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Today, two Native groups - the Han Kutchin and the Kutchakutchin -

of the Athapaskan 1inguistic groups 1nhabit the area.' The Han Kutchin '”

live along the river upstream from Takoma Bluff while the Kutchakutchin o

‘»live primarily on the Yukon Flats. Although permanent residences.are :
concentrated in the three villages, seasonal residences are established
throughout the Upper Yukon as ev1denced by applications for land under
the 1966 Native Allotment Act.” The location of these seasonal re31dences
are related to the availability of good salmon catching places, hunting
ﬁcamps, or trapping.lines. | ‘

The first non—native explorers of the Upper Yukon were fur traders

and i“ early 1800's tTaPPlng became a maJor activity in the Upper ‘Yukon

area. By the middle 1860"' s, the Upper Yukon area was generally known

to non—natives resiaing in Canada or at Fort Yukon. When purchased
'froniRussia in'lB67,uthere'were-no non—native'settlenents‘in the Upper d
'Yukon. | |

| ' About 1873 ‘a trading post was established on an island across

from the present site- of Eagle.- In the 1880 s, the settlement of}
interior Alaska was assured witn the cry of "Gold'"

- Gold brought thausands of people to the Upper Yukon and as new -
finds Here'made; men rushed madly back and forth through-the river
;area.' | | | .

iln l866;»gold.was,discovered°on thekFortymile‘Riuer, and ind1867,

‘a trading poggfnastestahlished:at the confluence,of the:Yukon»andlg
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Today, the’experience‘of travelling on.the Yukonican be sumnarized B
~ as follows: -
Canoeing past'abandoned Miller’ szCanp....only a few.

cabins remained, the blackened spokes of a wagon wheel

reminded me of -the hopes of another era....Names like

Biederman Bluff echo off the walls of the canyon, only

to blend with the sounds ‘of my canoe cutting the Yukon's

surface. I wonder what thoughts did the mail-carrier,
' Biederman, tblnk when he passed th37 bluff sledding up '

the frozen river in the 1930 s....'l. _
' Gold more thas any other resource captured and focused the atten—'
' tion of the world or Alaska.~ The,Yukon River, and especially that por—v_
tion between Dawsonss Yukon Territory, Canada, and Clrcle, Alaska is
rich in minlng history.:‘
The Canadian Gﬂvernment-has iuplemented an active preserVation.
program to protect and interpret historic aspects of Dawson, Y T.,
| Canada. A restoration proglam has been started by the Territorial
: Government to restore the mining—supply village of Fortymile at the
mouth of the Fortymile River and has also identified and 51gned major
stopping points along the Yukon River in Canada whlch relate to the
winter mail route and at other historic places.
But in Alaska, there is no comparable program to preserve the

history of'therppér Yukon except at Eagle.' ln’one place zlong the
river, an historic cabin 1s being cut up for firewood while‘:souvenir“

hunters collect historicallv valuable artifacts..

;J Robert J. Ritchaa Wildlife Cooperative Unit University of Alaska,A .
Unpublished 12i22/72.' . .
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There is an unusually high concentration of regular nestlng sites

:,fnr the rare American peregrine falcon along the cliffs and bluffs
,adj01ning the river s. edge.

' There are potential‘mineral values;—espeCialiv oil.end gas—éwhichiﬂ

coulﬁ be developed in a manner compatible with the above noted

valuee so 1ong -as critical nesting habitat for falcons and historice

sites are protected

V*?here is substantlal potential for. development of hydroelectrlo

= energy with maximum development of the- Woodchopper progect
_Development of the potentlal Woodchopper hydroelectric project
Awould destroy signiflcant existing and potentlal public values.

' Tne Upper Yukon River and its immediate environment are capable'

- of being managed to‘Pereet‘People:énd the resource;’has‘historic:

S vaiues of eatiOnel‘ahdfiﬁterﬂational importance which'cah beﬂiptet-'

- preted to the public, has substantial geologic and natural values .

