were produced for urban, small town, and rural 

subpopulations. 

To provide a more detailed description of the dollar values 

associated with the 21 specific resource uses covered by the survey, 

the location groupings were collapsed to compare resource values in 

the following groups: 

• Remote areas of the study region 

• Nonremote areas of the study region 

• Other remote areas 

• Other nonremote areas 

Activities were classified as either remote or nonremote by mode of 

access used, as described earlier, Mean dollar values for single 

engagements were calculated for urban, small town, and rural 

populations as well as for the study area population as a whole. In 

this case, it was not possible to produce aggregate value estimates 

because estimates of resource use levels could not be calculated for 

the location groupings as defined above. The question on mode of 

access was asked only about two reported activities, and the subset 

of these activities occurring outside the study region cannot be 

considered a random sample of non-Susitna activities. Susitna 

activities were selected preferentially for detailed questioning, 

and households engaging in activities both in and out of the study 

region may differ in the remote/nonremote distribution of their 
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activities from households which only engage in activities outside 

the study region. However, it was possible to multiply mean dollar 

values for single engagements by the reported number of engagements 

and thereby produce a set of mean dollar values for all trips to a 

location foJI:" a given activity. 

8.3 ESTIMATION OF RELATIVE VALUE OF RESOURCE USES 

Estimation of the dollar value of resource use activities is 

necessary :i.f the value of different resource uses are to be 

compared. 'rhe approach used in this study to estimate dollar values 

of resourc«~ use activities does not, however, explain why one 

particular activity/location combination is valued more than 

another. If the reasons for relative attractiveness were 

understood, the likelihood of protecting the overall attractiveness 

of a location for a particular activity would be significantly 

increased. Steps can be taken to protect and enhance resource 

values. If lack of crowding is a particularly important component 

of the value attached to the use of a given area, for example, it 

can be expected that improved access and subsequent increases in 

resource use may significantly lower the quality of an area for 

current res1ource users. 

To provide an indication of the attributes contributing to overall 

activity/lo1~ation attractiveness, respondents were asked to rate the 

quality of ten specific area attributes and the quality of the area 

overall as a location for the reported activity. 

attributes included: 

• Ea:se of getting intq the area 

• F~miliarity with the area 

• Beauty of the area 

• Lack of crowding in the area 

• Ease of getting around in the area 
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• Chance of getting what you wanted in the area 

• Cost of this activity in the area 

• Quality of places to stay or camp in the area 

• Chance of being close to nature in the area 

• Family tradition of doing the activity in the area 

Mean ratings of each of the ten specific area attributes and a mean 

rating for the overall assessment of area quality were calculated 

for four activity groupings. four population groupings, and four 

location groupings. Thus, 64 sets of 11 means were calculated. The 

activity, population, and location groupings are shown in Table 8-2. 

This combination of activities, population groups, and locations 

provided data of acceptable reliability and still permitted a 

comparison of the mean values of all attributes in areas sharing the 

same access characteristics as the potential inundation zone with 

remote areas outside the study region and with nonremote areas. 

The comparison of mean values described above provides a perspective 

on the relative attractiveness of different areas if one assumes 

that the values do not vary among individuals in the same population 

subgroup. It was also possible to compare the relative value of a 

particular activity/location combination with the best substitute 

location for an activity on an individual basis. Respondents were 

asked not only to rate the ten specific area attributes for the 

location they used, they were also asked to make the same 

evaluations for the best other area in which they could pursue the 

same activity. Each attribute rating for the best other area was 

subtracted from the comparable rating for the area actually used to 

provide a set of relative comparisons on an individual basis. Mean 

difference ratings were calculated for the same activity. 

population, and location groupings shown for the mean value ratings 

in Table 8-2. 

54 

-

-



-

-
-

I""' 
! 

-
-

• 

TABLE 8-2 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

ACTIVITY, POPULATION, AND LOCATION 
GROUPINGS FOR RELATIVE VALUE ANALYSIS 

Activity Groupings for Relative Value Analysis 

All activities 

• Hunting activities 

• Fishing activities 

• Nonconsumptive activities 

]Population Groupings for Relative Value Analysis 

• Study area population as a whole 

• Urban population 

• small town population 

• Rural population 

Location Groupings for Relative Value Analysis 

• Study region remote 

• Study region nonremote 

• Other remote 

• Other nonremote 
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8.4 COMPARISON OF USER CHARACTERISTICS 

Rural residents who spend less to engage in an activity because they 

live closer to the resource are likely to be shown in the dollar 

value analysis to attach a lower value to a particular activity/ 

location combination than urban residents. Taken out of context, 

this comparison is misleading. First, rural residents may spend 

less in absolute dollars, but may spend a larger proportion of their 

income engaging in an activity. 

have forgone the opportunity to 

Second, many rural residents may 

maximize their income or receive 

other benefits associated with living in urban areas in order to 

live closer to fish and wildlife resources. It is therefore 

important to compare the economic circumstances of urb.an. small 

town, and rural residents. Table 8-3 displays the characteristics 

compared among urban, small town, and rural resource users. 

The primary objective of the user characteristics analysis was to 

determine the extent to which the dollar value analysis results 

underestimated the value of rural resident resource uses. The most 

appropriate comparison groups for this analysis were urban, small 

town, and rural residents who either hunt or fish since the value of 

hunting and fishing products to households can be expected to vary 

in direct relationship to a household's ability to purchase food. 

Therefore, all comparisons were made among households which reported 

engaging in hunting or fishing activities. 

56 

--

-
-

-

-

-



-
-

-
-

• 
• 

Education 

TABLE 8-3 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 
URBAN • SMALL TOWN • AND RURAL 

ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS 

Months worked per adult in household 

• Income 

• Proportion of food derived from hunting and fishing 

• Perceived importance of living in community with regard to: 

-opportunity to get a job 

-long-term economic opportunity 

-challenging or exciting job 

-opportunity to earn a high income 

-nearby hunting and fishing 

-chance to be self-reliant 

-being close to a wilderness environment 

-nearby outdoor recreation opportunities 

-chance to get away from urban problems 

-being part of a small community 

-being near friends 
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9.0 LEVELS OF RESOURCE USE 

9.1 INTRODUGTION 

One of the primary objective of this study was to produce estimates 

of the num1ber of urban, 

resources that might be 

small town, 

affected by 

and rural residents who 

the Susitna Project. 

use 

As 

described e:arlier 1 a random sample of 4, 545 study area residents 

provided the information necessary to produce resource use 

estimates. This chapter is intended to introduce the reader to the 

detailed re:source use estimates contained in Exhibit B. The chapter 

begins by describing the characteristics of the data, including its 

limitations. The remainder of the chapter summarizes the results. 

Sample survey data such as that used to derive the resource use 

estimates r'eported in this study are subject to both sampling error 

and measure!ment error. Resource use estimates are reported as a 

range rather than a point estimate so that the reader can readily 

see the siz,e of the potential sampling error. A range of 450 to 550 1 

for exampl~!, means that the estimated sampling error for the 

particular resource use estimate is plus or minus 50. 

It is much more difficult to estimate the size of the measurement 

error. Measurement error can result from mistakes made by the 

respondent in reporting their activities, mistakes made by the 

interviewer in recording responses, and errors or omissions in the 

questionnaire. Measurement errors are virtually impossible to 

completely eliminate but can be limited to a small percentage of 

responses with the application of standard survey procedures. 

While measurement errors are often ignored, it is important in this 

case for lthe reader to be aware of the potential effects of 

measurement errors on the resource use estimates. Given the overall 
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purpose of the study, resource use estimates for the potential 

inundation area (Area 10) the areas that would be opened up to road 

access (Areas 11 and 12), and the area most likely to experience 

downstream effects (Area 1) are of particular interest. Areas 10, 

11 and 12 currently experience relatively low levels of resource 

use. Even a sample of 4, 545 respondents would not be expected to 

contain more than a few people who live in households that have 

visited these remote areas of the study region. 

At the same time, most of these 4,545 respondents can be expected to 

report resource use activities in other areas. If even a small 

proportion of these reported activities are miscoded into a remote 

area, the resource use estimate for that remote area can be 

significantly inflated. To minimize this problem, a comprehensive 

list of some geographic features was used to locate each reported 

resource use activity within one of the fourteen analysis areas 

described earlier. Many commonly-used rivers and streams crossed 

through several analysis areas, however, and interviewers sometimes 

found it difficult to locate the activity within a single analysis 

area. As a result, some miscoding of resource uses undoubtedly 

occurred. Assuming that the miscoded number is equally likely to be 

an area used rarely as an area used frequently. the impact of 

miscoding will be greatest in the analysis areas in which the least 

actual activity occurs. The reader should, therefore, keep in mind 

that the resource use estimates for remote areas are likely to 

exceed actual levels of resource use. 

Three ranges of resource use estimates are given for each type of 

resource use for urban, small town, and rural residents as well as 

for the study area population as a whole. The three ranges are 

labeled .. ever,.. ..1980-1985,.. and .. 1984... The estimates reported 

under each of the three ranges do not refer to the total number or 

percentage of households that have engaged in an activity for a 

given location but rather to a subset of that total. Respondents 
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were not asked to report every location at which they did each 

resource use activity each year. Rather, they were asked to report 

the last location at which they did each resource use activity in 

the last year they did the activity (1) in the study region and 

(2) outside the study region. 

If one or more members of a given household pursued the same 

activity in three different locations in the last year, only the 

location of the last engagement contributes to the reported resource 

use estimate. Similarly, if one or more members of a household 

pursue a given activity every year, only the location of the most 

recent year·' s engagement contributes to the reported resource use 

estimates. The ranges, therefore, always refer to an aggregation of 

the number or percentage of household reports on the last time an 

activity was pursued. 

While it ma.y at first appear as if it would have been preferable to 

collect information on all locations where each activity was 

pursued, such an approach would have been impossible. Respondents 

could not be expected to report all locations, particularly for 

multiple y~aars. It was necessary to capture resource uses in 

multiple years in order to expand the sample of resource users to a 

size sufficient for the value analysis. 

The implication of the resource use reporting method used in this 

study is t~hat the reported resource use estimates underestimate 

total resource use in specific locations, but not as a whole. The 

extent of underestimation depends on the frequency of resource use 

within individual households and the diversity of locations used for 

the same resource use activity, again within individual households. 

The extent of underestimation is clearly less for shorter time 

periods since there is less opportunity for multiple engagements at 

different locations. Thus, the most restrictive time period 
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reported, 1984, should be considered the closest estimate to that 

which corresponds to total resource use at specific locations. 

Activities that are commonly pursued several times each year, 

however. still would be underestimated for specific locations used 

early in the year. 

The distribution of some resource uses in 1984 may not be reliable 

indicators of the distribution of resource use over longer time 

periods since wildlife population fluctuations, changing regula­

tions, and short-term weather conditions can be expected to 

influence the pattern of resource use. Range estimates for longer 

periods of time accurately identify the total number of households 

engaging in specific resource uses but underestimate total use of 

specific areas since the last location reported for a given activity 

cannot be assumed to be the only location used by a household for 

that activity. 

In general, however, range estimates for both shorter and longer 

periods reliably indicate the relative distribution of resource use 

between remote areas and areas accessible by road. It is this 

distinction that is most important to make in the present study as 

the Susitna Project would provide road access into previously remote 

areas. 

The final point to keep in mind is that the 1984 range estimates 

actually are constructed from reported activities through April 

1985. Respondents were asked to report the last year a member of 

their household pursued an activity. and in some cases the year 

mentioned was 1985. While this approach probably slightly 

overestimates winter resource uses, it was judged to be preferable 

to the alternative of excluding households which reported activity 

in 1985 and, therefore, did not report whether or not they engaged 

in the same activity in 1984. 
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9.2 SUMMARY OF RESOURCE USE ESTIMATES 

Exhibit B contains the 42 resource use tables that constitute the 

primary prc)duct of this research. The basic question they are 

intended to answer is how much resource use occurs in the areas 

likely to be affected by the Susitna Project. Table 9-1 presents a 

summary of the distribution of resource uses among all households in 

the study area. The Susi tna Project's inundation zone is closely 

represented by Area 10. Table 9-1 shows that 0. 3 percent of all 

resource use in 1984 occurred in Area 10. Based on maximum 

estimated sampling errors, less than 1,000 households engaged in any 

resource use activity in Area 10 in 1984. Considering all resource 

use activit~ies together, Area 10 therefore receives a negligible 

proportion of total resource use. This conclusion holds for rural, 

small town, and urban residents. 

The plan c1f proposed Project access (Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission ],984) calls for a road to be constructed from the Denali 

Highway sou1;:h to the Watana Dam and a road to be constructed from 

the Watana Dam west to the Devil Canyon Dam. Assuming that these 

roads would be open to the public following constructon, resource 

use in area:s south of the Denali Highway could significantly expand. 

Opening the access roads would increase use of the areas by small 

town and ut::-ban residents. This increased use could place current 

rural users: of the areas at a competitive disadvantage. It is 

therefore il!nportant to examine existing levels of rural resource use 

in the areas subject to improved access. These areas are best 

represented by study analysis Areas 11 and 12. Table 9-1 shows that 

2. 2 percent of all rural resource uses occurred in Areas 11 and 12 

in 1984. 

Less than 200 rural households engaged in any resource use activity 

in Areas 11 and 12 in 1984. (The best estimate is 88 rural 

households.) Improved access does not, therefore, appear to pose a 

potential problem for rural resource users as a group. This is not 
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to say that some of the 200 individual rural resource users of 

Areas 11 and 12 may not faced increased competition for resources a 

result of improved access to Areas 11 and 12. 

The finding of low resource use levels in Area 10 and in Areas 11 

and 12 for resource uses in general also holds for hunting, fishing, 

and nonconsumptive uses individually. Referring again to Table 9-1, 

the percentage of all hunting resource uses located in either 

Area 10 or in Areas 11 and 12 are below 2 percent among urban, small 

town, and rural households. The same is true for fishing and 

nonconsumptive activities. Table 9-1 does not present comparable 

data by individual activity, but a review· of the detailed tables in 

Exhibit B clearly shows that the pattern of extremely low use levels 

in Areas 10, 11 and 12 holds for all individual activities and for 

rural, small town, and urban population subgroups as well as for the 

population as a whole. 

Another area of concern is the Susitna River reach between Devil' s 

Canyon and the confluence of the Susitna and Chulitna Rivers near 

Talkeetna (within Area 1). Changes in water flow, temperature, and 

turbidity regimes could affect salmon stocks. An estimated 

1,800 study area households fish for salmon in Area 1 annually. The 

1,800 households account for approximately 2.5 percent of all study 

area households annually involved in recreational or personal use of 

salmon. 

The survey sample of 4,545 study area residents did not include 

anyone who used the Susitna River within the potential inundation 

zone for kayaking or any other form of boating the last time they 

went boating in 1984. It is entirely possible that none of the 

small number of individuals who went boating in Area 10 in 1984 fell 

into the survey sample (the probability of no Area 10 boaters 

falling into the survey is 0. 46 if 20 individuals used Area 10 for 
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TABLE 9-1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

HOUSEHOLDS USING KEY AREAS 
IN 1984 

Urban Small Town Rural Total 

Total Nurrt>er Percent ~ Percent Nunt>er Percent Nurrber Percent 
~ 

Area 10 531 0.3 69 0.3 19 0.5 619 0.3 
Areas 11, 12 1,381 0.8 208 1.0 88 2.2 1 ,6 77 0.9 ' 
Remainder stiUdy region 72,120 42.3 10,631 50.5 2,168 53.7 84,919 43.4 
E 1 sewhere--r•emote 13,487 7.9 1,420 6.7 246 6. 1 15, 153 7.8 
Elsewhere--nonremote 82,850 48.7 8, 725 41.5 1,512 37.5 93,087 47.6 

TOTA~. 170,369 100.0 21.053 100.0 4.033 100.0 195.455 100.0 

Hunting 

Area 10 212 0.4 14 0.2 5 0.2 231 0.3 
Areas 11, 12 319 0.6 97 1.0 42 1.8 458 0. 7 

- Remainder study region 23,686 43. 1 5,371 57.5 1,373 60.3 30,430 45.7 
El sewhere--r,emote 4,297 7.8 540 5.8 120 5.3 4,957 7.5 
Elsewhere-nonremote 26,399 48.1 3,318 35.5 739 32.4 30,456 45.8 

TOTAL 54,913 100.0 9,340 100.0 2,279 100.0 66,532 100.0 
F""' 

Fishing 

Area 10 212 0.2 28 0.2 3 0. 1 243 0.2 
Areas 11, 12 531 0.5 42 0.3 21 0.8 594 0.5 
Remainder study region 44,292 41.6 7,716 55. 1 1, 713 61.7 53,721 43.6 

i' Elsewhere--remote 8,610 8.1 870 6.2 146 5.2 9,626 7.8 
I Elsewhere--nonremote 52,889 49.6 5,347 38.2 894 32.2 59.130 47.9 

TOTAL 106,534 100.0 14,003 100.0 2. 711 100.0 123,314 100.0 

Nonconsunptive 

Area 10 212 0.1 14 0. 1 13 0.4 239 0.1 
Areas 11, 12 850 0.5 83 0.4 37 1.0 970 0.6 
Remainder study region 63,729 40.5 9,840 51.6 2,096 57.2 75,665 42.0 
Elsewhere--remote 12,982 8.3 1,278 6.7 212 5.8 14,472 8.0 - E1sewhere--nonremote 79,744 50.6 7,853 41.2 1,306 35.6 88,903 49.3 

TOTAL 157,517 100.0 19,068 100.0 3,664 100.0 180.249 100.0 

-
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their last boating experience in 1984). The survey results should 

not. therefore, be used to estimate levels of use of this special, 

but extremely small, subpopulation. 

The survey results indicate that neither portions of Area 10 nor 

improved access to Areas 11 or 12 would directly affect the resource 

use activities of more than 2 percent of all study area households, 

or more than 4 percent of all rural households who currently use 

these areas. The next chapter of this report examines the dollar 

value of resource activities of these areas in the context of the 

dollar values of resource activities pursued elsewhere in the state. 
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10.0 DOLLAR VALUE OF RESOURCE USES 

10.1 INTRODUCTION 

The estimation of dollar values for resource use activities takes 

into accounll:. the number of resource users in different areas and the 

quality of these different resource use areas. The dollar value 

estimates are restricted to a single year's worth of household 

resource us,es and, therefore, do not indicate the value of resource 

uses in pel~:"J>etuity. Neither should the dollar value estimates be 

interpreted to mean the value lost if the Susitna Hydroelectric 

Project goes forward. Rather, the dollar value estimates provide a 

useful indication of the gross annual value of resource uses by 

location. Changes in access, wildlife population levels, and other 

area attributes could increase or decrease the gross annual value of 

resource uses at a given location. Finally, dollar values 

underestimate the total value of a location to rural resource users 

who have chosen to live near resources at a sacrifice to their 

income earning potential. 

As described in Section 8.2, the first analysis step for estimating 

dollar values for resource use activities was to calculate low, 

intermediate, and high value estimates for a single engagement in a 

resource use. The low estimate is based on "out-of-pocket .. expenses 

incurred getting to the activity location. The intermediate 

estimate adlds the value of travel time to the low estimate. The 

high estimate adds, to the intermediate estimate, the respondent • s 

reported willingness to pay an additional amount in order to engage 

in the activity . 

The second analysis step was to multiply the mean value estimates 

times the number of trips taken to the same place to do the same 

activity. These intermediate (i.e., nonreported) values correspond 
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to the estimated value of all trips taken by a household. The final 

analysis step was to multiply the calculated mean values for all 

trips times the estimated total number of resource users engaging in 

the same activity at the same location. 

10.2 SUMMARY OF DOLLAR VALUE ANALYSIS RESULTS 

Tables 10-1 through 10-12 present both mean and aggregate dollar 

value estimates, first for all activities and all study area 

residents and, subsequently, for urban, small town, and rural 

residents. The same reporting format is used to present mean and 

aggregate dollar value estimates for hunting, fishing, and 

nonconsumptive activities. Table 10.1 shows that the mean dollar 

value for resource uses as a whole in the potential inundation zone, 

Area 10, ranges from a low of $83 per trip to a high of $321 per 

trip. As described in Section 8.2, these estimates are based on all 

remote activities pursued in the study region, and not solely on 

activities pursued in Area 10. 

The mean dollar value estimates for Area 10 and for Areas 11 and 12 

are similar to the mean dollar value estimates for remote areas 

outside the Susitna study region. As expected, they are higher than 

for nonremote areas. Travel costs are likely to be higher to access 

remote areas and the quality of the experience sought is likely to 

be greater. 

The aggregate dollar value estimates presented in Tables 10-1 

through 10-12 establish a much different perspective on the value of 

remote areas in the study region. The aggregate value estimates are 

the product of the mean value estimates and resource use estimates. 

The use analysis results presented in Section 9. 2 showed that only 

0. 3 percent of all study area households used resources in Area 10 

in 1984. Although the mean dollar value estimates are higher for 

remote than nonremote areas, extremely low levels of use cause the 
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aggregate d,ollar value estimates to also be low in remote areas. 

Table 10-13 directly compares the percent of total aggregate value 

attributed t~o the six key analysis areas. In no case do Areas 10, 

11, or 12 ac:count for more than 3 percent of total aggregate value, 

Areas 10, 1JL, and 12 are relatively more important to small town and 

rural households than they are to urban households. In absolute 

terms, how1ever, these areas are more valuable to the urban 

population than the small town and rural populations combined. The 

high estimated aggregate value to the urban population is $1,554,456 

while the combined high estimated aggregate value to the small town 

and rural populations is $259,314 .. 

Another con1:ern raised about Susitna Project is its effect on salmon 

stocks in the river reach between Devil' s Canyon and the confluence 

with the Chulitna River. 

The estimabed annual value of Area 1, which contains this reach of 

the Susitna River for recreational salmon fishing, is between 

$499,000 and $1.374,000. These figures represent between 2.0 and 

2. 4 percent of the aggregate annual value of all fishing sites 

within and c>utside the study region. 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

SHALL T<W4 HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
study Region Non remote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonresoote 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11 • 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonrerrote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Non remote 

Low 

Table 10-1 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

83 
83 
82 
37 
93 
31 

93 
93 
'32 
38 
98 
31 

5& 
56 
56 
26 
66 
33 

20 
20 
20 
32 
lq 
14 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR VALUES GF 
ALL AC!IVIIlES BY AREA 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUE 
OF LAS! TRIP 

Intenedi.Jte Hi·3i1 

137 321 
137 321 
135 321 
87 174 

160 296 
75 117 

150 345 
150 345 
148 347 

92 181 
168 300 

75 113 

lOS 253 
108 ')t'l 

w,J-;, 

lOS 239 
59 130 

lOG 292 , .. 
I I 140 

39 161 
38 161 
39 l"Cl .... 
60 147 
35 55 
53 341 

70 

ANNUAL AGGREGATE DOLLAR W1l..UE 
OF AI.L !RIPS 

Low Intermedi.3t.e High 

Hl0~171 309,137 4~2.821 

481,732 928~749 1,321 ,240:} 
3,584,454 6' 049,1~'8 9!1803,213 

11,586,665 24,521,468 36,332,421 
6,853,495 12 '297 ~ .723 lf.,lS4,420 

13,360,494 30,755,120 40,17L260 

159,300 268,155 Ul,703 
414,300 697~405 1,12:!~753 

3 '084,345 5,088,650 8,349,540 
10,124,540 21,607,250 31~793!'525 

&,541,195 ll ,666,255 15,159~388 

12,013~250 28,003,300 35,874,050 

18.,078 35,156 52,202 
54,4% 108~992 !57 ~66£1 

35g,304 718,508 i~Ol8,028 

11223,640 ~,539,980 3/.lSG, 100 
302,460 568,000 955,b,SO 

1,291,300 2,54.7,700 3~64?1'050 

2,?'33 4,326 3,BlG 
12,936 ?#"\ •'"U::"'i" 

.. ~,.~-.Jw 40,B32 
140,805 241,920 435,645 
238,485 374,2.38 552~79& 

9,840 &3,463 69,372 
55,944 204,120 650,1GO 

-. 
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All. HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
l~reas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonremote 
E 1 sew here Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Non remote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

SHJ\LL T~ HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Reroote 
Study Region Non remote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

RUIRAL HOUSEHOLDS 
,Area 10 
Areas 11, 12 
Other Study Region Reroo,te 
Study Region Nonreroote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

Low 

Table 10-2 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

103 
103 
102 

45 
1"' .... 

31 

112 
112 
Ill 
48 

163 
31 

86 
86 
88 
35 

119 
39 

30 
30 
30 
38 
8 ., 
I 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR IJAi.UES Of 
HUNTING ~y AREA 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUE 
OE LAST !RIP 

Interlllediate Hi'3h 

166 471 
166 471 
113 471 

93 249 
249 577 
78 155 

178 506 
17S 506 
17G ~·') 

J1 ... 

98 260 
274 611 

eo 152 

150 426 
150 42~ 

151 388 
71 200 

148 508 
76 218 

69 180 
&9 180 
70 169 
83 237 
16 47 
26 40 

71 

ANNUAL AGGREGATE [lOLLAR tJAi.UE 
DF ALL TRIPS 

Low Intermediate Hijh 

41,137 64!790 153~780 

'78,451 124,449 28~.87! 

1,412,768 2,237,920 5,222,496 
2,404,713 4~4561640 9,461~706 

1,232,068 2,105,277 3-t 832, '389 
2~538~482 5,413,269 S~B74 1 019 

38,1&0 59.996 143,94.8 
c:ry ,4-t")", 

90~27? 216 ~ 1SOl •J/ ~ ... v 
l' 142,640 1,7%,424 4,37:3~ 773 
ltBB9,842 3,554,290 7~611~382 

1,048,468 1,894,977 3,424,}0g 
2,059,122 4,646,224 7~523,715 

2,702 4,144 8,372 
18,721 28~712 58~006 

228,520 343,360 649,600 
383,201 715,87(1 1,532,804 
182,520 207,900 451,440 
437,97& 670,236 1,240,932 

.,rfC: ... ,., 650 1,460 
2,310 5,4&0 E,254 

41,608 98,07& 1'39,124 
131,670 186,4BO 317~520 

1,080 2,400 6,840 
41,384 %,809 109,372 



!..ow 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region RE!fOOte 
Study Region Nonreroote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonreroote 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Nonreroote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Non remote 

SMALL TOIIIN HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Reroote 
Study Region Nonreoote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonreoote 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 
Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Non remote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonreroote 

Table 10-3 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

73 
73 
'"'" i~ 

37 
83 
4" .. 

79 
79 
78 
~·Q .... 
85 
44 

48 
48 
48 
23 
57 
27 

19 
19 
19 
27 

173 
9 

ESIIMA!Eit DOLLAR VALUES GF 
FISHING BY AREA 

HEAN DOLLAR VAtUE 
OP l.AS1 IRlP 

Intermediate Hiqh 

WI 265 
pC! 265 
117 264 

89 169 
157 233 

92 146 

128 280 
po ..... 290 
126 230 

00:: .... 177 
162 281 
% 147 

&2 178 
82 178 
~f' .. T'>' ... ;o 
57 122 

113 302 
64. 139 

34 167 
34 167 
34 167 
48 109 

182 190 
19 71 

72 

ANNUAL 

Low 

69,298 
165,74:1 

3,084,541 
5,64&,230 
2,713,120 
9 ,266, 78:3 

&0,420 
151,335 

2,634,884 
4,769,518 
2,341,920 
3,726,685 

8,6BO 
13,020 

404,352 
783,240 
154,860 
524,006 

198 
1,386 

45,305 
93,4n 

216,340 
16!092 

AGGREGAtE DOLLAR 1JALUE -OF All .... TRIPS 

Inter-me•jiate Hi~h 

123,259 l '?0,. ?b:t 
297~366 464,388 

5~304~ :770 8,497,785 
13.049,924 20,4?5~332 

4,631 1 l?B 7~02~,.284 
~I 

l8,448y863 26,182~52G 

~. 

110,023 171,932 i~ 

275,589 430~64l 

4,625,264 7 ,44tJ,230 
11,001~~24 17,198,116 
4,046,700 b,2~:3!l640 

.""1 

17,2'34,703 24,117,384 

~ 

i2,880 17,3% -1 C! ·::·Jr, 
"".1~-.u.v 26~754 

&00,048 8:!6,:348 
1,881~0&0 2,991,720 -358~440 557, D~~o 
1~122,870 l,%7;6% 

-
351 999 ~ 

2,457 6,993 
79,458 230,?07 

157,640 285~4:96 

22&,033 237,974 
31,290 97.446 

~ 

-
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I!""' 

~ Low 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS - Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Re100te 
Study Region Nonremote 

r Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

-
U~tBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

~ Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Remote 

- Study Region Non remote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

-
SAALL T(W,I HOUSEHOLDS 

Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Non remote 
Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

"'""' 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS - Area 10 
Areas 11. 12 
Other Study Region Remote 
Study Region Non remote 

!"'"" Elsewhere Remote 
Elsewhere Nonremote 

-' 
!""'" 

Table 10-4 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

81 
81 
81 
35 .,., 
'"" 27 

100 
100 
99 
36 
76 
26 

31 
31 
31 
25 
28 
36 

15 
15 
15 
33 
1 

21 

ESTUIAIEir (lOLLAR VALUES Or 
NONCOMSUMPTIVE ACTIVITIES 

BY AkEA 

~EAN DOLLAR VALUE 
OF LASI IIHP 

Intenediate Hi'3h 

139 276 
139 ., ... 

.:./b 

139 278 
85 160 

118 166 
68 102 

165 314 
165 314 
164 316 
gg 167 

124 173 
67 98 

100 163 
100 163 
100 163 
57 112 
55 85 
ss 1'1~ w..J 

24 146 
24 146 
24 148 
62 147 
36 3& 
90 711 

73 

ANNUAL AGGREGATE DOLLAR !JALUE 
OF ALL TRIPS 

Low Intermediat-e Hi~h 

105,219 169,786 22~L.274 

425~045 699~5(•9 941.177 
2,317,3% ~. Cl?' Qt:;·· 

•J' ... b! ·~>~'l 5,343r34Q 
12,981,475 27 ~001 ,28~~ 36~93&,774 

9,618,500 17,577,0&0 2iJ. 621). 976 
13,012~989 31,588,276 39' 803~3"37 

98,156 151,156 204~156 

393,550 606,050 3!8.550 
1,921,:388 2,%5,&72 4,oc·1~ ~56 

11,2&1,943 ?-J ,,,,e: ·1 '! ,..., 
wW,irW•.W.i..J 32,2%,154 

9,4371 '314 16,'HJ;546 19,?58,&04 
ll,S&2,BBO 213~548~352 35,167 ,10<1 

3,696 13,113 1 '~ ";C1fl w,w ...... 

21,912 7i,771 93~355 
168,%0 599,680 !58, 4/j() 

1,389,200 2,714,000 ? '146.801'1 -..I'.. ,. .... 
172,530 512,473 713,124 

1,413,540 2,811,374 3,588,821 

3,367 5,512 8,528 
9,583 15.600 24,272 " p •.J'.J 

226,548 371,504 575,484 
330,332 512,076 &93,820 

8,056 149,036 H9,248 
36,5&8 228,550 1,047~412 



Moose Huntins 
Caribou Hunting 
Sheep or Goat Huotin9 
Brown Bear Hunting 
B 1 ack Bear H•Jntins 
S11all Game HIJnting 
King Salmon Fishing 
Silver Salmon Fishing 
Red S-:~lmon Fishin-9 
Other Salmon Fishing 
Rainbow Iro•Jt Fi shins 
Dolly Varden fishing 
Lake Trout Fishins 
Other Iro•Jt Fishing 
Grayling Fishins 
BoiJrbot or Cod Fishin9 
SIJmmer off Road 
Winter Off Road 
Ski ins 
Motor boating 
Canoe, Raft, Kayak 
Other Boating 
Bac~.pacltins 

Tent Camping 
Rec Vehicle Camping 
Other Camping 
HiKin9, Picnickins 
Sightseeing 

Low 

115 
15& 
205 

73 
81 
55 
Sl 
SG 
57 

105 
53 
47 
97 

Jr. 

70 
51 
46 
17 
47 

108 
167 

A 
201 
144 

* * 42 
69 

Table 10-5 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESi.IMATEII DOLLAR VALUES QP 
ACTIVl!IES IN REHOIE AREAS 

Bt ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAST IRif' 

Intermediate High 

17& 421 
234 918 
2&3 635 
159 395 
106 683 
1 .,., 

,J,;, 190 
121 289 
155 343 
117 163 
1S6 244 
89 154 
85 228 

141 547 

* * 121 231 
102 175 

80 108 
50 102 
69 180 

155 220 
198 281 

A * 356 432 
223 838 

* A 

* A 
79 120 

131 217 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
ALL TRIPS 

Low Intermediate High 

186 ')'7"" ,..;,J 544-
219 321 1,169 
208 267 642 
176 353 657 
13& lBB 791 
176 395 471 
279 416 706 
268 491 B"'" ' ' 
153 ..... .,, 

.Jr ... 469 
357 651 781 
293 475 731 
153 265 452 
328 433 903 

* * ~ 

251 592 ?q'J 
{J...J 

353 1,088 1,179 
304 485 560 
199 535 637 

1,187 1,39-4 1,994 
471 629 792 
599 764 884. 

* * !r. 
730 1,130 1,310 
646 ':)'1') .... 1,684 

Jr. * !r. 

* f.. * 688 949 1,055 
406 1,241 1,532 

Asterisks refer to estiaates which have been supressed d•;e to ins•Jfficient s.:~mp1e size. 
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Low 

i~oose H•Jnting 
l:ar i bou Hunting 
Sheep or Boat Huntin9 

, ...... lBrown Se:u H•mting 
Black Be.3r H•Jntins 
Small Game Hunting 

- Kins Salmon Fishing 
l Silver Sabton fishing 

Red Salmon fishins 
Other Salton Fishing - Rainbow Trout Fishing 
Dolly Varden Fishing 
take Trout Fishing 

p... Other Tro1Jt Fishing 
Grayling Fishing 
8ourbot or Cod Fishin9 
Summer off Ro.3d 
!Jinter Off Road 
Skiin9 
ltotorboatins 

-- Canoe, Raft, Kayak 
iJther Boating 
B.2d,packin9 - Tent Ca111ping 
Rec Vehicle Ca1pin9 
Other Ca1pin9 

- Hiking, Picnichng 
Si9htseeing 

-

51 
56 
45 
45 
40 
28 
51 
35 
44 
38 
28 
30 
43 
23 
35 
38 
43 
24 
14 
46 
'lQ ... 
29 
28 
32 
79 
25 
27 
37 

Table 10-6 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR VALUES Of 
ACTIVITIES IN NONREMOTE AREAS 

BY ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAST !RIP 

Intermediate High 

116 319 
132 302 
111 310 
132 240 
73 213 
ss 115 

123 210 
87 150 

108 178 
98 188 
60 134 
70 122 
83 142 
59 204 
99 168 
90 220 
93 179 
55 90 
42 90 

107 194 
86 165 
61 90 
79 168 
89 143 

179 25G 
6G 123 
61 110 
9G 159 

75 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
ALL !UPS 

Low lntermedi-3te High 

107 230 507 
78 10•1 u .. 419 
50 120 ·7•'lCI 

•.U.:.J 

54 151 ~:'"}") 
...~ ... 

93 !C""l 
.L..J,J: 447 

• "1 l.:O• 220 319 
134 2.91 440 
157 :341 525 
182 394 578 
HiO 341 C'"')"1 

.J,w.w 

108 231 400 
83 213 316 

195 367 4% 
59 143 ?12 

136 374 514 
90 .,,,., ........ 458 

481 704 sso 
106 243 32& 
80 230 329 

265 612 315 
231 485 615 
184 443 552 

93 249 401 
105 335 436 
463 789 974 
91 195 376 

100 258 360 
182 330 40'? n 



Moose Hunting 
c.:~r i bOIJ Hunting 
Sheep or Goat Hunting 
Brown Bear Huntin'3 
Black Bear Huntins 
Small Game Hunting 
•(ing Salmon Fishing 
Silver Salmon Fishin~ 
Red Salmon Fishin9 
Other S.:~llllon fishins 
Rainbow !rout Fishin9 
Dolly Varden fishing 
Lake Trout Fishing 
Other Trout Fishins 
Grayling Fishins 
Bourbot or Cod Fi shins 
Summer off Road 
Winter Oft Road 
Skiing 
Motorboatin'j 
C-inoe~ Raft, Kayak 
Other Boating 
Bacl!.packing 
Ient c.:~mpins 
Rec Vehicle Ca1pin9 
Other Camping 
Hikin9, Picnickin9 
Sightseeing 

Low 

123 
165 

A 
73 

lr. 
66 
92 
94 
62 

lr. 
5& 

* 104 
A 

79 

* 52 
18 
A 

117 

* lr. 
259 
160 

* * 50 
73 

Table 10-7 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR VALUES OF 
ACTIVITIES IN REMOTE AREAS 

Br URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAS! TRIP 

Intermediate Hish 

190 441 
241 %9 

* * 163 336 
A * 179 219 

1'l'l .... 298 
168 351 
128 174 

A * 93 147 
A lr. 

148 602 
A * 135 248 
A * SG 112 

51 108 

* * 166 233 

* * Jr. * 455 508 
239 935 

* * * ;\ 

93 141 
136 207 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
AI.L TRIPS 

Low Intermediate High 

191 2BS 557 
203 308 1,216 

* * * 192 372 622 
t.. * t.. 

203 437 53:3 
2S7 424 730 
253 4% 902 
162 404 508 

* A * 284 460 'i"i~ ,..,..,.,. 

* * * 358 463 979 
A * lr. 

278 658 9<1.'7 

* * * 333 482 549 
70 255 330 

* * * 49() 630 778 
A A A 
~ * lr. 

926 1,421 1,539 
718 '376 1 01'7 

~:pY..a../ 

* * * * * * 820 1,103 1,200 
429 1,274 l ,562 

Asterisks refer to estimates which have been supressed d•Je to insufficient s.-ample size. 
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!'iaose HIJnting 
CaribOIJ H1Jntin9 
Sheep or Goat HIJnting 

...... 19rown Bear Hunting 
Black Bear H1Jntin9 
Sma 11 Game HIJI'"!t ins - King S.;Jaon Fishins 
Silver Sa1~ton Fishing 
Red Salmon Fishing 
Other Salmon fishing 
R-3inbow !ro1Jt Fishin-3 
Dolly Varden Fishing 
La~.e TrotJt Fishins - !Jther IwJt Fishing 
Grayling Fishing 
:BoiJrbot or Cod fishing 
Summer off Road 
14inter Off Read 
Ski ins 
i'iotorboatins ,_ 
Canoe, Raft, Kayak 
Other.Boatin9 
S.3ckpackin9 

..... Tent Caaping 
Rec Vehicle Camping 
Other Ca1pin9 
Hiking, Picnickins 

F""" 
Sightseeing 

-! 

Low 

1:"') 

""' GO 
44 
46 
45 
30 
54 
37 
46 
39 
31 
31 
46 
23 
')'7 

"' 38 
45 
25 
14 
47 
30 
30 
29 
33 
81 

* 28 
37 

Table 10-8 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR VALUES OF 
ACTIVITIES IN NONREMOIE AREAS 

BY URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAST TRIP 

Intenediate High 

124 336 
14-4 336 
% 255 

128 236 
78 219 
63 119 

129 216 
92 151 

115 190 
103 188 

65 142 
72 122 
88 143 
59 213 

105 169 
93 228 
98 182 
sa 86 
44 95 

113 205 
91 178 
61 91 
83 178 
90 134 

173 248 

* }; 

62 108 
97 161 

MEAN DOLLAR 1JALUES 
ALL TRIPS 

Low Intermedi.3te High 

97 232 524 
S'> v 195 46'7 
49 103 273 
56 14'3 269 
Sl 12~ 456 

l ':1'~ wv 23~7 ·)')C: 
..;J.., ... r 

137 297 439 
166 362 561 
181 404 605 
172 3&6 554 
109 231 399 
85 214 311 

205 382 .cjO' ub 

59 140 747 
139 371 493 
85 215 451 

527 755 884 
104 240 302 
81 237 343 

229 603 8C•3 
248 520 6&0 
176 434 541 

93 254 415 
109 348 436 
491 Sll 1,004. 

It :k II 
103 266 366 
185 384 503 

Asterisks refer to estira.ates which have been suppressed due to ins1Jfficient s.-ample size. 
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Moose Huntin'j 
C-3r ibou Hunting 
Sheep or Goat H1Jntin9 
Brown Bear H'Jnting 
Black Bear Hunting 
Small Game Hunting 
King Salmon Fishing 
Silver Salmon Fishing 
Red Salmon Fishing 
Other Salmon Fishing 
Rainbow !roJJt Fishins 
Dolly '.'arden Fishing 
La~e !rout Fishing 
Other !rout Fishing 
Graylins Fishing 
BoJJrbot or Cod Fishing 
SiJmmer off Road 
Winter Off Road 
Skiing 
Hotorbaatin'3 
Canoe, R.:sft, Kay a~. 
Other Boati~ 
Bad.pad.ing 
Tent Ca11pirr'3 
Rec Vehicle Camping 
Other c.311pir.s 
Hiking, Picnicking 
Sightseeing 

Low 

109 
102 

* it 
It 

30 
70 
48 
39 
23 
53 
A 

50 

* 34 

* 28 
13 

* 57 

* lr. 

* 48 

* 
* 23 

18 

Table 10-9 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTiliAIRD OOLLAR VALUES OF 
ACIIVIIIES IN REMO!E AREAS 
BY SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAS! TRIP 

Intenediate Hi<jl 

151 420 
180 567 

* * ,\ A 

* * 
92 124 

118 155 
33 347 
GS 119 

* * 91 12& 

* * 92 154 

* * 70 189 

* * 71 110 
61 119 

* * ga 162 

* * * A 

* * 180 247 

* * * * 41 61 
102 132 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
ALL TRIPS 

Low Inteflliediate Hish 

221 284 597 
U5 493 93b 

A A ir. 

* A ?. 

* * 1<. 

103 240 305 
215 354 448 
425 538 868 
133 232 2tJ9 

* * * "'"CI ;:JQ, 858 954 

* * * 92 200 33b 

* * * 156 371 66G 

* * * 209 508 640 
103 904 1,181 

* * * 311 630 821 

* * * 
* * * 
* * * 208 651 951 

* * * It * * 3B3 702 866 
140 1,1&5 1 '11;:~ , .. wl 

Asterisks refer to estimates which have been suppressed dlJe to ins1.1fficient sample size. 
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·I""" 

Moose H•Jntins 
Caribo•J Hunting 
Sheep or Goat HrJntin'j - Brown Bear HIJnting 
!Blacr, Be::tr H•Jntins 
Small G.3111e Hunting 

!"""' l{ing Salllon Fishing 
Silver Sal1on Fishing 
!Red Sal11on Fi shins - !ltiler Salmon fishing 
IR:ainbow Trout Fi shins 
Dolly Varden Fishing 
t.:~;lt.e Tr01Jt Fishin9 
Other !rout Fishing 
i5raylins Fishin9 
Bourbot or Cod fishing 

1- S!Jmmer off Road 
Llintt?r Off Road 
Skiing 

/"""' liotorbo.ating 
' t:anoe, Raft, Kay.lk 

Other Boating 
IL3ckpaclt.ing - :rent Caaping 
Rec Vehicle Campin9 
Other Campin9 

!"""' Hikirt'j, Picnickins 
!ii9htseein9 

·f""' 

Law 

45 
40 
49 

* 28 
18 
2S 

"" ..... 
31 
:n 
17 
20 
25 

* 25 
39 
31 
19 
a 

41 
lS 
22 
15 
23 
62 

* 19 
39 

Table 10-10 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ES! !MATED DOLLAR IJALU.ES OF 
ACTIVITIES IM NONREMU!E AREAS 
BY SMALL !OW~ HOUSEHOLDS 

~EAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAST TRIP 

Intermediate High 

79 248 
83 154 

214 677 

* * 55 155 
39 99 
74 Hil 
54 94 
60 93 
63 96 
36 95 
&4 135 
54 142 

* * 71 175 
82 189 
64 154 
34 111 
23 40 
71 130 
41 65 
54 74 
43 58 
82 134 

271 3"" ""'' 
It * 45 95 

92 149 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
ALL !RIPS 

Low Intenediate Hi·~h 

122 191 411 
61 135 '11J'1 

~wu 

"J Ow 23E. 707 

* * ~~r 

141 227 ')f.Q ,_,u._. 

69 146 308 
110 ')r"' 

u..JI 456 
104 217 315 
203 342 408 
so 10" Jl 

'lt::/'1 
W-...,!w 

105 239 4"~' .;,.,.;, 

'JG 235 38'? 
131 274 616 

* * * 129 415 681 
143 307 573 
182 379 &34 
125 257 448 

':IQ 115 1 ..... 

"'' ·~j 

494 '"1 01. '315 
97 :ne 271 
50 189 .254 
% 206 2''J Ow 

62 226 363 
123 558 632 

* * * 80 192 289 
155 """l ~.J.:. 453 

~terislt.s refer to estia:~tes which have been sJJppressed drJe to ins1Jfficierst sample size. 
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Moose Huntinq 
Caribou Hunting 
Sheep or Goat Hunting 
Brown Bear Hunting 
Bl.3Ck Be.-ar Huntin9 
Small Game Hunting 
Kin9 S~lmon Fishin9 
Silver Salmon Fishin9 
Red Sal;on Fishing 
Other Salmon Fishing 
Rainbow Tro•Jt Fishing 
Dolly Varden Fishins 
La~.e Tro,Jt Fishing 
Other IrorJt Fishing 
Gray1in9 Fishing 
Bo•Jrbot or Cod fishing 
Summer off Ro.3d 
Winter Off Road 
Skiing 
Motor boating 
C.;moe, Raft, K:ay.3k 
Other Boati~ 
I!.3cr,pac~. ins 
Tent Camping 
Rec Vehicle C:ampin9 
Other Camping 
Hiking, Picnickir~ 

Sightseeing 

Lew 

'lc; ., .. 
80 
21 

1r. 
13 
5 

44 
2.7 

* 
* 18 
8 

* !t 
17 
25 
5 

21 
3 

20 
ir. 
h 
1 

* * * 4 
53 

Table 10-11 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR VALUES Of 
ACIIVIIIES IN REMOTE AREAS 

BY RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LASI TRIP 

Intenediate High 

64 1"" '" 
188 4"'" II 

100 262 

* * 36 104 
17 37 
n 315 
48 7& 

;. ;. 

* * 30 298 
26 337 

* * lr. A 
30 S3 
36 59 
13 33 
31 44 
5 170 

28 39 

* ir. 

* * 
15 171 

* * * * 
* h 

15 27 
69 607 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
ALL !RIPS 

Low Int.ermedi.3te High 

48 ee 266 
108 222 536 

40 131 310 
1r. * !t 

23 68 247 
47 140 173 

165 248 524: 
84 130 191 

* * 
J. 
1\ 

* * 1r. 
58 111 495 
18 51 649 

* * * * lr. :k 
54 101 273 
6& 93 144 

116 475 513 
1 ,IOrJ 1,725 1,7&0 

17 41 383 
350 456 781 

* * -}; 

* * h 
" ""' 203 "' ,;,...; 

* * * * * * * * * 39 117 235 
251 507 1,209 

Asterisks refer to estimates which have been s!Jppressed dJJe to insJJfficient s.3mple s1:::e. 
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'Moose HIJnting 
G:~ribou Hunting 
Sheep or iloat Huntins 
Brown Fear HIJnting 
Black Bear Hunting 
Small Game Hunting 
King Salmon Fis.hing 
Silver Salmon fi shirtg 
Red Salmon Fishing 
Other Salmon Fishin9 
Rainbow Trout Fi shin9 
JOolly V.uden Fishing 
Lake !rout Fishing 
Other !rout Fishing 
Grayling Fishing 
Bourbot or Cod Fishing 
Summer off Road 
!Hnter Oft Road 
Sldin'3 
Motor boating 
Canoe, Raft, Kayak 
Other Tfoatins 
Et:sckpacldn9 
·rent Ca1pin9 
Rec Vehicle Ca1ping 
Other Ca1ping 
Hikin9, Picnichn9 
Si·3htseein9 

Low 

54 
30 

* 
* 15 
9 

32 
18 
24 
65 
16 
30 

* II 
28 
12 
21 
lG 
'}") .... 
46 
43 
A 

18 
73 

* A 
21 
32 

Table 10-12 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project 

ESTIMATED DOLLAR 1JALUES Of 
ACTIVITIES IN NONREMOIE AREAS 

BY RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
LAST IRIP 

Intermediate High 

95 231 
104 191 

* A 

* * GO 312 
22 87 
57 150 
38 61 
44 &5 
93 4q~, ... 
29 &3 
43 77 
A * A * 55 7'~ .. 

26 54 
45 196 
42 134 
38 63 
61 88 
84 117 

* * 46 82 
102 975 

It * * * 
77 355 
73 128 

-MEAN DOLLAR VALUES 
ALL IRIPS 

Low InterMediate Hi3h 

375 47G 660 
C::'1 l'J? 236 .., .. ww 

A * * * * :!r. 
131 305 5&2 
24 &3 1QQ 

.LW.t . .,., 
lw/ 193 381 
99 210 :162 

104 190 226 
80 1•11 545 

·~· 81 131 299 
59 105 160 
A * * A * A 

81 170 204 
19 36 68 

151 234 602 
77 270 553 

4C::? , .. 716 779 
624 689 766 
134 303 375 

* * * 68 168 222 
108 197 1,090 
* A lr. 

* It lr. 
52 162 461 

117 283 377 

Asteris~.s refer to estimates which have been suppressed due to insufficient sample size. 
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TABLE 10-13 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

PERCENT OF TOTAL AGGREGATE VALUE BY LOCATION 
"'"'l 

Small 
Urban Town Rural Total -

All Resource Uses (,.o) (%) (%) (%) 

Area 10 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.5 -Areas 11, 12 1.2 1.6 2.3 1.3 
Other Study Region Remote 9.0 10.4 24.8 9.4 
Study Region Nonremote 34.3 40.6 31.4 34.8 -Elsewhere Remote 16.4 9.7 4.0 15.5 
Elsewhere Nonremote 38.7 37.2 37.0 38.5 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -
Hunting 

\~ 

Area 10 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.5 
Areas 11, 12 0.9 1.5 1.9 1.1 
Other Study Region Remote 18.8 16.5 30.8 18.9 .,..., 
Study Region Nonremote 32.7 38.9 49.1 34.0 
Elsewhere Remote 14.7 11.4 1.1 13.8 
Elsewhere Nonremote 32.3 31.5 16.9 31.7 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Fishing 

Area 10 0.3 0.3 0.1 0.3 
Areas 11, 12 0.8 0.4 0.8 0. 7 
Other Study Region Remote 13.4 30.0 26.8 13.6 
Study Region Nonremote 30.9 46.8 33.2 32.6 
Elsewhere Remote 11.2 8.7 27.8 10.9 -Elsewhere Nonremote 43.4 30.8 11.3 41.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
~ 

Nonconsumptive 

Area 10 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.2 
Areas 11, 12 0.9 1.1 1.0 0.9 
Other study Region Remote 4.4 8.3 23.0 5.1 
Study Region Nonremote 35.0 43.3 27.8 35.7 

~ 

Elsewhere Remote 21.4 7.8 6.0 20.2 
Elsewhere Nonremote 38.1 39.3 41.9 37.9 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -
82 



..... 

-
-

-

-
-

11.0 RELATIVE VALUE ANALYSIS 

11.1 INTRODUCTION 

The relative value analysis addresses the question of whether remote 

areas of the study region have specific attributes that are of 

significantly higher quality than the attributes of other areas. If 

so, changes in these specific attributes could have an effect on the 

overall value of an area. 

Section 8.3 described the relative value analysis. To briefly 

recapitulatE~ that description, respondents rated the quality of ten 

specific attributes of the area they used for a selected resource 

use activity. These attributes were: 

• Ea!:;e of getting into the area 

• Fmlliliarity with the area 

• Beauty of the area 

• Lac~k of crowding in the area 

• Ea!:;e of getting around in the area 

• Chance of getting what you wanted in area 

• Cost of this activity in the area 

• Quality of places to stay or camp in the area 

• Chance of being close to nature in the area 

• Family tradition of doing the activity in the area 

The relativ'e value analysis was approached in two ways. First, ten 

mean qualit:y ratings for ten specific attributes and one general 

quality measure were calculated for four geographic areas: study 

region remc>te, study region non remote, other remote, and other 

nonremote. These calculations were repeated for all activities as a 

group as well as for hunting, fishing, and nonconsumptive activities. 

The purpose of this analysis was to identify any attributes which 

resource us•ars rated relatively high in study region remote areas. 
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11.2 SUMMARY OF RELATIVE VALUE ANALYSIS 

Tables 11-1 through 11-4 present the analysis results. Virtually 

all differences are statistically significant due to large sample 

sizes, but differences of less than 0. 5 should not be considered 

important. The means are based on a scale of 0 to 4 where 4 is 

equivalent to "very good, •• 3 is equivalent to "good," 2 is 

equivalent to "neither good nor poor, •• 1 is equivalent to "poor." 

and 0 is equivalent to ''very poor." 

The only attribute receiving a higher rating for remote areas of the 

study region than for the three other geographic areas was "family 

tradition of doing activity in the area. •• Even in this case. 

however, the differences are not large enough to be important. 

It is perhaps surprising that there is so little variation in 

attribute ratings between remote and nonremote areas, One must keep 

in mind that the ratings are perceptions and not objective measures. 

The perceptions may not be based on an absolute level of an 

attribute, but rather may be based on the difference between the 

expected level of an attribute and the level actually experienced, 

Thus. for example, an angler fishing Willow Creek at its busiest 

time may expect it to be crowded and may find it less crowded than 

expected. As a result, the angler might rate the lack of crowding 

as "very good." 

The lack of variation in perceptions does suggest that resource 

users are generally successful in finding attractive locations. 

Overall, remote areas of the study region, along with all other 

areas, were rated midway between "good" and "very good." 

The second approach to the relative value analysis involved 

subtracting individual ratings for specific attributes in the best 

substitute location from individual ratings for the same specific 

attributes in the chosen location. The mean difference in ratings 
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indicates the comparative advantage of the chosen location over the 

best substitute. 

this analysis. 

Tables 11-5 through 11-8 display the results of 

Using a difference of 0. 5 as a threshold of importance, no specific 

attributes are identified as being comparative advantages of remote 

areas of the study region among all users of these areas. However, 

rural user::> of remote areas of the study region reported the 

following cromparative advantages: 

• Ea:se of getting to area 

• Beauty of area 

• F~niliarity with area 

• Co:st of activity 

• F~nily tradition of doing activity in area 

• La,~k of crowding in area 

Neither urban nor small town resource users reported such 

comparative advantages. The rural differences hold for fishing and 

nonconsumpt:ive activities as well as for hunting. It should also be 

noted that approximately 25 percent of all respondents, most of them 

rural resid,ents, found it impossible to rate the quality of specific 

attributes in a substitute area. In part, this lack of response 

suggests a perceived lack of substitute sites. The reported 

comparative advantages of selected sites are, therefore, likely to 

be underestimates since they exclude respondents who could not give 

a rating foJr: a substitute site. 

In summary, rural residents who use remote areas of the study region 

do perceive~ a number of important comparative advantages to their 

chosen location. If the analysis results for remote areas of the 

study regic>n as a whole hold in the potential inundation zone 

(Area 10) a:nd in areas in which access would be changed by a road to 

the Watana dam (Areas 11 and 12), changes in these attributes could 

substantially affect the quality of resource use experiences of the 

few people 11r1ho use these areas. 
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TABLE 11.1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

MEAN RATING OF LOCATION ATTRIBUTES 
FOR ALL ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

study region remote 2.8 3.0 3.3 2.9 
Study region nonremote 3.2 3.2 3.3 3.2 
Other remote 2.9 3.0 2.9 2.9 
Other nonremote 3.4 3.2 3.5 3.4 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote 2.9 3.0 3.5 3.0 
Study region nonremote 2.8 3.1 3.2 2.9 
Other remote 2.9 3.2 3.5 3.0 
Other nonremote 2.9 3.2 3.5 2.9 

Beauty of the area 

Study region remote 3.5 3.6 3.7 3.5 
Study region nonremote 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 
Other remote 3.5 3.8 3.3 3.6 
Other nonremote 3.6 3.7 3.8 3.6 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote 2.9 2.9 3.0 2.9 
Study region nonremote 2.8 2.8 2.7 2.8 
Other remote 3.2 3.6 2.8 3.2 
Other nonremote 2.9 3.0 3.2 2.9 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote 2.8 2.8 3.0 2.8 
Study region nonremote 3.1 3.1 3.0 3.1 
Other remote 2.9 3.4 3.1 3.0 
Other nonremote 3.3 3.3 3.0 3.3 

*Respondents were asked to rate each attribute on a scale of 0 to 4 
where ••o.. represents a rating of poor and "4 •• represents a rating of 
very good. 
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TABLE 11-2 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

MEAN RATING OF LOCATION ATTRIBUTES 
FOR HUNTING ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

Study region remote 2.6 3.0 3.1 2.7 
Study region nonremote 3.1 2.9 3.2 3.0 
Other remote 2.2 3.0 2.5 2.3 
Other nonremote 3.2 3.0 4.0 3.2 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote 2.9 2.7 3.5 3.0 
Study region nonremote 2. 7 3.0 3.2 2.8 
Other remote 2.9 2.6 3.7 2.9 
Other non remote 2.8 3.3 3.5 2.9 

Beauty of the area 

Study region remote 3.5 3.6 3.6 3.5 
Study region nonremote 3.5 3.5 3.6 3.5 
Other remote 3.4 3.6 3.8 3.5 
Other nonremote 3.5 3.7 3.8 3.5 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote 2.9 3.0 3.0 2.9 
Study region nonremote 3.0 2.7 2.4 2.9 
Other remote 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
Other nonremote 3.0 3.2 3.0 3.0 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote 2.7 2.4 2.7 2.6 
Study region nonremote 2.8 2.8 2.7 2.8 
Other remote 2.5 3.2 2.6 2.6 
Other nonremote 3.2 3.0 3.2 3.2 

*Respondents were asked to rate each attribute on a scale of 0 to 4 
where .. o•• represents a rating of poor and "4'• represents a rating of 
very good. 
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- Table 11-2. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Mean Rating of Location Attributes for 
Hunting Activities (Cont.) 

Small All 
Chance of s•atting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds -

Study r•agion remote 2.8 2.8 2.8 2.8 
Study r•agion nonremote 2.6 2.4 2.4 2.6 - Other r•amote 2.8 2.8 3.2 2.8 
Other n•:mremote 2.6 2.8 3.2 2.7 

~ Cost of activity 

Study r•egion remote 3.0 3.1 3.5 3.0 
Study r•egion non remote 3.1 3.3 3.0 3.1 
Other r•emote 3.2 3.3 3.9 3.2 
Other n•onremote 3.2 3.3 3.9 3.3 

.... Quality of Jplaces to stay or camp 

Study r1egion remote 2.8 2.8 3.1 2.8 - Study r•egion non remote 2.7 2.6 2.8 2. 7 
Other r•emote 3.0 1.9 3.5 2.9 
Other n•onremote 3.0 2.5 2.9 3.0 

Chance of b•eing close to nature 

Study r1egion remote 3.7 3.8 3.8 3.7 
Study r1egion nonremote 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 
Other r1emote 4.0 3.6 3.7 3.9 
Other n1onremote 3.6 3.8 3.8 3.6 

Family tradition of doing activity 

·- Study region remote 2.9 2.4 2.6 2.8 
Study r1egion non remote 2.5 2.8 2.7 2.5 
Other r1emote 2.8 2.9 2.0 2.8 
Other n~onremote 2.2 2.8 3.1 2.3 

~ 

Overall app,eal 

- Study r1egion remote 3.4 3.5 3.5 3.4 
Study r~egion non remote 3.3 3.4 3.4 3.3 
Other r~emote 3.7 3.4 3.9 3.6 

- Other nonremote 3.3 3.5 3.6 3.3 

-
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TABLE 11-3 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

MEAN RATING OF LOCATION ATTRIBUTES 
FOR FISHING ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

Study region remote 2.9 3.0 3.0 2.9 
·study region nonremote 3.2 3.1 3.3 3.2 
Other remote 3.2 3.4 3.5 3.3 
Other non remote 3.4 3.3 3.3 3.3 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote 2.9 3.1 3.4 3.0 
study region non remote 2.9 3.1 3.1 3.0 
Other remote 2.6 3.4 4.0 2.7 
Other non remote 2.9 3.2 3.4 3.0 

Beauty of the area 

Study region remote 3.5 3.5 3.6 3.5 
study region nonremote 3.5 3.4 3.5 3.5 
Other remote 3.6 3.8 3.5 3.6 
Other nonremote 3.6 3.6 3.5 3.6 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote 2.8 2.8 2.7 2.8 
Study region nonremote 2.5 2.4 2.4 2.5 
Other remote 2.9 3. 7 2.5 2.9 
Other nonremote 2.5 2.7 2.8 2.6 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote 2.8 2.8 2.9 2.8 
Study region non remote 3.0 2.9 3.0 3.0 
Other remote 3.0 3.6 3.0 3.1 
Other non remote 3.1 3.2 2.4 3.2 

*Respondents were asked to rate each attribute on a scale of 0 to 4 
where .. 0 .. represents a rating of poor and .. 4 .. represents a rating of 
very good. 
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Table 11-3. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Mean Rating of Location Attributes for 

- Fishing Activities (Cont.) 