Wmich can be interpreted, and will support a high quallty outdoor R

*ecreation experience.

o E&e existing and potentlal values of the Upper ‘Yukon and not '
‘elmiler to those of the nearby Birch and Beaver Creeks or Charley,FQ
j”Orp"miLc eno ; ‘ata Revers. ?'f sec, tne range and qua;lcy of

N the outooor recreation potentlal of the Upper Yukon is not dupll-‘v‘

’*,§cateé in the 34 otner Alaskan free-flowing r1vers 1dentified by
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the Bureau of Outdoor Recreation as having high potential for
“inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. :”
s :rThere is: continuing Federal 1nterest in ‘the short- and longerange
nanagement of the Upper Yukon River and its 1mmediate envrronment
"and high potential for development of an international riverway
: combining the histprlcvaspects‘of‘the river.essociated wlth'the

Klondike and Alaskan gqld rushes.

K3

.Accerefully-designed, construCted .and maintained highWafs con-;“v
necting Eagle and Circle as indlcated bv the Alaska Department |

 of Highways could have beneficial impact on public use of the
outdoor recreation resources associated with Lhe Upper Yukon ’ i
River erea. i

- Recommendations -

It ie‘recOmmended that:
. The lll Swmile segment of the Upper Yukon River between Eagle and
f‘c Circle previously w1thdrawn under the provisions of Section l?(d)
(2) ANCSA for potential addition to a national conservation system 17
V';‘sbe included in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System unless
,included as part of the larger Yukon*Charley National Riverway,
‘ Alaska, as proposed by the National Park Service.
g'ﬂ hThe 9. 5 river miles of the Natlon River downstream from Hard Luck

Creek and the lower 30 river mlles of the Kandik withdraWn under L











































%2

“Scénic river areas being accessible in places by road are managed
to preserve and enhance a natural though sometimes modified environment and ?
ptovide a modest range of facilities for public use and enjoyment, Hsjor o
public areas such as 1arge campgrounds, interpretive centers or administrative

headquarters normaliy would be located 0utside-the river area. ~Simple

R

Asites and provide an enioyable experience. Facilities would be of a
1ocation and design to harmenize with this suvrounding.l/
| Boating~~pcwer and'non-power, visiting historic places; hikingfahd
fishing, hature étudy gnd simple relaxétidn“aré7ex§gcted to‘be égg principle
attractions' ; of the Upper Yukbn Rivei’ ::'xava'ea° | B
“Major fecreaticn areas would be constéqcted at Eagle and Circle wiéh the
formef also serving as the adminiétrative headﬁuartets’éreao |
A suppleme#tél, yet,major recreaﬁicﬂ araa_wouid be lecated in ﬁhe mid=
section near Woodchopper or Co&ixcreeks.'.This WOuld Serve as a principie
distribution point to ‘and from the nearby Charleyokandik River areas and to
: nearby historic sites including gold placer operations.
Primitive campground areas would he developed at regular intervals where o
freah-clear wvater tributaries join the Upper Yukon River.,’ »
' The;e is aood potential for development QF hiking, horseback and
"mptbrized {scootef and snowmobile) trails along the-Upper Yukan Riverrbetween
i‘Eagle and Circle. The Eagle to Dawson telegraph 1ine may offer gimilar

: potential fOP coerdinated intetnational developmenﬁ»~g '

1! 1970 Guidelines for. Evaluating Wild Scenic and Recreational River
. . AreaSQ @ "o L HSDA and USD ' : : . . . 8
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Table 7 . Comparison of Recreation Expenditures at Selected Free—Flowing‘_l

River Areas Comparable to the Upper Yukon Rlver, Alaska.

e e rraa
“ Area - - .. Cost per trip 1/ . Cost per person -

' Canoe/Kayak (familyi,' : ...1 L o ';._,?f

| Eel River, Ca. ) 3 ' . $28012J_ ; | $13.33 3/
B Klamatﬁ Rivex, Ca. ? o 320.§j o : 26;66 4/
" Trinity-Klamath Rivers, Ca. - 285 2/ o .26,66 §/
KipawaéArea;.Quebec;;cana&a - 360 2/ .. : i"'13533 5/ ‘