Small All 
Chance of gc!tting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds 

i"'"" 

Study rt!gion remote 3.1 3.2 3.1 3.1 
Study r•!gion nonremote 3.0 2.9 2.9 3.0 

F"" Other rt!mote 3.5 3.2 3.0 3.5 
Other nc:mremote 3.1 3.3 2.9 3.1 

- Cost of activity 

Study rcagion remote 3.0 3.1 3.3 3.0 
Study rcegion nonremote 3.1 3.3 3.3 3.1 

F"" Other r1emote 2.9 3.4 3.0 3.0 
Other nonremote 3.2 3.5 3.4 3.2 

- Quality of Jplaces to stay or camp 

Study rcegion remote 2.7 2.5 2.8 2.7 

·- study rcegion nonremote 2.8 2.5 2.7 2.8 
Other rcemote 2.8 3.1 2.5 2.8 
Other nconremote 3.0 2.9 1.7 2.9 

- Chance of b1eing close to nature 

Study rcegion remote 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.6 
Study rcegion nonremote 3.5 3.4 3.5 3.4 
Other r;emote 3.6 3.7 3.0 3.6 
Other nconremote 3.5 3.5 3.3 3.5 

r 
Family tradition of doing activity 

r Study r1egion remote 2.8 2.8 2.9 2.8 
Study r1egion nonremote 2.7 2.8 2.7 2.7 
Other r'emote 2.2 3.1 2.0 2.3 
Other n'onremote 2.6 2.9 3.2 2.7 

F"" 

Overall app,eal 

~' Study r~egion remote 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
Study r'egion nonremote 3.4 3.4 3.4 3.4 
Other r·emote 3.5 3.7 4.0 3.5 
Other n~onremote 3.5 3.5 3.3 3.5 
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TABLE 11-4 
SQSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

MEAN RATING OF LOCATION ATTRIBUTES 
FOR NONCONSUMPTIVE ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

Study region remote 2.9 3.0 3.6 3.0 
Study region nonremote 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 
Other remote 3.1 2.7 3.5 3.1 
Other nonremote 3.5 3.3 3.2 3.5 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote 2.8 3.2 3.6 3.0 
Study region nonremote 2.8 3.2 3.2 2.9 
Other remote 3.1 3.4 3.2 3.1 
Other non remote 2.9 3.2 3.7 3.0 

Beauty of the area 

Study .region remote 3.5 3.7 3.7 3.6 
Study region nonremote 3.6 3.6 3.7 3.6 
Other remote 3.6 4.0 2.4 3.6 
Other nonremote 3.6 4.0 3.9 3.6 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote 3.1 2.9 3.3 3.1 
Study region non remote 2.9 3.0 2.9 2.9 
Other remote 3.3 3.7 1.6 3.3 
Other nonremote 3.0 3.2 3.5 3.0 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote 2.9 3.1 3.2 3.0 
Study region non remote 3.1 3.2 3.2 3.2 
Other remote 3.1 3.3 3.9 3.1 
Other nonremote 3.3 3.4 3.0 3.3 

*Respondents were asked to rate each attribute on a scale of 0 to 4 
where .. 0 .. represents a rating of poor and .. 4" represents a rating of 
very good. 
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Table 11-4. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Mean Rating of Location Attributes for 

F" Nonconsumptive Activities (Cont.) 

Small All 

- Chance of getting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Study region remote 3.3 3.3 3.5 3.3 
Study region nonremote 3.4 3.5 3.4 3.4 
Other remote 3.4 3.6 2.2 3.4 
Other nonremote 3.5 3.5 3.9 3.5 

Cost of activity 

Study region remote 2.8 3.2 3.7 3.0 
Study region non remote 3.2 3.4 3.4 3.3 

~ 
Other remote 3.0 3.7 2.5 3.1 
Other non remote 3.4 3.6 3.6 3.4 

Quality of places to stay or camp 

Study region remote 2.8 2.9 3.3 2.9 
·Study region nonremote 2.9 2.7 2.8 2.9 
Other remote 2.7 3.4 .4 2.8 
Other non remote 2.8 2.5 2.3 2.8 

r-
Chance of being close to nature 

Study region remote 3.5 3.6 3.0 3.5 
!"""' Study region nonremote 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 

Other remote 3.7 3.9 1.7 3.6 
Other nonremote 3.5 3.6 3.8 3.5 ,.... 

! 

Family tradition of doing activity 

I'""" 
Study region remote 2.9 2.9 3.0 2.9 
study region non remote 2.7 2.9 2.8 2.7 
Other remote 2.5 3.1 1.1 2.5 
Other nonremote 2.5 2.5 2.7 2.5 -

Overall appeal 

- Study region remote 3.6 3. 7 3.7 3.6 
Study region nonremote 3.5 3.5 3.5 3.5 
Other remote 3.5 4.0 1.7 3.5 
Other nonremote 3.6 3.6 3.8 3.6 
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TABLE 11-5 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

DIFFERENCE IN MEAN RATINGS BETWEEN LOCATION USED 
AND BEST SUBSTITUTE LOCATION 

FOR ALL ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

Study region remote -.18 -.02 .63** -.11 
study region nonremote .11 .17 .33 .12 
Other remote .09 .17 -.38 .09 
Other nonremote .24 .17 .54 .24 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote .03 .18 .70 .08 
Study region nonremote .04 .18 .28 .06 
Other remote .10 .39 1.90 .15 
Other nonremote .23 .20 .07 .23 

Beauty of the area 

Study region remote .01 .06 .34 .04 
Study region nonremote .03 -.02 .12 .03 
Other remote -.02 -.07 .90 -.01 
Other nonremote .13 .06 .16 .13 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote .20 .27 .33 .21 
Study region nonremote .10 .04 .09 .10 
Other remote .32 .10 .00 .30 
Other nonremote .02 .02 -.07 .02 

Ease of getting around 

study region remote .03 -.07 .16 .03 
Study region non remote .12 .08 .11 .12 
Other remote .11 -.08 .43 .10 
Other nonremote .21 .16 .00 .21 

*A positive difference in mean ratings means that the location used 
is rated higher on the attribute than the best substitute location. 

**A difference of a 0.5 or greater can be considered important and 
is underlined. 
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- Table 11-5. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Difference in Mean Ratings Between Loca-

- tion Used a·nd Best Substitute Location for 
All Activities (Cont.) 

Small All 
~ Chance of getting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Study region remote .01 .10 .15 .02 
Study region non remote .03 .01 -.01 .03 
Other remote .22 -.05 .33 .20 
Other non remote .13 .01 -.14 .13 

- Cost of activity 

Study region remote .15 .22 .87 .20 
Study region nonremote .22 .24 .42 .22 
Other remote .38 .32 .52 .38 
Other non remote .16 .08 .37 .16 - Quality of places to stay or camp 

Study region remote .04 .04 .18 .OS 
Study region nonremote .00 -.02 .06 .00 
Other remote -.04 .06 .83 -.02 
Other non remote .09 .07 -.17 .09 ..... 

Chance of being close to nature 

- Study region remote .18 .09 .28 .18 
Study region non remote .06 .02 .12 .OS 
Other remote .23 -.03 -.08 .21 - Other non remote .08 .03 .04 .08 

Family tradition of doing activity 

- Study region remote .03 .27 .74 .09 
Study region nonremote .02 .. 09 .17 .03 
Other remote .12 .14 .52 .12 - Other non remote .12 .03 -.45 .11 

Overall appeal 

Study region remote .18 .14 .38 .19 
Study region nonremote .03 .03 .16 .04 
Other remote .07 .00 .08 . 06 - Other nonremote .12 .07 .06 .12 

..... 
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TABLE 11-6 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

DIFFERENCE IN MEAN RATINGS BETWEEN LOCATION USED 
AND BEST SUBSTITUTE LOCATION 

FOR HUNTING ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

study region remote -.10 -.01 .81** -.04 
Study region nonremote .21 .32 .46 .23 
Other remote -.73 .55 -.37 -.54 
Other nonremote .15 .21 .44 .17 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote .21 .35 .81 .26 
Study region nonremote .11 .41 .36 .16 
Other remote -.50 .18 2.00 -.24 
Other nonremote -.09 .14 .08 -.06 

Beaut:y: of the area 

Study region remote .05 .00 1.42 .05 
study region nonremote .OS .00 .84 .04 
Other remote -.33 -.45 1.01 -.25 
Other non remote -.13 .14 .42 -.09 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote .02 .27 1.41 .06 
study region nonremote .12 -.16 1. 70 .07 
Other remote .83 .30 .00 .71 
Other nonremote .02 -.07 .44 .00 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote .08 -.05 .12 .07 
Study region nonremote .17 .18 .21 .18 
Other remote .08 -.40 .47 .06 
Other nonremote .13 .23 .22 .14 

*A positive difference in mean ratings means that the location used 
is rated higher on the attribute than the best substitute location. 

**A difference of a 0.5 or greater can be considered important and 
is under-lined. 
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Table 11-6. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Difference in Mean Ratings Between Loca-

- tion Used and Best Substitute Location for 
Hunting Activities (Cont.) 

Small All 
r- Chance of getting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Study region remote -.03 .11 -.02 -.02 
r- Study region non remote -.10 -.12 -.38 -.11 

Other remote .17 .00 .37 .16 
Other nonremote -.21 .10 -.45 -.20 

- Cost of activity 

Study region remote .14 .27 .88 .20 r Study region non remote .38 .31 .45 .37 
Other r·emote .08 .56 .58 .17 
Other nonremote .06 -.04 .70 .08 

I""" 

Quality of ·places to stay or camp 

Study region remote .23 .01 .05 .20 
Study r·egion non remote -.02 .03 .28 -.01 
Other r·emote .42 -.11 1.00 .39 
Other nonremote .07 

~ 
.00 .00 .06 

Chance of being close to nature 

I""" Study r•egion remote .21 .04 .29 .20 
Study r.egion nonremote .04 -.10 .09 .02 
Other r·emote .00 .00 -.10 .00 
Other nonremote .02 .03 .00 .02 

Family tradition of doing activity 

..... 
Study r•egion remote .10 .16 .67 .14 
Study r•egion non remote .09 .11 .05 .09 
Other r·emote .25 .33 .58 .28 

r Other n'onremote .02 -.14 -.77 -.02 

Overall app·~ 

- Study r·egion remote .19 .15 .40 .20 
Study r•egion nonremote .01 .04 .06 .02 
Other r·emote .08 -.30 .10 .04 

I""" 
Other nonremote .04 -.14 .00 .03 

-
-
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TABLE 11-7 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

DIFFERENCE IN MEAN RATINGS BETWEEN LOCATION USED 
AND BEST SUBSTITUTE LOCATION 

FOR FISHING ACTIVITIES* 

Small All 
Location Attribute Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Ease of getting to area 

Study region remote -.24 .03 .51** -.18 
Study region non remote .12 .04 .39 .12 
Other remote .60 .13 .00 .56 
Other non remote .30 -.01 1.87 .29 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote -.03 .13 . 6 7 .02 
Study region non remote .11 .11 .32 .11 
Other remote .21 .40 .00 .23 
Other nonremote .35 .09 .03 .33 

Beaut:£ of the area 

Study region remote .04 .00 1.33 .06 
Study region nonremote .04 -.06 .95 .03 
Other remote .00 .20 .00 .02 
Other non remote .06 .01 .42 .OS 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote .31 .25 1.91 .31 
Study region non remote .06 .07 1.67 . 06 
Other remote .09 .40 .00 .12 
Other nonrernote -.09 -.04 .39 -.09 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote .09 -.05 .21 .08 
Study region nonremote .13 .OS .06 .12 
Other remote .08 .07 .00 .08 
Other nonrernote .22 .07 .16 .21 

*A positive difference in mean ratings means that the location used 
is rated higher on the attribute than the best substitute location. 

**A difference of a 0.5 or greater can be considered important and 
is underlined. 
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Table 11-7. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Difference in Mean Ratings Between Loca-
tion Used and Best Substitute Location for 
Fishing Act:tvities (Cont.) 

Small All 
r Chance of g•~tting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Study r•~gion remote .01 .08 .28 .02 
..... Study r•~gion nonremote .01 -.06 -.01 .00 

Other r•~mote .so .00 .00 .4S 
Other nonremote .11 -.04 .00 .10 

Cost of act:lvity 

Study r•~gion remote .23 .22 .88 .26 
Study rc~gion nonremote .18 .27 .51 .19 
Other rc~mote . 6 7 .07 .00 .61 
Other nonremote .16 .12 1.00 .16 

Quality of 1:1laces to stay or camp 

study rc~gion remote -.03 .04 .11 -.02 
Study r•~gion nonremote .03 -.07 .09 .02 
Other r•~mote .13 .oo .00 .12 
Other nc:mremote .22 .19 .26 .22 

Chance of being close to nature 

Study r•~gion remote .25 .13 .43 . 25 
study rc~gion nonremote .10 .04 .13 .09 
Other r•~mote .46 -.07 .00 .41 
Other nc:mremote .04 .00 -.10 .03 

Family trad:ltion of doing activity 

Study r•~gion remote -.Q3 .3S 1.04 .OS 
Study r•~gion nonremote .01 .07 .15 .02 
Other r•~mote .17 .23 .00 .17 
Other n•:>nremote .17 .01 .29 .16 

Overall app•~al 

r Study region remote .18 .14 .46 .19 
Study r•~gion nonremote .01 .02 .21 .02-
Other r•~ote .08 .20 .00 .09 

r"""' Other n«:>nremote .07 .OS -.10 .07 

-
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TABLE 11:-8 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

DIFFERENCE IN MEAN RATINGS BETWEEN LOCATION USED 
AND BEST SUBSTITUTE LOCATION 

FOR NONCONSUMPTIVE ACTIVITIES* 

Location Attribute 

Ease of getting to area 

Study region remote 
Study region nonremote 
Other remote 
Other nonremote 

Familiarity with location 

Study region remote 
Study region nonremote 
Other remote 
Other nonremote 

Beauty of the area 

Study region remote 
Study region nonremote 
Other remote 
Other nonremote 

Lack of crowding 

Study region remote 
Study region nonremote 
Other remote 
Other nonremote 

Ease of getting around 

Study region remote 
Study region nonremote 
Other remote 
Other nonremote 

Urban 

-.11 
.09 
.02 
.23 

-.05 
-.01 

.20 

.22 

-.09 
• 0:2 
.04 
.18 

.12 

.12 

.30 

.06 

-.15 
.10 
.12 
.22 

Small 
Town 

-.13 
.20 

-.06 
.29 

.07 

.15 

.53 

.29 

. 25 

.00 
-.06 

.07 

.30 

.08 
-.33 

.09 

-.15 
.08 
.00 
.21 

Rural 

.64** 

.25 
-1.00 

.13 

.6 7 

.23 
2.00 

.09 

1.22 
1.33 

.00 

.59 

.14 

.11 

.00 
-.28 

All 
Househlds 

-.04 
.10 
.01 
.23 

.04 

.01 

.22 

.23 

-.03 
.02 
.03 
.17 

.15 

.12 

.27 

.06 

-.12 
.10 
.12 
.22 

*A positive difference in mean ratings means that the location used 
is rated higher on the attribute than the best substitute location. 

**A difference of a 0.5 or greater can be considered important and 
is underlined. 
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Table 11-8. Susitna Hydroelectric Project 
Difference in Mean Ratings Between Loca-
tion Used and Best Substitute Location fo~ 
Nonconsumptive Activities (Cont.) 

Small All 
Chance of s~etting what you wanted Urban Town Rural Househlds 

Study r1egion remote .04 .14 .11 .06 
~"""'' Study r1egion non remote .01 .10 .13 .01 

Other r1emote .10 -.14 .00 .09 
Other n'onremote .18 .03 .10 .. 17 

- Cost of activity 

Study r1egion remote -.02 .16 .86 .08 
Study r1egion non remote .21 .21 .33 .21 
Other r1emote .32 .43 .00 .32 
Other n1onremote .17 .08 .15 .17 ,....., 

Quality of Jelaces to stay or camp 

r" 
Study r1egion remote -.02 .23 .33 .03 
Study peg ion nonremote -.02 -.01 -.03 -.02 
Other r1emote -.23 .23 .00 -.21 
Other n1onremote .05 .01 -.52 .04 

Chance of being close to nature 

Study r1egion remote .01 .09 .13 .03 
Study r1egion non remote .04 .OS .11 .04 
Other r~emote .18 .00 .00 .17 

p;>, Other n1onremote .10 .04 .12 .10 

Family tradition of doing activity 

Study r'egion remote .08 .24 .52 .14 
Study r1egion nonremote .01 .10 .23 .02 
Other r1emote . 06 -.07 .00 .OS 
Other n1onremote .12 .08 -.49 .11 

Overall app,eal 
I'~ 

Study r'egion remote .18 .14 .29 .19 
Study r1egion non remote .OS .03 .15 .OS 
Other r'emote .06 .00 .00 .06 
Other n'onremote .14 .14 .17 .14 
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12.0 COHPARISOU OF USER CHARACTERISTICS 

12.1 INTRODIUCTION 

Results of the dollar value analysis by themselves suggest that the 

primary value of the potential inundation zone (Area 10) is its 

value to urban resource users. Urban resource users spend an 

average of over 3. 5 times the amount of money as rural resource 

users to access remote areas of the study region. The value of 

their trav4~1 time is over twice that of rural resource users, and 

their willingness to pay is 1. 5 times that of rural resource users. 

In aggregat:e, the maximum dollar value of the potential inundation 

zone is alliD.ost 50 times greater for urban resource users than it is 

for rural resource users. 

A major reason that the aggregate value of the potential inundation 

zone is nel!lrly 50 times greater for urban residents than it is for 

rural residents is that in absolute numbers, there are 28 times as 

many urban resource users in Area 10 as there are rural resource 

users. ThE~ fact that urban resource users live farther away from 

remote areas of the study region than rural resource users explains 

part of the reason that average urban expenses to access remote 

areas of the region are greater. All other things being equal, 

however, this difference should be reduced to zero if both urban and 

rural residents value locations the same and people's willingness to 

pay an additional amount to engage in the activity is considered. 

Under these~ circumstances, one would expect the average amount urban 

resource u~~ers are willing to pay would be less than the average 

amount rural resource users are willing pay. 

In fact, as shown in Tables 10-1 through 10-12, urban resource users 

are willing to pay more than rural or small town users, on average, 

to engage :in their activities. These results could be interpreted 
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to suggest that, on a per-capita basis and an aggregate basis, the 

values of the potential inundation zone and all other areas of the 

study region are greater for urban resource users than they are for 

small town or rural resource users. Before accepting this 

conclusion, it is necessary to consider the ability of different 

population groups to pay for their resource use activities. 

12.2 SUMMARY OF HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS 

Table 12-1 compares the household incomes of urban, small town, 

and rural resource users. The median income of urban resource users 

was $45,000 in 1984. Forty-two percent of all urban resource user 

households had incomes exceeding $50.000. The median income of 

small town resource users was slightly lower at $40,000 in 1984. In 

contrast, the median income of rural resource users was only 

$22,000. Less than 20 percent of all rural resource users had 

household incomes of $50,000 or more in 1984, and 44 percent had 

incomes of under $20,000. 

The lower incomes of rural resource users is largely the result 

of the fact that they spent less time working for wages than urban 

resource users. On average, adults in urban resource user 

households worked 9. 0 months in 1984. The average in small town 

resource user households was 7.9, and the average in rural resource 

user households was only 6.1 months in 1984. 

Although rural resource users spent significantly less time than 

urban resource users working for wages in 1984, there is evidence 

that they are not substantially less qualified to obtain 

employment. Rural resource users have an average of 13 .1 years of 

education, compared with 13.5 years for small town resource users 

and 13. 9 years for urban resource users. The difference in months 

worked and income is more likely because there are fewer jobs in 
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TABLE 12-1 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

INCOME AND EDUCATION OF RESOURCE CONSUMERS* 
(Percent) 

All 
Small Resource 

Urban Town Rural Consumers 
Income 

Under $10,000 2 4 13 3 
$10,000 - 19,999 12 11 30 12 
$20,000 - 29,999 13 14 16 13 
$30,000 - 39,999 16 19 11 16 
$40,000 - 49,999 15 19 10 15 
$50,000 or more 42 38 20 41 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Median Income $45,000 $40,000 $22,000 $45,000 

Education 

Elementary 2 3 5 3 
Some high school 5 7 7 5 
High school 30 36 39 30 
Some college 32 30 28 32 
College 16 12 12 16 
Post college 15 12 9 14 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Mean Education 13.9 13.5 13.2 13.9 

*Resource consumers consist of the subset of all households who 
have engaged in either hunting or fishing activities. 
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rural areas and because rural residents have chosen a lifestyle that 

involves substantial amounts of nonwage productive activity. 

Table 12-2 compares the importance of various reasons for living 

in one's community among urban, small town, and rural resource users. 

The opportunity to get a job is very important to 56 percent of all 

urban resource user households, but only to 25 percent of all rural 

resource user households. Similar differences can be observed for 

the importance of economic opportunity, importance of a challenging 

job, and the importance of opportunities to earn a high income. 

Rural resource users are much more concerned with the quality of 

hunting and fishing opportunities and the surrounding environment. 

Sixty-nine percent of rural resource users believe nearby hunting 

and fishing opportunities are very important compared with 

44 percent of urban resource users. Seventy-one percent of rural 

resource users believe that being close to a wilderness environment 

is very important compared with 51 percent of urban resource users. 

Rural resource users also attach more importance to recreational 

opportunities; 68 percent believe that nearby outdoor recreational 

opportunities are very important compared with 52 percent of urban 

resource users. 

Underlying rural interests in hunting and fishing opportunities 

is an interest in being self-reliant. Fifty-six percent believe 

that the chance to be self-reliant is very important compared with 

31 percent of urban resource users. 

44 percent of all rural resource 

In keeping with their desires, 

user households report that 

50 percent or more of all the meat and fish consumed is from hunting 

and fishing (see Table 12-3). This figure compares with 18 percent 

of all urban resource user households. 
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TABLE 12-2 
SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 

REA~;ONS FOR LIVING IN COMMUNITY AMONG RESOURCE 
(Percent Saying Very Important) 

Small 
Reasons Urban Town 

Opportunity to get a job 56 40 
Long-term E~conomic opportunity so 37 
Having a challenging or 

exciting job 49 39 
Opportuni t~r to earn a high 

income 47 31 

Nearby hunting and fishing 44 57 
Being closE~ to a wilderness 

environment 51 58 
Nearby outdoor recreation 

opporttmi ties 52 61 

Chance to be self-reliant 31 39 
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CONSUMERS 

All 
Resource 

Rural Consumers 

25 54 
30 48 

36 48 

20 44 

69 46 

71 53 

68 53 

56 32 



-
TABLE 12-3 

SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT 
RESOURCE CONSUMPTION AMONG RESOURCE CONSUMERS -(Percent) 

All 
Small Resource 

Urban Town Rural Consumers -
Percent of Food from Hunting and Fishing 

None 12 10 7 12 -
1 - 9 percent 32 27 18 31 

10 - 24 percent 26 22 20 25 
"""" 

25 - 49 percent 12 13 11 12 

so - 74 percent 10 13 25 11 -75 percent or more 8 15 19 9 

-
Total 100 100 100 100 

~ 

Mean Percent 22.9 32.1 41.7 24.4 -
-
-

-

-
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The above results suggest that rural resource users have made a 

conscious choice to locate their residence near areas which offer 

hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation opportunities. While 

well-educat:ed and probably competitive in the wage employment 

sector, they are less concerned with employment and income 

opportunities than their urban counterparts. As a result, rural 

household incomes average about half of urban household incomes, and 

rural housE~hold dependence on personal use of fish and game is about 

twice that of urban resource user households. 

Lower mean and aggregate dollar estimates for the value of resource 

uses to ur'ban, small town, and rural households must, therefore, be 

understood in the context of the different lifestyles present in 

these populations. Rural residents spend less on their resource use 

activities l' and their willingness to pay is constrained by limited 

incomes. At the same time, they are more dependent on their 

resource u~;e activities to provide a substantial part of their food. 
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SUSITNA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT RESOURCE USER SURVEY 

February 1985 

HELLENI'HAL & AS&X::IATES, INC 
5000 Southampton Drive 

Anchorage, Alaska 99503 
(907) 561-1267 or 

561-4676 

ID 1-2-3-4-
CDl 5-

C<XIDERS ONLY) 

I-1. Hello, I am (FILL IN NAME) from HELLENmAL & ASSOCIATES calling for 
the State o:f Alaska. We are conducting a survey with the University of Alaska on hunting, 
fishing, and outdoor recreation in Alaska. Your telephone number was randomly selected by 
a COnt:>uter. (IF SEOOND READING, <D 'IO IN'I'IDDUCTION U-2) 

Sl. I1s this telephone number ----- ? (IF NO, TERMINATE WITH, ni 'm sorry I 
dialed the wrong number. •) 

S2. I1s this a residential telephone? (IF NO, TERMINATE INI'ERVIEW WITH, "I'm 
sorry, I need to talk with someone at a residential telephone.") 

S3. A;re you the person in your household who knows the rost about your 
household's hunting and fishing? 

IF YES, THEN PROCEED 'IO INTPDDUCTION #I-2. 

IF NO, THEN ASK ••••• 
Is the person home who knows the most about these activities? 

IF YES, THEN ASK ••••• 
May I speak with them? (<D 'IO INI'ROOUCTION #I-1 OR TERMINATE 
AND NOl'E ON TELEPHOt1E CALL RECORD SHEE1' ) 

IF NO, 'mEN ASK •••••• 
When will that person be home? (TERMINATE AND NJTE THE TIME 
AND DI\TE ON 'I'ELEPHONE CALL RECORD SHEEl' l 

IF NO ONE IN HOUSEHOLD RN<lVS ABDUl' HUNTING AND FISHING ACTIVITIES 
THEN ASK ••••• 

S4. Alre you the person in your household who knows the most about your 
household's other outdoor recreational activities? 

IF YES, THEN PROCEED 'IO :rnrRODUCITON #I-2. 

IF NO, THEN ASK ••••• 
Is the person home who knows the most about these activities? 

IF YES, THEN ASK ••••• 
May I speak with them? (CD 'IO INTRODUCTION #I-1 OR TERMINATE 
AND NOl'E ON TELEPHONE CALL RECORD SHEET ) 

IF NO I THEN ASK •••••• 
When will that person be home? (TERMINATE AND NOl'E THE TIME 
AND 01\TE ON TELEPHQNE CALL RErnRD SHEET l 

I-2. I would like to ask you some questions which will help the State of Alaska take 
people's hunting, fishing, and other outdoor recreational activities into account in 
planning fo1~ the Susitna Hydroelectric Project. All of your answers will be COnt:>letely 
confidential and will be used only in combination with the answers of other Alaskans. '!he 
questions I need to ask can take up to 30 minutes, but I find that rost of mine are 
shorter. The interview is completely voluntary. If we come to any questions you don't 
want to answer, just let me know and we will go on to the next question. (PAUSE AND 
PRCX::EED WITH QUESTION Ul 
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1. When wa.S the last year you, or someone else in your household, went hunting or 
trapping? (IF "NEVER", THEN RECORD "00" IN COL 6-7-, '!HEN SKIP 'ID FISHING~ IF ~ NEVER, 
'IHEN RECORD LAST 'IWJ DIGITS OF YEAR rn COL 6-7- AND ASK GAME TYPES) 

TYPES OF WIID GAME 
98 

OON'T KNCW 
99 

REFUSED 

Hunting?: ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6-7--

Moose? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• · •••••••••• 8-9--

Caribou? •••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••• lO-ll-­

Sheep or Goat? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 12-13--

Brown Bear? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• l4-15---

Black Bear? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• l6-17---
Sinall Game Hunting or Trapping, Like Ducks, 

Ftarmigan, Snowshoe Hare or Rabbit, Fox, Etc.? ••••••••••••••••• lS-19---

2. When wa.S the last year you, or someone else in your household, went non-comnercial 
fishing? (I.P "NEVER", '!HEN RECORD "00" IN COL 20-21-, THEN SKIP 'ID OI'HER RECREATIONM. 
ACI'IVITIES: IF tm-NEVER, THEN RECORD IAST 'IWJ DIGITS OF YEAR IN COL 20-21- AND l\SK FISH 
TYPES) 

.Fishing?: ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 20-21--

.Salron?: ........................................................... 22-23--

King Salm:m? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 24-25-­

Salmon other than King? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 26-27---­

Trout?: •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 28-29--

Grayling? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 30-31--

Burbot or Fresh Water Ling Cbd? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 32-33--

3. When was the last year you, or someone else in your household, • • • • • (READ LIST) 

Used a Summer Off-road Vehicle? ••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••• 34-35----

Used a Winter Off-road Vehicle? .••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 36-37----

went Skiing, Snowshoeing, or Dog Sledding? ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 38-39---

Went Boating? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 40-41---

Went Backpacking or Tent or Recreational Vehicle Camping? •••••••••• 42-43---­

went Day hik1ng, Picnicing, or Berry Picking? •••••••••••••••••••••• 44-45-­

Went Sightileeing or Took Wildlife or Scenic Photographs? ••••••••••• 46-47--
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In order bo identify the effect of the Susitna Dam on hunting, fishing, and other outdoor 
recreational activities, I would like to ask about your own household's outdoor activities 
in t:w areas. The first is the area bounded by the Parks, Glen, Richardson, and Denali 
Highways. Communities in this area include Palrrer, Wasilla, Sutton, Glennallen, Paxon, 
Cantwell, Talkeetna. Lake Louise, the Gulkana River, Sheep l·1ountain, and Eyer's Lake 
campground are also in this area. The second area is South and West of the Parks Highway 
and Fast of the Alaska Range. The Lower Susitna River and the Deshka River are in this 
area. D:> you know where the two areas are that I am talking about? (IF "00", THEN 
REDESCRIBE AREAS 'ID 'rnEM; IF PERSISTENI' "NJ' S", THEN SKIP 'IO PAGE #5) 

4. (ASK J~ OF Q-U AcriVITIES WHICH ARE ~ "NEVER" OR "00") When was the last 
year you, or someone else in your household, went hunting or trapping in either of these 
two areas? (IF "NEVER", THEN RECORD "00" IN COL 48-49-, THEN SKIP 'IO FISHING; IF NOI' 
NEVER, '!HEN RECORD lAST ~ DIGITS OF YEAR IN COL 48-49- AND ASK GAME TYPES) 

TYPES OF WILD GAME 
98 

DON'T KNeW 
99 

REFUSED 

Hunting?: ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•• 48-49-­

Moose? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 50-51--

Caribou? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 52-53--

Sheep or Goat? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 54-55--

Brown Bear? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 56-57--

Black Bear? •••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 58-59----
Small Game Hunting or Trapping, Like Ducks, 

Ptarmigan, Snowshoe Hare or Rabbit, Fox, Etc.? ••••••••••.•••••• G0-61----

5. (ASK QNLY OF Q-#2 ACTIVITIES WHICH ARE !:m "NEVER" OR "00") When was the last 
year you, or someone else in your oousehold, went non-cOimlercial fishing in either of 
these two areas? (IF "NEVER", 'mEN RECORD ''00" IN COL 62-63-, 'IHEN SKIP 'IO OI'HER 
RECREATIONAL l\CI'IVITIES; IF OCf.I'-NEVER, THEN RECORD IAST ~ DIGITS OF YEAR IN COL 62-63-
AND ASK FISH TYPES) 

Fishing?: ............................................................. 62-63--

SalnDn?: ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 64-65--

King Salmon? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 66-67-­

Salmon other than King? •••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 68-69-­

Trout?: ••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 70-71--

Grayling? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 72-73--

Burbot or Fresh Water Ling Cod? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 74-75----

6. CASK Q~ OF Q-#3 AcriVITIES 1-lHICH ARE NJ::'/r "NEVER" OR "OO"l When was the last 
year you, e>r someone else in your household, (FILL IN OI'HER RECREATIONAL 
ACTIVITIES) in either of these two areas? 

OI'HER RECREATIONAL AcriVITIES: 
Used a Summer Off-road Vehicle? •••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••• 76-77----

Used a Winter Off-road Vehicle? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 78-79----

ID2 l-2-3-4-
CD2 5-

(CODERS ONLY) 

Went Skiing, Snowshoeing, or Dog Sledding? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6-7----

Went Boating? ........................................................ 8-9--

Went Backpacking or Tent or Recreational Vehicle Ca!rping? •••••••••• lO-ll-­

Went Day hiking, Picnicing, or Berry Picking? •••••••••••••••••••••• l2-13---­

Went Sightseeing or Tbok Wildlife or Scenic Photographs? ••••••••••• l4-15---
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PAGE 4. I have a map in front of rre with 15 subareas of the ~ areas I described to you 
and I need to identify which subarea your household went (REPEAT FOR ALL 
HUNI'ING Gi\ME 'IYPE, FISH 'IYPE, AND Ol'HER RECREATICW\L ACITVITIFS ~ GIVEN A "NEVERn OR 
noon IN QUESI'IONS #4, #5, AND #6J the last time during 19xx (FILL IN YEAR FFDM PAGE 3). 
What was the closest landmark, such as a road or river, near where you (FILL IN 
ACTIVITY TYPE) the last time? (PROBE UNI'IL YOU CAN IOCATE 'lliE PROPER SUBA,.'qFA NUMBER CN 
YOUR MAPJ 

stJPAREA'-------------'"AGE 4_16-57--

DON'T KNai ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

PAGE 5. (ASK IF T.ASr YEARS ON PAGE #2 ARE MORE RECENr 'mAN IASr YEARS ON PAGE #3 - 'lliE 
SUSITNA AREA) NJw could you please tell me where you went (FILL IN ACriVITY 
TYPE) the last time you did it. Was this ••••• 

In an area 10 miles NJrth of the Denali Highway, •••••• 1 
In the Anchorage/Chugach Mountain area, ••••••••••••••• 2 
On the Kenai Peninsula, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ) 
In the Copper River/Wrangell/Valdez area, ••••••••.•••• 4 
In Southeast, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
Elsewhere in Alaska, or was it •••••.•••••••••••••••••• 6 
Outside of Alaska? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 

PAGE 5 58-78-
DON'T KNOW •••••••••• CWhat is your best guess?l •••••••• 8 
REFUSED...................... . ...................... 9 

PAGE 6. SEE ANSWER SHEET 'ID CIRCLE THE ':M) SELECTED ACITVITIES. 

ID3 l-2-3-4-
PAGE 6 CD3 5-

(CDDERS CINU) 

-4and6-
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s.EI.ECI'ION ME'I'HOO FPR '00 ACTIVITIES (CIRCLE THE 'B'iO SELECI'ED ON PAGE 61: 

select as activities only 70's 6r 80's on Pages 2 and 3. 

'nlere are activities within the Greater Susitna Area {Page 3 non-"00"): 
If there are 2, take all. 
If there are rrore than 2, count the m.nnber of SUsitna Area activities, and 

pick random numbers between 1 and the number of activities, and count down 
to the random number picked. Repeat procedure for second SUsitna Area 
activity. 

If there are less than 2, take all and make up quota from outside the SUsitna 
area. 

Need acltivities from outside of the Susitna Area {Page 2 non-"00"): 
Need 2: 

If there are rrore than 2, count the number of activities, and pick a ran­
dom number between 1 and the number of activities, and count down to 
the random number picked. Repeat procedure for second activity. 

If there are 2 or less , take all. 
Need 1: 

IJE there are !lDre than 1, count the number of activities, and pick a ran­
dom m.unber between 1 and the number of activities, and count down to 
the random number picked. 

If there is 1, take it. 

From the htmting, fishing, or other recreational activities you mentioned - I have 
selected tlox) that I would like to ask you further questions about. (PAUSE AND PRCCEEDl 

12A. (IF 1~CTIVI'IY SELEcrED IS "SAil-ION Ol'HER 'mAN KING", "TROur" "EOATING", OR "WE1'1r 
B!I.CKPACKING OR TENT OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE CAMPING" -- 'IHEN ASK ••••• ) 

12A-l. (IF "SM.MON OTHER THAN KING", ASK:) Was the sallron you were last after ••••• 

Silver or Coho, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• l 
Red or Sockeye , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Chum or Dog, or was .it a •••••••••••.•••••••• 3 
Pink or Humpy? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTHER, SPECIFY _________________________ _ 

OON'T KNCN •••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

12A-2. (IF "'l'Kl[]I'", ASK ••••• ) Was the trout you were last after 

Rainbow, •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
Dolly Varden or Char, or was it •••••••••••• 2 
Lake Trout? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
OTHER, SPECIFY ______________ _ 

OON'T rm:w •.•• (What is your best guess?) •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

12A-3. (IF "WEN!' BOATING" 1 ASK •••• J Was the boating you last did 

Motorboating, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
Canoeing, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Kayaking, or was it •••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
Rafting? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
omER, SPECIFY ____________ _ 

OON'T KNCW •••• {What is your best guess?) •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

12-

13-

14-

12A-4. (IF "WEN!' BACKPACKING OR TENT OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE CAMPING" 1 ASK •••• l Was 
that backpacking, tent carrping, or recreational vehicle carrping that you did 
last? 

131\CKPACKING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
TENT C!IMPING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
RECREATIONAL VEHICAL CAMPING •••••••••••••••• 3 

OON'T KNCW •••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 8 
RErosm ..................................... • 9 

-7-

15-



12B. During 19__ (FILL IN lAST YEAR OF 1ST AcriVITY FRCM PAGE 2 OR 3) , how many total 
times did you go (FILL IN 1ST AcriVITY TYPE, NDr ux::ALIZEDJ? 

NUMBER OF TIMES'----___________ 16-17-

OON'T KNCW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

12C. Now thinking again of your last trip (FILL IN 1ST AcriVITY AND LCCATIOO) 
what was the last t:ype of transportation that you used to get to where you began actually 
doing the activity? 

NONE, JUST WALKED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
ROAD VEHICLE, LIKE A CAR, TRUJ<, ETC •••• , •••••••• 2 
AIR VEHICLE, LIKE AN AIRPIJ'INE OR HELIOJPI'ER •••• o .3 
WATER VEHICLE LIKE A EOAT OR CANOE ••• o ••••••••••• 4 
OFF ROAD VEHICLE LIKE SNGJMAQUNE OR 3-WHEELER ••• 5 
Ol'HER, SPECIFY ______________ _ 

DON'T KNOW •••••• (What is your best guess?J ••••• o.B 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

120. How many total members of your household were involved in this trip? 

18-

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS'--------19-20-

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?l •• o.98 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• o•· ••• 0 •• 99 

12E. How many total people (including those who are DQt members of your household, like 
friends; but not including guides) were involved in this trip? 

NUMBER OF PEOPLE 21-22-

~. 

DON'T KNCW ••• <What is your best guess?) •••• 98 -
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••• o •••••••••••• 99 

12F. How many total hours and minutes did it take you to travel from your home to where 
you began (FILL IN 1ST ACTIVITY AND LCCATICNJ ? -

NUMBER OF HOURS'----------------'23-24-

NUMBER OF MIN11I'ES,__ ___________ 2.5-26-

DON'T KNOW.o.(What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED ••••••• o. o •••• o ••••••••••• o ••••••••• 99 

12G. ])]ring how many total days {including travel) did your ___ _ (FILL IN 1ST 
ACTIVIT'! AND LCCATIONJ trip take? 

NUMBER OF DlcrS 27-28-

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 ~ 

REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

12H. Please tell me approximately how much your household spent during that trip for each 
of the following items: (ROUND '10 NEAREST DOLIJ\Rl 

Fuel and/or other travel costs. _______ 29-30-31--
Food and Drin 32-33-34----
Fees and/or Guide Service 35-36-37----
Lodgin 38-39-40- -~tiscellaneous, i.e., amnunition, etc. 41-42-43-
Estimated total cost of trip 44-45-46-47-48---

WI'HING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 000 

OON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) ••• 998 
REFUSED ................................... 999 

-
- 8 -
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12I. You said the cost of this last trip was $ __ (PAGE 8; Q #12H; COL 44-45-46-47-48-)? 
Would you still use this location as frequently to (FILL IN 1ST ACriVITYl, if 
your cost w1ere ••••• $50 rrore? $100 rore? $150 rrore? $200 rrore? $250 more? $300 rrore? 
$350 more? $400 rore? (AND ro ON, UNITL THEY SAY "NO", THEN ASK: "h'hat is the exact 
dollar arrount?"l 

AMOUNl' _____________ -49-50-51-52-53--

NOI'HING ••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••• 00000 

OVER $99,997 •••••••••••.•••••••••••••••• 99997 
DON'T KNOW •• (What is your best guess?l •• 99998 
REFUSED .••.•••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• 99999 

12J. In sc.hool, we were often given the grades A, B, C, D, or F (FAIL) to evaluate the 
quality of our ~rk. Given that an A is very good, a B is good, a C is neither good nor 
poor, a D is poor, and an F is very poor - please grade this location and the best other 
area of tlH~ State in which you can do the same activity along the following dimensions. 
Along a scale from A to F, what grade ~uld you give (FILL IN: "This location" 
MID "Best ()ther area of state") in terms of (FILL IN DIMENSION)? (REPEAT FOR 
EAOI DIMENSION MID PlACE APPROPRIATE NUMBER ON ANSWER SHEET) 

4 

DIMENSION A 

3 

B 

2 

c 

1 0 

D F 

8 9 
DON'T RE­
KNC:W FUSED 

Ttle~~e~~6&~~-~:~.~~-~:~~: •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 54 __ 

BEST OTHER AREA OF S~TE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 55----

Youfui~r.MKH~. ~~:?. :?~. ~::~: ............................................. 56--

BEST OTHER AREA OF S~TE ••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 57----

TheTH~~u~oh~~. ~:~~: ..................................................... 58--

BEST OTHER AREA OF STATE .................................................. 59-

'n:te lack of crowding in the area: 
THIS r.cx::ATI CN •••••••••••••••••.••.••••••.•••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••• 6 0-

BEST arHER AREA OF S~TE ................................................. 61-

'nle~~~e~~~~?~. ~:~~~ -~~:?~?. :~~. ~::~: ................................ _62 __ 

BEST Ol'HER AREA OF STATE ................................................. 63-

The~~flclft~::~?. ~~: .~?~ -~~?:~. ~. :~~. ~=:~: •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 64--

BEST OI'HER AREA OF STATE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 65-

The cost of this activity in the area: 
THIS r.cx::ATICN ............................................................ 66--

BEST Ol'HER AREA OF STATE ................................................. 67-

The~~l~~~:~:::.:~.::~~-~=-~~-~?.:?:.~:~~: •••••••••.•••••••••••••••• 68 __ 

BEST OTHER AREA OF S~TE ................................................. 69-

The chance of being close to nature in the area: 
THIS r.cx::ATICN •••..••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 70-

BEST OTHER AREA OF S~TE ................................................. 71-

The~~i~~st:~~?.~:.~~~?~.~~-~~:~~~:~.~.:?:.~:~~: •••••••••••••••••••.• 72--

BEST OTHER AREA OF STATE ......................... ~ ....................... 73-

Its~¥§r~~~~: ......................................................... 74_ 

BEST OTHER AREA OF ~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 75-

12K. r:o you own land near where you last ____ _ (FILL IN 1ST ACriVITY AND I.CCATIONl ? 

YES •••••••••••••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••• l 
N0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

DON'T KNOW •••• (What is your best guess?l •••• a 
REFUSED ... ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

- 9 -

76-



2ND ACT:rVITI 

ID4 l-2-3-4-
CD4 5-

(CODERS ONLY) 

Now we are to the second activity that I need further information about. (PAUSE AND 
PROCEED) 

13A. (IF ACI'IVITI SELECI'ED IS "SAlMON OI'HER THAN KING", "TROUI'" "BOATING", OR "WE:NT 
PACKPACl<ING OR TENl' OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE CAMPING" - WEN ASK •• , •• J 

13A-l. (IF "SAil-ION OTHER 'JEAN KING", ASK:) Was the salrron you were last after ••••• 

Silver or Coho, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• l 
Red or Sockeye, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Chum or Dog, or was it a •••••••••••••••••••• 3 
Pink or Humpy? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 OTHER, SPECIFY _______________________ _ 

DON'T KNOW ••.• <What is your best guess?J •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

13A-2. (IF "TROTJI'", ASK ••••• J Was the trout you were last after 

Rainbow, •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
Dolly Varden or Char, or was it •••••••••••• 2 
Lake Trout? ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
orHER, SPEX:IFY. _________________ _ 

DON'T KNOW •••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

13A-3. (IF "WE:NT BOATING" , ASK •••• l Was the boating you last did 

Motorboating, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
Canoeing, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Kayaking, or was it •••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
Rafting? •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTHER, SPECIFY ____________ _ 

DON'T KNOW •••• (What is your best guess?J •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

6-

7-

8-

13A-4. (IF "WEN!' BACKPACKING OR TEN!' OR RECREATIONAL VEHICLE CAMPING", ASK •••• ) Was 

that backpacking, tent camping, or recreational vehicle camping that you did 
last? 

BA.CKPACl<ING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
TENr CAMPING •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
RECREATIONAL VEHICAL CAMPING •••••••••••••••• 3 

DON'T KNOW •••• (What is your best guess?J •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

9-

l3B. During 19__ (FILL IN IAST YEAR OF' 2ND ACI'IVITI F'RCM PAGE 2 OR 3), how many total 
times did you go ---- (FILL IN 2ND AC!'IVITI TYPE, OC1I' ICCALIZEDl ? 

NUMBER OF' TIMES, ____________ l0-11-·-

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

- 10-
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-
-

12B-2. During 19_ (FILL IN lASI' YEAR OF 1ST Acrr.VITY FroM PAGE 3) 1 how many total times 
did you1 go {FILL IN 1ST AcnvrTY TYPE) in the 00 greater Susitna areas that we 
talked about earlier? 

NUMBER OF TIMES IN 'lWO GREATER SUSI'INA AREAS ___ 77-78-

DON'T KNOW •••••• (What is your best guess?) •••••• 98 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

12B-3. During 19_ (FILL IN lASI' YEAR OF 1ST ACTIVITY FroM PAGE 3) 1 how many total times 
did you go {FILL IN 1ST AcnvrT'f TYPE, LOCALIZED 'ID SUB.J!.REA) in the one of the 
15 subareas of the twa areas that we talked about earlier? 

NUMBER OF TIMES IN SUB.J!.REA OF SUSITNA~ ____ 79-80-

DON'T KNOW •••••• (What is your best guess?) •••••• 98 
REFUSED ........................................ :99 

13B-2. During 19_ (FILL IN lASI' YEAR OF 1ST ACTIVITY FROM PAGE 3) 1 how nany total times 
did you go (FILL IN 1ST AcnvrT'f TYPE) in the two greater Susitna areas that we 
talked ~bout earlier? 

NUMBER OF TIMES IN 'lWJ GREATER SUSITN1\ APE..:a.s ___ 71-72-

DON'T KNOW •••••• (What is your best guess?) •••••• 98 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

13B-3. ruring 19_ (FILL IN IAST YEAR OF 1ST ACTIVITY F'RCM PAGE 3l 1 how many total times 
did you go (FILL IN 1ST Ac:riVITY TYPE, LOCALIZED 'ID SUBAREA) in the one of the 
15 subareas of the two areas that we talked about earlier? 

NUMBER OF TIMES IN SUB.J!.REA OF SUSITNA~....--____ 73-7 4-

DON'T KNDW •••••• (What is your best guess?) •••••• 98 
REFUSED • •••••• fl" 0 .... 0 •••• " •••••••• 0 .. Iii •• D ••••• "' •• • 99 



l3C. Now thinking again of your last trip (FILL IN 2ND ACI'IVITY AND IJXATION) 
what was the last type of transportation that you used to get to where you began actually 
doing the activity? 

OONE , JUST WALKED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
:OOAD VEHICLE, LIKE A CAR. TROCK, ETC •••• , •••••••• 2 
AIR VEHICLE, LIKE AN AIRPLANE OR HELICXlPTER •••••• 3 
WATER VEHICLE LIKE A BOAT OR CANOE ............... 4 
OFF :OOAD VEHICLE LIKE SN:WMAOIINE OR 3-WHEELER ••• 5 
OI'HER, SPECIFY _____________ _ 

DON'T KNOW •••••• (What is your best guess?) ••••••• 8 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

13D. How many total members of your household were involved in this trip? 

12-

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS _______ __....3-14--

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

13E. How many total people (including those who are not members of your household, like 
friends; but not including guides) -were involved in this trip? 

NUMBER OF PEOPLE. ___________ __...5-16--

DON'T KNCW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

13F. How many total hours and minutes did it take you to travel from your horne to where 
you began (FILL IN 2ND ACI'IVITY AND IJXATION)? 

NUMBER OF HOURS. ____________ __..7-18--

NUMBER OF MINUTES, ____________ l9-2D-

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••• 99 

13G. During how many total days (including travel) did your ____ (FILL IN 2ND 
ACl'IVITY AND LOCATION) trip take? 

NUMBER OF DP..YS, ___________ ___,21-22--

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

13H. Please tell me approximately how much your household spent during that trip for each 
of the following items: C:OOUND 'ID NEAREST DOLIARl 

Fuel and/or other travel costs. ______ ~23-24-25--
Food and Drink 26-27-28--
Fees and/or Guide Service 9-30-31--
L:>dgin 32-33-34--
Miscellaneous, i.e., anmunition, etc. 35-36-37--
Estimated total cost of trip 38-39-40-41-42---

NJI'HING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 000 
DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) ••• 998 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 999 

13I. You said the cost of this last trip was $ _ (PAGE 11; Q U3H; COL 38-39-40-41-42-)? 
WOuld you still use this location as frequently to (FILL IN 2ND ACTIVITY), if 
your cost were ••••. $50 more? $100 more? $150 more? $200 more? $250 more? $300 more? 
$350 more? $400 more? (AND ro ON, UNTIL THEY Slrl "NO", THEN ASK: "What is the exact 
dollar amount?") 

AMOON1' ____________ __:43-44-45-46-47-

N:ll'HING ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 00000 

OVER $99,997 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99997 
DON'T KNOW •• (What is your best guess?l •• 99998 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99999 
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13J. In school, we were often given the grades A, B, C, D, or F <FAIL) to evaluate the 
quality of our work. Given that an A is very good, a B is good, a C is neither good nor 
poor, a D is poor, and an F is •1ery poor - please grade this location and the best other 
area of the State in which you can do the same activity along the following dimensions. 
Along a scal,e from A to F, what grade would you give (FILL IN: "This location" 
AND "Best other area of state") in teri!'S of (FILL IN DIMENSION)? (REPEAT FOR 
EAai DIMENSION AND PLACE APPROPRIATE !'UMBER ON ANSWER SHEEI'l 

4 3 2 

DII'IENSION A B c 

The ease of getting into the area: 

1 0 

D F 

8 9 
OON'T RE­
KNCM FUSED 

'!HIS lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 48--

BEST OTHER AREA OF ~TE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,49----

Your familiarity with the area: 
'!HIS lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 50-

BEST OTHER AREA OF ~TE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Sl--

Th~~ beauty of the area: 
'!HIS LOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 52-

BEST OTHER AREA OF srATE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 53-

ThE~ lack of crowding in the area: 
'!HIS lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 54-

BEST orBER AREA OF srATE ................................................. 55-

The! ease of getting around within the area: 
'!HIS LOCATION ............................................................ 56-

BEST Ol'HER AREA OF STATE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 57-

The' chance of getting what you wanted in the area: 
'!HIS I.OCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 58-

BEST OiliER AREA OF STATE ................................................. 59-

The cost of this activity in the area: 
'!HIS lOCATION ............................................................ 6D--

BEST OTHER AREA OF STATE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 61----

The quality of places to stay or camp in the area: 
'THIS lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 62-

BEST Ol'HER AREA OF STATE .......... , ...................................... 63-

The chance of being close to nature in the area: 
·mrs lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 6 4-

!BEST Ol'HER AREA OF STATE ................................................. 65-

The family tradition of doing the activity in the area: 
·.mrs lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••• 66--

BEST OTHER AREA OF STATE ................................................. 67-

Its overall appeal: 
~lEIS lOCATION •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , .68--

BEST OTHER AREA OF STATE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••• 69~ 

l3K. Do you O'lm land near where you last ----- (FILL IN 2ND Ac:ITVITY AND LOCATION)? 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
oo ••••••••••.•.••••.••.•••••••.•••••.•••••.• 2 

DON'T KNOW •••• (What is your best guess?J •••• S 
~SED .••.•••••.••••••••••..••••••••.• I!;I •••• 9 

- 12 -
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!05 1-2-3-4-
0)5 5-

(CODERS ONLY) 

14. From the following list of outdoor types equipment that you own for non-corrnnercial 
use - please tell me if your household owns that type of equipment; and if so, what you 
would estimate its present value to be; and what percent (%) of the value of this 
equipnent is used for __ (FILL IN 1ST AND 2ND ACTIVITIES, BUr NJl' 'IHEIR LOCATIONS) in 
the two SUsitna Areas I described earlier and what percent (%) of the value of this 
equipment is used for __ (FILL IN 1ST AND 2ND ACI'IVITIES, BlJl' NJl' 'IHEIR U:CATIONS) in 
other areas? (REPFAT FOR FACE EQUIPMENI' T'iPE) (OVER $99,997 = 99997 AND OVER 97% = 97) 

l 

EQUIPMENT 'l"lPES CWN 

2 
OON'T 

CWN 

8 9 
OON'T RE-
KNCW FUSED 

Camping Vehicles (Like pickup-campers, RV's, Vans, etc.J ••••••••••••••••••••• 6----

ESTIMATED PRESENI' VALUE'-----------------7-8-9-10-11-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST Acrrvr:r'f IN SUSI'mA 12-13-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST Acrrvr:r'f IN OI'HER AREAS 14-15-

% CF VALUE USED FOR 2ND !CITVITY IN SUSITNA~--------------16-17-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 2ND AcriVITY IN OI'HER AREAS, _________ l8-19-

Snow Machines, Sleds, and A'IV's (Like weasels, 3-wheelers, swamp buggies) ••• 20--

ESTIMATED PRESENT VALUE, _______________ 21-22-23-24-25-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST AcriVITY IN SUSITNA..__ _________ __..26-27-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST AcriVITY IN OI'HER AREAS'----------·28-29-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 2ND ACI'IVITY IN SUSI'I'Ni\'---------------·30-31-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 2ND ACTIVITY IN Ol'HER AREAS. _________ 32-33-

Boats and Equipment (Like canoes, kayaks, jet boats, air boats, etc.) .•••••• 34---

ESTIMATED PRESENT VALUE, ______________ ~35-36-37-38-39-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST AcriVITY IN SUSITNA 40-41-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST ACI'IVIT'I IN Ol'HER AREAS, ___________ .42-43-

% OF \11\LUE USED FOR 2ND ACI'IVITY IN SUSITNA~---------_:44-45-

% OF \11\LUE USED FOR 2ND ACTIVITY IN Ol'HER AREAS'------------'46-47-

Airplane •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 48-

ESTIMATED PRESENT V1\LUE, ______________ __:49-50-Sl-52-53-

% OF VALUE USED FOR lsr AC:ITVT:rY IN SUSITNA 54-SS-

%OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST ACITVITY IN 01'HER AREAS, ________ ~56-57-

% OF \11\LUE USED FOR 2ND ACTIVITY IN SUSITNA,__ _________ ~58-59-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 2ND ACTIVITY IN OI'HER AREAS, _________ 6Q-61-

Hunting, Fishing and Camping Equipment and Gear 
(like rifles, fishing rods, tents, 
sleeping bags, skiis, cameras, 
special clothes, etc.J •••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 62-

ESTIMATED PRESENT VALUE, _______________ 6.3-64-65-66-67-

% OF VALUE USED FOR lsr ACI'IVITY IN SUSITNA'-------------6-8-69-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 1ST ACTIVITY IN 01'HER AREAS, _________ 7Q-71-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 2ND ACIT.VIT'i IN SUSI'INA\...._ __________ 72-73-

% OF VALUE USED FOR 2ND ACTIVI'IY IN omER AREAS 7 4-75-
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ID6 l-2-3-4-
CD6 5-

COODERS ONLY) 

LEAVE THIS COLUMN BIANK 6-

16. What percent (%) of the rreat and fish consumed by your household is from hunting and 
fishing? 

PEOCENI' OF MEAT AND FISH'--------------7-8-9--

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) .•• 998 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 9 9 

17. How many total years and months have you lived in Alaska? {WRITE N!JMBER OF YEARS AND 
MON'IHS ON ANSINER SHEET) 

XX YEAP.S. _______________ l0-11--

XX ~10NIHS,__ ____________ ~l2-13-

DON'T KNCW ••• (WHAT IS YOUR BEST GUESS?) ••• 998 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 9 9 

18. How rrany total years and rronths have you lived in ----- ? (FILL IN NAI-lE OF 
CXJMMUNI'IY) (lNRITE NUMBER OF YEARS AND MONIHS ON ANSWER SHEET) 

XX ~·-----------------------~4-15-­

XX MONTHS 16-17--

DON'T KNCM ••• {What is your best guess?) ••• 998 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 999 

19. Given that an A is very irrportant, a B is inportant, a C is neither inportant or 
unirrportant, a D is uninportant, and an F is very uninportant - please grade each of the 
following qualities in terns of how inportant that quality is to you, personally, for 
living in (FILL IN NAME OF CCMMUNI'lYJ. Along a scale from A to F, what grade 
"-''uld you g:ive {FILL IN EVERY QUALI'IYJ for living in (FILL IN NAME 
OF a:::t<IMUNI'IYJ ~? 

4 3 

QtuU.I'lY A B 

2 1 

c D 

0 

F 

8 9 
DON'T RE­
KNCW FUSED 

Be:ing near friends ••••••••••.••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••••• IS-­
ThE! opportunity to get a job ••••••••••••.•••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 19--
ThE! long-term economic opportunity .••• ! ..................................... 20--
A chance to get away from urban problems •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•.• 21-­
Hal7ing a challenging or exciting job •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••.••• 22~­
Be:lng close to a wilderness environment ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 23---
Ha"ing an opportunity to earn a high income ••••••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••• 24-­
Having a chance to be self-reliant, to live mre 

of a subsistence or pioneer's lifestyle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 25---
Being part of a small community •••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..••• 26-­
Bei.ng nearby hunting and fishing ••••••••••.•••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••• 27--
Being nearby outdoor recreational opportunities •••••.•••••••••••••.••..••••• 28--
Curiousity about Alaska •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••.•••••••••••••• 29-­
School or military •••••••••••.•••••••••.••••••••••••••••••.•••••.•••.••••••• 30--
A chance to be independent, to start something nav •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 31---

-14-



20. Please tell me when each person living in your household was born and their gender or 
sex. Please start with yourself. 

CWIUTE ill !1\ST ~ DIGITS OF YEAR OORN ON ANSWER SHEET! 
DON'T KNOW •••••• (What is your best guess?) ••••• o98 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••• o ••••••••••••••••• 99 

(WRITE MALE FEMALE OJDES ON ANSWER SHEET! 
MALE ................... o ••••• o .............. 1 
FEMALE ••••• o ••••••••••• o ••••• o ••••••••••• o •• 2 

OON' T KNCW. o • (WHAT IS YOUR BEST GUESS?) ••••• 8 
REFUSED •• o ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •••• 9 

IAST 'lW) DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR RESPONDENI'. ___ 32-33--

SEX OF RESPONDENT 34--

lAST 'lWO DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR PERSON it2. ___ 35-36--

SEX OF PERSON l!=2 37--

lAST 'lW) DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR PERSON #3, ___ 38-39--

SEX OF PERSON #3 40--

I.AST 'M) DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR PERroN it4, __ ___:41-42-­

SEX OF PERSON l!=4 43-

IASl' 'lW:J DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR PERroN #5. ___ -44-45--

SEX OF PERSON #5 46--

lAST 'lWO DIGITS OF YEAR :OORN FOR PERSON 116• __ __:47-48-­

SEX OF PERSON i6 49--

IAST ~ DIGITS OF YEAR OORN FOR PERSON #7 ___ .50-51--

SEX OF PERSON l!=7 52--

I.AST 'lWO DIGITS OF YEAR OORN FOR PERSON #8. ___ .53-54--

SEX OF PERSON lt8 55--

!1\ST 'lWO DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR PERroN it9• ___ 56-57--

SEX OF PERSON #9 58--

IAST 'lW:J DIGITS OF YEAR EORN FOR PERroN #10, __ ~59-60-­

SEX OF PERSON #10 61--

LAST 'lWJ DIGITS OF YEAR BORN FOR PERSON #11. ___ 62-63-

SEX OF PERroN #11 64--

21. How many total years of education have you completed? (FORMAL A'l'l'ENDANCE IN SCHOOL) 
(EIGHTH GRADE = B; HIGH SCHOOL= 12; TRADE SCHOOL= 14; COLLEGE GRADUATE - ?A OR BS = 16; 
MASI'ERS DEGREE = 18; IAWYER, OCC'IDR, PH.D = 191 

YEARS OF EDUCATION, ___________ 65-66--

REFUSED •• o ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

LEAVE 'lliiS OJLUMN BlANK 67-
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Ine last fe~ questions are being collected purely for statistical purposes. 

23. During 1984, how many individuals in your household worked fulltime 35 or more hours 
per week? 

NUMBER OF FUILTIME ":0RKERS..___ _______ 6,8-69-

OON'T KNCW ••• (WHAT IS YOUR BEST GUESS?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

23b. How many part-time, 34 or less hours? 

NUMBER OF PARr-TIME IDRKERS'--________ 70--

OONE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 00 

OON'T KNCM ••• (WHAT IS YOUR BEST GUESS?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

24. During 1984, how many total rronths was everyone in your household employed? (ADD ALL 
HOUSEHOlD MEl-lEERS 'I'CGEITHER) 

'ICTAL NUMBER OF MJN'niS'----------71-72-

OON'T KNCW ••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 98 
REFUSED •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 99 

25. Are ycm presently seasonally employed, annually employed, unemployed and looking for 
YWOrk, not loclking for work, or retired? 