' Canoe/Kayak (individual)

Buffalo River, brk. 6/ $120 - $20.00

Chilikadrotna and ~ o | | - S
Mulchatna, Rivers, Ak. 485-375 ' 53.88-75.00

Chglitna Riverj Ak. ' 70  35.00
Cﬁrfent'Ri&eﬁ,_Mo;:Q] o iio s :  15.71
Deska ﬁivér, Ak.l o .. | 185 o 4 ‘3?.00
Kenai. Area, & o 365 007
 .Lewis and Clark Waterway, Mont.bs, - 140 »1 - v 17.507 
i.-Little Susitna River, Ak. 85 S S j32;5Q -',f:
- Salmén, Middle Fork, da. 6/ ca8s 47.50 1.
f.:Sﬁake River; Wyo. o : 1351‘-  »!‘: » o 13;20 R
.' Yukon River, Ak, . ‘__ | - 280  ' o L ..;40}00.

'Hiking (individuai)

Veamgellmems., Ak s;m0 s




g6 -

1/ Excludesiallfprénspértation aﬁa re}éted‘coéts §f,food and lpdgingrwhiie
1in trénsitito and from home and river area. | |

2/ 2 adults, 1 child, ea. | A'

lgj Additional chlld $60 fér entire trip. :

4/ Addltionalichild $80‘for entirg‘trip, .

5/ Additional child $110 for entire trip.

§j Unit ofziﬁeANation;l}Wild and S§enic Riﬁe:s System or related river

. .conservation program.

Minihg within scenic river area woui& dontiﬁue. It is probéblévthat
any restrictions ph @ining operations causing water poliution9 gﬁnéceésary
impairment‘of,the scengry,'protegtion of critical falcon nesgiﬂg‘ﬁabitat
or historic ﬁreSgrvation'would bévsimilarbwith of'without‘wild or scenic
river desigﬁ;tibn,- Miniﬁg on adjééent lands ouﬁside the river area should
‘not be éffe;téd and'asAiﬁditated previouslyimatters of water quality and
changes in the existing'environment frcm such uses would be expectéd to be
the éémeréith'or without wild and ‘scenic river designation.

Timber harvest is not expected to be affected.

‘ Subject to existiqg valid claims there would be no dispasition of

j‘public lands located within the 111.5 mile Iong rivex corridor for homesites,

trade and manufacturing sites or related p"*pcsuc. It is Jtli ely that the -

dispositlon of public lands for such purposes would be different with or

without wild ‘and scenic river designaticn. »Asuthere are ample opportuniciesv

‘ for such uses at Eagle and Circle on lands tennively slated for private -

: ,'ownerships. ‘

s
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Development Of the POtenti&l‘Waodchopper hydroelectric site would be'

fbregone. Available informatlon indxcates it is unlikely that this
hfdroelectric potentialfwould,be«develqped without wild and’scenic river  -

;designation.'

Provision for ‘a carefully selected highway crossing of the Upper

f'j Yukou in the vicinity of Hoodchooper and Coal Creek wnuld be maintained

should studies for such potemtial road crossing show there are nu other'

reasonable 01 feastble means of access to non—recreation resources

\,?adjacent to the river corridor on the north.

vHuﬁting, fishing‘aﬁd,trapping for subsistance of sport pufpbses in the

‘Upper Yukon ﬁiﬁer area and its imﬁediate eﬁvironment wculd ccntinue to Be
;managed by che State of Alaska with or without wild and scenic river
,designation. It is believed that both subsistence and sport uses of gaﬁe
~and fur animals and fish would be enhanced since the primary objective

;would be to preserve the existing river area in a natural ccnditioa. Thls

shouldstrongiy favor preservation of key wildlife habitat areas w1thin the

‘river carridor which in turn effects the number, kind and quality of the fish ‘

Vand wildlife available for human uge.




e
| VILL. o ALTERNATI?ES

There are seVeral majar alternatives to the zecommended inciusion
of the Upper Yukon River9 Alaska aﬂd its immediace envzronments in the
Natioaal Wild and Scenic Rivers System. These include no action, st&te.
‘ or local action, differept boundaries, different classifications, agd'
inclusipn in aﬂqthgr,né;ional conserﬁatipn éysteme _ ‘

No Action

fhe altefﬁativé of no action was considered and discardéd on the
basis that: | | |

(L) Theze is good probability that the existing high,quality

euv1rcnmen* would be adversely affecﬁed ﬁhrough increased
and unplanned human use of'the immediate viver environment,

(2)  Deve1opment of public resources for short-term gain could

Acause significant impacts on the existing environment which
now p:ovide for sport and subsistence use of fur and gamei
aniﬁaié; | | A o

3 Emportaﬁt aépects o£ ﬁiniﬁg hiétdry would bellbst,'A

(4) Criﬁicalvfalcon nesting habitat could be irretrievably

»i damageds~ o . |

The uniy prau; cabie metfod of assuring future public

~
W
ey £

availability of the recreatioa, historip and fish and wildlife

values for the benefit and enjoyment of future generations is







100

- plans teserve,@ptignsffor future activg participation by Statevaﬁdrmative’ﬁ‘

_ gfdups»shbuld théy desire. '
Potential alternative of State or local action was discarded on the -
basis that. | | |
(1) There are no known State or Loc%l plans to exclusively manage
 311 or most of the public resources of either the adjoining
,areas or the‘Upper Yukon River and itg immediate environmento'
(2} The Upper Yu?@n River is in an area where there wiil bé; 
continued Fe&erai involvement, especially fire cont:oi,/and

the riverihas‘subs:antiél Internatiénai'chargcter;

Different Bdundaxies
Severaifoétiana on boundaries were e#aluated incl&ding_protecting
all lands withdrawu'un&ar»the prb?isionS'éf'Sectian 17(d)(2) ANCSA and
a substantially reduéed aresa. These are summarized beloW° |
1 The pessibility of including all of the approximately 983 000-
- acre block of land wichdrawn under the provisions of Section
f17(d)(2) éNCSA was carefully examznedo Excluding the Charley
River, which is discussed in a separate report, the existing

withdrawal does not provida csmplete watershed protection for

even the’ sggment ef the Unpbr Yukov,ender study. Sipnifican ‘~f—

porticns of the Kandik Nation and Tatonduk River basins ate
withdrawn for potential Native selection.> The last two also

have cunsidegable portions of their watersheds in Canaéa;f'

IV e
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e fﬂlv' ' Genarally 1ands locaced fu*ther than 2-& miles from the river s

'edge are not~visible.' Since it is impassible to include all
;  of the tributaxy drainges in the boundary and such action is
j not consistent with the objectives established by the Wild and :
Scenic Rivers Act that only the river and 1ts "immdeiate envi-‘ t:;?
:‘ronment "sheuld be added to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers'
‘System, this possibility was rejectedh
(2) Include only a strip of land on the immediate river baak not to
exceed an average of 320 acres per mileé This was discarded
since the scale of the snrreLnding country is S0 1arge chat
signific&nt pcrtions of the primary visual~corridor would have‘
‘been excluded» Likewise some critical nesting habitat for the

'rare American petegrine falcon would ha«e bean excluda& as would

some of the'hisgoric sites.

;5Interior place

Different Classification

The "Guiéelimes adopted by the Departmants of Agrlcuiture and the

"...primary emph331s upon the quality of the experience aud

:, ﬁ overall impressions of ‘the. r@creaﬁiouist using the river or adjacent river~ B
bank..i Accordingly the passibility of classifying the river as recrew"‘

" ational" ‘was coqsidered because of the 10ng~range possibility of constructing

& read genera?ty na*a.loliag thg south river,bénk betwéeé EaéleAéﬁé Ciféla; 

This was disca:ded because there is substéntialluaéﬁrtaﬂity onvwheﬁher the ‘

highway would be bniit and because exist ing info*mation strongly suggesté‘

,that the road wculd be at a sufficient distance f“om the fiver to maintain

' axisting impressxonsu o

T

PO | B
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The possibility of "wild" classification was considered and discardedvq

on the basis of potential multiple—use valuas.