SEASONALLY EMPLOYED ••••••••••••••••••••••••• l 
ANNUALLY EMPLOYED ........................... 2 
UNEMPIDYED AND IDCKTITG FOR ":0RK ••••••••••••• 3 
NQr IDCKING FOR IDRK ....................... 4 
RETIRED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 

73-
REFUSED ..................................... 9 

26. Including only those presently living at home, what was your total household income 
for 1984, t~fore taxes and other deductions were made? Please tell me the figure to the 
nearest thousand dollars. <wRITE IN, TO 'IHE NEAREST 'IHCUSAND OOLIARS, 'IHE NUMBER ON 'IHE 
ANSWER SHEET) 

27. 

XXX 'IHOUSI!.ND OOLIARSc___ _________ 74-75-76-

DON'T KNOW ••• (What is your best guess?) ••• 998 
REFUSED ••••••••••••• (ASK COL 59-) ••••••••• 999 

26b. We don't need the exact dollar figure~ could you tell me which of these 
broad categories it falls in ••• 

Less than 16,000 dollars, ••••••••••••••••••• l 
Between 16,000 and 25,000 dollars, •••••••••• 2 
Between 26,000 and 35,000 dollars, •••••••••• 3 
Between 36,000 and 45,000 dollars, •••••••••• 4 
Between 46,000 and 55,000 dollars, •••••••••• 5 
Between 56,000 and 65,000 dollars, •••••••••• 6 
Between 66,000 and 75,000 dollars, or ••••••• 7 
More than 75,000 dollars? ••••••••••••••••••• a 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

Is your telephone number •••••••••••••• 

Listed or ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
Unlisted •••• ~ ............................... 2 

OON'T KNCW ••• (WHAT IS YOUR BEST GUESS?) ••••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

- 16-
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18. What is the likelihood that you, or someone else in your h:msehold, will go sports 
fishing this year? Would you say it is very likely, somewhat likely, somewhat unlikely, 
or very unlikely? 

VERY LIKELY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
~T LIKELY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
SCMEWHAT UNLIKELY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
VERY UNLIKELY ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 

OON'T KNCW •••• (What is your best guess?) •••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

79-

28B. (IF VERY UNLIKELY, THEN SKIP THIS QUESI'IONl May we call you in a few 
months for another survey for the State about sports fishing? 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
NJ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

OON'T I<NaoT ••• (WHI\T IS YOUR BEsr GUESS?) ••••• 8 
REFUSED ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

'IHIS a::MPLETES 'IHE SURVEY, THANKYOU VERY MUCH FOR HELPING US - GXDBYE 
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of: Rural Households Moose Hunting by Area . . . . . . B-28 

Table B;l6. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Moose Hunting by Area . . . . . . B-29 
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Table B.l7. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Caribou Hunting by Area . . . . . . B-30 

Table B.l8. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Caribou Hunting by Area . B-31 

Table B.l9. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Caribou Hunting by Area . . . . . B-32 

Table B.20. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Caribou Hunting by Area . . . . . B-33 

Table B.21. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Caribou Hunting by Area . . . B-34 
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Small Town Households Caribou Hunting by Area . . . . . B-35 
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of Rural Households Caribou Hunting by Area . . . . . B-36 
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. . . . . B-37 

of All Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area . . . . B-38 
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of Urban Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area . . . B-40 
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Table B.29. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area. B-42 

Table B.30. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area . . B-43 

Table B.31. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area . . . B-44 

Table B.32. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area . . . . B-45 

Table B.33. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area . . . . . B-46 
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All Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area . . . . . . . B-47 

Table B.35. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area . . . . B-48 

Table B.36. susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Ut•ban Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area ..... B-49 

Table B.37. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Brown Bear Hunting 
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All Households Small Game Hunting by Area . 
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. . . , . B-63 

of Urban Households small Game Hunting by Area . . . . B-64 
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Table B.67. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
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T'able B. 71. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Salmon Fishing by Area . . . . . B-84 
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Table B.83. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 0 0 • B-96 

Table B.84. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area . . . 0 0 B-97 
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by Area . . o • • • • o • 0 • o • o • • • 0 0 • 0 • 0 B-9 8 
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Table B.96. susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Trout Fishing by Area 
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o • • o • B-109 
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Urban Households Grayling Fishing by Area . . . . . B-113 

Table B.10ll. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Grayling Fishing by Area . . . B-114 

Table B.10:~. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Grayling Fishing by Area . . . . B-115 

Table B.lO:L Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Grayling Fishing by Area . . . . . B-116 

Table B.10~L Susitna Hydro'electric Project, Number of 
~1ral Households Grayling Fishing by Area ..... B-117 

Table B.105. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area . . . . B-118 

Table B.10E~. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
AJLl Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area . . . . . B-119 

Table B.10J. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area . . . B-120 

Table B.108. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Ut~ban Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area . . . . B-121 

Table B.109. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Burbot or Cod Fishing 
bJr Area .. 

Table B.110. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Burbot or Cod Fishing 
by Area .. 

Table B.11l. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

. . . . B-122 

. . . . . B-123 
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Table B.11~~. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rt1ral Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area . . . . B-125 
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bJr Area . . 

Table B.114. SUsitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles 

. . . B-126 

by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-127 
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Table B.llS. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Using Summer Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-128 

Table B.ll6. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urb~n Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles 
by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-129 

Table B.ll7. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Using Summer Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-130 

Table B.l18. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Using Summer Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-131 

Table B.119. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles 
by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-132 

Table B.120. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles 
by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-133 

Table B.121. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
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Table B.123. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
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Vehicles by Area . . . . . B-136 

Table B.124. SUsitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles 
by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-13 7 

Table B.l25. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Using Winter Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . B-138 

Table B.l26. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Using Winter Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area 

Table B.l27. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

. . . . . B-139 

of Rural Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles 
by Area • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . • . . . . B-140 
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Table B.128. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles 
by Area . . . . . . • . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . B-141 

Table B.129. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Skiing by Area . . . . . . . . . B-142 

Table B.130. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Skiing by Area . . . . . . . . . . . B-143 

Table B.13J.. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Skiing by Area . . . . . B-144 

Table B.13~!. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Skiing by Area . . . . . . . . . . B-145 

Table B.133. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Skiing by Area . . . • . . B-146 

Table B.134. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Skiing by Area . . . . . B-14 7 

Table B.13S. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Skiing by Area . . • . . B-148 

Table B.13E,. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Skiing by Area . . . . . . . . . . B-149 

Table B.131. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Boating by Area . . . . . . . . . B-150 

Table B.13~1. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Boating by Area . . . . . . . . . . B-151 

Table B.139. susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Boating by Area . . . . . . . . B-152 

Table B.14CI. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Boating by Area . . . • . • . . . B-153 

Table B.14J.. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Boating by Area . . . . . B-154 

Table B.14~!. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
SDmll Town Households Boating by Area . . . . . . . B-155 

Table B.143. SUsitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of: Rural Households Boating by Area . . . . . . . . B-156 

Table B.14~~. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Boating by Area . . . . . . . . . B-157 
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Table B.145. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Camping by Area . . . . . . . . . B-158 

Table B.146. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Camping by Area . . . o . . 0 0 • • B-159 

Table Bo147. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Camping by Area . . . . . . . . B-160 

Table Bo148. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Camping by Area . . . . . . . . . B-161 

Table B.149. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Camping by Area . . . . . B-162 

Table B.150. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Camping by Area . . . . . . . B-163 

Table B.151. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Camping by Area . o o . . . . . B-164 

Table B.152. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Camping by Area . . . . 

Table B.153. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of All 

. B-165 

Hhlds Hiking, Picnicking, or Berrypicking by Area . B-166 

Table B.154. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of All 
Hhlds Hiking, Picnicking, or Berrypicking by Area o o . B-167 

Table B.155. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of 
Urban Hhlds Hiking, Picnicking, or Berrypicking 
by Area . . . . . . . . . . . . o o . , . . . . B-168 

Table B.156. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Hhlds Hiking, Picnicking, or Berrypicking 
by Area . . . . . . • . . . • . . . o . o . . . . . . . B-16 9 

Table B.157. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Hhlds Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berrypicking by Area . . • . . • • o . . . . . B-170 

Table Bo158. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Hhlds Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berrypicking by Area . • . . • . . • . . . B-171 

Table B.159. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of 
Rural Households Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berrypicking by Area . . . . o o • • • • o B-172 

Table B.160. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berrypicking by Area . . . . . . • . . . . .... B-173 
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Table B.161. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Sightseeing by Area . . • , . . . B-174 

Table B.162. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Sightseeing by Area . . . . . B-175 

Table B.163. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Sightseeing by Area . . . . . . B-176 

Table B.164. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Ur1ban Households Sightseeing by Area . . . . . B-177 

Table B.165. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Sightseeing by Area . . . . . B-178 

Table B.166. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Sightseeing by Area . . . • . B-179 

Table B.167. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Sightseeing by Area . . . . . . B-180 

Table B.168. Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Ru1r:-al Households Sightseeing by Area . . . . . B-181 
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INTERPRETATION OF TABLES 
IN EXHIBIT B 

The tables in Exhibit E are paired. Tables on the left-facing page 
contain percentages, and tables on the right-facing page contain the 
corresponding absolute numbers. Both the percentages and absolute 
numbers refer to one of four population groups: all study area 
households, urban households, small town households, and rural 
households. The table titles indicate which of the four population 
groups is the subject of a particular table. 

The percent.ages shown represent upper and lower bound estimates of 
the true population percentage. The true population percentage 
could only be determined if the survey sample included all 
households. The standard errors upon which the upper and lower 
bound estimates were derived were calculated as follows: 

where P equals the proportion observed in the survey 
n equals the effective sample size and 
se equals the estimated standard error 

The estimat.ed standard was multiplied by 1. 96 and the product was 
added to and subtracted from the observed survey percentage to 
produce upper and lower bound percentage estimates. If the survey 
were replic:ated an infinite number of times, the observed survey 
percentages would fall within the reported range 95 percent of the 
time. A more intuitive interpretation of the reported ranges is 
that there is a 95 percent chance that the true population 
percentage is contained within the range . 

The absolute numbers reported are simply the product of the reported 
percentages and the total number of households in the population 
group. There are an estimated 122,753 households in the study area 
as a whole,, 106,215 urban households, 13,878 small town households, 
and 2,660 ~~ral households. 
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NOTE: 

"Susitna Study Area.. in all tables in Appendix B 
refers to the same area defined in the main body 

of the report as the Study Region (see Figure 3-1). 
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Table B.l. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOC~IIION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or o•Jt of Ahsk.:t 56.7% 59.57. 50.9% 53.77. 
In Alaska 55.5% 58.3% 50.4% 53~2% 

Susitna Study tlrea 29.1% 31.74 26.6% 29.0% 
Area One l '7" • '.lo 2.5% I.G% 2.4% 
Area Two 6.8% 8.2% 6.2% 7.6% 
Area Three 4.5% 5.7% 4.07. 5 '1'1 

"'''" Area Fo•Jr 0.5% 0.9% 0.-4% 0.87. 
Area Five 1.2% 1.8% 1.0% 1.6% 
Area Sb: 1.4% 2.2% 1.37. 2.14 
Area Seven 0.9% 1.5% 0.8'% 1.4% 
Area Ei9ht 0.1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 
Area Hine 0.7% 1.3% 0.6% 1.2% 
Area Ten 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% 
Area Eleven .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2'% 
Area Twelve 0.1% 0.3% o.u; 0.37. 
Area Thirteen 4.7% 5.9% 4.3% 5.5% 
Area Fourteen 2.27. 3.0% 1.9% 2.7% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 1.0% 1.6% 0.9% 1.5% 
Anchor49e/Ch•J'f~ch 11tn. Area 2.2% 3.07. 2.0% 2.87. 
Kenai Peninsuh 7.7'1. 9.3'1. 7.1'% 8.5% 
Copper R. /Wr an~3e 11/IJaldez 1.3'1. 2.17. 1.17. 1.7% 
Southeast Alaska 0.9% 1.5% 0.9% 1.5% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1.5% 2.3% 16.4% 18.4% 
Outside A laslr.a 2.4% 3.4% 1.3% 1.9% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

40.6% 43.4% 
40.5% 43.3% 
20.74 22.9% 

1.3% 1.9% 
4.9% 6.1% 
2.8% 3.87. 
0.47. 0.87. 
0.97. 1.5% 
1.0% 1.67. 
0.6% 1.0% 

.0% 0.2% 
0.4% 0.87. 
0.1% 0.3% 

.0% 0.2% 

.Oi. 0.27. 
3.4% 4.4% 
1.5% 2.37. 
0.67. 1 ,.,.,. 

•¥111 

1.6% 2.4% 
6.1% 7.57. 
0.9% IS~ 

0.6% 1.07. 
12.9% 14.97. 
0.57. 0.9% 



Table B.2. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOGAIION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or o1Jt of Alaska 69640 73000 &2500 &5900 
In Alaska 68160 71530 61890 &5280 
Susitna Study Area 35750 38880 32600 35650 
Area One 2090 3060 1980 2930 
Area Two 8310 10100 7610 9330 
Area Three 5510 7010 4930 63&0 
Are.l four 580 1140 470 1000 
Area five 1430 2250 1210 1980 
Area Six 1760 2660 1650 2530 
Area Seven 1100 1840 1000 1700 
Area Eight 90 400 90 400 
Area Nine 890 1570 780 1430 
Area fen 180 550 180 550 
Area Eleven 20 230 20 230 
Area !welve go 400 90 400 
Area Ihirteen 5740 7270 5280 6750 
Are.l Fourteen 2650 3730 2310 3330 
10 Hiles Horth of Denali Hwy 1210 1980 1100 1840 
Anchorase/Gh•Jg~ch lttn. Area 2&50 3730 2430 3470 
Kenai Peninsula 9490 11380 8660 10490 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 1650 2530 1320 2120 
Southeast Alaska 1100 1840 1100 1840 
Elsewhere in Alasla 1870 2800 20070 22650 
01Jtside Alaska 2990 4130 1540 23qo 
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1984 _, 
LOW HlGH 

49880 53230 
49760 53110 

~ 25360 2S1GO 
1540 2390 
5980 7530 
3440 4660 

470 1000 
1100 1340 
1210 1980 
680 1230 

20 230 
470 1000 

go 400 
20 230 
20 230 

4130 5450 """'' 
1870 2800 
780 1430 

1930 2930 ~ 

7490 9200 
1100 1840 
680 1280 

15890 18240 ~ 

580 1140 
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Table B .3. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCA'I ION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 54.2% 58.4% 48.2% 52.41.: 
In Alaska 52.9% S/.1% 4/.5% 51.7% 
Susi tna Stud'V Area 26.5% 30.3% 24.0% 27.8! 
Area One 1.3% 2.5% 1.2% 2.4% 
Area Two 5.6% 7.8% 5.1% 7.1% 
Area Three 3.8% 5.67. 3.4% C' 'l" 

.J.~J. 

Area EorJr 0.3% 0.97. 0.37. 0.9% 
Area Five 0.'3% 1.9% o.n: 1.7Z 
Area Six 1.2% 2.2% 1.0% 2.0% 
Area Seven 0.7% 1.5% 0.6% 1.47. 
Area Eisht .07. 0.4% .07. 0.4% 
Area Nine 0.6% 1.47. 0.57. 1.3% 
Area Ten 0.17. 0.5% 0 .17. 0.57. 
Area Eleven .Oi. 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Twelve .0% 0.2i. .ox 0.2% 
Area Thirteen 4.4% 6.27. 4.0% 5.87. 
Area Fourteen 1.8% 3.0% 1.67. 2.8% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.8% 1.87. 0.3% Ul% 
Anchor.~9e/Ch'J9ach Mtn. Area 2.0% 3 .47. 1.87. 3.2% 
Kenai Penins,Jla 8.2% 10.6% 7.4% 9.8% 
Copper R./WraJl9ell/Valde::: 0.7% 1.57. 0.57. 1.37. 
Southeast Ahska o.az 1.8% 0.8% 1.8% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 17.5% 20.9% 15.9% 19.17. 
Outside Alaslca 2.5% 4.17. 1.2% 2.4% 

B-16 

1984 
LOll HIGH 

37.6% 41.8% 
37.5% 41.77. 
18.0% 21.4% 
1~~0% 2.0% 
3.Si. 5.6% 
2.27. 3.67. 
0.2% 0.8% 
0.7k l.S~ 

0 '1-r " .. 1.7i. 
0.3% l.lZ 

.Ok 0.2i. 
0.37. 1.17. 

.0% o. 47. 

.o:t Oa2i. 
.07. 0.27. 

3.07. 4.57. 
1.27. 2.2i.: 
0.5% 1.37. 
1.5% .-,. na.' 

.;;./1. 

6.4% 8.67. 
0 ""' .~.;. l.lZ 
0.5% 1.3% 

12.47. 15.4% 
o. 4i: 1.2% 



Table B.4. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAIIOH EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or o•Jt of A hska 57570 G2030 51180 55680 
In Alaska 56180 60660 50430 54930 
Susitna Study Area 28130 32200 25540 29480 
Area One 1400 2630 1310 2510 
Area Two 5990 8240 5400 7560 
Area Three 4040 5940 3650 5480 
Area Fo•Jr 290 990 290 980 
Area Five %0 2020 780 1750 
Are.;~ Six 1220 2390 1050 2140 
Area Seven 700 1640 610 1510 
Area Eisht. 10 410 10 410 
Area Nine 610 1510 530 1380 
Area Ien 70 560 70 560 
Area Eleven 0 250 0 250 
Area twelve 0 250 0 250 
Area Thirteen 4620 6640 4230 6180 
Are.3 Fo•Jrteen 1860 3240 1680 3000 
10 Miles Nor~) of Denali Hwy 870 1890 870 1890 
Anchora9e/Chu9ach Mtn. Area 2140 3600 1950 3360 
Kenai Penins1Jla 8670 11300 7870 10400 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 700 1640 530 1380 
Southeast Alaska 870 1890 870 1890 
Elsewhere in A1.35ka 19G20 22170 16880 20300 
Outside Alaska 2700 4310 1310 2510 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

39960 44370 
39860 44260 
19130 22720 
1050 2140 
4040 5940 
2320 3840 -, 
210 850 
700 1640 
780 1760 -370 ll20 

0 250 
370 1120 

10 uo -0 250 
0 250 

3180 4900 
1220 2390 
530 1330 

1580 2880 -6780 9150 
370 1120 
530 1330 

13210 16320 ~ 

450 1250 

-

.~ 
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Table B.S. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Hunting by Area 

SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A1a~ka 64.74 &8.9% 61. 47. 65.6% 
In A1:as~.a 64.4% 68.6% 61.1% 65.3% 
Susiina Study Area 39.6% 44.0% 37.4% 41.67. 
Area One 2.3% 3.9% 2.3% 3.7% 
Area Two 11.0% 13.8% 10.5% 13.3% 
Area Ihree 6.0% 8.2% 5.5% 7.77. 
Area Four 0.&7. 1.4% 0.6% 1.47. 
Area 'Five 2.2% 3.6% 1.9% 3.3% 
Area Six 1.9:4 3.3% 1.87. 3.2% 
Area ,Seven 1.2% 2.4% 1.0% 2.2% 
Area, Eight .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
Aua,NiRe 0.3% 0.9% 0.3% 0.9% 
Area ten .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Eleven .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
Area Twelve 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% 
Area Thirteen 4.0% 6.0% 3.9% 5.7% 
Area Fo,Jrteen 2.9% 4.5% 2.6% 4 '')'! ... ,. 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 0.97. 
Anchorage/Chu9:ach Mtn. Area 1.0% 2.2% 1.0% 2.2% 
Kenai Peninsula 2.3% 3.7% 2.2% 3.6% 
Copper R./Wr.ln9ell/Valdez 4.4% 6.4% 4.3% &.3% 
Southeast Alaska 0.1% 0.7% 0.1% 0.7% 
Elsewhere in Ala~ka 15.4% 18.8% 14.6% 17.8% 
Outside Alaska 0.3% 1.1% 0.1% 0.7% 

B-18 

1984 
ww HIGH 

52.1X 56.5% 
52.1% 56.5% 
32.4% 36.67. 

2.0% 3.4% 
9 .li.: 11.7% 
4.9% 6.9% 
0.47. 1 ,.,., 

I U/a 

1.6% 3.0% 
1.2% 2.47. 
0.9% 1.9% 

.0% 0.4% 
0.37. 0.97. 

.Oi. 0.27. 
.0% 0.47. 

0.1% 0.5% 
3.3% 5.ll 
2.3% 3.9% 
0.3% 0.97. 
0.9% l. 97. 
1.97. 3.37. 
3.5% 5.37. 
o.u 0 f:"! o..Jia 

11.6% 14.6% 
.0% 0.2% 



Table B.6. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Hunting by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 8980 9560 8520 9110 
In Alaska 8940 9520 8480 9060 
Susitna Study Area 5500 6100 5180 5780 
Area One 320 540 310 520 
Area Iwo 1520 1920 1450 1850 
Area Three 830 1140 760 1070 
Area Fo•Jr so 200 so 200 
Area Five 300 500 260 460 
Are::~ Six 260 460 250 440 
Area Seven 1?0 330 150 300 
Area Eight 0 so 0 so 
Are::~ Nine 40 130 40 130 
Are.l ten 0 30 0 30 
Area Elever. 0 so 0 50 
Are::~ Twelve 10 70 10 70 
Area Thirteen 560 830 540 800 
Area Fo•Jrteen 400 630 360 580 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 50 150 40 130 
Anchorage/Ch•Jgach litn. Are.:~ 150 300 150 300 
Kenai Peninsula 310 520 300 500 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 610 890 600 870 
So•Jtheast A1ask.l 20 90 20 90 
Elsewhere in A1~ska 2140 2600 2020 2470 
Outside Alask~ 50 150 20 90 
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1984 

LOW HIGH 
7230 7840 
7230 7840 !!Pli 
4500 5080 
280 470 

12b0 1630 
680 960 ~ 

60 170 
230 410 
170 330 
120 2'10 

0 50 
40 130 
0 30 
0 50 

10 70 
460 710 
320 540 

40 130 
120 270 
26Q 460 
490 740 
10 70 

1G10 2020 
0 30 
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Table B.7. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HlGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alas~,a eo. n.: 85.7% ·74 .5i~ BO. i% 
In Alaska 80.1% 85.1% 74.1% 79.7% 
S•jsi tna St•Jdy At•ea 44.7% 51.3% 40.1Z 46.7% 
Area One 2.6% 5.2% 2.6% 5.2% 
Area Two 12.0% 16.6% 11.7% 16.3% 
Area Three 6.4% 10.0% 5.6% 9.0% 
Area Fo•Jr 0.2% 1.2% 0.2% 1.2% 
Area Five 0.9% 2.7% 0.87. 2.67. 
Area Six 2.2% 4.6% 1.3% 3.3% 
Area Seven 1.0% 2.8% 1.0% 2.87. 
Area Eisht 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 
Area Nine 1.1% 2.9% 0.3% 1.5% 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.5% 0.07. 0.5% 
Area Eleven o.oz 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 
Are.ii Twelve 0.2% 1.2% 0.17. 1.1% 
Area Thirteen 4.6% 7.8% 4.0% 7.0% 
Area Fourteen 2.5% 4.9% 2.1% 4.57. 
10 Miles North ctf Denali Hwy 0.5% 1. 9% 0.5% 1.9% 
Anchora.,e/Cli•Jgac:h litn. Area 1.6% 3.6% 1.27. 3.0% 
Kenai Peninsula 1.0% 2.8% 1.0% 2.8% 
Copper R./Wran')fl!ll/IJaldez 3.4% 6.2% 3.0% 5.8% 
Southeast Alasl:..di 1.6% 3.6% 0.0% 0.3% 
Elsewhere in Ah1ska 13.5% 18.3% 17.0% :"'Jif"l ~., 

r:;..::..i.!. 
Outside Alaska 1.1% 2.9% 0.2% 1.2% 

B-20 

1984 
LO~ HIGH 

65.64 71118% 
65.5% 7lm 7'% 
33.67. 40.04 
2.0% 4 :;•1 ...... 

10.1% 14.57. 
4.7% 7 Q'/ ,.,,. 
0.1% 1.1% 
0.8% , ,a·., 

.w.bJ .. 

1.2% 3.0% 
0.27. 1.2%. 
0.0% 0.3% 
0.2% 1.4% 
0.07. 0.5% 
o.oz 0.3% 

.0% 1. 07. 
3.5% 6.3% 
1.67. 3.6% 
0.5% 1.9% 
1.2% 3.0% 
0.6% '1 '1'1 .u .... ,.. 

2.8% 5.4% 
o.oz o.o::: 

15.9% 21.1% 
0.0% 0.7% 



Table B.S. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 2150 2280 1980 2130 
In Alaska 2130 2260 1970 2120 
S1Jsi tn.:~ Study Area 1190 1360 1070 1240 
Area One 70 140 70 140 
Area Two 320 440 310 430 
Area Three 170 270 150 240 
Area Four 0 30 0 30 
Area five 20 70 20 70 
Area Six GO 120 30 90 
Area Seven 30 70 30 70 
Area Eight 0 10 0 10 
Area Nine 30 80 10 40 
Area Ten 0 10 0 10 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Area Twelve 0 30 0 30 
Area Thirteen 120 210 110 190 
Area Fourteen 70 130 60 120 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 50 10 50 
Anchorase/ChU9ach Mtn. Area 40 100 30 80 
Kenai Peninsula 30 70 30 70 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 90 170 80 150 
Southeast Alaska 40 100 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alask~ 360 490 450 590 
Outside Alaska 30 80 0 30 
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1984 -
LOW HIGH 

1750 1910 
1740 1910 
aqo 1060 

50 110 
270 380 ~ 

120 210 
0 30 

20 70 
30 80 
0 30 
0 10 

10 40 
0 10 
0 10 
0 30 -90 170 

40 100 
10 50 
30 80 

~ 

20 GO 
70 140 
0 0 

420 5&0 
0 20 
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Table B.9. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Moose Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCA1IlON EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al.~ska 41.14 43.9% 37.07. 39.6% 
In Alaska 40.6% 43.4% 36.5% 39.1% 
Susi tna Study A1rea 24.9% 27.3% 22.4% 24.8% 
Area One 1.47. 2.2% 1.3% 2.1% 
Area Two 6.0% 7.47. 5.4% 6.87. 
Area Three 2.7% 3.7% 2.4% 3.4% 
Area Four 0.5% 0.9% 0.4% 0.8% 
Area Five 1.0% 1.6% 0.7% 1.3% 
Are.~ Six 1.1% 1.7% 0.9% 1.5% 
Area Seven 0.6% 1.27. 0.5% 0.9% 
Area Eight .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Nine o:n: 1.3% 0.67. 1.0% 
Area Ten 0.1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.37. 
Area .Eleven .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Twelve 0.1% 0.3% 0.17. 0.37. 
Area Thirteen 5.27. 6.4% 4.8% 6.0% 
Area Fourteen 1.3% 2.1% 1.3% 1.9% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.7% 1.3% 0.77. 1.3% 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Area 1.2% 1.8% 1.07. 1.6% 
Kenai Peninsuh 4.3% 5.5% 3.6% 4.6% 
Copper R./Wrangel1/Val1iez 0.9% 1.5% 0.6% 1.2% 
Southeast Alaska 0.67. 1.2% 0.67. 1.07. 
Elsewhere in Alaska 14.1% 16.1% 12.7% 14.7% 
Outside Alaska 0.2% 0.6% 0.1% 0.5% 

B-22 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

27.6~ 30.27. 
27.4% 30.07. 
16.3% 18.37. 
1.1% 1.77. 
4.1% 5.37. 
1.3% 2.1% 
0.3% 0.77. 
0.6% 1.0% 
0.67. 1.27. 
0.3% o.n 

.0% 0.2% 
0.4% 0.87. 

.07. 0.2% 
.0% 0.2% 

0.1% 0.37. 
3.4% 4.47. 
1.07. 1.67. 
0.5% 0.9% 
o.n 1.3i. 
2.9% 3.97. 
0.57. 0.97. 
0.4% 0.87. 
9.4% 11.0% 

.0% 0.2i! 



Table B.lO. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Moose Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or Oijt of Alaska 50490 53850 45360 48670 
In Alaska 49880 53230 44750 48050 
SIJsitna StiJdy Are-a 30550 33530 27530 30410 
Area One 1760 2660 1650 2530 
Area !wo 7380 9070 6670 8300 
Area Ihree 3330 4530 2990 4130 
Area F01Jr 580 1140 470 iOOO 
Area Five 1210 1980 890 1570 
Area Sb 1320 2120 llOO 1840 
Are.3 Seven 780 1430 580 1140 
Area Eisht 20 230 20 230 
Area Nine 890 1570 690 1280 
Area len 90 400 90 400 
Area Eleven 20 230 20 230 
Area Twelv~ 90 400 90 400 
Area Ii1irteen 6330 7910 5860 7400 
Are.3 Fourteen 1650 2530 1540 2390 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 890 1570 890 1570 
Anchora9e/Chu9ach Mtn. Area 1430 2250 1210 1980 
Kenai PeninsiJla 5280 G750 43&0 5710 
Copper R./Wran9e111Valdez 1100 1840 780 1430 
So!Jtheast Alaska 780 1430 680 1280 
Elsewhere in Alaska 17320 19750 15650 17990 
01Jtside Alaska 280 710 180 550 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

33940 37020 ~ 

33690 36770 
19950 22520 
1320 2120 

~ 

5050 6490 
1650 2530 
370 950 
680 1280 -780 1430 
370 850 

20 230 ~ 

470 lOOO 
20 230 
20 230 
90 400 

4130 5450 
1210 1980 
sao 1140 
890 1570 

3560 4790 
580 1140 ~ 

470 1000 
11490 13550 

20 230 
"""~ 
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Table B.ll. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Moose Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAI IOt! EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Alaska 37.S% 42.0% I'\~ ,.., 
.J.J. tll. 37.Gi:. 

In Alas~.a 37.2% 41.4% 33.01:. 37.07. 
Susitna Study Area 21.6% "')c;: lj., 

.:..J.wJ. 19.3% 22.7! 
Area One 1.0% 2.0% 1.0% 2.0% 
Area Two 4.67. 6.6! 4.1% 5.9% 
Area Three 2.1% 3.5% 1.8::! 3.:2;~ 

Area four 0.31:. 0.9% 0.3% 0.97. 
Area five 0.7% 1.5~! 0.4% 1.2% 
Area Si:-: 0.7i. 1.7% 0.67. 1.4% 
Are.;~ Seven 0.37. 1.1% 0 ,., 

.~;. 0.9% 
Area Eight .0% Ow2% .07. 0.2: 
Area Nine 0.6% 1. 4i! 0.4% 1.27. 
Area !en .0%. 0.4% .0% 0.47. 
Area Eleven .07. 0.2% .o::: 0.27. 
Area Twelve .• 0% 0.2: .0% 0 ')'I owh 

Area Thirteen 4.7% 6.7% 4.47. 6.2% 
Area fo1Jrteen 1.0% 2.0% 1.07. 2.0% 
10 Miles North of Iler1ali Hwy 0.67. 1.4% 0.6% 1.4% 
Anchor.2'3e/Chu9-2ch i'ltn. Area l.Ot 2.0% o.s~ 1.84 
Ker1ai Peninsuh 4.4% &.2% 3.5% E:' "')~ 

.J11Will 

Copper R. /Wr anse 11/Va ldez 0.4i. 1.2% 0.2% O.Si. 
Southeast Alaslc..2 0.6% 1.4% o.sz 1.3% 
Elsewhere in Mask.-a 13.6% 16.6% 12.27. 15.2% 
Outside Ahs~.a 0.1% 0.7! 0.17. 0.7% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

.., ~ ~~ w"i .~;. ·'"10 I")"IJ 
:...~V a.W.ia 

24.1% 27. 9i! 
l3w3k 1 r "'•' ... o • ..:.•:,. 

0.7Z 1.7% 
2.9~ 4.5~! 

0.37. 1.3i: 
0.2X 0.87. 
Ow37. 1.17. 
0 .47. 1.2/~ 

0.1% i).7% 
O.Oi. O.Oi. 
0 ·)"/ 
'"" 0.97. 
.0~ 0.2k 
~0% 0.2% 
.Oi. 0.2~ 

J.~% 4.5Z 
o.n 1.7~ 

0.3% 1.1% 
O.Gi: 1 ,;'' 

IE"'Z,·I 

2.3% 4.4% 
0.1% 0.7! 
0.3% l.U 
8.84 ll. 4:: 

0" • t. 0.2% 



Table B.l2. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Moose Hunting by Area 
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Table B.l3. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Moose Hunting by Area 

SMALL TOWM HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or a•Jt of ;A hsh 54.4% 58.87. 50.7% 55.1% 
In Alaska 54.3% 58.7% 50.7% 55.1% 
Susitna Study Area 37.9% 42.37. 35.4% 39.6i. 
Area One 2.4% 4.0% 2.37. 3.9% 
Are.:~ Two 11.3% 14.3% 11.0% 13.8% 
Are.:~ Three 4.6% 6.6% 4.0% 6.0% 
Area Four 0.6% 1.4% 0.&7. 1.47. 
Area five 1.9% 3.37. 1.6% 3.0% 
Area Six 2.0% 3.47. 1.8% 3.2% 
Area Seven 1.0% 2.2% 0.9% 1.9% 
Area Ei9ht .0% 0.4% .0% o. 4% 
Area Nine 0.3% 0.9% 0.3% 0.9% 
Area ten 0.1% 0.57. 0.1% 0.5% 
Area Eleven .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area twelve .Oi. 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
Area Thirteen 4.5% 6.5% 4.2% 6.2% 
Area fourteen 2.1% 3.5% 1.8% 3.2% 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0.4% 1.2% 0.3% 0.9% 
Anchor.:~ge/ChlJ';!aCh iitn. Area 1.0% 2.0% 1.0% 2.0% 
l<enai Peninsula 1.7% 3.1% 1.6% 2.8% 
Copper R./Wrar!19ell/V.3ldez 2.5% 4.1% 2.4% 4.0% 
Southeast. Alash .ox 0.2% .oz 0.2% 
Elsewhere in Ail.:lska 12.9% 15.9% 11.8% 14.8% 
Outside Alaska .0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

41.07. 45.4% 
41.2% 45.6% 
29.2% 33.27. 

2.07. 3.47. 
9.0% 11.67. 
3.5% 5.3% 
0 .47. 1.27. 
1.3% 2.57. 
1.0% 2.2% 
o.n 1.77. 

.0% 0.2% 
0.3% 0.97. 

.0% 0.27. 

.0% 0.2% 

.Oi.: 0.4% 
3.6% 5.4% 
1.57. 2.7% 
0.3% 0.97. 
0.6% 1.6% 
1.2% 2.4% 
2.0% 3.4% 

.0% 0.2% 
e.et 11.4% 
0.0% 0.0% 



Table B.l4. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Moose Hunting by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or oot of Ahska 7550 8160 7040 7650 
In Alas~.a 7540 8140 7040 7650 
Susitna Study Area 5270 58&0 4910 5500 
Area One 340 550 320 540 
Area Two 1570 1980 1520 1920 
Area Three 640 920 560 830 
Area Four 80 200 so 200 
Area five 260 460 230 410 
Area Six 280 470 250 440 
Area Seven 150 300 120 270 
Area Eight 0 50 0 50 
Area Nine 40 130 40 130 
Area Ten 10 70 10 70 
Area Eleven 0 30 0 30 
Area Twelve 0 50 0 50 
Area Thirteen 620 900 590 860 
Are.:~ Fourteen 290 490 250 440 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 60 170 40 130 
Anchorage/C~J~ch Htn. Area 130 280 130 280 
Kenai Peninsula 240 430 220 390 
Copper R./Wrange1l/Valdez 350 570 340 550 
Southeast Alaska 0 30 0 30 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1780 2210 1640 2050 
Outside Alaska 0 30 0 0 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

5690 6300 -5720 6330 
4050 4610 
280 470 

1240 1610 
490 740 

60 170 
130 350 !ll§!l9n 

150 300 
100 230 

0 30 
40 ptl vv 

0 30 
0 30 
0 so -

500 750 
200 380 
40 130 ...... 
90 220 

170 330 
280 470 -0 30 

1220 1590 
I} 0 
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Table B.l5. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Moose Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAtT ION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al~sk4 73.3% 78.9% 67.7% r"J') ruy 
I wollo 

In Ahska 73.1% 78.7% 67.6% 73.6% 
Susitn4 StiJdy Are4 57.97. 64.3% 52.4% 59.0% 
Area One 3.1% 5.97. 3.0% 5.8% 
Are~ Two 16.1% 21.3% 15.3% 20.3% 
Area Three 6.7% 10.3% 5.9% 9.3% 
At•ea Four o.n 2.3% 0.6% 2.0% 
Area Five 1.8% 4.0% 1.6% 3.6% 
At•ea Six 2.57. 5.1% 1.6% 3.8% 
Area Seven 2.1% 4.5% 2.0% 4.4% 
Area Eight 0.0% 0.74 0.07. 0.7% 
Area Nine 0.6% 2.2% 0.6% 2.0% 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.5% 0.07. 0.5% 
Area Twelve 0.3% 1.57. 0.2% 1.27. 
Area Ihirteer' 7.8% U.S% 6.9% 10.7% 
Area Fourteen 3.0% 5.6% 2.8% 5.4% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.6% 2.0% 0.6% 2.0% 
Anchora9e/Cilu9acll Htn. Area 1.6% 3.87. 1.5% 3.5% 
Kenai Peninsula 0.87. 2.4% 0.8% 2.47. 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 3.5% 6.3% 3.1% 5.97. 
Southeast Alaska 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 
Elsewhere in Al~ska 15.97. 21.17. 14.77. 19.7?.: 
Outside Alaska 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

54.0% &0.6% 
54.2% 60.Sl 
41.3% 47.9% 
2.1% 4.5% 

11.8% 16. 47. 
4.3% 7.3% 
0.5% 1.9% 
1.2% 3.2% 
1.1% 2.9% 
0.9:% 2.7% 
0.0% 0.77. 
0.5% 1. 97. 
0.07. 0.57. 
0.07. 0.3% 
0.1% 1.17. 
6.1% q ... , 

4•/h 

2.4% 4.87. 
0.6% 2.0% 
1.1% 2.97. 
0.7% 2.37. 
2.67. 5.2% 
0.07. 0.07. 

10.87. 15.2% 
0.0% 0.07. 



Table B.l6. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Moose Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out ot Alaska 1950 2100 1800 l%0 
In Alaslta 1940 2090 1800 1960 
S1Jsi tna St•Jdy Area 1540 1710 1390 1570 
Area One 80 160 80 150 
Area Two 430 570 410 540 
Area Iilree ISO 270 160 250 
Area Four 20 60 10 so 
Area Five 50 110 40 100 
Area Six 70 130 40 100 
Area Seven 60 120 50 120 
Area Eight 0 20 0 20 
Area Nine 20 60 10 50 
Area fen 0 10 0 10 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Area Twelve 10 40 0 30 
Area Thirteen 210 310 180 280 
Are:~ Fo•Jrteen 80 150 70 140 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 50 10 50 
Anchorage/Chug~ Mt.n. Area 40 100 40 90 
Kenai Penins,Jh 20 60 20 60 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 90 170 so 160 
So,Jt.heast. Alask.a 0 0 0 0 
Elsewhere in Alask.a 420 560 390 520 
Outside Alask.a 0 0 0 0 
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1984 

LOW HIGH -1440 1610 
1440 1620 
1100 1270 

60 120 
310 440 
110 200 

10 50 ~-

30 80 
30 80 
20 70 -0 20 
10 50 
0 10 
0 10 
0 30 

160 260 
60 130 ~-

10 50 
30 ao 
20 60 
70 140 
0 0 

290 400 
0 0 

-
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Table B.l7. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION tVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Athsk.~ 18.5% 20.7! 14.&! lG.&i.: 
In Alaska 18.3% ~0.5% 14.4% 1&.4% 
Susi tna Study Are.~ 8.1% 9.7% 5.8% "' """ i ..... 

Area One 0.5% 0.9% 0.4% o.az 
Area Two o.n 1.3% 0.6% 1.0% 
Area !hree O.GZ 1.2% 0.37. o.n 
Area Fo,Jr 0.2% 0.6% o.n: 0.5% 
Area Five 1.3% 1.9% 0.8% 1.4! 
Area Sb; 1.2% 1.8% 0.7% 1.3% 
Area Seven 0.4% 0.8% 0.1% 0.5% 
Area Eight 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% o.o: 
Area Nine 0.2% 0.6% .0% 0 '}"!' ·-Area Ten .0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Are.3 Twelve o.u 0.3% OalX Oa37. 
Area Thirteen 0.7% 1.3% 0.6% . .,., 

.L I ...:iii. 

Area Fourteen 0.1% o.sz o.n: 0.3% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.67. 1 ,.,. ..... 0.6% 1.0% 
Anchor ~ge iChJJ~jach l'ltn. Area o.u 0.3% .0% 0.2% 
Kenai Penins1Jla 1.2% 1.8% 0.9% 1.5% 
Copper R./Wr.~ngell/V.:~ldez 0.5% 0.9% 0.4% o.az 
Southeast Alas,~,a 0.2i! 0.6% 0.1% 0.5% 
Elsewhere in Maska 8.57. 10.1% 7.2% 8.&7. 
OIJtside Alas~.a1 0.1% 0.3% 0.1: 0.3% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
9.6! 11.2~ 

'3.5% 11.1;~ 

4.1~ 
C' l"'jll;l' 

..J ... :us 
0 ')"!' 
·~"" 0.&;:: 

0.5% il q"l 
lo" I .: Ia 

O.J% O.b~ 

O.lX 0~3l 

0.6% 1. o;' 
0.4% a 0"' 

v.~-!ll 

o. i% 0.5~ 

CE.O% 0.0~ 

.0% 0.2:C 
0.0% r\ !l" \J • ... I. 

0.0% {\ t'i., 
.. l.lJ/1 

.0% 0.2Z 
i).G% 1.07. 
0.1% 0.3/. 
0.3% 0.7! 
0 1\"!' o\iio o .o;~ 
0.5% 0 Cf~! . ~ ~· 
0.2k 0.67. 
0.1% 0.3% 
4.9% 6.1% 
.0% 0. 2;, 



Table B.l8. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION E~1ER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 22710 25410 17920 20380 
In Alaska 22470 25160 17680 20130 
Susitna SuJdy Area 9%0 11890 7140 8820 
Area One 530 1140 470 1000 
Are.2 Two 890 1570 680 1280 
Area Three 780 1430 370 850 
Are.= Four 280 710 180 550 
Area Five 1540 2390 1000 1700 
Area Si:< 1430 2250 890 1570 
Area Seven 470 1000 180 550 
Area Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area tUne 280 710 20 !30 
Area !en 20 230 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 tj 
Area Twelve 90 400 90 400 
Area Thirteen 890 1570 780 1430 
Area Fourteen 180 550 90 400 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 780 1430 680 1280 
Anchora9e/Chu'jach Mtn. Area 90 400 20 230 
Ken.3i PeninsiJla 1430 2250 1100 1840 
Copper R./Wranje11/Va1dez 580 1140 470 1000 
Southeast Alaska 280 710 180 sso 
Elsewhere in Alaska 10430 12400 8780 10&10 
Outside Alaska 90 400 90 400 
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1984 -· LOW HIGH 
11730 13800 
11610 13680 

5050 6490 
280 710 
580 1140 
280 710 -
90 400 

680 1280 
470 1000 -180 550 

0 0 
20 230 -0 0 
0 0 

20 230 
680 1280 -

90 400 
370 850 

0 0 """ 580 1140 
280 710 

90 400 
5980 7530 

~1 

20 230 

-
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Table B.l9. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOWS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or· orJt of Alaska 16.9% 2v.1z 13.3% 16.3% 
In Alaska 16.8% 20.0% 13.11 l&.li!: 
Sus i tn-l St•Jdy Area 6.9Z 9.3% 4.8% 6.8% 
Area One 0.3% 1.1% 0.2% 0.8% 
Area Two 0.5! 1.3! 0.3! 1.1! 
Area Three 0.3% l.U 0.1% o. 7i! 
Area Fo•Jr 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.57. 
Area Five 0.8% 1.8% o.~x lli2~~ 

Are.~ Si:{ 0.7% 1.5% 0.3% 1.11. 
Area Seven 0.2% 0.3% 0' . .. 0.4% 
Are.3 Eight 0.0% o.oz 0.0% O.Oi. 
Area Nine 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0 'l"/ 

•Uie 

Area !en 0.0% o.oz O.Oi. O.Oi. 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Twelve .oi; 0.4% .07. 0.4.% 
Area Thirteen 0.7% 1.5% 0.6% 1.4% 
Area fo•Jrteerr 0.1% 0.5% .oz o.u 
10 !files North of Denali Hwy 0 C:'f ,...,,. 1.3% 0.47. 1.2% 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Area .0% 0.4% .0% 0 -~·'f ou.-. 

Kert-li Perdnstl 1-3 · 1.1% 2.1% o.s:t 1.8! 
Copper R.iWran~ell/Valdez 0.2% 0.8% 0.17. 0.7: 
SoiJtheast Alas~.-3 0.2% 0.8% 0.1% 0.7% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 7.8! 10.2% 6.7% 8.9% 
O•Jtside A1as•·.a .0% 0.4% .0% 0.-4% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
Q t • ., 

•..J110t. ll.2% 
" "' t:lobio u.:r~ 

3.4% C' ,., 
.J.~i. 

0.1% 0 .,., 
•I I• 

(l ~~..-
v 1W/c 1.1% 
f).l% 0.5k 

.Oi: 0~~47. 

0.3% 1.1: 
o.u 0.7% 
.o;; 0.4% 

O.Oi. O.Oi~ 

0.0% O.Oi. 
O.Oi. O.Oi: 
0.0% O.Oi. 

oo; . ,. 0.2h 
0.4% 1.2% 
.o: 0.4Z 

0 .,., 
~ • .wn 0.8% 
0.0, O.Oi. 
0.4% 1 'J'r ..... ,. 
0 .li. 0.5~ 

.ox 0.47. 
4.5% 6.5;~ 

.oz . ,.,., 
!J • .cii • 



Table B.20. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project. Number of 
Urban Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or otJt of Alaska 17900 21400 14120 17320 
In Alaska 17800 21290 13920 17100 
Susi tna SttJdy Are.1 7380 9830 5110 7210 
Area One 370 1120 :no 850 
Area Two 530 1380 370 1120 
Area Three 370 1120 140 710 
Area Four 70 560 70 560 
Area Five 870 1890 450 1250 
Area Si:< 700 1640 370 1120 
Area Se•Jen 210 850 10 410 
Area Eisht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 70 560 0 250 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 10 410 10 410 
Area Thirteen 700 1640 610 1510 
Area Fourteen 70 SGO 10 410 
10 Miles North of Dersal i Hwy 530 1380 450 1250 
Anchora'je/Ch•J9·'3Ch Ktn. Area 10 410 0 250 
Kenai Penir.sul.a 1130 2260 870 1890 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 210 850 140 710 
Southeast Alaska :uo 850 140 710 
Elsewhere in Alaska 8270 10850 7080 9490 
Outside Ahsk.• 10 410 10 410 
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1984 ~ 

LOW HIGH 
9170 11860 
9170 11860 
3650 5480 

140 i'lQ 

370 1120 
70 560 
10 410 

370 1120 
140 710 .... 
10 410 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 250 

450 1250 -
10 uo 

210 a so 
0 0 

450 1250 
70 560 
10 410 

4820 6!370 
0 250 

~' 



Table B.21. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

-
'"""' 

-
SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Alask.:. 22.6% 26.47. 18.1% ..,, 'C"~ 1 ~ :l.llf 14.0% wi. • ...Jn loV/o ,.., 
In :U.:.ska 22.4% 26.2% 18.0% 21.4% 11.3% 14.3:' 
SIJsitna St•Jdy Area 11.7% 14.7! 9.34 12.1% 5.6% 7.8~ 
Area One !),4% 1.2% 0.3Z 1.1% 0.3% (\ q•J 

·J_. ~~· 

!!"""· Are:~ Two 0.97. 1.9% 0.8% 1.8% 0".3% l.li~ 

' Area Three 0.9% 1.'3% 0.7% 1.7% {i ca, 
;J • .J/a 1.3k 

Area Four 0.27. 0.8% 0 .li. 0~~77! .0% 0.4! 
Area five 2.3% 3.7% l.GZ 3.0% l.lj~ •J 'J'! 

~I \J:I 

Area Six 2.4:: 4.07. '") 1 ., 3.5% 1.0/; 2.0~ w ... ,. 

Area Seven 0.5% 1.3% 0.3% 0.9% O.lZ o.sz: 
Are:~ Eight 0.2% 0.8% 0.17. 0.57. o.oz O.Oi. 
Area Nine .07. 0.4% .0% 0.2% .07. 0.2% 
Area Ien 0.07. 0.0% o.o: o.o: O.Oi. 0 ,,., 

.V;i. 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% t),07. 0.0% o.oz 0 .Vi~ 

~ Area Twelve .0% 0.2Z 0"' • I. 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Thirteen 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.87. .0% 0.4:t 
Area Fo•Jrteen O.D.: 0.5% .0% 0.4% .0% 0 •i•I 

• ..:il. 
10 Hiles ~orth of Denali Hwy 0.1% 0.7% 0.1~ 0.5% 0.17. 0.57. 
Anchorage/Chugach l'ltn. Area .07. 0.2% .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Kenai Penins•Jla 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0.4% .ox 0.47. 
Copper R./Wran'3ell/Valdez 1.0% 2.0% 0.9% 1.9% 0.5% 1.3% 

!""" So•Jtheast Ala!>~.a .ox 0.4% .07. 0.44 .0% 0.47. 
Elsewhere in 1~hska 9.1% 11.7% 7.0i. 9.47. 4.li. 6.17. 
Outside Al.:.s~.:~ .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% \L.C% 0.0% 
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Table B.22. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 3140 3660 2510 2990 
In Alasta 3110 3630 2490 2980 
Susitr,.'3 St1Jdy Area 1&30 2040 1300 1670 
Area One GO 170 50 150 
Area Two 120 270 110 250 
Area Three 120 270 100 230 
Are.3 Four 30 110 20 90 
Area five 310 520 230 410 
Area Six 340 550 290 490 
Area Seven 70 180 40 130 
Are.1 Eisht 30 no 10 70 
Area Nine 0 so 0 30 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 30 0 30 
Area Thirteen 30 110 30 110 
Area FoiJrteen 10 70 0 50 
10 Miles Morth of Denali Hwy 20 90 10 70 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Area 0 30 0 30 
Kenai Peninsula 10 70 0 50 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Va1dez 130 280 120 270 
Southeast Alaska 0 50 0 50 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1260 1630 970 1310 
01Jtside Alaska 0 30 0 30 
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1984 ~ 

L(!IJ HIGH 
1530 1940 
1570 1980 ""\, 

780 1080 
40 130 
50 150 
?0 180 
0 50 

160 310 
130 280 l!lll\'l 

Hi 70 
0 0 
0 30 

~ 

0 0 
0 0 
0 30 
0 50 ~'! 

0 30 
10 70 
0 30 
0 50 

70 180 
0 50 

570 840 
~ 

0 0 

-~ 
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Table B.23. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or o•Jt of A hsk.:. 31.8% 38.01~ 24.54 30.3i. 
In Alas~.a 31.5% 37.8% 24.2! 30.0% 
S•Jsitna St•Jdy Area 19.27. 24.&7. 12.2% l&.S~ 

Area One 0.5% 1.9% 0.5:% 1.9% 
Are::~ Two o.n: 2.3% 0.&7. 2.07. 
Area three 1.3% 'J ':l'l' 

V•vfll 
1 '")'! 

aWie 3.0% 
Area ~OIJr .07. 1.0% 0.07. 0.57. 
Ar·ea five ., ,.,., 

.. ·' t. 5.3% 2.0% 4.4% 
Area Six 4.17. 7.1% 2.3% 4.7i: 
Area Seven 1.3% 3.3% 0.37. 1.57. 
Are::~ Eight 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Nir1e 1.2% 3.0% 0.57. 1.9% 
Are::~ Ten 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% 
Area .Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Twelve 0.7% 2.3% .0% o.sx 
Area Thirteen .0% 0.8% .0% o.az 
Are.:~ fourteen .P% o·.ez 0.0% 0.37. 
10 Hiles Nort.h of Denali Hwy 1.0% '1 0"' 

.M•UI. 0.9% 
., ,., 
M I i!. 

Anchor ::~ge/Chu9ach Mtn. Are.:~ .0% 0.8%. 0.0%. o.n 
t{enai Peninsuh 0.0% o.oz 0.0% 0.0% 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 2.5% 4.9% 1.87. 4.0% 
Southeast Ala1s~.a 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 
Elsewhere in 1~hska l'l ·')"' .Ws-Mh 16.8% 9.3% 13.5% 
O•Jtside Alask:3 o.oz 0.5% 0.0% i'> 'J'I' 

'lr•Wia 
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1984 
LOW HIHH 

14.01.: 1s.s;; 
13.8% 18.&% 
7.0X 10.87. 

()'! . " 0.8% 
0.2~ 1.27. 
.!\ C'.,. v • .J ... l C\'' ··'" 0.0% 0 r:-•1 .Jh. 

., 'J'f 
! ... hi 3.0% 
1.6% 3.67. 
0.1% 1.17. 
o.o~ 0.07. 

.0% 1.0% 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.07. 0.7% 
o.o: 0.5% 
o.o·% 0.3k 
0.67. , '111J 

"'-• ..:.i. 
0.0% O.Oi~ 

0.0:1: 0.01. 
0.6% .-, '")'f 

W •~WI• 

o.oz 0.3% 
4.67. 7 .8!! 
o.oz 0.3~ 



Table B.24. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Caribou Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or o•Jt of Alas~,a 840 1010 650 810 
In Alaska 840 1010 640 soo 
S•Jsit.na Study Area 510 660 320 450 
Area One 10 50 10 50 
Area Two 20 60 10 50 
Area three 30 90 30 so 
Are.3 Eour 0 30 0 10 
Area Eive 70 140 50 120 
Area Six 110 190 60 130 
Area Seven 30 90 10 40 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 30 80 10 50 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.) Twelve 20 &0 0 20 
Area Thirteen 0 20 0 20 
Area Fourteen 0 20 0 10 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 30 70 20 70 
Ar~horage/Chusach Htn. Area 0 20 0 20 
f{enai Peninsula 0 0 0 0 
Copper R./Wrangel1/Va1dez 70 130 50 110 
Southeast. Alaska 0 10 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 320 450 250 360 
Outside Ahsk.a 0 10 0 10 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
370 500 
3?0 500 
190 290 

0 20 
0 30 -10 50 
0 10 

30 80 
~' 

40 100 
0 30 
0 0 
0 30 
0 0 
0 0 
0 20 
0 10 
0 10 

20 60 
0 0 
0 0 

20 60 
0 10 

120 210 
!) 10 -

-



Table B.25. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

()f All Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

-
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Table B.26. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 'LOW HIGH 

In or out of A1~ska 11020 13040 7730 9460 
In Alaska 10780 12790 7490 9200 
S1JSitn.3 Study Area 3440 4660 2650 3730 
Area One 90 400 20 230 
Area Iwo 580 1140 470 1000 
Area Three 470 1000 370 850 
Are.:~ Fo1Jr 90 400 20 230 
Area Five 90 400 90 400 
Area Si>: 180 55(} 90 400 
Area Seven 90 400 90 400 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 90 400 20 230 
Are~ Ten 0 0 0 0 
Ar·ea Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 I we 1 ve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 280 710 90 400 
Are.:~ Fourteen 90 400 20 230 
10 Miles Harth of Denali Hwy 20 230 20 230 
Anchorage/Chug.:~ch !H.rt. Are--a · 680 1280 470 1000 
Ker,ai Peninsula 890 1570 470 1000 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 1000 1700 470 1000 
Southeast Alaska 180 550 90 400 
Elsewhere in Alaska 4130 5450 3100 4260 
Outside Alaska 90 400 20 230 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

4130 5450 ...,., 
4130 5450 
1540 2390 

20 230 ,.,;;., 
280 710 

90 400 
20 230 
90 400 
90 400 
20 230 
0 0 ... 
() 0 
0 0 
0 0 
Q 0 

90 400 
20 230 
20 230 

280 710 
180 550 
180 550 
20 230 

1430 2250 
0 0 

~ 



Table B.27. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

...... 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alask~ 7.77. 10.17. 5.27. 7.27. 2.7% 4.3% ..... In Alaska 7.5% 9.97. 5.1% 7.1% 2.7% -4.3% 
51Jsi tna St1Jdy Area 2.37. 3.7% 1.7% 2.97. 1.0% 2.07. 
Area Or1e .0% 0.2% .0% 0.27. o.oz 0.07. 
Area Iwo 0.37. 1.1% 0.37. 0.97. 0.1% o.n F Area Three 0.17. 0.7% 0.1% 0 .,.., .07. 0.21! •.•. Ji. 

Area FotJr .07. 0.4% .07. 0.2% 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Five .0% 0.47. .07. 0.47. .0% 0.4% 
Are.~ Six .0% 0.47. .0% 0.4% .07. 0.4% 
Area Seven .0% 0.4% .07. 0.47. .07. 0.2% 
Are.3 Ei9ht 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. O.Oi. 

~~'""' Area Nine .07. 0.4% .07. 0.2% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% O.Oi. 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Twelve 0.07. 0.07. 0.0! 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. ~ 
Area Thirteen 0.17. O.iZ .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
Area Foorteen .07. o.u .07. 0.2% 0.07. O.Oi. 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy .07. 0.27. .Oi. 0.2% .0% 0.27. 
Anchor,ase/Ch1.19ach Mtn. Area 0.3% 1.1% 0.37. 0.97. 0.17. 0.77. 
Kenai Peninst1la 0.67. 1.4% 0.37. 1.1% 0.17. 0.5% 
Copper R./Wr.;tn9e11/V.~ldez 0.47. 1.2% 0.1! 0.5% .OJ.: o.u 

~ Southeast Ahska 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0.4% .0% 0-2% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 2.8% 4.4% 2.1% 3.5% 0.9% 1.91! 
Outside Alas~.a .0% 0.4% .07. 0.2% 0.07. 0.0% 

-
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Table B.28. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al~ska 8170 10740 5500 7~70 
In Alaska 7970 10510 5400 7560 
S•Jsi tna Study Are~ 2420 3950 1770 3120 
Area One 0 250 0 250 
Are~ Two 370 1120 290 980 
Area Three 140 710 70 560 
Are:~ Four 10 410 0 250 
Area five 10 410 10 410 
Are~ Six 10 410 10 410 
Area Seven 10 410 10 410 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 10 410 0 250 
Area !en () 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 140 no 10 410 
Area 'Fourteen 10 410 0 250 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0 250 0 250 
Anchorase/Chusach Htn. Are~ 370 1120 290 980 
Kenai Peninsula 610 1510 370 1120 
Copper R./Wransell/Valdez 450 1250 70 560 
Southeast Alaska 70 560 10 410 
Elsewhere in Alaska 2980 4660 2230 3720 
Outside Alaska 10 410 0 250 
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1984 

LOW HIGH 
2890 4540 
2890 4540 
1050 2140 -· 0 0 

140 710 
0 250 
0 0 """' 

10 410 
10 410 
0 250 ·,~ 

0 0 
0 () 

0 0 I'Oli! 

0 0 
0 0 

10 410 
() 0 ~ 

0 250 
140 710 
70 560 ~ 

10 410 
0 250 

%0 2020 
"""' 0 0 

-
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Table B.29. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage - of Small Town Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

..... 