Inclusion 1n Another National Co1servation System

In addition to the inclusion in the National Hild and Scenic Rivers

System, there is potential that the 111.5~-mile segment of - the Upper Yukcn ,

River together with 1its immediate environment ‘be included as paxL of o;her

National conservation systemsol These ares (l)‘ creation of a natipnai
forest: (2)Vdesignation as a @ultipie—use area; and (3) désigﬁétion as a
unit of the national park systgﬁ. ﬁil‘three alternativés would involve a
substantially'largeffland‘aréae |

The alternativé of creatiﬁg a National forést has beén éonsidered and
in tﬁe eventya national forest(is created the Eorest:Sefvice wgﬁid;administer

the river enviroaﬁent as part of the larger land and water resource area.

‘National ForeSts afe'managed'so that all of the Various renewable resources

are used in the combination that best meets needa af the American people= .
As part of this resource managemeﬁt the Secretary of Agriculture has assxgned A

to the Forest Sezvice the responsibility for managlng units of the National

' Wild aad Scenic Rivers System within national forests‘ However only.Congressw

may designate Fuuexally-administeved componantﬁ of the hationa? Wild and

Scenic Rivers Systemc Accordingly, it is reccmmended that Conoress inciude
the 111. 5vmile segment of the Upper Yukon River in the Nation&l Wild and-

Scenic Rivers System in the event a Naticnal foresﬁ is estab;ished. This
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CA

assures public guidance and Congresszonal approval of the specific com—”

bination of resource uses that best provide for the loag-term benefit

.and enjayment of the river'and its immedlate gnvironment as dlstinct

.sfrom a&gacent "multiple—ase areas.~

The alternative of retalning the river and its immedlate environ-
ment u&der its present administration by the Bureau of Land Management

haS‘beeﬁ,considered. "In 1970, the Bureau of Land Management withdrew -

the’river envirbnment asApart'Of a larger classification action. The

Bureau e§ Land Management is committed by law and regulations to a pro-

gram of maltiple use.‘ As,part of this resource management, the Secretary

of the Interior has assigned't¢ the Bureau of Land Management the respon-
sibilicy for managing units of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System

‘within‘pubiia dcmain 1énds. Heﬁever, only Congress may'designaﬁe Feder~ -

ally administered components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System@ Accordinﬂly, it is reccmmended that Con?ress include the 111 5=

mile aegment of the Upper Yukon River in the National Wild and Scenic o

vRivers System in the event adjacent areas are managed by the Bureau of
V‘Land Management. Thls assures public guidance and Congressional approval

~gof the~specizi¢ combiuation of,resource uses that best prcvide for the-

1c“g—tefm béaefit and enj f”éﬁt of the river aid iis liumediate environ--

ment as distinc* from ad3acent multipleéuse" érease"

‘The alternative of creating a unit of the national park system has

W

~been cpnside:ed, -On the basisvof informanion«included in thngathnal,'
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Park Servicevproﬁosal to create a YnkonéChatley Négional ﬁivefwafgg

’ Aiaska, it ié concluded that managemeﬁt of thé area as a unit'of'the

‘ Anationél park sy#tem ﬁould be conéistént withAthe primary 6bjeéti¢§§ :
eStablishéd~by tﬁe wild and ScenicARiﬁers-Aét, “he'Secretéry'6f>the'r
Interior has assigned management responsibility to the National Parkv~
‘Service for managing certain units of the National Wild and Scenic
Rivers System,; Since the Congress‘mustvapprovelthe‘designation of all
national parksfand there‘isbpubliﬁ guidancé aﬁd;Congressional aépré?al

for the specific types of resource uses compatible with each national

park, units of the'National‘Wild and Scenic Rivers SYstem'have'not been

designated within National Parks. Accordingly, if a larger national
- riverway encompasses the 111.5-mile segment of the Upper Yukon and its
immediate environmént, creation of a National Wild and Scenic River is

not recommended.
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