""""' SHALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAnON EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOirl HIGH 

In or oiJt of Al<1ska 13.3% 16.5% 10.2% 13.07. 5.7% 7.97. 
In Ahska 13.3% IG.5% 10.2% 13.0% 5.8% 8.oz 

r-• Susitna St,Jdy A1•ea 3.9% 5.7% 3.2% 5.0% 1.8% 3.27. 
Area One 0.1% 0.5% .07. 0.4% .07. 0.4% 
Area Two 0.57. 1.3% 0.37. 1.1% 0.17. 0.57. 

r Area Three 1.3% 2.5% 1.0% 2.27. 0.57. 1.3% 
Area FoiJr o.n 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0.47. 
Area Five .0% 0.4% .0%. 0.4% .0% 0.2% 
Area Six 0.3% 0.97. 0.3% 0.9% 0.1% 0.7% 
Area Seven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% o.oz O.Oi. 
Area Eisht o.oz 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 
Area Nine 0.0% o.oz 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% o.oz 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Twelve .0% 0.2% o.o:r. 0.0% o.oz o.oz 

~' Area Thirteen .0% 0.47. .oz 0.4% .0% 0.47. 
Area Fo,nteen 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0.47. 
10 Miles North llf Denali. Hwy .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
Anchora~/Ch•J9aj!h Htn. Area 0.3% l.U 0.37. 1.1% .07. o. 47. ...... 
Kenai Penins1Jh 0.5% 1.3% 0.37. 0.97. 0.17. 0.57. 
Copper R./Wran91~ll/Valdez 1.8% 3.2% 1.3% 2.5% 0.8% 1.87. 
Southeast Alaska .0% 0.4% .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Elsewhere in Ahska 5.0% 7.0% 3.7% c: r:y 

...J • .J,. 1.8% 3.27. 
Outside Alaska .oz 0.2% .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 

"""" ' 
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Table B.30. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area -

-
SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or o•Jt of Alaska 1850 2280 1410 1800 790 1100 
In Al.3sk.a 1850 2280 14lij 1800 800 1110 ~ 

Susitn.:i StrJdy Are~ 540 soo 450 690 250 440 
Area One 10 70 0 50 () 50 
Area Two 70 160 50 150 10 70 
Area Three ISO 350 150 300 70 130 
Are.:i Four w 70 10 ~r. 

fV 0 50 
Area five 0 50 0 50 0 :]() 

Area Si>~ 40 130 40 130 2(! 90 -Area Seven 0 0 0 {', 
\i •) 0 

Area Eight 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 0 0 0 Q 0 f} ,..,. 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 30 n 0 0 0 v 

''""""' Area Thirteen 0 50 0 50 0 50 
Are.-a Fourteen 10 70 10 70 0 50 
10 Miles North ot Denali Hwy 0 50 0 50 rj 50 
Anchorage/Chu')ach Mtn. Area 50 150 50 150 0 50 
Kenai Peninsuh 70 180 40 130 10 ?0 
Copper R ./Wrangell/V.-aldez 250 440 180 350 11' .v 250 
Southeast Alaslc..3 0 50 0 30 0 30 ..... 
Elsewhere in Alaska 690 980 510 770 250 440 
Outside Al-3ska 0 30 0 30 I) 30 
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Table B.31. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of.Rural Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or oJJt of IH.aska 16.2% 21.4% 10.37. 14.7% 
In Alas~.a 16.2% 21.4% 10.3% 14.7% 
S•Js i tna StJJdy Area 4.5% 7.77. 3.57. 6.3% 
Area One 0.1% 1.1% 0.1% 1.1% 
Area Iwo 0.34 1. 77. 0.37. L7% 
Area Ihree 1.2% 3.2% o.az 2.6% 
Area FoiJr 0.07. 0.77. 0.07. 0.7% 
Area Five 0.07. 0.5% 0.0% 0.3% 
Area Sh: o.u 1.14 .0% O.S% 
Area Seven o.o;~ 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area £i9ht 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Nine 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.3% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Thirteen 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.5% 
Area FoiJrteen 0.07. o.sz 0.0% 0.5% 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0.0% 0.37. 0.0% 0.3% 
Anchara'je/ChiJ~tach i1t.n. Area 1.2% 3.0% 1.27. 3.0% 
Kenai Penir•sJJla 0.2% 1.2% .0% 1.0% 
Copper R./Wrarigell/Valdez 4.2% 7.2% 2.5% 4.9% 
Southeast Alas>ka 0.6% 2.0% 0.0% 0.3% 
Elsewhere in A1l.ask~ 2.7% 5.3% 1.47. 3.4% 
Outside Alask~1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 
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1984 
r.ow HIGH 
2.74 5.3~~ 

3.0% Ci: t" ., 

'IJ.bh. 

0.6% 2.07. 
o.o: 0.3% 
0.0% 0.3:\: 

.0% l.Oi: 
0.0% 0.7% 
0.0% 0.3% 
0.07. 0.37. 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% O.Oi. 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.0% o.oi. 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% 0.37. 
O.Oi. 0.37. 
0.3% 1.57. 

.0% o.a% 

.0% 1.07. 
O.Oi. 0.07. 
0.3% 1.5% 
\).0% O.Oi. 



Table B.32. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Sheep or Goat Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or orJt of Alaska 430 570 2?0 390 
In Alaska 430 570 270 390 
Susitna Study Area 120 200 90 170 
Area One 0 30 0 30 
Area Two 10 40 10 40 
Area Three 30 80 20 70 
Area Fo•Jr 0 20 0 20 
Area Five 0 10 0 10 
Area Si:< 0 30 0 20 
Area Seven 0 0 () 0 
Are.:~ Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 0 20 0 0 
Area Ien 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Are:~ I we 1 ve 0 10 0 0 
Area Thirteen 0 20 0 10 
Area Fourteen 0 10 0 10 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 10 0 10 
Anchor.:a~e/Chugach Mtn. Are.:a 30 so 30 80 
Kenai Peninsula 0 30 0 30 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez · 110 190 70 130 
Southeast Alaska 10 50 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 70 140 40 90 
Outside Alaska 0 0 0 0 
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19tH 
LOW HIGH ~ 

70 140 
80 150 
10 50 
0 10 
0 10 
0 30 
0 20 -0 10 
0 10 
0 0 ~ 

0 0 
I 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 10 -0 10 

10 40 
0 20 

"""' 0 30' ! 

0 0 
10 40 
0 0 
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Table B.33. 
susitna Hydroelectric Project, ~ercentage 

of All Households Brown Bear Hunt~ng by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC WCAIION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OtJt of ~l-2sk4 6.74 S.l% 5.47. 6.87. 
In Alaska 6.6% 8.07. 5.4% 6.8% 
S•Jsi t.na Study Area 2.4% 3.4% 2.37. 3.17. 
Area One 0.2% 0.6% 0.27. 0.6% 
Area Two 0.3% 0.77. 0.37. 0.7% 
Area Ihree 0.1% 0.5% O.lZ 0.5% 
Area Fo•Jr .07. 0.2% .07. 0.27. 
Area five 0.1% 0.3% 0.11 0.3% 
Area Six .07. 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Seven 0.1% 0.3% .0% 0.2% 
Area Eight. 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. O.Oi. 
Area Nine .07. 0.2% .07. 0.27. 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Thirteen 0.5% 0.9% 0.57. 0.97. 
Area Fourteen .07. 0.27. .07. 0.27. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy o.n: 0.3% 0.1% 0.37. 
Anchor-~9e/Ch•J~~ach Mtn. Area 0.17. 0.3% .07. 0.2% 
Kenai Peninsula O.B% 1.47. 0.7% 1.37. 
Copper R./Wran9ell/V.~ldez 0.1% 0.57. 0.1% 0.5% 
Southeast Ala!ika O.ll 0.5% 0.1%: 0.37. 
Elsewhere in Maska 2 • .13% 3.8% 2.2% 3.0% 
Outside Alaska .ox 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
3.67. 4.87. 
3.67. 4.8% 
1.5i. 2.37-
0.1% 0.57. 
o.n: 0.3% 
0.1% 0.37. 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.17. 0.3% 

.0% 0.2% 

.07. 0.27. 
o.o: 0 Mf .v,. 
0.07. 0.07. 
o.or. O.Oi. 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.07. 0.0% 
0.47. 0.8% 

.0% 0.27. 
0.17. 0.37. 

.07. 0.27. 
0.47. 0.87. 
0.1! 0.37. 

.0% 0.2% 
1.44 ., ,.,., 

... ijf. 

0.04 O.Oi! 



Table B.34. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 8190 9970 6670 8300 
In Alaslt.a 8080 9840 6670 8300 
Susitna Study Area 2990 4130 27GO 3860 
Area Orre 280 710 280 710 
Are.a Two 370 850 370 850 
Area Three 180 550 180 550 
Area Four 20 230 20 230 
Area Five 90 400 ':10 400 
Area Si>: 20 230 20 230 
Area Seven 90 400 20 230 
Area Ei9ht 0 () 0 0 
Area Nine 20 230 20 230 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area thirteen sao 1140 580 1140 
Area Fo•Jrteen 20 230 20 230 
10 ~iles North of Denali Hwy 90 400 90 400 
Anchorase/Chusach Mtn. Area 90 400 20 230 
Kenai Peninsula 1000 1700 890 1570 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 180 550 180 550 
Southeast Alaska 180 550 90 400 
Elsewhere in Alaska 3440 4&60 2650 3730 
Outside Alaska 20 230 20 230 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

4470 5340. -
4470 5840 
1870 2800 

180 550 
90 400 
90 400 
0 0 

~ 90 400 
20 230 
20 230 
0 0 -
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 -0 0 

470 1000 
20 230 -90 400 
20 230 

470 1000 
90 400 

., 
20 230 

1760 2660 
0 0 -

-· 

-
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Table B.35. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVE2 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 5.9% 8.1% 4.7% 6.77. 
In Alaska 5.7i. 7.9% 4.7% 6.7% 
Susitn.1 Study Area 1.9% 3.3% 1.8% 3.0% 
Area One 3.2.% 4.8% 0.1: 0.5% 
Area Two 3.2% 4.8% 0.1% 0.7% 
Area Three 2.3% 3.7% .0% 0.4% 
Area four 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area five 1.4% 2.6% .0% 0.4% 
Area Six O.GZ 1.47. .0% 0.2.% 
Area Seven 1.4% ') "I .w.b,. .0% 0.2% 
Area Ei9ht 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Nine 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

·Area Thirteen 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 1.1% 
Area fourteen .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
Anchorage/ChiJ9·1Ch lttn. Area .07. 0.4% 0.0% 0.07. 
Kenai Peninsula 0.7% 1.5% 0.6% 1.4% 
Copper R./Wransell/V.lldez . .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
So•Jtheast Alaska o.n: 0.5% .0% 0.4% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 2.5% 3.9% 1.8% 3.:::% 
Outside Alaska .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
3.1% 4.77. 
3 ,., 

"""'" 4.9% 
1.2% 2..4% 
0.1% 0.5% 

.0% 0.2Z 

.0% 0.2% 
0.07. 0.0% 

.0% 0.47. 

.0% 0 ~,., 

•&4h 

.0% 0.2% 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.0% O.Oi. 
0.07. 0.0% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.3% 0.9% 

.0% 0.2% 

.0% 0.4% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.3% 1.1% 

.0% o.:u 

.0% 0.2% 
1.2% 2.2% 
0.0% ., r\"' IJo\Jh 



Table B.36. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 6290 8580 5010 7100 
In Alaska 6090 8360 5010 7100 
S•Jsi tr..i Study Area 2050 3480 1860 3240 
Area One 3370 5130 70 560 
Area two 3370 5130 140 710 
Area Three 2420 3950 10 410 
Area Four 0 0 0 0 
Area FiYe 1490 2750 10 410 
Area Six 610 1510 0 250 
Area Seven 1490 2750 0 250 
Area Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 0 0 0 0 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 370 1120 370 1120 
Area Fourteen 0 250 0 250 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 410 10 410 
Anchora9e/Chugach Htn. Area 10 410 0 0 
Kenai Peninsuh 700 1640 610 1510 
Copper R./Wr.:msell/V:aldez 10 410 10 410 
So•Jtheast Ahska 70 560 10 410 
Elsewhere in Alaska 2610 4190 1950 3360 
Outside Alaska 0 250 0 250 

B-49 

-
-

1984 
LOW HIGH 

3270 5010 
3370 5130 
1310 2510 '-, 70 560 

0 250 
0 250 
0 0 

10 410 
0 250 
0 250 -0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

'~ 

0 0 ' 

0 0 
2'30 980 

0 250 
10 410 
0 0 

370 1120 -0 ")C'• 
w.!V 

0 250 
1220 2390 

() 0 

_,. 



Table B.37. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

SHALL IOWH HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW Hlf3H 

t In or out of Alaska s.oz 11.2% 7.3% 9.7% 4.7% G.n 
In Alaska 8.7% 11.3% 7.4% 9.8% 4.9% 6.97. 
Susi tna St•Jdy Area 3.4% 5.2% 3.1% 4~~: 2.1% 3.5% 
Area One 0.3% 0.9% 0.3% 0.9% 0.1% 0.7% 
Area Two 0.4% 1.2% 0.3% 1.1% O.li. o.sz - Area Three 0.3% 0.9% 0.3% 0.97. 0.2% 0.3% 
Area Four .07. 0.2% .07. 0.27. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Five 0.2i. 0.8% 0.2% o.sz .Oi. 0.4% 
Area Sb~ .0% 0.4: .0% 0.47. .oz 0.47. 
Area Seven 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% o.oz 0.0% 
Area Ei9ht .0% 0.47. .0% 0.4% .Oi. 0.2% 
Area Nine .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 

1"""" Area Ten .0% 0.27. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% !).0% 0.0% 0.0% o.oz 
Area Twelve .0% 0.27. .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Thirteen 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 0.9% 
Area Fourteen o.u 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0. 47. 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Anchor .:~9e/Ch•J1Sach tltn. Are.~ .0% o.u .oz 0.4% .0% 0.47. .- Kenai Penins•.JI1.:~ 0.5% 1.3% 0.37. ~.1% 0.17. 0.57. 
Copper R.!Wr:o1nsell/V:aldez . 0.5% 1.3% 0.44 1.2% 0.3% 0.9% 
Southeast Ahska .0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. O.Oi. 

II""' Elsewhere in Al.3Ska 3.5% 5.3% 2.8% 4.4% l.GZ 3.07. 
Outside Al:ask.a .0% 0.2% 0.0% o.ox 0.07. o.oz 
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Table B.38. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

SHALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 1190 1560 1010 1350 
In Alaska 1210 1570 1020 l3GO 
Susitna Study Area 470 no 440 670 
Area One 40 130 40 130 
Area Two 60 170 50 150 
Area Three 40 130 40 130 
Area FotJr 0 30 0 30 
Area Five 30 110 30 110 
Area Six 0 50 0 50 
Area Seven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Ei9ht 0 50 0 50 
Area Nine 0 30 0 30 
Area Ien 0 30 0 0 
Area Elever1 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 30 0 30 
Area Thirteen 50 150 50 150 
Area Fo1Jrteen 10 70 10 70 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 30 Q 30 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Area 0 50 0 50 
Kenai Peninsuh 70 lBO 50 150 
Copper R./Wr.3ngell/Valdez 70 lBO 60 170 
Southeast Alaska 0 30 0 0 
Elsewhere in Alaska 490 740 390 610 
OIJtside Alas~.a 0 30 0 0 
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LOW HIGH 
650 930 -680 960 
290 490 
20 90 
10 70 -
30 llO 
0 0 
0 50 
0 50 
0 0 
0 30 ,_, 
0 30 
0 0 
0 0 
0 30 

40 130 
0 50 
0 30 -0 50 

10 70 
40 130 
0 0 

230 410 
0 0 

-
-
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Table B.39. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

RUR~L HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAUOM EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A hska 9.0% 13.2% 8.1% 12.1% 
In ~laska 8.9% 13.1% 8.1! 12.1% 
S1Jsitn.1 Study Area 5.3% 8.7% 4.5% 7.77. 
Area One .0% 1.0% .oz 1.0% 
Area Two 0.5% 1.9% 0.3% l.n.: 
Area Three 0.6% 2.07. 0.3% 1.7% 
Area Four .0% 1.0% 0.07. 0.7% 
~rea Five 0.1% 1.1% .07. 1.0% 
Area Si:{ 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.37. 
Area Sever1 0.0% o.n 0.0% o.n 
Area Eight 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Nine 0.1% 1.n: 0.1% 1.17. 
Area Ien 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.0% o.n 0.0% 0.7% 
Area Twelve .07. 0.8% .0% 0.8! 
Area Thirteen 0.37. 1.5% 0.3% 1.5% 
Area Fourteen 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.7% 
10 Hiles North o;f Denali Hwy 0.2% 1.47. 0.27. 1.47. 
Anchorage/Ch•Jgach Htn. Area 0.07. 0.7% 0.0% o.n 
Kenai Penir.s1Jla .0% 1.0% .0% 1.0% 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 0.2% 1.2% 0.27. 1.2% 
Sout~~ast Alaska 0.0% 0.7% 0.0% 0.57. 
Elsewhere in A1.lSka 2.8% 5.4% 2.5% 4.9% 
Outside Alaska 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.0% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
4.4%. l"J •• ., 

i abla 

4.7% 7.9% 
2.6% 5.2% 

.0% 0.87. 
0.2% 1.27. 
0.2% 1.2:'<; 
0.0% 0.7% 
0.0% 0.5% 
0.0% 0.37. 
0.0% 0.5% 
0.07. 0.07. 

.0% O.Sl 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.0% 0.7% 
0.0% 0.7i. 

.0% 0.87. 
0.07. 0.07. 

.07. 0.87. 
0.0% 0.77. 

.0% 0.8% 
0.1% 1.17. 
0.0% 0.5% 
0.8% 2.6% 
0.07. 0.07. 



Table B.40. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Brown Bear Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLIIS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A14Sk4 240 350 220 320 
Ir1 Alaska 240 350 220 320 
Susitna StJJdy Area 140 230 120 200 
Area One (} 30 0 30 
Are4 Two 10 50 10 40 
Area Three 10 50 10 40 
Area Fo1Jr 0 30 0 20 
Area Five 0 30 0 30 
Area Six 0 10 0 10 
Area Seven 0 20 0 20 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 0 30 0 30 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 20 0 20 
Area Iwelve 0 20 0 20 
Area Thirteen 10 40 10 40 
Area Fourteen 0 20 0 20 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 40 10 40 
Anchora9e/Chu9ach l'ltn. Area 0 20 0 20 
Kenai Peninsula 0 30 0 30 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 0 30 0 30 
Southeast Alaska 0 20 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 70 140 70 130 
01Jtside Alaska Q 10 0 0 
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1984 
~\! 

LOW HIGH 
120 200 
120 :ao 
70 140 
0 20 
0 30 
0 30 
0 20 
0 l!) 
0 10 
0 10 
0 0 
0 20 -0 0 
0 20 
0 20 -0 20 
0 0 
0 20 
0 20 
0 20 
0 30 
0 10 ~ 

20 70 
0 0 -

~I 
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Table B.41. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOSRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1965 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al~sk~ 11.8% 13.6% 10.0% 11.8% 
In Alaska 11.8% 13.6% 10.0% 11.8% 
Susitna Study Area 4.8% 6.0% 4.4% 5.67. 
Area One 0.3% 0.7% 0.2% 0.6% 
Area Two 0.9% 1.5% 0.9% 1.5% 
Area three 0.6% 1.0% 0.5% 0.9% 
Area Four 0.1% 0.3?.: 0.1% 0.3% 
Area Five .0% 0.2% .oz 0.2% 
Area Six 0.1% 0.5% 0.17. O.SI 
Area Seven 0.1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 
Are.1 Eisht 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Nine .0% 0.2% .07. 0.2% 
Area Ten 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. O.Oi. 
Area Eleven o.oz o.oz 0.07. 0.07. 
Are.:~ IwelYe 0.0% 0.0% O.OI o.o:::: 
Area thirteen 1.2% 1.8% 1.2% 1.8% 
Area Fourteen 0.1! 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0.1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.3% 
Anchor.:~ge/Chu9ach Mtn. Area 0.4% 0.8% 0.2% 0.6% 
Kenai Peninsula 1.6% 2.4% 1.3% 1.9% 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez · 0.5% 0.9% 0.2% 0.6% 
Southeast Alas~.a 0.2% 0.6% o.u: 0.5% 
Elsewhere in :~laska 4.0% 5.2% 3.6% 4.&% 
Outside Alask:e~ 0.1% 0.3% .OI 0.2% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
7.2% 8.6% 
7.2% 8.8% 
3.27. 4 ,., .. 

a -"A 

o.u 0.5% 
0.6! 1.07. 
0.3% 0.7i. 
0.1% 0.3::!: 

.0% 0.2% 
0.1:::: 0.37. 
0.1% 0.3% 
o.o:::: 0.0% 

.07. 0.27. 
0.0% o.oz 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.07. 0.07. 
o.az 1.4% 

.oz 0.2;~ 

.0% 0 ')'f ... ~ 
0.1% 0.5% 
o.sz 1.4% 
0.2% 0.6% 

.0% 0.2% 
2.6% 3.6% 
0.0% 0.07. 



Table B.42. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 14460 1&720 12320 14440 
In A1asb 14460 16720 12320 14440 
Susitoa Study Area 5860 7400 5400 &880 
Area One 370 850 280 710 
Area Two 1100 1840 1100 1840 
Area Three 680 1280 . 580 1140 
Area Four 90 400 90 400 
Area five 20 230 20 230 
Area Six 180 550 180 550 
Area Seven qo 400 . 90 400 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 . 0 0 
Area Nine 20 230 20 230 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 1430 2250 1430 2250 
Area Fo•Jrteen 90 400 90 400 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 90 400 90 400 
Anchorage/Chu9ach Htn. Area 470 1000 . 280 710 
l~enai Peninsula 1980 2930 1540 mo 
Copper R./Wrafi9ell/Valdez 580 1140 280 710 
Southeast Alaska 230 710 180 550 
Elsewhere in Alaska 4930 63GO 4360 5710 
Outside Alaska 90 400 20 230 
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l9tl4 
LOW HIGH 

8780 10610 
8900 10740 
3900 5180 

180 550 
680 1280 -370 950 
90 400 
20 230 
90 400 
90 400 

(I 0 
20 230 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 -1000 1700 

20 230 
20 230 

180 550 
1000 1700 

280 710 
20 230 -3220 4390 
0 0 

.mtt~ 
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Table B.43. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAtiON EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 10.5% 13.3% 8.8% 11.4% 
In Alaska 10.4% 13.2:% a.sz 11.4% 
SIJsitna Study Area 3.9% 5.7% 3.5% 5.3% 
Area One O.l% 0.7% 0.1% 0.5% 
Area Two 0.6% 1.4% 0.6% 1.4% 
Area Three 0.3% 0.9% 0.2% o.az 
Area Four .Oi.: o.u .0% 0.4% 
Area Five .oz 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Six 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% 
Area Seven .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Eight O.Oi.: o.oz 0.0% O.Oi. 
Area Nine .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Ten 0.0% o.oz 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Are.3 !we 1 ve 0.0% o.oz 0.0% 0.07. 
Area Thirteen 1.0% 2.0% 1.0% 2.0% 
Area Fourtee1~ .0% 0.4% .oz 0.2% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy .0% 0.4% .0% 0.4% 
AnchoNge/Chi~S·'iiCh Htn. Area 0.3% 0.97. 0.1% 0.7% 
Kenai Peninsula 1.6% 2.9% 1.2% 2.2% 
Copper R./Wr:angell/Valdez 0.2% o.az .0% 0.4% 
So•Jtheast Abs~.a 0.1% 0.7% 0.1% 0.5% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 3.5% 5.3% 3.ll 4.7% 
Outside Al.aslla .0% 0.4% .0% 0.2% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 
6.24 8.4:% 
6.3% a .,.., 

o.JJ. 

2.5% 4.17. 
0.1% 0.5% 
0.3% 1.17. 
0.1% 0.5% 

.0% 0.4% 
.0% 0.2;~ 

.0% 0.4% 

.0% o.az 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.07. o.o:t 
o.oz 0.0% 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.'7% 1.5% 

.Oi: 0.2% 

.0% 0.2% 
o. 1% 0.5% 
0.7% 1.77. 

.oz 0.47. 

.0% 0.2% 
2.3% 3.7% 
0.0% 0.0% 



Table B.44. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIG~ 

In or out of Alaska 11180 14100 9370 12080 
In Alaska 11080 13990 9370 12080 
Susitna Study Ar~a 4140 6060 3750 5600 
Area One 140 710 70 560 
Ar~a Two &10 1510 610 1510 
Area Three 290 '380 210 850 
Area four 10 410 10 410 
Area Five 0 250 0 250 
Ar~a Six 70 560 70 560 
Area S~ven 0 250 0 250 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nir1e 0 250 0 250 
Area T~n 0 0 0 0 
Area Elever1 0 0 0 0 
Ar~a Tw~lve 0 0 \) 0 
Area Thirteen 1050 2140 1050 2140 
Ar~a l:ourt~en 10 410 0 250 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 410 10 410 
Aochora9e/ChtJ9ach Htrt. Area 290 980 140 710 
Kenai Peninsula 1680 3000 1220 2390 
Copper R.IWrart9f!ll/Valde: 210 851} 10 410 
Southeast Alaska uo 710 70 560 
Els~wher~ in Alaska 3750 5600 3270 5010 
Outsid~ Alaska 10 410 0 250 
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19134 
LOW HIGH 

6580 8920 
6&80 9040 
2700 4310 

70 56() 
370 1120 -'1' ,v 5G(.) 

10 uo 
0 250 -10 410 
0 250 
0 0 
0 0 -
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 !illOl'! 

700 1640 
0 250 
0 250 

70 560 
780 1760 

10 410 
0 250 ~1 

2420 3950 
0 c) 

~) 

-
-

-



Table B.45. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

~ 

~ 
SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LGCAIIOH EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH r- In or oJJt of Alaska 15.2% 18.4% 13.3% 16.5% 9.9% 12.7% 

In Alask.3 15.3% 18.5% 13.5% 16.7% 10.1% 12.97. 
SJJsitna StJJdy Area 7.4% 9.8% &.8% 9.2% 5.1% 7.37. 
Area One 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 1.D: 0.37. 0.9:t 
Area Iwo 1.1% 2.3% l.Oi. 2.2% 0.8% 1.87. 
Area Three 1.2% 2.4% 1.0% 2.0% 0.7% l. II. 
Area Fo•Jr .oz 0.2% .0% 0.2% .07. 0.27. 
Area Five 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.8% 0.1% 0.7k 
Area Six 0.27. o.az 0.2% 0.8% O.li. 0.57. 
Area Seven 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% 0.17. 0 r•1 .,Jia 

Area Eight 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 
Area Nine .0% 0.47. .0% 0.47. .0% 0.47. 
Area Ien .0% 0.2% O.Oi. 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 

!'""'- Area Eleven .0% 0.2% .Oi. 0.2% 0.0% 0.07. 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 
Area Thirteen 1.1% 2.3% 1.0% 2.27. 0.&7. 1.6% 
Area Fo•Jrteen 0.3% 0.9% 0.3% 0.9% 0.1% o.n r-
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy .0% 0.4% .oz 0.4% .Oi. 0.27. 
Anchorase/Ch1J9·1Ch Mtn. Area 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.87. 0 .17. 0.5k 
Kenai PeninsJJla o.n l.n: 0.6% 1.47. 0.3% 0.9% ,-., Copper R./Wr:ansell/Valdez 1.3% 2.5% l.l% 2.3% 1.0% 2.2% i 

I Southeast Alaska .oz 0.4% .0% 0.27. O"' 0.2% • lo 

Elsewhere in Alaska 4.8% 6.87. 4.1% 6.1Z 3.0% 4.6/. - O•Jtside Alaska 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% o.oi: O.O:t 

-

-
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Table B.46. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

Ir, or o•Jt of A hsll.~ 2100 2560 1850 2280 
In Alaska 2120 2570 1880 2310 
Susi tna St•Jdy Area 1020 1360 940 1280 
Area One 50 150 50 150 
Are.~ two 160 310 150 300 
Area Ihree 170 330 130 280 
Area Four 0 30 0 30 
Area Five 30 110 30 110 
Area Six 30 110 30 110 
Area Seven 10 70 10 70 
Area Eisht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 0 50 0 50 
Area !en 0 30 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 30 0 30 
Are.~ 'I~~e 1 ve 0 0 0 0 
Area Ihirteen 160 310 150 300 
Area Fo•Jrteen 40 130 40 130 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0 50 'J 50 
Anchonse/Coosach Htn. Area 30 110 30 110 
Kenai Peninsuh 100 230 so 200 
Copper R./Wransell/Valdez 180 350 160 310 
Southeast Alaska 0 50 0 30 
Elsewhere in Alaska 660 950 570 840 
Outside Alaska 0 0 0 0 
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LOW HIGH 
1380 1760 
HOO 1790 
710 1010 -40 130 
110 250 
100 230 

0 30 ~ 

20 CJ() 

10 70 
10 "'(\ I v 

0 0 
0 50 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

90 220 
20 90 -
0 30 

10 70 
40 130 -150 300 
0 30 

410 &40 
0 0 
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Table B.47. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOl:ATION EVER 198Q -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of 1\l;~sJc.:a 22.0% 27.6% 18.27. 23.67. 
In Alask.a 21.7% 2'7.3% 18.0% 23.4% 
Susi tn:~ Study Area 13.4% 18.2% 11. 47. 16.0% 
Area One 0.8% 2.4% 0.8% 2.47. 
Area Two 3.7% 6.5% 3.4% 6.2% 
Area Three 2.6% 5.2% ~ .,., ..... ,. 4.6% 
Area Four O.Oi. 0.7% 0.07. 0.7~ 

Area Five 0.2% 1.2% 0.1% 1.1% 
Area Six 0.1% 1.1% .oz 0.8% 
Area Seven 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 
Area Ei'3ht 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Mine 0.0% O.Oi. O.Oi: O.Oi. 
Area Ten 0.07. 0.0% O.Oi. O.Oi. 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.3% O.Oi. 0.3% 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.3% 0.07. 0.37. 
Area Thirteen 1.6% 3.8% 0.97. 2.7% 
Are.~ Fo•Jrteen .0% 0.8% 0.07. 0.7%. 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 
Ar.chorase/Chu~Jach Htn. Area 0.5% 1.9% 0.4% 1.8% 
Kenai Peninsula 0.4% 1.8% 0.3% 1.7% 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 0.9% 2.7% 0.87. 2.4% 
Southeast Ala!ika .0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.3% 
Elsewhere in Mask..~ 4.6% 7.8% 4.37. 7.3% 
Outside Alask<i .Oi. 0.81 0.0% 0.7% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

10.67. 15.0% 
10.7% 15.li. 
7.37. 11.1% 
0.3% 1. 7% 
1.7% 3.97. 
1.7% 3.9% 
0.07. 0.77. 
0.07. 0.57. 
O.Oi. o.n 
0.0% !).5% 
O.Oi: O.Oi. 
0.0% 0.0% 
o.oz O.Oi. 
0.07. 0.3% 
O.Oi. 0.37. 
0.47. 1.87. 
0.07. 0.3% 
O.Oi! [),5% 
0.17. 1.17. 
0.2% 1.2% 
0.3% 1.7% 
0.0% 0.0% 
1.9% 4.17. 
0.0% 0.07. 



Table B.48. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Black Bear Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 580 740 4SO 630 
In Ahska 580 730 480 620 
S1Jsi tM StiJdy Area 3&0 480 300 420 
Area One 20 60 20 GO 
Area Iwo 100 170 90 170 
Area Three 70 140 60 120 
Area Four 0 20 0 20 
Area Five 0 30 0 30 
Area Sb: 0 30 0 20 
Area Seven 0 10 0 1() 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 Q 
Area Mine 0 0 0 0 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Area Twelve 0 10 0 10 
Area Thirteen 40 100 20 70 
Area Fourteen 0 20 0 20 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 10 0 10 
Anchora9e/Chu9ach lttn. Are.~ 10 50 10 50 
Kenai Peninsula 10 50 10 40 
Copper R./Wran9e111Valdez 20 70 20 GO 
So1Jtheast. Ahska 0 20 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 120 210 110 200 
Outside Alaska 0 20 0 20 
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1984 
LOW HIGH .... 
280 400 
230 400 
190 300 

10 40 -
50 100 
50 100 
0 20 -0 10 
0 20 
0 10 

~ 

0 0 ' 

0 0 
0 0 
0 10 -
0 10 

10 so 
0 10 
0 10 
0 30 
0 30 

"""1 10 40 
0 0 

50 110 
0 0 ~ 
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Table B.49. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A1.ask.a 37.9% 40.7% 33.8% 36.4% 
In Alask.a 36.1% 38.7% 32.8% 35.4% 
Susitna Study Area 19.3% 21.5% 18.07. 20.2% 
Area One 0.7% 1.3% 0.7% 1.3% 
Area Two 3.9% 5.14 3.87. 5.07: 
Area Three 4.4% 5.6% 3.8% 5.0% 
Area Po•Jr 0.1% 0.5% o.n 0.57. 
Area Five 0.5% 0.9% 0.5% 0.9% 
Are:~ Six 1.2% 1.87. 1.07. 1.6% 
Area Seven 0.5% 0.9% 0.4% 0.87. 
Area Eight .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Nine 0.5% 0.9% 0.5% 0.9% 
Area Ten .0% 0.2% .07. 0.2% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Twelve .0% 0.2% .0% 0.27. 
Area Thirteen 1.8% 2.6% 1.7% 2.5% 
Area Po•Jrteen 2.4% 3.4% 2e3% 3.3% 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.3% 0.7% 0 .,.,. 

""'"' 0.7% 
Anchor ·'ige/Chu~gach Htn. Area 2.5% 3.5% 2.3% 3.1% 
Kenai Peninsula 6.6% 8.0% ~ 'l'!' 

b11Mll 7.6% 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 0.7% 1.3% 0.6% 1.2% 
Southeast Alaska 0.5% 0.9% 0.4% 0.8% 
Elsewhere in ,Alaska 10.7% 12.5% 9.5% 11.1% 
Outside Alaska 1.6% 2.4% 0.7% 1.3% 
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1964 
LOW HIGH 

27.6% 30.2;~ 

27.4% 30.0% 
14.Si. lG.Bi. 
0.6% 1.2% 
3.27. 4 ,.,~ 

a ..:ill. 

3.07. 4.0% 
0.17. 0.3% 
0.5% 0.9i. 
o.sz 1.4% 
0.3% 0 ?"/ o I lo 

0.0% O.Oi. 
0.3% 0.7% 

.0% 0.27. 
0.07. 0.0% 

.07. 0.2% 
1.4% 2.2% 
2.07. 2.87. 
0.2% 0.6% 
1.87. 2.Gi. 
5.3% • 7'1 0 • ., hi 

0.5% 0.9% 
0.2% O.G% 
7.8% 9.4% 
0.2% 0.6% 



Table B.SO. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 46580 49900 41460 44710 
In Alaska 44270 47550 40250 43470 
Susi tna ·St•Jdy Area 23670 26410 22110 24780 
Area One 890 1570 890 15'70 
Are.3 Two 4820 6230 4700 6100 
Area Three 5400 6880 4700 6100 
Area fo,Jr 180 550 180 550 
Area Five 580 1140 sao 1140 
Area Six 1430 2250 1210 1980 
Area Seven 580 1140 470 1000 
Area Eight 20 230 20 230 
Area Nine 580 1140 580 1140 
Area Ten 20 230 20 230 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twe 1 ve 20 230 20 230 
Area Thirteen 2200 3200 2090 3060 
Area Fourteerr 2990 4130 2880 4000 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 370 850 370 a so 
Anchorage/Chugach Htrr. Area 3100 4260 2760 3860 
Kenai Peninsula aoao 9840 7610 9330 
Copper R./Wrangel1/Valdez 890 1570 780 1430 
Southeast Alaska sao 1140 470 1000 
Elsewhere in Alaska 13150 15330 11610 13680 
Outside Alaska 1980 2930 890 1570 
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LOW HIGH 
33940 37020 -33690 36770 
18160 20630 

780 1430 -, 3900 5180 
3670 4920 

90 400 
580 1140 ~ 

! 

1000 1700 
370 850 

0 0 -370 850 
20 230 
0 0 

""'1 20 230 
1760 2660 
2430 3470 
280 710 

2200 3200 
6560 8170 
580 1140 
280 710 

9600 11510 
280 no -
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Table B.51. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

URBAH HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Maska 36.U 40.3% 31.8% 35.8% 
In Alaska 34.1% 38.1% 30.6% 34.6% 
S!Jsi tna St•Jdy Area 17.0% 20.27. 15.8% 19.0% 
Area One 0.5% 1.3% 0.5% 1.3% 
Area Two 3.1% 4.77. 3.0% 4.6% 
Area Three 3.5% 5.3% 3.0% 4.6% 
Are.a Four 0.1! 0.5% .07. 0.4%. 
Area Five 0.3% 0.9% 0.3% 0.9% 
Area Six LO! 2.07. 0.8% 1.8! 
Area Seven 0.3% 0.9% 0.2% 0.8% 
Area Ei9ht 0.0%. 0.0% . 0.0% O.Oi. 
Area Nine 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 1.1% 
Area !en .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0! 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Twe1w 0.0% 0.0% 0.0! 0.0% 
Area thirteen 1.6% 2.8% 1.5% 2.7% 
Area EorJrteen 2.1% 3.5% 2.0% 3.4! 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.3% 0.9% 0.2% 0.8% 
Anchora9e/Ch1J':1ach Mtn. Area 2.5% 3.9% 2.3% 3.7% 
Kenai PeninsiJla 6.9% 9.3% 6.5% 8.7% 
Copper R./WraJ113ell/Valdez 0.2% 0.8% 0.1% 0.77. 
Southeast Alas,ka 0.3% 1.1% 0.3% 0.9% 
Elsewhere in ~ilaska 10.1% 12.9% S.S% 11.4% 
Qytside Alask-dl 1.6% 2.8% o.n: 1.7% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

25.6% 29. 47. 
25.3% 29.1% 
12.7! 15.77. 

0.4% 1 .-,, 
L•.wl11 

... 4" .:;. I. 3.8% 
2.2% 3.6% 

.0% 0.4;( 
0.2% 0.8% 
0.6% 1.47. 
0.2% 0.8% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.2% o.ai. 

.0% 0.27. 
0.0% o.o: 
0.0% 0.0% 
1.2% 2.4% 
1. 7% 2.9i. 
0.1% o.n: 
l.Si. 3.0% 
5.6% 7.Si. 
0.1% 0.77. 
0.2% 0.8% 
7.3% 9.7! 
0.2% 0.8% 



Table B.52. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 38390 42760 33770 38030 
In Alaska 36180 40510 32520 36740 
Susi tna St•Jdy Area 18000 21510 16770 20190 
Area One 530 1380 530 1380 
Are;~ Two 3270 5010 3180 4900 
Area Three 3750 5600 3180 4900 
Are.:~ Four 70 560 10 410 
Area Five 290 980 290 980 
h~?e.~ Six 1\.'50 Jl40 870 1890 
Area Seven 290 980 :no 8~J) 

: ... c s ~::Jht (• (j .~·. 

Are.3 !{be 370 1120 370 ll20 
Area Ten 0 250 0 250 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 1680 3000 1580 2880 
Area Fo•Jrteen 2230 3720 2140 3600 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 290 980 210 850 
Anchorage/Chu9ach l'itn. Area 2610 4190 2420 3950 
Kenai Peninsula 7380 9830 5880 9270 
Copper R.iWrangell/Va1dez 210 850 140 710 
Southeast Alaska 370 1120 290 980 
Elsewhere in Alaska 10780 13550 9370 12080 
O'Jtside Alaska 1680 3000 780 1760 
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1984 

LOW HIGH 
27200 31220 
26890 30890 
13510 16650 

450 1250 
2510 4070 
2320 3340 -10 410 
210 850 
r:Jo 1510 
2!0 85(l -
210 850 

0 250 
0 0 
0 f) 

1310 2510 -· 1770 3120 
HO 710 

1860 :324.0 
5990 8240 """' 

140 710 
210 850 

7770 10280 
210 850 

-

-



Table B.53. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

;-- SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -198~ 1984 
I""" LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahslt.a 40.5% 44.9% 38.6% 43.0% 33.4% 37.6/. 
In Alaska 40.2% 44.6% 38.5% 42.9% 33.8% 38.0% 
S1Jsi tna StiJdy Area 26.8% 30.8% 2~.8% 29.8% 22.0% 2S.8i. ;1f!l"" Area One 0.6% 1.6% 0.6% 1.6% 0.6% 1.47. 
Area Iwo 6.~% 8.9% 6.3i. 8.7% 5.3% 7.5% 
Area Three 7.0% 9.4% 6.6% 9.07. 5.9% 8.17. 
Area Fo,Jr 0.2% 0.8% o.u o.n 0.1% 0.57. 
Area Five 1.0% 2.2% 1.0% 2.0% 0.8% 1.8% 
Area Six 1.1% 2.3% 1.17. 2.3% 0.87. 1.8% - Area Seven 0.6% 1.4% 0.6% 1.4% 0.4% 1.2% 
Area Eight .0% 0.2% .0% 0 'j'! ... ~ .0% 0.2% 
Area Nine 0.2% 0.8% 0.2% 0.8% 0.17. 0.5% 
Area Ien .0% 0.2% .0% 0.27. O.Oi. 0.07. ..... 
Area Eleven .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Area Twelve .0% 0.4% .0% 0.47. .0% 0.4% 
Area Thirteen 1.3% 2.5% 1.3% 2.5% 1.0% 2.2% 
Are:~ Fourteen 3.0% 4.6% 2.8% 4.4% 2.3% 3.7! 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy .0% 0.4% .ox 0.4% .07. 0.4% 
Anchorage/Ch,Jgach Mtn. Area 0.8% 1.8% 0.8% 1.8% 0.6% l.G% 

r- Kenai Peninsula l.S% 3.2% 1.7% 3.1! 1.5% ., Q'! 
.t:.a\Jla 

Copper R./Wr.lflge11/Valdez 3.0% 4.6% 2.9% 4.5% 2.4% 4.0% 
Southeast Alaska 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.5% .0% 0.4% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 9.4% 12.2% 8.8% 11.4% 7.6% 10.2% 
O•Jtside Alaska 0.1% 0.7% .0% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0% 
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Table B.54. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alaska 5620 6230 5360 5960 
In Alaska 5580 6190 5350 5950 
Susitna Study Area 3720 4270 3590 4130 
Area One 90 220 90 220 
Area Iwo 910 1230 880 1200 
Area Ihree 970 1310 920 1250 
Area Fo•Jr 30 110 20 90 
Area Five 150 300 130 280 
Area Six 160 310 160 310 
Area Seven so 200 80 200 
Area Ei9ht 0 30 0 30 
Area Nine 30 110 30 110 
Area Ien 0 30 0 30 
Area Eleven 0 30 0 30 
Area Twelve 0 50 0 50 
Area Thirteen 180 350 180 350 
Area Fourteen 410 640 390 610 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0 50 0 50 
Anchorage/Chu9ach Htn. Area 110 250 110 250 
Kenai Peninsula 250 440 240 430 
Copper R ./Wr an9e 11/V::!ldez 410 640 400 630 
Southeast Alaska 10 70 10 70 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1310 1690 1220 1590 
Outside Alaska 20 90 0 50 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

4640 5220 ~ 

4690 5270 
3060 3580 

80 200 ~· 

740 1040 
820 1130 

10 70 
""" 110 250 

110 250 
60 170 
0 30 

10 70 
0 0 
0 30 
0 50 

150 300 
310 520 -0 50 

90 220 
220 390 
340 550 

0 50 
1060 1410 

0 !j 
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Table s.ss. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EIJER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A las~.:3 60.8% 6" ·"}"! 
I~ Wh 56.2% 62.&i. 

In Alaska &0 .17. 66.5% 56.07. 62.4t 
SIJsitm Study Ar1?4 43.5% 50. D.: 40.1% 46. ?i. 
Area One 2.9% 5.57. 2.1% 4.51: 
Area Iwo 11.7% 16.37.: 11.4Z lG.Ot 
Are.3 Three 7.57. 11.3% G.g% 1 ;'\ '7"f ... y. J .... 

Area four 0.07. 0.57. 0.07. 0.5i. 
Are::i Five 2.0% 4.47. 1.87. 4.0! 
Are::~ Si;.: 1.7! 3.97. l.4i:: 3.47. 
Area Seven o.n 2.3% 0.7% 2.3X 
Are.~ Eisht O.Oi. 0.3::: 0.04 0.37. 
Are.3 Nine 0.37. 1.5% 0.37. 1.5! 
Area !en O.Ol O.Oi. 0.07. 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.5% 0.07. 0.5% 
Area Twelve .07. O.Si. . o;~ 0 Q'f ... ,. 
Are.3 Thirteen 3.7% 6.7% 3.37. 6.17. 
Area Fourteen .r:~ l'Jirf 

w.!J. 5.3% 2.5% 5.17. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.3% 1.7i.: 0.3% 1.57. 
Anchor .3'je/Ch1J'jach Min. Area l.1i. 2.9% 0.6% ') ~·, ... ,;,J. 

Kenai Peninsul:3 0.9% 2.7% O.Si! 2.6% 
Copper R. 1\.ir an·9e ll/V.>1 dez 2.2% ~.6! 2.0% 4.4i. 
Southeast Alasl~.3 O.Oi. 0.37. O.Oi. 0.3% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 15.07. 20.0% 14 .17. 18.97. 
Outside Alask.a 0.2% 1.4% .07. 1.0% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

47 .&;~ 54.2i! 
4'7 '1~1 I 1 I,_ 54.3% 
34.4% 40 .s;~ 

1.&% 3.8% 
9.9/. l4.n 
5.3::: s. 77. 
O.iJ% 0.5k 
1.6% ') QOf 

WaV/a 

l.U 2.9~ 

O.Gi. 2.07. 
0.07. 0.34 
r\ ,..,., 1 ~ ... ., 

!"" • U/1 .L • .. ,. 

O.Oi. O.Oi. 
o.oz 0.31! 

.Oil: 0.8:?: 
~ l}-( 
....., 1W/1 6.1A: 
2.0: 4 -j'l 

u:o~l. 

0.2% 1 ~-; ... ,..~. 
0.6% 2.2% 
0.6% 2.()i. 
1.87. 4.0! 
O.Oi! 0.07. 

11.87. 16.4% 
0.0~ 0.57. 



Table B.56. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Small Game Hunting by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLLIS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Alas~.4 1620 1790 1490 1&70 
In Al-:iska 1600 1770 1490 1660 
SIJSitn.;~ Study Are~ 1160 1330 1070 1240 
Are-3 One 80 150 60 120 
Are:~ Iwo 310 430 300 420 
Are-3 Three 200 300 180 280 
Are~ Fo1Jr 0 10 0 10 
Are-3 five 50 120 so 110 
Are:~ SL: 50 100 40 90 
Are~ Seven 20 &0 20 60 
Are::. Ei·3ht 0 10 0 10 
Are-3 Nine 10 40 10 40 
Are.3 Ien 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Are.;~ Twelve 0 20 0 20 
Area thirteen 100 180 90 160 
Are-3 fo•Jrieen 70 140 70 130 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 40 10 40 
Anchora9e/Chu9ach l'ltn. Are~ 30 80 20 &0 
Kenai Penins1Jla 20 70 20 70 
Copper R./Wr·:angell/V.:~ldez 60 120 50 120 
Southeast Alaska 0 10 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 400 530 370 500 
Outside A1:ask:a 10 40 0 30 
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19tH 
LOW HIGH """" 1270 1440 

1270 1440 
no 10'30 

~ 

40 100 
260 380 
140 230 

0 10 
40 100 
30 80 
10 so _., 

0 10 
0 30 
0 0 

~~ 

0 10 
0 20 

90 160 
50 110 ~ 

10 40 
20 60 
10 50 I~ 

50 110 
0 0 

:310 440 
0 10 

-I 

-

-
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Table B.S7. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Al::~s~.-'3 82.27. 84.2% 79.87. 82.0~ 

In Alaska Bl.&Z 83.67. 79.3% 01 C"lrl 
'..I .I. • ..JI. 

Susitn.:. StrJdy Are.:. 44.8% 47.67. 43.07. 45.8% 
Are.:. One 1. 97. ') .,., 

M. a· I J. 1.3% ') .-., 
~.b.!. 

Are:j Two 12.87. 14.87. 12..57. 14.37. 
Area Three 3.87. 5.07. 3.67. 4.67. 
Are:~ Fo•Jr 0.37. 0.7~ 0.37. 0.77. 
Are.:. Five 2.7I 3.71 2.&7. 3.6! 
Are::. Si:{ 2.17. 2.9i: 1.97. 2.77. 
Area Seven 0.97. 1.57. 0. '37. 1.57. 
Area Eight 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Nine 0.9% 1.5% 0.9% 1.57. 
Are-~ !en 0.1% 0.3%. 0 .17. 0 .37. 
Ar·ea Eleven .07. 0.2% .07. 0.27. 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Ihirteerr 11.17. 12.97. 1o.n 12.57. 
A1·ea Fourteen ? r:'l 

-Jo.Jio 4.5% 3.31 4.37. 
10 Hiles North of Demli Hwy 0.64 1.2% 0.6% 1.0Z 
Anchonge/Chu'jach Mtr •• Area 2.4i. 3.4: 2.47. 3.4/. 
Kenai Peninsula 32.8% 35.4% 32.0% 34.6% 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 3.2% 4.2% 3.1% ~.li: 

Southeast Alaska 2.2% 3.0% 2.0% 2.Si. 
Elsewhere in Alaska 14.9% 16.9% 14.67. 16. &i. 
Outside Alaslt.a 1.6% 2.4% 1.3% 1.9% 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

r"''tl. l:'ll.l 
/V,..J/, "'l u'' i W • 'Jia 

70.4% 72.8I 
37~~3:'< 39.97. 

1 '1-t ..... r:'l 
~. i itl ~ • .JJ. 

10.87. 12. Gi~ 
·1 qlrf ... ,J. 3. 9i: 
0.3i; o.n 
·"1 Jj"'f 
ill • ... u. 3.1;~ 

l. 47. ,.., .,If 
,.;,.,;..;.. 

" ,....., v.o.t. 1 ')~i ..... :. 

0.07. 0.07. 
0.8% 1. 4! 

.ox 0 .-,., . "'· 
.0% 0.27. 

0 11"' .JJ. {\ t,~! 
'ol' .v,.. 

9.5Z n.n 
2.8k 3.8;~ 

0.5% 0.9:.:: 
2.17. 2. 9;~ 

29.37. 30.97. 
2.8% 3.87. 
lll7% .l"'\ 1:':"•1 ..... ;:,;. 

12.97. 14. 97. 
0.67. 1.2~ 



Table B.S8. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION £VEP. l '380 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Al.lska 100860 103400 979'70 100640 
In Alaska 100110 102680 97340 100040 
Susitn.~ Study Are.:t 55020 58410 52810 56190 
Area One 2310 3330 2200 3200 
Are::~ iwo 15770 18110 1.5290 17610 
Are::i Three 4700 6100 4360 5710 
Area Four 370 850 370 850 
Area five 3330 4530 3220 4390 
Are-> Six 2540 3600 2310 3330 
Area Seven 1100 1840 1100 1840 
Area h3ht 0 0 0 0 
Are-3 Nine llOO 1840 1100 1840 
Area Ten 90 400 90 400 
Area Eleven 20 230 20 :;!30 
Are-• Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 13630 15830 13150 15330 
Area Fo!Jrt.een 4240 5580 4020 5310 
10 Miles North of Den .. li Hwy 730 1430 680 1280 
Anchor .. ge/Chu>Jach Mtn. Are.:~ 2990 4130 2990 4130 
Kenai Peninsula 40250 43470 39220 42480 
Copper R./Wr<tngell/Va1dez 3900 5180 3790 5050 
Southeast Alaska 2650 3730 2430 3470 
Elsewhere in A1ask.:~ 18280 20760 17920 20380 
Outside Alaska 1980 2930 1540 23'30 
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1984 

LJW HIGH 
%480 89540 
86360 89420 -
~5730 49040 
20'}0 30&0 

13270 15450 
3560 4790 

370 850 
2~l&O :3860 
1761:1 2660 
790 1430 

0 0 
l(}(}Q 1700 

20 23C1 

20 230 
0 () 

11610 13680 
3440 4660 

C"'"'"' JOV 1140 
2540 3600 

34780 37890 
3440 4660 
2090 3060 

15890 18240 
780 1430 

-· 
-
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Table B.59. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Projectt Percentage 

of Urban Households Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or O!Jt. of Ala·;ka 
In Alaska 
S•Js i tn::~ Study Area 
Are.3 One 
Area Two 
Area Three 
Area Fo!Jr 
Area tive 
Area SL{ 
Area Seven 
Are.~ Eight 
Are.3 Nine 
Are.:~ Ien 
Area Eleven 
Are::~ Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Area Fo•Jr teen 
10 Miles Nor·t.h of Denali Hwy 
Anchor ::S'je/Ch•Jg.~ch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Penins!Jla 
Copper R./Wran'jell/Valdez 
So•Jthe.3st Alaska 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
01Jtside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

91.3:4 94.5/. 

4.2.8% 47.07. 
1. 77. 2. 97. 
ll.n: 14..57. 
3.1X 4. 77. 
0.3;! 0.9i. 
2S! 3.9! 
1.-7% 2.9I 
0.77. 1.7% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0;8/. 1.8% 

.Of. 0.4.% 
.07. 0.27. 

0.07. 0.07. 
lO.Zt 13.5% 
3.0% 4..64 
0.5% 1.37. 
2.5% 

35.2% 
1.97. 
2.27. 

14..57. 
1.6% 

3.9k 
39.2% 

3.67. 
17. n.: 
2.8% 
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URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

'7B.7i. 82.1k 
78.2i~ 

40.9i. 
1.67. 

11.37. 
., Q"f 
We.ih 

0.37. 
2.4.! 
1.57. 

81.67. 
45.1! 
2.87. 

14.17. 
4..5i: 

3.8:'! 

0. 77. 1.5/. 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.97. 1.97. 

.0% 0.4% 

.o;~ o.2t 
0.07. 0.07. 

10.27. 13.0% 
2.87. 4. 4i~ 
0.5% 1.37. 

34.47. 
1.9/. 
1.9% 

14.3% 
1.27. 

38.4.i.: 

3.37. 
17.37. 

1984 
LOW HIGH . 

68. 9i~ 
'iC' ·i: .. ! 
.J.J. ;:,;.., 

1.67. 

2.3l 
0.27. 
. ., {\"f 
.,;i • Vtia 

l.li. 
0.4.::: 
o.o::: 
0.77. 

.ox 

O.Oi. 
9.07. 
,.., c-.. 
i. •.. Ji. 

0.44 
2.01. 

30.3~ 

1.7% 
1.n 

l2.6X 
0.5% 

72.7~ 

2.81 
12.37. 

. ., r"!•.r 
~.1 Ji. 

0.8::: 

2 .li~ 
1 ')"/ .... ,. 
0.0% 
1.57. 

0.07. 
11.6/~ 

:3.4/. 
34.3i. 
2.9! 
2/]% 

15.67. 
1 • .,.1 
.i. .~i. 



Table B.60. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Fishing by Area 

URBAN HUIJSEHOLUS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAtiON EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW Hif.iH 

In or out of Alaska 86360 89750 83610 87180 
In Alaska 85590 89030 83060 866?0 
Su·:; i tna StiJdy Area 45450 49930 43440 47900 
Area One 1770 3120 1680 3000 
Are." Iwo 12400 15430 11990 14990 
Area Three 3270 5010 3080 4780 
Area FoiJr 290 9BQ 2'30 980 
Area Five 2610 4190 2510 4070 
Are.:~ Six 1770 3120 1580 2880 
Area Seven 780 1760 700 1640 
Are.3 Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 870 1890 870 1890 
Are.3 Ten 10 410 10 uo 
Area Eleven 0 250 Q 250 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 11380 14320 10880 i37GO 
Are.~ FotJrteen 3180 4900 2980 4660 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 530 1380 530 1380 
Anchor~ge/Ch1J9~Ch Mtn. Are~ 2610 4190 2510 ~070 

r:enai Peninsula 37340 41690 36500 40830 
Copper R./Wransell/V~ldez 2050 3480 1950 3360 
SotJtheast Alaska 2320 3840 2050 3480 
Elsewhere in Al.3st.~ 15450 18760 15140 18420 
OtJtside Alaska 1680 3000 1310 2510 
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1'384 
LUW HIGH 

73370 77460 
. 73i50 77250 

37340 41&90 
1680 3000 """1 

10270 13090 
2420 3950 

210 850 """" 2140 3600 
1130 2260 
450 1250 

0 0 -
700 1640 

0 250 
0 250 """! 

0 0 
9570 12310 
2&10 4190 
450 1.250 

2HO 3600 
32200 36410 

1770 3120 
~ 

1770 3120 
13410 1&540 

530 1380 -
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Table B.61. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION. 

In or O'Jt of 111-:~sk.:. 

In Alaska 
Susi tn-2 SttJdy Area 
Area One 
Are;:t Two 
Are-3 Three 
Are-3 Four 
Area Five 
Area Si:< 
Area Seven 
Area Ei'3ht 
Area Nine 
Are.:~ Ier. 
Area Eleven 
Ar e-3 I we 1 ve 
Area Thirteen 
Are.:~ fo•Jrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor a'je/Chu9-3Ch l'ltn. Area 
Kenai Peninsul.-3 
Copper R./WrangelliV::~ldez 

Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in tllaska 
Outside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

83.67. 86.84 
83.5% 86.7% 
52.57. 
l.U 

16.5! 
6.7% 
0.21 

2.7i. 
1.1::: 

.ox 
0.5% 

.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 

10.17. 
3.81 
0.1% 
0.8%. 

13.47. 
9.3%. 
0.5% 

13.34 
0.2% 

5&.9% ., ,.,., 
..;i. ,Ji. 

19.9% 
9.1% 
0.8/. 
4.1% 
4.37. 
2.3% 
0.4% 
1.3% 
0.47. 
0.0% 
0.07. 

12.97: 
5.&7. 
0.5! 
1.8% 

16.6Z 
12.14 
l.3Z 

16.5% 
O.B% 
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SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

82.&/. 

51.5/. 
l.lZ 

16.17. 
&.5% 
0.2Z 
2.3% 
2.7i. 
l '., • l.r.. 

.oz 
0.5/. 

1\ {';'f 
v.v~a 

0.07. 
10.1% 
3.7% 
0.11. 
o.ez 

13.1% 
9.3:% 
0.5% 

13.37. 
0.2% 

85.87. 
85.7% 
55.97. , ~,. 

i.a•Wirl 

19.57. 
i"\ Q~l o. ~-,. 

0.87. 
3.97. 
4.37. 
·1 .;~! .w .~, • 

0.47. 
1 ')'! 
i..•'I.Jh 

0.47. 
0.07. 
O.Oi. 

12.9% 
'C." C'llf 
.J • .Jia 

o.s;~ 

1.8! 
16.37. 
12.17. 

1.3% 
16. 57. 
0.87. 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

74.61. 78.4;, 
74.77. 78.57. 
46.17. 
1.07. 

14.77. 
5.7% 
0.2% 
2.17. 
2.3Z 
0.97. 

0.37. 
.Oi. 

0.07. 
0~07. 

9.2% 
3.17. 
.oz 

0.67. 
11.6% 

0.3% 
12.07. 
0.1% 

S011SX 
2.0X 

17.97. 
7. 97. 

3.91. 
l. 9:~ 
0.4!. 
1.17. 
o. 4i: 
o.ot 
0.07. 

1 ') r;., 
....... VI• 

4.97. 
0.4% 
1.67. 

14.6.!. 
11.5i. 
l.lZ 

15.07. 
0.:5i: 



Table B.62. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Fishing by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of A hsk.3 11610 12040 11460 ll9l0 
In Alaska 11590 12030 11450 11890 
Susi tn.3 Study Ar~a 7290 7890 7150 7760 
Area One 160 310 160 310 
Ar~a Two 2290 2760 2240 2700 
Area !hree 930 1260 910 1230 
Ar·ea Follt 30 110 30 110 
Area five 350 570 320 540 
Area Si:{ 370 600 3'70 600 
Area Seven 160 310 160 310 
Area Eight 0 50 0 5l) 
Area Nine 70 180 70 130 
Area Ten 0 50 0 50 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 1400 1790 1400 1790 
Are-~ !:orJrte~n 520 780 510 770 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 70 10 70 
Anchor::~9e/Chug.~ch Mtn. Area 110 250 110 250 
Kenai PeninstJ1a 1860 2300 1820 2260 
Copper R./Wrarrgell/Valdez 1300 1670 1300 1670 
Southeast Alaska 70 180 70 180 
Elsewhere irr Alaska 1S50 2230 1850 2280 
Outside Alaska 30 110 30 llO 

B-75 

'~-

1934 
~ 

LOW HIGH 
10%0 10830 
10370 lOS90 
6400 7010 
130 230 

2!)40 2491) 
790 1100 

30 llO 
290 490 
:320 540 .., 
120 ~70 

0 50 
50 150 

Q 50 ~: 

0 0 
ij 0 

1280 1660 
440 670 

'J 50 
90 220 

1610 2020 
1230 1600 

50 150 
1670 2030 

10 70 



Table B.63. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Fishing by Area 

GEOG~:AF'HIC LOCATION 

In or out of Al::~sk-3 

In Alaska 
Susitn~ Study Are~ 
Are;:~ One 
Are~ Iwo 
Are.:~ Three 
Area Four 
Mea Five 
Area Si>~ 

Area Seven 
~~re.~ ti3ht 
Area Nine 
Area Ien 
Area Eleven 
i-1t·2.a !we 1 ve 
Area Thirteen 
Are.:~ FoiJr t•::;:n 
10 Miles North of Den.:tli Hwy 
Ancharage/Ch•;gach Mtn. Are~ 
Kenai Peninsuh 
Capper R./Wrangell/Valdez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Al.:ts~.-3 

Outside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

83.97. 88.54 
83.67.: 88.27. 
48.67. 55.21. 
1.77. 3.97. 

13.87. 18.6% 
3.07. 5.87. 
0.07. 0.07. 
2.3;! 
2.3% 
o.n 
0.07. 
1.27. 

4.77. 
4.7! 
l.li. 
o.n 
3.2% 

0.07. 0.37. 
0.07. 0.0% 

,()i, 0.8% 
9.57. 13.7:4 
4.47. 
0.3! 
0.57. 
9.6% 
r:: ,., 
.J.~ht 

0.7% 
10.57. 
0.37. 

7.67. 
1.57. 
1.97. 

13.87. 
8.6! 
2.37. 

14.97. 
1.5% 

B-76 

RURAL HOUSEHOLiiS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HI!JH 

82.47. 87 .27. 
82.3% 87.1% 
4G.9~ 53.5% 
1. 7% 3. 9% 

13.57. 18.37. 
a.o;~ s.Gi! 
o.o;~ o.ot. 
"1 ·;•; 
.W•-'111 

0.1% 
0.07. 
0.67. 

l.J.i. 

2.07. 

0.07. O.Oi~ 

.07. 0.87. 
9.47. 13.Gi. 

0.37. 
0.5:::: 
9.n; 
5.1% 
0.7% 

10.57. 
0.2% 

7.57. 
1.5% 
l. 9!. 

13.37. 
8.3% 

14. 97. 
1.4% 

1984 
l.UW HIGH 

74.3X 79.9% 
74.5Z 
40.0/. 

1 CO/ .... b;. 

12.6X 
•1 r"'f., ..:..,,... 

0.0~ 

2.H 
1.3~ 

O.Oi. 
O.Oi. 
l'l ,., 
v "''·-'t-. 

.07. 
S.lZ 

0.37. 
0.3% 
a.o::: 
5.0% 

7 .a;~ 
0.17. 

:3i).l7. 
46.6!. 
3.8!. 
17.2~ 

12.17. 
;~. 'lji. 

1.5!. 
1.7~ 

12.0!. 
8.2% 
2.3% 

11.87. 
l.l~ 



Table B.64. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of A l-3ska 2230 2350 2190 2320 
In Alaska 2220 2350 2190 2320 
Susitna Study Area 1290 1470 1250 1420 
Are-3 One 50 100 50 100 
Are.3 Iwo 370 500 360 490 
Area Three ao 150 80 150 
Area Fo,Jr 0 0 0 0 
Area five 60 130 &0 120 
Are.3 Si>: 60 130 60 130 
Area Seven 0 30 0 30 
Are.3 tight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 30 ao l(j 50 
Are-'3 Ten 0 10 (; 

" 10 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 0 20 0 20 
Area Thirteen 250 360 250 360 
Are.3 FotJrteen 120 200 120 200 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 40 10 40 
Anchor.3~je/Ch~J9ach iitn. Area 10 50 10 50 
Kenai Peninsula 250 370 240 350 
Copper R./Wr.:m9ell/Valdez HO 230 130 220 
Southeast Al.3s~.a 20 60 20 60 
Elsewhere in Alask.3 280 400 280 400 
0JJtside Ahs~.a 10 40 10 40 

B-77 

""""' 

1984 
LOW HIGH -1980 2120 

1'=.!80 2130 
lOGO LHO 

""'r 40 100 
•"\=)'"' 
.~ .... v 4&0 
70 140 
0 0 

60 120 
30 90 
0 30 

~ 

0 0 
0 10 
0 10 
0 0 '"'~ 

f) 20 
220 320 

90 160 -10 40 
10 40 

210 320 
""" 130 220 

20 60 
210 310 

0 30 

A;._. 

-
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Table B.65. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OlJt of Alast..a b7.0i. 69.bk 65.2/. 67.8! 
In Alaska 67.9% ,.,n 1:'.., 

/V,,;k 65.94 68 .5/~ 
SIJ";citna Sl:.lJdy Are:~ 40.94 4':! .,., 

-.Ja I h 39. 41. 42.2/. 
Area One 1.3% 2.17. 1.37. 1.9! 
Are-• Two 13.0! 15.07. 12.7~ 14.57. 
Area Three 2. 7:, ') .,., 

-..J • I,_ 2.6% , ;'"~ 

~.bi. 

~~re.3 !:our 0.37. o.n 0.37. (·. .,.,. 
~.J.iJ. 

Area Five , ..,., 
i • i I• 

.., 1:'., 
~ •.. .~~. 1.67. 2.4% 

Area Si;; 1.8! 2.67. 1.67. 2.47. 
Area Seven ii .·., 1.-:. b,-. l '1'1 1.Yla 0.67. 1.27. 
Are-3 Eisht 0.07. 0.07. O.Ok O.Oi. 
Area Nine 0.57. 0.94 0.5% 1\ q•t 

il• "',, 

Area Ten O.Oi. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.07. o.oi. 0.0~ 

Area Twelve o.oz 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 
~rea Thirteen 12.4% 14.2% 11.9% 1 :"! ..,., 

.J .. : '• 

Are-"3 tOIJrteen 't ")II;' .:. . .:.,. 3.0% ., ,., ....... ~. 3~07. 

10 Miles North of flenali Hwy 0.47. (\ t.,.., 
~oraO/, 0.4: o.a: 

Anchor· a9eiCh1J9-3ch Mtr~. Area 1.3% 2.1I 1.37. l. 9/. 
Kenai ?eninsiJla 31.77. 34.37. 31.07. 33.67. 
Copper R./Wran•jell!V-3ldez 3.3% 4.37. 3.lk 4u lj~ 
:So,Jtheas t Alaska 2~2% 3.0% 1.97. ., ry., 

M111 I J. 

Elsewhere in Al-3ska 9.4% ll.Oi. 9.07. 10.1:.4 
01Jtside Alask-3 0.2% 0.6% 0.2X 0.6% 

B-78 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

~:.·1"!1 C".,. 
..._i.i a-Ji, 60.:3k 
5B.OJ; 60.8! 
:33.84 3&.4.!. 
l )'' , n•! • ..,I. .i .o.: • 

10.67. 12.4!. 
.-l la:l' '1 et•j 
;;;. • .Lii. "'- • .;:"hl 

0.37. 0.7! 
1.41: '1 ·i~' 

...:.. • .Wi• 

1 •1'1 
1-YM 1.8/. 

0.6% 1 {\'! 
J.. ~ .. ·Ill 

•:i.Oi. 0 {l'! . ..,,.. 
0.4% 0.37. 
t'l ..,,. 

v.v,. 0.0!. 
o.o;~ O.Oi. 
0.07. o. Q;~ 

1().57. l2.3X 
1.8~ 2.6% 
0.4% ij,8J: 
i l ... 

.i.. "''· 
1.7X 

27.3i. 2•3. 9;~ 
2.77. ~. ..,., 

. .J.. i ,~;. 

1.6~ 
., .'/ 
"'- ,.ifrw 

7.5Z 9 .lj~ 
C•.lZ 0.57. 



Table B.66. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahsk-• 82260 85420 80030 13:3230 
In Al-3sk-3 83380 86510 80900 84080 
Sus i tn.• Study Area 50250 53600 48410 51750 
Are.3 One 1650 2530 1540 23~,10 

Are.:. Two ltOlO 18360 1553() 17860 
Area Three .3330 4530 3220 43'10 
Area £our 370 850 370 850 
Area five 2090 3()60 1980 2930 
Area Sb{ 2200 3200 1920 2930 
Area Seven 730 1430 7BO 1430 
Are.-a Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 590 1140 580 1140 
Are.3 Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.:~ Twelve 0 0 {1 0 ... 
Area Thirteen 15170 17480 14580 16850 
Are.• Fourteen 2650 3730 2650 3730 
10 Miles tlorth of Deml i H~y 470 1000 470 1000 
Anchor~ge/Ghugach litn. Are:~ "1650 2530 1540 2390 
Ken.3i Peninsula 38910 42110 33060 41240 
Copper R./Wr~n~ell/Vald~z 4020 5310 3790 5050 
Southeast Alas~.a 2650 3730 2310 3330 
Elsewhere in Alaska 11490 13550 11020 13040 
Out. side Alaska 280 710 280 710 

B-79 

-

~ 

-' 1984 
r.ow HIGH 

706:30 7397Ci 
71250 74580 
4146Q H7liJ 
1430 ·-::''J!:'"a) 

.w.-uJ~ 

13030 15200 -2540 3600 
:3/(J S50 

1760 2GSO 
143{) 22~10 

&80 1230 
0 C• 

FO l[)0i) 

0 0 
0 0 
0 lj 

12910 15070 
2200 :3200 

4'1/i 1001) ~-· v 
~ 1320 2120 

·J"'jit'"'Jfl 
:.JW·J/ '"" 36640 

3330 4530 
1980 2930 
9250 11130 

180 550 

~ 

~I 
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Table B.67. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLitS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 198() -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A1ask.~ &5.67. 69.6i.: 63.8% G7.SZ 
In Al.:~sb 66.4% 70.47. 64.57. 68 .5:~ 
Sus i tn.!l Study Are.:~ 38.77. 42.9i.: 37 .1:~ 41.37. 
Area One 1.27. 

,., ,.,., l 1 'Y 2.1% ~.~Ia . ·~ 
Area Two ll.n: 14.57. 11.37. 14.17. 
Ar'ea Three ') 'I"' 

..:.. ... ~.. 3.6% 2.1% n: E:''' 
.J.,.;A. 

A1·e.:t foiJr 0.2i. 0.87. 0.27. 0.87. 
Ar·e.::~ Five 1.5% 'J .,, 

... J ,._ 1.4% 2.6% 
Area Si:r~ 1.47. 2.&k 1.2% 2. 4~ 
Area Seven 0.4?. 1.27. 0.47. 1.2% 
Area Eight 0.07. O.Oi.: 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Nine 0.3% 1.17. 0.37. 1.1% 
Are::~ Ter1 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 
Air e.:~ I we 1 ve 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. "' rl•! V • \lia 

Area Thirteen 11.9% 14.7% 11.37. 14.17. 
A:rea Fourteen 1.8! 3 •)'I l.Si. ':• ')'f ... ~. -.J I .Q/1 

11~ Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.3! 1.1% 0.3! 0.97. 
Anchor .:~ge /Ch,Jgach Mtn. Are-3 1.2! '1 /i'f ... ~,. 1.27. ') l")l.f 

'u.:..!. 

K1~nai Peninsula 33.7% "J" '7., 
vlo' .~ 33.1% 37 .lZ 

C'ilpper R./Wran9ell/Va1dez 2.0% 3.47. 1.8i. 3.27. 
S1J•Jtheast Al.:~ska 2.1Z 3.5% 1.8! " '1" .,J • .. , .. 

tlsewhere in Alaska 8.8! 11.4% 8.47. 10. 97. 
UIJtside Alas~.a 0.2% 0.8% 0.1% o.n 

B-80 

1934 
LOW HIGH 

5& a l! 60.37. 
t;'.l" .. ¥ 
.Jfj .bAa 60.8i: 
31.67. 35.6;~ 

l.Ol 2.0~ 
q .... .,. 
•• .J .... 11. •j;~ 
1.6% 2.8Z 
f1 ?~ 
v 1'-Jl!/A 0.87. 
1 'l'i a .Will 2.4! 
0.9% 1.9/. 
('< •)'( 
v 1 ,J1a 

.. ,., 
J. • .~.,{. 

O.Oi. 0.07. 
0 ·1~ 
ow~ 

1 1 ., 
J, • "'il 

o. o;! 0.07. 
i). 07. 0.07. 
0.07. 0 I Oi~ 

10.07. 12.6! 
1 C:•! 

a.Jh 2. ~~~ 
0.37. 0.9k 
1.07. 2.01: 

29.1% 33.17. 
1.67. 2.8! 
1.5~ 

'1 '"1'1 
.:.a I j~ 

7.1% 9.5% 
rJ.li. 0.77. 



Table B.68. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 19SO -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A las~.a 6%90 73910 67750 72030 
In Alasb 705&0 74740 68510 72760 
SIJ-~itn.~ StiJdy Are-~ 41120 45550 39440 43830 
Area One 1220 2390 1130 2260 
Area iwo 12400 15430 11990 14990 
Area Ihree 2320 3340 2230 3720 
Area Fo1Jr 210 850 210 850 
Area five 1580 2S80 1490 ..,.,...C" ... 

.w/ .u\,1 

Are-~ Si>: 1490 27~0 1310 2510 
Area Seven 450 1250 450 1250 
Are:~ Eisht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 370 1120 370 1120 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Are-3 Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area twelve 0 0 0 0 
Are:; Thirteen 12600 15660 11990 14990 
Area Fourteen 1950 3360 1950 3360 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 370 1120 290 930 
~nchora9e/Ch1J9·~ch Mtn. Area 1310 2510 1220 2390 
Kenai Peninsula :35760 40030 35130 39430 
Copper R./Vransell/Valdez 2140 3600 195{) 3360 
SoiJt.he-~st Al-lska 2230 3720 1950 3360 
Elsewhere in Ahsk.~ 9370 12080 8940 11600 
01Jtside Al-lsk-~ 210 a so 140 710 

B-81 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

. ..,. 
5%00 64040 
&0130 64570 
3:3560 37810 
1050 2140 
9870 12640 
l&SO 3000 
210 850 

1310 2510 
%0 2020 
370 Il20 

0 r-. 
" 

370 1120 
0 0 ~ 

0 0 
0 c~ 

lOSBO 13430 -1580 2880 
290 9BO 

1050 2140 
30950 35120 -

1&80 3000 
1'580 2880 
7570 10060 ·-140 710 

'""" 



Table B.69. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

~-

SMALL IOWH HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 l9B4 
LOW HHiH LOW HIGH LOw HIGH 

In or oiJt of Ahsk."i 71.1% 7~.97. 69.~7. 73.4% 61.6i.: 65 .8i: 
In Ahska 71 /3;! f"71C' ,., 

/.J I J J. 70.1%; 74.1% 62.4Z 66.67. 
SJJs i tna S ttJdy Are.~ ~e.n 52.8% 47.67. 52.0i: 41.9~ 4'- 'i'l v .... u .. 

Area One 0.67. 1.67. O.i:i% 1.6% 0.57. 1 .l"j'Af 

!""' A I W/1 

Area !wo 17 .. 5;~ 20.97. l7.2i.: 20.6i. l"" '"" 18.5! .J .. ~;. 

Area Three 4.5! 6.57. 4.4% 6.47. 3.77. c a::~ 

.J • ..Ji.. 

Are~ Four 0.2% 0.87. 0.2% 0.87. 0.2~ 0.87. 
Are.3 five 1.S:t 1"\ .....,., 1 -=:Cf -! ?Wf 1.u; ~·, .,., 

.;. ., '· .... -..~.:w w. i J• .w • .Jh 

Are.3 Sb: 2.4i. 4.0% 2.47. 4 1\'1 o vlo 
'1 1 ~ 
~. ,,. 3.57. 

Area Seven 0. 87. 1.8% 0.87. l.B% 0.67. 1 f..'! 
~. !.Jil 

Are.~ Eight .0~ 0.2% .Oi. 0.27. Q'!' 0.2Z !"""' . "' 
Are.3 Nine 0.27. 0.37. 0 .li. 1\ ..,., o.n 0.5i: "'. J ,. 

Are.3 Ten 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0 1','!1 ovlo t). 07. 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. o. o;~ ~). Oi! ..... 
Are.~ Twelve 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. O.Oi. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Thirteen 11.8% 14.8% l1.6i. 14.67. 10.87. 13.67. 
Are.~ E'ourteen 2.5% 4.1% 2.47. 4.0% 2.0i. 3a47. ,..... 10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy .0% 0.4% .0% 0.47. .oz 0.4i~ 

Anchor age /ChlJ'jach Mtn. Area 0.&7. 1.4% O.Gi. 1.47. 0.6~ 1 ,\'11 
J.. ,,. 

f{enai Peninsula 13.9% 17.1% 13.3% 16.5% 11.8% 14.8i. 
Copper R./Wran·3ell/V.3ldez 9.37. 12.14 9.2;~ l2.0i:: 8.6i:: ll.2i.: 
SotJthe,"ist Alaska 0.7% 1. 7i~ 0.6% 1.67. 0 '=':t ..... ~ l ... , 

.. • l; • 

Elsewhere in Ahs~.a 9.Bi.: 12.67. 9.6% 12.47. 8.17. 10.77. 
Outside Alasl~:a .07. 0.27. 0.07. l}. 07. 0.07. OaO~! 

-
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Table B.70. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -19B5 
LOW HIGH LOW HIJJH 

In or out of Ahs~.-3 98&0 10400 %30 10180 
In Al~ska 9970 10510 9730 10230 
S1J~itn.3 St,Jdy Area 6720 7330 6610 7220 
iirea Or1e 90 220 90 220 
Area Two 2420 2900 2380 2860 
Area Three 620 900 610 8'.!0 
Are.3 fo,Jr 30 110 30 llO 
Area Five 200 380 200 380 
Are.3 Six 340 550 340 550 
Area Seven 110 250 110 250 
Are.l Eight 0 30 0 30 
Area NiM 30 110 20 90 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Thirteen 1640 2050 1610 2020 
Area EoiJrteen 350 570 340 550 
10 Miles ilorth of Denali Hwy f) 50 i) 50 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Area so 200 80 200 
Kenai Penins1Jla 1930 2370 1350 2280 
Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 1300 1670 1280 1660 
So1..1tile.ast Alask-3 100 230 go 220 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1360 1750 1340 1720 
Outside Alaska 0 30 0 0 
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-

1984 
LOW HIGH 

8550 9130 
8660 9240 
58"20 6420 """'· 

70 180 
2120 2570 
510 770 

1!0'~ 

30 110 
160 310 
290 490 
90 220 -
0 30 

10 70 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

1490 1890 
~ 

280 470 
0 50 

so 200 
1640 2050 ~ 

1190 1560 
50 150 

1130 H80 
0 0 

ill"! 

-
'~ 
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Table B. 71. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAI ION 

In or out of Alas~.<~ 

In Ahsk.-3 
Susitna Study Area 
Are.:~ One 
Are.~ Twa 
Area Ihree 
Are.~ four 
Area Five 
Are::~ Sh 
Are.:~ Seven 
Are.~ Eisht 
Area Nine 
Are.:~ Ien 
Area Eleven 
Are:a Twelve 
Are.:~ !hirteen 
Area tOIJrteen 
10 Hiles North of Ilen.:~li Hwy 
Ancilon'jeiChug.-ach Mtn. Are::t 
~(emi Peninsula 
Copper R.iWrangellNddez 
So•Jtileast Ahsk.:~ 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
Outside Alasb 

EVER 
LOW 

70.7'1. 
i2.7% 
55.27. 

19.7'4 

.0% 
o.az 
2.37. 
1.2% 
0.0~ 

0.4% 
o.oz 
0.0% 
0.0% 

11.6% 
4.17. 
0.0% 
0.2% 

12.6.7. 
10.0! 
o.az 
4.37. 
0.2% 

HIGH 
76.5% 
78.37. 
61.6~ 

5.3% 
25.1% 
4.4% 
O.Bi. 
2.6i. 
4.77. 
3.0% 
O.Oi. 
1.az 
0.07. 
O.Oi. 
0.0! 

16.2% 
7 .li:: 
0.5! 
1.4i. 

17.4% 
14.27. 
2.6% 
7.5% 
1.2% 
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RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

66.6! 72.6% 
63.5% . 74.5% 
52.57. 59.17. 
2.7% 5.3% 

18.8% 24.2~ 

2. Oi. 4. 47. 
.0% 0.8% 

~ .. S7. l. 9% 
2.3% 4. 77. 
1.2% 3.0% 
0.0% O.Oi. 
O.Oi. 0.3;~ 

O.Oi. O.Oi. 
0.07. 0.0% 
O.Oi. O.Oi. 

11.4% 16.0% 
4.0! 7ll07. 
o.ox 0.5~~ 

0.27. 1.47. 
11.0% 15.4% 
8. 87. 12 .87. 
0.8% 2.6% 
3.8% 6.8% 
(). 2i. l. 27. 

LOW 

45.07. 
'"' c-., .. •.. u. 

l6.5i. 
1.7% 
0.07. 
0.3i. 
l.3i. 
0.84 
0.0% 
0.0! 
0.0%. 
0.07. 
O.Oi. 
'3. 137. 
"J ·it!:' 
•.h·Ji. 

0.0% 
0.2i. 
0 Q~ u .... ,. 

0.8% 
3.3% 

.0% 

1984 
HIGH 
&2.2X 
64.:3i. 
Cl .~ 'f 
·J.&.wbl. 

4.9% 
21.7i. 
3.S1% 
0.7i. 
l "J-F 
J,. .. i i• 

..... l"'t~' 

.) •. J ... 

2.67. 
O.Oi. 
0.3i~ 

O.Oi. 
O.Oi~ 

0.0/. 
14 .1~~ 
6 .l;~ 

1 .,., 
l. W.l• 

l3.0i. 

2.4i~ 

6.1% 
0.8:4 



Table B.72. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Salmon Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOf.iRAPHIC i..OCAIIOH E~'ER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or O!Jt of Al-3sk.3 1880 2040 17/Ci 1930 
In Alas~.a 1930 2080 1820 BSO 
S•Jsi tn-3 Study Are.3 1470 1640 1400 1570 
Area One 70 140 70 140 
Area Two 520 670 500 640 
Area Three 50 120 50 120 
Are.3 Fo•Jr· 0 20 0 20 
Area five 20 70 10 50 
Area Six 60 13\i 60 130 
Area Seven 30 80 30 80 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 10 so 0 1!} 
Area len 0 0 0 0 
(!rea Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.l Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Are.• Thirteen 310 430 300 420 
Area toiJrteen llO 190 110 190 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy .;; 10 !) 10 
Anchor-l·3e/Chug.ich lltn. Are.i 10 40 10 40 
Kenai Penins1Jla 340 460 290 410 
Copper R. /Wr -~n'je 11/Va 1dez 260 3BO 230 :34!) 
SoiJthe:ast Alaska 20 70 20 70 
elsewhere in Alas~.a 120 200 100 180 
01Jtside Alaska 0 30 0 30 
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1984 
LOW HIGH ~ 

1480 1660 
1540 17l0 
1200 1370 

70 130 
~ 

440 58G' 
50 100 

{\ 20 '.( 

10 40 
30 90 
20 70 -0 0 
0 10 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

2b0 380 
90 lGO -0 10 
0 'Jf·. 

...;~J 

240 340 -150 250 
20 bO 
90 160 
0 20 -

-
-
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Table B.73. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or- 01Jt of A !ask.:. 46.47. 49.2% H.8i. 47 .6i. 
In A lash 46.37. 49.17. 44.n: 47.5i. 
Susitn-• Stt.Jdy Are.:. 2G.2j; 28.6/. 25.4~ 

ryr; 0., 
Wi a 1.J!a 

Area One 0.7% 1.37. 0.7% 1.3i. 
Ar-ea "!Wt'J 7.6i. 9.27. 7.57. 9.17. 
Area Three "' E:""U 

l.~J~ 2.37. l.5Z 2.3% 
Are.:. fOIJr 0.27. 0.6! 0 ·"_),. 

OYd 0.6% 
Area Five 1.07. 1.67. l.OZ 1.61:; 
Area Sb: 0.9/. 1.5i. 0.8i: 1.4~ 

Area Seven 0.6% 1.0% 0.5i! 0.9% 
Area £i'jht O.Oi. 0.0% 0.07. o.oz 
Area Nine 0.5% 0.97. 0.57. 0 Cflj' 

OJ~ 

Are.• Ten O.Oi. 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.07. i),O% 0.07. 
Are.:~ Twelve 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Thirteen 9.27. 10.87. n q•1 

Q,jJ. 10.5% 
Area Fourteen O.Si. 1.47. 0.87. 1 ~4;, 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.1% 0 J::'f . ..~, 0.1% 0 r:•f 

.~.r. 

Anchor ase /ChiJ'jach Mtn. Ar~.a 0.9% 1.57. O.S% 1.4% 
Kenai Peninsula 22.6% 25.0% ,., .,., 

.W.Wa4n 24.6! 
Copper R./Wranse ll/Va1dez 1.8% 2.6t 1 o•.r 

L :I!"J/. 2.6% 
South~ast Alaska 1.4% 2.2% 1.27. 1.8% 
Elsewhere in A1-3sk.; 5.47. 6.87. 5.2l 6.4% 
OlJtside Alask-3 0.1% 0.3% 0.1% 0.37. 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

38.2~ 41. o;~ 
38.3% j"' l'f • .l ...... 

21.6i:: 24.0~ 

O.GI 1 ')"! 
~~~ ... 

f;.2~ 7 .6;~ 
1.1!; 1.77. 
0 .1!. c~· 'vi .c:.Ji. 

0.87. 1.4:' 
O.Gi~ l.OZ 
0.4! o.a:~ 

0 r~., 
lVII o.o;~ 

·' ~·')' V • .J ..... o.·3:z 
0.0~ O.Oi. 
0.()% 0 .Oi~ 
O.Oi. o.o~ 
,., Q"f 9.47. / aL.'.il 

0~~7~ 1. :3i~ 
0.1% 0.5% 
0.6~ 1.0% 

19. 4;~ ')1 rr'f ...... o ... 
1.5% "! "JN w. .. ~h 

0.9% 1.5% 
4.1! 5.31.: J,., 

• v·!• 0.2;~ 



Table B.74. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 19BO -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or O'Jt of Ahsk.3 56980 60370 55020 58410 
Ir, Alaska 56860 60250 54900 58280 
S1J"~i tn.~ Study Area 32120 35150 31150 34150 
Are-3 One 890 1570 890 1 1:"=-"lf\ 

!..Jill/ 

Are.3 Two 9370 11250 nso 11130 
Area Three Hl70 2800 1870 2800 
Are:~ Four 280 710 280 710 
Area Five 1210 1980 1210 1980 
Are.• Six 1100 1840 1000 1700 
Area Seven GBO 1280 580 1140 
Area Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 580 1140 580 1140 
Are., Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 11260 13290 10900 12'3HI 
Area fourteen 1000 1700 1000 1700 
10 Miles Morth of Denali Hwy 180 550 lBO 550 
Anchor.3se/Ch1J')ach Mtr1. Area 1100 1840 1000 1700 
Kenai PeninsiJla 27770 30660 2'7230 30160 
Copper R ./Wr :~nse 11/V :~ld~z 2200 3200 2200 3200 
SoJJtheast Alaska 1760 2660 1430 2250 
Elsewhere in Al::ssb 6670 8300 6330 7'110 
Outside Alas~.a 90 400 90 400 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

46950 50270 
47070 50400 
26560 29410 

780 1430 
7610 9330 
1320 2120 

180 550 
1000 1700 """1 

68(; 1280 
470 1000 

0 0 
580 1140 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

9600 11510 
890 1570 
180 550 
680 1280 

23790 26'540 
1870 2800 
1100 1840 
505(i 6490 

20 230 ·-
-
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Table B. 75. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATIO~ 

In or out of Alaska 
In Alaska 
St.Jsi tn.:. Stt.Jdy Area 
Area One 
Area Two 
Area !llree 
Are.~ Four 
Area Five 
Are.1 Si:< 
Area Seven 
Are:~ Eight 
Area Nine 
Are.1 Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are.~ FotJrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchonse/Ch•Jsach i'ltn. Area 
t~enai Peninsula 
Copper R ./Wr .~nse 11/Va ldez 
Southeast Al.as~.a 

Elsewhere in Al-3·:;1:..3 
Outside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

45.47. 49.6% 
45.37. 
24.6i:: 
0.6% 
6.8% 
1.2% 
0.1% 
0.87. 
o.n 

49.5% 
28.4% 
1.47. 
9.0! 
2.4% 

1.8% 
1.57. 

0.37. 1.1! 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.3% 1.1% 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.07. 0.07. 
8.7% 11.37. 
C•.6% 1.4% 
0.17. 0.7% 
0.87. 1.8% 

23.6% 27 .. 2! 
l.U 2.1% 
1.3% 2.57. 
5.27. 7.27. 

.07. 0.47. 
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URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

44.07. 48.27. 
43 .'3! 
23.97. 

6.77. 
, '1., 
.L .... , .. 

0.17. 
O.B% 
0.67. 
0.3% 
0.07. 
0.3% 
0.0% 
0.07. 
O.Oi.: 
8.4% 
0.67. 
0.1% 
0.7i. 
23.4~ 

1.1% 
1.1% 
4.9% 

.07. 

48.17. 

1.47. 
8.97. 
2.4% 
0.7! 
1.87. 
1.4!. 
0.9! 

1.1% 
O.Oi. 
0.0% 
0.07. 

11. 07. 
1.47. 
0.7% 
1. 7i~ 

27 .. 07. 
2.lh 
2.1% 
6.9% 
0.4% 

1984 
LOW HI!JH 

37. 5i. 41. 7% 
37.6:t 
20.1~ 

0.57. 
r: ""' .J ,.Ji. 

0.8~ 

0.11: 
i).7~ 

0.3! 
0.2% 
O.Oi.: 
0.3Z 
0.0% 
O.Oi.: 
0.07. 

O.l% 
0.51. 

20.4~ 

1.0% 
0.8! 
.-. OIIJ 
.J 1 -..Jia 

.07. 

41.8/. 
23. 7i~ 
1 ·:•'/ 
''"'" 7.3Z 

1.81. 
0.5% 
1 C'"l 
.1,. ,,JI. 

l.lk 
0.31. 
0.07. 
1.li: 
O.Oi. 
0.0~ 

0.0~ 
13.7% 
1.31. 
0.7!. 

24.0i.: 
2.0i: 
1.87. 
5.67. 
0.27. 



Table B.76. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOIJRAPH IC LOC;~I ION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIIJH 

In or otJt of Ahsr..:a 48200 52700 46720 51210 
In Alaska 48100 52590 46610 5ll00 
StJsitn.'3 Study Are.:t 26160 30130 25430 29370 
Ar·ea One 610 1510 610 1510 
Are.:t iwo 7180 9610 7080 9490 
Area Three 1310 2510 1310 2510 
Are.:t FotJr 140 710 140 710 
Are.:~ five 870 1890 870 18'30 
Area Si>~ 700 1640 610 i510 
Area Seven 370 1120 290 980 
Area Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 370 1120 370 1120 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.~ Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 9270 11970 8970 11640 
Area fotJrteen 610 1510 610 1510 
10 Miles Marth of Denali Hwy 140 710 140 710 
Anchor :~ge /Ch•Jgach Mtn. Area 870 1890 7BO 1760 
Ken.:~i Peninsula 25020 28940 24810 28720 
Copper R. /14r .an9e 11 /V.~ ldez 1130 22&0 1130 2260 
Southeast Alask-a 1400 2630 1130 2260 
Elsewhere in Alaska 5500 7670 5210 7330 
O•ltside Alaska 10 410 10 410 
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1984 
I. OW HIGH 

39B60 44260 
39960 443?0 
21400 2512() 

530 1380 
5600 7790 
870 1890 

70 5GO 
700 1640 ~ 

370 1120 
210 850 

0 0 
370 1120 

() 0 
0 0 -, 0 0 

7770 10280 
530 1:380 
140 710 ~ 

530 1380 
21710 25450 

1050 2140 
370 18'30 

4040 5941) 
0 250 -

-
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Table B. 77. 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

- of Small Town Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

r- GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION E'JER 1980 -1 S185 1984 
I LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH I 

In or OIJt of Ahsk .. '3 45.6% 50.0! 43. 4k 47.8%. 37.0! 41.2% 
In Alaska 45.6% 50.07. 43.5%. 47.9% 37.17. 41.37. - S1Jsi tn.:~ St1Jdy Are.• 29.77. 33.7i. 29. Oi: 33.0~ ?e" Ca~ 29.3! w,J~;UJ. 

Area One 0.3% 0.97. 0.37. 0.97. Oe2! {'; •::)•1 u. u/,. 

Area Two 10.17. 12.9! 9.87. , '1 ..... 0 7--: 11.3i: .L.w.bh. \.I lila 

,_ Area Three 2.2;, 3.6.%. ., '1'f 3.6Z 1 0'! 
,., ..,~ 

.W • WI• .. .,. -:.· • ..;t • 
I Ar-e.• Fo1Jr 0.17. 0.5! 0.17. () • '5! ;i'! 0.4i. ~ wlrt. 

Area Five 1.07. 2.0! l.Oi. 2.0: 0.3% 1.8~ 

Are.:~ Si:-: 1.17. 2.3l l.li: "' .,., 
.-.~J· l.i)k 2.0X 

Are.:~ Seven 0 .':17. 1.9% 0.37. 1.8:::: 0.6% 1.67. 
Area Eisht .0~ 0.2! .o:::: 0.2l (\' ovn 0.2~~ 

Area Nine O.ll 0.57. .07. 0.4% . ., 
.Vi. 0.47. - Are.:~ Ien 0.07. O.Oi. 0.07. 0.0! 0.07. 0.0% I 

Area Eleven 0.07. 0.0% o.oz 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 
Are.:~ Twelve 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 

r-. Area Thirteen 8.4% 11.0% 8 'J'/ ..u. 10.9! 7.7% 10.37. 
Are.:~ fo,Jrteen o.n 1.7% 0.7% 1 f'1 .. 1 

I j J. 0.67. 1.67. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy .07. 0.2% .0% 0.2% .07. l\ ,., 

·v 1 .0./1 

.......... Anchor.:~9e/Ci11Jq.:~ch Mtn. Are-a 0.27. 0.87. 0.2% O.Si. O.li. i).7i: 
I Kenai Peninsula 11.8l 14.8% 11.07. H.;J% 8.8:! 11.47. i 

Copper P.. /Wr.:~n9ell/V.3ldez ~.4% 6.47. 4e0/. 6.07. ., ~''i 

.J.O,;. 5. 4i~ 
Southe~st Alask~ 0.5% 1.3l 0.47. 1.2% 0.2% 0.87. 
Elsewhere in Al.'3sk..:~ ~.97. 6.97. 4.47. 6.4% 3.67. 5 .4;~ 
01Jtside Alaska .0% 0.4% .0% 0.27. .Oi.: 0.2% 

..... 

-
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Table B.78. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

SMA~L TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -19B5 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahsk.3 6330 6940 6020 6630 
Ir1 Al.3:st~ 6330 6940 6040 6650 
SIJ·;i tn~ Study Are~ 4120 4E.BO 4020 4"'"r, ._IQV 

Area One 40 130 40 130 
Are:01 Two HOO 1790 1360 l75Cr 
Area Three 300 500 300 500 
Are.3 f011r 10 70 10 70 
Area five 130 280 130 280 
Area Sb 160 310 160 310 
Are.3 Seven 120 270 no 250 
Are.:~ Eight 0 30 0 30 
Area Nine 10 70 ,, 

" 50 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 1170 1530 1150 1510 
Area foiJrteen 100 230 100 230 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 30 !) 30 
Anchor.a'je/Chug.:~ch Mtn. Area 30 110 30 110 
Kemi Penins1.Jla 1640 2050 1530 1940 
Copper· R./Wrangell/Valdez 610 890 560 830 
SoiJtneast Alask~ 70 180 60 170 
Elsewhere in Alasb 680 %0 610 890 
Outside Alas~ . .a 0 50 0 30 
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1984 

""'"' LOW HIGH 
5130 5720 
5140 5740 
3590 4130 -30 110 
1210 1570 
250 440 

(l 50 
110 250 
pr1 ..,. 280 -90 220 

0 30 
0 50 
0 0 ~ 

0 0 
0 i) 

1070 1420 
90 220 
0 30 

20 90 
1220 1590 
500 75(! 
30 110 

500 750 
0 :30 

~ 
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Table B.79. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out of A lash 
In Al.ash 
S•Jsi tn:~ St•Jdy Are::~ 

Area One 
Are.:t Two 
Are-3 !hree 
Are::. fo1Jr· 
Are-3 Five 
Are-3 Sb< 
Ar-ea Seven 
Area Ei9ht 
Area Nine 
Area Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are-3 fourteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchonge/Chu9.:tch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Capper R./Wnn9ell/Valde: 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
O•Jtside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

56.4% 62.8! 
55.6% 62.0% 
")C" .,., 
w·J•wl. 

1. 27. 
13.57. 
1. 2i. 
0.07. 
0.9% 
0.3i. 
0.8% 
o.ox 
o.oz 
0.07. 
o.oz 
0.07. 
9.1% 
1.2i. 
0.0% 
.oz 

10.57. 
6.7i. 
1.6% 
3.37. 

.oz 

41.£:7. 
3.07. 

18.3/. 
"1- .,., 
'.fi.Whl 

0.5i~ 

2.7! 
, C"., 
.... ,JJ. 

2.4~ 

0.07. 
0.37. 
0.0% 

0.0% 
13.37. 
3.07. 
0.07. 
0.8% 

14.9! 
10.3% 
3.6% 
6.17. 
1.0% 
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RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

19130 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

50.57. 
49.7% 
33.&k 

1.2% 
12.7i. 

0.07. 
0.6i: 

0.8% 
o.oz 
O.Oi. 
o.o:.:: 
,. 1\-t 

'J ,l};. 

0.07. 
8 . .8% 
1.17. 
0.0% 
0 fl'>' ovio 

3.5% 
b.Oi~ 

0.8% 
2.7% 

.0% 

~1"'1 , ... 

·Ji .l/. 

40.07. 
3.07. 

17.57. 

0.57. 
"'1 -;a! 
w • .;..n 

2.4% 
0.07. 
0.37. 
o.or. 
0.07. 
0.07. 

12.3::1. 
2.'~7. 

0.07. 
0.7i. 

; ti E;'., 
i.ai •. Jf. 

9.67. 
2.47. 
5.37. 
l.Oi. 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

3'3. 3i. 45. 9/. 

LIZ 
11.07. 

:i J...,at 
',.1.01. 

0.07. 
0.3:! 
0.3! 
0.6% 
O.Ot 
G-.Ol 
0.07. 
o.o:: 
o.oz 

O.G~ 

0.07. 
0.07. 
6.2k 
.-, !:'.., 
.:.i ••• )/, 

0.7% 
"""= C"~ "I •.,Ji, 

0 ''"< ,\i,<, 

15.4/. 
" ....... 
~ ,{jj~ 

(L.S~ 

1.57. 
I.5i~ 

0.0~ 

0.3:~ 

0.0, 
O.Oi. 
o.ox 

11.4% 
.-1 '1'~~/ 

,.;.,. i..J~ 

o.o;' 
0.7Z 
U Ct'&f 
,; • u;. 

2.3Z 
5 .1~~ 
0.7k 

-·----·----··-·------------------~-------------·----------



Table B.BO. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households King Salmon Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC l.OCAIION ~VER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or· out of A l.~sk-3 1500 1570 1340 1520 
In Alask.:i 1480 1650 1320 1500 
S!Jsi tn.:i St•Jdy Area 'HO 1110 890 1060 
Area One :30 80 30 80 
Area Iwo 360 490 340 460 
Are-3 Three 30 BO 30 BO 
Are::~ Eo•Jr 0 10 0 10 
Area Five 20 70 20 60 
Are.3 Si;{ 10 40 10 40 
fire:a Seven 20 60 20 60 
Are::~ Eight 0 0 0 0 
Are::~ Nine 0 1() 1) 10 
Area Ien 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 .Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 (l 
Area Ihirteen 240 350 230 340 
Area Fo•Jrt.een 30 80 30 80 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0 0 0 0 
Anchor -3'je/Ch•J·jach Mtn. Area 0 20 0 20 
t{enai Peninsula 280 400 230 330 
Copper R./Wr~ngell/Valdez 180 270 160 250 
Southeast Al::~ska 40 100 20 60 
Elsewhere in Alaska 90 160 70 140 
Outside Alaska 0 30 0 30 
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1984 -· 

l.OW HIGH 
1050 1220 
}r)4Q 12U 

760 920 
30 80 

290 410 -20 '7{'! 'v 
0 F' \! 

10 4{j 

10 40 
20 60 
0 (· 

·J 

0 10 ~ 

0 0 
r' i\ 

" ... , 
0 0 

200 300 
20 60 
0 0 
0 20 -

170 260 
70 130 
20 60 
70 130 
(j 20 -
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Table B.81. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER l9SO -1985 
!.OW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al.lsk.l ,.") !:" ... 
IJv • .JI.. 66.li:: 61. 97. 64.5i. 

In Alaska 63.3% 65.9% 61.67. 64.27. 
~),Hitn.l Study Are.1 3G.9I 39~~5i~ 35.6% •"10 .")llf 

,jy.~J. 

I\ rea One 1.:37. 1 •::J"f 
... .ih 1.37. 1 Q•! •J.n. 

i\re.3 !wo 11.5i.: 13.37. 11.1! 12.9! 
lirea Three 2.5% . .,. r:.·•l 2.4! 3.4% ,J •• ,;,.. 

l~re~ Four 0.2:! 0.67. 0.2% 0.6, 
Five l.5i. 2.3% l.4i: :') ~-~ !\rea .w • .. ,.. 

i~rea Six 1. 7;~ I) c:•J ..:::.., .... 1.6i. ? 4'! .... ... t • 

~~re.l Seven 0.5% 0.97. 0.5% 0.97. 
~~rea Ei·3ht O.Oi. o.o;~ 0.0! 0.07. 
llrea Nine 0.57. 0.92: .1 'C"I/ v • .Jt. 

"\ q•f 
I'll'.:. o~t. 

Me.1 Ten o.oz 0.07. O.Oi. 0.0! 
Mea Eleven O.Oi. 0.0% O.Oi. o.oz 
i~rea Iwelve 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% 0 f1';" ..... 
l%rea Thirteen 10.9% 12.7% 10.4!. 12.27. 
1~re.3 Fo,Jrteen 2.2% 3.07. 2.2% 3.0~ 

10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.4% 0.9% 0.3% 0.7~ 

1~nchor ·l'je/Chll9·lCh Mtn. Area 1.27. 1.8% 1.2% l.8Z 
l<enai PeninslJla 28.7% 31.3% 28.2% 30.8% 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 3.2% 4.2% 3.07. 4.0i: 
!3o,.Jtheast Alaslta 2.1Z 2.9% 1.9! n .,., 

fulla 

insewhere in Al.lsk.a 8.87. 10.47. 3.4i: 10.07. 
Outside Alaska 0.1% 0.57. 0.1~' 0.5% 

B-94 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

54.4% C'l"'jj ")ill 
.Jj ~~~Ia 

54.37. 5? .1! 
:30. 9X :33.5;! 
1.17. 1 '?~· 

o I ho 

9.47. li.Ok 
2.1% 2. 9i~ 
0.2% 0 r '! .o,.ll , .!""'·•! 
.i. • .J:, • 2.1;, 
1.2i. l.Si. 
0.5! 0. 9i~ 
O.Oi. 0.07. 
0 .. 4:!~ 0.3X 
0.0% 0.07. 
O.Oi. 0.0~ 

0.0! O.Oi: 
Q f"l 
.I I OJ. 11.27. 
1.7% 2.57. 
0.3i. ()I Jj: 
l.Oi: 1.6i.: 

24.8% 27 .2:' 
2.GZ ...,. ,. ., 

.;,.bla 

1.57. ·1 ."jJJ/ 
.w. ·J ... 

7.27. B.G:': 
o.u 0.5% 



Table B.82. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A l.ask-~ 77920 81170 75940 79220 
In Alaska 77670 80920 75570 78850 
St.Jsitna St!Jdy Area 45240 48540 43660 46940 
Area One 1540 2390 1540 2390 
Are-2 Two 14100 1&340 13630 15830 
Are.~ Three 3100 4260 2990 4130 
Are:~ fot.Jr 280 710 280 710 
Area five 1870 2800 17&0 2660 
Area Si:{ 2090 3060 1980 2930 
Area Seven 530 11-40 580 1140 
Ar·e-• Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 580 1140 580 1140 
Area !en 0 0 0 0 
Are.2 Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are-3 !we 1 ve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 13390 15530 12800 14950 
Are.:; Fo!Jrteen 2650 3730 2650 ""':r"?lj{j 

.:J I wh 

10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 470 1000 370 850 
Anchor -~ge/Ch1J'3-2ch Mtn. Are.l 1430 2250 1430 2250 
Kenai Peninsula 35270 38380 34660 37760 
Copper R./Wr-lngell/V.~ldez 3900 5180 3670 4920 
Southeast Alaska 2540 3600 2310 3330 
Elsewhere in Alaska 10780 12790 10310 12280 
Outside Alaska 180 550 1.80 550 
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198~ 

LOW HIGH ~ 

66810 70180 
66690 70060 
37940 41110 ,.... 

1320 212!) 
11490 13550 
2540 3600 
280 710 -1650 2530 

1430 2250 
580 1140 -0 0 
4"'" i!J l•:iOO 

0 0 
0 0 -
0 0 

11730 13800 
2090 3060 
3?0 850 

1210 1980 
30430 33410 """' 3220 4390 

1870 2800 
8780 10610 

lBO 550 
~ 

I'!'Ol 

-

-
-



- Table B.83. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

~- URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

!JEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1934 
LOW HIGH !.OW HIGH LOW HIGH - In orJt of Alask.l 61.97. 65.9% 60.2% 64.47. i:''J a~ 57 .1;~ or .J.:. • ./is 

In Alaska 61.7% 65. 77. 60.0% 64.2% 52.77. 56. 9i! 
S1Jsitna Study Area 34.77. 38.77. 33.4% 37.4% 28.87. 32.87. 
Area One l.li. 2.1% l.li! 2.1% 1.07. 2"0j: 
Are.l Two ro.u 12.94 9.84 12.4k Q "')1:-~ 

...,. .... ,. 10.67. 
Area Three 2.0I 3.4% l. 97. ·~ 'J'I J.. ·~J. 1.67. ·"') rJ'f 

.WsU/a - Are4 Eo!Jr 0.14 0.7! O.li: 0.7!. O.lk II ::-r 

.,, I! fs 

Area Five 1.3% 'i r:'! 
W1.Jitt 1.37. ..-; !:"., 

,;; •. JJ. 1.2% .., ·j•! 
.w • .::....-. 

Are.:J Si~-~ 1.47. 2.G~ 1.2! 2.4% 0.97. 1 C\'1 
.&.•.ih 

Area Seven 0.3% 1.17. 0.37. 1.1:' r1 ':i'l 1 1 ... 
".I 1 -.J/a J. 1 Lis - Ar~.;! Ei9ht 0.0/. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0110i! 0.0% 

Area Nine 0.3% 1.17. 0.37. 1.1;~ (1 'j-,. 
·J. w ... 1.1% 

Area Ten 0.0% O.Oi. 0.0% 0.07. 0.0/. 0. Oi: - Area Eleven 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. o.oz 0.07. 
Ar·ea Twelve 0.07. O.Oi. o.ox O.Oi. 0 .Oi~ 0.07. 
Area Thirteen 10.3% 13 .17. 9.87. 12.4! 8.91 11.5% 

r- Are-3 fourteer. 1.8! 3.0~ 1.87. 3.07. 1. 47. 2.li7.. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.3% 0.97. 0.3% 0 Cl'r .... 0 'J')' ....... 0.9! 
Anchor age/Ch1J9ach Mtn. Area l.U 2.17. 1.07. 2.0% 0.97. 1.97. 
Kenai Peninsula 30.57. :34.5% 30.07. 34.07. 26.37. :30.1% 
Copper R. /Wr an9e 11/V -31 dez 1. 97. 3.37. 1.87. 3.2% 1.6i: 2.8i: 
Southeast Alaska 2.07. 3.47. 1.87. 3.07. 1.57. ·1 7., 

.;,. • r ~'• 

Elsewhere in Alask.:a 8.47. 10.8% 8.0/. 10.47.. r G~ u.u.;. 9.0!. ,..... OrJtside Alask-3 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% (] L""' 
\},,JJ\, 0.1% ~1.5~ 

r 
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Table B.84. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

. GEOGRAPHIC LOCA!ION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or oiJt of A hsk.~ 65710 70030 63990 68350 
In Alaska 65490 69820 63780 68140 
StJsitn.• StiJdy Area 36810 41150 35450 39750 
Area One 1130 2260 1130 2260 
Are.-a Two 10780 13650 10380 13200 
Area Three 2140 3600 2050 3480 
Are.• FoiJr· 140 710 140 no 
Area Five 1400 2630 1400 2630 
Are.• Sb: 1490 2750 1310 2510 
Are.:~ Seven 370 1120 370 ll20 
Are.• Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 370 1120 370 ll20 
Are.• Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.2 Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 10980 13870 10380 13200 
Are::~ FoiJrteen 1860 3240 1860 3240 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 290 980 290 980 
Anchora~/ChiJgach Mtn. Area 1130 2260 1050 2140 
r{enai Peninsula 32410 36&30 31890 36090 
c,:~pper R.!Wrangell/lhldez 2050 3480 1950 3360 
Southeast Alaska 2140 3600 1860 3240 
Elsewhere in Alaska 8870 11520 8470 11070 
Outside Alaska 70 SGO 70 560 
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-1984 
LIJW HIGH 

56130 60661) -55970 60450 
~:0640 34790 
1050 2140 
8670 11300 
1680 3000 

HO 710 
1220 2390 
%0 2020 
370 1120 

0 i) 

"""" )?() ll20 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

9470 12200 
1490 2750 
290 980 
%0 2020 

27930 31980 
1680 30t)fJ -1580 2880 
718() 9610 

?!) 560 

-
-



Table B.85. 

-
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

/"""' 
GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1'384 

LOW HIGH I. OW HIGH LOW HIGH 
In 0~ OIJt of Alaska 68.11:: n.1r. 66.5/. 70 .5/~ c:u .. ,.,., 

._1 .J. ~;. 6:3. 4% 
In Al.:is~.a f.8.U 72.U 66.5% 70.5~ 59.3~ 63.5% 
S1Jsi tn.3 StiJdy Area 44.0'1.: 48.4i. 43.3% 47~7~ 38.3~ t(' "J~ W 1 F fa 

Are.:~ One 0.67. 1.6Z 0.6! l.6Z 0.6~ la4Z 
Are:~ Two 15.67. l9.0i. 15.47. i8.8i.: 13 .. 6~ l6.8:C ,... Area Three 4 'i'! 6.27. 4.1:!: 6.1Z :3.4~ 

E:; "";".! ..... -.J.~;· 

Are.'3 foiJr 0.2l: 0.87. 0 ')'I . .,.;, 0.87. 0.2k ;'\ .Q"'f 
':! .;_tf., 

Are-3 Five l.2i. 2.4% 1.2% 2.4t 1.07. 2.0Z 
Are.:~ Si>~ 2.0X 3. 4i~ 2.0~ 3.47. 1 '1~! 

.i. • I I• 
·:: 1 7 
1 .. .' I .1./fi 

Area Seven {\ ~., v.w,. 1.3% 0.5% 1 _,~, 

II \•Ill 0.5Z i .3;! 
Area Eight .Oi. 0.27. .07. 0 ·)'!' 

1 Wia I Oi~ 0.2% 
Area Nine I'! ,., 

vI .W/1 0.8% !\ ..,., 
'ol I .W/1 0.8% r).li. 0.7: 

Area I en 0.07. 0.07. 0.0! O.Oi. O.Oi. 0.0! 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% o.o:: 0.0% 
Are-a Twelve 0.07. 0.07. O.Oi. OaOZ O.Oi. 0.0/. 

F""' fire a Thir·teen 11.0% 14.0% 10.'37. 13.77. 10.1% 12.9~ 

Are-'3 Fa1Jrteen 2.4% 4.07. 2.3% 3.9% 1 C)" .-,., 
.i. I >4/1 ,j I LJ/-. 

10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0'1 0.4% .ox 0.4% .0% " ~t•r . ~ 1:,: .~,. 

Anchor :ase/Ch,Jg.:~ch Mtn. Are-a 0.67. 1.4% 0.67. 1.47. O.E.i. 1.4'1 -- .. •""'!h 

f~enai Peninsuh 12.97. 15.9% 12.4% 15.47. 11.0% 14.(}/. 
Copper R ,/!.lr .an9e ll/ Va 1 dez 9.1% 11.7l 9.07. 11. 6i. 0 .-.~ 

1,J ,..j.i. 1 {\ r:J';I 
.LV 1 .J/1 

Southeast Alaska 0.6% 1.67. 0.67. 1.47. (J.3l l.l!. 
Elsewhere in Alaska 9 .li. 11.71: 8.8% 11.47. 7.4k q ;,•; 

.;l,I;Q;. 

Outside AlasKa .0% 0.2l O.Oi. 0.0% r, ,. ... ,.., 
''ll. 'J"' 

(' "•t . .J .'),~ 

-
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Table B.86. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

!JEOGRAPH IC I.OCAI ION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOLl HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A hsk.~ 9450 10010 \)220 9790 
In A lash 9450 10010 "3220 9790 
Susi tn.3 Study Area 6110 6720 6010 6&20 
Area One 90 220 90 220 
Are:~ Two 2170 2630 2140 2600 
Area Three 590 860 570 840 
Are-1 Fo1Jr 30 110 30 110 
Are.:~ Five 170 330 1~10 330 
Area Si~-i 280 470 280 470 
Area Seven 70 180 70 180 
Are.3 Eight 0 30 0 30 
Area Nine 30 110 30 llO 
Area Ten 0 0 0 (' J 

Are.:~ Eleven 0 Q 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 1530 1940 1510 1910 
Area Fourteen 340 550 320 540 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 60 0 50 
Anchor .:~ge /Ch'J9-":tch litn. Area 80 200 80 200 
Ken.3i PeninsiJl.3 1730 2210 1720 2140 
Copper R./Wr::tn9~1l/Valdez 1260 1630 1240 1610 
Southe.3st Alask-3 90 220 80 200 
Elsewhere in Al-3sk.:~ 1260 1630 1220 1590 
Outside Al.ash 0 30 0 0 
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l%4 

LOW HIGH 
8210 8800 
8220 3820 
C::,.Ylf, 5920 ~ 
·.~<..J..:...v 

80 200 
18'30 2330 
470 720 

30 llO 
130 280 
240 430 
70 180 
0 30 

20 ]I) 

0 .~ -v 

!) 0 
0 (J 

1400 pqr, 
' J v -2GO 460 

() 50 
so 200 -1530 1940 

1150 1510 
50 150 

1020 1360 
0 0 

l!fi9i!' 

-



Table B.87. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

-
r-
I 

,._ 
I 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

.- GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EIJER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH ww HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alas~,a 70. 77. 76.5% 66.54 '?'1 C'~ I.:..' ,,JI, 56a7k 63.1;~ 

In Alaska "1{\ lllf 
f '-I I 6!. 75.9% 6"" q"!' tJ. Jl. 71.9:{ 55.5~ j;_~ ti"! 

\..l"Ua./J. 

SIJsitn.~ St,Jdy Are.> 52.n C'Q •"'\., 
.J ,I • .Jia 50.17. 56.'7~ 42. 6i~ 49.27. 

Area One I') ""]., 
4.6~ 

"1 .,., 4.67. :) {\-t -4.2/. .:.awl. ~ .... i. ~ • lila 

Are.3 Two 18.6!. 24.07. 18.07. 23.4! 1S.6Z 20.Gl 
Area Three 2. L~! 4.5~ 2.1X ~ ""' "i uJ.i. 1.9;;: 4.1Z 
Are-• FoJJr .Oi. 0.87. .0~ 0 .Si! o.oz 0.7! 
Are.> five 0.4% 1.37. 0.37. 1.5% 0.27. 1.47. 
Are:~ Si:-: 2.47. 4.3I ., '1"/ 

.:. . .:..;. 4.67. 1 ..,., 
J. ,,{.i • :3. Of. 

Area Seven 1.2% 3.07. l.li. 2.97. 0.77. ·j ':•gl 
~I "-'/1 

Are.:~ Eight 0.07. o.o::: 0.07. O.Oi. 0.0~ 0.0~ 
Are.:~ Nine 0.4% 1.87. 0.07. 0.37. 0.07. '\ "')'!/ 1v.wt• 
Are.:~ Ten 0.07. 0.07. o. 07. o.o::: O.Oi. Q.O~ 

Area Eleven 0.07. O.Oi! 0.07. 0.0% o.o;~ 0.07. 
Area Twelve 0.07. 0.07. O.Oi. 0.07. 0.07. Q.Oi. 
Area Thirteen 11.6% 16.27. 11.4% 16.0% 10.0! 14.47. 
Area tOIJrteen 4 .li. 7.17. "i "., .j-11/i. G.7k 3.07. 5.87. 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy o.oz 0.5% o.o;~ 0.5% 0.07. 0.57. 
Anchor -:1'3e/Ch!J'jach Htn. Area 0.2% l.4i. 0.2i. 1.44 0 . ..,., . "" , .,., 

.lawn 

f:enai Penins,Jla 11.7% 16.37. 10.2:' 1'4.6% 8.67. 12~~6% 

Copper R ./Wr -•n9e ll /V.:~ldez 9.97. 13.1% 7.87. ll.61. 5.6! 9.07. 
Southeast 

1-
Alaska 0.37. 2.67. 0.8% 2.&% 0.8% 2.4% 

Elsewhere in Al:ask-• 4.17. 7 .li. " ,., 
,),Qio 6.47. 3.17. s.(n 

Outside Alaska .07. 1.07. .0% 1.07. .o: 0.3::: 

r 
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Table B.88. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Other Salmon Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -19B5 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or ollt. of A hst,a 1880 2040 1770 1930 
In Alaska 1860 2020 1750 1910 
StJsitna SttJdy Area 1400 1580 1330 1510 
Area One 60 120 60 120 
Art=!:; two 490 640 480 620 
Are-3 Three 60 120 60 120 
Are.3 Four 0 20 () 20 
Area Five 10 50 10 40 
Area Si:{ 60 130 60 120 
Area Seven 30 ao 30 80 
Are.3 Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 10 50 0 10 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Iwe1ve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 310 430 300 420 
Area Fourteen 110 190 100 180 
10 Miles North of Dena:li Hwy 0 10 0 IO 
Anchora~/Ch'J'jach Mtn. Area 10 40 10 40 
f~enai Peninsula 310 430 270 390 
Copper R .iWr.3n9ell/V:~ldez 240 350 210 310 
Southeast Alaska 20 70 20 70 
Elsewhere in Alaska 110 190 90 170 
Outside Alaska 0 30 0 30 
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1984 
LOW HIGH -1510 1680 

1500 1670 
1130 1310 

so 110 
410 550 
50 110 
0 20 -

10 40 
30 80 
20 60 -0 0 

i) lO 
0 0 
0 () 

0 0 
270 380 
"" ov 150 
0 10 
0 30 

230 340 _, 

150 24\i 
20 60 
80 160 -0 20 

-
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Table B.89. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of All Households Trout Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or o•Jt of Al.ask.a 
In Aiaska 
S1Jsi tn.~ Study Area 
Area One 
Are.:~ Two 
Area Three 
Are.:~ Fo•Jr 
Are.:~ Five 
Area Six 
Area Seven 
Area Eisht 
Area Mine 
Area Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are.:~ I we 1 ve 
Area Thirteen 
Are.a ForJrteen 
10 Mil.es North of Denali Hwy 
Arrchonge/Ch•Js.:~ch Mt.n. Ar e.a 
Kenai PeninsrJla 
Copper R./Wr.:~n'jell/V:~ldez 

So•Jt.heast. Alaska 
Elsewhere in Al-aska 
Outside Al.3ska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

56.5% 
54.8% 
34.57. 
1.8% 
7.9% 
3.9k 
0.3/. 
2.9X 
1.4k 
0.6% 
0.04 
0.87. 

.Oi. 
0.1% 

6.5% 
3.84 
0.5% 
3.14 

16.7% 
1.4i.: 

11.1% 
1.3% 

59.37. 

37.17. 
2.6% 
9.5i. 
5.1% 
o.n 
3.9% 
·1 . .,.,., 
We Wi1 

0.0% 
1.4% 
0.2% 
0.37. 
0.2i. 
7.97. 
5.04 
0.9% 
4.1! 

18.9% 
'} '}'f 
..:..u~w 

1 "" •• !!. 

12.97. 
2.17. 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

54.2A: 
52.9l 
33.27. 

1.7% 
7.77. 
3.6% 
0.37. 
2.97. 
1.3X 
O.b% 
0.07. 
0.7% 

.Oi. 
0.17. 

.Of. 
6.37. 
3.6% 
0.57. 
3.07. 

1&.2! 
1.47. 
1.0% 

10.87. 
0.9% 

57.0k 
55.7% 
35.87. 

"1 C""f 
.... .JJ. 

9.37. 

0.7t 
3.9% 
2.1% 
1 •"')"f 
..1 • ..::..;. 

0.0% 
1.37. 
0.2i! 
0.37. 
0.2% 
7.77. 
4.87. 
0.97. 
4.07. 

18.27. 
2.2k 
l.6Z 

12.67. 
1.57. 

1984 
LOW HDJH 

45. 77. 
45.27. 
28.47. 

i.5% 
,• P'IIZ 

u .I;. 
•'j '1-:f 
·.J I Wfl 

r- , a: 
l.) 1: !/~ 

•; ')'f 
.W.aWiil 

l.2k 
0.57. 
0.0% 
0.67. 

.0! 

.oz 
0.0% 
5.6% 
3.li. 
0.47. 
2.4% 

13.8% 
l.lk 
0.82: 
9.27. 
0.47. 

48 .5i! 
48.!J;~ 

3l.Oi. 
2.3X 
8.1~ 

4.2~ 

Q.5la 
3.1% 

(). 'Ji: 
.-. {\" 
t), vi~ 

1.07. 
0.2% 
O.Zk 

7.07. 
4.17. 

3.47. 

l .,., 
J. a! h 

l0.8i. 
o .a:' 



Table B.90. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Trout Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1Sl85 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahsk-3 69400 72750 66560 69940 
In Al.:~s~.a 67300 70670 64%0 68350 
S•jsi tn.3 St•ldy Area 42320 45570 40730 43%0 
Are-3 One 2200 3200 2090 3060 
Area Two 9720 11640 9490 11380 
Area !hree 4820 6230 4470 5840 
Are.3 foljr 370 950 370 850 
Are-3 five 3560 4790 3560 4790 
Are:~ Si:{ 1760 2660 1650 2530 
Are-3 Seven 780 1430 780 1430 
Are:~ Eight 0 0 0 0 
Are::l Nine 1000 1700 390 1570 
Area !en 20 230 20 230 
Area Eleven 90 400 90 400 
Area !welve 20 230 20 230 
Area !hirteen 7%0 9720 7730 9460 
Are-3 Fourteen 4700 6100 4470 5840 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 580 1140 580 1140 
Anchon·3e/Ch•Jgach Mtn. Are.::~ 3790 5050 3670 4920 
Kenai Peninsula 20550 23150 l':l830 22400 
Copper R./Wr.3ngell/V.::~ldez 1760 2660 1760 2660 
Southeast Alaska 1320 2120 1210 1980 
Elsewhere in Ahsl<.a 13630 15830 13270 15450 
Outside Alaska 1650 2530 1100 1840 
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1984 
LOW HIGH ~ 

56120 5'3510 
55510 58SIOO 
34910 38010 

~ 

1870 2800 
8190 9'170 
3900 5180 

180 550 -
2760 3860 
1430 225tJ 
580 1140 ~ 

0 0 
680 1280 

20 230 
20 230 
0 0 

6910 8560 
3790 5050 -470 1000 
2990 41:30 

lb%0 l':l3;1o 
1320 212Q 
1000 1700 

ll2t.O 13290 
470 1000 

-
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Table B. 91. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Trout Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1960 -1985 
LOW HIGH . "'l l.u .. HIGH 

In or QIJt of Al~sk.~ ss.n 59.3% sa.n 56.9% 
In Alask~ 53.2% 57.4! 51.3:!. 55.57. 
S1Jsi tna StlJdy Area 31. 97. 35.9% 30. 7i.: 34.?i. 
Are~ One 1.6:!. 2.8% 1.5% ~. .,., 

~. i .. 

Are.1 Two ~ q"i b.·""· 9.3% 6 q•r 
1 .e/a 9 .l;~ 

Are~ Three 2.9:t 4.5Z •"'\ ,..,., 
~. i '· 4.3: 

Are.~ FOIJ!" 0.27. 0 .-.• , • o ... 0.27. {' o-.' J. ·~; • 

Are :a five ·1 C::'llf 3.9i. 2.5! 3.9Z .w • ... u. 

lire~ Si;{ 1 . .,., 2 .47. l. 2% 2.2% .i. a Will 

Are~ Seven 0.5% 1.3:t 0.47. 1 '~" a.WJ. 

Are.~ Eight O.Oi. 0.0%: o.o;~ 0.07. 
Area Nine o.n 1.5% 0.67. l.4k 
Are.:i Ten 0"' • I. 0.27. .Oi. o. 2;~ 
Area Eleven .07. 0.4:t 0'1 . " 0.4% 
Area Twelve 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0 ·w .\.!.'a 

Area Thirteen 6.2% 8.4% 6.0% 8.2% 
Area FOIJrteen 3.37. 4.9X 3.li. 4.7i. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.3% 1.1:! 0.3% 1.1~ 

Anchor :~ge /Chu·J3C h Mtn. Area 3.2% 4.8% 3 .li. 4.71.: 
Kenai Peninsula 17.7% 21.1% 17.1% 20.5% 
Copper R./Wr.3n·3ell/Valdez 0.87. 1.8% 0.8% 1.8/. 
Southe-3st Alask~ l.Oi! 2.0% 0 •)'I • .;I. 1.97. 
Elsewhere in Alaska 10.77. 13.5% l0.4i. 13.2% 
Out·:;ide Alaska 1.3% 2.5% 0.87. 1.87. 

B-104 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

44.11: 4B.3i: 
43.57. 47.7~ 

26.0X 29.8~ 

1.3~ 
c:•; 

~ ....... l. 

5.7k ,., q~ 
l a ~Ill 

lj. •J;:.! ·:t r1WJ 
.Wa-...litl .J I i ftl 

i).l;~ 0.5% 
1.8i. 3.:r~ 

0. ''i. l. S1i.: 
O.::JZ l.lZ 
O.Oi. 0 .Oi: 
0.5;~ l.2Z 
0.0!. {i .'Y'f 

·~. ",. 
.oz 0 .J~' 

0 1\'! •• •• '\lit 

ov~ !j aV/11, 

5.4% 7 .4~~ 
"1 r:-r 
WI .Jjl 4al! 
0.3Z l. i ~~ 
~, c.•l 
.:. .... u. :3. 9;~ 

14.57. 17.7~ 

0.6Z l.4i: 
Oa7! 1.77. 
n 0.., 
•J .t.Ji. 11. 47. 
0.3/. o. 9i~ 



Table B. 92. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Trout Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOIJRAPHIC l.OCA!ION R!JER 1980 -1985 
!.OW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or •JIJt of Ahsk.::~ 58530 62980 55970 60450 
In Al.'3ska 56500 60980 54470 58%0 
SIJsitna StiJdy Area 33BBO 38140 32620 3&840 
1\re.a One 1680 3000 1580 2380 
Area Two 7380 9830 7280 9720 
Area Ihree 3080 4780 2890 4540 
Area foJJr 210 850 210 850 
Ar·ea five 2610 4190 26li) 4190 
Area Six 1310 2510 1220 2390 
Area Seven 530 1380 450 1250 
Area Ri3ht 0 {', C' 0 ."ii. 

Are.a Nine 700 1640 610 1510 
Area Ten 0 250 0 250 
Area Eleven 10 410 10 410 
Are.3 Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 6580 8920 638•;) 9700 
Are.~ Fourteen 3460 C'·jC'('j 

.J.:...Jv 3270 5010 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 3'71i 

I • ll20 :370 11:0 
Anchora'je/Ch1J9=3Ch iltn. Area 3370 5130 327.0 5010 
Kenai Peninsula 18830 22390 18210 21730 
Copper R ./Wr ange 1liV::~ldez 870 1890 870 1890 
SoJJtheast A1ash 1050 2140 %0 2020 
Ehewhere in Ah;k.> 11380 l432rJ 11080 13990 
01Jtside Alaska 1400 2630 870 1890 

B-105 

1984 
~ 

LOW HIGH 
46830 51320 
461Sl0 50&HO 
27610 :31650 -
1400 Z630 
Go·~v 8360 
2420 3S150 -70 560 
l Sf50 33GO 
960 2020 
370 1120 

(i C: 

530 1380 
iJ 0 
0 250 
0 0 

570!) 7'300 
~..,,::.,.. 

.:<IV\i 4310 
3?0 ll20 

26FJ 4:190 
15450 18760 -

610 1510 
780 1?60 

9370 12080 
290 '3SO 

~-

-
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Table B.93. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Trout Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or OIJt of Al.:~sk:~ 

In Alaska 
SIJsitn.:~ St'J•jy Are.3 
~re.3 One 
Are.3 Two 
Area Three 
Are.3 Four 
Area Five 
Area Sh: 
Area Seven 
Are.:t Bi9ht 
Area Nine 
Are.3 Ten 
Ar!n Eleven 
Are.3 twelve 
Are-3 Thirteen 
Area Fourteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor.39e/Ch'J'3.3ch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Copper R./Wran9ell/V::~1dez 

SoiJtheast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Alask.3 
O'Jtside Alas~.a 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

58.2i: 62.47. 
57.47. 61.8:1: 
42. 4i: 46 .87. 
1.17. 2.37. 
9. 4i~ 12. 2;, 
8.47. 11.07. 
0.3! 
, J:"'f 
.:t • .J ... 

1.57. 
0.6% 
0 .li. 
0.37. 

.oz 

.ox 

.ox 
5.17. 
5.07. 

.07. 
0.67. 
6.37. 
4.27. 
'" ?'/ \I lVIII 

9.67. 
0.47. 

0.97. 
5.3% 
2.77. 
1.67. 
0.5Z 

0.4% 
0.47. 
0.2: 

0.2% 
1.67. 
8.7! 
G.27. 
0.87. 

12.4% 
1.2% 
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SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

56.4i. 60.87. 
55.8% 
41.47. 
1.1Z 
9.17. 
a.n 
0.24 
3.47. 
1.57. 
0.67. 
0 .17. 
0.37. 

0'! . ,. 
.0% 
.Oi. 

5.07. 
5.0i. 

.0% 
0.67. 
6.1% 
4.07. 
0.27. 
9.3i. 
0.37. 

50.2% 
45 .s;~ 

'1 'J'f 
W•'"''-

11. 77. 
10.7% 

2. 77. 
1.6% 
0.5~ 

'J. 97. 
0 .4i~ 
0.4:t 
0.2! 
7.2% 
7.07. 

1.47. 
0 ,., 
v • .;;,J. 

6.0i. 
0.87. 

12.1% 
1.1% 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

49.47. 53.8!. 
49.2:1: 
36.87. 
l. 07. 
S.li: 

0.2k 
:].1~ 

, '1~ 
.l.aWh 

o.n 
0.37. 

.Oi. 
4.67. 
4.3~ 

.o:::: 
0.47. 
c 1"111f 
..Ja..:iJ. 

3.4~ 

0.1% 
8.3% 
0.17. 

53.6;! 
41.07. 

10.77. 
'3.67. 
0.8~ 

1.47. 

IJ. '3% 

0.47. 
0.2% 
6.6;! 

0.27. 
1.2% 
7.4% 
C' f"\S! 
.J I Q;;. 

0.57. 
10.9/. 
0.57. 



Table B.94. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Trout Fishing by Area 

SMALL IDW~ HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1'385 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A 1:~sk~ 8070 8670 '1830 8430 
In Alaska 7970 8570 7750 8350 
Sus i tn.1 Study Are.:~ 589G' 6490 5750 6350 
Area One !GO 310 160 310 
Ar-e:~ Two 1310 1G90 1260 1630 
Are.:~ Three 1170 1530 1130 1480 
Are:~ fo•Jr 40 130 30 110 
Area Five 490 740 470 720 
Ar~-3 Si;' 200 380 ·zoo 380 
Area Seven 90 220 90 220 
Are.:~ Ei '3ht 10 70 10 70 
Area Nine 40 130 40 130 
Are.3 !en 0 50 0 50 
Area Eleven 0 50 0 50 
Are.:~ Twelve 0 30 0 30 
Area thirteen 710 1010 700 990 
Area Fourteen 690 980 &90 980 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 30 0 30 
Anchor a9e/ChJJg.3ch Mtn. Are.:~ 90 220 80 200 
Kenai Penins•Jla SBO 1200 840 1160 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 590 860 560 830 
Southe-1st Alaska 30 no 30 110 
Elsewhere ir. A1.3sr. .. 1 1340 1720 1300 1670 
01Jtside Alask.3 60 170 50 1C;;o 

,..J!J 
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1984 
LOW HIGH -

&860 7470 
6830 7441~ 

5100 5700 -
150 300 

1130 H80 
1000 1330 

30 110 
420 6&0 
170 :330 
80 200 

~ 

10 '1{• 
iV 

40 130 
(' 3[' 
0 50 
0 30 

640 920 
600 870 

i) 30 
60 l"t'\ i" 

730 1020 
...., 

470 720 
10 70 

1150 1510 """ 
10 70 

-
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Table B.95. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Trout Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or QIJt of Al.:~sk~ 72.97. 78.5X 68.07:: 74.0/. 
In Al.ask-3 '?'1 t::"l 

' .. .... JI. 78.1% 67.7% 73.77. 
Susi tn-3 Study Are.:t S9.GZ &6.04 55. 4i. 61.87. 
Area l)ne ~ .,.., 

.JoO/o 6.4% 2.7% 5.37. 
A1re.:~ lW'J 1 '1 ,., 

iaoJh 22.57. 17.2k 22.47. 
Area Ihree 6.37. 9.97. 6.17. 9.7% 
A1rea Four 0.0% o.n: 0,.07. 0.7! 
Area Five 4.U '7 1'1' 4 (l'! 7.07. ' ... ,. I Vii 

Air e.3 S i;.: 1.44 3. 47. 1.47. 3.47. 
Area Seven ;J.8% 2.4% 0.3% 2.4~ 
A1re.:. ti'jht 0.07. O.Oi:. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Nine 1.6Z 3.6% o.u: LIZ 
A1rea Ten 0.04 0.04 0.07. O.Oi. 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 
A1rea Twelve 0.0% 0.3% 0.07. 0.37. 
Area Thirteen 7.3% 11.1% 6.9i! 1o.n 
Are.:. fo•Jrteen 6.3% 9 .'37. " q-r .J. Jirt. 9.3~ 

10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.5% 1.91 0 c:'f own 1.9% 
A1nchor -3ge/ChlJ9-:1Ch Mtn. Area 0.37;; 1 '7"1 

j,. i ,. 0.37. 1.77. 
f{en.3i Peninsul-3 5.6% '3.0% 4.37. " !:"f I • ..J_,. 

Capper R. /Wr .:~n'je 1l/Va1 dez 3.0% r o•1 
,J. •.Ji. 2.97. t: C•J 

. .J .... .u. 
Southeast Alaska 0.6% 2.0% 0 r"f .oi. 2.0i: 
E:lsewhere in Alaska 10.07. 14.47. 8.9i. 13.li.: 
01Jtside Ahs~.a .0% 1.07. .07. 0.87. 
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1934 
LOW HIGH 

58.07. 64.4:·~ 

53.0%- 64.47. 
49.47. %.07. 

'1 'T"f u.. i;. 5.3i~ 

15.5% 20 .5i~ 
5.4! 8 o•t 

I'I,.IJ:II 

0.0~ 0.57. 
:3.7! .- r:•; 

ba...JI• 

l.li. '1 {\'! 
,WI~~~ 

0.31. 1. 7~! 
0.07. r. r~·~ ., ..... ,. 

(\'f ., .. 1.0;~ 

O.Oi. 0.04 
0.0% 0.37. 
o.oz 0.3i. 
6.37. •j. 9k 
4.97. 8.U 
0 """ .... u. 1/:li. 
l'i 'J"/ IJ.-.Jh l~~SZ 
') r'f w • .J,._ 6/J:t 
1.4Z 3.47. 
0.6% 2.0i~ 

6.7~ 10.37. 
0.0% 0 r::•l ,,Jt. 



Table B.96. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Trout Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alask:~ 1940 2090 1810 1970 
In Alask.-3 1930 2080 1800 1960 
Su·~ itn-3 StJJdy Are.• 1590 1760 1470 1650 
Area One '30 170 70 140 
Are.3 Two 4&0 600 460 600 
Area Three 170 2GO lGO 2&0 
Are-'i fo1Jr 0 20 0 20 
Area Five 110 19() llO 190 
Are.• Six 40 90 4{i '30 
Are.3 Seven 20 60 20 60 
An• Eisht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 40 100 0 30 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Area Twelve 0 10 0 10 
Area Thirteen 190 300 180 280 
Are.3 Fo1Jrteen 170 260 lGO 250 
10 Miles North of Den.31i Hwy 10 50 10 50 
Anchor-•ge/ChiJ'J-3Ch l'ltn. Area 10 40 10 40 
fien.3i Peninsula 150 240 120 200 
Copper R.i\.lrangell/V.oldez so 150 80 150 
Southeast Al.:~ska 10 50 10 50 
Elsewhere in Alaska 270 380 240 350 
O:Jtside Ala·:;k.~ 0 30 0 20 
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~. 

1984 
LOW HIGH -1540 1710 

1540 1710 
1310 1490 

'im\9 

70 140 
410 550 
HO 230 

0 lO 
100 : ~:o 

·Jfi 80 -.Joi 

10 40 -0 0 
0 30 
0 0 

~~ 

0 10 
0 10 

170 ·:uo 
130 220 -' 10 50 

10 40 
90 l'f!1 ' . -40 90 
10 5•j 

130 27C1 

0 10 -
~' 
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Table B.97. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCA I ION 

In or out of l~h;k.3 
In Al.3ska 
S1Js i tn.3 S tiJdy Area 
Area One 
Area two 
Area Three 
Area Four 
Area Five 
Area Si;< 
Area Seven 
Area Eight 
Are:a Nine 
Area ten 
Area Eleven 
Are.3 Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are:~ tOIJrteen 
10 Miles North of Den.-~li Hwy 
Anchorage/Ch,Jg:ach Mtr.. Area 
t(enai Peninsula 
Copper R ./Wr.3nge 11/Valdez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere ir. Ahs~,.3 

Outside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

39.4k 
39.2% 

l 
.,., 

.ot. 
5.0% 
1.7% 
0.14 
2.5X 
1.4~ 

0.8% 
.0~ 

1.07. 
.ox 
.oz 

0.27. 
3.6% 

42.2! 
42.07. 
25.17. 
2.6l: 
6.27. 
2.5l 
0.5% 
3.5: 
') ')'! 
.:.. 1 i.l/1 

1.4% 
0.2! 
1.6% 
0.2: 
0.27. 
0.6I 
4.6Z 

0.9~ l~~Si. 

0.8% 1.4% 
0.77. 1.3% 
7.17. 3.57. 
1.47. 2aJ: 
0.3% 0.77. 

13.54 15.57. 
0.17. 0.57. 

B-llO 

ALL HOUSEHOLI!S 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 
37.1~ 

36.9~ 

21. 4/. 

4.87. 
I.&/. 
0.1% 
2.4~ 

1.3:t 
0.8! 

.Oi. 
0.9% 

.Oi. 

.oz 
O.li.. 
3.37. 
0.9/. 
0.7: 
0.67. 
6.87. 
1.2% 

12.77:: 
O.lZ 

39.57. 
23 .Si~ 
" .,.., 
.4a..J/. 

6.0i. 
2.4% 
0~~5~ 

3.4:::: 
2.1~ 

1.4% 
0.2/. 
1.5% 
0.27. 
0.2% 
0.57. 
A 'l"f 
"t-11W .. 

1~~5l 

l.3i. 
l •1"' 

'"" 
S.2% 
l.Si. 
0.7% 

H.n 
0.3Z 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

'1Cj "!-I 
W ol I ,rIa 

29.7% 
17 .4/. 
l.4:Z ,. ...,., 
J. • I 1. 

l.3i! 

1. 97. 
1.07. 
0.67. 

0.7! 
0.0~ 

o.o: 
tJ .17. 

0.7i: 
0.6% 
0.5i. 
5.GZ 
1.07. 
0.37. 

10.37. 
.oz 

,., "'J .. l 
.J., •... u. 

32.37. 
19.6/. 

'1 ·1'! 
~~ Uia 

4.97. 
l. 9;~ 
0.57. 
"' ..,._, 
~. / '· 
1 ~ ., 
• ,b/ • 

1.07. 
0.2J. 

0.0! 
O.Oi. 
f\ 'Jtlf 
;~· •-.JI• 

1.37. 
l 'i"! 

I w.:J 

12.17. 
0.2! 



Table B.98. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
All Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or QIJt of Ahsk.1 48410 51750 . 4~;480 48790 
In Alaska 48170 51510 45240 48540 
Susi tn:~ StiJdy Are:~ 27890 30790 26320 29160 
Area One 2200 3200 2090 3060 
Are.~ Two &090 7660 5860 7400 
Area !hree 2090 3060 1980 2930 
Are.~ four 180 550 180 550 
Area five 3100 42&0 2990 4130 
Are.> Sb: 1760 2660 1650 2530 
Area Seven 1000 1700 1000 1700 
Are.3 ti'jht 20 230 20 230 
Area Nine 1210 1980 1100 1840 
Area !en 20 230 •")(1 

.:.v 230 
Area Eleven 20 230 20 230 
Area !welve 280 710 180 550 
Area Thirteen 43&0 5710 4020 5310 
Are.3 E'ourteen 1100 1840 noo 1840 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 1000 1700 890 1570 
Anchor.3·3e/Chu'jach Mtn. Area 890 1570 780 1430 
Kenai Peninsula SGGO 10490 8310 10100 
Copper R .iWr .3n·3e 11 /V.3ldez 17&0 2660 1430 2250 
Southeast Alaska 370 850 370 850 
Elsewhere irt Ahska 16600 19000 15650 17990 
Outside Alaska 180 550 90 400 
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"""' 

1984 
LOW Hif.JH -:3G480 :3%20 

36480 3S162C1 

21:390 24030 
1?60 2660 
4590 597\J 
154() 2390 

180 550 -
23i0 :J330 
1210 1980 
680 1230 

"'if": 230 W.l.• 

890 15/0 
0 0 
0 0 

% 4()0 
3560 4790 
890 15'.70 ~ 

730 1430 
580 1140 

6910 3560 ~ 

1210 1980 
370 350 

l21j80 14820 
"""\ 

20 230 

/lffl!!f' 

~! 

-
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Table B.99. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -19S5 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or· •JUt of Ahska 37.6% 4l.SZ ")£:' ·J'l 
...r.J 1W/1 

")(, f:•,t 
v.;,...Jn. 

In Al.:ls~.a 37.3% 41.5i:: ·)<= .,.,. 
...r.J • .w;. 39.27. 

StJsi tna St!Jdy Are.~ 20.67. 24.2! 1'3,&:! 23.0k 
Area One 1.67. 2.87. 1.57. " .,., 

...;. i '· Area Two 4.34 &.17. 4 1 'f 1:' 1'\lf . ·~ .J. ;;, • 

Area !hree 1.27. 2.4% 1.27. ., ·"1 ... ! .:. .... ,. 
Are.'i four 0.17. 0.57. o.n 0.5i. 
Area five '1 llf 

~ .... ;. , C::'l 
'l.lt\Ji• 2.07. •'J .il•j 

...; • "1;. 

Are:~ Si:: 1.1% 2.17. 1.07. 2.0i: 
Area Seven 0.7% 1.57. 0.67. 1.4:4 
Area Eight .0% 0.2~ .Oi. 0.2! 
Area Nine 0 0'/ oUho 1.87. 0.7% 1. 7% 
Are:a Ten .04 0.24 ~w 

I 'VI. " 'l" v .... ,~ 
Area Eleven 0'' 0 ')'! .07. 0 'J"f • lo ... ,. owho 

Area Twelve 0.1/. 0.7% 0.1/. 011~~k 
Area Thirteen ? '1'f 4.8% 2.9% 4.5{! W1W/1 

Area fo!Jrteen 0.7% 1 "''! a.Jn 0.77. 1.57. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.7% 1~7% 0.7% 1.5Z 
Anchor.l•3e/Ch1Jgach Mtn. Area 0.7% 1.5% 0 "'.'! a·.Jn. 1.37. 
Kenai PeninslJ:la 7.4::! 9.87. 7.0% 9.47. 
Copper R./Wr.lnge 11/Valdez 1.07. 2.0% 0 '1•! 

I I I. 
1 .,., 

:all. 

SotJtheast Alaska 0.3% 0.9! 0.3% 0.9% 
Elsewhere in Al:ask;~ 13.1% 16.1! 12.3i.: 15.3% 
OtJtside Alaska 0.1% 0.5% .07. 0.4:t 

B-112 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

27.9~ 31. 7i. 
:7 ,sf: 'jj .,., 

W.i. 1 i Ji. 

15 .6i~ 10 •J'f 
UtVI• 

1.27. '1 ·I'! 
.w.~,. 

3 .li~ 4. 7/. 
0 .. 9! I. 9i~ 
O.li. 0 .5i~ 
1.57. 2. 7i~ 
o.n l. 5;·~ 
0.3% 1.n 

.·.c.. 
0.2i! .v~~ 

0.67. 1.47. 
0.07. 0.0~ 

0.0/. 0.0~~ 

.07. 0.4! 
"} £_-~ 

~ ~ ..Ji. 4.17. 
0.57: i ·")'f 

.I. •'IJ!& 

o.s;~ 1. 37. 
0.3l 1.17. 
5.87. n .f"t'Y IJ :II \i:l 

0.67. 1.41. 
0:~2% 0.37. 
9.9/. 1'1 "" "'.,_u; 

r1~ ....... .t. 0.2Z 



Table B.lOO. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEH0f.D:3 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1990 -1985 
I.. OW HIGH I.. OW HIGH 

In or out of A1-3sk.:i 39960 44370 37550 41900 
In Alaska 39650 44050 37340 416'j0 
S1Jsi tn.3 Study· Are::~ 21920 25670 20780 24470 
Area One 1680 3000 1590 2B80 
Area Two 4520 6520 4330 6290 
Area Three 1310 2510 1220 2390 
Are.3 tOIJl' 70 %0 70 560 
Area five 2230 3720 2140 3600 
Area Si:< 1130 2260 1050 2140 
Area Seven 700 1640 610 1510 
Are.3 Ei9ht 0 250 0 250 
Area Nine 870 1890 780 1760 
Area Ten 0 250 0 250 
Area £!even 0 250 1\ 250 'J 

Area Twelve 140 710 70 560 
Area Thirteen 3370 5130 3080 4780 
Are.:i FoiJrteen 700 1640 '700 1640 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 780 1760 700 1640 
Anchor .:~ge/Ch'J9-3Ch Mtn. Are.!i 700 1640 530 1380 
Kenai Peninsula 7870 10400 7470 9940 
Copper R. iWr -:inge 11/Val dez 1050 2140 7SO 1760 
So!Jtheast Alaska 290 980 290 980 
Elsewhere in Alask-3 13920 17100 13100 16210 
OIJtside Alaska 70 560 10 410 
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1984 
f. OW HIGH 

29590 33710 
295~0 33710 
16570 19970 -1'~""'1> 

" ..... v 2390 
•:t1')'1'(i .,,u.,: :..- 5()l0 
960 2020 

70 560 ~: 

1580 2880 
700 1640 
3?0 1120 

0 250 
610 1510 

0 0 
~· 

0 0 
10 410 

2700 4310 
530 1:380 
530 1380 
370 ll20 

6190 8470 
610 1510 
210 850 

1048() p'j·1r. 
,,hJt:.V 

0 250 
~ 

-
-



Table B.lOl. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

i"""' SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLr!S 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH - In out of A1as~ .. 3 43.01:. 47.4~ 40.3! 44. 7i~ :H.3i. 'JO C:'i or ....,IJ .w.:. 

In Alaska 43.07. 47.47. 40.3! H.n 34.47. 38.6;~ 

Susitn.3 Study Area 28.2% 32.2% 26 I 4i~ 30.4/. 22.7ia 26.5;:: 
Area One 1.2% 2.4% 1.17. -'""! •iWf 

4a.Ji .. 1.07. 2.0i. 
Are.3 two 5.54 7.7'1. 5.27. 7.47. 4. 9i: 6.9:t 
i-lrE!-3 Three 3.1% 4.7! '1 '7'! 

~•I ;a 4.37. 2.27. 3 .6t: 
Area PotJr· 0.3! 0.97. • "'V 0.87. 0.2Z O.Si. ..... v.,;.t • 

Area five 3. 7% r C:'i 
J • ... u. 3.37. C" 1" 2.8Z 4.4X J • .... ,. 

Are:~ Si:·; 'l 'l'! 3.b'f. 2.0% 3. 47. lc6J. .-, n=; 
WI WJa a:;.Oi. 

Area Seven 1.0% 2.0% 1.07. z.o;' 0.8% l.Si: 
Area Ei~ht 0.17. 0.57. 0.17. 0 .5~~ 0.17. 0.5Z 
Area Nine 1.07. 2.0% 0.97. l. 9% 0.77. l. 7~ 
Area Ten .07. 0.27. .0'1. 0,.2% .07. 0.2% 
Area Eleven o.oz 0.07. 0.07. O.Oi. 0.0% 0.07. 
Area twelve .07. 0.4% .07. 0.47. .Oi. 0.2% 
Area Ihirtee!n 3.17. 4.7% 3.07. 4.6i. 2.6Z 4.2i. 
Are.3 fourte~~n 1.2% 2.4% l.lX 2.37. 0.9% l. ':);~ 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 0.2% 0.8% 0.17. 0.7: 0.1% 0.5% 
Anchor a9e/Ch'J9.3ch Htn. Area 0.2% 0.8% 0.27. 0.8% 0.2! o.sz 
Kenai Penins•Jla 2.4! 4.0% '1: -'JY ...... u. 3.97. l. 9;~ ,., . .,., 

J: • .Jtl 

Copper R./Wran9ell/Valdez 'l "'1 
W1/ /1 4.3% --~ r'll 

~I ,JJ.. 4.1% ·~.Oi. :3. 4i. 
SotJtheast Alaska .0% 0.4% .0% 0.2% .Oi. 0.2! 
Elsewhere in Al:3ska p 1" u •• la 15.1% 11.4% 14.47. 9.37. 12.1% 
Outside Ala!;ka .0% 0.2% .07. 0.27. .oz 0 ')'1 

I ... fl 

.... 
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Table B.l02. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Grayling Fish~ng by Area 

SMALL IOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAIION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of A hsk~ 5970 &580 5600 6200 
In Alaska 5970 6530 5600 b200 
S•Jsi tn.:~ Study Area 3910 4470 3670 4220 
Are~ One 170 330 160 310 
Area Two 7&0 1070 730 1020 
Are.3 Ihree 420 660 370 600 
Are.:~ FoiJr 40 130 30 110 
Area five 510 iiO 460 710 
Ar·e:3 Six 300 500 280 470 
Are~ Seven 130 280 130 280 
Are~ Eight 10 70 10 70 
Area Nine 130 230 120 270 
Are.:~ Ten 0 30 0 30 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 0 50 0 50 
Area Thirteen 420 b60 410 fAO 
Are::~ Fo•Jrteen 170 330 160 310 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 30 llO 20 90 
Anchorage/ChiJ·J~ch Mtn. Are-3 30 110 30 110 
Kenai Peninsula 340 550 320 540 
Copper R./Wnngell/V:~ldez 370 600 350 570 
So•Jthe.:~st Alaska 0 50 II 30 ,, 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1680 2100 1590 1990 
Outside Alaska 0 30 0 30 
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1984 
LOW HHJH 

4760 5340 
4770 5360 
3150 3680 ~ 

130 280 
680 %0 
300 500 

30 llO 
3':10 610 
220 390 
llO 250 -
10 '7fl 

.:'1! 

100 230 
0 30 -
0 0 
0 30 

36i) 580 ~I 

120 270 
10 70 
30 111) 

260 460 
.... 

280 470 
0 30 

1300 167() ~ 

0 30 

~ 

-
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Table B.l03. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAtiON 

In or O!Jt of A hsk.3 
In Alas~.a 

SsJsi tn.3 StiJdy Are~ 
Area One 
Are.3 Iwo 
Area Three 
Are.'3 Po1Jr 
Area five 
Area Six 
rlrea Seven 
Area Eight 
Are.3 rhne 
Are.:~ Ten 
Are.3 Eleven 
Are.3 Iwel ve 
Area Thirteen 
Area FoiJrteen 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor:age/Ch•J9.3Ch Mtn. Area 
f(enai Peninsula 
Copper R./Wrange1l/Va1dez 
So•Jthe~st Ahska 
Elsewhere in Alast:..3 
OtJtside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

58.9% &5 .37. 
58. 97. 65 .37. 
44.7% 51.37. 
4.4% 7 .67. 

12.3%. 16.97. 
3.8% 6.8% 

.07. l.OX 
-i ,., C' ;;., 
i: .. Ji. ~J • .JJ. 

2.1% 4.Si: 
0.6% 2.2% 
0.0% 0.37. 
1.0% 2. 87. 
O.Oi!. 0.3i: 
0.0! 0.3% 
0.1! 1.1% 
5.4% 8.37. 
2.0% 4.27. 
0.7% 2.3% 
0.3/~ 1.57. 
1.4% 3.4% 
3.&7. 6.4% 
0.0% 0.57. 

14.1% 18.9% 
0.07. o.ox 
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RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

198() -1985 
LOW HIGH 

54. 67. 61. 2%. 
54.87. 61.47. 
40.8i. 
3.57. 

ll.6i. 
3.3% 

.0% 
'l ,., 
~. i il 

2.07. 
0.6% 
0.0% 
0.37. 
0.07. 
0.07. 
0.17. 
5.1% 
l.9i: 
0.77. 
0.37. 
1.3:4 
3. 47. 
OaO% 

12.4% 
0.0% 

47~~47. 

6.37. 

6.1Z 
1.07. 
r: ""' ,J • .Ji. 

4.47. 

0.3% 

0 '''! ... ,. 
0.37. 
1.17. 
3.57. 
4.1Z 
2.3% 
1.57. 
3.3% 
6.27. 
0.57. 

17.0% 
0.07. 

1984 
LOW HlGH 

44.9~ 51.5]: 
45. 27. 51. 3~~ 
36. 2i~ 
3.5Z 

10.4i: 
3 .17. 
0.0~ 
1"'\ •'iiY .:;. • .::J. 
.., O"'U 

L. ti!. 

0.3~ 

Cta07. 
0.27. 
0.07. 
0.0~ 

.07. 
4.57. 
l.&Z 
0.6% 
0.3! 
0.9I 
., ·1'1 
... "il.-

o.o~ 

s. e~ 
0.0% 

0.7~ 

3.6% 
l C:~l 
.li.. •.J/a 

0.3X 
1.47. 
0.0% 
0.37. 
l.Ot 
7.7% 
3.87. 
., 'i'f 
¥•¥1• 

1.57. 
·j r'l~' 
w • I J• 

4.8% 
0.37. 

12.17. 
iJ.()% 



Table B.l04. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Rural Households Grayling Fishing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOl:IRAPH lC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahsk-2 1570 1740 1450 16:30 
In Alask.1 1570 1740 14&0 1630 
Susi tn.1 Study Are-"i 1190 1360 1090 1260 
Are.1 One 120 200 90 170 
Are.; Two 330 450 310 b,•)(\ 

•oj\f 

Are.1 Three 100 lBO 90 l60 
Area four 0 30 0 ao 
Area Five 70 140 70 140 
Area Si:-: 60 120 50 120 
Area Seven 20 60 20 60 
Area Eight 0 10 0 10 
Area Nine 30 70 10 40 
Are.3 I en 0 10 ,, 10 ',J 

Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Area Twelve 0 30 0 30 
Area Thirteen 140 230 140 22Q 
Area t'ourteen 50 llO 50 lll) 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 20 60 20 61,) 

Anchor age/Chug.1ch i'ltn. Area 10 40 10 40 
Kenai Peninsul-:1 40 90 30 90 
Copper R./Wnngell/Valdez 90 170 90 1?0 
So1Jtheast Alas~.a 0 10 0 10 
Ehewhere in A1ash 370 500 330 45\} 
Outside Alas~ . .a 0 0 0 0 
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1984 

LOW HIGH 
1190 1370 
1200 1380 -

960 1130 
13fJ 170 

··');::{·, :3SHJ -.:.. .... •\.:' 

80 160 
0 20 

60 130 """' 4(1 l()~j 

l·} 40 
0 11) 

10 40 
0 0 
0 10 
0 :30 

120 200 
40 100 
21,) 60 -l(i 40 
20 70 
60 130 
0 1!) ~ 

220 320 
iJ 0 

~ 
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Table B.lOS. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAf'H lC LOCAIIotl 

In or OIJt of Ahsk-3 
In Al-ls~.a 

S1Jsi tn-3 Study Area 
Are-3 One 
Area twc 
Are-3 three 
Area four· 
Are::i five 
Area Si:-: 
Area Seven 
Are-3 Eight 
Area Nine 
Area ten 
Area Elever. 
Area !welve 
Are-3 Thirteen 
Area FoiJrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchonge/Chug.lch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Penins•Jil.:~ 

Copper R./Wr.:lngell/V.llo:lez 
Southeast Ahska 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
01Jt·;ide Alas~.a 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

l2.5i. 
12.5% 

5.'77. 
0.3% 
o.n 
0.3i: 

.oz 
1.47. 
0.17. 
0.1% 
0.0! 
O.l:t 
0 .•• , .v .. 
0.07. 
0.07. 
0.67. 
0.37. 

.07. 
0.17. 
2.37. 
0.47. 
0.1% 
3.67. 
0.1% 

14.37. 
14.3% 
7.17. 
o.n 
1.37. 
0.7i. 
0.2% 
• ., J~ •; 

~ ...... ,... 

0.37. 
O.Oi. 
0.3% 
O.Oi. 
o.oz 
O.O'Z 
l.O% 
o.n 
0.2% 
0.5k 
3.1% 
0.87. 
0.51 
4.6i.: 
0.5i. 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

11.57. 
11.5i~ 

0.2:t 
0.6% 
0.37. 

1.37. 
o.n: 
o.n 
0.07. 
0.1% 
0.0~ 

0.07. 
0.07. 
0.6% 
0.37. 
.0~ 

o.n: 
2.1;! 

0.17. 
... , ~.., 

.,) • ,JJ. 

0.17. 

13,.3! 
13.3~ 

6.67. 
0.67. 

0.7~ 

0.27. 
l. ~J% 
0.57. 
0.37. 
. ow !.l. ;. 

0.0% 
Q.Oi. 
1.07. 
o.n 

2. 9~1. 
0.81. 
0.5Z 
4.5! 
()\ . ., ... 
"·"' 

1984 
LOW HIGH 
s.·~k 

•j. 07. 
4. Ol 
0.2k 
r c~ .) • .,!i. 

0 .li. 
.Oi. 

0. '3! 

O.l! 
o.oz 

0.07. 
0.0% 
O.Ot 
0.4% 

.0% 
O.li. 
1.7% 
o11:3Z 
0.17. 
'"') '1-t 
W• I I• 

;-, 1 ~' v • .&.f• 

10.57. 
l 0. t,;~ 
5.2Z 
o.t.z 

() 
.,._, 

• i.J!~ 

.1.. 57. 
0.5X 

O.Ol 
0.07. 

0.8~ 

0.27. 

0.7% 
A "j•J 
IJ ..... ui. 

3.7% 
0.37. 



Table B.l06. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHO LI!:3 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or 01Jt of Ahsk.:J 152'30 17510 14100 16340 
In Alas~.-3 15290 17510 14100 16340 
S1Jsi tn~ Study Area 7020 8690 6440 8040 
Area One 370 850 280 710 
Are.;~ !wo 890 1570 780 1430 
Area Ihree 370 gc;;, 

~· 370 850 
Are-3 FOIJf 20 230 20 230 
Area Five 1760 2660 1540 2390 
Are.:J Sb: 180 550 180 550 
Area Seven 90 400 90 400 
Are.j Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 90 400 '30 400 
Area I en 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Ar e.:J I we 1 ve 0 0 1\ 0 ... 
Area Thirteen 680 1280 680 1280 
Are.:J Fourteen 370 850 370 850 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 20 230 20 230 
Anchor .3ge/Chugach Mtn. Are:~ 180 550 180 550 
l' . "en<n Penins,Jl.:J 2760 3860 2540 3600 
Copper RJWrangell/Valdez 470 1000 470 1000 
So!Jtheast Alas~.a 180 550 180 550 
Elsewhere in Al.1sh 4360 5710 4240 5580 
O•Jtside Alaska 180 550 90 400 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

10900 12910 
ll 020 13040 
4930 6360 -280 710 
580 1140 
180 550 

20 230 
1100 184() 

180 550 
.i..J{\-
.iV 400 
0 0 

20 23() 
0 0 

~ 

0 0 
() C< 

4'/0 1000 
280 710 -

20 230 
90 400 

2090 :Jl)60 
:370 850 

90 400 
')':l'='fl 
WV-..J, 4530 

90 400 

~~~-
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Table B.107. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOGAIION 

In or OtJt of ~~1~s~.a 

In Alaska 
Sus i tn.1 Study Are.~ 

Area One 
Are::~ Two 
Area Three 
Are.~ FotJr 
Area Five 
Area Sb; 
Area Seven 
Are.2 Eight 
Area Mine 
Area Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Area Fa1Jrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor.29eiCh•J~3ach Mtn. Area 
Ken.:Ji Peninsula 
Copper R./Wnngell/V.":Jldez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in tHask.:~ 

Outside Alask<i 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 
ll.4i~ 14.2% 
11.3?. l4.H 

4.&% 6.6i. 
0.27. 0.8% 
O.Si. 1.37. 
0. 27. 0. 87. 
0.0% 0 .07. 
0.97. 1.97. 

.0% 0. 4i. 
.07. 0.47. 

0.07. 0.07. 
.oz 0.4% 

0.0% 0.0% 
0.0% 0.0% 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.37. 1.1% 
0.27. 0.87. 

.07. 0.27. 
O.li. 0.5! 
2.3% 3.7% 
o.u o.n 
0.1% 0.7% 
3.37. 4. 97.. 
!),17. 0.57. 
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URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1SI85 
!..OW HIGH 

10.4% 13.2Z 
10.47. 13.2% 
4. 21. b. 07. 
0.1% 0 .. 77. 
0 .47. l.2k 
0.1% 0.7% 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.7% 1.5Z 

.Oi. 0.47. 

.o:' 0.4% 
0.07. 0.0~ 

.07. 0. 4% 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.0% 0.07. 
0.07. 0.07. 
0.3% 1.17. 
0.27. 0.87. 

.0% 0.2% 
0.17. 0.57. 
2.0% :3.4% 
0.1% 0.7% 
0.1% 0.7% 
3.17. 4.7! 
0.17. 0.5! 

1984 
LOW HIGH 
8. Oi~ 
8.07. 
~!~~2i. 

t-. .-1"'! 
V s.J/s 

0.17. 
o.oz 
o.u 
.0~ 

.o:t 
0.07. 

.07. 
O.Oi. 
0.07. 
0.0% 
0.3~ 

O.li. 

1.7:~ 

O.lZ 
.0% 

2.57. 
U 
.... ,._;' . " 

10. 47. 
10. 4/! 
4.8:~ 

0.7! 

0.57. 
o.o;~ 
·, ~: ... , 
"'. ,W;il 

0.4/. 
lJ. 2i~ 
O.Oi. 
0.2~ 

0.0~ 

0.07. 
O.Oi. 
0. g;~ 
0.57. 

i'' t:''l V,..J,. 

0.47. 

0.4;;: 



Table B.l08. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLitS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATIOn EVER l9BO -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Al::~ska 12090 15100 11080 13990 
In Al.3ska 11990 14990 11080 13990 
SIJ·:;i tna Study Are.;. 4910 &980 4430 6410 
Area One :no 850 140 710 
Are::~ Iwo 530 1380 450 l"JC'(' w..Jv 

Area Three 210 850 140 710 
Ann Fo•Jr 0 0 0 0 
Are::~ Five %0 2020 700 1640 
' c 0 

Hre.~ .. 1x 10 410 10 410 
Area Seven 10 410 10 410 
Are.2 £i 9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 10 410 10 410 
Are.3 Ien 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 () 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 370 1120 370 li20 
Are.3 Fourteen 210 850 210 850 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 250 0 250 
Anchoraqe/ChlJ'3::!Ch Mtn. Are:~ 70 560 70 560 
Kenai Peninsula 2420 3950 2140 3600 
Copper R ./Wr .Jnse ll /V.-:.ldez 140 710 HO 710 
Southe.~st Alas~.a 140 710 140 710 
Elsewhere in Alaska 3460 5250 3270 5010 
Outs ide Al.3sk.a 70 560 'i'O 560 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

8470 11070 
8470 11070 
3370 51:30 
140 710 
370 li20 
70 560 -0 (j 

450 1250 
10 410 
0 250 -
0 0 
0 250 
0 0 ~ 

0 0 
0 () 

2'30 980 """'' 70 5GO 
0 250 

10 410 
1?70 312(j 

70 560 
10 41f! 

~" 

2610 4190 
10 410 



Table B.l09. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

,.... .. 
SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

"""" 
GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 

LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 
In or OJJt of Alaska l4.3i. 17.5% 13.7i. 16.9i. lO.Si: 13.6% 
In Alaska 14.3% 17.5% 13.77. 1&.97. 1r.. n-r 

.LV I Oi. 13.6~ - S•Jsi tn.:~ Study Area a.n 11.37. 8.4i. ll.'JZ G.47. 8.87. 
Area One 0.1% 0.5~ 0'' . " 0.47. 0'! o N 0.47. 
Area Two 0.87. 1 ''"' .u;. 0 0'1 • v.~. 1.8% 0.67. l.&i; 
Area Three 0.3% 0.9% 0.37. 0.9i! 0.1% t)ll 7i: 
Area Pour .Oi. 0 ·1~ l'i" 0.27. ()'f 0.2l .... J. .~,u . . ,., ,. 
Area five 3.17. 4.9% 3.17. 4.7% 2.07. 3 .. 4~ 

~ 
Area Si;< 0.&7. 1.47. 0.6/. 1.4% 0.5Z l.3h 
Area Seven 0.2% 0.8% 0 r!'f 

a.Wt. 0.8~ O.ii. 0.51~ 

Are.:~ Ei9ht .ox 0.2% .07. 0 .-,'! 
• t..J• .07,; 0.2l 

Area Nine .07. 0.2% .07. ,, 'j"f 
"'III:.Wnl .Ok 0 ,,., 

a£.1. 

Area I en 1'1~ 0.2% .07. 0.2l .oz 0 •1'1 .VI. aWh. 

Are:~ Eleven 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% o.o;,: 0.07. 
Are.:~ Twelve 0.07. 0.07. o.oz O.Oi. O.Oi. 0.07. 

~ Are.:~ Thirteen 0.6% 1.6% 0.67. 1 -~~ 
.Labia O.&i. 1.47. 

Are-1 Fourteen 0 •)"f . '"' o.n 0.37. 0.9Z 0.27. 0 0"' .ul • 

10 Miles North of Denali Hwy .-Oi! 0.2% .o;! 0.2% .0% ~""• .1")-~J ,, .... ,. - Anchor ase/Ch1J'9·'3Ch Mtn. Area .oz o.~z 0" • J. 0.4:! .07. 0.4i; 
Kenai PeninsuLa O.&Z 1.6% 0.67. 1.&% 0 r:::"f owic 1.3% 
Copper R./Wran'jell/Valdez 1.3% " r:'f "•,Jia 1.3% ') I:"V 

... • ,JJ. 1.07. 2.0Z 
Southeast Ab;ka .0% !\ •1'! va.:.t. .0% 0 ""' ,,s;. .0% 0 .,., 

• wt. ,..,.. Elsewhere in :~1.-:~sk-:i 3.41 5.27. 3.1% 4.n 2.47. 4.0~ 

Outside Alaslc2 .oz 0.2% .oz 0.2% .07. 0.2:t 

.... 

-

B-122 



Table B.llO. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

-

SMALL TD!rlN HOUSEHOLDS 

G~OGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Alas~ ..• 1980 2430 1900 '2340 1490 1390 
""'' In Al.3s~.a 1980 2430 1900 2340 1490 1990 

S•Js i tn.~ SttJdy Are.• 1210 1570 1170 1530 8~J0 1220 
Area One 10 70 0 50 0 50 
Are.3 Two 110 250 110 •1i;"f\ 90 22rJ ...... 

w.J;J 

Area !hree 40 130 40 130 20 90 
Are.3 Fo•Jr 0 30 0 30 0 30 
Area Five 440 570 420 660 280 470 -· Area Sb: BO 200 80 '200 70 1 rJr\ 

J.W\i 

Area Seven 30 110 30 110 10 70 
Area Ei·3ht 0 30 0 30 0 30 

"""' Area Nine 0 30 0 30 0 30 
Area Ien 0 30 0 30 0 ·)(I 

"" Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 0 0 0 0 -Area Thirteen 90 220 90 220 80 200 
Are.~ fo•Jrteen 40 130 40 130 30 110 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0 30 0 30 0 ~:o -Anchor.•·3e/Ch1J9ach i'itn. Are.• 0 50 0 50 0 50 
Kenai Penins•Jla 90 220 90 220 70 180 
Copper R./Wran'jelliVa1dez 180 350 180 350 130 280 

-~ Southeast Al.as~ . .a 0 30 I} 30 t) 30 
Elsewhere in Alaska 470 720 440 670 340 550 
Outside Alaska 0 30 0 30 0 30 

~ 
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Table B.lll. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC WCATION 

In or out of Al::~sh 

In Alask.3 
Susi tn.;, Study Area 
Area One 
Are." Two 
Area !hree 
Area Fo!Jr 
Area five 
Area Si:{ 
Area Seven 
Are::~ Ei9ht 
Area Nine 
Are::~ Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are::~ Twelve 
Area Ihirteen 
Area Fo1Jrteer1 
10 Miles Horth of Denali Hwy 
Anchor .33e/Ch1J9-3ch Mtn. Are::! 
r~enai Peninsula 
Copper R.!Wran'3ell/V::~lde:; 

Southeast Alask.3 
El·;;ewhere in Ahsk::~ 
Outside Ahska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

22.li. 27.77. 
22.67. 28.47. 
16.S% 
O.B% 

O.G7. 
O.Oi. 
5.4~~ 

0.37. 
0 .17. 
0.07. 

.07. 
0.07. 
0.07. 
(!. Oi. 
0.7% 
O.li. 
0.3% 
0.07. 
0.3Z 
0.7% 
o.oz 
3.47. 
0.0% 

22.0! 

2.2% 
O.Oi~ 

10.07. 
1.77. 
1.1% 
0.0% 
o.az 
0.07. 
0.37. 
0.07. 
2.37. 
1.17. 
l.SZ 
0.0% 
' ,.,., 
lo/io 
'I ')'f 
... ""'Je 

0.57. 
6.27. 
0.07. 
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RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

20.67. 26.2i. 
21.2% 26.8!. 
15.77. 
o.a;~ 

1 
.,._, 

.. ih 

0.57. 
0.0% 
5.']7. 
0.3k 
O.lZ 
0 .vi: 

.07. 
0.07. 
0.07. 
0.07. 
0.7% 
0.1! 
0.37. 
0.0/. 
0.3i! 
0.67. 
o.oz 

0.07. 

2.6! 
l) q-, 
-..J • • ,. 

1.'3i! 
0.07. 
q <;')' 
..1111~~ 

1.5% 
, l~ 

l.a.a.l. 

0.87. 
0.07. 

0.07. 
2.37. 
l .• o; 

11 l!. 

0.07. 
1 ~·r ... , .... 
2. o;~ 
0.5/. 
6.07. 
0.07. 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

15.0:1: 20.0i: 

4.6~ 

0.31 
(1.3! 

o.o:~ 

.0! 
0.0% 
o.oz 

0.3k 
f\'! • U;. 

0.2! 
0.0! 
,... lj•J v ... ,. 

0.3! 
o.o;' 
1.4% 
O.Oi~ 

r: nr:: 
i .or~.. 

l.5X 
1 <:•! 
.&.11-.Jhl 

(J .Ok 

0.0! 
0.37. 

l.OZ 

l. 27. 
1.7% 
0.57. 
:3.4k 



Table B.ll2. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Burbot or Cod Fishing by Area 

RURAL HUUSEHOLiiS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al:ask.3 590 740 550 700 
In Alaska 600 750 560 710 
SIJSi ttl-'! St,Jdy Are.3 450 590 420 550 
Area One 20 70 20 70 
Area 'fwo 50 llO 50 100 
Area Three 20 60 lO 50 
i~re.3 tOIJr 0 0 0 0 
Area Five 170 270 160 250 
Are.3 Si:-: 10 40 10 40 
Are.2 Seven 0 30 0 30 
Are-3 Eight 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Nine 0 20 1\ 20 ... 
Are.3 !en 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 10 0 10 
Area Twelve 0 0 (; 0 \i 

Are-3 thirteen 20 60 20 60 
Are::~ Fa,Jrteen 0 Jf> 0 30 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 40 H) 40 
Anchor aqe/Chugach Mtn. Area 0 0 0 0 
~enai Penir.s!Jl:a 10 40 10 40 
Copper R ./Wr :an·3e 11/Va 1 dez 20 &0 10 50:} 
So•Jthe:ast Alaska 0 10 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 90 170 90 160 
Outside Alaska 0 0 0 0 
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1934 
LOW HIGH ~ 

.400 530 
410 540 
34!J 460 

"""'' .-1i~ 60 wv 

30 Ol\ 
•..}',;" 

10 50 -120 ·;.1 {"r 
WJ.v 

10 40 
10 40 
0 :30 -0 (j 

0 20 
0 0 -0 F· v 

0 0 
10 4i} 

0 30 ~ 

10 40 
0 0 
0 30 """" 10 40 
0 Hl 

40 '30 -' 0 0 

-
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Table B.ll3. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

GEOGRAF'H IC LOCA I ION 

In or QtJt of 1\l.::tsk.::t 
In Alas~.a 

Susi tn.:~ SttJdy Are.3 
Area One 
Are.3 Two 
Area Three 
Are.::t E'otJr 
Area ti!Je 
Are.3 Six 
Area Seven 
Area Ei9ht 
Are.::t Nine 
Area Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are;~ Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Area Fo1Jrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor.3'je/Ch1J~i-3Ch Htn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Copper R./Wnngell/Valdez 
SoJJtheast Alaska 
Elsewhere in ~ll.::tsk." 

Outside Alask:;1 

EIJER 
LOW HIGH 

31.67. 34.2i: 
30.7% 33.3% 
15.9% 17.9% 
o.st 
4.37. 
2.47. 
0.0% 
o.az 
o.n: 
0.3! 
0.0% 
0.37. 

.0% 
0.0% 
.0! 

1.9% 
1.5! 
0.6Z 
·5.37. 
3.8% 
0.6% 
0.3% 
7.6% 
0.7% 

1.47. 
5.5% 
3.4% 
0.07. 
1.4% 
1.37. 
0.7'!. 
0.0% 
0.7: 
0.2% 
0.07. 
0.2% 

2.3% 
1.2% 
6.77. 
5.0% 
1.2% 
0.7% 
9.2% 
1.37. 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

29.5% 32.1X 
29.07. 31.67. 
14.8% 15.8~ 

0.67. 
4.0i. 

0.&7. 
O.bl 
0.27. 
0.07. 
0.3% 
0.07. 
0.0% 

1. 9% 
1. 57. 
0.67. 
S.l% 
3.6% 
0.6% 
0.2% 
7.27. 
0.5% 

\ o"\11 

la~i~ 

3.3% 
0.0~ 

1.2% 

().67. 
O.Oi. 
0~~7% 

0.0% 
!) • i)7, 

0.2i. 
" .., .. 
~.II. 

_...r rj*l 
.:i a .;u. 

l.OZ 
6.3% 
4.&% 
1.2% 
0.6% 
8.87. 
0.9/! 

198~ 

LOW HIGH 

l2.7k l4.5k 
0~~67. 
... t C'll:' 
.::. ·.Ji. 

l '7111f 
J. • . i.r. 

0.0! 

0.6:; 
fJ.2:t 
o.Oi. 
0.27. 
o.o: 
1) .07. 

1.6:1. 
,1 .,~ 
~ .w,. 

0 •. 5% 
4.5% 
3.27:: 
O.GX. 

6.li.: 
0.3k 

1 ·'}•! 
.i. • ....,.,. 

4s5i~ ., ~·: 
,W.. ,I .fS 

1.07. 

O.G% 
0.07. 
!j.67. 
O.Oi. 
0.07. 
0.2: 
2.4% 

I:" ,., .... 

.J ·' /i 

4.2;~ 

1.0~ 

0.57. 
7.5i. 



Table B.ll4. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

-

-
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Table B.ll5. 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Using Summer Off-Road 

Vehicles by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC l.OCAIION 

In or o•Jt of A1.:~sk.:~ 

In Alaska 
Susitn-:1 St•Jdy Area 
Area One 
Area Two 
Area Three 
Area Fo•Jr 
Area Five 
Are.:~ Si:{ 
Ar-e::~ Seven 
Ar-ea Eight 
Area Nine 
Are:;~ Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are:3: Twelve 
Area Thirte~~n 
Are:;~ fourteE!n 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchorage/Chug.:~ch Mtn. Are::~ 

Ken.:~i Perdm;ula 
Copper R./Wr·.:~ngell/V.:~ldez 

So•Jtheast Ahska 
Elsewhere ir1 Alaska 
Outside Al.:151~.a 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

30.4% 34.4% 
29. 4Z 33 .4;{ 
14.17. 17.1% 
0. 7~~ 1.57. 

1. S:t 
0.07. 
0.7% 
0.4% 
O.l:t 
0.0% 
0.27. 

.0% 
0.0% 

.0% 
1.6% 
1.24 
0.5% 
5.67. 
3.9% 
0.3?.: 
0.3i! 
7.17. 
0.7% 

O.Oi. 
1.5% 
1.2% 
o.n 
0.07. 
0.8% 
0.2% 
O.Ok 
0.2! 
2.8% 
2.4% 
1.3i! 
7.8% 
C.' ,.,.. 
;J.i!a 

0.9% 
0.9% 
9.57. 
1.7% 
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URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

28 .. 3k 32.1/. 
27.7t 31.5~ 

13.07. 16.07. 

3.3i! 
l. 7i~ 
o.oz 
o.sz 
0.37. 

0.07. 
0.27. 
0.07. 
0.0% 

.0% 
1.6Z 
1.27. 
0.4:!: 
5.4% 
3.6% 
0.31. 
O.lZ 
&.97. 
0.47. 

1: '"! ,;,,L,. 

2 .• 9X 
0.0% 
1 ':•-! 
J.•W'-

'1 1"' L I ... t. 

0.77. 
0.07. 
0.87. 
O.Oi! 
o.oz 
0.27. 
2.8% 

1 ')"! 
.L1.wra 

7.47. 
5.47. 
0.97. 
0.77. 
9 .17. 
1 1"'::., 
.l .. .a:il. 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

23.3% 
10.97. 
0.4X 
2.97. 

0.47. 
0.3k 
O.ll 
r, t'1 
.•• ~I. 

O.lk 
o.ox 

.Oi. 
l.4:t 
0.8l 
0.3!. 
4 .8i~ 
'l :,.., 
·.J • -:n. 

O.lk 
5.6~ 

0.2% 

27 I 9i~ 

27.4% 
13.77. 

1 ., .. , 
..t.1Uia 

2.4X 

O.Oi~ 

o.n 
0.0! 
I' I\"! 'J IVfl 

Ow2% 
···: J' 'I 
,:;,;,Q/, 

1.8~ 

1.1~ 

6.8!. 
4.9k 
O.B;~ 

7.8!. 
0.8Z 



-
Table B.l16. 

Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Urban Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1990 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LDW HIGH 

In or OJJt ot A hsk:a 32310 36520 30010 34140 25640 29590 
In Ahska 31260 35440 ::mao 33490 25230 2i3l60 
S1Jsitn.1 Study Area WHO 18200 13820 Hmo 115'~0 14540 -~rea One 700 1640 530 1380 450 1250 
Area Iwo 3750 5600 3560 5360 :3Cr8t) 4780 
Area Three 1'350 3360 1?70 3120 1310 2510 -: Area fo1Jr 0 0 0 () 0 0 
Are.l five 700 1640 530 1380 450 1 ~t:.il .wuv 

Are.:. Sb: 450 1250 370 11'!(; 
J.~'l/ 370 ll20 

Area Seven 140 710 140 710 70 560 -Are.3 Ei·3ht 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 210 850 210 850 140 710 
Are.l Ten 0 250 Q 0 0 0 
Are.:. Eleven 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 250 0 250 0 250 
Area Thirteen 1680 3000 1630 3000 1490 2750 -Are.2 Fo,Jrteen 1310 2510 1220 2390 870 1890 
10 Miles Morth of Denali Hwy 530 1380 450 1250 370 1120 
Anchorase/Chusach Mtn. Area 5990 8240 5700 7900 5110 7210 
Ll • "e1n1 Peninsula 4140 6060 3850 5710 3460 5250 """'' Capper R./Wransell/Valdez 290 980 290 980. 210 850 
Southeast Alaska 290 980 140 710 140 710 
Elsewhere in Alaska 7570 10060 7280 9720 5990 8240 
Outside Alaska 780 1760 450 1250 :no 850 

-
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Table B.ll7. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Using Summer Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or o11t of l~hsk-3 

In Alaska 
51Jsi tn.:t Study Are.3 
Area One 
Are.:t Iwa 
Area Three 
Are.3 EoiJr 
Ar,~a five 
Area Si}: 
Area Seven 
Are.3 Eight 
Area Nine 
Area Ien 
r;re::~ Eleven 
Are-3 !wel ve 
Area Thirteen 
1~rea fourteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor.3ge/ChtJ'j-3Ch i'ltn. Are.3 
Ken.3i PeninsiJl:a 
Copper R./Wnngell/V.3ldez 
So1Jtheast Ahska 
lH·;;ewhere in Alask-3 
01Jiside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

33.47. 37.&! 
33.4% 
22.07. 
0.3% 
6.3i. 
5.0% 
O.Oi. 
0 .57. 
l.li. 
0.37. 

.07. 
0.27. 
0.0% 
0.0% 

.Oi! 
1.8% 
2.0X 
0.2! 
o.n 
1.2% 
2.5i. 

.0% 
7.4% 

.0% 

37.6% 
25.87. 

1.1% 
8.5~ 

7.2~ 

0.07. 
1.3% 

0.97. 
0.47. 
0.87. 
0.04 
0.0% 
o.u 
3.27. 
3.47. 
0.87. 
1.7% 
2.47. 

0.27. 
9.87. 
0.27. 
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SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

32.27. %.47. 
32.2% 
21.3i. 

6.07. 
4.9! 
C.Oi. 
0.4% 
l.li. 
0.3% 

0.07. 
O.Oi! 

1.8! 
l. 9% 
0.2:t 
0.67. 
1.07. 
2.4i. 

" 1 'f ,. • .&.h 

.oz 

36.47. 
25.1~ 

l.li! 
3.2! 
6. 9i! 
O.Oi. 

0.4i. 
0.37. 

•0.07. 
0.07. 
0.47. 
3.2% 
3.3Z 

1.67. 
2.07. 
4.07. 
0.2Z 
9.5Z 
0.27.: 

1984 
l.GW HIGH 

28. ijj~ 32 .6I 
23.7% 
19.2Z 

c ·"1•! 
.J • .JJ. 

4.5! 
o.oz 
0.3k 
1.07. 
0.2~ 

0.2% 
o.oz 
0.0% 

.Ok 
l.&Z. 
1.8~ 

l c.: .-:'1 
~\J. •Ji• 

0.6i. 
0.9l 
l. 9~ 

h."! 
oV/o 

b.3i. 

~·'1 O'l 
..,;,..;.. . •..~;. 

l " ., 
.i • .l.i. 

7.5% 
6.5i. 
0.0% 

0.8Z 
0.0~ 

O.Oi. 

2.87. 
·:· "}:f 
.j. i:.Ji:a 

19.2!. 

1.9% 
~, "111 
.:. • .Ji. 

3 I 7i~ 



Table B.ll8. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Using Summer Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GW3RAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1990 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

Ir; or· OlJi of Alaska 4640 5220 4470 5050 
In Al.3ska 4640 5220 4470 5050 
S1Jsi tn:a StlJdy Area 3060 3580 2960 3480 
Ar-ea One 50 150 50 150 
Are-3 Two 870 1190 830 1140 
Are-3 Three 700 990 680 %0 
Area four- 0 0 0 0 
Area five 70 180 60 170 
Area Sb: l&O 310 160 310 
Area Seven 4.0 130 40 130 
Area Eight 0 50 0 50 
Area Nine 30 110 30 llO 
Area Ten Q 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are::~ Twelve 0 50 0 50 
Ar-ea Thirteen 250 440 250 440 
Area tOlJrteen 280 470 2£(1 460 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 30 110 ')f\ lHl wv 

Anchor ·•·3e /ChiJS->Ch Mtn. Are.:: 100 230 '30 220 
f;~mai Peninsul-3 170 330 130 280 
Copper R./Wranse 11/Valdez 350 570 340 550 
Southeast Alaska 0 30 \) 30 
Elsewhere in Ahs~.a 1020 13&0 980 1320 
O:Jtside Alas~,a 0 30 0 30 
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1984 

LOW HIGH 
""""' 

3970 4530 
3980 454.0 
2670 3160 

50 150 
740 1040 
620 900 

r·. 0 ~-

·J 

40 130 
130 280 
30 llO -P. 50 v 

30 110 
0 () 

~ 

{j 0 
0 50 

220 390 
250 440 -. 

2200 26GO 
90 220 

120 2?0 -JGO 460 
0 3!) 

on• 
'JO~' 1200 

0 30 

-
-
-
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Table B.ll9. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of 

Rural Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LfiCATIOM EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH !.OW HIGH 

In or OIJt of A1ask-• 30.0% 42.4! 34.4~ 40.87. 
!n A !ask-• 35.3% 4') ')"f ..... ,. 34.27. 40.67. 
Su·~ i tna St•Jdy Ar~a 27 .3;~ "!~ '1'1! ..Jv .. ,,u. 20.7I •j'1 ry•; 

-.JW 1 I i1 

Area One 1.87. 4.07. 1. 7i. 3. ':l7. 
Are-• Two &.er. 10.6! G.Si. 10.47. 
Area !hree 3.37. ... 1'1' b ... ,. 3.37. 6.1:\: 
Area fo•Jr 0.07. O.Oi.: 0.07. 0.07. 
Are.;J Five 1 .,., 

.1. ... l. 3.0% 1.17. 2.97. 
Area Si:< 1.3% 3.3% 1.37. ..... •'\If 

,J I ,jj'w 

Area Seven 0.3% 1.7% 0.3% L.5Z 
Area Eisht !i !\'f 

'II' 1 vl• 0 "''' ... u. 0.07. 0.57. 
Area Nine .0% o.az .0% 0.3% 
Art>-l Ten 0.07. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Ar·ea Eleven 0.07. 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 
Area Twelve 0.07. 0.3% 0.01: 0.3% 
Area Thirteen 2.9~ 5.5i. 'l q., .. "'"' ,W.a.;l. ._:; • .JJ. 

Area Fo•Jrteen 2.37. 4.7! 2 .17. 4.57. 
10 Miles Nort.h of Denali Hwy 0.37. 1.57. 0.3~ 1 l:;'t .... ..;;. 
Anchorase/Chus->ch l'ltn. Area 0.6% 2e2% 0.67. r~ .:oaa.· 

4 .. :;.1. 

t~enai Penim;ula 0.2% 1.47. 0.27. 1.47. 
Copper R. /Wr anse 11/V:a 1 de::: 0.&7. 2.2% 0.6% ~ . .,.,. 

.::. .lit. 

So!Jtheast Alask.~ 0.07. 0.37. 0.0% 0.3% 
Elsewhere in Alaska 6.57. 10.1% 6.5% 10.1% 
Outside Alaska 0.0% 0.3% 0.07. 0.37. 
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1'384 
l.OW HIGH 

31.2% :37.4% 
~l ]I¥ 
1,,t,1, I .i.i1 

'j'1 'J'! 
WI,,,,;;, 

24.()7. '1{'j 0., .. 
.W.- tUhr. 

1 ')'f ..... 3.3~' 
C" q•_; 
•.J I .u'a '3.37. 
3.07. 5.3% 
0.07. 0.07. 
1.07. 2.3i~ 

0.97. ·j: 7•1 ..:. . ; ,. 
o.:r~ 1 '11f:l • • ..w;. 

0.0~ 0.5~ 

.0% o.si: 
0.07. o.n 
0.0% o.o~ 

0.07. 0.3% 
2.3% 5.4! 
2.0i. 4.4:t 
........ ,., 
t},.jh. l 1:',' .,;,. 
O.b! 2.2% 
0.27. 1. 4.7. 
0.41: 1.8% 
0.07. (l '}';' 

lor'"''' 

5.9% 9.5~ 

o.ox: 0.37. 



Table B.l20. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of Rural 

Households Using Summer Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLIIS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LUW HIGH 

In or out of A l.3sk.a %0 1130 no 10% 
In Alaska 950 ll20 910 l08tj 
St.;si tn.3 Study· Are~ 730 890 710 870 
Are.3 One 50 ll!J 50 100 
Area Two 180 280 180 2SO 
Area Three 90 lflO 90 160 
Are::~ FotJr 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Five 30 30 30 30 
Are.;~ Si>: 30 90 30 90 
Area Seven 10 40 10 40 
Are~ Ei'3i1t 0 10 0 10 
Area Nine 0 20 0 20 
Area Ten 0 ·~ 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 10 0 10 
Area Thirteen 80 150 30 150 
Area Fourteen 60 130 60 120 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 40 10 40 
Anchor.::i~e/Chu~ach Mtn. Are.3 20 60 20 60 
Kenai Peninsula 10 40 10 40 
Copper R. /Wr an'3e ll/V.3ldez 20 60 20 60 
SotJthe.3st Alaska 0 10 0 10 
Elsewhere in Alaska 170 270 170 270 
OtJtside Alaska 0 10 0 10 
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-
1984 

LOW HIGH 
8:30 1000 
830 9~10 

640 790 
30 90 

160 I"'!L"7(l 
w~v 

80 11:'(" 
.o.·JV 

0 v 
30 70 
·~1(\ 
.::.v· 70 
0 ]() 

~ 

0 10 
0 20 
0 () 

l) 0 
0 10 

70 140 -50 120 
1 f\ •v 4() 

20 fj() 

10 40 
10 !:{, 

·J·-.~ 

0 10 
160 250 -

0 10 

-
-



Table B.l21. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

- ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC L!JCAT ION EVER 1980 -1985 1934 ,.... LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIIJH In or out •Jf Ab·~k~ 31.7i. 34.3% 28.37. 30.9% .r')l) ~., '}C' l. "DJ 
W'lol! 1 YJ• .U·J • IJ,. 

In Alask-3 30.9/. 33.5% 27.3~ 30.4i~ 23.2:' 25.6! 
StJsitn.:~ stlJd:r Are.~ 14 .87. 16.8:.1: p 'j'f 15.37. ll.H 12.9~ -w .... u, - Area One 0.67. 1.2% 0.67. l. f)!. O.G% 1.07. 
Area Two 4.27. 5.47. "J Qll:l S.Oi. 3.2% 4.2Z "...sUI. 

Area Three ·"'11 1'\11/ 3.07. 2.1!: 2. '37. 1.67. '1 ·"-'! a:i.~. .:.."tr. 
Are.:~ Eour 0.0% 0.0% 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. 
Area Five 0.97. 1.5% 0.6Z l.O~ 0.57. 0.9% 
Area Six 0.67. 1.2% o '"I 1.07. l\ t."~ 0 '''! V.l:lto v., ... u. • ~.tJ. 

!"""' Area Seven 0.1% 0.3% 0 .17. 0.3;! o.n 0.37. 
Area Eight 0.0% 0.04 0.07. r, r~~~ 0.0% o.o;~ VsV/1 

Area Nine 0.17. 0 C:'t ow"' 0.11.: 0.37. o.n 0~~3~ 

Area Ten .0% 0.2% 0.07. O.Oi. O.Ok o.oz 
Area Eleven 0.07. 0.0% 0.07. 0.0~ 0.07. 0.0/. 
Are-3 Twelve .07. 0.2% 0.07. 0. 07. 0.0~ 0.07. 
Area Ihirtee1~ 1.1% 1.7% 1.17. 1.7% 0~~9% l.5Z 

!"""' Area Fot.ll'teert 2.4% 3.47. •j •')!If 3 c 17: l.7i. ·-r i:'1.t ...... u. i .. .JI • 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.4% O.B% 0.4% 0.87. f\ ·J"! 

...J • o,J!w 0.7~~ 

Anchora9e/Chug.~ch Mtn. Are-3 G.Oi.: 7.47. 5.1~ 
I' .,.: 

b.-..J!.. 4.47. 5.6k 
t{enai Penins1ul.3 2.3% 3.1% 2.1% 2.9~ 1.6% ·1 .;•! 

.... -'i:l. 

Copper R./WnngelliV.:~ldez 0.57. o.gx 0.47. 0.87. 0.3% 0.7l 
SOlJtheast Al.ask .. :~ 0.2% 0.67. 0.1% 0.5% 0 .li:: 0.5% 
Elsewhere in Alask.:~ 9.37. 10.97. e.G% 10.2% &.n 8.1% - Outside Alasl<a 0.6% 1.0% 0.3% 0 '?'t 0.1% 0.3% o I Jo 

-
-
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Table B.l22. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

-
ALL HOUSEHOLDS --

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION SIJER 1980 -1985 1984 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH LOW HIGH -In or OfJt of Ahsk:21 38910 42110 34780 'J7i)!:"lf', 

-.JtUo~.,. 28490 :nuo 
In Alaska 37940 41110 34180 :37250 28490 31410 
Susi tn:~ StJJdy Are::~ 18160 20630 1636Cl 18740 l%30 15830 
Area One 730 1430 680 1220 680 -1280 ' 

Are.~ !wo 5170 6620 4700 6100 3900 5180 
Area Three 2650 3730 2540 3600 1980 2~30 

Are::~ FofJr 0 i) 0 0 0 0 
Area Five llOO 1840 680 1230 580 1140 
Area Six 780 1430 &80 1280 590 1140 
Area Seven 90 400 90 400 90 400 """1 
Area Right 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 180 550 90 400 90 400 
Ar~::~ Ten 20 230 0 0 0 0 

~ 
Are-~ Eleven 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Ar e.J I we 1 ve 20 230 0 0 0 () 

Area Ihirteen 1320 2120 1320 2120 llOO 1340 
Are-~ Fo1Jrteen 2990 4130 2760 3860 2090 3060 
10 Miles Norti1 of Denali Hwy 470 1000 470 1000 :370 850 
Anchorage/Chugach Htn. Area 1380 9070 6210 7780 5400 68:30 
Kenai Pen insula 2760 3860 2540 3600 l'j80 2930 -· Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 580 ll40 470 1000 370 850 
So,Jthe:ast Alas~.a 280 710 130 550 180 5:;o 
Elsewhere in Alas~.a 11370 13420 10550 12530 8190 9970 

~ 

OfJtside Alaska 680 1280 370 850 ~3o 400 

-
'~-

-
B-135 



-

-
-

-

-

-
-

Table B.l23. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Using Winter Off-Road 

Vehicles by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC l.OCA I ION 

In or out of Alaska 
Ir1 Alaska 
S1Jsi trra St•Jdy Area 
Area One 
Are.;; Iwo 
Area Three 
Are.~ Four 
Area Five 
Are:~ SL; 
Area Seven 
Area Eight 
Area Nine 
Ar·e-2 Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirte1m 
Are.~ Fourte1m 
10 Miles Nor·th of Denali Hwy 
Ar.chor:~ge/Ctr•J9-1Ch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Copper R./WI•angell/V.l1dez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
OJJtside Ah!J.a 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

29.9i. 33.9! 
2S.9Z 32.9i. 
12.47. 
0.47. 
'] .,.., 
..., ..... u. 

1.5Z 
0.0! 
0.67. 
0.3! 
• 07. 

o.o:~ 

. o;~ 
.07. 

0.0! 

0.87. 
2.17. 
0.3% 
E.. 47. 
2.37. 

.0% 
0.17. 
9.9% 
0.5% 

15.47. 
1.27. 
4.97. 
... ..,., 
~., i. 

0.07. 
1.4% 
1.17. 
0.2::: 
0.0% 
0.47. 
0.27. 
0.0! 
0.2X 
1.87. , c-., 
.J. ,J,. 

1.17. 
8.6! 
3.77. 
0.4i: 
0.7% 

11.5! 
1.37. 
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URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

26. 27. 30. 0~ 

10.9i. 
0.47. 
') Qlf 
WI .r/:11 

1. 47. 
0.07. 
0.37. 
0.37. 

.Oi.: 
0.07. 

.0% 
O.Oi. 
0.0! 
0.0! 
i::. 7% 
l.SZ 
0.3% 
5.4i. 
2.1% 

0"! . '" 
0.1% 
B. ·2~ 
!) • 37. 

13.7% 
1.27. 
4.5i~ 

2.67. 
0.07. 
1.1% 
l.li. 
0.27. 
o.o::: 
0.4~ 

0.07. 

o.o;: 
1 ,., 
., l'J•t 
-..J• W/rr. 

o.n 
'7 i\-J 
J .. ~ ... 

3.5! 
0.47. 
0.5~ 

10.67. 
0.9% 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

21. 07. 24. 67. 

a.n 
0.47. 
2.37. 
1.07. 

i"'i '1"! 
'i • M.'• 

0.3k 
.O:t 

0.07. 
.o~ 

0.07. 

.·. ·'"f 
'J. l.in 

0.6% 
1 oJ•l 
.i.. ~~ • 

0.2/! 

1.6:\: 

0.17. 
6.2! 
0.17. 

11.37. 
1.2:~ 

3.7X 
2. Oi~ 
O.Oi. 
0.87. 
0.9! 
(1 '1"! 
\JaW/a 

0.0% 
0.4Z 
0.07. 
0.07. 
0.0% 
l. 47. 

0.87. 
&.f~l 

2.8% 
0.2k 
0.5i~ 

8. 4;~ 
0 

.,.., 
• .Jiv. 



Table B.l24. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of Urban 

Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

UF:BAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or Q!Jt of Ahska 31780 35980 2?820 31870 
In Al-3ska 30'740 34900 27300 :31330 
SlJ·::;itn.~ StiJdy Are.~ 13210 16320 11590 14540 
Area One 450 1250 450 1250 
Are.3 Twa 3460 5250 3080 4780 
Are-3 Three 1580 2880 1490 2750 
Are-~ Four· 0 0 0 0 
Area Five 610 1510 :370 1120 
Area Six 370 1120 370 1120 
Area Seven 0 250 0 250 
Are.3 Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 10 410 1 ~·\ 410 .&.'·" 

Area !en 0 2'50 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 250 0 0 
Area Thirteen 870 IB90 780 1760 
Area Fo1!rteen 2230 3720 1950 3360 
iII .... Miles North of Denali Hwy 370 ll20 290 980 
Anchora9e/Chu9ach Mtn. Area &780 9150 5700 7900 
Kenai Peninsula 2420 3950 2230 3720 
Copper R./\rlr.ln9ell/V.;ldez 10 410 l!J 410 
Southeast Alaska 140 710 70 560 
Elsewhere in Alaska 9470 12200 3670 11300 
Outside Al.3sk.3 530 1380 290 980 
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.... 

1984 
LOW HIGH -22330 26110 

22~20 26000 
':)"~70 11'370 

450 l"l~:r, .::.wv 

2420 3'350 
lG·50 2140 

0 0 
:no 850 
290 gso 

0 250 
0 0 

l" '1 410 
0 !) 

0 c, 
0 0 

610 1510 
1400 2630 -
210 850 

4910 6'~80 

1680 3000 
0 ~~ .. v 

"7{~ 
I oi 560 

6580 8920 
~~ 

70 %0 



-
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-

-

-
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~ 
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Table B.l25. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Using Winter Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLOS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of t~lask.:~ 35.4! 39.GX 34.01. 33.2% 
In Alask-• 35.4% 3~ I G;, 34.07. :38.2% 
S•J:;i tna St•Jdy Are.:~ 23.2I 'Y! l',''f "')I) ::w: 26. 4~ IOU avh .:..w.. til. 

Area One 0.57. . ,., 
!,.J;. 0.3% 1.17. 

Are~ two 7.14 9.5% b. 9i~ 9.3k 
Are.:~ Iilree 4.8% 6.87. 4.. 7;~ 6.77. 
Are.> tOIJr 0.0% 0.07. O.Oi. O.Oi. 
Area tive 1.0% 2.0% 0.97. 1. 97. 
Are.:~ SL-: l.4Z 2.67. 1.3% "i c., 

~ •.. u. 
Area Seven 0.2! 0.87. 0.2% 0.8% 
Are.:~ Ei3ht (','f 

I'V"h 0.4.i.: !\'! . "''• 0.4i.: 
Area Nine 0.17. 0.5% 0 .17. 0~~5% 

Are~ !en 0.07. O.Oi.: O.Oi. O.Ol 
Area Eleven O.Oi. O.OI 1\ .,,. 

'II'.\ ...... O.OI 
Are.3 ·rwel ve .07. • ?'1 

Vaw/11 
li~ ovf. 0.27. 

Area Thirteen 1.4% 2.6% 1.3% "") r:~ 
&1. • .J;. 

Are~ l:o•Jrteen , 7'1 
Wa• I• 4.3i. 2.6% 4 'i'f ....... 

10 Miles rlorth of Denali Hwy 0.2% 0.3% 0.2l O.Sl 
Anchor ·•~/ChUj3-3Ch litn. Are~ 0.9i.: l. 9% O.B% 1.8% 
Kenai Penins•Jla 0.6% 1.4% 0.4% 1.2X 
Copper R./Wran'3e 11/Valdez 2.7% 4.3% 2.77. 4.3::: 
Southeast Alaska .0% 0.2% .ox 0.2% 
Elsewhere in i\hsk.3 8.0% lO.GZ 7.77. lO.T' 
Outside Alas~,;~ .0% 0.4% .07. ;; ·"1~ 

Vs.Wi• 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

30.1~ 34.3;~ 

30.4% 34.6/. 
20.2~ 23.8l 

" .~., 

U • ,:L. 0. •ji~ 
r ,., 

8.4!. •J.i.l. 

4.2: 6.:li'.: 
o.oz o.o;~ 

O.Si. I. a;~ 
1.1% .-, 'j'f 

..;, .. \..Ua 

0.2% 0.37. 
r)-.: 

I\:~~ 0.4;~ 

0 .17. "' t:"•• v. ,Ji. 

0.07. O.Of. 
0.0% C.Oi. 

.0% (' , .. 
'.J. ~I. 

l.Ok 2 .2::~ 
2.4~ 4.0% 
0.1% 0.7% 
0.&::: i.G/. 
0 ~ .• , 
·"~ 

1.1% 
2.47. 4.0% 

,07. 0.2;! 
b.Si. ·1.2;! 

.0% 0.2;, 



Table B.l26. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Using Winter Off-Road 
Vehicles by Area 

SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LDW HIGH 

In or QIJt of Al.:~s~.·" 4910 5500 4720 5300 
In A1asl',a 4910 5500 4720 5300 
S1JS i tn.j Study Are.~ 3220 3750 3140 3&60 
Are.:~ One 70 180 50 150 
Are.3 Iwo 980 1320 %0 l•)Q(l 

l...t..~.t'll 

Are.a Three G60 950 650 930 
Are.;~ Fo1Jr () 0 0 0 
Area Five 130 280 120 270 
Are<~ Sb: 190 360 180 350 
Ar-ea Seven 30 110 30 110 
Area Eight 0 50 0 50 
Area Nine 10 70 10 70 
flre.:J I en 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area !welve 0 30 0 3i) 
Area Ihirteen 190 360 180 350 
Are.:~ Fo1Jrteen 370 600 360 580 
10 Miles North cf Denali Hwy 30 llO 31) 110 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Are.3 120 270 110 250 
Kenai PerdnS1Jl.3 so 200 60 170 
Copper R.iWr .~n']ell/V.3ldez 370 600 370 500 
Southeast Alaska 0 30 0 30 
Rlsewhere in Alask.l 1110 1470 1070 1420 
01Jtside Alaska 0 50 0 30 
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1984 
i.OW HIGH 

4180 4750 -4220 4800 
2800 3:310 

40 LlO 
850 1170 -~ 
5'j0 81:;0 

0 0 
110 J~;o ·-1GO 31 ~) 

:30 llO 
0 5(' 

10 7Jj 

0 0 
0 0 
,-, :30 -v 

1 "'' • .JV 300 
340 550 
:o '30 
90 220 
50 150 

340 '550 
0 30 

940 1280 
0 30 



-

-
-
-
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Table B.l27. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of 

Rural Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out of i~hst. .. :; 
In Alas~.a 

Susitn~ Study Area 
Area One 
Area Two 
Are.1 Three 

Area .E'ive 
Area Si:-; 
Area Seven 
Area tight 
Area Nine 
Area Ien 
Area Eleven 
Are-1 I we 1 ve 
Area Thirteen 
Area fourteen 
10 Miles North of' Denali Hwy 
Anchor age /Chu·3ach M tn. Area 
Ken.1i Peninsul.l 
Copper R./Wrangell/IJ:~ldez 

Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Al:~sr..:~ 

OtJtside Alask-1 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

51.57. 5B.li. 
51.2i.. 57.Si. 
41.84 
2 .17. 

11.&7. 
r ."1.., 
.; , Vt. 

O.Oi. 
4.1% 
o.n 
0.5% 
O.Oi. 
0.67. 
O.OI 
•:J.OI 
O.OI 
4.37. 
4.li. 
0.37. 
0.8% 

1104 
2.0% 
0.0% 

48.4% 
4.57. 

lb.27. 
S 

,., 
• w . .r. 

o.ox. 
7.1% 
'i ':!'f 
"-•..S~ 

1. 9~~ 
0.57. 
2.0Z 
o.oz 
0.07. 
0.0% 
7.5% 
7 .II 
1 '"'" J... i;. 

2.67. 
1.0% 
4.2% 
0.37. 

9.17. 13.34 
0.07. 0.3% 
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RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

50.37. 
39.47. 
2.1! 

l1 .57. 

0.07. 

0 t:•t 

''"'" 
0.01. 

.0% 
0.07. 
0.07. 
O.Oi. 
4.37. 
4.17. 
0.37. 
0.87. 

.or. 
2.07. 
o.oz 

57.3% 
5&. 9i:: 
46.07. 

4.5% 
lb.2.t 
7.9I 
0.07. 
c: i)-t 
\J•Wi• 

1. 9Z 
O.S% 
O.B! 
O.Oi. 
O.Oi. 
0.0~ 

7.3%; 
7 .17. 
1.?:::: 

1.0% 
4.2% 
0.37. 

9.07. 13.2% 
1).07. 0.37. 

19tH 
LOW HIGH 

45.67. 
45.7!. 
3&.37. 

'1 l.tlf 
a;. • ... ,. 

10 I l ~;; 

4.47. 
0.01. 
3.01. 

.Ol 
0.0~ 

0.07. 

4.17. 
3.61 
0.3% 
'0.37. 
.n 

1.6k 
o.ox 

C' :-~ .-, .. ; 
.J~ .... ,. 

52.3!. 
42.7! 

" .-., 
l. 0/~ 

·-:' ·")'"( 
L.&: .. .J!,. 

0.8/. 
O.Ok 
0.01. 
0.07. 
'7 l'Y 
i .... ,... 

6.47. 
1.5% 

l. 01: 
:3.3% 
0.3i. 

7 .87. 11.8% 
0 • ()i. 0 * 07. 



Table B.l28. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Using Winter Off-Road Vehicles by Area 

~ 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

ilWflRAPHIC l.DCA1IOM EVER l'~)8(i -19£5 1984 
LOW KIGH LOW HIGH LOW HiGH 

In or •J•Jt of Al.jS~.-:t 1370 1540 i350 15Zv 12l0 1390 
In Al~sk.j 1360 1510 1340 i5i0 1'''){\ 

~wv 13'}0 
Susi tn."3 Study Area 1110 1290 1050 1220 C":,.,(; 11~~o 

~ 

Are3 One 60 1'11'• 
,w,., 1:o bO , ... ,h 

"'"" ou J.u'~-

Area "' 1WO 310 430 310 4.30 270 380 
Are3 Ti1ree 130 220 l20 210 120 ))iJ ~ 

Area four (; 0 0 \) f) ~) .... 

Area Five llO BO so t c:rz :j(l 11::;\ 
J..'..J\i .J.-...·-~ 

Are.~ Si>~ 2(i GO 20 60 :o GO -Area Seven 10 50 10 50 "!•'\ 
.L' ... ' :!0 

Ar-ea Ei9ht f: ,. 10 0 1!• 
" 0 1 {; 

J..·.i 

Are~ Nine 10 50 0 :o (j JO 
Area !en 0 0 0 0 0 0 

....,, 
I 

Are.3 Eleven 0 0 0 0 () " ~J 

Are.:; Twelve 0 0 () 0 0 {} 

Are-a Thirteen uo 200 llO 201) ll() l'}ij -Area fo•Jrteen 110 190 110 190 90 17() 
10 Miles North of Den.31i Hwy 10 40 lfl 40 1 {; 40 . ... ..... 

Anehor~'3e/Chu9ach i'itr.. Are-= 20 70 20 &0 2(l 60 ~i 

f(enai Peninsul.~ 0 30 0 30 I) 30 
CDpper R./Wnn·3;ll/IJ~ldez 50 110 50 110 40 100 
So•Jtheast Al-~sk~ 0 10 r) 10 0 1 ;j 

.L'.i 

Elsewhere ir. Al.iska 240 350 240 350 210 ·11 (: -~-.I. ·u 

Outside Alaska (j 10 0 10 0 0 
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Table B.l29. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Skiing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOC~iTION. EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of AJ..:~·:;lt..:~ 62.3% 64.9/. 58.9/. 61.7i. . Al.ask-:1 6l.Oi! 63.67. 58.0/. 60.8! J.n 

Susitn.3 Study Are-3 17.21. 19.47. 16.5i.: 18.7% 
Area One 0.8% l. 47. O.B% 1.4/. 
Are.:~ Two "'! "'If 9 'l'l 7.47. 9.0i~ fyffe 

'"" Are-3 !ilree ~. l:"'t 3.5% 2.4% 3.4% .;..u.;. 

Are:~ four .Oi.: 0.2% .07. 0 '1'1 
1W.Js 

Are.:~ five 0.4!. 0.8% 0.47. 0.87. 
Are.:~ SL~ o. 9i~ 1.57. 0.81. 1. 47. 
Area Seven 0.1:'\: 0.5Z 0.17. 0.57. 
A .rea ti'jht 0.07. (l.O/. 0.07. 0.07. 
Are.:~ Nine 0.1% 1).5% 0.11. il ;;:.., 

i./ • •.• u. 
Area I~n .07. 0.2% .0% 0. 2l: 
Area Eleven 0.0% 0.02: 0.07. o.o;~ 

Area Twelve .0% 0.27. .Oi. 0.27. 
Area thirteen 0.97. 1.57. 0:32: 1.52: 
Ar.e~ Fourteen l.2k 1.8% 1 '"i'\' 1.87. .~h 

10 Hiles North of' Den.:~li Hwy 1.07. . "" l.b .. 0.97. 1.5k 
Anchor :~9e/Ch1J9.'l1Ch Mtn. Are.-a 32.07. 34.&k 30.87. 33.4/~ 

f<enai Peninsul-a, 2.62: 3.6;! 'i- l''lry -"·-=·i· 3.3~ 
Copper R ./lrlran3'e l1/V.:~1dez 0.4% 0. s;;: 0.4:t 0.8% 
So,Jtheast Alaska 0.67. 1.2% 0.5l " Cl"' v; .~I. 
Elsewhere in Alask-:~ 12.07. 13.87. 11 ')U 

.L.uJ~ 13.17. 
O:Jtside Alaska 0.97. 1.57. 0.6% l.OZ 
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l9B4 
LOW HIGH 

c':'1 o•t 
.Jwa \,.11, 55.G:! 
52.3l S5.l~ 

13. 9i: 15.9i. 
0.67. 1.2!. 
G.l% fJ C:~' 

I 1: WlA 

2.02: " 0'1 Wa;..J;._ 

.o;~ 0.2% 
0.2!. 0.6i: 
0.7% 1 .-,-r., 

.L • ·.J!a 

0.17. 0,.3;~ 

0.01.: o .o;.~ 
0.1% 0.3/. 

.0% 0 .,., ... ,. 
0.01:: 0.0~~ 

.or. 0.2l 
0.8% 1.4!. 
1.07. l.6Z 
O.Si:: l. 4;~ 

28. Oi~ 30 .ttl 
2.0i. 2.8! 
0 ·:;'f 

• -.J!• 0. 7;, 
. {\ ·")"f 0 'i"! .... ... u. • ; Ia 

i0.07. ll.8i:: 
0'112% 0 .6/~ 



Table B.l30. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Skiing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATIO~ EVER 1'~80 -1985 
LOW HIGH i..Oioi ·~ Tr•u 

n.~..J.~ 

In or out of Al.:l·:;k.~ 76440 797i0 72360 7%80 
In Alaska 74830 78120 71250 ?4580 
Susi tn.:~ StiJdy Are:~ 21150 23780 20310 22900 
Area One 1000 1700 1000 1700 
Are:~ Two 9490 11330 9130 11000 
Are.:! Three 3100 4260 29'10 4130 
Area Fo!Jr 20 230 20 230 
Ar·ea Five 470 1000 470 1000 
Area Six llOO 1840 1000 1700 
Are.:! Seven 130 550 180 550 
Are.~ Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 180 550 130 550 
Are.:~ len 20 230 20 230 
Are.:~ Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 20 230 20 230 
Area Thirteen llOO 1840 1100 1840 
An~ Fourteen 1430 2250 i430 2250 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 1210 1980 1100 1840 
Anchor ::~ge/Ch!JJ~ch l'ltn. ArB.~ 39280 42480 37820 409'30 
Ker,.:~i Peninsula 3220 4390 2830 4000 
C•Jpper R. /Wr ange 11/V.:~ldez 470 1000 4'7!1 ' . 1000 
Southeast Al.:~sr..a 780 1430 580 1140 
Elsewhere in Ahsk.3 14700 16970 13860 16090 
Outside Alas~ .. ;~ 1100 1940 680 1280 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

64340 68220 -64220 b76i0 
17080 19500 

730 1430 
7490 920Q 
24;:30 3470 

20 230 
280 710 -
890 1570 

90 400 
0 0 """'' 

'30 40{) 
20 2:30 
0 0 ~-

2:J 230 
1000 1700 
1210 1980 
1000 1700 -

34420 37510 
2430 3470 

37C· 850 -37{; 
'\1 850 

12320 14440 
230 710 -

""""' 

-
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Table B.l31. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Skiing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or OIJt at Al:~ska 
In Alash, 
Susi tn::i StlJdy Area 
Area One 
Are.3 Two 
Area Three 
Are:~ Fo1Jr 
Area Five 
Area Six 
Area Seven 
Are.:~ Eight 
Area Nine 
Are<! Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are-3. Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Area Fourteen 
10 Mile·; North of Demli Hwy 
Anchor .:~se/Chu•j-3.Ch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsr.11a 
Copper R./Wr.:1rrsell/'J:~ldez 

Southeast Ahs~.a 
Elsewhere in Al.3sk.3 
Outside Alas~.a 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

G3.I;~ 67.lk 
61.7% 65.7! 
14 .7k 17.9% 
o.n 1.5% 
G-. s;~ 

.0% 
0.37. 
o.n 
.Of. 

o.oz 
0.17. 

0.0% 
.0% 

0.7% 
0 .. 8% 

a.n.: 
3.07. 
r, ·1., 
v. wl. 

0.97. 
1.5% 
0.4Z 
0.0! 
0.5% 

o.oz 
0.2% 
1.5% 
1.8% 

1.0% 2.0% 
34.7I 38.7% 
2.67. 4.2% 
0.07. 0.07. 
O.GZ. 1.4% 

11.97. 14.77. 
0.87. 1.8% 

B-144 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

59.5/. 
58.5~ 

14 .1/. 
0.7% 
6.1% 
1.7~ 

0.2% 
O.&i.: 
.0~ 

o.oz 
:J.lZ 

0.07. 

o.n 
0.8% 

-"'i.l""t .!~ 

.J,:II 'ti. 

2.47. 
0.07. 
0.47. 

11.27. 
0.57. 

l7.1Z 

8.37. 

0.27. 

l. 4/. 
0. 4j~ 
0. Oi~ 
0.5% 

0.07. 
0.2% 
1.5i. 
l. 77. 
1.8~ 

3.Sk 
0.07. 
1.27. 
14.0~ 

1.31: 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

53 .17. 

ll.4i. 
0.5! 
4.8Z 
1.3% 

0 .17. 

o.ox 

.Oi~ 

0.07. 
.07. 

0.61: 
0 .. 6X 
0.7:t 

,.J.t: ~~~ 
...;;,., •• .u. 

2.0i. 

0.37. 
9 q~ .. ,;, 
o.n 

i:'r""! • .,_ ... 
._ll .. ..:;;. 

56#3! 

1 •"JCf 
"-·~~~ 

6.8! 

o.n 
1.37. 

O,Qj~ 

0.0% 
0 •)'f 
•w~ 

1.4;~ 

1.4! 
1.77. 

34.3~~ 

o.ot 

12.57. 
0.7% 



Table B.l32. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Skiing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Alask::~ 67000 7129() 63240 67620 
In Alaska 65490 6':1820 6217<:) 66570 
S1Jsi tn-• Study Ar~a 15650 18980 1494Ci Hl200 
f1rea One 700 1640 700 lt.40 
Are.'3 Two 6880 9270 6480 8Bl0 
Are:~ Three 1860 3240 lM'"'n /iV 3120 
Area tour 0 250 0 250 
Are-3 Five 290 960 210 850 
Are.> Si>: 700 1640 610 1510 
Area Seven 10 410 1'' <) 410 
Are.~ Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 70 561J 70 560 
Area I en 0 250 (\ ·]i:."l" 

u· w~1u 

Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are::. Iwelve 0 250 0 250 
Area !hir·teen 700 1640 700 1640 
Are-'3 fourteen 870 1890 780 1760 
10 Hiles Norti1 of Denali Hwy 1050 2140 870 1890 
Anchor -•9e/Chusach l'ltn. Are-• 36810 41150 35450 39750 
Kenai Peninst.ll-3 2800 4430 2510 4070 
Copper R ./WnnselliV.2ldez 0 0 0 0 
Southeast Alaska 610 1510 450 1250 
Elsewhere in Alaska 12600 15660 11890 14880 
01Jtside Alaska 870 1890 530 1380 
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~ 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

56~:90 60870 -55860 60340 
12090 15100 

530 1380 -5110 "7210 
1400 2630 

0 250 
140 710 ·~ 

530 1380 
10 4lQ 
0 (> 

~ -10 410 
0 250 
0 0 -0 250 

61{) 1510 
610 1510 
730 l?!SO 

32200 :36410 
2140 3600 

0 0 -
290 980 

10480 13320 
140 710 

-· 
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Table B.l33. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Skiing by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC l.OCA!ION EVER 1980 -198~ 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al.Jsk.3 49.67. 54.0:::: lj'f '1"! 
I • l h. 52.1~ 

In Alaska 49.17. 53.5Z 47.5% 51.9! 
S•Jsitna StiJdy Area 26.3! 30.3i~ 'jt" Ll" 

~J1 -liS 
·jq 4'1 
Ji;l.: • .I,. 

Are-3 One 0.3% 0.97. 0.37. ij,. 3i~ 

Are.3 Two l2~~4k 15.47. l2.2i. l"' ':·~' .J ... ,. 

Area Iilree 5 .. 3~ .., ~., 

i .. ~;. <c: ')_'"! 
oJ. >JJ. 

"7 C'"'f 
I • .J11 

Area Fo•Jr o.o:::: 0 fl'i o\ii& 0.0/. 0.07. 
Area five 0.3% 'J, 9% 0.3:::: o.n 
Are.:~ Sb: 1.07. 2.27. 1.0/. '1 ·"'}~ 

.:..wl. 

Area Seven {'! "')'! 
v ..... ,. 0.87. 0 .,., ... ,. 0.8i: 

Area Eight 0" • I. 0 .47. .07. 0.4/. 
Are-3 Nine .0% 0.2Z r.-,· 

,iJ;. 0.27. 
Are.:~ I en .0% 0.27. .Of. 0 'i'' awl. 

Are.:~ Eleven .,., 
a \II• 0.2% !~., .. v~~ 0.2% 

Are~ Twelve 0.07. 0.07. 0. 07. 0.07. 
Area Thirteen O.GZ 1.6% 0.67. 1.4Z 
Area FoiJrteen 'l "J"f 

"'' ... u. 3.97. 2.3X .:, 7"l 
..J, I ia 

10 Miles i4orth of [ten ali Hwy 0.27. O.SI 0 ')'/ ....... 0.8i! 
Anchor -~9.e/Ch1J9.3ch Mtn. Area 10.87. 13.6i. CJ.9i. 12.7i. 
Kenai Peninsula 0.47. 1.2% 0.-4% l ':l'! ow .. 

Copper R .!Wr :;m9e ll/Va ldez 3.7% " "" ,J ••• Ji. 3.6i.: 5.47. 
SoJJtheast Ahs~.a .0% 0.2% .0% 0.2% 
Elsewhere in Alas~.a 8.37. 11.47. 0 C"•l 

u • ..Jiw ll.li:: 
O•Jtside Alaska 0.3% 0.9% 0.17. 0.5:t 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

43.67. 48.0;~ 

43. 5/~ 4./". 97. 
,..,.·; '?"f .-,.r, c•.: 
w.:t. ll• ;;.,;: s .Jl. 

0.3Z 0.9Z 
11 1'1 14.1!. 4. ,L .• .1. i• 

4.87. 6.37. 
0.0! o.o;, 
1J.3Z 0. 137. 
l.OZ 2.07. 
0.1~ 

..,., 
'J.il • 

.07. 0.4Z 
l\Cf 0.27. oV/o 

.o:::: 0 ·~·' I I 4A. 

0'' . .. 0.2~ 

O.Oi. 0.07. 
0.5% 1 1~ 

·~ .. 
2.07. ·~ .t ... 

,:. • 'il. 

0.2:! 0.8i~ 
Ci [\ .,. 
"'"' ... ll.Gi. 
0.4i; 1.:1:~ 
·} J'f 
-.I • ••• 5.2~ 

0'1 . " 0.2i~ 
" ..,u 
i.il. 10.:37. 
.oz O:a2%. 



Table B.l34. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Skiing by Area 

SMALl.. TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1~385 

l..OW HIGH LOW HIGH 
In or o1.1t. of Al-3sk-l 6880 7490 6620 723(l 
In Alas~,a 6810 74:;!0 6590 7200 
S1Jsi tn-3 St,Jdy ArE-3 3650 4200 3600 4150 
Area One 40 130 40 130 
Area Iwo 1720 2140 1690 2110 
Area Three 740 1040 740 1040 
Area fo,Jr 0 0 0 0 
Area five 40 130 40 130 
Area Si}~ 150 300 15C• 300 
Area Seven 30 110 30 110 
Area Ei9ht 0 50 0 50 
Area Mine \) 30 0 30 
i~re-3 Ten 0 30 0 30 
Area Eleven 0 30 0 3(] 
Are-3 Twelve 0 0 0 0 
Area Thirteen 90 220 30 200 
Are:~ fo•Jrteen 320 540 310 520 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 30 llO 30 110 
Anchor -l'3e/Ch1Jga•::h i'ltn. Are-3 WJO 1890 1380 1760 
Kefl.li Peninsula &0 170 60 l'lO 
Copper R./Wrangell/Ualdez 510 7i0 500 750 
Souti1e-3st Alaska 0 30 0 30 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1220 1590 1130 1540 
Outside Alask:3 40 130 10 70 
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"""' 1984 
LOW HIGH 

6050 w:.o 
6040 6650 ~ 

3290 3820 
40 130 

1550 1950 ~ 

660 950 
0 0 

40 130 
130 280 
20 90 
0 50 
f) •"){; -~'J 

Q 30 
() 30 
0 f: v 

70 180 
280 470 

3() llO 
_, 

1240 1610 
60 l?O 

4'7(·, 
J. 720 
0 30 

1070 1 A~1(1 
"'lL!v 

0 30 
"""' 

~i 

-
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Table B.l35. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Skiing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC I.OCAnON EVER 1980 _;qoc 
.. .r*..J.J 

LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 
In or out of Al::is~.a 63.2% 69.44 59.37. b" nu .J,//, 

In Alas~.-3 63.04 6i:l 'i'! 59.2~ 
:·!;" J< "'I 

.l ~ .Wia bJ.bli. 

StJsi tn.:s StiJdy Area 43.07. 4'3.67. 40.77. ·F ""~ I ,,J:_; 

Are.3 One 1.6% 3.84 1.6% 3.8: 
Are.3 Two 16.07. 21.27. 1s.n 20. ~?i. 
Area Three 5.9% 9.3% 5.6:t 9.0% 
Are.3 Four O.Oi. 0.37. o.vx 0.3Z 
Area Five 1.1% 2.97. 0.97. rl '1'! .w. i .... 

Are.~ Si>: 1.6% 3.64 0.8Z 2.6Z 
Area Seven 0.37. 1. 77. 0.3% 1.7k 
Are.j Eight 0.0~ 0.5% Q.07. 0.5! 
Area Nine .0% 0.87. .0% f': oJ-t 

1iaUill 

Are.3 Ten 0.07. 0.07. 0.07. O.Ol 
Area Eleven .07. 0.87. .07. 0.37. 
Are.3 Twelve 0.0% o.n 0.0! 0.7i. 
Area Thirteen 4.07. 7.0% 3.67. 6.41. 
Ar·ea foijrteen 3.3% 1).1% 3.37. ll.U 
10 Miles North ,of Denali Hwy 0.2% 1.4% 0.2% 1.4X 
Anehon9e /ChlJg.-aeh Mtn. Area 6.9% 10.7% 6.47. 10.0% 
}:enai Penircsu 1.3 .oz 1.0% • 07. l.Oi. 
Copper R ./Wrangell/Valdez 2.4Z 4.87. l.li. 2.9% 
So1Jtheast Al.3sta 0.07. 0.57. 0.07: 0.5% 
Elsewhere in A I.-ask.; 10.8% l5.2Z 10.37. H.n 
Outside Al.aska 0.07. 0.7! o.oz 0.57. 
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1984 
!.OW HIGH 

53.9~ 
r r, t:'Z:' 
Q',, , • .J;. 

C'li q¥ 
JJ.. '".~! • 60.5/. 
38.?:~ 45.3;! 
l.5l r, I:"'¥ 

·J. • .J.t. 

15.07. 20.07. 
~ :;ro,: 
.J, -..Jia 3. ?;~ 
O.Oi. ... .l"l!'J !J I ,jf. 

0.8:7. 2.47. 
0.67. ·""t "')llf 

.:. '"''· 
0.3Z 1 '7-J 

J.. i ... 

'") :"'a: \.. .v,~ 0 .5i~ 
0.07. 0.7Z 
O.Oi. C·. 0/. 
o.oz o. 7i; 
II {'!'! " r'J-:t 
V 1 vir. v. i ir. 

3.6% 6.4.7. 
:3. 2i~ G.OA: 
0.2% l. 4.Z 
.,. '"' .J I~~~ S.G! 

.0% 0.8~ 

0.8% ., l" *i 
.::. ,IJt .. 

o.oz 0 r:•J 
r..Jia 

8.97. 13 .li.: 
0.0% 0.3~! 



Table B.l36o 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Skiing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJi Of Al.'3sl-:.-l 1680 lB50 1530 1750 
In Al-3sk~ 1680 Hl40 1570 1740 
Susitn.a Study Are<~ 1HO 1320 1080 1260 
Area One 40 100 40 100 
Are~ Two 4:30 560 420 550 
Area Iilr·ee 160 250 150 240 
Are.~ tOIJr 0 10 0 10 
Are-3 five 30 80 20 70 
Are.3 Si~< 40 100 20 70 
Are-3 Seven 10 40 10 40 
Are.~ Ei3ht 0 10 ij 10 
Area !'iine 0 20 0 20 
Ar.ea ten 0 0 0 0 
Are.:~ Eleven 0 20 0 20 
Area Twelve 0 20 0 20 
Area Thirteen 110 l':lO 90 1'70 
Are.~ E'ol.lrteen 90 160 '30 i&O 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 40 10 40 
Anchor -3'3e/Ch•J·jach Mtn. Are.~ 180 280 170 270 
f(enai Peninsula r> 

" 30 0 3!} 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 60 130 3[) 80 
Southeast Al-3ska 0 10 ·o 10 
Elsewhere in Ahska 29{l 400 270 390 
Outside Alaska 0 20 0 10 
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~J 

1'334 
LOW HIGH 

1430 1610 
lJ!')jl 
'"'" 1610 

1030 1200 
40 90 

400 530 
140 230 

0 10 
'"""' 20 60 

20 60 
10 40 
0 10 
0 20 
0 0 
0 '1f-. .wv 

0 ao 
<:JO l?O 
90 lGO 

~ 

10 40 
140 23i) 

0 20 
20 70 
0 10 

240 350 
t~ 

'" lO ~ 

-
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Table B.l37. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Boating by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATIO~ 

In or out of Ah~ka 
In Al.3ska 
S1Jsitn.3 St,Jdy Are.3 
Me:~ One 
lirea Two 
Mea Three 
Are.3 four 
Area Five 
Are.3 Si:-: 
~irea Seven 
Mea Eight 
firea Nine 
1\rea ien 
Area Eleven 
Are.:~ Twelve 
Fire.:~ Thirteen 
Area Fo!Jrteen 
l.O Miles North •Jf Denali Hwy 
Anchor.3ge/Chugach Min. Are.3 
Kenai Penins;Jla 
Copper· R.!Wr.3n·jell/V:~ldez 

:3outheast Alaska 
folsewhere in Alaska 
Outside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

65.7k 
63.4% 
32.1% 
l. 2Z 
6.6% 

0.01. 

1.0/. 

O.Oi. 
0.67. 

.0! 
0.0% 

.Oi. 
5.8% 
7.57. 
0.37. 
3.67. 

21. 4i~ 
2.2I 
1.8& 

14.6% 
2.1% 

66.0% 
34.77. 
1.3% 
8.07. 
3.7% 
0.0! 
3.57. 
1.67. 
1 ·""!~ 

.L -~~ 

0.0% 

0.2i. 
O.Oi!. 
0.2% 
"' "!"I Ia~;. 

9.1% 
0.77. 
4.8!. 

2.6% 
16.6! 

., C!1 ........... 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

63.4/. 

31.3~ 

6.5/. 

0.07. 
2.3I 
1,.0% 
!).67. 
0.07. 
0.67. 
0.07. 
0.07. 

7.3! 
0.3% 
3.57. 

20.97. 
2.2Z 
l.7Z 

14.0% 
1.7% 

'.• t·~ bb I\};~ 

64.D: 
33.'37. 

7.9l 
3.b;~ 

0. Oi: 
,... ~-,~;£ 

.::I .J;'i. 

1.67. 
l~~2i: 

0.07. 

0.2: 
7.0X 

(J. 7i: 
4.5i: 

23.1% 

16.07. 
2.5% 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

53.6~ 

52.9k 
26 .5i~ 

l.Oi. 
5s6i~ 

2.0l 
0.8% 
0.4l 
0.0/. 
0.4% 
0.0% 
O.Ok 

.Oi: 
• 0'! 
"1. iJ. 

6 .li. 
0.27. 
2.Si~ 

18 .2;~ 
l. 9% 
1.3% 

11.4& 
0.7% 

55.7!. 
·-:zca o=; 
"-U• .:;a 

1.6!. 

3.0i~ 

0.07. 
:~ i.J"'f 
_;,..\.'fa! 

1.4/. 

0.3k 
.... ,., •r v.v,-. 

0.2/. 
6 .l:~ 
""! E:' •.~ 
i. ,_].;., 

·:> o~· 
'IJ •• ...~ ••• 

20.47. 
.-~ "1"2;" 
~ .. !,'a 

1.97. 
'I..-. ,...~ 

,L.j. ~i~ 

l.3i; 



Table B.l38. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Boating by Area 

ALL HOUSEHiJLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 19:30 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or cut of Alas1.3 80S50 83840 77800 31040 
lfi Alaska 77800 81040 75450 78730 
S1Jsitn.3 StiJdy Are.3 39400 42&00 384.30 41&10 
Area One 1430 2250 1430 2250 
Are.3 iwo 8080 9840 7960 S1720 
Area !hree 3330 4530 3220 43% 
Are.3 tOIJr 0 0 0 0 
Ar·ea tive 3100 4260 2380 4000 
Are:01 Si~-: 1210 1980 1210 1980 
Area Seven 730 1430 780 1430 
Are:, Elojht 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Nine 680 1 I"'}Q.ll:. 

lwwl.J &80 1230 
Area Ten 20 230 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are:~ Twelve 20 230 20 230 
Area Iilirteen 7140 8820 b9l0 8560 
Are:~ fo,Jrteen 9250 11130 9020 10870 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 370 850 370 850 
Anchor age /Ch'J'J:!Ch Mtn. Are.~ 4470 5940 4240 5580 
f{en:ai Peninsula 26320 29160 25600 28410 
Copper R./Wnngell/V.3ldez 2£50 3730 2650 3730 
So1jtheast Alaska 2200 3200 20'10 3060 
Elsewhere in Alaska 17920 20380 17200 l%30 
01Jtside Alaska 2540 3600 2090 3060 
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~ 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

t.5820 &9200 
64%0 63350 
32480 35520 ~. 

1210 1gso 
&910 8560 
2650 3730 

0 (l 

2430 3470 
1000 1700 

f?l\ 1000 ~' 

'' 
0 (1 

470 lVOO 
0 0 
,-,. i) ·,; 

'1{\ w;.,· 230 
5980 7530 
7490 9200 
280 710 

3440 4660 
22350 25030 ~ 

2310 3:33() 
1540 2390 

13S1BO 16210 ~ 

390 15?0 

..... 
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Table B.l39. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Boating by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out, of Atbska 
In Alask-3 
Susi tn.3 Study Are::i 
Area One 
t~na Iwo 
Area Three 
t~rea four 
Area tive 
Are.~ Si:< 
~~rea Seven 
tkea Eisht 
Mea Nine 
~~rea !en 
1~re.3 Elevert 
Are.3 Twelve 
i~rea Thirteen 
Mea Fourteen 
10 i'liles North of Denali Hwy 
l~nchor.3'je/Chu·jach Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Copper R./Wr:ansell/Va1dez 
Southeast Alask.3 
El·~ewhere in Ahska 
Outside Alaska1 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

52.6% 
30.0i. 
1.0~ 

5116k 
1.'37. 
o.oz 
2.2% 
o.n 
0.5% 
O.Oi. 
0.3% 

.Oi.: 
0.0% 

.Oi. 
5.4% 
7.1Z 
•;).2% 
3.7% ..,,·.,'! 

MY • I;. 

1.2;~ 

1.8% 
14.3% 
·~ ")'! 
W•.Wia 

69.37. 
66.61: 
34.07. 
2.0Z 
7.8% 
3.3% 
0.07. 
3.6% 
1.7! 
1 "" .. :u. 
0.0~ 

1.17. 

0.0% 
0.2% 
7.4% 
9.5i~ 

O.Bi. 
5.5% 

26.3% 

3.0% 
17.5% 
3.6% 

B-152 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

60.7% 
'1Q "!., 
.U.i:aWhl 

1.07. 
5.6i: 
l/~k 

0.0% 
2.0% 
0.7i. 
0.57. 
0.07. 
0.3;! 
o.or. 

.Oi. 
5.2% 

22.07. 
1.2:<. 
1./Z 

13.8% 
1.77. 

66.87. 
64.77. 
33~ 2i~ 

2.0! 
7.87. 
3.37. 
0.0/. 
3. 4.1! 
1.7k 
1 ·J".I 
.. • ... i.;• 

0.07. 
l.li~ 

Q.OX 

0 
.. ,., ... ,:, 

f'! "j"'f 
! • ~;. 

O.Si~ 

5.3i! 
25.6% 

2.27. 
2~~9~, 

16.87. 
2.97. 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

52.7i. 
5l.Bi. 
24.37. 

{', IJI.f -w •1 . .1/• 

4.8;: 

0.0~ 

1./% 
O.b! 

0.07. 
0.3I 
0.0% 
0.01.: 

4.47. 
5.7% 
C•.2i. 
··:= a-.,· ". ;,, 

1 iJ ·1•t 
.&. .~ ... ,. 

1.0! 
1 •1'f .s. • .;.n 

11.07. 

56.97. 
56.0i. 
28.1/. 
l.J~ 

0.0% 

l. 41: 
0.9k 

o.o;~ 

O.Oi. 
0.2~ 

., •:)" i • j,IJJ 

22.6!. 

l3.8k 



Table B.l40. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Boating by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVEF:. 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Al-'3ska 69370 73590 66680 70980 
In Absk.a 66460 70770 64420 68770 
S•Jsitn.3 Stl.ldy Are-'3 31890 3&090 31050 35230 
Area One 1050 2140 1050 2140 
Area !wa 5990 8240 5990 8240 
Are.3 Three 2050 3480 2050 3480 
Area Four 0 0 0 0 
Are:~ Eive 2320 3840 2140 3600 
Area Si:: 780 1760 780 1760 
Ar·e-3 Seven 530 1380 530 1380 
Are-3 Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nir,e 370 1120 370 1120 
Area Ten 0 250 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 i) 0 0 
Are.~ Twelve 0 250 0 250 
Area Thirteen 5700 7900 5500 7670 
Area Fourteen 7570 10060 7470 9940 
10 Miles Plorth of Denali Hwy 210 850 210 850 
Anchor .:~ge/Chug.:~ch Mtn. Are-• 3940 5830 3750 5600 
Kenai Peninsula 24090 27960 23360 znoo 
Copper R ./'Wr ange ll/V.:~l dez 1220 2390 1220 2390 
SoiJthe.:~st Al.aslt.a 1860 3240 1770 3120 
Elsewhere in Alas~.-• 15240 18530 146:30 17870 
Outside Alaska 2320 3840 1770 3120 

B-153 

-
1984 

~ 

LOW HIGH 
55970 G0450 
55010 5S•490 
25350 29SlC= """ 

3/'0 1a'~o 

5110 7210 
1c:or· -'U-J 2880 

0 0 
1770 .3120 

&10 1510 
~ 

2~0 I~Otl 
.1'~\i 

0 0 
2'30 930 

() 0 -
rJ 0 
0 250 

4620 6640 
6090 83::;o 

210 350 
3()80 4780 

20370 24030 
1050 2140 
1220 23'30 

11690 H650 
780 1760 

"""' 
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Table B. 141. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Boating by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLBS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Ahsl! .. ~ 62.4% 6&.6: 61.24 65.4i. 
In Al.:isk.3 62.0Z 66.2~ 60. 9:! 65.1% 
SIJSitn::J St!Jdy Are.~ 38.4! 42.8'4 37.8% 4VJ7. 
Area One 0.9% 1. J3% l\ a~ v. J:• 1. 9i! 
Are.3 Two 8.6~ 11.24 a.4Z ll.Oi. 
Area Three 6.0! 8.2% r Cl'f 

~- ... s.n 
Area tOIJf o.oz o.oz O.Oi. Q.OZ 
Are.3 five 3.0i: 4.64 2.8% 4.47. 
Area Six 1.2~ 2.4! 1.27. 2.4Z 
Area Seven 0.3% l.li: 0.3! 1.1: 
Area Eight .Oi. 0.4i. ;1'f 

ovlt 0.4: 
Area Nine 0.37. 1.17. r).3i. 0.97. 
Are.) Ier1 .0% 0.27. .07. 0.24 
Area Eleven o.oz o.o: 0.0% 0.0! 
Area Iwelv.e .0~ 0."2% O'i . " 0.2i. 
Area Thirteen 6.3% 3.5% r •'imt 

b •.Wi• 8.4% 
Are.~ tOIJrteen 5.2! 8.4% 6.1% 8 •W ... :u. 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 0.1! 0.5% i\., . ·,;,. 0.4;! 
Anchor :~ge/Chug.3ch l'ltn. Are::i 0.5% 1.3;! 0.5Z 1 .t"l'f ... ,.j,, 

Kenai Peninsuh 9.3% 12.1! 9.1!. 11.77. 
Copper R./Wr.3ngell/V~ldez 7.8% 10.4/. 7.8% 10.47. 
So!Jtheast Ahslr..a 0.4% 1.2% 0.3% 1 1~ "' ... ,., 
Elsewhere in Ahsr..a 12.1! lS.ll 11.9% H.9i. 
Outside Al.>ska 0.1% 0.7% 0.1% 0.5% 

B-154 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

C'A ~y C'Cr I"']~' 
1.}'1··Ji. .Ju. i i. 
.:-.;, ·~llf 

.J't • ..:·~ C:::Q "1•! 
....:~. f ,.. 

34.0% l}Q ~·i 
..J'.J 1 _w;1 

0.67. l.bi~ 

7.9! 10.57. 
~ ,,,. 
,J a.Ji• 

""!' C"•! 
J • .Jr. 

0.07. 0110~ 

2.3% 3.9: 
l.Oi. 2.0;~ 

0 '."!"' •Wf. 0 .':);~ 
.07. 011 ~ik 

0.37. 0.97. 
.07. f•; 'j'f 

\i•~o.~ ... 

o.o:.: 0.0/~ 
·~ 0 ·j~· .Vk own 

"" "'" ·J • ... u. :"'} '"''' 
j ·' i. 

c:: •:,~~;= 

"wll"""h 
,. r:•t 
I • ··-"• 

.{)k 0.41: 
0.3Z l.lZ 
ry CV 
1 • .n. 10.51: 
7.0i. 9.4% 
0.1~ 0.5Z 

10.37. 13.1 
1)'1 . .. 0.4 



Table B.l42. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Boating by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or etJt of Ahska 9660 9240 8490 9030 
In Alaska 8600 91S10 8450 9()40 
S1Jsi tn.;~ Study Are:~ 5340 5930 5240 5840 
Area One 120 2?0 120 270 
Area Two 1190 1560 1170 1530 
Area Three 830 1140 820 1130 
Are.:a Fo1Jr 0 0 0 0 
Area Five 410 640 :390 G10 
Area Si:< 170 330 170 330 
Area Seven 50 150 50 150 
Area ti•3ht ~· 50 l\ 50 v 

Area Nine 50 150 40 111' w\1 

Are.3 I en 0 30 0 30 
Are.:i Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.:a I'welve 0 30 0 30 
Area Thirteen 870 1190 850 1170 
Area Fourteen 850 1170 840 1160 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 10 70 0 50 
Anchor age/ChrJ·J•ch litn. Are.:a 70 180 70 180 
f{enai Peninsuh 1300 1670 1260 1630 
Copper R. /Wr .,n'je 11/V.ll•jez 1090 1440 10% 1440 
So1.1theast Al.ask-3 60 170 50 150 
Elsewhere in Ahsk-'3 1680 2100 1(~-

.. ':..l.J\1 2070 
01Jtside Alask.a 20 90 10 70 

B-155 

.~ 

~ 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

?540 814\J 
7540 8140 
4720 5:300 """': 

90 ·'j:){\ 
.I,&~..; 

llOO 1~50 

740 1041J 
0 o') 

.'""'1 

320 540 
130 280 

40 130 
(; 50 

40 130 
0 30 -0 •J 
0 :30 

760 1070 
740 1040 

.~ 

0 50 
50 150 

llOO 1450 '"""' 
970 1310 

10 70 
1430 1820 

0 50 

~ 
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Table B.l43. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Boating by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out of Ahsk:a 
In Al:ask:a 
Susi tn::~ StiJdy Are.3 
Area One 
Are:a Two 
Are:a Three 
Area Fo1Jr 
Area Five 
Are.a Sb: 
Are.a Seven 
Area Ei3ht 
Area Nine 
Are.a Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are.a Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are:a Fourteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor a9e/Chu•3ach Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Copper R./Wran9ell/V:aldez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Al.:~sk.:~ 

Outside Alash 

EVER 
I. OW 

66.97. 
50. 77. 
2.1! 

12.57. 
4.3! 
o.oz 
4.3% 
0.&% 
o.n 
0.07. 
1.67. 
0.07. 
0.0% 
0.07. 
5.37. 
9.57. 
0.27. 
0.97. 
6.87. 
2 .47. 
0.87. 

10.17. 
0.0% 

HIGH 
t;~r _,..11J 
:~ ... ,. 
57.3% 

17.li: 

l'r f;llf v,;,.-. 

7.5% 
2.07. 
2.3% 
O.Oi.: 
3.87. 
O.Oi: 
0.07. 
O.Oi. 
8.71 

l3.n 
1.2% 

10.67. 

2.6% 
14.57. 
0.7! 

B-156 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LUW HIGH 

64. 7i. 70. 9i. 
64.57. 7C.7Z 
48.5i. 55.li.. 
2.1% 4.Sl 

l ? 1 'I 
W.IJ.n. 

4.3% 
(\ .~'! v .... if• 

4 ')'! ..... 
0.6~ 

0.7% 
0.0% 

O.Oi. 
0.07. 
0.0%. 
5.3% 
8 .8i~ 
0.2% 
0.97. 
6.87. 
2.0i:: 
0.87. 
9.8! 
0.0% 

16. 7i. 

0 .Oi~ 
1"'!1 "..,. ,- .. .:;;. 
2.07. 

0.0! 
., :"'J-t 
,;;..a.: .:.. 

0.0% 
0.07. 
0 '1'/ 
~., ,. 

13.07. 
1.2! 
2./h. 
10.6~ 

4.4~ 

2.4% 
14.0i.: 
0.5% 

LOW 

54.0% 
4l.6i. 

• ...... 1 

1. I i~ 

ll.l:: 
4.07. 
0.0~ 

o.sz 

0.07. 

o.oz 
4.'?% 
~ .;., 
i a•Jh 

5:; '?., 
...: •! ia 

l.bl 

:r f:''l , .•. J;. 

lJ.Vi. 

1984 
HIGH 
60 .&;~ 
6i).G;~ 

:-, n•! 
. .J a ")i, 

15.5% 
7.07. 
o.oz 
1 .•;.•.t 
lJ. .... i • 

l "]•l 
J.~~:i:·~~: 

O.Ol 

11 1 ~· 
.L•J.ia 

2.3! 
'1.17. 
:3 .G~ 
··: --=•r 
.... ~i. 

11.3% 
0.3! 



Table B.l44. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Boating by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LiJCAT ION EVER 1980 -l9S5 
LDW HIGH LOW HI!.JH 

In or out of Al.~s~.·~ 1790 1950 1720 1890 
In A1.3ska 1780 1940 1720 1830 
SlJ;i tn.3 Study Ar·e.> 1350 l .,..,,. 

·Jw.•J 1290 1470 
Are.3 One 60 120 t;Q 120 
Are:~ Twa 330 460 320 4.,., 

~re.3 Three 120 200 110 20(.1 
Area four 0 0 Q 0 
Area f1ve 120 200 110 190 
Are:" Si:-; 10 r:r, 10 50 .JI.J 

Are-3 Seven 20 60 20 GO 
Are.3 Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 40 lOQ 20 70 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 0 0 Q 0 
Are.• Thirteen 140 230 140 230 
Ar·ea fourteen 250 360 24:0 .r.!J.(l 

,; •v 

10 i'li1es North of DeMli Hwy 0 30 .~ 30 . ., 
Anchor age /ChlJ'jach l'ltn. Are:• 20 71) 20 70 
Kenai Penins1Jh 180 290 180 280 
Copper R ,/\.lr.3fl·3ellf!h1dez GO 130 50 120 
So1Jti1east Alask.3 20 70 20 60 
Elsewhere in Alas~,a 270 380 260 370 
Outside Alaska 0 20 0 1 t\ 

.1,\i 

B-157 

"""' 

19B4 
LDW HIGH 

1440 1610 ~ 

1440 1610 
1110 128(' 

50 100 ~ 

290 410 
110 190 

0 ~) 
~I 

90 17:) 
10 50 
Hi 40 
0 0 """" 
i\ 
'" 30 
0 0 
0 ('I .. 
0 0 

120 210 
190 300 

0 30 
20 1;0 

150 240 
40 100 -· 
20 60 

200 300 
i) i {1 .... .,, 
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Table B.l45. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Camping by Area 

ALL HUUSEHOLBS 

GEOGRA~HIC LOCAI ION EVER 1930 -lC'iQ~ 
J.J\J,; 

I. OW HIGH l.UW HIGH 
In ;Jr out of Abs~.a 59.2% 62.0! t:'"'J "j•! 

.J1 • vJ. GO.l~ 

In Ahska 57 •. 5% 60.3! 55.9% 58.7% 
S1Jsi tn.a St,Jdy Are.~ 29.n 31.7% "1C• 11Yf 

W'J • .Jhl 
•v• t) ... 
-JV • .Jl. 

Area One 3.1% 4.1% 3 li'! 
1 \L/1 4.0% 

Are::~ Twa 8.9i. 10.5% 8.6i. l 0 .2;, 
Area Three 3.9i: 5.1Z 3.6% 4.8:! 
Area fOIJr .Oi. 0 '!'! ,,;,.h .0~~ 0 .2:~ 
Are.:~ five 1. 27. 1.87. 1.1;~ 1.7% 
Area Si;-~ 1.2~ 1.8t 1.2~ 1.87. 
Area Seven o.n 1.3% 0.7~ • "l'/ .l.w ... 

Are.:~ ti'jht O.Oi. O.Oi. o.o:c 0.07. 
Are:~ Nine 0.7% 1 • .,., i).6% l ·j"' .. ~ .. •wu 

Area Ten .0% 0.2% .0% r, .,., 
\iJ.Wh 

Area Eleven 0.0% 0.0% O.Gk OliO~ 

Area Twelve {- '1 1i 0.64 0 '1-J 0.6j; v ... ~. . .. ,. 
Area Thirteen "l 'J"i 4.3:t 3.27. 4 ,..,., 

....., . ...,'- •liA'-

Area Fo,Jrteen 2.3% "l '1"' 
,, ·'"J:GJ •"j --]., 

·J•Wh ~ • ·,u. ·~ •·.Jr. 

lt\ Miles North of" Denali Hwy 1.1~ 1.7% 1.07. 1.6:\: J..'..J 

Anchor aje/Ch,Jgac:h Min. Are.::i lo.s,; 1" •j'i .. ··· .. 11. 10.17. 11.97. 
fzenai Penins1Jl.3 13.8:! 15.87. 13.6% 15.6~ 

Copper R. /Wr .ange ll /V.:~l de:;: l "l'< .. ~ ... 1. 97. 1.2:'!: 1. 87. 
Southeast Ahs~ .. 3 1.07. 1.b% 1.0% 1.67. 
Elsewhere in Alaska 13.47. lS.U 12.7% 14.7% 
01Jtside Al.:~ska 1.37. 2.17. l.U l.?I 

B-158 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

48.5% C" '; .-.cy 
,.;,L •. :.•t. 

47.91 50,.7! 
'1:, r:.,~,; 
W"t. \u. 2JS.4l 
2.5% -~ t::~· .J •.• u. 

/e2% 8.(j% 
"l 0"! :3 I 8i~ ..:...~tra 

n~ 
.lJJ~ 0.2i. 

1. 07. 1.67. 
O.S% 1.4/. 
1).6% 1 r;•J 

.1. I './JJ 

0.07. O.Oi. 
0.6~ 1.07. 

.Oi. 0.2i: 
O.Oi. 0.0~ 

0 ·W . ...... O.G% 
:') 1.'\'1' 3 ~ ~~j: ... .; i• 

2.1Z 2.9% 
;' Q"i v • .til 1.5, 
r. ..,!If 
0-. i ~~ 10.3X 

1 ., Q"! 
J. .l. I ,, .. 

l=J ~rl .r.v.,r. 

0.9i. _, I:"•F 
1 • .J;~ 

0.67. l.Oi: 
1" ... ~ 0./ i~ 1:"'1 car 

l,;. a.J/~ 

O.G~ 1 ·~"' . ..;.;. 



Table B.l46. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Camping by Area 

AJ1 
Hwla. HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or QIJt of Ahsk-l 72730 7&050 70380 73730 
In Alask.~ 7%30 73970 &8660 72020 
S1Js i tn.1 StiJdy Area 35750 38880 34?80 37390 
Area One 3790 5050 3670 4920 
Are.3 Two 10900 12910 10550 12530 
Area Three 4,0l1i'\ .. u.:.w 6230 44'70 5840 
Are.~ four· 20 230 20 230 
Area Five 1430 2250 1320 2120 
Area SL-; 1430 2250 1430 2250 
Area Seven 890 1570 890 1570 
Area Eight 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 890 1570 780 1430 
Area Ten 20 230 20 230 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Twelve 280 710 280 710 
Area Thirteen 4020 5310 3900 5180 
An~ Fourteen 2880 4000 2880 4000 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 1320 2120 1210 1980 
Anchor :'lge /Chug:~ch Mtn. Area 12910 15070 12440 H570 
f;en.li PeninsiJl-3 16960 19370 16720 19120 
Copper R./Wr.:m<je 11/V.~ldez 1540 2390 1430 2250 
So,Jtheast Alaska 1210 1980 1210 19:30 
Elsewhere in Alaska 1G480 18870 15650 17990 
Outside Alaska 1650 2530 1320 2120 

B-159 

-

1984 ~ 

LOW HIGH 
59560 ~2950 

58820 62220 -2'34&0 :32410 
3100 4260 
:3780 10610 
3440 4f.6(J 

20 230 
1210 l(]Pi'• • ..~u._, 

1000 1700 -
680 1280 

0 0 
6BO 1280 

<ff'l. 230 .;.v 

0 0 
-'"j'Q{\ 710 wuv -35b0 4?90 

2540 3600 
1100 1840 

10670 l25GO "'*" 
H580 16850 

llOO 184() 
680 1230 

13150 15330 
780 1430 
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Table B.l47. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Urban Households Camping by Area 

URBAN HIJUSEHOI.l!S 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1930 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OLJt of Al.:~ska 59.5/. 
,.,, na.t 

Ow, iJ, 57 .6i: 61.8l 
In Ahska 57.77. 61.9% 56.17. 60.3% 
S1Jsi tn.:~ StlJdy Are::i 27.8k 31.67. 27.0% 30.8% 
Are.:~ One 2.87. 4.47. ·"") ,..,., 4.37. W1lh 

Are-3 Two 8.2% 10.67. 7.9i. 10.3% 
Ar-ea inree 3.3% 5.14 3.1;~ 4.7!. 
Mea Fo,Jr .oz 0.27. .Oi: o. 2i~ 
Are.:~ Five 0.9I 1.97. 0.87. l.Bi. 
Are.:~ Six 0.9i: 1.9% 0.'3k 1.9% 
Area Seven 0.5% 1 'J., 

J. 1 WIW 0.57. 1.3~ 

Are-3 Eight O.Oi. o.o;; 0 {1"/ 
I VII o.oz 

Area Nine 0.6% 1.47. 0.6?. 1.47. 
Area Ten .o:r. 0.2i. 0.0/. 0 .0~~ 
Are.:t Eleven o.oz 0.0% 0.07. o.o;~ 

Are.:~ Twelve 0.17. 0.71 O.li. 0.7'k 
Area Thirteen :3 .07. 4.6% I) M., 

w • ·:u. 4.5% 
Area fourteen 2.27. 3.&7. 2.2% 3.6i: 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 1.0% 2.0% 0.9% l. 97. 
Anchor -19e/Chugach Mtn. Ar.ea 11.31!: 14.1! ll. (lf. 1~1 03:f 

l·..t aiJ/a 

Ken.3i Peninsula 14.61! 17.8% 14.3% 17.57. 
Copper R .iWr~'9ell/V::.ldez 0.64 1.47. 0.5i. 1.37. 
Southeast Alaska 0.9Z 1.97. 0.9% 1.97. 
Elsewhere in Ahs~.a 13.07. 16.07. 12.4% 15. 47. 
01Jtside Alaska 1.2% 2.4% l.O'.t 2.0% 

B-160 

1984. 
LDW HIGH 

48.6/. -=::-~ o•; 
...Jw.v.n. 

4~\9% 52.1X 
22.67. 26 I 2;~ 

.., "J'¥ 
YaWl• 3. ?;~ 
6.5Z 8.7Z 
2.3! ·'j '7-J ..... •~" ... 
o.oz o.ox 
0.7! 1 '1:V 

j.. i ;, 

0. bj~ , 
~~~ 

.l.o"1:.1• 

f• 11•1 .J. ,:jj, 1.1;~ 

O.Oi. O.Ok 
0.57. 1 'l'! 

aWl• 

0.0! o.o!: 
0.07. O.Oi. 
O.li. 0.77.: 
·I :·¥ 4 r,•! .w.o ... .. . ...,,. 
1.9% :3.3Z 
o. :"% "?'Sf 

l. i ... 

f\ 4., 
~·I ,.,t. 1 ~t ,";•/ 

.L.W•\iia 

12.4% 15.4% 
0.3X 1.1::: 
0.4k i •""(IIJ' 

J. • ..:if. 

1().3~ 13.1l 
0~67. 1.4! 



Table B.l48. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Camping by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahsk-~ &3240 &7&20 &1"200 65620 
In Ahs~.-:1 61310 65720 5%00 G4040 
SJJsi tn::1 Study Area 29490 33600 28660 32740 
Area One 2980 46b0 2890 4540 
Are.1 Two 8670 11300 8370 l0%0 
Area Three 3560 53(:;0 3270 SOlO 
Area tOIJf 0 250 0 250 
Area Five 960 2020 870 1890 
Area Sb %0 2020 %0 2020 
Are-3 Seven 530 1380 530 1380 
Are.:! Ei9ht 0 0 0 r. 

v 

Area Nine 610 1510 610 1510 
Are.2 Ten 0 250 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 \) 

Area Twelve 140 710 140 710 
Area Thirteen 3180 4900 3080 4780 
Area FoiJrteen 2320 3840 2320 3840 
10 Miles North of [lenali Hwy 1050 2140 %0 2020 
Anchoraqe/Chugach Mtn. Fire a 11990 14990 llG9l) 14650 
Kenai Penins1lla 15550 18870 15240 18530 
Copper R./Wr.3ngell!Valdez 610 1510 530 1380 
So1Jti1east Alask-3 960 2020 960 2020 
Elsewhere in Abska 13820 1&990 13210 163'20 
OJJtside Alaska 1310 2510 1050 2140 

B-161 

~ 

1984 
I.QW HIGH -· 5l6C•O 56100 

50860 55360 
23980 27850 """", 

242() 3950 
b8~30 9270 
2420 3950 

G 0 f'i'l'1' 

?O{', 
, Uo l?GO 
6Hi .. 1510 
370 li20 ""'! 

~ 0 
530 1380 

0 0 -0 0 
140 710 

2300 4430 
2050 348\J 
780 1760 

9970 l27GO 
13210 16320 -370 ll20 

450 1250 
10980 13870 --610 1510 

-

-
-
-



-

-

-

-

-
I""' 
I 

Table B.l49. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Small Town Households Camping by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAl ION 

In or OIJt of Ahska 
In Al.;ska 
S:Jsitna StiJdy Are.> 
Area One 
Area Two 
Area Three 
Are.3 FoJJr 
Area Five 
Are.~ Si;-: 
Area Seven 
Area £i9ht 
Are-3 Nine 
Are.a Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are-3 !we l ve 
Area Thirteen 
Area FoJJrteen 
10 Miles North of' Denali Hwy 
AnchonseiCh1Jg::~ch Mtn. Are.; 
Ken.3i Penins!Jla 
Copper R./Wran9ell/V.~ldez 
Sa!Jtheast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Al-:iska 
01Jtside A lask.J 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

49.94 
49.27. 
30.51. 
2.3% 
9.2% 
4.9% 
o.n 
I.Si~ 

1.&! 
11. t" ., 

\.' .. \l!. 

o.n 
0.3% 

.0'% 
.0% 
.0% 

2.7% 
1.64 
0.3% 
l. 97. 
5.37. 
4.87. 
0.27. 

11.8% 
0.37. 

54.3! 
53.6! 
34.7%. 
3.9% 

0.5%: 

j,07. 
1.67. 
0.57. 
0.9% 
0.2i. 
0.2% 
0.2Z 
4.37. 
2.Bi. 
1.17. 
3.37. 
7.5% 
6.8i: 
0.8% 

14.8% 
1.1% 
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SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 - 1'185 
LOW HIGH 

48.5Z 
4'?.31. 
30.07. 

9.27. 
4.7% 
0 .lf. 
' C''l ..l •.• H. 

1.6Z 

O.ll 
0.37. 

.07. 

1.57. 
0.37. 
1.87. 
5.2l 
4.87. 
0~~2!. 

11.2i. 
0.37. 

52.2/. 
34.0/,; 

ll.87. 
6.77. 
0.57. 
"1 PJ., 
~-;.:. 

2.8/~ 

1.67. 
0.57. 
0.9i. 
0.2% 

0.2! 
4.3~ 

2.7i. 
1.11: 

7 .41~ 
b.87. 
0.3:1. 

14.27. 
1.1% 

1984 
LOW HIGH 
41.5~ 

41.07. 
26e3% 

4.0% 
O.ii. 
1.3:: 
l. 2i: 
0.67. 
0 .17. 

.VI. 

.oz 
2.6!. 

fr ·1-t v·,. "'.Ji,.; 

1.3% 
4.67. 
4.07. 
O.lZ 

45,'3i: 

30.3Z 
•"i •ill.! 
,J • .Jl· 

l0.4Z 
6 .o;, 
c~,.5x 

2.5i~ 

2. 4i. 

0.5Z 
0.8% 
0.2i: 

0.2! 
4 .2i~ 
.., ,.,~ 

~.lfa 

,_1 l:"•i 
a:& •• J;. 

6.6% 
6.0! 
0 '!'! 

• ! :. 

l2.li: 



Table B.lSO. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Camping by Area 

SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC 1.0CATIUN EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW IHGH LOW HIGH 

In or QIJt of Al:~sk." 6930 '7~')(1 
;.Jwv 6730 7340 

In Alaska G830 7440 6630 7240 
S•Jsi tn." StlJdy Are.> 4240 4810 4160 4730 
Area One :320 540 J'l'i 

~-
54() 

Are.3 Two 1280 1660 1270 164() 
Area Three 680 %0 650 930 
Area Eo•Jr 10 70 10 ?0 
Are." fi\le 200 380 200 :380 
Are.3 Six 230 • I il 't•· 220 390 
Area Seven 90 ·i"J{j 

~.:..·..: 90 220 
Are:j Ei•jht 10 70 10 70 
Area Nine 40 130 40 130 
Are-3 Ten 0 30 0 30 
Area Eleven 0 30 0 30 
Area Twelve 0 30 0 30 
Area Ihirteen 3'70 600 370 600 
Are.~ PolJrteen :'}:"){j 390 200 380 .:..:.v 

10 Miies North of Denali Hwy 50 150 5\J 15!) 
Anchor a'je/ChiJ·}!!Ch Htn. Are.~ 260 460 250 440 
Ken:~i Peninsula 740 1040 730 1020 
Copper R. /Wr· .:m~e 11/V.oldez 660 950 660 950 
Southeast Alaska 30 110 30 110 
Elsewhere in Al.3s~.a 1640 2050 1560 1970 
01Jtside Alaska 50 150 50 150 
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1984 
LOW HIGH 

5760 6370 
56S•O 6300 
3S51J 4200 
260 460 

10% 1440 
5bV 830 ~. 

lO 70 
180 350 
1'70 33(? 

:30 200 ""'' 
lO 70 
rt•• lliJ :ll! .. 
0 30 
lj 30 
0 .-,l'. 

-~v 

36Q 580 ~ 

200 380 
50 150 

180 350 
640 f920 
560 830 

20 90 
1300 16?0 ~ 

40 130 

-
.... 



-

-
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Table B. 151. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Camping by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or •Jut of Al-3sh 
In Al.:.ska 
StJS i tna Study Area 
Area One 
Area Two 
Are.:. Three 
Are.:. E'our 
Area Five 
Are.:. Si:.: 
Area Seven 
Area Ei9ht 
Are.:. Nine 
Are-3 Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are.~ twelve 
Area thirteen 
Are.:. FotJrteen 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor-'i9e/ChtJ•3ach Mtn. Are:; 
Kenai PeninsiJla 
Copper R./Wr-~n'3ellfV.'ildez 

Southeast Alask.:. 
Elsewhere in Al-3S~--:. 

01Jtside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HiiJH 

&2.77. 68.9% 
62.2~ 68.4% 
43.9% 50.57. 
3.3% 6.1% 

14.3::: 19.3% 
6.37. 9. 9% 
o.o::: 0.5% 
1.4~~ :3.4i~ 

i.O% 2.8! 
O.Gi. 
0.07. 
1.2% 
0.0% 
\),Qi;: 

0.0/. 
4.3~ 

1.2% 
(J. 9% 
2.1! 

1"\ -~"'••I 
..::. . ;;.,:. 
0.07. 
3.0i! 
o.n 
0.0% 
0.5::: 
7.5Z 
3.0% 
2.7% 

4.4:1: 7.6% 
3.14 5. 97. 
0.4% 1.3% 

13.37. 18.1% 
0.1% 1.1% 
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RURAl.. HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985· 
I.OW HIGH 

57.67. 
C'7 1"'/ .Ji • .Lt. 

U.9i: 
3.2% 

14.2X 
6.2! 
o.o::: 
1.47. 
1.07. 
IJ.6i! 
0. ;;:.;~ 
0.37. 
0.07. 
0.07. 
0.07. 

t},8% 
2. Oi~ 

63.5Z 

6.0i. 
1 q ·:)-r 
.i..r a Wo'S 

9.8% 
0 I:'J . ..;,. 
2.8~ 
·1 "}•_r 
..:.. ... ,. 
0.0~ 

1.7% 
l\ ,~ 

vI I i1 

0.07. 
015;t; 
:S. 97. 
3~~0% 
,., .. , 
.;il~!· 

4.4i~ 

3.9% 6.9% 
1.97. 4.1! 
0.47. 1.8% 

11.57. 16.17. 
O.lZ 1.17. 

1984 
l.OW HIGH 

48.7% 55.3! 
35.57: 41. g~ 
:.1! 4.5;! 

12.7!. 

l~2Z 

I). 7i! 
0.3% 
0.07. 
0.27.. 
o.oz 

0. {!"! 

"" 
3.67. 
l.Oi:: 
0.7% 

17 Is;~ 

{\ r;''ll;l 
v ... Jil 

·"] ·~·~f 
·..J. ~;. 

·1 ·'j''i 
... ... u ... 
, 1"'111 
1 • ./ ;~ 

o.oz 

r~ ,-,~, 
ii • ...,! .. 

6. 4i! 
2.8% 

3.0! 5.8! 
1.6! 3~8~ 

0.4! 1.87. 
s~·=Jr. l:3.li. 

I 07. l.Ok 



Table B.l52. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Camping by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCAIION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

Ir; or out of A !ask.~ 1670 1830 1530 1700 
In Al.asl! .. 3 1650 1820 1520 1690 
~::;:_J·~: i tf"l,j Study Are~ 1170 1340 1120 1290 
Ar2.3 One 90 160 90 160 
Are.3 Iwo 380 510 380 510 
Area 1'hree 170 260 170 260 
Are.3 FaiJr 0 10 0 1{; 

.1.\i 

Area tive 40 90 40 90 
Are.3 Si}~ 30 70 3fi 70 
Are.3 Seven 20 60 20 60 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 30 ao 10 40 
Are.3 I en 0 20 0 20 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.• Twelve 0 10 0 10 
Area Thirteen 120 200 100 130 
Are.3 Fourteen 30 80 :30 BO 
10 Hiles North of Den.3li Hwy 20 70 ~}h 6Q .W.'Ii 

Anchor ::~ge /Chu•Jach Mtn. Area 60 no 50 120 
Ken.3i Peninsula 120 200 100 1:30 
Copper R./Wran~ell/Valdez BO 160 50 llO 
Southeast Al-lsl<.a 10 50 lO 50 
Elsewhere in Ahska 350 480 310 430 
O!Jtside Alaska 0 30 0 30 
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-

-
1'384 

LOW HIGH 
""1\1 

1290 1470 
1300 1470 

940 llHi ~ 

GO 1 '"),", w·w 

:340 46( 
l5C' 240 -0 l () 
30 30 
20 GO 

~ 

10 40 
0 0 
0 30 
0 20 -
0 G 
0 10 

90 l?O -:30 70 
~0 60 
50 llO -80 l~O 

40 100 
Hi 50 

240 350 -
0 30 

~ 

-
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Table B.l53. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of 

All Households Hiking, Picnicking, or Berry Picking 
By Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out of A l.:~sk.:. 
In Al-3sh 
S•Js i tn:~ Study Ar-e~ 

Area One 
Are-~ iwo 
Are-3 Ihree 
Are.:. Fo•Jr 
Area Five 
Ar~:~ Six 
Area Seven 
Are.:. Eight 
Area Nine 
Are.:. Ten 
Area Eleven 
Are:~ Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are-3 fo•Jrteer: 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor.39e/Ch•Jg.:.ch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsula 
Copper R .!Wran9ell/V:~ldez 
Southeast Alas~.a 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
Outside Alask-3 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

7&.47. 78.87. 

:38.7% 
3.57. 

ll. 2i. 

o.o:.:: 
l.4i. 
1.97. 
0.7i: 

.Oi.: 
0.4% 

0.07. 
0.17. 
3.47. 
4.67. 
1.37. 

13.4! 
15.07. 
1.n 
0.87. 

17.67. 
1.17. 

41.5~ 

13.0% 
8.6~ 

0.07. 
2.2! 
? '7 .. 
WI i I. 

1.37. 
0.27. 
O.BZ 
0.27. 
O.Oi. 
0.57. 
4.47. 
5.8% 
1.97. 

20.67. 
17.0:\: 
2.5I 
1.47. 

19.84 
1.7% 
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ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

''J:C' .t ""! '1'1 0 a: 
I.J•"ils Jir1.U/a 

74.:3Z 76.7! 
"':•0 1-t 
-..J\11 .l./1 

3.4! 
ll.Oi. 

,.., .... .,. 
f • u,, 
O.Oi:: 
1.3% 
1. 97. 

.0~ 

;),4% 
.07. 

0.07. 
0 .li: 
:3.47. 
4.&;~ 

1.3! 
18.37. 
14.97. 
l.G7. 
0.7% 

l? "" J., • wJ. 

1.07. 

40.9~ 

4.4% 
12.87. 
B.4i~ 

0.1)7. 

..,. ,..,., 
w. t ,. 

0.2Z 
0.3% 
0.2% 
O.Oi. 
0.57. 
4.4~ 

5.87. 
1 •::1'1' 
J.•.iM 

20.57. 
16..9% 

1.3j~ 

19.4! 
1.67. 

I. OW 
71.3% 

~1 1 1¥ 
.J. J.ta 

10. 2i: 
6.3% 
O.Ok 
l.2Z 

0.3Z 
.07. 

{)~~Ok 

O.lZ 
') "}~! 

W•WI• 

4.1/. 
1.27. 

17.4::: 
14.0! 
1.4~ 
~"\ ,.,IY v .; :. 

16.4:::: 
0.7% 

HIGH 
ry.-, -r":llr:::' 
l·:J. i i~ 

4.li. 
12. o;~ 

'7 ·:-•J 
I • i ;, 

0.0~ 
i i)~ 
.a. ,u;. 

2.4Z 

0.27. 

0.27. 
o.o:~ 

0.5~ 

4.2i: 
C' .. ,.i 
-J • -:u .. 

1.3;! 
19.67. 

2.2/. 

1.:37. 



Table B.l54. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Ntlmber of 

All Households Hiking, Picnicking, or Berry Picking 
By Area 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCA!ION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ahsk.j 93340 96670 92590 %470 
In Al.:tska 92340 ~5230 91220 94140 
S!Jsitna Study Area 47560 50890 4S830 50150 
Area One 4240 5580 4130 5450 
,~rea iwo 13750 15%0 i3510 15710 
Area Three 3780 10610 3550 10360 
Ar~:~ tOIJl' 0 0 0 0 
Area Five 1760 2660 1650 2530 
Are.3 Si~{ 2310 3330 2310 3330 
Area Seven 890 1570 B% "t:f']n. 

1..JI v 
Are.2 Eight 20 230 •1ft 230 "" 
Area Mine 470 1000 470 1000 
Are:;; I en 20 230 20 230 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area twelve 180 550 180 550 
Area Thirteen 4130 5450 4130 5450 
Area Fourteen 5630 7140 5630 '7140 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 1540 23go 1540 23'-30 
Anchcrage/ChiJgach Mtn. Area 22590 25290 224?0 25160 
l~enai Peninsula 18400 20890 18280 20'760 
CDpper R./Wrangell/Valdez 2090 3060 1980 2930 
Southeast Ahs¥-.a 1000 1700 890 1570 
Elsewhere in Abska 21630 242SO 21150 23780 
O'Jtside Alaska 1320 2120 1210 1gao 
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-

~. 

"""' 11384 
LOW HIGH 

87480 90510 
86480 39')40 ...... 

42440 4570{) 
3790 5050 

12560 14G'30 """'' 7730 9460 
0 0 

1-1ao 2250 
E'80 2930 
680 1280 

20 23C1 

"370 850 
•!(\ 

"" 
~.jlJ 

0 0 
180 550 -· :3900 5180 

5050 i)490 
1430 2250 

~ 

213
1

~0 24030 
l/'200 l%30 
1760 26&0 
8'30 1570 -

20190 22770 
89Q 1570 -

-

-
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Table B.155. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage of 

Urban Households Hiking, Picnicking, or Berry Picking 
by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

fl EOGRAPH IC LOCA! ION. EVER 1980 -19:35 l9B4 
LOW HIGH LOw HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OlJt of A hsk.3 
In Alask.3 
S!Jsi tna StiJdy Area 
Are.3 One 
Area Two 
Are.3 !hree 
Are.• four 
Area five 
Ar·ea Six 
Area Seven 
Are.3 Ei·3ht 
Area Nine 
Hrea Ten 
Area Elever. 
Are.3 Iwelve 
Area Thirteen 
Area Fo1Jrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Am:·honge/Chu·3ach Mtn. Area 
~~en.3i Peninsul.; 
Cop per R. /Wnn9e 11/V:d de::: 
So•Jtheast Al.3s~.a 

Elsewhere in Ahsk.3 
01Jtside Alaska 

76.8: 80.2! 
75.4% i9.0% 
3&.47. 
3.1% 
9.8! 
6.37. 
0.07. 
1.2! 
l.Si:: 
0.6% 
O.Oi:: 
0.37. 

0.0! 
0.17. 
3.1% 

1.2% 
20.2% 
16.0!:: 
0.97. 
r) '?'! 
1Ja/hl 

40.6% 
4.7% 

8.57. 
0.07. 
2.27. 
3.07. 
1.47. 
O.Oi. 
0.97. 
0.27. 
0.07. 
0.57. 

6.0/. 
'i ·j"f 
J.a.W/a, 

23.87. 
19.2% 
1.97. 
1.57. 

17 .sr. 20. gz 
1.0% 2.0% 

B-168 

75.7% 79 .37. 
74.5k ?8.li.: 
35.8% 

3.1:':: 

6.1% 
O.Oi. 
l.tx 
l.?i: 
0.6% 
0.07. 
0.37. 

0.07. 
0 .17. 
3.1% 
4.27. 
1.27. 

20.0% 
15.97. 

0.8:.:: 
0.7% 

17 .ox 
l.OX 

4.77. 
1"1 •")•} 
... .:. • .:.01• 

8.3~ 

O.Oi. 
2.17. 

1.4% 
(1 r)':l 
\f I \i /1 

0.9! 
0.27. 
O.Oi:: 

4.77. 
6.07. 
'1 .,., ...... ,. 

23.&7. 
19.li. 
1.87. 
l C"-r 
.a. • .J/a 

·~o. 4% 
'i {\'f 
~~ \iie 

70.7! '74.5~ 

:32.14 
ra n"i 
.;:a. •J.:";;. 

8.Si. 
r: l:""f 
..J • .JJ. 

0.0~ 

0.97. 
l a~ . •'-
o.r~ 

0.0~ 

0.2~ 

.OJ. 
0.0! 
0.17. 
:') •:Vj! 
W11 J1• 

3. 6~~ 
l.OZ 

19,1% 
14.'37. 

t1 ryy 
VIi f• 

0.6Z 
16.3% 

0.7% 

ll. 4i~ 

0.07. 
l. ;37. 
'l i.: ~~ 
W1\Jit1 

1.27. 
0.07. 
0.:37. 

O.Oi. 
0.5! 

22.5:~ 

13.1~' 

L5k 
1.4! 

19.5/. 
1.57. 



Table B.l56. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Hiking, Picnicking, or Berry Picking 
by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION E1JER 1'-}80 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH I. OW 

In or out of Ahsk .. ~ 81530 35230 30440 84200 75970 
In Al::~ska 80110 33890 79130 82'3&0 75100 
S•Jsitna St•Jdy Ar-e~ 38700 ~:3080 38070 4244~ :34Q90 
Area One 3270 5010 327(1 5010 2930 
Are.3 Two 10380 13200 10170 12'180 ~370 

Area Ii1ree 6680 9040 6480 8810 :890 
Area Four ,, 

0 0 0 0 •.; 

Area five 1220 2390 1130 2260 %0 
Are.3 Sb< 1860 3·~40 1770 "Jl ~1(·, 

·JJ..w·.; WiQ 
Area Seven GlO 1;:;:1{\ 

J.·.Jo~oV &10 1510 450 
Ar~a hjht 0 0 0 C· 0 
Area Nine 290 980 290 980 2lij 
Are2 Ten 

,,_ 250 0 250 0 'v' 

Are.:~ Eleven 0 0 0 0 0 
Are-3 Twelve 70 560 70 56C 70 
Area Thirteen 3270 5010 3270 5010 30BO 
Are.:~ Fo•Jrteen 4430 6410 4430 6410 3850 
10 Hiles Nor·th of Den-3li Hwy 1220 2390 1220 "1"JU('-: 

~'l.J J u 1050 
Anchor agei C~''Jsach Mtn. Are-3 21500 25230 21300 25010 20270 
f{.enai Peninsula lb980 20410 16880 2~):300 1;:;s~;o 

Copper R ./WnngellflJ.alde::: %0 2020 ,870 l89Co 700 
SoiJthe::~st Ahska 700 1540 700 1640 GlO 
Elsewhere in Alasr..:a 18620 22170 18110 21620 172

1

~10 

Outside Alaska 1050 2140 1050 2140 700 
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-

19:34 
HIGH 

7SI~f50 

79LW 
38351) 
466( -

12080 
8130 

0 -2020 
2750 
1250 -(i 

:35(! 
250 

0 -
560 

4780 
5710 """"' 
2140 

2:3920 
1'3200 

1&40 
1510 

20740 
lG40 -
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Table B.l57. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berry Picking by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

Ir, or out of Alas~.-3 

In Alas~.a 

Sus i tn.~ St,Jdy Area 
Area One 
Area Twa 
Area Thrt~e 

Are:~ four 
Area five 
Area Si:{ 
Area Seven 
Area Eight 
Area Nine 
Area Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are.~ tOIJf teen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchorage/ChlJ•jach Mtn. Area 
Ken-'3i PenifiSIJl-3 
C,Jpper R. /Wr .:~nge 1l/V.3ldez 
So1Jtheast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Ahsk.:~ 
Outside Al.3ska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

G7 .3% 71.3! 
66.87. 70.87. 
45.6% 50.0% 
3.1% 4.7% 

lS.BZ 19.27. 
9.4~ 12.27. 
0.07. 
1.67. 

o.o;~ 

0.67. 1.47. 
0 ?'! 

owlo 

.07. 
0.0% 

2.2% 
4.67. 
0.3% 

0.87. 
1.17. 
0.27. 
0.07. 
0.47. 
3.6% 
6.67. 
1.17. 
5.0% 

5.0% 7 .07. 
6.14 8.37. 
0.3% 0.97. 

14.1% 17.3% 
0.2% 0.8% 
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SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1'3£5 
LOW 

b . .., (1"1 
I a \l'ra 

66.5~~ 

45.27. 
:3.1! 

1 c 7•1 
A..J. i , .. 

9.37. 
O.Oi. 
1.6Z 
1 'l'f ' ... ,. 
0.6% 
0.2~ 

0.07. 
.07. 

2.2Z 
4.67. 

3.27. 
5.0~ 

6.17. 
0.2% 
14.1~ 

0.27. 

HIGH 
7l.OZ 

49.6Z 
4. 7% 

19.11: 
12.17. 
0.0/~ 

2.Bl 
2.4i. 
l.4l 
0.8~ 

l.ll 

O.Ok 
0.4k 
3 ,(i;~ 
6.67. 

5.07. 
7.0~ 

8.3!. 
:J.S% 

LOW 
G2.7h 
62~~3! 

~ t1'Y 
..:.. a Ji• 

8. ?.~~ 
O.Vk 

[).6% 

•J.3% 

0.0% 

2.07. 
4.Sk 
t) .3i! 
3.1;~ 

4.6% 

() .1/! 

66.'3!. 
66.57. 
47 .2i~ 

l8.l~' 

11.3% 

1.4;! 
o.s;~ 
1 ., ., 
... .i. ·'• 

r-, ·!A;" 
... , r. ...:..;. 

0.07. 
0.47. 
3.4:' 
(;.sz 
1.1~ 

4.7! 
6.6~ 

Q.Sj! 
15. ·~z 
0.7~ 



Table B.l58. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Small Town Households Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berry Picking by Area 

SMALL !OWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or· OIJt of Al.3sk.~ 9340 9900 '3290 9860 
In Al.:~sk.3 9270 9830 9220 9790 
Susitna St:Jdy Area 6330 &940 6270 ··ot·,n. 

lJu•:.V 

Area One 420 &60 420 660 
Are.~ Two 2200 2660 2180 2&50 
Area Three 1310 1690 1300 1670 
Are~ fo!Jr 0 0 C· 0 
Are.3 five 220 :39(i 220 390 
Are.:~ Si~-~ 170 330 1M~ 

i/V 33Q 
Are.3 Seven 80 200 80 200 
Are.~ Eight ')f'. llO 30 llO vii 

Are.3 Nine 50 i50 50 150 
Are.'i !en 0 30 0 3C' 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are:; twelve 0 50 0 5C1 

Area Thirteen 300 soo 300 500 
Area Fourteen 640 920 640 920 
10 Miles ~~orth of Benali Hwy 50 150 so 150 
Anchor a·3e/Ch1J'3ach Mtn. Are.~ 450 690 450 690 
l' . "ena1 Peninsul.3 690 980 690 980 
Copper R./Wr an3ell/V.~1dez 840 1160 840 ll60 
Southeast Alaska 40 130 30 llO 
Elsewhere in Al.3sh 1960 2400 1%0 2400 
Outside Alaska 30 110 30 llO 

B-171 

-

-

-

1984 
"""'! LOW HIGH 

07f'!r! 
l.JJ vv 9281~ 

8650 9230 
5t340 rccr• 

ti·J..l'•' 

40() 630 
2060 2520 
12E 1570 -C' 0 

20C' "JO('i 

"''"' 
170 :3:30 

-~ 

80 200 
30 llO 
50 150 
0 30 -
0 0 
0 50 

280 470 
620 900 
so 150 

420 ijfjl) -640 •320 
790 llOO 

30 lll} 
1780 2210 -

20 '10 

-
-
-



-

-
-

-

-

-

Table B.l59. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Rural Households Hiking, Picnicking, or 
Berry Picking by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out of Alaska 
In Alas~.·• 

Sus i tn.3 Stud:; Are.~ 

Are.-a One 
Are.~ Iwo 
Area Three 
Are.3 Four 
Area Five 
Area Si:·: 
Area Seven 
Are-3 Eight 
Are-3 Nine 
Area Ten 
Are:~ Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are::~ Fourteen 
10 Hiles North of Denali Hwy 
Ar!Chor .3•3e/ChlJ'J3Ch Mtn. Are.> 
f(enai Peninsuh 
Copper R./Wranjell/Valdez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
Outside Al-3s~--3 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

so.n 85.1% 
79.6% 84.6% 
&2.5% 
4.5% 

20.7i. 
10.1% 
0.07. 

l.7X 
1.4! 
O.Oi. 
0.3~ 

0.07. 
0.0! 

.Oi. 
5.9% 
3.87. 
0.8! 

3.47. 
0.5:4 

14.47. 
0.07. 

68. 7i. 

26.3% 
14.57. 
O.Oi. 

3.'31; 
3.4% 
O.Oi.: 
1 "'"' ... .JJ. 

0.5! 
0.0! 
1.0/. 
9.37. 
6.Bi. 
2.6% 
4.67. 
5.3% 

1.97. 
19.47. 
0.7% 
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RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

73.4% 83.Gi. 
78.07. 83.2% 
1jl. 07. 

4.47. 
20./i: 
9.3:t 

1.7% 
1.6/. 
1.2% 
r. !\'' v. ,.,, 
0.37. 
0.0/. 
0.07. 

.Oi. 
5.'3% 

0.81 
2.0% 
.-, £:"'~ 

..;&.~~...Jh. 

3.47. 
0.5k 

14.1% 
0.07. 

67. 47. 
7.6% 

26.37. 
13.57. 
O.Oi. 
3.'37. 
·i. 0-:t' 
. .) .u.ra 

3.2% 

1.5! 
0.5% 
0.0/. 
1. 07. 

2.61! 
4. 47. 
5.1! 
G.2Z 
1.9! 

19.n 
0.7% 

1984 
LDW HIGH 

73 .liz 7B. 7j~ 
72.87. 78.4/. 
~, {'.8f 
·.J i • \! ,, 

~~ '1'' "t • .w;. 

20.01': 
8.7~ 

l '7~1 
• f 111 

l. 4:; 
1.0! 
0.0% 
0. 2:' 
r~ ~1:.1:~ 

\i .>J i. 

(-...... ; 
• lil• 

~:,~ ··:•! 
.J. / i. 

O.B7. 
l.St 

2.9i. 
0.5~ 

l2.0Z 

1~3.4(. 

7.21. 

12. 7i~ 
0.0~ 

2.37. 
0.07. 
1.4/. 
0.5%" 

1. Oi~ 
S1.1Z 

2.6/. 

1.9~ 

lb.G/. 
O.?k 



Table B.160. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Hiking. Picnicking, or Berry Picking 
by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -l9B5 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or- aut of Alask-3 2130 22JJ0 2090 2220 
In Alaska 2120 2250 20'!0 2210 
S1Jsitna Study Are.:~ 1&60 1830 1620 1790 
Area One 120 200 120 200 
An:~ !wo 550 700 550 700 
Area !hree 270 380 250 360 
Area folJr· 0 0 0 0 
Area n·~e 50 100 c:~ .,v 100 
Area Si;{ 50 100 40 100 
Mea Seven 40 90 30 30 
/irea Ei3ht 0 0 0 () 

Area tUne 10 40 10 40 
Area I en 0 10 0 10 
Are.:~ Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are:~ Iwelve 0 30 0 30 
Area Thirteen 160 250 160 250 
Are.1 Fourteen 100 180 100 180 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 20 70 20 70 
Anchorage/Chugach Mtn. Area 60 120 50 120 
Kenai Peninsula 70 140 70 130 
Copper R ./Wrangell/Valdez 90 170 90 170 
Southeast Al.3sk:~ 10 50 10 <::(l ... 
Elsewhere in Al.:~ska 380 520 380 510 
Outside Alaska 0 20 0 20 

B-173 

-
1984 ~ 

LOW HIGH 
1940 2090 
1'340 2090 -1520 u:/)O 
llO l ':)!) 
530 680 

~ 

230 340 
0 (l 

50 100 
~0 90 -
:30 70 
0 0 

10 40 ~ 

0 lO 
0 0 
0 'J{", 

·...JV 

l C"f! .Jv 240 
90 17() 
.W\i 70 
50 llO -
70 130 
80 150 
10 50 

320 440 
0 20 

.... 



-

-

Table B.l61. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of All Households Sightseeing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

rn or aut of Ahsl<.a 
In Al.as~.-l 

Susitna Study Area 
Area One 
Are.l Two 
Area Three 
Are.-a tOIJf· 

Area Five 
Area Si:: 
Ar·e.j Se.,::·:·~ 

Area £i9ht 
Area Hine 
Are-3 Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area l'wel ve 
Area Thirteen 
Area FoiJrteen 
10 Miles North of Ilenali Hwy 
Anchara9e/Ch1J9:~ch Mtn. Area 
f!enai Penins:Jla 
Copper R./Wrangell/Valdez 
Southe.3st Alas~.a 
Elsewhere in Al::~ska 

Outside Alaska 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

81,.27. 83.4k 
80.6% 
4S.&Z 
5.2i! 

12.6% 

0.0% 
1.8% 
2.67. 
l.fi~ 

.0~ 

0.67.: 
.o: 

0.0% 
0.4% 
:3.9% 
4.47. 
1.77. 

15.07. 
13.27. 
2.5! 
1.4% 

51. 47. 
6.47. 

14. 47. 
ll.Ok 
0.07. 
2.67. 
3.6% 
2.4''; 
0.2% 
1.27. 
0.2% 
0.07. 
o.a: 
5.17. 
5.6% 
2.SX 

17.0!. 
20.47. 
3.57. 
'l '!'!' .w • .w,.. 

21.7% 24.17. 
0.67. 1.0% 

B-174 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 

1'380 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

B0.2~ 82.4! 
79.8Z 
47.8% 
5.1% 
12.5~ 

0.0!. 
1.n 
2.5Z 
[.4:\: 

0.6% 

O.Oi.: 

3.87. 
4.47. 
1.7% 

14.9i. 
18 .17. 
2.4i. 
1.4% 

"~ ('."'! ow.v.:l. 

50.6i.: 
6. :3:t 

14 .. 3% 
10.8% 
0.0% 
.-z c•! 
t.. • . J;. 

l.2Z 
0.2l 
0.07.: 
0,.8i~ 

5.0% 
5.6~ 

2.S~ 

1&.9i! 
20.3% 
3.4i. 
'l 'l'l 
.... .Mi• 

21.31. 23. 77. 

LOW HIGH 

C' t:'"'l 
!,J .... u. 

0.0~ 

1. 5/~ 
•i •'I' 
.:. . ·~~ '" 
.0~ 

o.&t:: 

3.61. 

l.Gk 
l4 .. 2Z 
17.6k 
2.34 
1.3% 

20.47. 
0.5% 

r '!I., 
.J.; ;, 

13.5t 
1 t\ 1 ., 
.i. \J. J.i• 

2. :3i~ 
~ I 'J 

,. !..i• 

II ·1'! 
\i aW/a 

l. 07. 
0.2i. 
0.0% 
0 I 7/~ 
4.8;~ 

5.47. 
2.4% 

16.2: 
19. s;~ 

.-. 1 ~ 

.J:~.L!. 

2.ll 
22.bi: 
0. '~li: 



Table B.l62. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

All Households Sightseeing by Area 

ALL HOUSEHOl.IIS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1'~80 -1985 
l.DW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or OIJt of Alask.l 99730 102320 98470 101120 
In Alaska 98980 101600 97970 100540 
S1Jsi tn.l StiJdy Area 5%80 63080 58700 62090 
Are-3 One 6330 7910 6210 7780 
Are.l Iwo 15410 17730 152'~10 17610 
Area Three lH':H) l3':iSG 11260 13290 
Are:~ Four 0 0 0 0 
Area five 2200 3200 2090 3060 
Ar·e.:~ Six 3220 4390 3100 4260 
Are.:~ Seven 1980 2930 1760 2f,&O 
Al:'e.l Ei9ht 20 230 20 23C: 
Area ~ine 780 1430 780 1430 
Area Ten 20 230 20 •l•)!i 

,;,w;..-

Area Eleven 0 0 {> 
\1 0 

Area Twelve 470 1000 470 1000 
Area Thirteen 4820 6230 4700 6100 
Area FoiJrte;;n 5400 &880 5400 6880 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 2090 3060 2090 3060 
Anchonge/ChiJ~F:!Ch Mtn. Area l840C• 20890 182&0 20760 
t{en.3i Penins1Jla 22350 25030 22230 24910 
Copper R ./Wnn')ell/V.:~ldez 3100 4260 2990 4130 
Southe.3st Al.3ska 1760 2660 l7tC' 2660 
Elsewhere in A lash 26&80 29540 26200 29040 
Outside Alask.:~ 680 1280 680 1280 

B-175 

..... , 

1984 
LOW HIGH ~; 

94720 !~7520 

944~'0 9:?280 
54160 57540 

SSlO /'1)11,) 
14340 16590 
10430 12400 

0 0 -
.ji_)I'Jf'! 
.LU! l.i 2800 
2760 :3860 
1540 2390 ~ 

20 23() 
680 1280 

'l{) 
"'" 230 ~: 

t J 
(! 

3/f} 350 
4470 5B4\.' 
5170 6b2Ci -
ll380 2Y30 

17440 19980 
21630 24280 ~ 

2760 ·-·oi:l'l 
.J•.JU\i 

1650 2530 
25000 27790 

580 114!) 

-
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-
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Table B.l63. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Urban Households Sightseeing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or out of Al-3:sk.~ 

In Alaska 
Susitn.~ Study Area 
Area Or1e 
Are.a Iwo 
Area Ihree 
Are.> Pour 
Are.> Five 
Area Si;.; 

Are.> Seven 
Area f:i<:~ht 

Area Nine 
Area !en 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Are.2 Ii1ir·teen 
Area Fourteen 
lt;) Miles rlorth of [lenali Hwy 
Anchora<je/Ch'J9-3Ch Mtn. Area 
Kenai Peninsul.3 
Copper R.iWr:~nsellN•ldez 
Southeast Ahska 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
Outside Alaska 

EVER 
I.OW HIGH 
81.8~ SS.Oi. 
81.1% 84.37. 
47.1% 51.3% 

ll. 2% 14. 07. 
8.7% 11.3% 
O.Oi:: O.Oi. 
l. 6;! 2 .3%~ 
2.4i. a. st 
1.47. 2.6% 
0.0! 0.07. 
0.57. 

.07. 
0.07. 
0.37. 
3.7% 

l. 37. 
0.2% 
0.07. 

5.57. 
4.27. 6.07. 

16.3% l9.5i~ 

19.3% 22.7% 
1.87. 3.0% 
1.47. 2.&7. 

20.7:4 24.37. 
0 .52. 1.3% 
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URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW 

80.6~ 

80.17. 
46.37. 

4.5% 
11. JZ 

... , I:'~ 

Q: • .Jim. 

0.0% 
l c;:,-
L •\J,'\11 

'j IJ8f 
&:1. 1 •.J/a 

1.3% 
O.Oi. 
0.57. 

0.07. 
0.37. 
• ., rJ•r 
W• J ia 

4.27. 
1.77. 
16.2~ 

l'?.U 
l.6i. 
l. 4% 

20.37. 
0.4% 

HIGH 
83.87. 
83.37. 
50.57. 

.• I:'•! 
lj • .Ji. 

14.01. 
ll.l7. 
0 f)'/ 

1\ln. 

3.7X 

o. o;~ 

0.2% 
0.07. 
0.97. 
5.5% 

19114% 
22.5:-! 

2.6l 
23. Si% 

.. •fat 

.L..,;,.t. 

LOW 
1"11"'1 .~ .... 

I/ I ~jj~ 

42.4Z 
·4.1% 

10~~4X 

7.9% 

l.H 

0.4i.: 
.oz 

0.0! 
0 .. 3l 

4.0~ 

15.47. 
IB.5l 
i .5i~ 
1.3% 

l9.5i. 
().3! 

1984 
HIGH 
8l.OZ 

:= fi•! 
,_1 .. -:J.:-. 

o.o;; 

2.1i~ 

O.OZ 
1.2:! 
0.2:! 
0.07. 
0.9X 
!::' :·~ "! 
.J. 4ti. 

5.8i. 
·'1 il"l 
::::. .. ~ ... 

l8.6Z 
2l.9k 

.-. }"'1U 

~. //. 

2.5:t 
22.9% 



Table B.164. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Urban Households Sightseeing by Area 

URBAN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEQGRilf'HIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1%5 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Absk.3 86910 90260 85590 3903() 
In Alaska 3&140 89540 85040 88520 
Susi tn.3 St:Jdy Area 50010 54510 4gl60 53&60 
Area One 4.910 6980 4320 &""~ a/ 1v 

Area Two 11890 14880 11890 14880 
Area Three 9270 11970 9070 11750 
Are.~ Eour 0 0 0 0 
Are.3 Eive 1680 3000 1580 28HO 
Area Si~-~ 2510 4070 2420 :3950 
Area Seven 1490 2750 1400 2b:30 
Area Ei9ht 0 0 0 0 
Ar·e.3 Nine 530 1380 530 1330 
Are.3 Ten () 250 0 250 
Area Eleven 0 0 n 0 'J 

Area Twelve 290 980 290 980 
Area Thirteen 3940 5830 3940 5830 
Are::~ FOIJrteen 4430 &410 4430 6410 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 1770 3120 1770 3120 
Anchor a'3e/Ch1Jg.rh Mtn. Are.3 17290 20740 1'1180 20630 
Kenai Peninsuh 20470 24140 20270 23920 
Copper R ,/Wr:~nge ll/1Ja1dez 1860 3240 lb80 3000 
Southeast Ahsir..a 1490 2750 1490 'J7f:~ 

Mt-:JV 

Elsewhere in Al::~sk.'3 22020 25780 21610 25340 
01Jtside Ahska 530 1380 450 1250 

B-177 

-
1984 

LOW HIGH 
82400 86050 
82080 85?4(~. 

.8,5030 49500 
4330 &Ji:J(_: 

11080 l3'~i90 

3370 l09b0 
0 0 

1400 ··:.r_ ~.~~-., 
.:.U'·.J\i 

2140 360(: 
1!30 22b0 

~ 

0 0 
450 l2~i0 

0 250 """" 
0 0 

290 98(l 
:J6j0 5480 
4230 Gl80 
1680 300() 

1&370 19750 
19650 23260 

1580 2880 
1400 2630 

20680 24360 
~'7f• ll20 ·.J;"';i 

-
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Table B.l65. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 

of Small Town Households Sightseeing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or aut of Alaska 
In Alask.-3 
Su·;i tna St1;d}-' Area 
Are::~ One 
Are.':! Iwt) 
Are::~ Three 
Are.3 Fa1Jr 
Ar-ea Five 
Are:~ SL{ 
Area Seven 
Are.:! Ei9ht 
Area Nine 
Are.~ Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Are.3 !:a•Jrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchorage/Chu9ach Mtn. Are-3 
Ken.3i Penins1Jla 
Copper R./Wr::~ngelliV.':t1dez 

So1Jtheast Alask-3 
Elsewhere in Alaska 
Outs ide Alas~.a 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

73.4Z 71.27. 
73.2! 77.0% 
51. 27. 55.&% 
5.5% 7.7% 

1&.37. 
10.37. 
o.ox 
1.47. 
2.5i. 
1.1:~ 

0.37. 
0.67. 

.oz 
o.o: 
0.1% 
2.07. 
3.47. 
0.5~ 

3.17. 
8.1% 
G.8~ 

0.27. 

19.7~ 

13.17. 
0 fl" ov.O 

2.67. 
4.li: 
2.3% 
0.97. 
1. 47. 
0.27. 
0.07. 
0.7% 
3.4:1: 
" 'l'f ...... wn. 

1.37. 
4.7! 

10.77. 
9.27. 
o.a::: 

23.11 26.97. 
0.27. 0.8! 
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SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

13.17. 76.91. 
73.07. 75.81: 
51.0~~ 55.4:~ 

5.57. 7 .n 
1G.3i. 
10. ::! 

0.0% 
1. 4~! 

1 1., 
"'. J.i• 

0 'J'! 
1Wia 

0.6% 
.07. 

0.0% 
0 .li. 
2~0:t 

3.4% 
0.57. 
3.17. 
8 .. 1% 
&.77. 
0.2~ 

1'3 I 7;: 
13 I Oi! 
0 1\'' 
'"" 

2.67. 
4 .li~ 
2.3l 
0.97. 
1.47. 
0.2i. 
0.07. 
o.n 
3.4i: 
C' .,., 

..Jaw!. 

1.3% 
4./i: 

10.7::: 
9 .17. 
0.87. 

23.1~ 2fj.9~ 

o.2:t o.az 

1984 
LOW HIGH 

69.87. 
I"' lj "1 081 
~Jj·iiil 

'1~ 07 
: -.J. '.Ji; 

48.5! 5:1.9Z 
5.1% 7 .3i~ 

, .;:- ,.,If 
J..J • i ia 

9.9Z 
0.07. 

0.9: 
0 .3;: 
0.5:::: 

.oz 

o.n 
1.87. 

q 1"1•! 
.i •iJia 

7 .. 8% 
&. 47. 
Cr.2Z 

1·1 .,., 
WI i /1 

0.07. 
., (."! 
:.;a.v;. 

1 a•t 
""' • .J:. 

0.9% 
1 ·-:11! 
j, • ..:·.~ 

0.5/. 
<1 ,-,., 
,j I ~fl 

5 .li~ 
1 'J'I 

"·"' 
4.41~ 

10.4% 
s.a;~ 

0.8! 
21.67. 25.41: 



Table B.l66. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 
Small Town Households Sightseeing by Area 

SMALL TOWN HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION EVER 1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HIGH 

In or out of Ah:;k.3 10190 10710 10140 10670 
In Alaslc..l 10160 10690 10130 10660 
SIJSitn.:~ StJJdy Area 7110 7710 7080 7690 
Ar-ea One 760 1070 760 1070 
Are.:s Twa 2260 2730 22&0 2730 
Are-3 Three 1430 1820 H10 1300 
Are.~ Four 0 0 0 0 
Area Five 190 360 l'jO 360 
Area Sh; 350 57Ci 350 570 
Area Seven 160 310 160 310 
Area E.i9ht 40 130 40 130 
Are.• Nine 80 200 80 200 
Are-"3 I en 0 3f; 

~ 0 30 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Are.~ Twelve 20 90 20 ':iO 
Ar-ea Thirteen 280 470 280 470 
Are-• FotJrteen 470 no 47C• no 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 70 180 70 180 
Anchor ·•9e/ChuJlCh Mtn. Are.3 420 660 420 660 
Kenai Peninsula 1130 1480 1130 1480 
Copper R./Wr.3n9ell/V.aldez 940 12SO 930 l2b0 
Southeast Ahs~.a 30 110 30 pr; 

J.\1 

Elsewhere in Alas~.a 3210 3730 3210 3730 
Outside Alaska 30 lD 30 110 

B-179 

~ 

1 qo.~ 
.i!.~l.f'1 

LOW HIGH 
9690 10240 
%80 10220 
&730 7:340 
710 lOlO 

2180 2650 
l3BO l?bO 

0 0 
190 360 
300 500 
120 270 

40 l3C; 
70 l8t1 ..... 
0 "'Ji'i 

-..J ~; 

i) 0 
10 71) 

250 440 -
460 710 
"II I 'I 180 

390 610 ~ 

10'30 1440 
890 1220 

30 llO 
300Q 3520 

30 llO 

~ 

-
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Table B.l67. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Percentage 
of Rural Households Sightseeing by Area 

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 

In or oiJt of A l.3st,.3 
In Alas~ .. ~ 
SJJsi tn.3 St,Jdy Are:~ 

Are~ One 
Are~ Two 
Are~ !hr·ee 
Are:~ four 
Are.3 five 
Are.:t Si:< 
Area Seven 
Are~ Eight 
Are~ Nine 
Are~ Ten 
Area Eleven 
Area Twelve 
Area Thirteen 
Area fo1Jrteen 
10 Miles North of Denali Hwy 
Anchor .3ge/J;hijg~ch Mtn. Are.3 
Kenai Penirt51jl.3 
Copper R./Wr-3ngell/V.3ldez 
Southeast Alaska 
Elsewhere in Al.•s~.·3 

UJJtside Alask-3 

EVER 
LOW HIGH 

75.4! 
74.5% 
57.5% 
5.3% 

19.04 
7.67. 
O.Oi~ 

1.7% 
2.0i. 
0.8;! 
0.0% 
0.3X 
o.oz 
0.0% 
0.3% 
5.57. 
3.0! 
0.9i. 
2.3i. 
4.37. 
1.8% 
O.GZ 

24.1% 

80.8~ 

80.14 
63.9% 
8.7% 

24.47. 
11.4% 
o.ox 
3 q~ . -~ 
4.4i. 
2.6% 
0.07. 
1.5% 
o.o:. 
o.oz 

8.9% 
5.b;! 
2.7% 
4.n 
7.5! 
4.0% 
2.0% 

29.9% 
O.Sk 

B-180 

R!JRfiL HOUSEHOLDS 

1980 -1985 
LOW HIGH 

r/t: r_r•l 
t ,;. wJ. 

74.37. 
57.47. 

19.0% 
7.Gl 

1. 7i! 

0.87. 
0.07. 
0.3!. 
0.0~ 

0.07. 
0.37. 
5.5% 
3.0Z 
0.9! 

4.37. 
1.84 
0.67. 

24.0/. 
.oz 

80.67. 
79.9:Z 
~~3.8! 

3.67. 
24. 47. 
11.47. 
0.07. 
3.9% 
4.4i. 
2.67. 
o.oz 
1.5t: 
o.o: 
O.Oi. 

8.9i. 
r: ... ~ 
. .J .bi. 
') '?'! 
.W.a I Ia 

.'i "!., 
"iIi l. 

7.5:1; 
un: 
2.0% 

29.8% 
0.8i! 

1984 
t.OW HIGH 

70.0k 75.8/~ 

69~~7Z 75.5~ 

S3.4k ilO.o;~ 

l8.5X 24.Gi: 
b.7Z. 10.3% 
0.01. 0.07. 
1.67. 3.67. 
2.0% 
0.8~ 

0.0! 

0.0% 

.Oi. 
5 .li. 
3.07. 
0.7% 

4.07. 
1.7k 
O.&i. 

21.4! 

1.5% 
Q.O% 

0.8~ 

2.3% 
4.SZ 
7.0~ 

3.9Z 

27.0Z 
!\ ""' ·..r. Of• 



Table B.l68. 
Susitna Hydroelectric Project, Number of 

Rural Households Sightseeing by Area 

RURAL HOUSEHOLDS 

GEOGRAPHIC I.OCA'IION EVER 198!) -1985 
LOW HIGH LOW HliJH 

ln or OlJt of Alaska 2000 2150 20QO 2140 
In Alaska 1980 2130 1980 2120 
S•Jsi tn.~ St•Jdy Are.3 1530 1700 1530 1700 
Ai·e-3 Dne 140 230 140 230 
Are.3 Two 500 &50 500 6SiJ 
Area Three 200 300 200 300 
Area tOll!' 0 0 0 0 
Area Five 50 100 50 100 
Are.:i Si:-: 50 120 50 120 
Area Severt 20 70 20 70 
Are.l Eisht 0 0 0 0 
Area Nine 10 40 10 40 
Area Ten 0 0 0 0 
Area Eleven 0 0 0 0 
Area Twelve 10 40 10 40 
Area Thirteen 150 240 150 240 
fire a Fo•Jrteen 80 150 so 150 
10 i'iiles North of Denali Hwy 20 70 20 70 
Anchor -l'3e/Ch!.J'3ach Mtn. Area &0 130 &0 i30 
Ken.3i PeninS!Jl.::~ 120 200 120 200 
Copper k./Wr.~n'3e1l/Valdez 50 110 50 110 
So•Jtheast Alaska 10 50 10 c:r. 

·.F;J 

Elsewhere in Al.lska &40 BOO &40 790 
O•Jtside Alaska ,, 

v 20 0 20 

B-181 

lCJ84 
LOW 

1860 
1850 
1420 
130 
,;;lQfl 
~ .iV 

180 
0 

40 
50 
:20 
0 

10 
0 
0 
0 

130 
80 
20 
{jfJ 

110 
50 
l(} 

570 
iJ 

HIGH 
202f} 
2010 
1600 
220 
640 
2'/0 

0 
100 
120 

,' !.) 

0 
40 
0 
0 

20 
220 
150 

GO 
120 
1'30 
100 
50 

720 
20 

-

-

-
-
-
-

-
-I 

I 


